Originally Processed With FOIA(s): FOIA Number:
1999-0277-F S

FOIA

MARKER

This is not a textual record. This is used as an
administrative marker by the George Bush Presidential
Library Staff.

Record Group/Collection: George H.W. Bush Presidential Records
Collection/Office of Origin:  Chief of Staff, White House Office of
Series: Skinner, Sam, Files

Subseries:

OA/ID Number: 40922
Folder ID Number: 40922-004

Folder Title:
Memos and Correspondence [9]

Section: s Position:

0 0




The Weekly
News Summary

Cop-

AN

-

Da,tg; Wednesday, March 11, 1992

A S¥ ] i ¥ A
TN

L ]
EditO?’.’ WILLARD D. CAMPBELL, JR.

Phone: (202) 863-8619







\\

gan supporters in our party who never
liked George Bush to begin with,” says
one senior GOP adviser.

The biggest success the pugnacious
Buchanan has had so far is in pushing
Bush into 2 state of high pander. The
President offered an astonishing mea
culpa on Mar. 3, saying that his 1990
tax-raising budget deal with Democrats
was “a mistake.” That admission was
only the latest in 2 lengthening string of
Bush flip-flops and political miscues.
LACK OF PRINCIPLE. Indeed, as the Presi-
dent tries to recapture GOP conserva-
tives, Administration policy decisions
seem more and more t be driven by
political panic. On Mar. 4, as the cam-
paign shifted to Texas, Bush suddenly
endorsed 2 proposed tax break for inde-
pendent oil and gas producers. Such ad
hoc swings could well backfire, as both
Buchanan and the Democrats charge
that the President lacks principles.
“Bush doesn't stand for anything,” says
2 senior Reagan White House aide.
“That’s coming across to people.”

You would think the GOP chaos would
have Democrats honing their axes for
the fall slaughter. But the contest for
the Democratic nomination has become a
curiously jovless slugfest. True, the in-
creasingly marginal Senator Bob Kerrey
of Nebraska may soon bow out, and Sen-
ator Tom Harkin of Iowa may follow
close behind. But former California Gov-
ernor Jerry Brown’s surprise victory in
Colorado means he’ll be able to stay in
the race.

Super Tuesday offers Clinton the
chance to break out far ahead. The con-
tests in seven Southern and border
states will choose 633 delegates, almost
one-third of the total needed for the
nomination. With 254 delegates in hand,
and buoyed by 2 bigger—t}manticipated
57%-24% Georgia victory over Tsongas,
Chnwn JS now coming on as the South-
ern Superman. He is sharpening his at-
tacks on Tsongas and redefining himself
as a populist, while painting his rival as
2 trickle-down Republican in disguise.

Tsongas, with 119 delegates, could
still surprise Clinton in Florida. He ap-
peals to transplanted Northerners and
upscale suburbanites, while Clinton
courts blacks, labor, and the elderly.
Says Mason-Dixon Research Inc. polister
J. Bradford Coker: “Florida will come
down to class warfare between Clinton
and Tsongas.”

That's 2 battle Democrats usually
wage against Republicans. It will take
two more weeks for Democrats to sort
out the field But with George Bush
looking more and more like Gerald Ford,
2 Democratic governor with a Southern
accent may have a certain appeal
By Douglas Harbrecht and Paule Dwyer in
Washington, with Geil DeGeorge in Miami
and Richard S. Dunham in San Antonio

DEFENSE

CRYING ‘JOBS’

TO SELL WEAPONS ABROAD

McDonnell says a Saudi F-15 deal would keep 40,000 working

¢Donnell Douglas Corp. once
took a “What, me worry?” atti-
tude z2bout what would happen
after the Air Force's last F-15 fighter
rolled off the St. Louis assembly line in
1994. By then, planners figured, the
piant would be busy building new A-12
attack planes for the Navy. But when
the Pentagon canceled the A-12 a year
ago because of cost overruns, McDon-
nell suddenly needed new business fast.
Saudi Arabia’s request to buy 72 F-15s
seemed like the answer. But jitters in
Washington about massive arms sales to
the Middle East kept the deal on hold.
Now, McDonnell is mounting a vigor-

ous lobbying effort for the Saudi sale.
The $5 billion order would keep produc-
tion humming into 1997. Without it,
about 3,000 of the company’s 7,000 F-15
emplovees will run out of work this
vear. Besides, McDonnell needs the busi-
ness. Despite cost-cutting that averted 2
debt crisis and spawned 1991 record
earnings of $423 million on sales of $18.4
billion, most of the company’s military
aireraft programs are winding down.
And with Taiwan balking at 2 pending
$2 billion investment in McDonnell's
commercial business, the company needs
cash for 2 planned MD-12 widebody.
FOREIGN PUSH. McDonnell's plight un-
derscores the pressure on U.S. defense
contractors to sell abroad. Squeezed by
budget cuts, the Pentagon is canceling
orders for 2 slew of current-generation
tanks, planes—even vaunted Patriot mis-
siles. To keep production lines rolling
and workers emploved, U.S. manufac-
turers are pushing foreign sales more
aggressively than ever.

The Pentagon would like to help out

McDonnell and reward an ally by going
ahead with the Saudi sale. But with an
election looming, arms-control talks un-
der way, and negotiations over housing
loan guarantees for Israel at a delicate
stage, the Bush Administration prefers
to avoid the controversy.

To force a decision, McDonnell lobby-
ists in Washington are stressing “jobs,
jobs, jobs.” To build the F-15, McDonnell
depends on 2,100 subcontractors employ-
ing 33,000 people. Although not all of
these workers make F-15 components, 2
McDonnell spokesman says the Saudi
sale is “a surefire way to protect the
jobs of 40,000 people.”

Advocates 2lso argue that the ripples
of an F-15 sale to Saudi Arabia could
affect aerospace deals for years. Rivadh
will soon need to replace 100 aging ¥-5
fighters, and it is shopping for commer-
cial airliners. A lkely U.S. successor 0
the F-5 would be General Dynamics
Corp.’s F-16 fighter or McDonnell's F/A-
18. Boeing Co., which made 40 of the 69
airliners in the Saudi fleet, also wants
more business.

But if the Bush Administration makes
the Saudis wait too long for F-15s, Mc-
Donnell warns, Riyadh may buy Europe-
an instead. In 1985, after Wa.shmg'wn
turned down an earlier request for F-15s
under Israeli pressure, Saudi Arabia
signed an $8.7 billion deal with Britain
that included 72 Tornado fighters and 30
Hawk jet trainers. Now, Britain is offer-
ing to sell Riyadh 48 more Tornadoes.
MAJOR BATTLE. Many on the Hill are un-
impressed by these arguments. They're
worried that the Saudis want to buy 48
F-15Es, an advanced ground-attack ver-
sion of the plane that the U. S. has never
sold abroad. “The threat doesn’t warrant
the kind of sale,” being contemplated,
says Representative Benjamin A. Gilman
(R-N.Y.). If the Israeli loan guarantee
talks collapse, says 2 Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee staffer, “the Adminis-
tration will face a2 major battle with Con-
gress over the sale.”

But McDonnell likely will prevail.
With the economy in an election-year
shump, “the jobs issue will be decisive”
with many members, says Representa-
tive Lee A. Hamilton (D-Ind.). And if the
sale goes through, watch for more arms
makers to use jobs as 2 weapon to beat
down foreign policy concerns over sales.

By Amy Borrus in Washington, with
James E. Ellis in Chicago
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% CLINTON: PICKING UP STEAM IN THE SOUTH

% BUSHING

EORGIA: THE VICTORY V;IAS FAR FROM SWEET

A BLOODIED BUSH

VS. A SOUTHERN STRONGMAN?

| The Republican race seems over—and Clinton may clinch by Mar. 17

At first glance,
the race for the

like 2 monstrous
muddle after the
first three weeks
of primaries. Re-
publican guerril-

Pt

! 2 third of the vote in every contest from
| 2 more and more hapless George Bush.
| And the seven states that held Demo-
| cratic caucuses and primaries on Mar. 3
| produced four different winners.

Presidency looks |
| for Clinton.

Ia Patrick J. Bchanan looks sure to sap |

The outcome of contests in the industr}al
heartland of Michigan and Illinois on
Mar. 17 could well clinch the nomination

That’s not to say that there won’t be
bumps zlong the way. Clinton seems to
have put allegations of extramarital af-
fairs and draft-dodging behind him. But
the scandals have left him doubly vul-
nerable: Any fresh revelations would
blow him out of the race.

Still, Mar. 10 is when Clinton’s meticu-
lously organized campaign finally pays
| off. The Arkansas governor is heavily

favored in Texas and five other South- |

ern states. He should come away from
Super Tuesday with 2 rich haul of dele-
gates—and tremendous momentum as
the campaign moves north. “Tsongas’

campaign depends on momentum, and |

he won't get it” in the South, says Uni-
versity of South Carolina political scien-
tist Earl Black.

MAGNOLIA LINE. On the Republican side,
the “Junior Tuesday” victories were far
from sweet for Bush. Buchanan stole
36% of the vote in the Georgia primary
and scored a respectable 30% showing in
Colorado and Maryland, states where he
hardly campaigned. But he has won only
20 delegates to Bush’s 340 because of
the winner-take-all rules of many GOP

primaries. Now, his campaign heads into !
Bush country—the President’s adopted |

home state of Texas, and 2 “magnolia |

line” of Deep South states that gave
Bush strong support in 1988,

. But things are clearer than ,
| they seem. As the race heads |
| toward the Southern battle- |

THE CRUCIAL CONTESTS COMING UP -

candidacy into more than 2

| grounds where the crucial |
| contests of “Super Tuesday” |

| on Mar. 10 will be fought, the |

| Republican contest is over.
Buchanan may leave Bush
with wounds that will bleed
all the way to November, but [k

Super Tuesday's grand prize. Like Georgia, Texas is Clinton's to
win or lose. Bush counts on winning big in one of his home
\\:3& e » o i s ity

et
AR e
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; and fast. Party operatives will

chanan to quit the race or risk

the Democrats. So far, Bu-
chanan seems unimpressed.

| he can’t stop the President’s On Mar. 4, he called on Bush
| renomination. Meanwhile, Ar- | - ond the eldesly like Clinton. Bush should-hold his own to drop out of the race.
 kansas Governor Bill Clinton | C MICHIGAN . MAR. 17 T yaymw o Even if Buchanan were to
has emerged as the clear B S : e quit soon, he has aiready done
Democratic front-runner, even |  Sick economy makes Michigan worth Yichiog Bockmon o005 | the President grave harm.
though former Massachusetts | f““”?f*’e" M@d‘ Tk AN Privately, Bush political advis-
| Senator Paul E. Tsongas” | - RLINOIS MAR. 164 85 €rs now concede they vastly

Maryland vietory made him |
| the first hopeful to win a pri- |

S R e S Bl i e
Clinton is well-organized, but Tsongas is coming on. And look out,
M. President: Buchanan may capture bl

e-collar Chicagoans

underestimated voter alien-

mary outside his home region. |

*Needed to

2,142
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""Needed 10 nominate: 1,104

| that 36% core of Ronald Rea-
DATA: BW -

l If Buchanan is to turn his |

soon turn up the heat on Bu- |

| ation. “Buchanan has seized |

[ right-wing temper tantrum. |
| he needs an outright win—

| ceding the White House to |




GRAPEVINE
By JANICE CASTRO/Reported by Wendy Cole

BRING ON THE GROWNUPS

Asked last week why Bill Clinton has done so much better than he’
among minority voters, PAUL TSONGAS gave a surprisingly blunt answer: “I
don’t like the composition of our staff.” He’d just blasted Dennis Kanin, his
campaign manager, he said, for not hiring enough women, blacks and Hispan-
ics. Said the candidate: “I don’t want any more white males.” Tsongas was
grateful for the true believers—the college boys and eager young g operatives—
when he was running on empty in New Hampshire, with no money and no
political heavwvexohts eager to sign on. But he knows that now his rapidly
expanding staff must reflect the diversity of Democratic voters. Not to men-
tion the talent and experience of the competition.

SPOOKIER THAN WE THOUGHT

The army of investigators probing the corrupt Bank of Credit & Commerce
has known for months that the Cia kept some accounts in First American Bank,
B.C.C.1.’s Washington arm. It turns out that the C1a and First American were a lot
closer than that. Government investigators now have proof that First American had
| long been the C1a’s principal banker. Some of the more than 50 agency accounts
| uncovered at the bank date back to the 1950s. B.C.C.I. owned the C1a’s bank for a
| decade. But since Reagan C1a Director William Casey ran a vast back-door opera- 5 :
tion during the 1980s, the full extent of B.C.C.1.’s relationship with the intelligence ¢ mumunmm

Sﬁqm mzzz.um ooted,

agency may never be known.

| MAYBE HE’S NOT SO BADAFTERALL

: DAVID DUKE fought Republican Party officials all the way to the Supreme Court last
month, finally failing to win a place on their primary ballot in Georgia. But that was then, and
this is now. This week Bush Central is secretly rooting for Duke, who is on the ballot in seven
of the eight Super Tuesday primaries. Says an insider: “Every vote for Duke is a vote that
Buchanan doesn’t get.”

SEAT-OF-THE-PANTS POLITICS
Talk about the weight of history. Visiting Kazakhstan last month, Michael Miklaucic
of the International Law Institute, 2 Washington think tank, dropped in on a top pariiament
official involved in the drafting of the republic’s new constitution. He found himself on the
spot when his host took a call during their meeting. “So, Mr. Michael,” said his host, suddenly
placing his hand over the mouthpiece, “who should be commander-in-chief of armed forces?
The, President? Or Speaker of the parliament?” “I... I... I can tell you how it works in the
t U S.,” said Miklaucic. “But please, don’t decide based on what I say. I think you should get 2
| second opinion on this.” Duke: friends at the top

<
b
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E WOMEN’S WORK Contributions are pouring in to groups that ON-LINE, OFF-PLANET When he isn’t fielding calls to his 800 i

| support female candidates. A new Republican organization, wisH fine, Jerry Brown communicates with potential voters on-line, i

List (the acronym spells its purpose: Women in the Senate and thanks to his new CompuServe computer fink. Hmm ... are the !

| House), has raised $100,000 in six weeks. Next: the 1600 Michelangelo and Friday the 13th viruses political plots? |

Db opowssiguign MODERN ROMANCE When video dating leads to the altar, hip §

% | MR. MOM BLUES Publishers have discovered a new market— friends give the happy pair Fighting to Save Your Marriage, a two- |
: | how-to books for men coping with household tasks. Joining part video series that depicts couples battling. Maybe it’s better ‘

| volumes on how to cook and how to fold and clean clothes is the to fight than switch. i not, try Judge Wapner. |

| mew First Men's Guide to Ironing. What's next? How toPick Up Your  TITLE FATIGUE Hollywood is stuck on sentences as movie titles. |
Socks? Honey, | Shrunk the Kids and Don’t Tell Mom the Babysitter’s Dead
CAMPAIGN CALENDAR Super Tuesday marks the 116th have given way to This Is My Life, | Don’t Buy Kisses Anymore and
anniversary of another election-year event: on March 10, 1876, Stop! Or My Mom Will Shoot. Coming soon: We’re Back and Death
Alexander Graham Bell made the first telephone call. t's a good Becomes Her. Expect overburdened muiltiplex marquees to resort
day to send 2 message. to alphabet-soup abbreviations.

AEAIRG
S
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WASHINGTON WHISPERS
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VOICE of America staffers said to have sabotaged gulf war news

oo.oa.oo.-oo-'coooovo..o.ooo--o0oooooco.o.ooa-oaoo'o.oo'o--.0

SENATORS charge Russians continue germ-warfare program

0.000'..0.0.0..-.'00.0ooaioﬁoooc000‘0.0.00.’..0Cov.l.'o.....‘

BUSH and the bumblebee: A bug in the Oval Office

o-onoo-ooonooooooo--ocooc.—oo;o50.;0.0-0ooocooooo.oo-o.oocoo'

W Broadcast views. During the gulf
war, several Iragi-born employees of
the Voice of America deliberately
twisted Arabic-language broadcasts
beamed to the Middle East so that
the programs were slanted to favor
Saddam Hussein and the Iragi point
of view. Sources who have read a
classified 40-page report of an inves-
tigation by the inspector general of
the U.S. Information Agency say
that it accuses staffers who were sup-
posed only to translate English-lan-
guage scripts into Arabic of inserting
their own phrases into the programs.
Some of the subsequent broadcasts
had such a pro-Iragi tone that aston-
ished U.S. diplomats stationed in the
Middle East filed protests to Wash-
ington. A VOA spokesman says
“mistakes were made, but there was
no systematic slant in the broadcasts.
And nobody has been disciplined or

fired.” At least not vet. The classi-

fied report is now being read by law-
makers on Capitol Hill. - x

W Still cheating. Conservative Repub-
lican senators have written to George
Bush complaining about the continu-
ing presence in Eastern Europe of nu-
clear warheads controlled by the for-
mer Soviet military. They say that
Russian generals are ignoring orders
from President Boris Yeltsin to dis-
mantle the weapons and have also vi-
olated arms-control agreements in at
least six instances. These range from
continuing their biological weapons
program to failing 1o notify the United
States in advance of ballistic missile
launches. Intelligence sources say Yel-
tsin is wooing his wayward military
back into line by making sure they are
well fed and receive regular paychecks.

B Getting Bush’s goat. Friends of
George Bush say that what bothers
him the most about Patrick Buchan-

2 Getﬁngunda'ﬂleprwzdentwlskm :

an is his “vulgarity,” especially his
use of photos of gay dancers in a tele-
vision ad. Bush—bormn to wealth and
power—is also said to detest the way
he feels Buchanan is trying to stir up
class divisions. The president resents
his challenger’s personal assauits, es-
pecially his ridicule of him as “King
George.” Meanwhile, according to
pro-Bush sources, former President
Richard Nixon tells intimates that his
former speechwriter is a good idea
guy but that as a presidential candi-
date, he can’t be taken seriously.

W Chilling effect. Congressional in-
cumbents facing primary challenges
were chilled by the results of last
week’s Maryland primary. Not only
did Dermocratic voters oust seven-term
Rep. Beverly Byron, heir to a dynastic
seat that had been held by her hus-
band and his parents for most of the
last half century, but two of the state’s
other lawmakers—thrown into the

same district in a redrawing of the
congressional map—won only about
50 percent each against divided oppo-
sition. Insiders say that at least two
lawmakers running for re-election in
next week’s Illinois primary are going
to be defeated, and five others, includ-
ing Ways and Means Chairman Dan
Rostenkowski, face serious opposition.
A tough primary day for Hlinois in-
cumbents could trigger panic on Capi-

| tol Hill—pushing more members to

consider voluntary retirement. ,
: 4

M The next power couple. If Bill Clip-
ton wins the White House, Washing-
ton’s next power couple could turn
out to be Mickey Kantor, a Los An-
geles lawyer who often chairs the
strategy sessions for the” Arkansas
governor, and his wife, Heidi Schul-
man, a former NBC television corre-
spondent who has been serving as a
campaign adviser on TV strategy.
Their connection to the governor
comes through Hillary Clinton. She
had served with Kantor on the board
of the Legal Services Corp. in the
mid-1970s.

W Toys ‘R’ Him. George Bush, it turns
out, has a thing about toys. The presi-
dent keeps a variety of children’s play-
things everywhere: in the drawers of
his big desk in the Oval Office, in a
nearby cabinet, in his adjacent private
study and in other hiding places
around the White House. When chil-
dren visit, especially the handicapped,
Bush reaches into one of his secret
caches and offers them stuffed ani-
mals or some of the other toys that are
always being presented to the president
as souvenirs. He also delights in play-
ing with some of the gadgets himself.
For months, he regaled guests with a
talking crystal ball that responded to
random gquestions with random re-
corded replies. But that is now a toy of
the past. The new First Toy: a me-
chanical bumblebee. Visitors to the
Oval Office report seeing the president
suddenly reach down and place the
battery-powered toy insect on the floor,
where it whirs around until he whacks
it on the head with a plastic mallet.
Then, as the leader of the free world
smiles, the contraption emits a shriek
and buzzes off. ‘
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Video Verite |

t may not win any awards,

but a new video called “The
Fine Art of Dumpster Dining”
aims to save lives. Produced by
Project Dignity, an Orange
County, Calif., activist group,
the video provides hezalth and
safety advice for the homeless
who must forage for food.
Among the tips: stay away from
meat and milk, which maybe |
contaminated by bacteria; look |
for fruit and vegetables with |
thick, unbroken skin; watch
out for the broken glass and
bleach many restaurants pour
on discarded food to discour-
age scavengers. “It’s an art to
stay well and continue the ac-
tivity,” says project director
Linda Dunlap.

i

The Rich Get ...

ongressional studies show
hat the richest 1 percent of

American taxpayers—about
660,000 families—pulled down
60 percent of all after-tax in-
come gains in the 1980s. But
despite a lot of populist rheto-
ric, congressional Democrats
lack the guts to tax away
much of the largesse: the fam-
ilies had a total of $506 billion
of income in 1989 but a bill in
the House Ways and Means
Committee would raise only
about $7 billion in additional
taxes from-the group, and a
Senate bill would raise even
less. “In the present po-
litical climate,” says a
senior congressional aide,
“there just isn’t the stomach to |
do more. To get big money to
reduce our $200 billion struc-
tural deficits you've got to tax
you, me and people we hang
around with.”

H
i

A high-stakes game:
EXCLUSIVE

Wofanlraqiinkiyadh

A New Missile Crisis

The United States and
North Korea are engaged in
a high-stakes cat-and-mouse
game over two North Korean
ships loaded with Scud-C mis-

siles and equipment bound for |

Syria, perhaps via Iran. The
Bush administration consid-
ered boarding the ships if they
entered waters shared by Iran
and Irag—using the U.N. em-
bargo against Iraq tojustify the
move. But U.S. officials con-

| ceded that unless they found

evidence the cargo was head-
ed for Irag, they had no author-

"ity to divert the ships. By the

1

| weekend, NEWSwWEEK has
learned, Bush’s men were try-

cept the shipment—with lit-
| tle hope of success.

For now, the ships are un-
der surveillance by navy subs
and reconnaissance planes.
Intelligence officials say the
Koreans are using decoy ves-

and sneak the Scuds into Syr-
ia. The officials fear the ship-
ment includes material for

Damascus is building to make
| its own Scuds.

-’92 Campaign Edition

A s a public service, the CW once again tries to help the
{ Super Tuesday spin doctors figure out who did Better

Than Expected (BTE) and Worse Than Expected (WTE).
Conventional Wisdom

Bush BTE: Holds Buchanan under 15% everywhere.
WTE: Loses Louisiana outright.

Buchanan BTE: Bush spooked, kisses Rush Limbaugh.
WTE: Loses to David Duke.

Clinton BTE: Wins big in Fla. Close in Rhode Island.
WTE: Loses big in Fla. Almost blows Texas.

Tsongas BTE: Wins big in Fla. Close in Tenn., Miss., La.
WTE: Finishes second in hometown Lowell, Ma.

Brown BTE: Wins any state without mountains.

8 WTE: Finishes third in college towns.

Harkin BTE: Gets out later.

WTE: Gets out sooner.

ing to persuade Syria not to ac- |

n
{

i | on the counter after her tot

' Dirty Trick?

P hen Pat Buchanan at-
tacked George Bushre-

_ cently in a campaign ad

{ for funding “obscene”

art, he picked 2 bad ex-

ample. The spot features

a segment of “Tongues

| Untied,” a documentary

i film about gay black

| men that was partially
funded by the National
Endowment for the Arts.

| The money was given to

| | the filmmaker in 1988,

; | when Ronald Reagan—

| | not Bush— was presi-

| . dent. A Buchanan

|-~ spokesman acknowi-

| edged that the film was |

funded during the Rea- |

gan years, but said an ;

NEA grant to broadcast

and promote it was

made under Bush. “Our

case against Mr. Bush

doesn’t rest on “Tongues

Untied’ alone,” said the

selstoconfusethe U.S. trackers |

' Nickels and
'Dimes

M aybe Italy’s fiscal police

arebeing a bit overzealous

| in their war on tax evasion.

Too many stores, they say,

aren’i ringing up sales—and,

inturn, aren’tgiving receiptsto

customers. So cops recently

ticketed one Salvatore Pan-

tone, 7, after he purchased a

| bag of cheese puffs. His crime:
leaving his pennies on the cof-

| fee-shop counter without get-

| ting a receipt—a transgres-

| sion that cost him $30 and the

| store $300. The Italian fi-

i nance minister scolded the cop-

pers for ticketing a post-tod-

two secret underground plants |

. | dler. But days later, 2 woman

| was fined for leaving a nickel

clutched a piece of candy.
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T'songas energy plan doesn’t add up

WASHINGTON—Far be it from me to question Paul
Tsongas’ honesty. But when the Democratic candidate
for president tried to back away from his stand on
nuclear power the other day, let’s just say he took
temporary leave of his customary candor. 5
During the presidential debate in Denver, Tsongas
exploded in indignation when rival Bill Clinton said
the former Massachusetts senator would build
hundreds of nuclear power plants around the country
if he were elected president.
“That’s a lie, that’s a lie,” he shouted several times.
'misexchangewoundupvdmamton’spemlanﬂy
taunting Tsongas as being “so perfect.” That drew St.
Paul’s reply: “I may not be perfect, but I'm honest.” .
St o el Bt o oo v
t he wi o power ts © 1
if he were elected and called that a “purposeful
misrepresentation.” . e
Weﬂ,ldonotlmowwhatqmﬁﬁaasa“wmy‘nﬂly”
rate of construction of nuclear power plants. All I

With the help of taxpayer funds too.
!nhisSG-page“ACa!ltoEoonomicArx’ng,”thc
forjmcrscnamrpamsnudmrpowerasa_bndgeﬁom
reliance on polluting fossil fuels to the Nirvana of non-
polluting renewable energy.
5{0%_saidtherewiﬂnotbeanypx§xa%mct)§a§hepuge,gf

1 megawartt nuclear power ts raised safety
concerns and added that “the future is in the 300- to
SOO-ngawanmnge.Whataboutoost?T‘{:eywﬂlbe_
expensive, but the case for nuclear is not its costs. It is
pmervmgfossilﬂm;,lmening;thehaz_ardsofoﬂ
ndependence, reducing the trade deficit and
munimizing carbon dioxide output.” ;
Tounphasizetheenommyandmmcyob!ﬁ!ding
these smaller plants, Tsongas said the government
woddhavetomvszmdeveiopingtwoort}nee
prototypes of 300- to 500-megawatt

with industry. “There must be a sharing of the
ﬁnanda!riskinordertomovempidly,’fhesaid.
Tsongas has never specifically said he would favor
buﬂdmghm&edsofamhphns,bmn’sdwtbal.
Chnzonwasnotomofﬁnetowggwthis,considmng
ﬂ_xeloﬁygpalthat’l‘songassetforlﬁsnudwpoﬁcym
his campaign document.

T@ngasgidakcygoalofhisnudmrplmwouldbe
cutting oil imports, noting that the 112 nuclear power
plants operating in the U.S. today save 740,000 barrels
of oil a day. The nation imports 10 times that much
oil. Clinton adviser Rob Shapiro of the Progressive
Policy Institute said Tsongas’ policy might require the

—

William Neikirk 1 77
Zri

building of more than a thousand nuclear plnts ifthis‘
Roger Sant, president of the AES Corp., 2 firm that

. operates several plants, said a2 500~

megawatt plant
vould serve only about 500,000 people. It would take
six such plants to serve Chicago’s energy needs.
Tsongas’ math simply doesn’t hold together.

Building nuclear piants WOR’t guarantee energy
independence, uniess the nation suddenly mvents a
nuclear-powered automobile. Roughly 90 percent of
our oil imports go for transportation. Less than S

ge{cent.of electnicity generation comes from burning

Nicholas Lenssen, 2 nuclear expert and research

~associate for the Worldwatch Institute, a

Washington—bw.ﬂﬁnkmnlg,sajdmat 60
percent of the power plants in the US. are by
coal, another 20 percent are nuclear and the
meml{m, e f the

said contrary 10 expectations of
past,nudwplamshaveprovedmorecxpensiveto‘
build and operate than coal plants. The equipment is
more expensive and wears out faster—costs that get
pushed on to consumers.

costs are difficult to estimate, building
plants of the size envisioned by Tsongas would cost
anywhere from $500 million to $2.5 billion each.

.Utiliti&sarm’tbuildingsuchlazgeplantsthmedays.

Typically, Lenssen said, they’re putting up 30- to
loo-qwgawm-plantsﬁrpdbynapm!gsorwrplus

ity via cogeneration. Environmentally, they’re
sounder, and they operate more efficiently than
larger plants. '

It’s difficult to tell from Tsongas” campaign ~
booldetwhetherhewouidsubsxd:zetheblﬂdingand
operationofallnuclmrpowcrplams,orjustthefcw
prototypes. I’dsuspectﬂzatifheisassmmusabopt
his plan as he appears to be, it would mean massive
taxpayer subsidies for many such plants if he wants

ngltonandmeothermndidamhavebeentrying
to pin the nuclear button on Tsongas, but not
unfgirlyso.Eve:ytimehe’schallengedontheisue,
he retreats into anger. He loses that sense of calm
_as:xhir;‘ncethatsomanypeoplehzvefoundamacdve
in

Maybe that’s because the policy falls apart under
close scrutiny and should be rethought, if not
cah?.éincglo:ed Defending it is going to be increasingly




It is painful to say, but Presi-
dent Bush best get out among
’em — and quickly. -

Up and at’em, Mr. Prez, wake

up and smell the conservative

coffee.

Leave those sﬂk—stockmg Re-
publicans at the Marriott Mar-
quis today and grab some lunch
and an earful on the square in
Marietta. Get over to Nick’s
package store off Interstate 85 on
Norcross-Tucker Road and talk
to Nick and George Dodys.
They’ve got some ideas.

A Democratic gunshnger
James Carville, put it best.

“What’s really going to haunt
George Bush is that he doesn’t
have a rationale for re-election,”
said Mr. Carville, adviser to Gov.

*Zell Miller and the Democratic
version of the Flying Wallendas
~Gov. Bill Clinton of Arkansas. -
Patrick J. Buchanan won’t
beat the president Tuesday in
Georgia, but his issue-driven
campaign has stirred the voters.
Business as usual won’t get it.
Put simply, the end of the
Cold War has put the Reagan
Democrats in play. The biggest

eason for a Southerner to aban- .

don the Democrats is gone. Tues-
day’s intramural GOP skirmish
just might be proof that the pres-
ident isn’t ready to fight even
weakened Democrats.

At the risk of being presump-
tuous to the leader of the New

World Order, some free advice.

With the Democrats and Pat
Buchanan championing change
and a new domestic order, it’s
time for Mr. Bush to start argu-
ing what he is for, what he wants
to do, what he intends to do.

- . He might start first by apolo-
‘gizing for breaking the “read my
lips, no new taxes” pledge. That
‘was a mistake, he can say. Ron-
ald Reagan made it in 1982 and
spending cuts never material-
ized. Mr. Bush’s decision to cut a
deal in 1990 has led to the biggest
explosion ever in domestic
peacetime spending. .

The president knows that for
every new dollar in taxes raised,
$4 in domestic spending is
planned. Enough.

bush needs to win over
the Reagan Democgg ;

_in a nationally televised address

= ation of capital gains, removing
the tax on profits through simple

‘blind and forbids racial pref-

Send Richard Darman, the
deal-maker, autographed retire-
ment cuff links.

To rectify the mega-mistake,
Mr. Bush might claim some pow-
ers several respected experts be-
lieve he has.

A nice time to do it might be

March 20, the deadline set by the
president for action on his eco-
noxmc plans.

_First, he can order the index-

inflation. Homeowners and
small businessmen would bene-
fit mightily. - ;

Rather quickly, the president
should start hammering for an
increased dependent-child de-
duction or tax credit. ,

The Wall Street Journal ar-
gues that the president has the
power to claim the line-item
veto. Try it.

Strike the Lawrence Welk
birthhome from the federal bud-
get. Delete those studies on the
sex life of iguanas. Take a ma-
chete to the National Endowment
for the Arts, leaving only those
appropriations that leverage pri-
vate sector dollars.

Implement the federal “no
quotas” policy proposed by.
White House Counsel C. Boyden
Gray. The Constitution is color-

erences.

And, of course, there’s a big-
ger world out there. Saddam
Hussein, Moammar Gadhafi and
Fidel Castro still live in it. Should
they?

President Buchanan would
understand it. But making the
case is up to George Bush, the
man who can again be pres-
ident.O -

Mr. Williams is a Journal edi- |

torial columnist.




Vitae
Widow of Lee Atwater, ,
mother of Sara Lee, Ashley
and Sally T
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April 29,1951 F i e
Hometown

Self- Portrait Optzmzstxc, ﬁexfble, commmed adwenturous
""""" =+e>==+  with a sense of humor
Motto Live life to the fullest; life xsn'ulyagxft,asam
e family and friends,so enjoy each and share your
enjoyment with others - . B
WaIteertty No fantasy — deal only wzthwhat;s“real” :
fanta.sy > :

--------

Inspiration Leedunngh:sbamewnhmncer

sesecescsccrenas

Greatest feat Ithﬂbemmseourdaughtersasllmowue

-~

sssesesessseteses  would want me to
Bad habits Eating junk food and loving it

senvscsssnennne

Pet peeves People who cannot empathize with others

sacnsves eneves

Hobbies Spending time with family and friends, reading, -

sesemmeseeer observing people, exercising
To have 10 minutes alone each day to thmk

Favorite Red, Hot and Blue
re.

Sossamsnssnnne i

Vacation spot ngh Knob, Front Royal, Va.; South Carolina

Books at bedside Monvatxonal, spiritual, blographm and, of
course, children’s books
Last Words “1 tned.”
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EDITORIAL

THE PEOPLES
CHOICE A%

He’s smart, he’s honest. He has aﬁan for resur-
recting the economy. He keeps his promises. He’s
running against Washington. He may well be a
she. And he’s the strongest candidate in the race.

Who is this paragon? His name is None of the
Above, although he goes by other appellations as
well. Sometimes he’s 2 Republican, sometimes a
Democrat. NOTA showed strength in opinion polls-
even before the first primary. Under the sobriquet
“Unnamed Democrat” he ran better against
George Bush than Clinton, Kerrey et al. In his first
test, New Hampshire, NOTA ran as 2 write-in for
Ralph Nader, getting 2 percent overall; and also
as Pat Buchanan, garnering 37 percent of the
G.O.P. vote. Running as “Undecided” in South
Dakota, NOTA drew 31 percent of the tally.

On the Democratic side NOTA is a2 more pro-
tean figure; some call him Jerry Brown, others
Mario Cuomo or Larry Agran. But he’s also had
a greater, though more amorphous, impact. Na-
tionally he’s been a spoiler, denying any single
candidate a clear front-runnership. So far, Demo-
cratic voters are still in “Undecided’s” column.

Although he’s waging a stropg campaigm,
NOTA, like many outsiders, lacks money, organ-
ization, name recognition—the whole bag. His
name doesn’t appear on the ballot. His most
pressing need is for a spin doctor, someone to pro-
claim victory and stoke the momentum.

Until NOTA gets his act together, we’ll have to
take over that role. O.K., media, listen up! Our guy |
is the candidate of the disfranchised, the left out, |’
the turned off, the politically aware, the principled.
Voters agree with his message: Bush’s economic
program is a phony, ditto Clinton/Tsongas’s; Ker-
rey isn’t putting money where his mouth is on
health care; Harkin can’t hack it, etc., etc. Above
all, NOTA’s the only candidate the voters trust.
So climb on the bandwagon, folks! Don’t waste
your vote on that old party hack, Lesser Evil.




[s Buchanan
¥ danger 2

In 1912, ex-President Teddy

publican presidential nomina-
tion from- his successor, Wil-

Teddy ran as the candidate of

VILLIAM - -t0 Woodrow Wilson and the :
~ Democrats. <
w __Sizzling- questions arise, 80 -

ears later: (1) Is Pat Buchanan hkelytowreakthe
ame mischief Teddy did? (2)-Should Pat, as William .
mckley recently suggested, bow out in the name of
arty unity and the Sacred Duty of All Republicans
2 deny Bill Clinton or Paul Tsongas the White
fouse?

The probable answers: (1) nope and (2)-double

2t ﬁ
to GOP?/%~

Roosevelt tried to wrest the Re-.

liam Howard Taft. Rebuffed, -

the Bull Moose Party. The GOP
split helped hand the election -

g
:

e

ope. This is notwithstanding Vice President Dan.
‘mayle’s public warning over the weekend that a
3ss to the liberals in November might shut conser- -

atives “out of power for a generation.” Which warn-
ag he clinched with dire prophecies. Would you like

at Schroeder as defense secretary? he jibed sadisti-
ally‘ How would you enjoy Jxmmy Carter -as secre- ’

ry of state?

~ Not much: Nor have these prospects much to do
ith the importance of Mr. Buchanan’s challenge to
fr. Quayle’s boss and 3 atron, the: pteadent. Mr. .
uchanan, ‘unless the .heavenly rad:ance enfolds
im, and a booming voice from On High intones his
ame, will sooner or later find the contest unprofit-
ble: whereupon he’H drop out. This could happen as

arly as'March. Mr. Bush will have plenty of time to

iend fences provided he shows — not tells, shows —

le party’s conservatives he knows why they are

cked off at him.

How" .would he know if Pat Buchanan didn’t tell’ q

im, in words hard and heavy as a blackjack? The
ission of the Buchanan campaxgn is not to install a

emocrat.in the White House — though some con-
rvatives argue that a few years in the wilderness
1ght benefit their movement: No, Mr. Buchanan’s
ission is to call the president of the United States to -
'count for things done and left undone. Timorous -

uls may regard this manner of proceeding as rude,

¥ apperes s ipupe - <4

Ve

| b A awat\vyﬂrxg(\q%wbw aied RS v B 3

R

"y

- axvisive and dangerous. They should, in honesty, ad-
mthownecessaryxtm The real risk doesn’t lie in
domg itbutin notdoingit. -

Mr. Buchanan threatens Mr. Bush’s presidency?
What an odd way to look at things! The president’s

-approvai ratings are down, not just because conser-
‘vatives are mad at him but because a lot of other -

. ‘people-are, too. Whatever the quality of Mr. Bush’s .
. Jeadership during the Persian Gulf war, a widely .

‘held impression is that, dom&ncany, he doesn’t -

‘have a clue. Look at the recession. Look at the come- -
- _ “back of federal regulation and tax increases. Look at
- -the pro-quota civil rights bill he signed. -

. There are solid reasons. for preferring George
‘Bush to Mr. Tsongas or Mr.. Clinton, not least the .

_ thigh quality of his judicial appointments. His. pro-life

stand is another plus. None of this means you have to : |
swallow the nasty, distasteful stuff as well. =
Republicans, being mostly middle class, are polite

e people concealing displeasure behind stoical faces,
seekin

g excuses for the inexcusable. They forget,
gou can polite yourself to death. -

' . = I civil protest of Mr. Bush’s actions had. avaﬂed,

dr. Buchanan ‘wouldn’t have run. It didn’t avail.

= .onservanves — the people most responsible for put-

bney supports NEA-sponsored porn, got

]

A |ks. Life is risky, but that doesn’t mean
2741 cower in bed all day. You step for-
“=ird and do what’s right — no pun in-

Lore of themselves They always do
- Iyway Qr : 7 b %

. ?.n.ng Bushmoffme-——mmpedupanddown, and -

1l the president Jettisoned conservanve posmon
ﬁer conservative position.” ",
. So Mr. Buchanan runs, and, 0. the pres:dent con-
‘sses that he has heard and understands the mes-
e delivered by an upstart journalist. A few days -
er, he axes John Frohnmayer as chairman of the
Pnonal ‘Endowment for the Arts. Mr. Frohnmayer -
8 doled out taxpayer money for what is in etfect
mography, leading the Rev. Donald =~
Tldmon’s American Family Association DOOﬂ
‘-demandthatMr.Frohnmayerbeﬁred. F St i
as Mr. Bush, ‘when he fired Mr.
’chnmayer truckling to the unshaven,
¥washed multitudes? Gee, I hope so.
gh time us multitudes, whose tax

; mle recognition. Without Mr. Buchan
, we might not have. - -

-'Y&s ,the Buchanan campmgn

carries

nded — letting the consequences take

W‘Illargz'yurchlson s column is dxstnb- \
“3d by Creators Syndxcate B




By Mark Shields

WASHINGTON — Remember
when, with characteristic humility,
we on the press bus divided the
1992 Democratic presidential field
into the "first tier" (comprised of
Senators Tom Harkin and Bob Ker-
rey and Governor Bill Clinton) and
the "second tier" to which former
Governor Jerry Brown and former
Senator Paul ‘Tsongas were con-
signed?  Well, the ungrateful and
unpredictable voters ignored our
wisdom and picked their own
front-runner — from the second
tier,of all places.

Clearly Paul Tsongas successful-
ty set himself apart from the rest of
the Democratic field. Bul now
more than a few victory-starved
Democrats fear Tsongas could set
himself apart, as well, from rank-
d-file Democratic voters. That
coneern is rooted in ‘Tsongas' un-
onventional mix of anti-populist

economics and his unapologetical-
ly liberal, even elitist, cultural poli-
tics. "The cutting-edge issue for
Democrats,” Tsongas repeatedly
told New Hampshire Democrats,
"should be gay rights."

That same opinion might not be
shared by those voters whose re-
turn to the Democratic fold is
deemed indispensable to the elec-
tion of a Democratic president next
November. These are the predomi-
nantly working-class voters who
most recently have been called
Reagan Democrats. Before that
many were called Nixon Demo-
crats, after some of them had been
alled Wallace Democrats.

The lesson for Democrats must
be clear by now. They win, as they
did fast fall in Pennsylvania in Sen-
ator Harris Wolford's dramatic up-
set over former attorney-general
Dick Thornburgh, when they talk
about what most people talk about
every day. Today, people are wor-
ried about being able to take care of

their parents and about raising and
educating their kids for a future
they are fearful will not be as bright
asthe one they, themselves, inherit-
ed.

The difference is between knee-
jerk Democratic liberalism and
Democratic  middle-class popu-
lism. The typical liberal will fight
with every fiber of his being to
guarantee that a "performance art-
ist" who covers herself with little
more than candy will be subsidized
by the tax dollars of a Rhode Island
registered nurse and a Dallas wait-
ress.

Tsongas, however, is absplutely
right when he says American voters
doubt the Democrats' competence
to manage the nation's cconomy,
"Fairness," alone, does not consti-
tute a credible national cconomic
policy.

But disaffected Democrats left
the party for important non-
economic reasons. On issues of
church and state, national Demo-

Is T'songas in Tune?

crats scemed always to be gleefully
anti-religion and pro-state. On the
agonizing question of abortion, on
which the nation's ambivalence can
best be described as "pro-choice
and anti-abortion,” the national
Democratic party seems to elevate
abortion to a high public good and
to go out of its way to make pro-life
Democrats feel unwelcome. Na-
tional polls tell us that three out of
four Americans favor either silent
meditation or prayer in our schools.
Regardless of how they feel, do the
national - Democrats  personally
know anyone in that large majori-
ty?

Democrats have a long and ad-
mirable history of accepting and
protecting those often not welcome
inthe "best circles” or the other par-
ty: immigrants, Catholics, Jews,
blacks, gays, the dispossessed. It is
arecord of tolerance of which party
members can be justly proud. But
when two out of three Amiericans
believe the nation is inastate of per-

manent decline and even more be-
lieve that the federal government
responds basically to the rich and
the powerful, then the cutting-edge
issue for the Democrats is not gay
rights.

To win, the Democratic nominee

_must be believable as commander-

in-chief and, just as important,
must be totally comfortable in the
company of traditional American
values,

©O1%2Associated Features, Inc.
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Saporta: Execs not fired up about preadenual cand1

» Continued from Cl

But he said, “It’s regrettable that
the Democrats at this point failed
to have thexr best candidatesin
the race.”

At this stage, Rock-Tenn

President Bradiey Currey Jr. >

said, “I would support the prw-
~ dent, not with enthusiasm.”.

ignored the seriousness of &e
[economic] problem until re- ~

didates.”
Patnd(H.Thonas,chmr

man of First Financial Manage-

ment Corp., also thinks Mr. Bush

is the best qualified. - i

—r

Developer Charles Acker: -
man thinks the president needs"
to mend fences. “Ithmkhehas :

cently. But without a doubt, he’ 3
the most qualified ofallthecan-' v:',

Some execxmves applauded
the message of conservative
commentator Pat Buchanan but

- won’t vote for him.

“Pmstilla Bushman,butl’m

 delighted that Pat Buchanan is

doing what he’s doing,” said Dil-
lard Munford, founder of Mun-

«,fordlnc. “He’ll be amuchbetter

Buchanan vote is really trying to

f.sendamagetoBushtobe

more conservative. If that hap-
pens, xt will be positive.”

'meundeaded

And then there are the unde-
cided. That camp includes Atlan--
ta Life Insurance Chairman jes-—

’5:.

se Hill ]r., ormer Days;nn éxec—
utive Deen Day Smith, and®~
developer C. McKenzie Tayjor,
chairman of Taylor & Maﬁns o
“I cross party lines hke peo-
ple switch lanes on the inter®
state,” Mr. Taylor sazd.z’.l’m;i!n
dec1ded even partywise, | ¥
Georgia’s primary ma?’%e
one of the nation’s most:impdi-
tant, but it has failed to:€xcité-
many executives. ¢ :ﬁ”‘v?

“] think I'll stay hon;e,” s,g:d

D. Raymond Riddle, president
of Wachovia Bank ofGeargfﬁl )

- “All of them leave someﬁhméto

be desired.” O o
SR ’?&\

ManaSoportascolwmappewsm--
Tuesday, Thursday and Saturday.
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‘Many Atlanta executives fail to get |
excited about presidential candidates

ai;

gt won't be eds; for some of A - have a revolution,” he jiikod.

te
M lanta’s top ex 6810 go'to . Post Properties'Chairman
ithe. ! : ) : mhn A, Willlams sald, “Bush
£l 1 PR Conndnl ade a fatal flaw when e aban: :
‘business leaders this week, few . S bt oned his ‘no tax increase’ -

xmféexclted'nbbutthepabplex:jni : W ‘7| ‘pledge.” While he supported Mr..
‘{t}ln%‘for president, % . &5 o Bugh in 1988, 1 wouldn't guar-
»*"Many expressed digsatisfa

i Y e PraLti & Antee him my vote right now,”
‘tion with the way President. 4. 5 SR LR e 1
' Bush has handled the economy, /7" /‘ﬂ i : Cﬂntonump TR il
r But they haven't found anyone. . Likes Tsongas, but... Several Georgla ogéouti,%s

)

" i 5 & 3 1988, *Bat he's disappointed | ranybody's bandwagon so far.” ' Marshall Hahn, who expecth the
e o they oould comy .~ Both Mr. Hewell and Mr, % sﬁ‘i’:iﬁi’#ﬁ‘&'ﬁﬁ%’fﬁ&“&ﬁ% o1 think e et nte tagp?mp of/ Buthe's lee?nl’ng toward Mr. Clin- Bush campalgn to galn fociand
g 3 3 ol > b. LR ¥ P ¢ ¥ Soie 3 H 1 i

“I'm extremely disappolntéd :f&;g&g%ﬁf;?:}% g:‘ezs::g; 3{3{‘; kansas goverrior who has been i 5 instant glorification by gettin ton and possibly Mr. Kerrey. - . = strength, thinks it i3 in the

; od ) SRS DOCA & { more involved in rs - Also leaning toward Mr, Clinton * tional interest to re-clectM§. .
i“n (“.ieorge B““"'ll -"%9'9 "‘f.,:;;%g “/‘Hewell can't get over that he's a .g:ldg:gggx%f@? ?@ppolld’@ i mdqﬁmuc»mmmg priori: - is bullder Herman J. Russell. . Bush. “I work for him and #bn-
R,""‘;‘ "ﬂ"""{ 83" QW,] Bta 9}‘\, o liberal Democrat from Massa- e E SR Hag e gorewed up, WHOR'BOUN L aii ovalises! =, [ tributetohis campalgn,” he paid.
e e raised taxes st yeaty 1 ehusets. And Mr. Childress . “Ibellove woneed s ohinge” ¢ Ut i pAld 4t horad 1 Bush foyalise LI oy, Goorge Dushi) e
‘ifnan &T’:;c.!‘i‘tregg:dr’s""‘%u‘:l» '3“"" enyision him as a leader for ~ said former Bush supporter VIr<. (hile he's leaning toward Mr. " . Several of Atlanta's top cor- = “ best qualified of all the cangi-

the country. gll R, Willlams, chairman of the ~ ; i “Bob
4 also leaves me in a quandary be- Mr. ’I‘gngas canexpecttoget Willlams Service Group and ad- .’m :: }?le?i':ak?. B : Bob
. cause I haven’t found anyone the vote from Scott O, Seydel, viser to Gov. Zell Miller, “We + &~ g eal estte investor §. Stee

orate leaders, however, are still . dates,” sald SunTrust Bank§ ex-
ehind Mr, Bush, 4 . -ecutive Robert Strickland,

p
b ;
“In spite of the fact that we = - “People forget very quickly '

elge I like." y =~ chairman of the international need to have a congervative ten Sellg 1l is backing Mr,  * have an economy that's drag- ~  about the good things he’s done.”
i ' Developer Don Childress s chemical firm Seydel Cos., who ~ Southern Democrat, afd I think: * Bi,lnton a3 18 conglomerate mak-  ging, George Bush has been an Robert L. R , senlor
' “not impressed with any one of  claims to be Atlanta’s only liber- he would 'oﬁ'er afreshper-- ' op)B, 'uqua, both longtime outstanding president for the adviser to the Monarch Capital

“ them, I'm falrly disenchanted fg Det;\wcrat xt;xe.c\:,tliive. “1 thl;\k spective,’ Chv )  Democrats. » countg.';:aid (E:odwnrdkll. Addl-  Group, also supports Mr. Bysh.
" with the whol Ay i we have g Republican presi- Law Companies Chairman Attorney and former Gov. son, Southern Co, president. i, y ' .

A0 gle Whle procog . dent for angthetf four years, we'll - R.K. Sehgal voted for Mr. Bush , Carl d 'sald he 18 “not on Georgla-Pacific Chalrman T. - Please se¢ SAPORTA, C7»>
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Up-to-the-Minute Guide to the 18 States
That Have Not Yet Completed Redistricting

The 18 Slow-Starting States That
Haven't Finished Their Remaps

By Susan B. Glasser

Eighteen states containing a total of 208
districts —or 47.8 percent of the House —
have yet 10 complete redisricting for the
1992 elections. And with filing deadlines
and primariesapproaching inmany of these
states, we rcmrhcmmhpmodform
pleting the remaps.

Listed below is a complete updm. on
each major state where redistricting is still
pending, including the size of the state’s
delegauon post-apporuonment and any
pew minority disticts.

Alabama
Total: Seven Seats
(including one majority-black district)

A federal court imposed 2 redisricting
plan here that creates 2 new, 67 percent
black district and endangers Democratic
Reps. Ben Erdreich and Claunde Hamis,

Butlast week, the Democratic legistature
passed its own version. Now they "I wait ©0
overmide GOPGov. Guy Hunt's likely veto.
The legisiature’s version would make Erd-
in a safe Democratic district.

Arizona

Toeal: Six Seats

{possibly including onc Hispanic-
majonity district)

The divided legislature is in 2 special
session 1o deal with redistricting but has
taken noaction yet. The dispute centers on
whether 10 create two Hispanic districts in
the state or simply make freshman Rep. Ed
Pastor’s (D) district a Latino/Native Amer-
icansear. Bothsides seemto be anticipating
acourt showdown.

Florida

Total: 23 Seats

{adding two majority-black disricts and
possidly two Hispanic districts)

Both houses of the legisiature have
passed remap plans, but the real work here
s only starting with a conference commit-
tee.

Republicans lost an carly bid to get a
federal court wakeover of the matter last
week but the redistricting will almost cer-
tainly retum to the courts for the final say.
Democrats control the legisiature and the

ip here.

The aumber of new minority districts
required by the Voung Rights Act is a
major point of contention. Final action
could take until the carly summer.

Georgia
Total: 11 Seats
(adding two new majority-black districts)

Last week the legislature passed a new
redistricting version creating a black-ma-
Jority district stretching from the Attanta
suburbs to South Carolina, and another 50
percent black district in the southwestern
arca represented currently by Rep. Charles
Hatcher (D).

The Justice Department has already re-
jected Georgia's firstplan, and thisrevision
stll must be signed by the Democratic
gamnorandpxc-dnmdbyiwﬁoc.

Kansas
Totwl: Four Scats

Since Rep. Dan Glickman (D) an-
nounced he would not run for the Senate
this year, the fate of freshman Rep. Dick
\M(R)awczrsgmn There's been no
action yeron redistricting inthe legistatare;
€xpect it soon.

Louisiana
Total: Seven Seats
mcmdxng one new majority-black

Tbclcg:s!amnndcabnc{ UNSUCCess-
fulanempratredistricting last year. They 'l
xzyagaimbmpow‘blynotnnd!mm‘s
month. Already, 2 plan is circulating that
wouldamasecoodblackdmczmm
state, carve up Rep. Clyde Holioway's (R)
district, and possibly pave the way for a
race between GOP Reps. Richard Baker
and Bob Livingston.

Massachusetts
Total: Ten Seats

The state’s victory last month in a case
against the reapportionment means that it
may have its 11th district requmned. The fed-

In Michigan,

longtime incumbents
are vulnerable.
T R

enalcourtthatagreed wreinstitte Massachu-
seus’s 11th seatseta March 30 deadline fora
new plan 1o beagreed upon by the Democrat-
ic legislature and the GOP govemor.

Until two weeks ago, redisicting had
been particularly contentious here as the
pohuc:znssnugglcdtoagaconam seat
plan.

Michigan
Total: 16 Seats

A three-judge federal panel has taken
ovamcmphcrcandwdmoldahmnng
March 9 on the vanious plans that it has
received. A ruling is cxpccwd by mid-
March. Becanse the st is bsmg wo
seats, longuime incambents are vulnerable
here — including Democratic Reps. Den-

nis Hertel, Sander Levin, Dave Bonior,
Dale Kildee, Bob Carr, and Bob Traxier,
and GOP Reps. William Broomfield and
Carl Pursell.

Minnesota
Total: Eight Seats

State and federal courts are competing
for jurisdiction here, and the Supreme
Court is going 10 have 1o sift through the
mess. The state court pre-empted an immi-
nent federal ruling last month, producing a
Congressional map of its own,

New Jersey
Total: 13 Seats
(possibly adding one Hispanic district)

In their last official action before relin-
quishing control to0 the GOP, the legisia-
tre’s Democrats created a 13-member
commission to produce a remap plan and
gave it 2 March 20 deadline. The commis-
sion has held a series of public hearings and
will now get down 1o work.

One pair of incumbents will have to run
against each other; the independent, 13th
member of the commission will probably
decide who.

New York
Toral: 31 Seats
{possibly including one new Hispanic seat)

The last off the blocks of the big states,
New York will have a redistricting fight in
ways we can’t even think of yet.

The first plansare siated for release today
(March2),and the legislature hopes o have
the process completed by the end of April.
More likely, it will take untl June.

Ohio
Toral: 19 Seats

Both houses of the legislature have
passed plans, and a en-member conference

committee is meeting 10 iron out the vast
differences. Two retiring Democratic
Members here make the task easier, but the
parties have agreed that each will absord
the loss of a seat. )

State election officials have said the
remap must be done by March 13 in order
10 keep the May S primary on schedule;
now, there’s walk of pushing back the pri-
mary,butthere Itbeabig pushtogetitdone
in the next two weeks.

Pennsylvania
Total: 21 Seats
{including onc majority-black district)

The state Supreme Court is likely to
approvea plan this week that was endorsed
by the state’s Commonwealth Court. Last
Thursday, a federal court refused 10 inter-
vene with the state court process.

The likely plan, originally offered by
state Senate Democrats, combines GOP
Reps. Richard Schulze and Curt Weldon in
adistrict, hurts Republican Rep. Rick San-
torum’s re-¢lection chances, and creates a
S2percent black district inRep. Tom Fogli-
eua’s (D) Philadelphia seat.

The new filing deadline will Iikely be
March 13.

South Carolina
Towl: Six Seats
(including one majority-black district)

A federal court has takenover after declar-
ing the legislanzre at an impasse. It is certain
1o create 3 new black-majority seat, poien-
tially threatening white Democratic incum-
bent Reps. Robin Tallon and John Sprazz.

Other states that have yet o complete
redistricting inchade Colorado, where Dem-
ocratic Gov. Roy Romer has twice vetoed
remap bills; New Hampshire; Tennessee;
and Wisconsin.

Maine will not redistrict unti! 1994 under
state law,
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Dems Are Charting
Dangerous Course
Bashing Each Other

The sudden and savage wrn that the
Democrauc presidestial nomination fight
100Kk fast week threatens 1o derasl what has
become the bestopportunity ina gencration
for the party 10 win the presidency.

The panty’s presidenual candidates had
been voicing a unified theme, carrymng with
it the echo from last year's Peansylvania
Senate race, that “it's time 10 take care of
our own.” That theme is the reason the
clusive “unnamed Democrat™ is now beat-
ing President Bush in the polls.

Except for Jerry Brown, the Democrat-
ic ficld is united in discussing an agenda of
prepaning for the future, heavy on specifics
about jobs, health care, and educauion, and
this 1s what voters want 10 hear.

Conversely, President Bush has had liwle
success arucelaung 2 convincing program
for addressing thosc concerns. Or even that
he understands them,

As aresult, the President now trails that
phantom Democratc candidate by 8 points
in the justcompleted (Feb. 20-23) Times
Mirror poli, 48 10 40 percent. In January,
Bush was tied with the unnamed Democrat,
421042 percent.

The fevel of anger., fear, and apprehen-
sion 2bout where this country seems 1o be
gong is 5o great that when Gennifer Flow-
ersemerged and the press got off on anoth-
er one of what University of Virginia polit-
ical scienust Larry Sabato calls “feeding
frenzies.” the public pulled the discourse
back 10 issues.

The unnamed Democrat (above) is beat-
ing Bush in the polks, 48 10 40 percent.

In the last week, however, Democrats
have gotten off their message, with Bill
Clinton, Bob Kerrey, and Paul Tsongas
wrashing cach other 1o the exclusion of what
the voters wantiohear. intheend, that huns
allof themrightnow —and, eventually, the
Democratc nominee.

Ithas become an article of faith inrecent
years that Republicans have run excelient
presidenuial campaigns while Democrats
have run Jousy ones. But in the last six
months it’s almost as if the two teams
changed jerseys. with the Democrats doing
‘zxx:'ghzandmckcpubimﬂoundm’ng.

Most political pros agree that sooner or
later, the White House will figure out that
Bush must s1ep back and trv 10 understand
the message the public s sending. The

.

more Democrats get off their message, the
more ume they give the Bush campaign 1o
find its voice.

But, as on¢ longrime Republican opera-
uve noted this week, the Bush campaign
sull seems to think its problem is Pat
Buchanan. He's wrong. “Pat Buchanan
can't beat George Bush, but George Bush
can beat George Bush. and right now that is
what is happening,” the seasoned veteran
observed. The reason the White House has
been unable w0 find 2 reatment for the
campaign’s problem is that it has misdiag-
nosed the iliness.

While Bush flails away, however, the
Democrats have begun to travel a danger-
ous path by hammering each other. As the
race heads toward Clinton’s szronghold in
the South, the candidates are locked in 2
Catch-22: Kerrey and Tsongas have no
choice but 10 savage Clinton, and Clinton
has Eutle choice but o strike back. At stake
is the Georgia voie tomorrow, and, poten-
tally, unstoppabie Clinton momentum.

In last week's Times Mirror national
poll, while Clinton was holding 2 S-point
edge over Tsongas nationally (32 w0 27
percent), he had a whopping 48 10 17 ad-
vantage in the South. Kemey was in the
celiar, a1 7 percent natonwide and 4 per-
cent support m the South, In both cases
running behind Brown.

The most likely scenanio has been that
Clinton wins big in Georgia, perhaps pulls
off an upset in Maryland (both on Tues-
day), then rolls up the score on Super Tues-
day (March 10), and the rest is history. The
alternative scenano is that Clinton wins in
the South — but unconvincingly — and
ends up with second- or even third-place
showings elsewhere. If that's the case,

Political S urveyor

By CharlesE. Cook

Tsongas and the others win the balance of
the Latde and Super Tuesday contests, 2nd
the race loses all direction.

If that kind of chaos emerges, watch for
the ik of 800-pound gorilias torewumn. The
value of the Democratic nomination is per-
cetved 10 be 50 great within the party that
someone eise will ikely get i, either after
te final primaries (forcing 2 brokered con-
vention) or in mid-March, before the filing
deadlines pass for the last round of maces in
late May and early june (California, New
Jersey. exc.).

Cenamly, the possibility still exists fora
wide-open race heading 1o the convention
— assuming the delegates are distributed
relatively evenly among the current candi-
dates, with 3 high number of uncommitted
delegates also selected by primaries and
caucuses. Then, the 18 percent of Superdel-
egates who will come from the ranks of the

The more Democrats
get off their message,
the more time they give
the Bush campaign to
find its voice.
N M AN

pasty acuvists and elected officials whose
primary concerns are electability and
strengthof the ticket. could decide the nom-
mee.

So the bottom line isthat for Clinton, this
Tuesday and next Tuesday are 6o oc die —
and Kerrey and Tsongas arc domg every-
thing in thewr power © make Swee 1t is the
laner,
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BILL CLINTON — It was just after
this week's Presidential debate in College
Park, Md, that I jumped on the campaign
trail with Governor Bill Clinton and I got
to ask him direct questions about his can-
didacy and the Black vote. Now after the
conversation,! think maybe all of the
Blacks who have jumped on the Clinton
bandwagon had a point,

At first glance it looked like a police
raid on a popular College Park night spot,
but then the dark blue mini vans and the
secret service were the give- away. It had
to be Presidential candidates Clinton or
Tsongas, because the boys in blue only
protect the top dogs.

Somchow between the Secret Service
agenis, a throng of students and California
Congresswoman Maxine Waters who was
also trying to get'with the Govemor 1 got
thé one-on-on¢ with Clinton who brought
the éntire entourage to @ screeching hall
just for the AFRO, !

“I have walked the strects of Balii-
more, | walked the streets of LA, and I

have been in the housing projecis in
Chicago. 1 am going to go where the
Black voters live and say hey, I want to be
your president, * Gov, Clinton said.

But Mr. Clinton, a conservative Demo-
crat quickly added, I just don't want to
give you something. I want (o give you a
chance to empower your own lives and
take control of your lives and succeed and
that's the urban policy I have and it is a
good one.”

JESSE JACKSON FLAP — Shortly
before a recent televised presidential
debate someone told Govemor Clinton
that the Rev. Jesse Jackson was backing
away from supporting him, Although it is
still unclear what the arrangement was
between Rev. Jackson and the Governor,
the lauter blasted the civil rights leader

, calling him “a double crosser.” . .

But if there was a problem . with. the
Governor it wasn't  apparent recently
when 1 talked 1o Clinton as he said all was
well, “Two nights ago Rep., Maxine
Waters, Rev. Jackson’s former chairman,

endorsed me in California Baltimore
Mayor Kurt Schmoke has endorsed me.
Maynard Jackson (Atlanta) has endorsed
me so I think we are going to be finc on
that.”

Governor Clinton even said, “I have
already called him (Rev.Jackson) and we
talked twice and we are going to meet as
soon as we can.” ;

DIRT FILES— It is hard to believe
that the strongest candidate for the Demo-
cratic party has always managed 1o self
destruct somewhere between the Demo-
cratic National Convention and the White
House. In recent years, the carly front run-
ner has run into trouble long before the
summer rallies so onc has to wonder if
there is a conspiracy.

Conspiracy is a word which scares
many people. We usually think of it in the
context of the King or the Kennedy assas-
sinations, ‘ but  Webster's

ment formulated by two or more persons
to commit an unlawful act.

Dictionary™
. defincs a conspiracy as a plan or agrec-

~

Buchanan and the conspiracy;
79% |

v A

L4
ﬂln 1992 it has been Bill CIZton. In,
1988 it was Gary Hart. In 1984 it was
Geraldine Feraro and her husband’s
alleged dealings. Even before that- we
can't forget Scnator Ted Kennedy and
Chappaquidick in 1980, Only former
President Jimmy Carter, who literally was

‘an ordained southern Baptist preacher,

survived in 1976.

While there is no excuse for infidelity,
one has 1o wonder how extensive are the
files in the vaults of the Republican
National Committce because every four
years one can expect a revelation to sur-
face and derail the front runner,

Y P

PATRICK BUCHANAN — In a time
when symbolism is everything, Pa_uiqk
Buchanan, on a recent can:\;i)aign trip x:‘
Georgia, sto by to pay his respecis
a cclﬁclcri' gfphegh ycontaim;d Confederate
soldiers and although it was located just
across the street, he didn’t extend the
same courtesy to a cemetery which con-
tained Blacks and slaves.

Mr. Buchanan is not for Blacks, but the
pitfall is that he is not for the Republican
party, Whites or even David Duke and his
Klansmen brethren,

The Council of 100,a national organzi-
agion of Black Republicans, has called '
upon "all decent Americans, regardiess of ’
political affiliaion, to denounce the raw
amd rank political rhetoric and strategy of
Patrick J. Buchanan.”

Milton Bins, chairman of the Council

said in a March 3 fax to the AFR(Q)
that,"We patently reject Mr. Buchanan's

distortion of traditional values of the
Republican Party as a pretext for his poli-
tics of racism and intolerance.”

Mr. Buchanan is far himself, He might
as well change his posters to, “Put Me
First,” instead of “Put America First,"
because if he was concerned about. this
country he would stop playing the rac
card in his campaign. ¢

Hamil Harris it the Capital Hill
reporter for the AFRO-AMERICAN News-
papers



Black Repubhcans Denoun/c;;

By Stafl Writer

Conservative columnist
Patrick Buchanan has been
denounced by a group of
Black Republicans for his
“raw and rank” political
rhetoric and strategy as he
campaigns  for  the
Republican presidential
nomination.

In a statement released
earlier this week, the
Council of 100, "2
Washington, D.C.-based
national organization of
Black Republicans, said it
was rejecting Buchanan’s
candidacy because of what
the group described as the
“distortion of the traditional
values of the Republican

. Party as a pretext for his

i

' resentment

politics of racism and

intolerance.”

It is absolutely
unconscionable that Mr.
Buchanan is sowing the
seeds of racial hatred and
under the
banner of the Republican

 Party of Abraham Lincoln,

Frederick Douglass and the
abolitionists,” said Milton
.Bin.s.' ' the

_ council’s

The councxl also accused
Buchanan, who is running
against President George
Bush for the nominatior, of
using code words such as

“rebel,” “Yankee” and
“quotas.”
“It is being done to
foment racial scapegoating
and we find it reprehensible

s

and clearly not in the best

interests of the Republican

Party or,
country,”
declared.
While characterizing
Buchanan’s rhetoric as
“inflammatory,” the
Council of 100 also noted
that it was expressing its
outrage in “memory of our

indeed, our
the statement

B;lchanan

ancestors who fought and
died in defense of the
causes of freedom and

“equality and their very

humanity, and who surely
are trning in their graves
at the specter of their party
being usurped for the cause
of racial bigotry and
intolerance.”



drennial suicide.

Yet though there is some evidence that
deep thinkers in the party are aware of this
reality, they are hamstrung by the legacy of
the 1960s: the “reforms” that largely turned

over control of the nominating process to .

the party primaries. “Southerners who vote
in Democratic presidential primaries,” the
Blacks point out, “are generally moderate to
liberal voters, not conservatives.” In this
they are consistent with voters in Demo-
cratic primaries elsewhere; the party is in
the hands of the left. This to be sure accu-

rately reflects what is now its core consti- -

tuency and thus is entirely legitimate, but it
also means that its presidential nominating
process is out of touch ‘with the dominant
mood of American voters.. -

Can the Democrats regain the White
House without losing their souP Do the
Democrats have to outdo the Republicans in
subtle appeals to racial fears and prejudices

" in order to regain 2 hold on the loyalties of

the South? Merle and Earl Black think not.

They point approvingly to the example of
Jimmy Carter, who in 1876 offered himself

w35 “a centrist Democrat,” mixing “progres-

thﬁsfartodeﬁseaneﬂecﬁveoounterva_ﬂing i
" electoral strategy, one which would either |

b

pensate for its Southern losses or reclaim
part of the Republicans’ Southern base, has
left the party poorly situated to recapture
the presidency unless the Republicans stum-
ble so egregiously that they throw an elec-
tion away or are simply overwhelmed by di-
verse circumstances.”.

- The 578 6F the néW Repubican basé 1§38~
tonishing. Whereas the Democrats have a
base “consisting—-in its entirety—of Min-
nesota and the District of Columbia (2 per-
cent of the 1992 electoral vote,” the GOP

starts with the South, which this year “will -

contain 54 percent of the electoral votes.

needed to elect a president”; when the
South’s electoral votes are added to those of
states elsewhere that generally vote Repub-
lican, the GOP “will control almost three-
. fourths (74 percent) of the nation’s electoral
vote, a political fact of the utmost practical
significance.”

That is if anything understatement. The
emergence of the Solid Republican South in
alliance with the traditionally Republican
West means, in effect, that the GOP comes
very close to entering each presidential

Ao

election with victory in the bag; as the

Blacks suggest, the presidency may be more
for the GOP to lose than for the Democrats
to win. No doubt this is a fact of life that
sooner or later will be modified or even re-
placed by another fact of life, but it looks to
be a determining fact for the foreseeable fu-
ture; if the Democrats fail to reckon with it,
they will do nothing less than commit qua-

sive positions on some issues (civil rights,
for example) with conservative positions on
other issues (fiscal responsibility, for exam-
ple).” Carter, they say, “applied to a nation-
al campaign 2 style of politics that many
Democrats in the South had successfully de-
veloped after blacks had re-entered the
Southern electorate.” They add:

“What the Democrats need are extraor-
dinarily skilled candidates who generate en-

~EhiSHSM 3Mdng the party’s two essential

groups, blacks and core white Democrats,
but who are also attractive to the South’s
swing whites, the conservative white Dem-
ocrats and moderate independents. Such
candidates would give most emphasis to
progressive issues and themes, while he-
dging their liberalism by making some con-
cessions to more conservative voters. Dem-

ocratic politicians who are already experi--
.. enced in devising such 2 broad-based appeal

would ‘have an enormous advantage, in a
general election campaign, over Democrats
who owe their success mainly to particular
narrow segments of the party.”

Whether the Democrats will be able to
find such 2 candidate in 1992—whether
they even want to—is problematical. But if
they do, they should have The Vital South
firmly “in hand. Among the several useful
and perceptive books zbout American pol-
itics that have of late been published, The
Vital South stands out not merely for the
acuity of its analysis but for the broad sta-
tistical evidence upon which that analysis is
based. For strategists in both parties and
for interested observers.on the sidelines, it
is essential reading. =

-
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THE VITAL SOUTH  *
How Presidents Are
By Earl Black and Merle Biack

Harvard. 400 pp. $29.95

HE MESSAGE that Earl Black
and Merle Black deliver in The Vi-
.tal South will come as no surprise
10 anyone who pays ciose atten-
tion to American politics, much iess to any
of the politics wonks who skulk the halls of

* Washington, but this in no way diminishes

the importance or timeliness of their book.
The essence of their argument may seem
obvious: that the South, once solid for the
Democratic Party in presidential elections,
is pow every bit as solid for the Repubiicans.
But there is far more to The Vital South
than that; it provides rich documentation of
the deep roots the GOP has established in

the region, and it leaves no doubt that this is

transcends regional boundaries,

The authors are political scientists—Earl
Black at the University of South Carolina,
Meéte Biack at Emory University—and Tae
Vital South suffers from some of the short-
comings of their trade: an excessive fond-
ness for charts and graphs, a tendency to-
ward repetition, 2 rather justeriess prose
style. But in this instance these are petty
ananoyances rather than serious drawbacks:
there is so much else here of value, indeed
will be troubled by these gestures toward
professional convention.

We can be grateful that there is one con-
vention to which the Blacks are faithéul
They are scholars, not ideclogues. It is easy
enough to see that they favor a politics of
racial accommeodation and economic im-
provement, but beyond that they stick to
the facts. On the whole their analysis will
bring joy to Republicans and grief to Dem-
ocrats, but partisans on both sides should
approach their study with this uppermost in

tinizing and explicating political reality, not
with passing political or ideological judg-
ments.

The changes this reality has undergone

since the 1960s are truly breathtaking. A

Jonathan Yardley

BY LARRY FOGEL e THE WASHINGTON POST (SASED ON A MAP IN “THE VITAL SOUTM™)

Presidential elections, 1968-1988, with st Jeast 75 percent voting for the same party

quarter-century 2go, when 2s a young jour-
nalist I was intensely involved with South-
em politics, there was a phrase that con-
stantly recurred in the stones written by all
of us thus engaged: “tantamount to victory,”
as in, “winning the Democratic primary is
tanzamount to victory.” Although a crack or
two had begun to appear by then in the sol-
idly Democratic South, it still seemed a rigs
idly ope-party region and, so far as most of

1S CONId 187 WAk smmindc f vemain AT

hell, or New Orleans, froze over.

How Jittle we-knew. In fact; as the Blacks
are .at pains to point out, the process of
change was already well under way, at least
in presidential elections. The initial break-
through, they show, was made by Dwight
Eisephower in 1952 and '56, which resulted
in “the disappearance of the Solid Demo-
cratic South in the electoral college, a po-
Iirical event of enormous strategic tmpor-
tance in determining which party controls
the White House.” This was foliowed by the
nomination of Barry Goldwater in 1964,
which “heiped the Republican party become
more competitive in the South” by bringing
conservative white Democrats either direct-
iy into the GOP or into reguiar alliance with
it in presidential elections. The net effect
was genuinely momentous:

“The South’s allegiance in presidential
elections is important not simply for the mil-
lions who live i the region but also for the
much larger number of Americans who Eve
elsewhere. The addition of the South to the
Republican Party’s presidential base has
given the GOP 2 striking advantage over

the Democrats. The Democrats’ inability




There Are Some

Advantages

By Helen Thomas

WASHINGTON—President
Bush may be whistling in the dark if
he thinks Congress is going to meet
his March 20 deadline for passage
ofhiseconomicrecovery program.

The word on Capitol Hill is that
such a prospect is improbable, and

; the lawmakers are not taking it too

| seriously,

. Bush can use failure to approve
his package with its tax breaks for
business to create jobs as a cam-
paign issue, and as a green light to
go after Congress with no holds
barred

He aiready has developed some
of the political made words such as
"Capitol Hill liberals” to brand the
opposition.

Undoubtedly, he would prefer to
be able to push through proposals
that he claims will promote an up-
turn in the economy. That would be
afeatherin hiscap, and itcould hap-
pen according to some economists,
although it appears far fetched at
the moment.

The president is definitely on the
defensive on all fronts, in his own
party and from the Democratic op-

ponents.

His formal speeches are delivered
mainly before handpicked business
groups who support his stimulus
package.

Stung by conservative challenger
Patrick Buchanan's strong showing
in New Hampshire as 2 result of 2
otest vote, Bush has tossed a few
slums in that wing of the Republi-
an Party.

Striving to bring the conserva-
dvesback in the fold, Bush is using
Vice President Dan Quayle, whose
conservative credentials are un-
questioned, as his point man in the
campaign.

He has tried to stay on the high
road as far as Buchanan is con-
cemned and to leave the frontal at-
tacks to his surrogates. Much will
depend on what happens in Georgia
and the next round of primaries on
March 3 10 determine whether Bu-
chanan decides to call it quits or to
goonto the Super Tuesday primar-
ies. Clearly, he is having 3 ball, rat-
tling the White House, and testing

| some success with his pugilistic
style.

But he has no economic pian and

| no health plan, the two mandatory
programs the hand-strapped voters
are looking for.

| His only thesis is that voters

. should come home to the America

| heknew inthe'S0s Jong before civil

b
rights and other liberal Jegislation
was adopted 1o mar the horizon of
Buchanan'sdreamworld.

So like a Pied Piper, Buchanan is
being foliowed by those who are
angry over hard times and who
work to send the proverbial mes-
sage to Bush. But he could lead
them on a joy ride to the brink with
nowhereelsetogo.

The Buchanan challenger will
notdefeat Bush for the nomination,
but it could seriously weaken his
GOP re-clection candidacy with
the Democratic opposition using
Buchanan barbsagainst him.

Buchanansaysheis "onaroll,"so
why bow out?

Many who support him would be
fearfulif he wonthe big prize.

He does not view himself as a
spoiler, but the purist conservative
of all, who does not compromise,
although there has been some sof-
tening of his hard line views since
he came in contact with the poor
and thg homeless in New Hamp-
shire.

As for Bush, he has 2 marathon
schedule in the coming days with
everything judged from the prism
of politics.

And yet in all of his speeches, the
president has said "let's put politics
aside” or bemoaned the fact that
"thisisapolitical year."

Such complaintsdon't quite parse
with reality. Bush cannot be
blamed for wanting it both ways.
Last year, it was clear sailing. He
had 2 nearly 90 percent popularity
rating and the heavy hitters in the
Democratic Party refused to throw
theirhatsinthering.

But in a2 matter of only a few
months all that has changed and
Bush is finding that he has a fight
on his hands in his own party and
among the opposition who would
liketo unhorse him.

Nevertheless, the ‘president still
has a lot going for him, the incum-
bency for one thing. Also, there is 2
large segment of the Republican
Party that may like Buchanan but
does not want to back a loser. The
president is counting on that.

UPl
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By Peter Applebome

IT'S EARLY DECEMBER, AND AL-
though very few voters have any idea
who he is, Bill Clinton knows by the early
buzz from the press and the party profes-
sionals that he’s on the verge of becom-
ing the hottest man in America. The rain
is beating down on the roof of his limou-
sine speeding along the New Jersey
Turnpike, he’s losing his voice and the
plastic container of food in his lap is filled
with cold rubber chicken and cardboard
vegetables. But, talking politics in the
back seat, Bill Clinton looks like he’s
exactly where he wants to be.

“Best campaign I ever ran” Clinton
says in a hoarse drawi between cellular
phone cails to campaign contributors.
“Just a lost cause that almost won.” He’s
talking about his {irst political campaign
18 years ago, when, as a shaggy-haired
28-year-old who had never run for office,
he came within a whisker of unseating a
popular Republican Congressman in a
heavily Republican district.

“1 just got in my lirtle car and drove
and had 2 hell of a time,” Clinton re-
members, “I was still in my 1970 Grem-
im, and later I had a little Chevelle
truck with Astroturf in the back. It's
what I like about politics. You learn
something. You hear another life story.
1t’s like being abie to peei another layer
off an unlimited onion every day.”

Since that December night, the layers
— real, imagined or projected on him by
others — have been peeled off Bill Clin-

Peter Applebome i§ Atarita bureau
nief of The New York Times.

Qinbonm«waw&w&m&dap&&dwmmM:KM%k&h 1963 asade



Hillary Clinton at a
fund-raising event in
Montpelier, Vt. The
Clintoas met as law
students at Yale.

Below: “Best campaign 1
ever ran,” Clinton says
fondly of his almost-
successful bid to unseat
a popular Republican
Congressman in 1974,

Bottom: Clinton’s

half beother, Roger Jr.,
was arrested and
convicted on drug charges
after a sting approved

by the Governor.

28

ton in a harrowing kind of hyper-politics, like
a political kifetime compressed into four
months. Since the Democratic campaign be-
gan to take form in the late fall, Clinton has
gone from a little-known Southern Governor
to 2 political phenom virtually anointed the
Democratic nominee by the national news
media to a left-fordead victim of feeding
{renzies about his sex life and draft history.
Now he’s like some kind of Robo-candidate,
full of bullet holes but still plowing ahead, as
he approaches this Tuesday's crucial prima-
ries and caucuses in Texas, Florida and nine
other states. Super Tuesday will determine
783 of the 4,287 Democratic convention votes.
To those who have followed his career, it's
not entirely surprising that Clinton has found
himself in the middle of this whirlwind or
that, in the face of it, he is somehow still
standing. A blend of contradictions, Clinton's
politics are at once deeply personal and
shrewdly calculated. The product of a tumul-
« taous upbringing full of love

and loss, seemingly running
for office since high sd:ool

youngest Governor at the
age of 32 and then came
back after a humiliating
defeat to win his job back.

AL various times, he's

been hailed as a cross
," between L.B.J. and El-
Q o « Vis. But just as often,
‘fk he’s been dismissed as
100 young o be Gover-
nor, 100 liberal to stay
in office, t00 moderate o
please the national Democratic
faithful and now perhaps t00
scarred to become President. “He
has run a balancing act all his
political career,” says Karl Rove,
a Republican consultant who has
observed Clinton from across the
border in Texas. “The problem
with a balancing act is that while
you may look masterful on the
high wire, you're not anchored to
anything.”

Many péople have wondered —
given the longstanding rumors of
past womanizing he knew would hit
his campaign - what made him
run? Bul no one who knows him
well wondered for a second. He ran

TOFPAND RICHT. MARK PLYERION/J. 8. PICTURLS FOR THE NEW YORK ¥

because at every key moment in his life
Clinton has charted a course, no matter
how risky, and followed it. He ran because
he had worked his way through enough
mine fields to think he could overcome
whatever lay in store. He ran because
his whole life has pointed toward this
campaign, and he thinks he'd be a better
President than anyone else in the race.

But the making and unmaking and pos-
sible remaking of Bill Clinton is more
than the story of a2 man on the high wire.
Because of Clinton's combination of guts
and guile, mission and ambition, there’'s a
perverse logic to the way the news media
both built him up and tore him down. But
there’s aiso a nightmarish glimpse of
what politics has become in the bizarre
coronation and demolition derby Clinton
has starred in. It's his story in a particu-
larly affecting way because, more than
most peopie in public iife, Clinton's poli-
tes cut 1o his soul. But 1o the degree we're
all eager consumers of the news media's
baroque choreography of scandal, avidly
taking in whatever train wreck becomes
the sensation du jour, it’s the story of our
poliical process as well.

NOTHING SEEMS SUNNY AT 9 SUN-
shine Court.

It is eight days before the New Hamp-
shire primary, and Clinton and his wife,
Hillary, are sitting in 2 house in Man-
chester in what's billed by his campaign
as a meeting with 2 family facing fore-
closure. The trouble is, the Ackerman fam-
ily isn’t really about to lose their home, and
Clinton, ﬂgnung 2 cold and looking tired
and distracted, knows the reporters jam-
ming the house aren't here 1o listen o his
views on banking reform. They're waiting,
instead, for the candidate, whose cam-
paign is floundering, to supply them with
the sound bite of the day. Finally, Clinton,
looking perfectly cool and composed for
the cameras, addresses the press, present-
ing himself as the victim of a “Republican
attack machine,” promises to “fight like
hell” and answers some shouted guestions
about his draft history. He then heads to
another dismal event at 2 yogurt factory,
where he looks even more preoccupied
than he was before.

Fiying to a fund-raising event in New
York that night, he dozes while Hillary

reads a book called “God and Other Fa-
mous Liberals.” But once in front of 2
packed banquet hall at the New York Sher-
aton, Clinton suddenly lights up. “People
know if they can make the election about
my past or any other politician's past, i
they can dump on people and kill their
:::.‘:..sxas‘., their feelings and their hope.
the same oid crowd gets to stay in
power." he says. “No one that covers it will
have 10 give up their cynicism, and nothing
can change. If any one of us permits this
election to be about anything other than the
real big human issues, we ought to be
ashamed of ourseives.”

I’s a strong speech, and he knows it
Back on the campaign plane, some of the
old exuberance returns. “Whe wants 0
play cards?" he asks, his voice still hoarse,
puiling out six viais of antihistamines and

IMES, BOTTOM LEFT: ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT



cold pills. After Hillary b“..gs him some
vitamin C and am: '::es of Evian water,
Ka-Me Onion C
..agle Cheese C
ee»han:‘. ,..:‘cc:-w shuf-
‘ng the cards with the deft wrist flip of a2
Las Vegas sharpie.

On the ground in New Hampshire after
midnight, it's off 10 2 Dunkin
in Keene, where he and Hillary schm,
with the help before sity ung down 10 a
and bagel dinner. His mood darkens br:
upon spying a2 New York Pos: heac‘m':
e" &- ._,L., Ro:r. e

on is back as he ar
...ozei where :he» re o s;ye.... t

campaign got going in earnest. One moment,
s giving a ‘o"e gn policy speech a:
Gec“ze'cw“ University in Washington and
peopl e are coming up o hus aides and shout-
mg “I'm on,” like the :xmc:a‘agcr: scene m 2
bad political movie; the nexz, Hillary Clinton
is making a face like a schoolgir] given a frog
to dissect as she’s offered a ‘axcc‘ copy of the
Supermarket abloid story that kicked the

campaign mnto the Geraido Zo:':»:A
But somehow Clinton seems 10 be sull
..a. 3 ON = pa’:!v I his 2
e’s been through so much alread
_vea'< of runn q or office. “1 thr
one cna-ﬂc:»:: iC in ¢
I have endured,

S view,

the University of Arkansas's
progra:‘r 3 m frank acknowi-
his 10 mamntain “politi-

- an unusual concern for a
anytime, dbut particulariy at the
height of the Vietnam War. In fact, Clin-
fixation with politics began
ke as the kind of person who
woulc come up (0 everyone new in high
% How are you? My
and I'm running for
“wha zever was,” recalls Gien-
¢ gh-school classmate an
“We always thought,
will be President.”
ton has been the prod-
d:ffere:: political tal-
and, he is a
tbie 0 leave 2 room withour

inued on: poge 36)

much

chronic

Clinton speaking at
the South Carolina
Democratic Party
Leaders Conference




CLINTON
(Continued from page 29)

hand. On the other, he 1S an
eye-glazing policy wonk,
who gets genumnely excited
at the end of a 1&-hour day of
campaigmng when he's
asked gquesuons about sub-
jects like stock depreciation
compensation and passive-
i0ss provisions in the tax
code.

In Bill Chinton, the Arkan-
sas Traveler meets the Pro-
gressive Policy insttute.
Half of lum comes out of the
oldest tradition it Southern
poliics — one-on-one cam-
paIgrung. at pig pickings and
V.F.W. halls, where ele-
ments of Mmacho &xcess are
almost expected. The other
half, whach comes out of Ox-
ford and Yale Univerity Law
School, led hum 1o become an
active member of an entire
generauon of young Demo-
crats looking for a post-New
Deal, posi-Great Society vi-
sion for the party.

Addicted to card games of
hearts, golf and crossword
puzzies, a whiz on the tenor
sax, Clinton has the ook and
loosey-goosey enthusiasm of
a high school jock perched
somewhere between eternal
youth and paunchy muddie
age. But he aiso has the nat-
ural ease of a born politician
- touching, huggmng mak-
mng eye contact so deep that
recipients sometimes seem
mesmerized. Tabloid ru-
mors aside, Clinton embod-
1es the parallels between the
seductions of politics and the
seducuons of sex. As one
Chinton watcher said recent-
ly: ~It's not that Clhinton se-
duces women. It's that he
seduces everyone.”

At 6 foot 2 and 230 pounds,
with a full head of newly
styled graying hair, intense
biue eyes and a square jaw,
Clinton: can evoke the image
of a bioruc politician. But up
close, there’s not much bion-
1 about hum. Forever pop-
ping Sudafeds and Tums, he
often seems in danger of 1os~
mng his voice and appears to
be i a constant battie with a

cold-remedy ad than a polits-
cal one.

Clinton's early success in
this campaign reflected
three thungs: a gift for strat-
egy and pressing the flesh, a
weak field of Democratic ri-
vals and a message geared
o muddleclass  voters,
many of whom had deserted
the party in the last 12 years.

Combrinung traditonal Dem-
ocratc rhetoric about com-
passion and activist govern-

iy the letter Climton wrote
about s draft status. In the
numbing compression of

ment with Republ wdeas
like school chowe and
“workfare,~ Clinton’s cam-
paign appeared to be the dis-
uliation of two decades of
Democratic Party ferment.

“in 1988, you had a lot of
candidates who had a piece
of the new picture, but they
were like the blind men look-

book “Remventing Govern-
ment” has made hum a hot
property in political circles.
“Gore, Gephardt, Babbitt,
Dukakis all touched part of
the eiephant, but they could-

Clinton savs
that because
of the
recurring

melodrama at
home, he
turned ‘40

at 14.

o't see it whoie. This year
there’s one candidate who's
seen the elephant whole, and
that's Bill Clinton.”

Others say Clinton's abili-
ty to craft the ultimarte cen-
st message s the case w0
be made against ham, not for
hem. “I think he’s the bdest
politcian ['ve ever seen”
says John Brummertz, 3 long-
ume newspaper columnist
m  Arkansas, who, unlike
most other criics there,
comes at Clinton from the
jefr. *1 just don't know if
there’s much there in terms
of abiding prnciple. Re
wmventung the Democrats s
about one thing - getng
elected. That's what he's
about.”

It's Clinton as “Slick Wil
he™ the smart pohtician
who's (00 smart by half, Stll,
for someone often accused
of bemg too slick, it's re-
markable how much Cln-
ton's campaign has touched
the cultural and genera-
tonal fault lines of Amen-
can life. The most conspicu-
OUS €X ple was undoubdted-

¢b yournalism, the
question became grossly
oversimplified: draft dodger
or no draft dodger? But it's
hard to read Clinton’s words
— his description of peers
“sull ioving thewr country
but loathung the military, to
which you and other good
men have devoted years,
lifetimes of the best service
you could give” — and not
feel both the passions and
the pain of that era.

To some observers, the
moving struggie of the 23-
year-oid student irying 10
come to grips with hs am-
bivalence sets a standard
the 45-vear-old candidate
cannot match. “The letter
shows a candor and anguish
that has shrunk.” says Paul
Greenberg, 2 Pulitzer Prize-
winmung columnist for The
Pine Biuff Commercial and
a harsh Clinton cnitic. “He s
now a compietely political
man who has swallowed ev-
erything eise. [ don’t see the
anguish now. [ wish | had
known that 23-year-oid.™

To others, the troubie s
not with Chinton humself, but
with the way he's been over-
packaged i the kingdom of
spin that 1s Presidential poli-
ucs. “There have been so
many umes i the Campaign
I've wanted to scream, “Bill,
et your gut mmsuncts take
over.'” says Betsey Wnight,
Clinton’s longume top ade
and now & fellow at the Ken-
nedy School of Government's
Insutute of Pohtics. “Nobody
has betrer gut insuncts than
Bill Clnton. { thunk Bull s
really on to somethmg un-
precedented 1 Amencan
politics - that it may be O.K
to make mustakes if you learn
from them.”

But at other umes, Chin-
ton’s campaign has seemed
to come out of his gut On
Feb. 12, the night the letter
was reieased, Clinton flew to
Dover, N.H,, 10 speak at the
Elks Lodge there. He knew
s campaign was on the
verge of collapse. Speaking
m a smail packed room with
the auchence on all sides of
him, giving his appearance
the feel of an actor in a thea-
ter :n the round, he spoke
like a man at the edge of a
clitf looking down. “This is
the work of my life.” he said
N a pamed Voice, COMPAnng
his ment o ¢h 18
with that of George Bush,
whose campaign had been
saved by the voters of New
Hampshire four years earl-

(C d on page 60
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{Continued from page 36)

er. “I'll tell you what | think
the character issue in this
elecion 1s. Bow can you
have the power of the Presi-
dency and never use it to
heip peopie improve their
hives unul vour life needs
saving in an elecuon? 1}
won't be like George Bush.
I'll never forget who gave
me 2 second chance, and I'll
be there for you until the last
dog dies.”

It was both artful spin and
politics so close 10 the bone it
hurt 1o watch. In an inter-
view the day before, Clinton
had wondered how much the
public can demand from
people running for office.

“Peopie have a right 10 ex-
pect thar there’s more than
my mind engaged in this,”
he says. “But t0 say you
have 10 keep revealing your-
self in order 10 be in public
life, 1 don’t think that is a
standard anybody can keep.
1 don’t think a rmnister in a
church can do that. I'm al-
most positive a politician
can’t. At some point, all of us
hold something back, except
I our most intimate rela-
tions.”

THE TWO EVENTS ARE
like bookends of a relation-
ship that 1s still raw for Bill
Clinton long after his stepfa-
ther's death.

The first came when Clin-
ton was in his early teens —
a moment that would
change his life forever. His
stepfather, Roger Clinton,

was a quiet, amiable man by
day: at night, the bourbon
turned him so wviolent and
abusive that he once fired a
gun in the house. After one
parucularly ugly mcident,
Biil Clinton took his mother
and younger half brother by
the hand and issued a warn-
ng to his stepfather: “You
will never hit either of them
agam. If you want them,
you'll have 10 go through
me.” It was the stepfather
who blinked, and though his
drinking continued, the vio-
lence at home ended.

The second came when
Bill Clinton was a 20-year-
old  undergraduate at
Georgetown University.
His stepfather was dying of
cancer at Duke Umiversity
Hospital, and Clinton would
drive the 266 miles between
Washington and Durham,
N.C,, on weekends to see
him. Bill remembers one
Easter weekend in particu-
lar, when he and his stepfa-
ther attended services to-
gether at the Duke Chapel,
a soaring Gothic symphony
of stained giass. It was then
that each man finally came
to terms with the other.

“It was, God, beautiful,”
Clinton recails now, his
voice softening. “1 think he
knew that I was coming
down there just because I
loved him. There was noth-
ing else to fight over, nothing
else to run from. It was a
wonderful time in my life,
and 1 think in his.”

Hillary Clinton found her-
self profoundly moved by
the reconciliation story,
which she first heard from

her future husband when
they were daung classmates
at Yale Law School “Here
was a young man, not even
an adull yet, who was big
enough and mature enough
to Jove somebody who
caused him and his family
pamn,” she savs

Only a {00l would try to tie
100 neat a rnibbon around the
conflicung elements that
shaped Bill Clinton. He's the
son of a father he never
knew — an outgomng, charis-
matc personality who died
in an auto accdent four
months before he was born
— bur was doted on from
Day 1 by a strong-willed,
quick-witted mother. He
grew upin Hot Sprngs, Ark.,
a town that was part Bible
Belt, part Las Vegas (com-
plete with race track and
casino gambhing).

Clinton says that because
of the recurring melodrama
at home, he wrned “30 at
14" A friend of Clinton's,
also the child of an aicoholic
parent, contends that chii-
dren of drinkers fall into
three groups: heaiers, hiders
and jokers. Shaped both by
the chaos at home and an
aching sense of mortality
from his father's early
death, Bill Clinton became a
healer. “He was my best
friend,” says his half broth-
er, Roger Jr.. now a 35-vear-
oid singer and songwriter in
Los Angeles. “He was my
brother. He was my father.
He was my protector.”

That healing instinct
comes 1o the fore not only in
Clinton’s private life but also
in his public life — in the

way he works a room like a
preacher, lacing his cam-
paign speeches with person-
al stones of distress an
pamn. It also shows up mn his
compuisive need 1o please,
10 bring peopie together at
some hazly defined, accom-
modatng center — as if he
were still re-enacting in poli-
ucs the role he played at
home.

“I can feel other people’s
pam a lot more than some
people can.” Clinton says. “1
think that's important for a
pohitician. 1 think you literal-
ly have to be able 1o 51t in the
quiet of a room and accu-
rately imagine what life
must be hke for people
8rowing up on mean streets,
people living their hives be-
hind bars, peopie about to
face death’s door.”

But politics s full of peo-
ple who practice empathy on
a large public scaie and who
can't always transiate this
gift into their private lives.
Clinton is the first to ac-
knowledge this iimitation in
himsell. “In.a funny way,
I'm reluctant to commut my-
self, to reach out past a cer-
tam pomnt and get mnvolved
with people, because you're
always, in a subconscious
way, aware that this can all
be taken away.”

He was born Willhiam Jef-
ferson Blythe IV on Aug. 19,
1946. Relatives say he has
his father’s magnetism and
good looks: they can even
see Bili Blythe in hus son's
long fingers and the way he
tilts his head. When he was
nearly 2, he was left with his
grandparents, who ran a

Gennifer Flowers's allegations about having a longtime affair with Clinton knocked his campaign for a loop.
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grocery store m a black
nerghborhood in Hope, Ark.,
while his mother studied 0
be a nurse-anesthetist in
New Orleans. At the age of 7,
he moved with his mother
and stepfather, Roger Clin-
ton Sr., 1o the resort town of
Hot Springs, where Roger's
brother had a Buick deailer-
shap.

Growming up in a neat
ranch house overiooking a
field of peomes, Clinton was
greatly influenced by his
mother, who would be wid-
owed three uimes n her life
and 15 now remarrned to
Richard W, Kellv. A smart,
voiuble woman, she had an
affection for the local race
track and an opimon on ev-
erything, After a long day
at the hospatai, she'd rush in
to the kitchen, muttering
“It's just not night — it's
just not farr™ about some
outrage, idiocy Or njustice
she’'d witnessed at work
that cay. Engaging her son
m endless political discus-~
sions, she was, says a {riend
of Clinton's, consciously
feecing his mund, pushing
her precocious son toward
a ihfe far beyond Hot
Springs,

Chinton thought fleetngly
of careers in medicine,
journalism and music, but
after he met John F. Ken-
nedy in 1963 as a delegate to
the American Legion Boys
Nauon program, he never
wavered from the 1dea of a
political career. His politics
defined by the antiwar and
civil rights struggles of the
80's, he went to work for
Sen. J. William Fulbright of
Arkansas in Washingion in
1967 and ran George Mc-
Govern’s ili-fated Presiden-
ual campaign i Texas in
1972, When Clinton won the
Arkansas Statehouse in
1978 at the age of 32. he
became the youngest Gov-
ernor since the 3i-vear-oid
Harold E. Stassen was
elected n Minnesota :n
1938.

As  Governor, Clinton
came in like 2 whirlwind, He
had a program for every
probiem, Ifrom energy to
education 10 economic de-
velopment, and a passel of
bearded young liberal aides
to carry them out. He took
on powerful timber and
trucking  interests and
slapped on an unpopular fi-
cense-tag {(&x increase to
pay for a road program.

And then, suddenly, he
was out of office, defeated
by an obscure Republican

(Continued on page 63)
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named Frank White, a sour econ-
omy and the growing perception
around the state that he was a little
00 full of mimself. A vear later, he
went on television, apologized to the
voters and asked them to give hum
another chance. In 1982, he made a
successful comeback by unseatng
White, picking up 55 percent of the
vote. He has been Governor ever
sSmce

Chinton's record 1s a mix of genu-
e innovauon and unfuifilled prom-
15e. In ecducauon, where he pushed
through the nauon's first teacher
competency tesung program, Ms
achevements hive up 10 their hype.
But in other areas, paruculariy tax
farrness an¢ the environment, his
record does not match s rhetone.

Chinton’s toughest decision in of-
fice was 2 personal one. In 1984,
State Police officers learned tus half
brother, Roger Jr. was sellng
drugs. Without hesitation, the Gov-
€IMor approved a sung that resulted
In s brother's arrest and convic-
on on drug charges. For about six
weeks, while he and Hillary charac-
tenisucally read evervthing thev
could find on drug abuse, he waned
In agony for the arrest 1o occur,

It was a pwotal moment for both
Bill anc Roger Cunton. The whole
family, including their mother and
Hillary, sar through counseling ses-
Sons that openec up some of the
rawest wounds from theirr youth
Roger Jr. says he felt betrayed by
his brother at first, but then reahized
he had saved s hfe. Bill Chnton
Says that for the first ume he was
ab!ewseehowmachbe‘cxgnom
the needs of those around him. how
much his own ambiions had gotten
out of control, *1 finally realized how
my compulsive and obsessive amdy-
1on got 1o the way,™ he says. “And |
think that dealing with that helped
me 10 achieve some better batance ™

Sull no one doudts the mrensiy of
Cunton’s ambition wday Talking
about what got hym muo pohiucs, he
harks back 1o tus first race. “1t taught
me you've got to stand for something
Digger than voursel! ™ he s2ys

The question that ingers from his
personal hustory 1s just what kind of
politician 1t produced: a charsmatc
leader with 2 real passion for mak-
mng goverament work for peopie or
an eager-to-piease poliician whose
positions come {rom his polls rather

-than hus heart? Clnton's campagn

50 far has shown he can take a
punch, make 2 speech and spout
policy with the best of them. What's
ROt clear 15 whether he meets his
own standard: does he stand for
something bigger than hiumsel?

THE MOST GLARING IRONY
about Bill Clinton's wild ride is this:
after spencing a hfetume homing his
political skilis, he's runmng for

President at 2 ime when the rules
of the game are no longer clear.
Larry J. Sabato, 2 Umversity of
Virgma political science professor
and author of “Feeding Frenzy,™
says Clinton's probiems offer a
1extbook case in the way margmal
ssues now obliterate substantve
ones in American politics. “I've
said all along the standards are
gomg straight down, and that's
what we're seeing.” Sabato says.
Oncex:w&mepa:‘:ybosseswho:
szed up candidates, picked at their {
entrails and decided their fate Now |
that process s largely ieft 1o the news
medi — a great unwieldy beast of
mamsiream newspapers, telewvision |
news, supermarket tabloids and talk |
shows featuring Washingron wind- |
bags. Cimton's troubles provide a par- |
ucuiarty vivid exampie of how Byzan-
Gne the media f00d chain has become,
how blurred the lines are berween the
botror feeders and the “respectadle™

Clinton’s toughest
decision in office
was personal. He

approved a sting
that resulted in his
brother’s arrest.

But 1's clear that a candidate who
Thinks be can mspire the country as
President can’t do it without inspir-
g confidence it humsel! first It's
clear that a candidate whose cam-
pagn preaches personal responsi-
bility has 10 pracuce it as well Clin-
ton's probiem goes beyond the
muck. Kavmgbasedh:scamm
on the nouon of s electability, he
BOW has 1o cut through the haze and
&ve voters a reason 1o elect him.,

Before his campaign is over, Clin-
on may ver find himself in the hot
seat again — as he did after a recent
omburst agamnst the Rev. Jesse
Jackson over a musunderstood inter-
view queston. Even Clinton's sup-
porters expect additional allegations
about hus prvate life. But some criti-
<al questons about his fate may be
axswemc“rusdxyl!hewusbzgm
the South and can pull off 2 victory the
week after m [linots, where he has a
formudable orgamraton, his cam-
paugn could be back on rack.

But after a litetume of preparatior
mmm.&ms&yshe'ssun
ofo:ﬁymthmg:‘()fanthepeopk
runmng, I'd be the best President
That's the only case I wanted
make 1o the voters.”



Having trouble making sense of the media’s
presidential campaign punditry? Try consulting the
people who have their own money on the line.

Bush by

several lengths

By Charles E. Babin

WORRIED ABOUT the potential impact
of this fall’s presidential election on
your investments? Almost daily, con-
stituents are bombarded with vet an-
other campaign survey; for every poll
there are often multiple interpreta-
tons. And even when the ¢lectorate
speaks at the ballot box (the only poll
that counts), there’s always a linger-
ing question.

Consider the New Hampshire pri-
mary. On the Republican side, it was
George Bush over Pat Buchanan by a
margin of 16 percentage points—yet
in much of the media this was consid-
cred a major defeat for Bush. Is Paul
Tsongas just a “regional candidate,”
even through he beat his nearest rival,
Bill Clinton, handily?

In the media, confusion reigns as
the various pundits interpret the re-
sults according to their preferences.

Fortunately, there’s an alternative
way to assess the election prospects of
the various candidates. In Great Brit-
ain, where gambling is legal, Lad-
brokes, England’s largest gambling
operation, makes book on a wide
array of upcoming events, including
U.S. presidendal elections.

Are gamblers smarter than media
sages when it comes to figuring elec-
tons? Say this for the gamblers: They
have real money—their own—on the
line. They are not just trying to look
smart. They are trying to be right.

As I see it, the betting market is
efficient. Arbitrage ensures that the
odds reflect all known information.
(Ladbrokes will not accept transatlan-
dc telephone bets. But Americans on
the scene or with friends in the UX
can bet at any of Ladbrokes’ 2,000
gaming shops, just like any Brit. And

46

Ladbrokes will quote odds over the
phone: 011-44-81-868-8899.)

Karen Starkey of Ladbrokes’ public
relations department says her firm has
been quoting odds on the U.S. presi-
dendal elections since 1964, and has
never been wrong in identfying
which party would prove victorious,
from the very first odds quoted on a
particular campaign.

How are Her Majesty’s bookies
sizing up Campaign ’92? The tabie
below lists Ladbrokes’ odds as of Feb.

The presidential

betting odds
Wager: Which political party will win the
U.S. presidency?

Odds*
4-t0-9
13-to-8

Republicans
Democrats
Who will be the next U.S. President?

w

4-to-
33-to-1
5-t0-2

Buchanan
Clinton

6-to-1

50-to-1

Brown 100-to-1
*As of Feb. 25, 1992. .
According to the betting odds in London,

President Bush is the odds-on favorite to
win the November presidential election.
For every dollar bet on Mr. Bush, punters
stand to win only about 44 cents.

25, after the New Hampshire primary
and Maine caucus. As with financial
markets, the safer the bet, the lower
the potential return. As of now, Lad-
brokes is saving that George Bush
looks almost like a shoo-in. And the
odds favoring his re-elecion were
improving during the latter part of
February.

In looking at the table, remember
that successful bettors get back their
original wager plus the payoff, called
the “winnings.” So at 4-10-9 odds, a
$9 gamble thar the Republican party
will capture the White House in No-
vember stands to gross $13—that’s
$4 in winnings plus the $9 wager—for
2 44.4-cents return on every dollar
bet. An $8 bet on the Democrats (at
13-10-8 odds) would return the $8
plus a $13 payoff, or 2 162% return on
your money if the Democrats won—
over 3% times the return from betting
on the Republicans.

While the Democrats may be fond
of telling the media that George Bush
is mishandling the cconomy, the
punters are saying that the Republi-
cans are nearly four times as likely to
win as the Democrats.

The odds on individual contestants
are also revealing. Want a long shot?
There’s Pat Buchanan. Since the New
Hampshire primary, he has been as-
serting that his 37% vote count evi-
denced the viability of his candidacy as
he flashed the Manchester Union’s
“Read Our Lips™ headline. But Lon-
don’s punters aren’t all that im-
pressed. Ladbrokes is currently will-
ing to pay $33 for every $1 placed on
Buchanan’s nose.

Among Democratic contenders,
Paul Tsongas isn’t the front-runner
among the betting crowd. A S1 bet
on Tsongas to win the Presidency
would win $6. That’s a lot less risky
than a bet on Bob Kerrey or Tom
Harkin (both at 50-t0-1) or on long-
shot Jerry Brown (at 100-t0-1). Buta
Clinton wager would return $2.50 for
every S1 risked—a solid indication
that the Arkansas governor has so far
survived the Flowers/Vietnam-draft
artacks and is far ahead of Tsongas.

To each his own. You may have
your favorite poll or vour favorite
pundit. Me, I’ll take Ladbrokes. The
outcome of 2 presidential election is
tOO important to my investments to
leave o amateurs. b4

Forbes ® March 16, 1992



nlike the rest of the American
economy, the political in-
dustry worked overtime last
week, manufacturing state-
of-the-art metaphors for the
differences between Bill Clin-
ton and Paul Tsongas. “Yin
and Yang,” “Elmer Gantry and Elmer
Fudd,” “Labor and Capital.” Not surpris-
ingly, the political shorthand represents a
gross distortion of who these men really
are. While they pander and gouge from
Florida to llinois, remember this: as differ-
ent as they look and sound, Clinton and
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Tsongas actually closely resemble each
other--not just on the issues, but in their
willingness in the heat of battle to jettison
some of the principles that got them here.

The departure of Bob Kerrey from the
race last week left more room for sharp
elbows and quick-change artistry. Clin-
ton—the New Wave proponent of fresh
ideas and national harmony-—was sudden-
ly acting like an old-fashioned candidate,
not just slavishly courting traditional
Democratic constituencies like elderly and
Jewish voters but actually bashing Tson-
gas for not currying enough favor with

them. Tsongas—the truth-telling “non-
politician”—was suddenly acting very
much like one, turning nasty and personal
toward Clinton with a series of misleading
ads. The blows of both men fell true: Clin-
ton isindeed acting like 2 “pander bear,” as
Tsongas charged (he even held up a little
bear). And Tsongas was playing the victim
to the point of disingenuousness, as the
Clintonites suggest.

The class divisions could hardly be more
stark. In real life, he’s an Oxford-trained
policy wonk, but to voters, Clinton evokes
pool halls, Chevys and “The Dukes of Haz-




zard”; Tsongas became the chic candidate
of Lamaze classes, Volvos and National
Public Radjo.

Whoa. Wasn’t Clinton supposed to be
this year’s new-style Democrat? When the
campaign began, Clinton had positioned
himself as the leader of the Democratic
Leadership Council (DLC), derided by Jesse
Jackson and others as “the Democratic Lei-
sure Class.” Clinton’s DLC message was to
“challenge people to change”—by which
he meant telling constituencies that they
couldn’t 21l buy a piece of him. This theme
was essential in winning over opinion-

IRA WYMAN POR NEWSWEEK

makers and key fund raisers
who believe the party has w
movebeyond liberal orthodoxy.

While “reinventing govern-
ment” is still 2 part of Clinton’s
approach, he’s now running
more as Hubert Humphrey
than Sam Nunn. As he ascend-
ed, Clinton moved left, first
cutting into Tom Harkin by

ment. Then he highlighted

»

ers to whom $350 a year is
not chicken feed. More impor-
tant, with Jackson on the
sidelines and the others fail-
ing to catch on in the black
community, Clinton built on
his natural rapport there.
“It’s amazing,” says Paul
Goldman, who ran Douglas
Wilder’s abortive presidential
campaign. “Here’s the guy who
was the DLC candidate, [who]
complained about the influ-
ence of interest groups!”

Hypocrisy factor: Clinton’s
pandering risks trapping him
with a “read my lips” pledge
like George Bush’s in 1988. For
instance, he’s making consider-
able hay out of Tsongas’s pro-
posal for a fivecent-a-year rise
in the gasoline tax, vet that is
precisely the kind of energy-
conservation measure any fu-
ture president will probably
need. Then there’s the hypocri-
sy factor: as governor, Clinton
raised Arkansas’s gas tax a
nickel to pay for infrastructure
improvements. On social secu-
rity, Tsongas has also taken the
more responsible, if politically
risky, position: as a senator in
1983 he favored a much-needed
temporary freeze in cost-of-liv-
ing adjustments. And this year he has said
he would have to “consider” taxing the
benefits of the rich elderly. Instead of re-
specting Tsongas’s courage, the Clinton
campaign beat him over the head with it,
airing an ad in Florida that says Tsongas
wants to “cut cost-of-living adjustments for
older Americans.” And the Clinton cam-
paign in heavily Jewish Florida is suggest-
ing that Tsongas is not as strong on Israel.
Among the jabs: while he favored a security
zone in southern Lebanon in 1982, Tsongas
hoped Israeli troops would stop short of
occupying Beirut.

successfully wooing a few old |
adversaries in the labor move- |

“Theattack on Israel wasthelaststraw,”
says Dennis Kanin, Tsongas’s campaign
manager. But, in fact, it wasn’t. Tsongas’s
harsh attacks on Clinton had begun weeks
before, when he began steadily squander-
ing his reputation as 2 candidate who is
above mudslinging. Since New Hampshire,
Tsongas himself—not his aides—has often
taken the lead in going negative. In Colora-
do, when Clinton noted that “no one can
argue with you, Paul; you're always per-
fect,” Tsongas responded with a shot to the

| solar plexus that the GOP will love in the

what had originally been a |
small part of his detailed eco- |
nomic plan—a “middle-class |
tax cut”’—in order to secure |
a base with lower-income vot- |

fall should Clinton be nominated: “I may
not be perfect. But I'm honest.” Even be-
fore that, Tsongas began airing misleading
ads. In one, he suggests that Clinton’s
middle-class tax cut would rob from future
generations, when he knew full well that
Clinton proposes paying for it with 2 tax
increase on the rich.

Then, in a Georgia radio ad, Tsongas
tried to exploit Clinton’s outburst after a
misunderstanding with Jackson. The ad
made something of nothing, and also im-

Clinton and Tsongas
actually resemble
each other—not just
on the issues but in
their willingness to
jettison some of
the principles that
got them here

plied that Jackson backed Tsongas, which
hedoesnot. Finally, at the end of last week,
Tsongas called Clinton “cynical and un-
principled” for twomild references by Clin-
ton. In one, Tsongas seized on a misquoted
comment by Clinton about a Tsongas pro-
posal being “not American.” This was
meant to suggest that Clinton, like George
Bush battling Michael Dukakis, was cast-
ing aspersions on Tsongas’s ethnicity. That
was clearly not Clinton’s intention. It
looked merely desperate on Tsongas’s part.

Tsongas isn’t in Clinton’s league as a
panderer, but it’s partly because he can’t
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manage it politically. While he did promise
Texans some natural-gas goodies last
week, he knows that too much pandering
puts him at risk of acting like the Santa
Claus he says he isn’t. His problem now is
that there may not be enough so-called
“thoughtful Democrats” to nominate him.

Having won over much of Clinton’s original |
= =2

Support among these people, Tsongas now
has less room to maneuver. Jerry Brown,
who won a surprise upset in last week’s

Tsongas’s constituency of progressives,
though he is working with Jesse Jackson to
siphon off black votes from Clinton.

Bloody shirt Beyond all the petty squab-

bling, Clinton and Tsongas have similar |

programs. They share a basic theory of

economic growth: that the United States §

needs a strategy based on investment tax
credits and capital-gains cuts for produc-
tive businesses. They both just happen to

{

i

|
|

have fastened onto one small tax cut to

sharpen their differences—with Clinton
emphasizing fairness and Tsongas disci-

| and advocate of a tax cut for

pline and truth-telling. The fairness ap- |
proach was bolstered last week by a New |

York Times story explaining that during
the 1980s, 1 percent of the population got
60 percent of the money. Clinton wielded
the article like a bloody shirt at rallies, and
polls suggested that many voters were
turning to Clinton because they believed he
wasstronger on the “middle-class fairness”
issue. “This is the Democratic Party in its
usual floppy way doing market-testing,”

says Democratic consultant Robert Squier. |

The market tests also show something
less encouraging for Democrats. Passions
about this election are running high; Dem-
ocrats are desperate to retire George Bush

' has become the political sur-

to Kennebunkport. But turnout, so far, has |

been low. “Nobody’s really totally enthusi- |

astic about either of these guys,” says
Charles Whitehead, 2 former state party
chairman in Florida who supports Clinton.

The electorate views both front runners
as inescapably flawed. Tsongas’s handicap

is physical—the product not just of his hav- |
ing had cancer but of a sense that he simply |
doesn’t look and sound like 2 dynamic |

standard-bearer. Clinton is personally and
politically robust but seen to be bleeding
internally from his dual character wounds.

The logic is:  certainly don’t think they're |
relevant, but all of these other people |
might in November. In years past, “Big |

Foot” was campaignspeak for a media
heavyweight poaching on more junior re-

porters’ turf. This year’s variation is “Big |
- cal connections—with honoraria while in
office and a lucrative partnership in a top

Shoe,” as in: will another one drop on Clin-

ton? Whatever their laws and spats, some- |
where between the Clinton fish fryandthe |

Tsongas brunch lies the bulk of the Demo-
cratic Party, and eventually thev’ll need
each other to hold it together.

JONATHAN ALTER with HowARD FINEMAN

| cian: a tough-as-nails

How Pure Is Paul’

Colorado primany. is mcen o week's | Tsongas paints himself as Mr. Conviction. But he
s & ws, | Made hisreputation as a shrewd career politician.

aul Tsongas was in an
acerbic mood as his
campaign’s new 727
charter jet streaked
from San Antonio to
Dallas last week. The subject
was Bill Clinton, his rival for
the Democratic nomination

middle-income Americans that
he opposes. “T know why Bill is
for it,” he told Newswezzg. I
was in the same meetings he
was, the ones in which the poll-
Sters and the advisers told you
itwouldsell...Ilam operating
from conviction. I won’t say
Clinton has no political convie-
tions. Clinton is about average
for the people I've seen in
politics.”

Call it tsanctimony. Tsongas

prise of 1992 by packaging him-
self as the “uncandidate,” an
unpolished purveyor of hard
economic truths. But “Saint
Paul,” as some colleagues deri-
sively call him, is steeped in the
conventional politics he claims
todisdain. Thisantipolitician is
in fact a career politi-

practitioner with an €3
instinct for opportu- .
nity that helped him )
win four elective of- N
fices during his first

| chael Dukakis, the other liberal Greek-
| American from Massachusetts. He needn’t

nine years in public life. Tsongas’s cam- |

paign mantra is that he’s no Santa Claus.

But he was Saint Nick during his years in |

the House and U.S. Senate, hauling sleighs
full of federal largesse back to his native
Lowell, Mass. Like most elected officials,
he has profited handsomely from his politi-

Boston law firm when he returned home.
But Tsongas makes no apologies for grow-

worry: he bears a more striking resem-
blance to Jimmy Carter, an equally harg-
bitten blend of moral high-mindedness
(“T'll never lie to you™) and relentless, plod-

| ding ambition. It’s no coincidence that sev-

eral ex-Carter operatives, including for-
mer White House political director Tim

| Kraft, have signed on with Tsongas. And

while he says his candidacy is a quest in-

| spired by his recovery, he contempiated

| ing rich: his battle with cancer in the mid- |

1980s left him justifiably worried about his

| family’s financial security.
Tsongas rankles at comparisons to Mi- |

and ELeaxor CLirr in Washington |

24 N
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running for president as early as 1981
Tsongas has never hesitated to make

| common cause with anyone who could help

himwin. Helearned his politics in Lowell, a
gritty mill town on the Merrimack River



orth of Boston where Greek, Irish and
‘rench-Canadian pols scrapped for the pa-
ronage spoils at city hall. When his first
ity council race was floundering in 1969,
he 28-year-old former Peace Corps volun-
eer sought out Jean Paul (Tiger) Fre-

neeting, Tsongas slipped through the back
«oor of a social ciub, so that word would not
et out if they failed to hit it off. But the
ncounter was a success and helped boost
im to victory. Once in office, Tsongas was

tenacious infighter. As a freshman city

councilor he assembled the votes to hire a
new city manager he had handpicked. But
his righteous “reform” fervor earned him
enemies. By themiddle of hissecond term, a

| third appeared unlikely. “He's always had
| anattitudethathewasright, and thatyou’d
hette, an ex-boxer popular in the city’s |
ranco-American wards. At their first |
| general manager of the Lowell Sun.

better support him or there was something |
wrong with you,” says Kendall Wallace,

But Tsongas always managed to find a
new perch before wearing out his welcome.
In 1972, voter anger over courthouse |
corruption vaulted him to a seat on the |
Middlesex County Commission. Two years |
later Watergate and 2 shaky |
first-term Republican incum- |
bent helped him win the Fifth |
District congressional seat. In
1978, few Democrats wanted to
challenge Republican Edward
Brooke, the Senate’s only black |
member. Tsongas won the |
Democratic primary after a |
better-known opponent was |
‘injured in a car accident and |
lost campaign time. Brooke, |
plagued by financial problems
and a messy divorce, was an
easy mark.

While in the US. Senate,
Tsongas teamed with another |
unlikely ally. City manager Jo- |
seph Tully was strictly old |
school: former state Senate col- |
leagues dubbed him the “Joe
Tully Employment Agency,” a |
tribute to the patronage jobshe |
controlled. But beginning in
1979 he and Tsongas usheredin |
Lowell’s urban renaissance.
Tsongas was part of what locals |
referred to as “the delivery sys- |

An instinct for opportunity:
Campaigning in Texas,
running for the Senate in
1978 (bottom left), with the
Peace Corps, 1964 (below)

| tem,” the cadre of congressional and state

representatives skilled at funneling grants
into the city. Tully provided the muscle at
city hall. They persuaded computer pio-
neer An Wang tolocate a training center in
thecity’sdesolate downtown. Urban Devel-
opment Action Grants helped leverage pri-

| vate financing for a new Hilton hotel. Tson-
| gas sang Tully’s praises as a can-do
| administrator. “They danced together per-
| fectly,” says former state representative

Phil Shea. But in 1986, when Tsongas
heard rumors of corruption, he asked the
U.S. attorney to investigate. The trail led to
Tully, who served 14 months in prison for
extorting money from a local businessman.

Inhis10vearsonthe Hill (1974-84), Tson-

| gaswaslessthanthefriendtothe American

boardroom he now claims to be. He led the

| efforttoforce union wage concessionsinthe

Chrysler bailout but got generally low rat-
ings from business organizations. He voted
against a capital-gains tax cut in 1978, a
measure now at the center of his economic
program. Tsongas believes it did more to
help Lowell’s economic revival than any
other single measure. “That was really a
stupid one on my part,” he says.

Face time: He was also a loner and a puzzle
to some colleagues. Tsongas was among
those who urged Teddy Kennedy to chal-
lenge Carter in 1980. Then, without warn-
ing, he delivered a famous speech to Ameri-
cans for Democratic Action questioning
the future of liberalism—a move Kennedy
loyalists still view as a calculated betrayal.
While Tsongas now bills himself the sub-

| stance candidate, he operated on the prin-

ciple that television face time counted

| more than content. “If[voters] are comfort-

able with vou as a person—and TV for me
was a very good medium—then they’ll for-

| give you some of your positions,” he told
| Hedrick Smith in the 1988 book “The Pow-

er Game.” “Reagan is a classic example.”
After cancer forced his retirement from

theSenate in 1984 (page 26), Tsongassigned

on with Foley, Hoag & Eliot, 2 Boston law

| firm. He became a “rainmaker,” using his
| political tiesto attract millions of dollarsin
1 | business to the firm. His clients included
| | the municipal-bond division of Drexel

Burnham Lambert, masters of the junk-

| bond financing he now decries on the cam-
| paign trail. His strong environmental rec-
i ord (heled the congressional fight to protect
i Alaskan wilderness from development)

made him an attractive hire for companies
trying to shepherd unpopular projects
through the system. Tsongas helped a Con-
necticut company win approval for a 370-
mile pipelinetobring Canadiannaturalgas
to the Northeast, pacifying environmental
groups concerned about the project’s im-
pact. Tsongas was well paid for his efforts.

| His 1990 partnership draw was $200,000

(8150,000 this year); corporate director-

| ships added $125,000. His home is 2
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spacious Victorian once owned by textile
magnate Ames Stevens. Until he quit last
December, he belonged to a Lowell country
club that didn’t admit women as full voting
members until the fall of 1990.

Tsongas continued his attempts to re-
build Lowell—this time collecting fees by
brokering deals through his law firm. In
1987 he persuaded Boston developer Eg-

also continued his predilection for remain-
ing tight with the boys. He joined Lawrence
Ansin, 2 wealthy Lowell textile executive,
and Steve Joncas, a former congressional
aide, in developing an Ayer, Mass., indus-
trial park. Tsongas put up little capital in

the deal, prompting some in Lowell to con- |

| clude that Ansin was trading on Tsongas’s

name. “The guy has used Paul,” says one |

former city official who knows both men.
Ansin would not return phone calls. A weak

| economy has since eroded much of what

Tsongas tried to achieve in Lowell. Boott
Mills was sold in a bank auction last fall.
The Wang Training Center is gone. The

| UDAG hotel, sold in foreclosure two vears
ward Barry toconvert the abandoned Boott |
Mills complex to offices and stores. Tsongas |

2go, is open but just hanging on. The Ayer |

industrial park has yet to turn 2 profit.
Tsongasis no entrepreneur, but his polit-
ical luck carries an aura of legend around

| Lowell. Local politicians were not sur-
' prised when Clinton’s problems with

| lowed Tsongas to muscle into first place in |
New Hampshire. Nor are they surprised |

charges of draft evasion and infidelity al-

that he has tried to soften Clinton up with
negative ads in the South. “He is a mean
| enemy,” saysformer city manager William
| Taupier. “He’ll come after you and try to
| hurt you.” Dewy-eyed idealists need not
| apply to Tsongas’s high command. Cam-
| paign manager Dennis Kanin was at Tson-
| gas’s side during his 10-year House and
| Senate career. Ed Jesser, a Boston consult-
ant and the campaign’s attack-dog spin-
| meister, is the Bay State incarnation of
| James Carville. Ohio strategist Gerald
| Austin managed Jesse Jackson’s 1988 cam-
| paign. High-road appeals put Tsongas into
| play for the nomination. He’ll need his
{ hardball instincts to stay there.
Bivr TURQUE in Lowell with HowARD FINEMAN
with Tsongas end EreaNor CrLirt in Washington

Tsongas and the Gancer Question

ul Tsongas discovered

the lump in his groin on
Sept. 29, 1983. It was a discov-
ery that changed his life, and
one that makes him unique
today—for Tsongas, as far
as anyone knows, is the first
cancer survivor to run for
president. The lump was
eventually diagnosed as a
non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma, a
relatively rare cancer of the
immune system. The diagno-
sis led Tsongas, then 2 US.
senator from Massachusetts,
to an intimate acquaintance
with pain and suffering and
to a dramatic encounter with
the power and skill of modern
medicine. His robust health

more than eight years later |

is a point-blank refutation of
the prejudice against cancer
survivors in all walks of life.
But his medical history is
still a factor in judging his fit-
ness for office.
Non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma
was only dimly understood
when Tsongas was first diag-
nosed in 1983. The disease is
one of about 20 known forms
of lymphoma, cancers that af-
fect the tissue and organsthat

the body’s immune system.
The disease was known to be
slow-acting, but there was no
real certainty about its cause
and there is no certainty

today. What has changed is |
the medical consensus about 5
| technique called an auto- |

its treatment, and Tsongas’s

A demon swimmer: Proving his stamina every day

"~ JACQUES CHENET—NEWSWEEK

caseis part of what appearsto
have been a significant vic-
tory in the war against this
particular form of cancer.
Tsongas’s condition grew
slowly worse after the lump
was found to be malignant.
Then 42 and a first-term
senator, he made the decision
to retire from politics and
find work as a lawyer in
Boston. His doctors tried

chemotherapy, but the treat- |
ments were only partly suc- |
produce and store the cells of | cessful. By late 1985 Tsongas
| was losing weight, was ex-

tremely weak and was ready
to try anything—even a mac-

robiotic diet. He went back to |
Boston’s Dana-Farber Cancer |
- usually takesabout six weeks. |
| There were times, Tsongas |

Institute, where doctors told
him about an experimental

logous bone-marrow trans- |

plant. Bone marrow, which
produces red  blood cells,
white blood cells and blood
platelets, is crucial to a pa-
tient’s survival. In autologous
transplants, some of the pa-
tient’s bone-marrow cells are
removed so the patientcan re-
ceive massive doses of chemo-
therapy and radiation; other-

wise, the body’s ability to
produce new blood cells would
be destroyed. (The marrow

treatment.) The procedure is |
excruciatingly painful. It also |
leaves the patient defenseless
against disease until the im- |
mune system recovers, which |

says, “when I believed I |

wasdying” during treatment.

He thus became 2 pioneer
guinea pig in the develop-
ment of what is now regarded
as a standard treatment
for non-Hodgkin’s lympho-
ma. Tsongas is one of 114
transplant patients followed
by Dana-Farber researchers.
Of those, 57 were found to
have some trace of cancer af-
ter treatment while 57 did
not; Tsongas is among the sec-
ond group. Today, the only
symptoms of his ordeal are
partial deafness in his left
ear—the result of an infection
during his recovery—and a
persistent cough.

Excellent prognosis: A demon
swimmer who neither drinks
nor smokes, Tsongas has set
records for men in his age
group. (He is 51.) He also
proves his stamina every day
on the campaign trail. His
doctor says the lymphoma is
“100 percent” in remission
and that Tsongas’s prognosis
is excellent. But cancer spe-
cialists never use the word
“cured,” and that means this
candidate has more reason
than most to study the 25th
Amendment and the rules
of presidential succession.

» | Tsongas told The New York
|-cells are reimplanted after

Times last week that he is
ready to pick a running mate
who could function as “co-
president” if he were disabled
in office. But he is sure,
he says, that non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma would not be the
reason he would step aside.
Mary HaGer in Weshingtor,

mA
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NATIONAL AFFAIRS

‘Is This a Bunch of Lollipops?’

Jerry Brown on his message and his mission

ismissed at first as a fringe candidate,

Jerry Brown is now gaining traction

with disaffected voters and liberals.
He promises to name Jesse Jackson as his
running mate and last week campaigned
in Miami’s “little Haiti” with Jackson.
Brown’s populist persona is the latest lurch
for the former governor of California. Last
week he talked about his political evolution
with Newswrek'’s Eleanor Clift. Excerpts:

CLIFT: You've had 2 lot of different personas:
governor, follower of Mother Teresa, a populist
now. The feeling is that you're on 2 personal
odyssey. What are you looking for?

BROWN: One doesn’t have to be banal tobe
consistent, or to be understandable. It just
so happens that the range of my interests is
rather broad, as evidenced by the fact that I
went into the Jesuit seminary for three and
a half years and spent that period in virtual
silence and meditation and manual work
and the study of Latin and spiritual trea-
tises—and then went to Berkeley at the
very beginning of the awakening in the
early '60s. I've always been interested in
religion and politics. What I'm doing now is
trying to find a2 way to unify them, try to
raise my politics to a higher level of princi-
ple, which is never easy in the best of times.

The Washingtonian magazine says that grow-
ing up, you were tired of your father’s [Pat Brown
was governor of California in 1958-1966] con-
stant politicking—that you thought it was phony.

Well, you get different interpretations of
your life at different times. I would say I'm
more shy—I'm more like my mother than

my father—alt though I have enough of my

father in me that I followed in ) o

his footsteps rather precisely. So
he has more of an outgoing, differ-
ent kind of temperament. When-
ever he went anywhere, he would
start shaking hands with every-
body. And as a child, I found that—it was ]
just clearly embarrassing, that’s all. For |
him, he was in his element. He was like 2 3,
fish swimming in the ocean.

Of course you're out there now extending your
hand to Americaand advertising your 800 number.

It’s not easy. I've had to work at that. It

doesn’t always come as naturally as I think |
it does to some of my competitors.

Your father is this consummate pol—and
you're really an anti-pol.

Yes, I am, and I'm not. Garry Wills wrote
an article [saving] that all these unusual
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features of my biography were really justa
cover for what was really pretty much a
traditional politician. I think there’s some
truth to that.

Can you elaborate on that?
1 got elected governor. I raised money. I
made TV spots. I have press releases and

IRA WYMAN FOR NEWSWEEK

// A populist persona: A? a soup kitchen

sound bites. So I did that. Part of |

me—] believe my essence—is striving to- |
| ballot in New York. In 1980, when I was

ward 2 higher form of public discourse and
political action.

Atﬂ:ebe@m:g,youemp!mzedﬂleomsida-

Well, because I was trying to take this
message that the system was broken and

offer a solution, an alternative. So it’s hard |
tosay, “Look, I have all this experience and |
then, by the way, the system isn’t working |
and I'm going to come in here with all these |

new people and change it.” A lot of people
don’t know who I am, so ] have to first of 2ll
give some account of who I am and where

I've been. Then I have to make my critique.
You said there’s room for more division [in the
I believe that in this party we have to

| divide before we can determine whereisour

soul here. I mean, what is this party? Is this
2 bunch of lollipops for business, lollipops
for something called the middle class—or is
it about social justice?

But does that fit your definition of a higher
political discourse?

I don’t believe in this whole discourse
about how wonderful we are and George
Bush is the only problem. I am saying some-
thing different. I'm saying the
system is stuck, and I'm saying
exactly what Ralph Nader is
saying. You have to empower
people. He calls it his toolbox of
democracy. I have my 800 num-
ber, my $100 limit. These are all
methods in the service of a larg-
ergoal, whichistorestoregreat-
ervitality toour political life.

You have a lot of appealing ideas,
but the media shorthand is Right
Message, Wrong Messenger.

ButIthink Pmgettingtobea
much better messenger. It just
takes a little of my humor to
come out. And the reason why
i’staken alotisit’s hard for me
asan insider, as part of this cul-
ture, tothen stand back andsay,
“OK, guys, you're wrong, it’s
empty and meaningless.” It is
unpleasant. I'm not that kind of
a person to stand there and
chide Harkin and Kerrey for
their pay raises and Tsongas for
his nuclear lobbying, whatever
itis. Ittakes a certain mentality
that I have to work at.

if you're not president, what’s
next for you?

My statement is, we do not
stop. Because I believe this re-
quiresacause,itrequiresamove-
ment. And what we have today with this 800
numberisquiteextraordinary. Wegotonthe

governorand had two union presidentssup-
porting me, we couldn’t get on the ballot. But
we had the peome——{hev re all 800 people.

When you say you don’t stop, does that mean
third party?

Webuild whatever movement isrequired
to make real change. I don’t consider the
Gong Show capable of making real change.
People that lack the capacity to grow are
not only boring, but they’re underdevel-

. oped. They are probably not realizing their
| potential as a human being. =



ROBERT MAASS--SIPA

Gunning for the president: The challenger campaigning in San Antonio last week

Is Buchanan
Running
the Gountry?

Setting Bush’s agenda

t isn’t true, as the critics claim, that
George Bush stands for nothing: he
seems to stand for whatever Patrick Bu-
chanan wants him to. Consider: the talk-

show-host-turned-candidate criticizes the.

president for funding “dirty” art. The
White House fires John Frohnmayer,
the head of the National Endowment for
the Arts. Buchanan attacks an IRS propos-
al that would require churches to report
the names of major contributors. Quick-
ly, the administration lets it be known
that the proposal is being “re-evaluated.”

Buchanan takes Bush to task for breaking |
his “read my lips” pledge, and Bush re- |

sponds by telling The Atlanta Journal that

raising taxes was a “mistake” after all.
Around the country last week, editorial

pages began asking the real Bush to stand

“President Noodle” for his “appalling lack
of conviction.” In the White House press
corps, reporters began to joke mordantly

that it was a good thing Buchanan didn’t |

call for nuclear war, or the president might
have reached for that hot button, too.

| tards.” Bush griped to aides that he wasn’t |

Hard as Bush tried to court conserva- |

tives, however, his own staffers worried

that his message was not stirring voters. As |

LARRY DOWNING~-NEWSWEEK |

How does it play? With a Bush doll

the president flew around the South on the
eve of Super Tuesday, his aides fell to back-

biting and media-bashing. Campaign chief |
Robert Mosbacher publicly chastised aides |
for insisting that Bush remain on the road |
when he has “a million things to do” back |
i in Washington. The president’s usually af- |

up. The New York Times labeled him | fable spokesman, Marlin Fitzwater, erupt- |

ed when a reporter wrote that Bush’s
crowds were “nondescript.” The press sec-

retary pulled the plugona PAsystemtothe |
traveling press corps’s temporary news- |

room and railed, “U'm sick of you lazy bas-

sure what he was accomplishing, racing
from event to event, but he doggedly stuck

to his script. “Life means nothing without |

fidelity to principles,” he told home build-
| ers in South Carolina. Then, without miss-
| ing a beat, he reminded his audience that
! he had proposed tax breaks for first-time
| home buyers, the better to stimulate the
| beleaguered real-estate industry.

The right Back in Washington, the presi-

| | dent’s men worked to buy off the right.

| Attorney General William Barr killed the
| expected nomination of 2 highly respected

{ | New York lawver, James Benkard, to

| head the Justice Department’s environ-
mental division. Why? A conservative
foundation disliked the fact that Benkard
{ had been a trustee for an environmental
group. At the Environmental Protection
Agency, regulators prepared to drop a pol-
| lution-control proposal opposed by the

{ | auto industry—just in time for the March

{ 17 Michigan primary. At the Office of
| Management and Budget, director Rich-
ard Darman, a target of conservatives for
his willingness to raise taxes, had to fear
for his job. Darman is a wily survivor, but
| some White House aides predicted he
would be gone by summer.

Has Bush been born again
as a conservative? Not to
worry, say his aides. Once
Buchanan is defeated, Bush
will be a moderate again.
Many in the White House
| expect the Democratic primaries to push
i Bill Clinton, whom they rate as the likeli-
| est nominee, to the left in order to win
| over the party’s traditional constituen-
| cies. “The moderates will be left in sus-
i pended animation for us to pick up,” says
2 senior Bush adviser. But the cynical
| maneuvering could cost Bush with voters;
| it only reinforces the view that he has no
| real beliefs.

In the meantime, Pat Buchanan is play-
ing Bush like a puppet. “We’re driving the
national debate,” he crowed last week.
“There’s no question about it.” Tossing
Frohnmayer over the side of the NEA
| didn’t pacify Pat. “When I'm president,
I’m going to shut the place down, padlock it
and fumigate it,” he said. Buchanan knows
he has no chance to win the nomination,
but he shows no signs of giving up.

The White House is left begging for peace
and quietly asking what the challenger
really wants. (“A talk show of his own,”
grumbled a senior staffer.) Bush says he
will bury the hatchet with Buchanan after
the primary season. So why does Buchanan
persist in being so personal now, calling
Bush “King George” and insisting that he
step down? In part, Buchanan just loves a
fight. But he also sees himself, like Barry
Goldwater in 1964, as 2 martyr to a Cause
That Will Not Die. When that cause is
reborn—in, say, 1996——Buchanan planson
| being its champion.

ANN McDaxierwith
GixNy CARROLL O the campaign troil
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A Voters’ Guide

to the

For all the reams of copy published about the
presidential campaign, the essentials are
sometimes elusive. Who are these men?

What do they think about America’sreal prob-
lems? How might they actually behave in office? A thumbnail
guide to the candidates, their characters and convictions:

SUSAN BIDDLE--THE WHITE HOUSE

RESUME: 67 years old. Born: Milton, Mass. Greenwich Country
Day School, Andover, Yale *48. Congressman. U.N. ambassador.
Republican Party chief. China envoy. CIA director. Vice President
1981-1989. 41st president of the United States. Son of Wall Street

investment banker Prescott S. Bush. Married to Barbara Pierce. .

Four sons, one daughter. 12 grandchildren. One daughter, Robin,
died of leukemia at age 4.

CHARACTER BUILDER: As navy flier in World War II. forced
to bail out of his plane under fire. Decorated for valor.

MEMORABLE LINE: “Read my lips. No . . . new . . . taxes.”
NICKNAME: Poppy.

ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Power of incumbency. Enjoys global
respect on foreign policy; admired personally. Great wife. But:

Weak handling of the economy; disappointing domestic record.
Erratic campaigner; perception thathe doesn't stand for anything.
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RESUME: 53 years old. Born: Washington, D.C. Georgetown
Univ., 1961; master’s, Columbia School of Journalism, 1962. Knee
injury kept him out of Vietnam. Editorial writer, St. Louis Globe-
Democrat. Adviser to Richard Nixon, 1966-74. and Ronald Reagan,
1985-87. Wealthy columnist and TV commentator. Wife Shelley
was Nixon receptionist. No children.

CHARACTER BUILDER: Thrown out of college for brawling.
MEMORABLE LINE: “This landfill called multiculturalism.”
NICKNAME: High-school pals called him The Blade.
ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Skilled sound-bite polemicist: taps
protestvote. Cadre of aggressive young tacticians eagertoavenge
what they regard as Bush's betrayal of core conservative values.
But: Charges of anti-Semitism and racism still stick. Isolationist
“America First” message repels many voters, smacks of xenopho-
bia. Risks being seen as party wrecker.
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* Bill Clinton %

RESUME: 45 vears old. Born: Hope. Ark. Georgetown '68; Rhodes
scholar. Yale Law. Avoided Vietnam with unfulfilled ROTC com-
mitment, high lotterv number. McGovern worker. Arkansas attor-
ney general at age 30. Governor, 197981, and '83-present. Father
died before he was born. Stepfather was alcoholic. Wife Hillary isa
prominent lawyer. Daughter Chelsea, 12.

CHARACTER BUILDER: Saw grandfather treat blacks well at
his country store.

MEMORABLE LINE: “I'll be there for vou 'til the last dog dies.”
NICKNAMES: Slick Willie: Elvis

ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Gifted campaigner; Southern base;
well funded. Extraordinary memory. Lack of Washington con-
nection. But: “Character” questions on infidelity, draft. Ordinary
debater; every-which-way message. Small-state background.
Strikes many as too much the politician.

RESUME: 51 vears old. Born: Lowell, Mass. Dartmouth, '62.
Peace Corps, Ethiopia. Yale Law School. Lowell City Council, 1969-
72.U.S.House, 1975-79.U.S. Senate, 1979-84. Experimental therapy
believed to have cured lymphoma, 1986. Member, eight corporate
boards, six nonprofit. Lobbyist for natural-gas company. Father
ran small dry-cleaning business, mother died when he was 7. Wife
Niki, lawyer. Daughters Ashley, 17; Katina, 14, and Molly, 10.

CHARACTER BUILDERS: Watched his hometown sink eco-
nomically. Survived cancer.

NICKNAMES: Saint Paul; Tsongie Bongie
MEMORABLE LINE: “I'm not Santa Claus.”

ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Perception he's a truth-teller; strong
emphasis on economics. Seli-deprecating sense of humor; Greek
fund-raisers; lack of slickness. But: Untelegenic: strange accent.
Bitter economic prescription. Sometimes sanctimonious.

* Joprry Brown %

RESUME: 53 years old. Born: San Francisco. Jesuit seminarian,
dropped out to go to Berkeley. Yale Law School. Antiwar and labor
activist in '60s. Governor of California, 1975-83. Lost Democratic
presidential bids in 1976, "80. Lost Senate race, 1982. Chairman,
California Democratic Party, 1989-91. Son of former California
governor Pat Brown. Sister Kathleen is California’s treasurer.
Unmarried. Dated singer Linda Ronstadt in late "70s and early '80s.

CHARACTER BUILDER: Cared for the destitute with Mother
Teresa in India.

NICKNAME: Governor Moonbeam

MEMORABLE LINE: “That’s 1-800-426-1112.”
ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Zealous reformer’s spirit; captures lib-
erals’ mad-as-hell resentment at entrenched system. Won'taccept

contributions larger than $100. But: Was actually a big money-
raiser until 1991. Dogged by “has-been,” “flaky™ tags.
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% Tom Harkin X

RESUME: 52 years old. Born: Cumming, lowa. lowa State Univ.
'62: law degree, Catholic Univ. Noncombat navy pilot in '60s.
Congressional aide, 1969-72. US. House, 1975-85. US. Senate,
1985-present. Father was a coal miner. Brother Frank’s deafness
sparked interest in handicapped. Wife Ruth is a Washington
corporate attorney. Daughters, Amy, 15, and Jenny, 10.
CHARACTER BUILDERS: Saw WPA help his family. Publi-
cized South Vietnamese “tiger cages™ for POWSs.

NICKNAME: PAC-man

MEMORABLE LINE: “Bullshit!”

ASSETS/LIABILITIES: Farm-state roots, union backing make
him truest heir to old-time Democratic Party traditions. Strong
orator. But: Crotchety tone. Specialinterest ties. Swimming
against the tide of history: Democratic voters are rejecting the
liberal message, the messenger—or both.
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Distinguishes himself from Tsongas by stressing “fairness” to middle class as
well as growth. Short term: Cut middle-class taxes by $350 a year and make it up
with taxes on people making $200,000-plus. Increase tax credits for kids, Ac-
celerate existing highway-bill spending, creating thousands of new jobs. Aid first-
time home buyers. Pressure banks to lend more. Restore real-estate breaks,
Long term: Develop a true economic strategy, which the U.S. lacks. Extend free
trade. Greatly expand worker retraining. Enact investment-tax credit, 50 per-
cent capital-gains tax cut for investment in new businesses, communit y-develop-
ment banks. End deductions for investment overseas, excessive CEO pay.
Strong on specifics, weaker on who will sacrifice, how to pa 1y for it,

Would declare a national economic “emergency" on first day in office. Favors
investmentand R&D tax credits to aid manufacturing, Would cut capital-gains tax
on stock held long term; ease antitrust rules further; rechannel defense dollars,
Opposes Clinton’s middle-class tax cut. Would raise top bracket of income tax to
33 percent and expand the availability of IRAs to promote savings, To encour-
age long-term thinking, companies would issue reports semiannually, not quar-
terly. Antiprotectionist, but calls for strong push to buy American, Wants a
“flexible budget freeze” to reduce the deficit, but not specific.

A more focused, humane version of GOP economics, Offers little that’s
truly new, but makes some tough choices,

LWl
Paul Tsongas

Money in politics is the root of all evil—including a weak economy, Argues for
term limitations and severe restrictions on fund raising to break the "strangle-
hold" that special interests have on Congress and the tax code, Would dump the
existing income-tax structure and replace it with an across-the-board, flat-rate 13
percent tax on individuals, regardless of their means, No deductions except for
mortgages, rent and charitable giving. Envisions a flat 13 percent value-added
federal tax on all business transactions (including retail), allowing deductions
only for depreciation, bad debt and capital investment. Calls protectionist CEOs
crybabies. Emphasis on building seaports to enhance trade.

Yes, the system’s corrupt, but his tax plan is regressive,

Pro-choice, but supports some form of adult notifica-
tion for girls under age 14. Under “personal responsi-
bility” plan, would give welfare recipients two years
of training, then force them to work, Would use tax
credit to aid working poor, Death-penalty supporter.
Stresses drug treatment, noting that his brother is a
recovering addict. Backs “boot camps” for juvenile
offenders, Has fought for civil rights since student
days. Strong minority-hiring record in Arkansas.
Departs in places from traditional liberalism,

So pro-choice he wears a button, Says it should be a
litmus test for Supreme Court nominees, Backs feder-
ally funded family-planning clinics and abortions for
low-income women, Early sponsor of gay-rights bill,
and willing to raise it publicly. No stated welfare
policy. Counts on economic growth to ease poverty.
Like other Democrats, backs a waiting period for gun
purchases. Supports the death penalty for cop killers
and major drug dealers,

Rarely mentions the poor.

Work with Mother Teresa attests to his devotion to
social causes. Offers no welfare-reform solutions, but
would give tax credits to businesses hiring workers
from poor neighborhoods. Pro-choice, and supports
wriling abortion rights into law. Like other Demo-
cratic candidates, backs more AIDS research, Favors
mandatory sentences for crimes committed with a
gun and for repeat offenders. Opposes the death
penalty as barbaric,

Has offered few specifics.



. ;
Tom Harkin

Patrick Bubhanan

Traditional Democrat who favors direct government intervention in the econo-
my, Wants to “throw ‘trickledown’ economics on the trash heap of history.” The
only Democrat to oppose any form of capital-gains reduction, Opposes middle-
classtax cuts as symbolic. With defense savings, would spend $60 billion annually
on infrastructure—highways, bridges, sewers—and a huge job-training pro-
gram, Offers tax credits for R&D in selected industries. The most protectionist
candidate—the only one who opposes U.S.-Mexico free-trade agreement, Goes
beyond other Democrats in backing farm supports. Says that anything business-
es pay CEOs above $500,000 should get taxed as if it were profit,

If “trickledown”’ has failed, so has old-fashioned Big Government,

Favors a less-is-more approach to the economy, believes it will grow out of the
recession without government intervention. Recently concluded this economic
vision wouldn't sell politically, so he cobbled together a grab-bag “plan” for
economic growth. It includes: reducing the capital-gains tax to 154 percent;
imposing a 90-day moralorium on new federal regulation; adjusting federal
income-tax withholding to add an average of $3 to $7 to weekly paychecks;
increasing the exemption for each child by $500; adding a $5,000 tax credit and
penalty-free IRA withdrawals for first-time home buyers; permanent R&D tax
credits and restored deductions for real-estate development.

Slow to recognize the gravity of the economic downturn.

His “America First” plan includes tax cuts, slashed government, trade war,
Doesn't specify income-tax reduction, but would completely abolish capital-
gains tax for middle class and halve the rate for people making more than
$50,000. Backs investment-tax credits, Would freeze federal spending, hiring and
salaries. Would impose a two-year moratorium on all new federal regulations
and roll back regulations imposed by Bush. Says that when Kuwait bought
European Airbus planes, he would have told emir: “Listen, little fella, pick an
[American] airline out or call the Germans next time you're in trouble.” Would
play “hardball” with Japanese and other countries. Vague on consequences.
Bully-boy talk sounds hollow without more specifics,

Emphasizes job creation over expanding welfare
coverage, Backs the full civil-liberties agenda: pro-
choice, expanded child care, parental leave, pay
equity. Prime sponsor of the newly enacted Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act, which extends access and
civil-rights protection for the handicapped. Opposes
the death penalty. Thinks crime-prevention efforts
should focus on root problems in poverty, but little
emphasis on the urban agenda,

Standard liberal fare,

Staunchly pro-ife since 1980. Favors abstinence
over sex education, but will tolerate the latter. Strict
law-and-order approach, to crime, except when it
interferes with gun owners’ right to bear arms, includ-
ing assault rifles. Favors the death penally. Supports
welfare reform that would require able-bodied people
to work—but proposed little until the campaign,
Would make it easier for states to ¢scape federal
welfare requirements in order to try new ideas.
Has palid little attention to urban America.

Anti-abortion under any circumstance, Pro-death
penalty, with much speedier executions. Opposes any
form of gun control, even waiting period for assault
weapons, Says the problem is “criminal class” in
American cities, On immigration, calls for digging
trench along U.S.-Mexico border, Would eliminate
affirmative action “root and branch,” end subsidy of
“blasphemous” art. Gays are “sodomites” with “las-
civious appetites” for whom AIDS is retribution.
Right up there with David Duke on the hate chart,
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Sometimes traded off envi-
ronment for growth in Arkan-
sas. Opposes nuclear power.,
Supports 45-mpg cars, but op-
poses gas tax. Would help
save rain forest by allowing lo-
cals to share in pharmaceuti-
cal-company profits if they
don’t cut down trees.
Nothing to brag about.

Backs a yearly three- to five-
cent gas tax increase to
achieve energy independ-
ence, Supports some nuclear
power. Early backer of solar
energy, wilderness preserva-
tion, recycling, tax credits for
conservation. Would pursue
accord on global warming,

A true energy policy.

Says planet is becoming a
“stinking junkyard.” As Califor-
nia governor, got high marks
for conservation, renewable
resources. Backs new Civilian
Conservation Corps, high-
speed rail, better auto-fuel ef-
ficiency. Knowledgeable
“Green' on global hazards.
Strong anti-nuke record.

Backs national exam system,;
annual report cards for every
school; apprenticeship pro-
gram for students not bound
for college; college loans to
anyone—to be paid back ei-
ther as percentage of future
income or with service in
teaching, police or child care.
Strong record in Arkansas.

Endorses merit pay for teach-
ers, competency require-
ments, national standards, ex-
perimental voucher system
that would include private-
school tuition. College loans
could be paid back as a per-
centage of future income. Likes
school uniforms, longer days.
Not one of his passions.

Envisions a computer on top
of every schoolchild’s desk and
federally funded educational
software. Favors national edu-
cational standards, federal
scholarships. Says he will
abolish the Department of
Education as "a massive bu-
reaucratic waste,”

Wasn’t an innovator as gov.

HERLTH CARE

Supports “play or pay” uni-
versal coverage under which
employers would have to in-
sure their workers or pay an
additional tax into a public
fund to cover the uninsured. In
Arkansas, allowed nursing-
home funds to be used for
home health care,

Light on cost containment.

Says Americans will not sup-
port a radical plan. Under his
“managed care” system, em-
ployers or groups would offer
plans, HMOs and private in-
surers would bid for contracts,
This would introduce compe-
tition. Paid for by a 6 to 8 per-
cent payroll tax.

No long-term-care plan.

Favors national health-insur-
ance system like Canada's,
climinating private insurers.
Emphasizes wellness pro-
grams, alternative healing
practices such as acupuncture.
Notes that special interests
give Congress $30 million a
year to maintain status quo.
Short on details.

Cut defense spending by 36
percent by 1997, saving $100
billion over Bush plan. Backs
anewadvancedresearch agen-
cy that would apply defense
technology to commercial
work. Envisions a “Democra-
cy Corps” to send profession-
als to help former East bloc.
Homework, no experience,

Cut defense 30 percent, scrap-
ping SDI, the B-2bomber, Backs
50,000 to 90,000 troop reduc-
tions in Europe, new “Marshall
Plan" to aid former Soviet
Union (CIS), including a busi-
ness Peace Corps. In Con-
gress took a liberal line; op-
posed Grenada invasion,
Shades of Jimmy Carter,

Cut defense spending by 50
percent immediately. With-
draw all U.S. troops from Eu-
rope. Research for SDI, but
drop other high-tech pro-
grams. Emphasis on global en-
vironmentalism and U.S. role
as peace broker.

Would he stand up for the
Iinited Statos ahyvond?



Booster of alternatives like
ethanol and electric cars.
Would impose fines on waste-
ful companies—like makers of
gas guzzlers or overpackaged
goods—and use the money as
“fee-bates” to firms and con-
sumers who recycle and buy
efficient products.

Some fresh ideas.

Won points for passage of the
Clean Air Act. Accepts a new
restrictive definition of “wet-
lands.” Supports offshore drill-
ing. Wants to simplify nuclear-
plant licensing. Global-
warming flip-flop. Didn’t

achieve energy independence.

Yes, but made the Persian
Gulf safe for cheap olil.

Despises conservationists of
all stripes. Favors “the welfare
of the American worker over
the spotted owl,” but offers no
specifics. Supports coastal oil
drilling. No positions on nucle-
ar power, gas tax, global
warming or pollution.
Environmentalists an en-
dangered species.

Argues for less reliance on
property tax, more on boosted
federal spending. Would cre-
ate an ROTC-style college-loan
program featuring four new
national-service corps—for
teachers, health-care work-
ers, police and conservation—
as a way to repay the loans.
Money's the answer.

Self-styled “education presi-
dent” favors national testing,
math- and science-teacher
training, and voucher system
that would fund parental
“choice” of either public or pri-
vate schools. Backs increase
in Head Start, but short of Dem-
ocrats’ plan to “fully fund” it.
Good ideas, little follow-up.

Supports voucher system to
promote choice and create
market pressures to improve
quality, but provides no specif-
ics on implementation. Fa-
vors more power for local offi-
cials to hire, fire and respond
to parental concerns over cur-
ricula. Still hung up on busing,
A D" for specifics.

Supports universal health
sare, but isn't likely to dump
the existing system. Big recipl-
ent of PAC money from the
health-care lobby. Says as
president he would appoint a
panel to develop a reform
strategy. Backs preventative
programs,

Offers few specifics.

Says he opposes “socialized
medicine,” but politics forced
proposal of tax credits to poor
to purchase insurance, plus
other piecemeal changes
such as capping malpractice
awards and allowing penalty-
free IRA withdrawals for medi-
cal expenses.

Modest reform at best.

No commitments to any re-
form, but will consider aplanin
which employers open medi-
cal IRAs. Uninsured families
would get same tax benefits as
companies, Backs vouchers for
perhaps 76 percent of home-
care-nursing expenses.

Stay well during a Buchan-
an administration,

Halve the military in 10 years,
saving $420 billion. Eliminate
tactical nukes. Leave only
20,000 troops in Europe. A top
pro-Isracl PAC recipient. Led
Senate fight against Persian
Gulf War, Would ban aid to
countries that spend more on
military than human needs.
Aggressively dovish.

Cold war ended on his watch.
Beat Iraq, yet Saddam Hussein
remains a thorn, and new
world order still fuzzy. Would
cut defense spending by $50
billion over five years, though
not SDI New disagreements
with Israel. Modest progress in
dismantling nukes.

Still his main strength.

Cut troop levels in Western
Europe, but not SDI or nukes.
Phase out foreign-aid pay-
ments to Third World. Like
Democrats, favors ending
trade concessions to Chinese.
Stiff the World Bank and IMF,
Anti-lsrael. Opposes majority
rule in South Africa.

Big-stick isolationism,
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How They Might Govern

Postliberal “peo- Relishes details So friendly he Terrific off the Southern Yup-
ple-based eco- of governing, but would impress cuff, but prepared pie, shooting
nomics” stress- D.C. isalot more world leaders, speeches stilted, “Camelot” re-
ing education. complicated than get bills through long-winded. make. Rhodes
Strategy to “com- Little Rock. Wide Congress. But so Lengthy, efiec- scholars on pa-
pete and win again circle of access. eager to please tive press confer- rade. Formidable
in the global econ- Wants to “rein- his ideas might ences, but with First Lady. Poker-
omy.” Emphasis vent” the way gov- get compromised circular, often playing, sax-blow-
on racial healing. ernment works. to death. fudged answers. Ing president.
“Economic patri- Zero administra- Open, but no Dweebish TV Eat-your-spinach
otism.” Narrow fo- tive experience. backslapper. Dis- presence would with a side order
cus on restoring Would try to run likes socializing. make it hard to of dry wit. Like fa-
manufacturing government like 2 Might end up rally the country vorite high-school
base. Everything business. Be- having more with speeches. teacher. Peace
else secondary. lieves in public- trouble with Accent is off-put- Corps galore. Can-
Pro-business private “leverag- fellow Demo- ting, but speaks cer doc as king-
progressive. Tson- mg” instead of big crats than in clear, jargon- maker. Lots of
gas Tsacrifice. bureaucracies. Republicans. free metaphors. pool parties.
New Age popu- Loner. Short at- Has never been Angry outsider Touchy-feely as-
lism. Truly radical tention span. Little known for social tone might not ceticism. White
campaign-fi- interest in me- grace, and is of- work well from House as bache-
nance reform. - chanics of govern- ten called rude. Oval Office. lor pad. Out:
Smash pro-busi- ing. While gover- Would have terri- Literary speech- state dinners.
ness special inter- nor, department ble congressional es—with foot- In: brown rice
“incumbent heads com- relations, which notes provided. on grass mats -
party.” A real new plained they were is just how Sour press rela- to ease
world order. ignored. he'd want it. tions likely. world hunger.
Back-to-the-fu- No administra- Aggressive— A cussin’, fussin’ Work boots in
ture New Dealer. A tive experience. even cranky-—in oratorwithechoes the White House.
Reagan of the Has shown little both public and of Harry Truman Sailboat on Po-
left. Champion of concern about the private. Would and Hubert Hum- tomac. Screenings
farmers, blue- sprawling feder- work well with phrey. Ever-pre- with Hollywood
collar workers. al bureaucracy, or organized labor, sent signer for the left. Farm animals
Democrats have the influence but not Con- deaf. Could be on South Lawn.
nothing to rethink that special inter- gress. Extremely prickly with Revenge of the
or apologize for. ests have over it. partisan. the press. old-time liberals.
Admits he’s not Do-it-yourself Strong suit, espe- Bumbler on the WASP frenetic.
very good at this - presidency. A cially with foreign campaign trail. “Aerobic golf " is
“vision thing.” sponge for detail, leaders. But Weak on shap- quintessential
Sees himself as a often better loads of friends on ing, deliveri Bush sport. Ener-
pragmatist, re- versed on the mi-’ Capitol Hill—in- message. Is Eng- gy was 2 big plus
sponding to what- nutiae of foreign cluding Demo- lish a second lan- with the war and
ever arises. The policy than his crats—haven't guage? Good at foreign policy,
future will take staff. But little in- helped him pass a mteracting with but Little to show
care of itself. terest in reform. program. the press. for it at home.
Back to the white, Fear and loath- Scorched-earth Former White Urban Catholic
Christian 1950s. ing in the bureau- approach to Con- House hackwillbe tough guy with
Wants to trans- cracy. Pink slips gress: would veto his own best—or upscale subur-
form America into for regulators. by line-item—see worst—word- ban veneer. Box-
ideal of his Meat cleaver to ‘em in court. Will smith. Will need ing classes for
youth, where no agencies. Only he break habit extra staff to do young aides. Fran-
one played bon- true believers of calling for- damage control co memorabilia.
go drums on the need apply. Huge eign leaders “lit- for all the incendi- Joe McCarthy
street comner. Enemies List. te fellas™ ary rhetoric. nostaigia.

36 NEWSWEEK: MARCH 16,1992

FROM TOP 7O BOTTOM: JACQUES CHENET—-NEWSWEEK (2, ROBERT MAASS-SIPA, IRA WYMAN FOR NEWSWEEK, WALLY MeNAMEE-NEWSWEEK, LARRY DOWNING-NEWSWEEK




EOPAGE2 L = e st B

. WASHINGTON. DC.

5
e

~ CAMPAIGN.. ..

 Beattie: Keefe Herblock Counts

“rm overwheimed! When | deilversd this pizza, 1 never expected to be made the
Democrstic presidential nominee!”

N AVIRuAL Tie
BeTwea INNAMED
m@éﬁm
NCOMMITRD RODBIGS,
NoNe-OF-Te-fBole |

b e Q'.@:T@ p i
\ m‘?OD&Y. /

- TENSHOMNALFORIM: -
ISSN 1049-0132
Published weekly on Monday for $48 per vear (§68 foreign)
by Associated Featwres, Inc., PO Box 7099, Fairfax Statsos,
VA22039. Second-class postage paid at Springficid, VA sad
addiional maiting offices. POSTMASTER: Send address
changes 1o The National Forum, PO Box 7099, Fawr{ax Ste-
tion, VA22039.(703) 764-0496.
Publisker and Serior Editor
Douglas A. Cohn
Editor
Jack Anderson
Production Manager
Kathryn Kennard




IWASANGTON, DG~ THENSHONALFORUM THE NATIONAL GAIIERY of CARTOONS = e PAGE3

92

‘Wasserman - Locher

Berry's World

I JusT MOTILED THIS
\goLiTicaL A0 ByTTor oty /A
R TV REMOTE CONTRoL, -
WorDER WHAT IT Does 7

ASPIRING
oLmician &
LOOKiNG
70 HAYE

AN AFrasR ‘

I WISH T KNEW
WRICH ONE WAG MORE ¥
ELECIRBLE 77

;

Mgsezan

IAST- BV DTN, S ND.

' Berry's World

1 WANT TO BE TOTALLY
CANDID WITH YOU.

I AM A PHONY AND A
SMOOTH-TALKING




Nation

THE DEMOCRATS

Southern

Fried
Feuding

As Tsongas and Clinton
pull ahead, they begin
hurling negatives at
each other—and reveal
a lot about themselves

By LAURENCE 1. BARRETT NASHVILLE

ood chemistry. Paul Tsongas liked
to sav when asked why he and his
rival Bill Clinton got on so well.
Clinton would point out that he and Tson-
gas were the two candidates for the Dem-

ocratic presidential nomination offering

broad. serious economic plans. That was

| in New Hampshire barely a month ago—a
| lifetime in the compacted nominating cal-
| endar. By last week the chemistry had
| turned combustible as each struggled to
i define the other in negative terms, an ex-
| change that revealed as much about them-

selves as each other.

After last Tuesday’s contests, the for-
mer Senator from Massachusetis and the
Arkansas Governor emerged as joint
front runners. Bob Kerrey. losing badly
evervwhere. quit the race, and Tom Har-
kin's war chest is empty. Jerry Brown’s
narrow win in Colorado will allow him to
continue receiving federal matching funds
to wage a guerrilla operation.

Tsongas® victories in Utah, Maryland
and Washington demonstrated that he
could prosper outside New England. Clin-
ton’s big'win in Georgia was his first vic-
tory of the year. but the nominating pro-
cess puts him in a strong position for this
week’s’Super Tuesday contests. His trea-
sury is the plumpest of all, his organiza-
tion the most robust—and with seven of

Looking South: Clinton, playing in Baltimore, is behind the eight ball in Maryland

| have frozen cost of living increases in ben-
| efit programs for a year.

Then a suddenly bellicose Tsongas at-

| tacked Clinton personally as a “cynical
| and unprincipled politician,” a “pander
| bear” eager to promise everything to ev-
| eryone. Jetting around the South, Clinton

the 11 contests in Southern and Border |
| the impact of Clinton’s position on a mid-
| dle-class tax cut. A Tsongas ad had im-

states, he has the home-field advantage.
Last week's outcome, however, left
Clinton and Tsongas. both cerebral candi-
dates with a strong sense of purpose,
scrapping like ward pols. In Florida Tson-
gas’ best hope in the South, Clinton aired
a commercial questioning Tsongas’ com-
mitment to maintaining Social Security
benefits. When Tsongas accused Clinton
of misstatements and scare tactics, Clin-
ton’s aides distributed a fact sheet show-
ing that Tsongas had in fact proposed an
amendment eight vears ago that would

told reporters at a late-night press confer-
ence in Nashville that Tsongas was the
real panderer, with Wall Street the prime
beneficiary, and that Tsongas had belied
his image as a “truth teller” by lying about

plied that the reduction would worsen the

| deficit. Clinton’s plan would offset the

loss with a higher rate for affluent
taxpayers.

But the fact that Clinton’s camp has
been striving for weeks to undermine
Tsongas' credibility is testimony to the
way the ostensibly cool Clinton is suffer-

| ing from the pressure of the campaign.

The furor over his alleged romance with

{ Gennifer Flowers and his draft status dur-

i
{

i

ing the Vietnam War nearly sank Clin-
ton’s candidacy. Though he staged a gutsy
comeback, neither his campaign nor his
image has fully recovered from the trau-
ma. Says his campaign manager, David
Wilhelm: “Because of what happened to
us, we lost for the time being the aura of
the serious, thoughtful candidate.”

his loss was particularly damaging
in caucus states like Washington,
which became an ideal target for
Tsongas because his constituency consists
mainly of upscale, educated voters. Tson-
gas’ Mr. Candor persona allowed him to
benefit from the attacks on his opponent’s
character. Clinton and his assistants have

| since admonished reporters to give Tson-
gas’ own record deeper scrutiny.

Clinton’s need to fight off doubts
about his character is leaving its mark on
his message. His intense efforts in New
Hampshire and Georgia forced him to di-
vert time and money from other states he
might have won. Further, Clinton has ad-
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| justed the emphasis of his mes-

| against the fiscally conservative

sage in subtle ways. He started as
2 new-wave centrist disdainful of
traditional liberal nostrums. But

Tsongas, Clinton has had to find
other points of contrast in their
philosophies. He has reached out
to traditional Democrats—mi-
norities, working-class families,
older voters still enamored of the
New Deal. Without changing any
of his positions an iota, Clinton
has inched rhetorically toward
being the compassion candidate.
Tsongas, he says, “wants to make
life harder for [working peopie].
We want to make life somewhat
easier for people already paying
the bills.”

Clinton understandably feels
threatened by his plodding, sober
rival. An Nsc/Wall Street Journal
survey last week found that only
5% viewed Tsongas as an unac-
ceptable nominee, while 17% re-
jected Clinton. Says polister Peter
Hart: “Tsongas’ greatest advan-
tage is that he repels no one.”

Whether Tsongas can build on that as- |
set isuncertain. In New Hampshire he had |
a year to campaign at his leisure. As the
nominating contest goes national, Tson-
gas has not been able to expand his aus-
tere message. “We're going to have to |

broaden the appeal,” he conceded last |
| week, while giving no evidence that he |
knew how. Nor is it clear that Tsongas can
keep up effectively with Clinton's tireless
| pace. During a televised debate in Dailas
| last week, Clinton was feisty, Tsongas

i
i
i
i

Surprised contender: Tsongas scrambies to keep his momentum

INITHOLGSI1IANS

wan. “I was just exhausted,” he |
said later. His lean campaign or- |
ganization, which he began to en-
large only after New Hampshire,
also has difficulty competing with
the far larger team Clinton as-
sembled last fall.

Tsongas sometimes gives the
impression of being as surprised
as many of the pundits that he
has made it to the Democratic fi-
nals. Now that he has been eu-
chred into negative slugging with
Clinton—an exercise for which
Tsongas seems ill equipped—his
ability to demonstrate leadership
will be further crimped.

Still, Tsongas is gritty enbugh
to put up a stiff fight, and Jerry
Brown’s continued presenge will
nibble some votes frooi both
front runners. That will prevent
any candidate from winning a
critical mass of delegates soon.
For months party leaders had
hoped to have a consensus candi-
date in place by mid-March so
that the Democrats could target |
George Bush, the most vulnera- |

| ble incumbent since Ronald Reagan chal-
| lenged Jimmy Carter 12 years ago. But the

% chemxstrv for that accomphshmem may

be as transitory as the chemistry between
Clinton and Tsongas.  —With reporting by

| Walter Shapiro with Tsongas

Who ShotJ.R.?

ack Russ must have been surprised by his own success. The

son of a gas-station operator from Picayune, Miss., he
moved to Washington in 1967 and worked as a part-time
doorman on Capitol Hill. He rose through the ranks to chief
page and in 1983 became sergeant-at-arms of the Housc of
Representatives. In that capacit) Russ helped command a
force of 1,265 black-suited police officers and oversaw the se-
curity of the 435 members of the House.

The most important part of Russ’s $115,092-a-year job
was to hand out lawmakers’ monthly paychecks and supervise
a House bank that adjoined his spacious office. Russ regularly
permitted members to carry large interest-free overdrafts,
some of which were outstanding for years. But the House
bank closed last year. after investigators found that lawmak-
ers had written more than 8,000 bad checks in one year alone.

Last week the House ethics committee completed its
probe into the scandal and recommended that the House dis-
close the names of its 24 biggest offenders. Russ, 46, found
himself at the center of the scandal. Criticized for mismanag-
ing the bank, he was also accused of cashing $10,000 worth of
his own rubber checks while running the bank.

Russ’s probiems, as it turned out, were only beginning. As
some House members called for his dismissal, Russ reported
last week that he had been the victim of a bizarre holdup and
shooting. He claimed to have been walking his sheep dog near
the Capitol one night when he was accosted by two men. Russ
claimed that one of the men put a gun into his mouth while

% the other took his wallet and Ro-
% lex watch. The gunman pulled
the trigger but the bullet only
ripped through his left cheek. As
he recuperated at home last
week, Russ called reports ques-
tioning his account of the shoot-
ing “ludicrous” and “ridicu-
lous.” Police have not found the
gun, bullet or suspects.

A protégé of House Ways
and Means Committee chair-
man Dan Rostenkowski, Russ
also enjoyed the backing of for-
mer House majority whip Tony
Coelho and ex-House Speaker
Jim Wright. But he was unable
to earn the trust of House Speaker Tom Foley. Two vears
ago, after the General Accounting Office disclosed that the
House bank had cashed $232,000 in bad checks in the 12
months ending June 30, 1989, Foley directed Russ to halt
overdrafts in the free check-writing and check-cashing ser-
vice. Russ never did.

Republican members of the House ethics committee plan
to introduce a resolution that would call for all House bank
records to be made public—and for the hiring of a profession-
al manager to modernize and carefully audit Congress. That
could mean only bad news for Russ—a former doorman with
no management training who had found himself with power,
prestige and a six-figure salary. —B8y Nancy Traver/Washington

ONILY 3NN

Sergeant-at-arms Jack Russ
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FOR THE RECORD

® Paul Tsongas, Democratic front-
runner post New Hampshire, is hit-
ting Dixie in preparation for Super
Tuesday, March 10. Tsongas is getting
serious contributions, some even from
conservatives who are attracted by his
“anti-politician” look and town-moder-
ator demeanor. But his record in Con-
gress (as senator 1978-84, and repre-
sentative two terms before that) falls
strictly in the liberal Democratic pile.
His ACU ratings never broke 20; in
1978 his ADA slipped to 50, but it was
more usually 85, 95, or (twice) 100.
- .. Might Tsongas have had a change
of heart, after seeing wreckage of Mas-
sachusetts Miracle of fellow Bay State
Dem. Michael Dukakis? No reason
to think so. In address to ADA as long
ago as 1980, he warned that anti-busi-
ness stance was mistaken, but con-
cluded, “The soul of liberalism is
intact”—including its emphasis on af-
firmative action. . . . Nebraska Sen.
Bob Kerrey kept fading hopes alive
with 40 per cent showing in South Da-
kota, but he will face Bill Clinton’s
Arkansas flying squads in South. Talk
of a late Mario Cuomo entry died
down after poor showing of N.H. write-
in campaign. . . . Strikingly in evi-
dence in New Hampshire was panzer-
like deployment of television cameras
and boom microphones that kept can-
didates and ordinary voters effectively
apart. Big-city columnists gazed dis-
dainfully on Granite State society;
New York Post’s Pete Hamill blamed
it for not producing homeless people or
crack users like the “real” America.
. . . Absent from N.H. was Joan Jett
Blakk, running on Queer Nation
Party ticket. She claims to be first
“queer, black, drag-queen” presiden-
tial candidate.

® Pat Buchanan, bolstered by 31 per
cent of South Dakota GOP vote going
to uncommitted delegates, was talk of
the Conservative Political Action Con-
ference in Washington, Feb. 20-22.
Human Events editor Allan Ryskind
pointed out that Sam Donaldson
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(who was present for debate with
Robert Novak and Mark Shields)
had made up a quote he attributed to
Buchanan on December 8 Brinkley
show: “The Jews are trying to drag us
into war.” Donaldson acknowledged
his error, but next day, on Brinkley,
he attacked Buchanan for remarking
in 1986, during a closed-door meeting
with Elie Wiesel and other Jewish
leaders asking President Reagan
(whose communications director Bu-
chanan was) not to go to Bitburg:
“When are you people going to start
acting like Americans first?” Turns
out Wiesel was not at that meeting,
and Buchanan didn’t say it. . . . CPAC
attendees were polled on GOP race. To
question: “If you were voting in a pri-
mary election today, which candidate
would get your vote?” 54 per cent said
Buchanan, 40.1 per cent George
Bush. To “Would you say that Pat Bu-
chanan’s candidacy is a good thing for
the conservative movement and the
Republican Party or a bad thing?” 66.9
per cent said “good thing,” 20.8 per
cent “bad thing.” On specific policy
areas, 84.7 per cent agreed with Bu-
chanan on taxes and spending, 11.9
per cent disagreed. However, on for-
eign policy, 41.4 per cent agreed, 46.8
per cent disagreed, and on trade, 36.4
per cent agreed, 49.8 per cent dis-

“You're late! Have you been ruining
your chances of being a presidential
candidate?”

16. 1992

© Matt, Daily Telegraph, London /7 Rothco

® Boris Yeltsin’s CIS is expecting to
get some help from New York invest-
ment bank of Goldman Sachs, re-
cently hired to persuade the rest of the
world to invest in Russia. Its Moscow
pied-a-terre will be in offices once used
by Gosplan, the now defunct state
planning agency. . . . Russian press in-
cidentally is best place to catch up
with disdained former ally and client,
Fidel Castro. Komsomolskaya Prau-
da talks of his 32 residences across the
island and his increasingly obsessive
security, now requiring a force 9,700
strong. If the leader of the Cuban rev-
olution wants to go swimming, the
paper continues, then 122 navy divers
“comb the sea bottom inch by inch,
looking for underwater mines and
traps.” . . . The “Gorbachev of the
Platteland”—South African President
F. W. de Klerk—suffered a crush-
ing defeat in a by-election in the
Transvaal by A. J. Treurnicht’s mil-
itant Conservative Party, thus putting
his whole anti-apartheid policy on the
line. De Klerk has called a nationwide
referendum for March.

® Justice Clarence Thomas’s deci-
sions and opinions are being subjected
to examination unlike that of previous
controversial Supreme Court Justices.
LA Times reporter David Savage
sees signs that Thomas might be “a
conservative hard-liner ready to
sharply restrict the protections of the
Constitution.” . . . After another deci-
sion, a ruling against a black county
commissioner, USA Today quoted lib-
eral blacks—including Judge A. Leon
Higginbotham—who reproved Thom-
as for not remembering what the civil-
rights movement had done for him.
- - - Then New York Times front-paged
a critical commentary on a decision
Thomas rendered while on a lower
court concerning women and affirma-
tive action. Times quoted opposing
authorities; Anita Hill appeared in
last paragraph.

® No more Indians, Braves, Redmen,
or Redskins in sports pages of the
principal newspaper in Portland, Ore-
gon. The Oregonian said it would not
have a hand in “perpetuating racial or
cultural stereotypes in our commu-
nity.” Dave Matheson, of the Coeur
d’Alene tribe in Idaho, said that Indi-
ans often refer to themselves as
“skins.” He dismissed the fuss as an
“urban Indian thing.”
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B READ PEGGY NOONAN'S LIPS: Asked why George
Bush went back on a pledge to environmentalists,
Budget Director Darman explained: “He didn’t say
that. He read what was given to him in a speech.”

® Early returns from Dixville Notch, N.H., put
Andre Marrou, the Libertarian candidate, ahead of
~ the whole field, with 11 votes, when the polls closed
at 12:06 A.M. But the early front-runner was over-
taken when the rest of the state voted the next day.
The big question now: Can Marrou bounce back?

= No one who followed the New Hampshire cam-
paign closely was surprised by Paul Tsongas’s strong
showing, which had little to do with his being a
next-door neighbor. Despite his look-what-the-cat-
dragged-in countenance, Tsongas is an earnest and
engaging man whose qualifications hold up well over
the long haul. Whether he, Clinton, or someone else
winds up as the Democratic nominee, George Bush
will have his hands full in the fall. Eight per cent of
New Hampshire Republican voters wrote in Tsongas
or Clinton. Who were these people but the yuppie
baby boomers, fans of low taxes and low morals?
Without the absolute guarantee of no new taxes—
their tie to the GOP—they were free to seek eco-
nomic moderates who believe in abortion on de-
mand, feminism, and gay rights. So Bush stands to
lose this chunk of the Reagan coalition in November,
even as his waffling on quotas has made the white
lower middle class, alarmed by the underclass nip-
ping at its heels, easy marks for Pat Buchanan (or,
in the worst case, for David Duke).

® The last time a figure at the level of presidential
politics was nailed for his war record was 1988,
when Dan Quayle’s service in the National Guard
was examined with a jeweler’s eye. Quayle’s examin-
ers, chiefly the press, appeared to accept the moral
framework of the Eighties—that most of America’s
wars have been just, and that citizenship entails ob-
ligations. Flash forward four years, to a new candi-
date, and a new moral framework. Young Bill Clin-
ton not only arranged his phantom ROTC program
with shrewd self-interest, he defended his decision in
the modish antiwar-speak of the Sixties, writing at
the time that while World War II had been a just
war, Korea and Vietnam weren’t; that the draft sys-
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tem was “illegitimate”; that a draft resister chum of
his at Oxford was “one of the bravest, best men” he

knew. While guestioning other aspects of Clinton’s

behavior, the media treated this one with silence,
amounting to agreement, forgetting the toll of
slaughter in Southeast Asia after America’s exit.
Croatian-Americans are reportedly contributing
heavily to Patrick Buchanan, in gratitude for his de-
fense of their beleaguered country. We know one
candidate who shouldn’t be getting checks from Viet-
namese-Americans—or from any Americans who
take their responsibilities as citizens seriously.

® In an interview with the Washington Times, White
House Chief of Staff Samuel Skinner hinted that Pat
Buchanan is an anti-Semite. “I think the Jewish
community believes he is. From everything I know,
they’re the best ones to measure his record on that
issue,” Skinner said. “It's certainly a debatable
issue. It would appear that the voters would like to
know the answer to that question, and a number of
organizations who study that and are experts on
that issue have reached that conclusion.” Good work,
Sam. The President didn’t have to say a thing.

® Meanwhile, several prominent columnists—A. M.
Rosenthal in the New York Times and Richard
Cohen, Carl Rowan, and William Raspberry in the
Washington Post—are complaining that the news
media haven’t been tough enough on Pat Buchanan,
whom they regard as an out-and-out bigot. Needless
to say, we disagree; Buchanan has taken some
pitches high and inside from, for example, Sam Don-
aldson, and criticism of him in these pages has re-
ceived ample publicity. What is interesting about the
demand of Messrs. Rosenthal et al. is its evident as-
sumption that the role of the media is not primarily
to report events impartially, but to infuse their cov-
erage with moral judgments colored by certain polit-
ical commitments. These gentlemen clearly believe
that the media are susceptible to an appeal to slant
the news their way. We agree. But it’s hard to imag-
ine a conservative or a libertarian calling on the
media to shade things another way.

® The Congressional Budget Office has quietly ad-
mitted (in a letter to Representative Dick Armey)
that its most recent estimate of capital-gains in-
come—$254 billion for 1990—was $134 billion too
high, off by a mere 112 per cent. It seems that in cal-
culating “real” capital gains the CBO neglected to
adjust the purchase price upward so as to remove
the effect of inflation from normal gains. This one
mistake helped kill the Archer—Jenkins capital-

‘gains reduction bill, provided endless ammo for

class-warfare troops, and seems about to frustrate
another economic-growth package. Who says govern-
ment isn’t efficient?
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ON THE SCENE

The B Team

WILLIAM McGURN

WasHINGTON, D.C.

OR THIS Lent I resolve not to

write about the apparently in-

exhaustible capacity for folly of

the George Bush re-election effort. Not

because doing so would be unfair or

un-Christian, mind you. But because,

given the provocations, I regard ab-

staining from comment as a suitably
testing penance.

Fortunately, the Lord scheduled a
late Easter this year, which means
that New Hampshire and the immedi-
ate aftermath are not covered by my
vow. Although Pat Buchanan’s ulti-
mate tally turned out to be well under
the 40 per cent originally reported, he
clearly emerged the victor. Over the
course of the following week Bushies
from all parts of the campaign ma-
chine took pains to get the message
across on the tube, over radio, and in
print that the President had in fact
come in first. But the pains taken only
underscored the point: any time you
have to explain a victory, you've lost.

This problem will not go away soon,
because it is both a result of and a re-
action to a schizophrenic Bush cam-
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paign. On the one hand there are peo-
ple working hard to get Bush elected
to a second term. Less obvious are
those who would like Bush elected to
a second term but are more interested
in defending the first one. Candidate
Bush speaks to both sides of this cam-
paign, conceding that “I understand
the message of dissatisfaction” but
then asserting that “This President
has done a good job.” It has not yet
dawned on him that these are mutu-
ally exclusive propositions, and not
least among the reasons for the pub-
lic’s anger is that he appears so little
concerned about the gap between his
rhetoric and his performance. With
Budget Director Richard Darman still
in place killing off any real economic
reform and campaign chairman Bob
Teeter heading a team that doesn’t
think such reform necessary to re-elec-
tion, we have an Administration that
still does not know how to respond to
Buchanan because it doesnt know
what hit it.

“What you run into around here is
anger and befuddlement,” says one
senior Administration official. “All
these people are asking themselves,
‘Why is Buchanan doing this?” You
want to explain to them, ‘He’s doing it
because he wants to rid the Republi-
can Party of the whole lot of you.””

This distance between the Bushies
and the GOP rank-and-file is illus-
trated by the different kinds of money
coming into the Bush and Buchanan
campaigns. In November and Decem-
ber, a fundraising letter mailed to the
known donor list from the three com-
mittees (the Republican National
Committee, the National Republican
Senatorial Committee, and the Na-
tional Republican Congressional Com-
mittee) actually lost money, unprece-
dented with a sitting GOP President
and certainly in sharp contrast to the
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fundraising efforts for Ronald Re
gan’s re-election. By contrast, whi
upstart Pat Buchanan has not bee
able to raise nearly the same amour
of money Bush has, he has raised -
more economically and is pulling i
more of the small contributors, mear
ing that he has a popular base (goo
for getting volunteers) while Bush de
pends on fat cats. Indeed, of the $14.
million Bush has raised, only $2.6 mi
Lion has been matched by the FEC, be
cause matching funds are limited t
contributions under $250.

The choice of people assigned to re
turning Bush to the White House doe:
nothing to bridge that gap. The I
Team is led by a troika that include:
former Commerce Secretary Rober
Mosbacher (now general chairman o
the campaign), Fred Malek (campaigr
manager), and pollster Teeter (cam-
paign chairman and chief political
strategist). These in turn are sup
ported by a second tier that includes
political director Mary Matalin, an
Atwater protégée and former chief of
staff at the Republican National Com-
mittee, and consultant Charles Black
and RNC chief Rich Bond, both sen-
ior advisors. Whatever strengths the
team may have, its only concession to
the thought that campaigns may be
about ideas is the inclusion of James
Pinkerton, author of the “new para-
digm,” over at the 15th Street head-
quarters. In other words, these are the
same folks who brought us the Dick
Thornburgh disaster, blowing the big-
gest lead of any candidate in history.

In their own ways most of these peo-
ple are extremely competent. Mos-
bacher can raise loads of money from
fat-cat Republicans like himself,
Malek is a businessman whom ev-
ervone likes. Teeter, who excites al-
most as much distrust as Darman, is,
excluding his political advice, a savvy
pollster. Rich Bond is probably the
best political operative in the busi-
ness, and even Mary Matalin, of whom
conservatives are strongly suspicious
on the social issues, also is a good
operative.

Like their boss, however, these cam-
paigners are all deficient in “the vision
thing.” Over the last two months, they
have been making that painfully evi-
dent. To Bob Mosbacher’s credit, he at
least seemed to realize it, lamenting

Mr. McGurn is NR’s. Washington Bureau
Chief.



Republican Choices

MR. BUCHANAN
AND HIS FRIENDS

JOHN O'SULLIVAN

MAGINE the headquarters of a

Latin American Communist Par-

ty. Around the table are veteran
revolutionaries—grizzled and plump
now but still cherishing the memory of
their fighting youth-—when the news
arrives that the North has fallen to a
new band of rebels. They claim alle-
giance to the Party and are led by an
old Party hand, but they also show
worrying signs of deviationism and
the cult of personality.

“I have seen them, comrades,” re-
ports one apparatchik nervously.
“They are like we were in the pampas,
young, tough, and so certain of every-
thing. They say they support the
Party, but when they speak of us they
smile. A smile of pity, comrades. As if
we were women.”

Patrick J. Buchanan’s success in
New Hampshire provokes similar un-
ease in the think tanks, foundations,
magazines, and congressional offices
of the counter-establishment that
Ronald Reagan led to political domi-
nance in the 1980s. On the morning
after New Hampshire, many a con-
servative baron must have looked into
the shaving mirror and detected a
trace of mascara. Buchanan had dared
and won; they had either watched
from the sidelines or served as volun-
tary hostages in the Bush camp.

But there is more to this conserva-
tive alarm than gender nervousness. If
the straw poll at the CPAC conference
is correct, Mr. Buchanan has the alle-
giance of more than half the rank and
file. He probably has an even higher
proportion of younger conservatives on
his side. Reports coming into Wash-
ington’s conservative centers suggest
his campaign is almost entirely staffed
by their recent interns.

Movement notables thus face a

Mr. O'Sullivan is NR’s Editor.
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tricky problem. How can they prevent
Mr. Buchanan becoming the unchal-
lenged caudillo of the movement with-
out a civil war that would hand most
conservative supporters over to him
and leave them looking like country-
club quislings? There are four courses
of action to choose from:

1. Supporting President Bush (the
Wm. F. Buckley Jr. Option). No con-
servative in his heart wants to en-
dorse a President who has raised taxes
and extended racial and sexual quo-
tas. All conservatives, including Pat
Buchanan, accept that they will end
up doing so in order to keep a liberal
Democrat out of the White House.
(There is, incidentally, no other sort of
Democrat these days.)

But timing is all. Declare for Mr.
Bush too soon—and you fracture the
unity of the conservative movement.
Declare too late—and you risk being
blamed for losing the general election.
WFB argues that, the Buchanan dem-
onstration having been made, to do it
again would be both redundant and
risky. This calculation will change
only if the President himself begins to
look unelectable—and Mr. Bush’s re-
sourcefulness in this respect should
not be underestimated.

2. Supporting a Third Candidate
(the Harold Stassen Option). Terrific
idea. Who is he? This vacuum will be
filled only if the President begins to
look unelectable. (But see above.)

3. Concentrating on the Issues (the
Norman Podhoretz Option). If you
can support neither Mr. Bush nor Mr.
Buchanan, you can still advance con-
servative ideas and criticize lLiberal
ones. Such activity, of course, is not
politics but social criticism. We may
define a social critic as someone who
surrenders any influence on the next
election in order to influence the two
or three elections after that. The
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drawbacks to this option, however, are
that to exercise it effectively you need
a) a magazine, b) something to say,
and ¢) patience. It is thus a vocation to
which few are called and even fewer
chosen.

4. Supporting Mr. Buchanan (the
Richard M. Nixon Optiorn). Why Rich-
ard M. Nixon? In 1964 Mr. Nixon, al-
most alone of the Republican estab-
lishment and almost certainly against
his private inclinations, strongly sup-
ported the election campaign of Barry
Goldwater. It was, however, Mr. Nix-
on and not Senator Goldwater who be-
came the next Republican President,
helped into office by a united and
much more conservative Republican
Party. It is often more blessed to give

support than to receive it.
B means many things. Mr. Bu-
chanan’s current supporters
will presumably endorse his entire
program without a qualm. Other con-
servative leaders and institutions,
who are as yet uncommitted, might
give him qualified backing, with ex-
plicit reservations about such matters
as trade policy. A third group, notably
Jack Kemp and William Bennett,
linked by ties of loyalty to President
Bush, might kint that they regard Mr.
Buchanan as a legitimate conservative
candidate by debating his case seri-
ously, conceding some of it, and pub-
licly disavowing any “attack dog” cam-
paigns against him. And all three
groups must anyway seek to entice
Mr. Buchanan into overcoming his
pride and offering an apology for the
remarks that, whether unfairly or not,
have caused him to be labeled anti-
Semitic.

Which option should conservatives
embrace? My own preference would be
to support Mr. Buchanan until a milli-
second before he himself decides to
support Mr. Bush, probably some time
in early April. With luck, we might
then maintain the unity and integrity
of the conservative movement, avoid
responsibility if Mr. Bush loses the
general election, and transform Mr.
Buchanan from this year's Wallace
into one of several respectable con-
servative leaders for 1996, primus
inter pares perhaps, but no more than
that. All in all, the best available out-
come in a lean year.

Unless, of course, the President
begins to look seriously unelectable.

UT SUPPORT in this context
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‘plot that the public doesn’t hear much
) J ® about ~ the inside games by which both
- Democrats and Republicans ke caze of
USIS 1aX-LUu OLIICS! m== it
® | der cover of the rhetorical fiourishes
bies are lining up-at the trough, demand-
L] € ing to be fed. Since they are the same
special interests that finance the candi-
‘ 3 [l eI‘ alllllle[l dates of both parties, Bush and the Dem-
ocrats will be vying to see who is best ar
slopping the hogs.
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isted) view of them. The correct good-
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help little children, dismantle nukes, pressed economy and the a0

shrink the defense budget and rescue the

economy. When they see such theatrics in the nation’s
capital, prudent citizens put their hands on their wallets.

George Bush is the falsetto tenor leading this gau-

dy election-year musical, but the Democrats are pro-

viding the high-kicking chorus line. The theme song

experienced advocate of progressive tax-

this season is “We Love the Middle The same wealthy few who enjoyed huge :

Class, Truly We Do Keep in mind thar w@x cuts throughout the last decade. Ac- >
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comparing the recession to Hider.
W’hﬂ:&shsdwbd@smabom
his hope for economic recovery — his
may be be doomed withour it —
dxressdlsomcamgphonyabmms
W’I‘bcvmsduxmofb:sso—
called action plan, including some good
ones, do not add up o a convincing pack-
age. His proposals are more in the nature
ofsohcmsgsu:xts,dzsxgm&toam
an aura of forward moton.

In fact, in line with the conventonal
wisdom among Eastern elites, the Bush
administration stil thinks the economy
will soon get well on its own and needs Jit-
de help from the After the

ident’s speech, the New York Tumes,
the Washingtor Post and the Wall Street
Journdl all ran boosterish articles promis-
ing as much — and chided their readers
for thinking things are worse than they

adminiscragon is set-
ting itself up for another nasty moment of

shocking discovery sometime this spring.
Inauycmc,d:cmot&sh's

sale of stocks, bonds and other assers. In
his speech the president played one of
those too-cure statistical ticks by noting
that sixty percent of the families who
would benefir from a capital-gains reduc-
tion are those eaming less than $50,000 a
year. The real money, however, goes to
people who are already rich. The top one
percent will ger sixty-seven percent of the
ol tax savings; the top three percent

Thas result is mescapable, since — sur-
prise! — it is the wealthy who own most
stocks and bonds. A few mischievous
Democrats are proposing that if the capi-
tal-gains rate is reduced, the benefits
should be restricted o people in the mid-
dle-mcome ranges. Charls E. Walker, the
capital’s premier corporare-tax lobbyist,
dismisses the idea as pomuess.

“That’s like a stud horse with no

balls” scoffs Walker. “The purpose of

capital gains is w stimulare, bur I you just
give it to people who don’t have much
money, you don’t get much stimuius.”
He’s right, of course, but another windfall
for the wealthy won't provide much stm-
ulus, exher. It will churn stock sales and
improve balance sheets for the well-to-do,
bur iz won't ger money to the broad ranks
of consumers, the ones who are hurting,
Walker and fellow lobbyists are con-
centrating their firepower on another item
in Bush’s plan ~ the so-called Investment
Tax Allowance, which would modesdy in-
crease tax write-offs for businesses pur-
poizmou:.'s:'mzi:'stoomnid.Beczmc
mm“&mmmmlm
ms;i:zbwr:mczzsoxoﬁoc
ccmpnmn:,m..mcvwonﬂzzvcnmew

companies
to sell 2 larger idea — revival of the wen-
percent Invesoment Tax Credit (ITC). “1
think it may have some legs from what
I'm hearing,” Walker says coyly as he
The ITC is the favorite of corporate
lobbyists — 2 tax loophole that, like Laza-
Kennedy first inroduced 1t i the early
Sixdes, but it was repealed m 1966 as a
wasteful subsidy. A year later it was re-
vived, then repealed agan in 1969. Rich-
ard Nixon broughr it back i 1971, and
with modifications it endured undl 1986,
when it was among the loopholes Con-
g:&idﬁedhd\tmofﬂxréo:m
“Tax Reform” was last season’s song,
This season, #'s "Scrmulate the Economy”
When I wlked to Walker back in 1986, I
him o be dejected over the loss
of the ITC, but he was surprisingly
cheerful. “We'll ger it back in the next re-
cession,” he explamed. Well, here we are
in the next recession, and we are a2bout
In that same spiric, Bush wants to alter
the minimum corporate tax imposed in
1986 to ensure that profitable companies
pay at least some federal mcome tax. Af-
ter the gross tax giveaways launched by
Ronald Reagan back in 1981, hundreds of
large corporations wound up paying no
taxes whatsoever ~ and many collected re-
ﬁmds.Thevnndcuseofsomnyde&x

demyre,"tbcymMm:gup&z
minimum-tax provisions, so they will
bring back the no-tax corporation.”

The real-estate industry is, likewise,
going to get back some gravy. The

Exgimcsbmldmgboom glossyoﬁiae

provisions
Reaganomics in 1981. Developers (and
their bankers) discovered that — thanks w©
the tax breaks — they could make money
on new buildings even if most of the
space was never rented. The 1986 re-
forms withdrew or scaled back the most
egregious real-estate loopholes, bur Bush
wants O restore some of them, now that
the big-bucks developers (and their bank-
ers) are in touble. The Democrate Con-
gress, which also relies heavily on real-es-
tane moguls for campaign money, will not

. NADPIONADL ATPFPAIES -

s

ald Trump and all the other highfliers
whose glizy fornmes crashed in the last
two years, but it may actually have some
Emited benefix for the nation if it helps ©
slow the fall of real-estare values. The in-
dustry is graceful © Bush for puzing the
proposal m play, but it is also lobbying
Congress for a more generous version —
almost sure to pass, since there are al-
ready 300 “We know who it
is for,” says MclIntyre. “It’s the people
who make campaign contributions.”

All of these new tax breaks ~ the lower
capital-gains rave, the ITC, 2 reduced
minmum corporate tax and passive losses
for real estate — have one thing n com-
m.mymzﬂmdedawaybydz

sidy can produce as many as 215,000 new
housing starts this year. Thar would put 2
Iot of people back to work in the con-
struction industry and ar least begin the
kind of economic stmulus needed for 2
genuine recovery.

The mony, of course, is that in this sin-
gle mstance Bush is practcing the kind of
My only complame is thar he ought to be
domng much more of it Though unfash-
mdustry is 2 core element of the econo-
my, and when it grows, the positive ef-
fects spread rapidly w other sectors. The
best way to pump up the housing marker
1s 20 help buyers. Housing construction in
1991 was at s lowest level since 1946, a
bit more than 1 million starts. In good
years this country buiids 2 million bomes,

If business is going to get tax breaks, companies

should have to prove that their tax savings actually

created new jobs — for Americans. The taxpayers

should not subsidize the export of American jobs.

bur business executives and wealthy
stockholders won lower rates on their
personal income. That was the deal an-
wmoedao&:eptﬂt—agmdmpm»
mise in the name of “faimess.”

Now the deal is betng undone in be-
half of those same imterests. In effect, the

z,zndﬁ:wpobm&edsedaofm
ing anyone’s taxes during 2 campaign. In
theoonﬁmzndbypeofdecm—yar
tax politics, & seems more Ikely that some
selected citizens are going to get their
cake back and eat 1t wo.

X business is going to get tax breaks,
Congress should impose some new rules.
Fammmysbaﬁdbc&g—
ble if its executives are emjoying scandal-
wsiyiug}x:iznsandbcmscs.Onf&z
Gompany moends o buy its new machin-
ery from foreign producers. Further-
more, a company oughe zo have to
prove its tax savings actually created
new jobs for Americans — or else give
the money back. There’s no reason
American taxpayers should subsidize
the loss of American jobs.

THE STRONGEST IDEA IN BUSH'S BAG OF

$5000 tax credic for first-time home buy-

and it needs at least that many to prevent
the squeeze on housing from getting any
worse than it already is.

The problem thhthchousmgm
credit, of course, is that it’s good for the
better off but no help az all for the unem-
ploved or those who can’t raise the money

mmmﬂﬁmmm&&e

the air,” the Wall Street Journal an-
nmmos.lfso.nmzhzcongmnddb
bares this spring will be more enterwain-
ment — fun and games with the tax code,
though essenzally beside the pome. Buz i
the recovery does not develop smardy this
spring, or I it is so weak that nobody no-
wave of doubr and fear and retrench-
ment. The psychological effects can be
deadening in themselves, as economic
players from corporate executives o or-
dinary consumers decide to play it safe
and pull bzck again from buying and

Shoqunsmx,Gwrge&shwiﬂ
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PANDER TIME

The most depressing lesson from the South Dakota pri-
mary is that the Democrats can still unite around one
theme: support for the nation’s absurd, costly farm poli-
cies. Those who watched the main television debate
before the primary saw the alleged party of the people
pander samelessly to the wealthiest special interest
group in America. Ken Bode, the CNN moderator, led
off one question by declaring, “Today’s farmers are
older, they're poorer, and they’re fewer than ever
before.” In reality, today’s farmers are far richer than
most Americans, and far wealthier than their fore-
fathers. According to USDA statistics, the average full-
time farmer is a millionaire. Even farmers in the part-
tme class have an average net worth of over $300,000.

The silliest notion floated in the debate was that the
government has not done enough to help these folks.
Farm subsidies—roughly $20 billion a year in federal
handouts and $12 billion more in higher food prices—
are the equivalent of giving every full-time subsidized
farmer a new Mercedes Benz every year. Annual subsi-
dies for each dairy cow in the United States exceed the
per capita income for half the world’s population. With
the $300-plus billion that government and consumers
have spent on farm subsidies since 1980, we could have
bought every farm, barn, and tractor in thirty-three
states.

The debate capped 2 week of farm-belt pandering. In
a February 21 speech before the South Dakota legisia-
ture, Bob Kerrey called for more supply management
programs to boost farm prices. “Supply management” is
a euphemism for paying farmers not to work. The fed-
eral government is currently paying farmers to idle
more than 50 million acres of crop land in order to
inflate crop prices. Kerrey—along with Harkin—wants
to shut down more acres to inflate prices even further.
In the debate, Kerrey fixated on the notion that “the
loan rates are too low, and it makes it difficult for us ...
to be able to get the price in 2 range where the pro-
ducer can make 2 profit without having to provide 2
subsidy.” The “loan rates” are federal price support lev-
els; Kerrey favors raising these levels, a policy that would
enrich already rich producers and, since it would make
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food more expensive, impoverish consumers.

Senator Tom Harkin drove around South Dakota in 2
pickup truck fueled with ethanol, hooting about his
commitment to more subsidies for ethanol production:
“Ethanol really is a2 win-win situation for all of us.” In
fact, it’s loselose. An_ Agriculture Department study
concluded that each $1 of benefits provided to farmers
via ethanol costs consumers and taxpayers $4. Ethanol
production is extremely profitable for politicians,
though, since Archer Daniel Midland, the naton’s
largest ethanol producer, gushes money into the pock-
ets of its political supporters like Harkin.

Governor Bill Clinton bragged in the debate about
his state program of tax-exempt bonds to provide subsi-
dized credit for first-time farm buyers. More credit is
exactly what American farmers do not need; when it
doesn’t push them into bankruptcy, it increases land
values, which in turn raises farmers’ cost of production
and undermines their competitiveness. Though Clinton
joined the hosannas to the family farmer, he dodged a
question about whether the government should effec-
dvely restrict payments to $50,000 per farmer.
Arkansas rice farmers receive among the highest
subsidies of anyone on the UsDA dole, and Clin-
ton protects them. Clinton’s final point was to
call for more agricultural export subsidies.
Perhaps most disappointing of all was Paul
Tsongas, the 2alleged candidate of truth, who
challenged none of this malarkey and was just as
sycophantic toward farmers, though more vague about
specifics than his rivals.

Current farm policy is institutionalized penalization
of consumers. In any sane country running a $400 bil-
lion a year deficit, agricultural subsidies would be
phased out as quickly as possible. Any party that claims
to support “the forgotten middle class” should have no
truck with a policy that harms American productvity,
increases food prices for middle- and low-income fami-
lies, and costs the taxpayer billions of dollars a year.
Today’s Democrats, of all people, should have a look at
their policy of enriching the rich at the expense of the
poor, and switch sides. ®
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NOTEBOOK

B USHISM OF THE WEEK: “Because I'm a little
bit dred—well, I'll give you an example, I'll give you
an example. This state of Tennessee had 6,700
Reservists and Guardsmen volunteer—one commu-
nity of 1,000 had eighteen people—this is the volun-
teer state, people are still very proud of the fact of
this—of Desert Storm. And there is a national pride
there, there’s a pride in having a strong America.
That’s my position—a strong America, and having
led a very triumphant and very important war over
there.” —February 19, at a press conference in Ten-
nessee

o PERATION ANFALA: Reports now arriving in the
West about Iraqi atrocities against the Kurds in the
late 1980s beggar the belief even of those who were
unillusioned about the Baath regime. By some Kur-
dish estimates, some 180,000 people may have been
liquidated by systematic mass killings, gas attacks, and
torture. In meticulously detailed documents, recov-
ered by Kurds during their brief liberation a year ago,
the Baath agents reportedly recorded such events as
carrying truckloads of Kurdish civilians to open pits,
forcing them to stand in them, and gunning them
down en masse, before bulldozing the earth. Organi-
zatons such as Middle East Watch have discovered
mass graves that lend credence to such accounts.
Among other documents recovered are tapes report-
edly recording the Baath defense minister, Ali Hassan
Majeed, boasting that “we have been gassing them
escaping. We gas them not once, not twice, but until
we get rid of them.” We hope this material can be
gathered and verified by independent experts as soon
as possible. We hope also that the Bush administra-
tion begins to realize the gravity of its decision to
betray the Kurds last year to one of the most brutal
regimes the world has seen since the demise of the
Third Reich.

U NISEXISM:

Covmg Out Or Her CrLoser

on their boid fall lines for men

—Chicago Sun-Times, “Fashion,” February 5
Falling in place
Menswear designers take

2 very masculine approach
to fall fashions.

—Chicago Tribune, “Style,” same day
(thanks to Elizabeth Eiving Bass, DeXalb, [llinois)

Bush in New Hampshire.

HE SHRUB FILE

By Douglas G. McGrath

nother unsolicited report from Secret Ser-
vice Agent Duke, assigned to the president.
Wednesday, January 15, 1992—Washington
12:13 p.m. Shrub met with reporters. He
said, “Let me just say to those out there who are out
there churning around, saying I don’t know there’s a
recession on, I say, hey! Of course, I know it. Who do
they think was president of the whole country when it
started? Times are bad. Recovery’s been ripcorded.
Never known a time as tough as this one and I'm
counting that time the maids went on strike at
Andover. Economy’s in a free fall. / know it. Nobody’s
got their hand on the wheel. I kear you. Families can’t
find food, men can’t find jobs, babies are being pulled
off their incubators. Oh, actually, that was—well, never
mind. If that is the message the American people are
trying to leave on the phone machine of the Bush
White House, we've got it—flipped it over and saved
it Because I am the Understands the Recession
President.”

Friday, January 17—White House

Apparently, people found the Shrub’s remarks so
severe, they now think the country is in a depression. At
his lunch with the Vice-Shrub, the Shrub asked him
what he thought about this. The Sapling said he
thought it was actually good news. “Think how happy
they’ll be when they find out we're only in a recession!”

Saturday, January 25—White House

With the Buzz Saw gaining ground in the primary,
Mr. Teeter has dispatched conservatives to New Hamp-
shire to speak up for the Shrub. None of them wanted
1o, but the Shrub said that if they played along, he’d
fire someone for them. (Word is the NEA guy has got it
coming. Too many ladies in chocolate.) The Shrub
knows that if he wants to pull this out of the fire, he’ll
have to do it himself. After he met with Mr. Skinner,
he told us, “Pack your baggies, fellas, we’re heading for
the Hambone!”

Wednesday, February 12—Nashua, New Hampshire

We took the Shrub to an “Ask the President” session
at William Loeb Elementary. Ever since the broccoli
thing, the Shrub is very popular with kids. This session
was K through five. That's a nice age, still pretty inno-
cent. We only confiscated twelve pistols and a deer
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rifle. (I should let you know there was a 602C at the
door. Mrs. Loeb, the newspaper publisher, tried to get
into the room disguised as a gym teacher. She set off
the alarm. We frisked and found a package of darts
under her sweats. When we wried to remove her, she
knocked Agent Banks to the ground, bit him repeat-
edly, and lengthened his right arm.)

Once the Q and A started, a little girl asked the
Shrub what his proudest achievement was. He said,
“When I took office, flag burning was tearing this
country apart. I said I'd do something about it and I
did. Drew a line in the sands of the Persian Gulf and I
drew 2 line for Old Glory.”

The little girl raised her hand. “How can you draw a
line in a gulf?”

The Shrub glared at her 2 little and said, “That’s
a question for your geography—or physics—teacher.
Anyway, a message on Bush stationery went out to
the Betsy Ross burners and flag fires started going
out with laserlike speed.”

She started to ask a follow-up but the Shrub was get-
ting irritated. He gave me the signal for a B-19 from
Agent Simons. Agent Simons approached the litte girl
and told her that her mother had been in an accident
and was in the hospital. Man, did she start crying; we
could hear her all the way to the parking lot. I almost
felt sorry for her, but then I thought how happy she’d
be when she learned it wasn’t true. That’s the beauty of
a B19.

6:59—Orlando, Florida.

The Shrub went to an industrial show in which
equipment for supermarkets was demonstrated. He
stood at a sample check-out stand and was amazed
by the electronic scanner that reads prices off the
cans. He played with that over and over, giggling and
clapping. Then he noticed the cans moving toward
the cashier. He became very excited and raised his
voice. “Look at that! Are you telling me-—are the
cans themselves automated? I mean, look at ’em,
they're walking right up to the cash register!”

The woman behind the counter said, “Actually, Mr.
President, it’s 2 conveyor belt.”

The Shrub said, “Oh. Super. Gotcha. And when will
this be available for regular supermarkets?”

Saturday, February 15~New Hampshire

Things were getting so bad for the Shrub that Mr.
Teeter had to fly in Arnold Schwarzenegger. Me and
the other agents were pretty excited about this, and
met him before for autographs. Agent Banks asked
him if they could arm-wrestle. Mr. Schwarzenegger
agreed and Agent Banks won!

On the plane back, the Shrub asked him what it was
like to wrestde the Terminator. “He’s tough,” Agent
Banks said, “but he doesn’t hold a candle to Mrs. Loeb.”

‘I hear vou,” said the Shrub, and I thought he
looked a litde forlorn.

DoucLas G. MCGRATH is a playwright and screenwriter.

WHITE HOUSE WATCH

WAR FOOTING

By Fred Barnes

nce movie star Arnold Schwarzenegger was

summoned to appear with President Bush in

New Hampshire on February 15, the Bush

strategy against Patrick Buchanan was firmly
in place. Contacted by campaign strategist Jim
Pinkerton, Schwarzenegger flew overnight from Cali-
fornia in his private jet to join Bush for lunch and
an afternoon of campaign events. After being part of
Bush’s 1988 campaign, Schwarzenegger asked to be
chairman of the President’s Council on Physical Fit-
ness. A memo backing his bid went to Bush. “This is
great,” Bush jotted in the margin. “I'm high on
Conan.”

After shilly-shallying for weeks, the Bushies have
finally decided on a strategy. It's simple: crush
Buchanan in every caucus and primary and drive him
out of the race after Super Tuesday on March 10. They
assume Buchanan will win no contests. So they’ll muster
Republicans, especially conservatives, all over the coun-
try on March 11 to proclaim noisily that it’s time for
Buchanan to drop out. “He’ll have to withdraw,” says a
senior campaign official, “or he’ll be seen as a guy
who's sabotaging Bush.” Samuel Skinner, the White
House chief of staff, says Buchanan “will turn off voters
and turn off the party” if he persists.

To stifle Buchanan, the White House and cam-
paign staffs are on wartime footing. “We wish we
didn’t have to do this,” says a Bush adviser. “But
Buchanan forced us to.” The first White House ses-
sion of the day is no longer the senior staff meeting.
Now it’s preceded by a 7:30 a.m. meeting in Skin-
ner’s office. Skinner, campaign chiefs Bob Teeter and
Fred Malek, Skinner deputy Henson Moore, budget
director Richard Darman, Press Secretary Marlin
Fizwater, and several others talk about the campaign.
Throughout the day, meetings are held on special-
ized campaign topics—schedule, message, surrogates,
Tv ads (the media consultants are known at the
White House as “the three amigos”). Then Teeter
drops by Skinner’s office at the end of each day for
a wrap-up session.

The Bushies are not happy people. Buchanan’s
attacks have gotten under their skin, and under Bush’s
too. He resented being called “King George™ by
Buchanan in New Hampshire. “To get personal is
annoying to everyone,” says Skinner. The day after the
New Hampshire primary, Buchanan demanded a
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debate with Bush. Fitzwater dutifully asked Bush about
it. “Marlin, you know the answer to that,” the president
said. “Not in my lifetime?” Fitzwater said. “Yep,” Bush
snapped. The president, however, relishes the shots
taken at Buchanan. His favorite was by former drug
czar William Bennett, who declared that Buchanan
“sounds like George McGovern in foreign policy,
sounds like Richard Gephardt in trade policy, and
sounds like Jackson in policy toward Israel—not Scoop
Jackson, but Jesse Jackson.”

n their eagerness to crush Buchanan, the Bush

high command has made two questionable deci-

sions. One is to have the president campaign prac-

tically full-time in the two weeks before Super
Tuesday. “With any challenge at all, you've got to go,”
insists a senior White House official. “We don’t have an
option.” Actually there is one. Bennett has talked
repeatedly to Bush and others at the White House
about it. Bennett’s idea is a Pennsylvania Avenue strat-
egy that calls for Bush to stay in town and concentrate
his fire on Congress, not Buchanan. He would fire away
with new initiatives, attacks, media events. “Remember,”
says a Bennett ally at the White House, “President Bush
is 2 much stronger candidate than George Bush.” But
by campaigning frantically, Bush may turn the race into
a Ford-Reagan grudge match in which Bush diminishes
himself and elevates Buchanan. That’s the argument,
anyway. Bush, Skinner, and Teeter rejected it.

The other decision was to go negative on Buchanan.
The Bushies were rightly wary of doing this in New
Hampshire. “The press would have killed us,” says
Fizwater. Two things changed their mind: first
Buchanan’s accusation that Bush reneged on his
promise to push a middle<lass tax cut, then how well
Buchanan did in New Hampshire. More than anything
else Buchanan has done, the allegation of another
White House betrayal on taxes angered Bush and his
aides. “He just out and out lied,” says Skinner. For
doubters, Skinner displays a chart produced in January
before Bush’s State of the Union address. It shows the
$300 boost in the personal exemption as part of the
“intermediate and long-term agenda,” not the emer-
gency economic recovery agenda. OK, the distinction
between short- and long-term agendas is legitimate, but
I'm afraid it’s lost on voters. On the other hand,
Buchanan’s accusation is understandable: Bush
promised a middle-class tax cut, but it isn’tin the bill he
wants Congress to pass now.

The problem with driving 2 stake through
Buchanan’s heart is that it might alienate conservatives
whose votes Bush needs in the fall. So the attacks are
cleverly parceled out. Bush never mentions Buchanan
by name in speeches. This is known at the White House
as being “above the fray.” Vice President Dan Quayle is
allowed to get more specific. He warned in a speech to
the Conservative Political Action Conference on Febru-
ary 21 that conservatives “risk being out of power fora
generation” if Buchanan wounds Bush so badly that 2
Democrat wins the White House. Others like House

Republican Whip Newt Gingrich are permitted to get
more specific still, zinging Buchanan directly and by
name. My guess is that conservatives won't be alienated;
they know about hardball. A negative TV spot points out
Buchanan’s opposition to Desert Storm. That's also safe
with conservatives, most of whom disagree with
Buchanan on the Gulf war. :

The drive to eliminate Buchanan prompted Bush
speechwriters to come up earlier than expected with 2
standard stump speech for the president. It's an amal-
gam of conservative themes. From consultant Mike
Murphy, Bush has taken the theme of change. “Repub-
lican leadership will change America,” he told a GO?
crowd in Charleston, South Carolina, on February 21.
He blasted big government, pundits, and lawyers. “We
believe in less government, low taxes,” he said. “We
believe that parents, not the government, should make
the big decisions™ about their children’s school and
health care. “And another thing. Maybe this is just my
personal prejudice talking. Let’s not listen to the gloom
and doom from all those intense talking heads who are
happy only when they say something negative. We are
the United States of America and we don’t have to put
up with 2ll that.” This caused the Charleston audience
to erupt with chants of “four more years, four more
years.”

The speech is pretty thin stuff. Bush aides concede as
much. “We need to sharpen the message,” says a senior
adviser. Bush needs improvement too. He was an effec-
tive campaigner in 1988—really—but he’s lost his
touch. Schwarzenegger outshines him. After lunch at
the Holiday Inn in Manchester, New Hampshire, on
February 15, Bush shook hands with 2 line of hotel
employees. A young woman didn’t mince words when
Bush approached her. “I want to meet Arnold
Schwarzenegger,” she said. ®

The last gasp of Mario Cuomo.

HE COWARD

By Sidney Blumenthal

Il day, a charter airplane warmed its engines,
ready to speed the governor of New York from
Albany to Concord, New Hampshire, where,
within minutes of the filing deadline, he would
declare his presidential ambition. A large party of local
political notables huddled at 2 hotel near the airport,
prepared at 2 moment’s notice to rush there to hail the
hero. “Hurry, hurry!” shouted an excited aide to the
restive press corps. “Get ready to go to the plane!”
Mario Cuomo was to appear at eleven; then noon; then
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one. Hours passed. He was alone, writing his statement,
honing his eloquence. Finally, after three, he emerged
from his chamber, and bowed out. But this was a false
cue. Cuomo still wanted to have a campaign, but with-
out having to campaign. His choice not to run was sim-
ply 2 gambit in his run, which he could only accomplish
on hxs own self-protective terms.

The key to this reflex is Cuomo’s parochialism
Cuomo has always lived a village life. His departure from
Queens to ~\lbam was no brea}\ in this: for fourteen
vears, since he was elected lieutenant governor, he
built a small, familiar world up the Hudson. His clos-
est adviser remains
his son Andrew. “He
doesn’t allow the
development of other
personalities around
him,” says a New York
political figure who
has been close to him
for almost twenty
years. “People around
him are terrified of
him. They don't say,
‘Don’t say that”™ In
Albany Cuomo has
offended almost all
the other leaders. He
has no close allies.
Even when his popu-
larity was high, he
would not expend his
political capital to help
his party win the state
Senate. When he won
by a landslide in 1986,
he was commonly
called “a sore winner.”

Cuomo the villager
loathes travel. Accord-
ing to The New York
Times's Kevin Sack,
Cuomo has spent a
mere thirty-six nights
away from the execu-
tive mansion in the
3,187 days he has been governor. He even took the red-
eve back the night he delivered his famous kevnote
address at the 1984 Democratic Convention in San Fran-
cisco. “I come from the old school and the old neigh-
borhood,” he told Larry King last month. Cuomo is
quick to recall his shame as a boy about his Iralian-
inflected English, the ethnic slights he endured from his
friends’ mothers, his rejections from Wall Street law
firms. He acts as though the world of ethnic limits in
which he grew up were still in place. At a recent meeting
of the U.S. Conference of Mavors, he remarked that he
has occasionally been mistaken for Lee Iacocca: “You
know we all look alike,” he said. glancing toward David
Dinkins. For Cuomo, membcrsth in the family of New

MARIO CUOMO BY VINT LAWRENCE FOR THE NEW REPUBLIC

York seems to mean sharing 2 common ethnic taint.

Cuomo’s rumination about running for president was
a wrestling match with his demons. In 1985 he blurted
angrily to a startled group of reporters: “You're telling
me that the Mafia is an organization, and I'm telling you
that’s a lot of baloney.” The following year he said with-
out prompting: “If anything could make me change my
mind about running for the presidency it’s people talk-
ing about ‘an Italian can’t do it, a Catholic can’tdo it.””
Constantly he speaks about how ludicrous it would be if
he changed his name to “Mark Conrad™—his imaginary
wasp doppelganger. He is deathly afraid of the unknown,
of wasps, of the myste-
rious country bevond
the Hudson. But his
sense of the rigid
boundaries of ethnic-
ity are less a measure
of reality than of his
lack of psvchological
assimilation. The iso-
lation and insecurity
he must feel is mainly
rooted in himself.
He’s welcome to the
party, but fearful of
coming; it would
mean recognizing a
world that is unfamil-
iar.

Always afraid that
others might over-
shadow him, Cuomo
has mastered the
small art of belitte-
ment. When Walter
Mondale ran for pres-
ident, Cuomo called
him “polenta,” or Ital-
ian corn mush. Then
Cuomo  explained
that his mother had
said it and it meant
that Mondale had the
character of that
sturdy, reliable food.
In 1988 Cuomo spent much of the campaign creating
circumstances in which Michael Dukakis Appeared
small, forced to seek his blessing and endorsement,
which he would not grant. The day after the primaries
ended, Cuomo announced that the question of
endorsement was irrelevant in any case since he was
always going to endorse the winner. But reporters
pressed him to say something about Dukakis. They
needed more than Cuomo’s solipsism for their lead. “I
endorse him! I endorse him! I endorse him!” Cuomo
shouted. In endorsing other politicians, Cuomo often
lauds them excessively. “It’s an incredible trick, a
device,” said a New York politico. “His modesty is liter-
ally incredible.”
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At the 1984 convention, Cuomo’s keynote speech
instantly elevated him into party savior, whose coming
could be brought only by sufficient prayer of the faithful.
He had momentarily dropped into a demoralized party
whose nominee was gasping for life. Cuomo’s speech—a
“Tale of Two Cities™—divided America into two classes,
the rich and poor. He defined the middle class in resent-
ful, anti-modern terms: “The middle class, those people
who work for a living because they have to, not because
some psychiatrist told them it was a convenient way to fill
the interval between birth and eternity.” By enunciating
the credo and swiftly departing, Cuomo had set himself
apart as a spiritual figure. From then on, he was begged
to run, his frequent exhibitions of reluctance only sumu-
lating the pleadings. His moment may well have been
1988, but he left the race to the technocratic Michael
Dukakis, 2 much more assimilated figure, who uncon-
vincingly tried to present himself as a character out of
Moonstruck, in the Cuomo image.

he mugging of Dukakis seemed to prepare the

Democrats for Mario Cuomo. They liked to

imagine him striding onto the debate stage with

George Bush carrying a baseball bat. His enor-
mous, obvious weaknesses did not dim the feeling for
his candidacy. In any other figure his titanic flaws would
have been cement shoes. But Cuomo’s unsurpassed
rhetorical skill and combativeness—his sweep of intel-
lect and street-wise menace—attracted a following that
did not disperse even after his refusal to run.

But soon after his withdrawal, Cuomo was in the
game. In the now-infamous Gennifer Flowers tapes,
Flowers raised Cuomo’s name: “I wouldn’t be surprised
if he didn’t have some Mafioso major connections.”
Clinton, who later claimed he was trying to assuage an
unstable threat, replied: “Well, he acts like one.” Clin-
ton apologized. Cuomo exploded. On “Larry King
Live,” on January 29, he unleashed his rage: “It involves
all Iralian-Americans and, much more than that, it
involves all the people who have ever been shurred—all
the Jews and all the Polish people and all the minority
groups and all the women and all the welfare people—
all those people who, when you're in trouble in this
country, you tend to scapegoat; all that cheap living
room talk when the ‘other group’ isn’t there; all that
‘nigger’ talk....”

With the New Hampshire primary in full swing, on
February 13, Mario Cuomo made a border raid. At the
Kennedy School, the faculty and graduate students
hung from the rafters and on every word. It was as close
to 2 campaign appearance as Cuomo would ever make.
The subject was ostensibly welfare; the stated target was
ostensibly the Republican president; the subtext was Bill
Clinton, who has argued for welfare reform. The
speech was mostly composed of arias from Cuomo’s
repertoire: “The Republicans are masters of diversion-
ary tactics.” And: “Instead of a blueprint, [Bush] has
given the nation a few delicious but meager bonbons.”
(In fact, Cuomo’s Harvard speech had no specifics on
welfare reform; it was itself a delicious but meager bon-

bon.) Cuomo could not have had a more fawning audi-
ence than the Harvardians. Questioner after questioner
begged him to enter the race as the only one who could
rescue the party. He declined to quell the write-in effort
in New Hampshire on his behalf. “They’re saying lousy
things about me in my own state. If someone wants to
say nice things about me in New Hampshire, I'm not
going to discourage it.”

But what was filling for Harvard felt empty in New
Hampshire. And what Cuomo did not understand was
that he was not perpetuating his artful dodging. By
declining to shut down the write-in operation, he put
himself in the race. But by not entering in earnest, the
voters resented his disingenuousness. His negative rat-
ing in the polls climbed higher than any other Demo-
crat in the primary. On election day, he won 3 percent.

Cuomo’s intent to armor himself from the rigors of
the campaign caused him to suffer from them. His
moral vanity may be left intact, but not his promise for
the Democrats. They had been led to believe that he
was a man who understood power. His covness over the
years may have sprung from his instnct for self-
preservation, but his self-absorption ultimately dis-
tracted him. He has returned to his village, where he is
again enveloped in parochial battle, violently feuding
with Senator Al D’Amato, the last major New York
politician with whom he did not have strained relations
and with whom he had previously had a political con-
cordance. Now he can await the New York primary,
when the presidential campaign will parade through his
neighborhood and he can play his traditional role,
belittling by belittling or belittling by praise. But his
own aura of possibility, which accounted for much of
his power, is gone. What he has exposed by his non-
candidacy is that he is not the prince who can ride for-
tune. What he has injured is his pride. What he has lost
is the last chance in his political career. ¢

Paul Tsongas’s foreign policy record.

PUNCH-PULLER

By Morton Kondracke

aul Tsongas’s campaign manifesto, “A Call to
Economic Arms,” is replete with violent
metaphors. “Today our economic enemies are
our political friends,” he writes. “The war they
wage is in the marketplace, not on the bartlefield.” “Our
companies are going forth to do one-on-one battle and
are being mugged” by competitors “aided by govern-
ments that aggressively seek out the advantages of
uneven playing fields wherever possible.” As a result,
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the U.S. economy is “under siege” and its way of life is
“in peril.”

Despite the life-and-death rhetoric, however,
Tsongas’s means. of fighting back are strangely mild,
especially toward our “economic enemies.” He calls for
targeted tax cuts to help U.S. corporations, partner-
ships between government and business, and “eco-
nomic loyalty” on the part of American consumers, who
should regard buying a foreign car as the moral equiva-
lent of sending money to the Soviet Union in the midst
of the cold war. Though Americans are being
“mugged,” Tsongas’s manifesto calls for no action
against the muggers save “to criticize them when their

policies are in error.” He calls for no sanctions, no .

threats, no “bashing.” In one recent candidates’ debate,
when pressed on what tough action he might take
against Japanese trade restrictions, Tsongas said the
strongest action he could take would be to tell the
American people Japan had not been fair and ask them
to “understand that in your consumer purchases.”

Tsongas’s eschewal of protectionism is a relief; but his
reluctance to use presidential power against foreign
powers in geoeconomics is unfortunately mirrored in
geopolitics. In virtually every case when America came
in conflict with an adversary during his career, Tsongas
found that this country was somehow to blame. And in
virtually every case when the United States faced the
choice of using or threatening military force, Tsongas
was opposed to it.

ellow Massachusetts Democrats say Tsongas is
not as non-combative as Michael Dukakis of
Brookline. “I am not a suburbanite,” says Tsongas
himself as he points to Lowell, where he grew up:
agritty machine town, where he had to fight entrenched
anti-reform interests to make it onto the city council and
then the Middlesex County Council. But since his elec-
ton to Congress in 1974, he has never had to fighta dirty
campaign and never waged one. Watergate did in his
first opponent, Paul Cronin. In 1978 he faced 2 multi-
candidate primary field for the U.S. Senate, and won
because he had a superior handle on federal issues.

On policy he has stuck to his guns: a long-time advo-
cate of corporate subsidies, in 1980 he gutsily told the
Americans for Democratic Action that they had to help—
not oppose—private business. He’s also tackled fellow
liberals on nuclear power and middle-class tax cuts. But
these are the exceptions and not the rule. (Tsongas’s ADA
approval rating, for example, was still an average 85.8
percent in his Senate career.) And conflict-aversion is
Tsongas’s instinct. As his campaign ads show, Tsongas’s
sport is swimming—a “solitary, self-dependent” activity,
as he once described it—where victory depends on
improving one’s own performance, not blocking or tack-
ling an opponent. It’s also not a team sport requiring him
to lead others by force of personality as well as ideas.

It’s in foreign affairs that his conflict-aversion is most
striking. During his term in the Senate, Tsongas
became one of the foremost opponents of President
Reagan’s Central American policy and a leading advo-

cate of a nuclear freeze with the USSR. He's no pacifist
and never succumbed to the illusion that the United
States and the Soviet Union were morally equivalent.
When the Soviets invaded Afghanistan, he supported
arms aid to the Afghan rebels, and in his 1981 book,
The Road from Here, he describes the Soviets as cynical
and threatening. As a representative in the mid-1970s,
he joined fellow liberals in slashing the defense budget
but refused to go along with colleagues who wanted to
pull U.S. forces out of Europe.

till, arguing in 1980 for aid to the Sandinista gov-
ernment in Nicaragua, Tsongas declared that
“Castro is in power today because we isolated
him and gave him no choice but to turn to the
Soviets.” The United States faced ant-American
regimes in Cuba, Nicaragua, Vietmam, Cambodia, and
Iran, he said, because it backed right-wing dictators
beforehand. In an interview, he told me he believes the
same today. He also argued in his book that Ethiopian
dictator Mengistu Haile Mariam turned to the Soviets
because the United States refused him military aid.

Tsongas argued against the invasion of Grenada
because he said he didn’t believe U.S. medical students
there were truly in danger. He opposed the contras as
“terrorists” and, while not endorsing the Sandinistas,
predicted they would remain in power “for a long time”
because they had the support of their people and called
on the United States to make an accommodation with
them. He urged 2 negotiated settlement between Com-
munist FMLN guerrillas and the government of El Sal-
vador in 1983 even though, at the tme, the FMLN was
still bent on 2 takeover of the country.

Tsongas opposed Reagan’s defense buildup and Star
Wars because he said he feared U.S. aggressiveness
would help the Soviets succeed in wooing Western -
Europe into neutrality. Actually, in 1984, when Ger-
many voted to deploy U.S. nuclear missiles, the Soviets
returned to arms talks they’d previously walked out of.
Tsongas now admits, “Reagan’s ‘evil empire’ mindset
made the Soviets wary of what we might do.”

President Bush’s invasion of Panama, Tsongas says,
was “probably justified, given what Noriega was doing.”
(Tsongas favors the death penalty for large-scale drug
dealers, though not for murderers.) He told me: “I'm
troubled by the instinct of Republicans to use force
automatically,” but said he understands the principle
that “you have to be willing to use force sometimes, or
else your adversaries take advantage of you.” In the
Gulf, he says, he would have voted with fellow
Democrats to give more time for economic sanctions to
weaken Saddam Hussein, but would have used force if
sanctions had not succeeded. He does not rule out
force “as a final resort” if other means are unsuccessful
in curtailing Iraq’s nuclear program.

‘1 am not an attacker. I'm a counterpuncher,”
Tsongas said. “T'll give people reasonable running
room, but if they hit, you have to hit back. Otherwise
the judgment gets made that you're not tough.”
Tsongas denies that such a judgment should be made
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about him, and points to his post-Senate experience on
Cape Cod, where as chairman of a study commission on
the environment he' won limits on development by
threatening 2 moratorium on all new construction. It’s
not an argument that would have Saddam Hussein
quaking in his boots. *




The problems
just over
the rainbow

Neither party is yet in a strong position to build
a coalition that will produce a victory in the fall

n the first three weeks of presidential

primaries, voters in all four corners

of America have been sending a mes-
sage of anger and protest. Yet even
though the issue focus has been on
the stagnant economy, voters in
both parties have been split not
so much along economic lines as
along cultural fissures — accord-
ing to education, region, race,
gender and personal values. Each

candidate, Republican as well as Demo- |
cratic, starts off with just a few fragments |

of the electorate. And the problems ex-
posed by the voting so far suggest that no
candidate is vet in a good position t0

assembie a coalition that can produce a |

victory in November.

The disenchantment cuts in many di-
rections. George Bush is losing about
one third of the once cohesive Republi-
can primary voters, even in states where
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i Patrick Buchanan doesn’t campaign.
And typically. about half the Buchanan
voters say they would back a Democrat

over Bush in the fall. Paul Tsongas,

contests, does poorly with the
Democratic base constituencies
of blacks, blue-collar workers
and the elderly. Meanwhile, Bili
Clinton has failed to draw large
turnouts among moderate whites.

The other Democrats are in even
| deeper trouble —or are already exiting.
| Bob Kerrey, who ran well only in South

i

winner of the most Democratic

| Dakota. just north of his Nebraska home |

| base. has left the race. Tom Harkin has |

scored only with upper Midwest liberal
| activists: he hopes that support from
| United Auto Workers leaders and De-
| troit Mayor Coleman Young will enable
i him to do well in Michigan's March 17

primary. But labor leaders have trouble
delivering the rank and file.

Discharged. Kerrey could never sell his few ideas.

and Young's backing hurts
Harkin with many white
voters. Jerrv Brown. who
showed appeal to the en-

der-30 voters in Maine and

Connecticut. New York
and California. He will

poised to occupy the vacu-
um on the left caused by
Jesse Jackson's absence.
But Brown is not likely to

lock. if only because the

create a three-wav dead- | g
i ages 30 to 44. Tsongas has fared well

Forward ho. Bill Clinton will do verv well in

768 party and public officials who are

| superdelegates will probably gravitate by

vironmentailv minded un- |

Colorado. has hopes for |

April to Chinton or Tsongas. depending
on which of them looks stronger.

A cultural divide. Simiiar percentages
of all income groups voted in both par-
ties” primaries in New Hampshire and
Maryland. The most striking cultural di-
visions were among the Democrats.

! Take education: Exit polls in New

pepper Clinton and Tson- |
gas with anti-Establish- |
ment rhetoric and seems |

Hampshire. Marvland. Georgia and
Colorado showed that Clinton led Tson-
gas by an average of 33 percent 10 20
percent among high-school dropouts:

| Tsongas led Clinton by an average of 44

percent to 23 percent among those with
postcollege graduate study. Clinton won
big among blacks and Hispanics. Tson-
gas did better among baby boomers
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Southern contests this week.

because the Democratic primary clee-
torate. even in tough economic times. 18
much more upscaic than ever before:
Joe Six-pack has been replaced by a
Volvo-driving vuppie. Exit polls showed
that 34 10 44 pereent of Democratic vot-
ers are babv boomers. and 39 to 31 per-
cent are college graduates — nearly dou-
bie the percentage of boomers and
college grads in Democratic presidential
primarics just cight vears 'wn
Democratic primary voters are also
sharply divided by region: Clinton won
32 percent of whites in Georgia and
only 30 and 23 pereent in Manviland and

then faces a big show

down against Paul Tsongas e Hliinots and Michigan.

The carly results suggest that the
Democrats have more to fear than the
R\.puh icans do in a general clection.

i There s no evidence so far that Tson-

gas can win a single electoral vote in the
South. Even Clinton is in trouble in his
home region. He won i Georgia only
among a shrinking Democratic elector-
ate: More than a million Georgians vot-
ed in the Democratic primary for gover-
nor in 1990L but only 453000 vote

Democratic for president this month:
452,000 voted Republican. The falloff
suggests that Clinton's avoidance of
military scrvice during the Vietnam

results. which have hi
lighted Bush's problems.
Buchanan's 30 pcreent-
E,fu.\ mowmp Qare & \Ii:n
of danger—closer 1o the

primary results against
incumbents Gerald Ford
and Jimmy Carter. who
lost. than to primary (o-
tals against incumbent
Richard Nixon. who
won.. Even more impor-
tant. Bush's base seems
de romh/u, even im-

periied. Buchanan's
combative stvle and
mmul metaphors (“the

Buchamm brigade’
“shooting down the
Bush dirigible™) have at-
tracted more men than
women. In New Hamp-
shire. Georgia and
Maryviand., almost two
thirds of his voters were
men. the highest propor-
tion since males flocked
to the similarly combat-
ive campaigns of George
Wallace. This could sig-
nal weakness in Novem-
ber for Bush. who ran
much better among men
than women in 1988.
Missing young. Onc
general election bulwark
for Bush and the Repub-
licans has been voters
under 30. But they
haven't yet turned out in
great numbers. making
up only about I3 percent
of primary voters in New
Hampshire and Mary-
land and even less in
Georgia and Colorado.
So far. Bush strategists
seem 1o be confident. even cheerful. But
in a negative environment. with declin-
!ﬂé turnout &mong once enthusiastic
voter groups. almost anvthing can hap-
pen. The Democrats mav be vuinerable
on values. as thev were in 1988, And
there's an opening for a candidate of
cither party to assemble a4 majority by
sctting forth plans for reform of basic
public institutions like education. health
care and welfare and by providing a per-
suasive vision of how America can fead
mn a postindustrial cconomy and a post-
cold-war world. In the hurly-burly of the
first primaries and caucuses. none of the

Colorado. And they also split by race. | War he i fcdu «od if not killed his chance | three leading contenders — Bush. Tson-
Clinton has run far ahcad among blacks | to win the “Bubba™ vote. Without it. no | gas and Clinton — has done much more
and is confident he can beat back Har- | one can carry the South. than get started on that task. |
“?n\ cfforts to win their votes in South But Democratic strategists can take

Carolina and Michigan. comfort from the Republican primary BY MICHAEL BARONE

USNEWS & WorLD RE e 28




& US.NEWS

Can either fix the economy?

The 1deas of Clinton and Tsongas aren’t as different as they claim

ill Clinton accuses Paul Tsongas |

of talking “cold blooded™ cco-
nomics reminiscent of the trick-
le-down policies of Ronald Reagan.
Tsongas derides Clinton's proposed
middle-class tax cuts as a giveaway and
touts himself as the candidate who will

the Democratic Nominee. product dif-
ferentiation on economic policy is the
name of the game. But whiie the front-
runners make each other out 1 be sep-
arate species. fraternal twins is more
like it. There are noticeable differences
between the two—but the gene
pool is the same.

In fact. both the former

. and the Arkansas governor

sharply to the right. At the
same time. they share a vision
of America that differs radically from
George Bush's: while the president sees

a mightv superpower. Clinton and |

Tsongas sec it slipping into economic
twilight. To them. rejuvenating the na-

tion calls for new activism: educating |
the work force. cutting capital-gains |
taxes 10 spur investment and cven help- |

ing out traditional Democratic nemeses
like employers and Wall Street.

Gap with Bush. But despite the pro-
business tilt. these two are still Demo-

itudes or policies than from past expe-

i
ricnce. Clinton, the Rhodes scholar from

- 2 depressed rural state. is steeped in a

mixture of New Age globalism and a
chamber-of-commerce fervor for nurtur-
ing small and medium-sized business.

- Tsongas. the Dartmouth grad and native
spur cconomic growth. In the Selling of

senator from Mussachusetts

are bent on taking the party |

crats. Although they decry ballooning |

budget deficits. neither has sketched in

detail the painful cuts in entitlement pro- |

grams that will be needed 1o curb them.
Clinton wants to limit excessive executive
pay and force companies o spend an
estimated S35 billion 1o train their em-
plovees. Tsongas encourages workers to
20 on strike —not for higher wages but
because their bosses won't ¢reate “total
quality management”™ programs. As
Clinton puts it. “Whatever may divide
the Democrats is marginal compared to
the gulf between us and George Bush.”

Before that contest begins. though.
thev are going after cuch other. Last
week. Clinton denounced Tsongas™s plan
to hike gasoline taxes 30 cents over ¢ 10-
vear period and predicted that a more
laissez-faire Tsongas would “refax ac-
countabtlity
the extent that the two candidates really

do differ. the contraxis stem ess from

onpeople atthe op.” Yetto
$ b

|

i

of Lowell. Mass.. who lived through the

i final death throes of that city's textile

industry, emphasizes the importance of
modern manufacturing —and exhibits a

| focuson high finance befitting the corpo-

rate board member and lobbyist that he
became after leaving the Senate in 1984,

EITHER SMALL BUSINESS
OR THE

MANUFRACTURING BPEE.,‘

CLINTON

thinks his platform best helps America adjust to the realities of a New
Age globalism, where big corporations transfer money and technology
around the world. But he proposes investment incentives targeted only at smali and
medium-sized business —and he rails against big companies that shift jobs offshore.

USNEWS & WORLD REPORT. MARCH 16. 1992



Their respective pasts have helped to |

shape the strong points of each candi-

date’s position on the economy. and each |

one’s shibboleths and sophistry as well. If
the economy is an elephant, Tsongas and

Clinton have simply grasped different |

parts of it, with their blindfolds covering
at least one eye apiece.

It is ironic that Clinton has so far
claimed the affections of the traditional
Democratic base — the working class and
minorities —because he has long staked
himself 1o the right of the party’s main-
stream. Until recently, he chaired the
Democratic Leadership Council. a group
of moderate and conservative Demo-
crats set up after the 1984 elections 10

push the party to the center. As governor.
he doled out tens of millions of dollars in
tax breaks 10 Arkansas businesses and

Tsongas's gas-tax plan is regressive —
most harmful to those least well-off — the
Arkansas governor himself last year
signed on to a S-cent gas-tax hike 10 help
pay for highway construction.

| @ 1978 vote against cutting capital-gains
| taxes was among the worst mistakes he
| ever made. “Democrats still view busi-

took stands that alienated labor unions, |
such as supporting right-to-work legisla- |
tion. Moreover, despite his claims that i

ness as the enemy.” he says. “They
think you can be pro-jobs and anti-em-
ployer at the same time. But vou can’t
redistribute wealth vou never created.”

A common weltanschauung informs
both Tsongas's and Clinton’s perspec-
tives on global economic issues and

{ trade. While they both favor tough nego-

| In many respects, Tsongas is cut from
similar cloth. Although he once had one |

of the most liberal voting records in the

Senate, he began moving to the center |

| toward the end of his tenure in the ear- |
{ home. As a result, both have cribbed
| liberally from the “competitiveness™ tip

! ly 1980s. In retrospect, he now says that

TSONGAS

wants a capital-gains-tax cut for new stock investments held for
mmhmmmwmwmae’s
mwmmmhm—mum
mmdmwmmmmmamm.

tiations with countries like Japan 1o tear
down barriers to U.S. exports, they es-
chew protectionism as harmful to the
economy. And they agree that America’s
economic woes were mainly created at

sheets making the rounds of Washington
policy-making circles. espousing such
measures as creating 2 new federal agen-
€y to support research and development
of “critical™ civilian technologies. Even
their advisers share similar perspectives.

| Clinton draws on the counsel of an old
{ friend from his Oxford days, Harvard

political economist Robert Reich. Tson-
gas. meanwhile, has been advised by an-
other Cantabrigian, economist Lester
Thurow of the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology. “On the great spectrum of
€conomic theory from A to Z,” says
Reich, “Lester and I are letters J and K.

Parting company. Yet Tsongas and
Clinton do differ in 2 number of areas —
perhaps foremost among them the issue
of taxes. For example, both favor hiking

| income taxrates on the wealthy, who now
pay a 31 percent marginal rate on taxable

income over $49,300 for an individual
(882.150 for a couple filing jointly). Tson-
gaswants to raise that top rate to 34 or 33
percent, partly to pay for his proposed
cut in capital-gains taxes on stocks. Clin-
ton seeks a new top tax rate of 38.5 per-
cent for individuals with taxable income
of about $90,000 ($150,000 for couples).
But he primarily wants to use the pro-
ceeds—about $25 billion—to pay for a
cut in tax rates for the middle class. Clin-
ton also proposes to help middle-income
families by replacing the current deduc-
tion for dependents with a new per-child
tax credit, estimated 1o cost roughly $22
billion a year. He has vowed to pay for the
measure through federal spending cuts
and other tax changes but so far has not
provided details.

Clinton contends his tax proposals are
needed to restore “fairmess” amid evi-
dence that the rich scored huge income
gains in the late 1970s and '80s. Siding

! with most mainstream economists. Tson-

gas rejoins that with the federal budget
deficit out of control, any “fairness™ that
costs money will have to wait.

The two candidates also disagree on
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how to go about tackling America’s un- |

derinvestment crisis—a shortage of

spending on everything from education

and worker training to building public
highways and factories and acquiring
new equipment. Most economists think
the shortage is a central explanation for
the long slowdown in the growth of pro-
ductivity, or output per worker, the key
to rising living standards. What's more,
underinvestment imperils America’s
competitiveness: Because of higher rates
of investment abroad. Japanese workers
now have roughiv three times as much
capital equipment at their disposal as do
workers in the United States.

Better workers. While economists de-
bate the relative importance of “physi-
cal” and “human” capital. they agree
that both more cquipment and more-
efficient workers are critical to getting
America growing again. Yct for reasons
that seem to stem from personal experi-
ence. Clinton e¢mphasizes the vin. and
Tsongas the vang. The former has spent
years trving to improve primary and sec-

ondary education in Arkansas: more- |

over, he shares the view of his friend
Reich that. in an age when technology
and money can be shuffied around the
globe, a nation’s competitiveness is most
linked to the quality of its labor force.
That'’s the reason Clinton would require
firms to spend 1.5 percent of pavroll on
training all their workers. or contribut-
ing to a government-run training pro-
gram—a step that would add about $20
billion in mandated costs to the roughly
S35 billion U.S. companies are already
spending on worker training.

Tsongas also argues that “work skills
are power.” But he has spent far more
time discussing his plans for spurring pal-
try private savings through expanded in-
dividual retirement accounts —creating
more funds that could be plowed into
investments in plants and equipment.
And in contrast to Clinton. who rarely
mentions his own plan to cut capital-
gains taxes on investments in start-up

businesses. Tsongas argues that his |

broader proposal to cut capital-gains tax-
€$ on new iong-term investments in cor-
porate equities will channel badly need-
ed funds to America’s industrial sector.

One other thing the candidates share
1s some confusion about contemporary
economic realitics. Despite Clinton’s

embrace of the new globalism —includ- |
ing his support of the proposed North |

American free-trade agreement—he
rails against large corporations that shift

jobs overseas. But that seems off point at |

a time when many U.S. companies are

banking on exports 10 lead growth and |

H

SIMILARITIES o cconomsc

issues, both candidates are to the right of
the Democratic mainstream:

® Each is pro-employer and pro-investment:
Clintton has supported right-to-work laws and
Tsongas has said he would be the best
president Wall Street ever had.

® Each favors tough trade negotiations to
tear down barriers to U.S. exports. But they
eschew protectionism as harmful to the
emwy,mdme&atheﬁa’seeomﬁc;
mmaeaﬁcdmﬂnhome.

¥ Both decry runaway federal spending and
have alluded to needed cutbacks in huge
govesnment programs ke Medicare.

Pointing to the future: Both Tsongas and Clinton are renegade Democrats

DIFFERENCES et canciate

wants to raise tax rates on the wealthy but
for different reasons: Tsongas to pay for 2
broader capital-gains-tax cut, Clinton to cut
tax rates for the middle class.

& Both recognize that America needs more
technology and better-trained workers to
Tsongas puts more emphasis on the former, f
while Clinton wants to “put people first.”
# Invoking the Persian Guif war, Tsongas ;
calls for fuel conservation, tapping

renewable energy sources and exploring

options fike more nuciear power. Clinton has

no broad energy program.
USA QUINONES -~ BLACK STAR FOR USNEWR

Who's the workers’ friend? Tsongas (above} and Clinton battle for their votes.

are sensibly setting up international op-
erations to be closer to their foreign cus-
tomers. And while Clinton and Tsongas
both propose investment tax credits for
business. Clinton himits his to smaller
firms. claiming they produce most new
jobs. He seems to have missed the fact
that America’s 300 largest corporations
still account for about half the output of
the nonagricultural economy. Giving
them a hand. as well. could produce even
greater economic benefits. As for Tson-
gas, some economists find his emphasis
on manufacturing exaggerated. especial-
lv since America’s far larger service sec-
tor employs many more peopie and is
where productivity growth lags the most.

Moreover. while Tsongas and Clinton

have talked hazily of whacking entitle-
ment programs like Medicare — Tsongas,
for example, has talked of trimming cost-
of-living adjustments for Social Securi-
tv—neither has been very specific. And
Clinton recently backed off a suggestion
that farm programs be trimmed. Nor
have the candidates produced serious
plans for monetary and fiscal policies to
alleviate the siow growth and relatively
high unemployment the nation faces for
the next few years. “Someone running
for president ought to be talking about
that.” says liberal economist Jeff Faux.
As substantive as this campaign has been,
it still could stand more beef. E

BY SUSAN DENTZER
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If it’s March it must

be time to

govern

His handlers think the best re-election strategy
now 1s for Bush to act like he’s president again

resident Bush still doesn’t under-
P stand what all the fuss is about. He

tells friends that he’s been a
damned good president and doesn’t de-
serve the scorn being heaped upon him.
He admits misjudging some problems,
such as the depth of the recession, but
argues that he still deserves a second
term. Above all. the frustrated president
doesn’t understand how Patrick Buchan-
an—whom he dismisses privately as a

crass, vulgar television pundit—could |

make him chase his tail around
America for the last month.

But no more. Except for a
few fund-raisers, Bush is
suspending his exhausting
and frenetic road show.
“We're declaring victory,”
says a weary senior adviser.
“George Bush is getting the hell off the
campaign trail and getting back to be-
ing president.” Even before Super
Tuesday’s primaries and caucuses in 11
states, Bush advisers believe they have
the Republican nomination sewn up.
Just as important. they have persuaded
themselves that Buchanan has already
inflicted his worst damage in generating
a large but evanescent anti-Bush vote
that will disappear this fall.

Such a dismissive attitude seems to
underestimate America’s deep dissatis-
faction with the status quo, but Bush will
now begin the newest phase of his prote-
an re-glection campaign—shifting to-
ward what advisers call a “governing
strategy.” It might seem a bit late for that,
considering that Bush has been president
for three vears, but his handlers, ever
devoted to short-term fixes, think he
needs to look more presidential and less
like a candidate. Their plan:
= Re-emphasize foreign affairs. Exploiting
his ability to dominate the news, Bush is
likely to attend an environmental confer-
ence in Rio June 12, then hold a summit
with Russian President Boris Yeltsin in
Washington June 16-17, possibly to an-
nounce a new round of arms reductions.

He will create a news “bracket” around |

the Democratic National Convention in

o

Rose Garden-bound. Bush

| July with other events highlighting his
experience in global diplomacy. He will
attend an economic summit in Munich
early that month and may meet with Jap-
anese Prime Minister Kiichi Mivazawa
and threaten U.S. antitrust action against
big Japanese companies. Bush aiso could
order military strikes against missile con-
struction facilities in Iraq that Saddam
Hussein has refused to dismantle.

m Play up incumbency. Bush will make
| more use than ever of his presidential
{ powers. He will hold at least one prime-
| time news conference from the historic
East Room in the coming weeks —some-
thing he has done only once since taking
| office. He will hold more high-profile
meetings in the White House with con-
| gressional Republicans, prominent busi-

and Skinner return to work.

gess. Last week Bush ordered the
or Department to make availabjé
lion acre-feet of water to dg
plagued farmers in central Cak
The state’s primary is June 2.
Bush’s most politically accomg
cabinet officers, such as Housing
tary Jack Kemp and Labor Sé
Lynn Martin, will be making nug
stump speeches designed to ro
Buchanan and Democratic cri
= Do his own th
will take a variety
lateral actions
some boldness in/e
tic affairs, placa
vatives and thu
nose at Congres
White House 1s ¢0
ing a proposal to
tal-gains taxes by
taxes on asset ap
tion that results £
flation. Bush may
the 90-dav ban
regulations anno
his State of the
message. and hen
gin using a line-i
on unpalatable}
sions of spendin;
even though Co
never has given th
dent such autho
servative legal
argue that he alr
the power and urg
stitutional test.
= Sharpen distin
Bush will attack ¢
sional Democrats.
jecting his pack
stimulate the econ
which he asked
pass by March
he will veto any Democratic alter
that contains tax increases. A
goal is to woo disaffected consen
stirred up by Buchanan (story, Pz
To demonstrate that he stani
something. Bush is seeking opp
ties to veto other Democratic
Likely targets include defense-spe
cuts deeper than the $7.9 billion k
ommended for 1993 and any bi
alizing abortion rights.
Yet the Bush high command tyg
cannot decide whether Bush shou
tack Congress itself or single o
gressional Democrats. liberals
Democratic hierarchy — especiall
ate Majority Leader George Mit
White House nemesis. “Almost

SPP—————

30

body thinks it should be us v
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them,” a senior Bush adviser says. “We
just haven’t decided who ‘them’ is.”

Even more basic, Bush and his aides
are moving away from the three re-elec-
tion themes they envisioned last vear:
crime, quotas and liberating Kuwait.
Polls and focus groups suggest that vot-
ers want more depth and vision from
their president, and the original themes
now seem myopic. So the White House is
repackaging Bush’s presidency—again.
The latest thematic iteration, according
to key strategists, will be “family, jobs
and peace,” but the objective is really to
promote old Bush ideas under new titles.
Among the possible venues for promot-
ing these themes are formal speeches to
business executives, police groups, reli-
gious leaders and, this spring, a planned
round of commencement addresses.

No cakewalk. Compounding Bush’s
problem of settling on a strategy, aides
say, is that so far his heart hasn’t been in
the campaign. After meeting with senior
strategists last August, Bush concluded
that his renomination would be a cake-
walk. Buchanan's insurgency forced him
into what he calls “campaign mode” be-
fore he was mentally ready, friends say,
and he resented the disruption.

After viewing Buchanan’s attack ads
depicting skimpily clothed gay dancers,
Bush shook his head in disgust and
complained that he was being forced to

respond to such vulgarity. Off balance, |

he has given lackluster political per- | eorge Bush and his advisers had
an artful political plan. The

formances, and his day-to-day messages
have been confused. More important,
he stubbornly refuses to see Buchanan’s
insurgency as anything but a temporary
protest vote that will evaporate when
the choice becomes Bush versus the
Democrats. In recent weeks, the presi-
dent and members of his family have
chided campaign leaders for being so
agitated 2ll the time. The Bushes sense
no reason for panic. “George Bush is a
firm believer in his own internal clock,
his sense of when is the best time to do
things/” says a longtime adviser. “In this
campaign, his clock hasn’t gone off.”
Yet many GOP loyalists fear time is
running out. Chief of Staff Samuel Skin-
ner has spent months reorganizing the
White House since replacing John Sunu-
nu last year. That delaved effective policy
making. Republican insiders are increas-
ingly critical of campaign chairman Rob-
ert Teeter for failing to make his goals
clear. “No one can be sure what he’s
thinking,” says a prominent Republican.
“But everything stems from a bedrock
faith that George Bush will win the
White House again because the Demo-
crats will screw up.” n

By KENNETH T. WALSH

| Conservatives’ argument. Who drags

=T

S——

the movement down further: Buchanan or Bush?

Standing Pat? Civil

war on the right

How Buchanan’s challenge could beat Bush

president would give a speech
on March 20, his deadline for 2 congres-
sional economic growth package; he
would admit the 1990 tax-increase deal
was a mistake, blaming the tax-and-
spend Democrats for making him
do it—and conservatives would
love the apology. Instead, Bush
blurted out in an interview last
week that “if I had it to do over,
I wouldn’t do what I did then,
for a lot of reasons, including po-
litical reasons.” He did not damn
the decision because of its economic im-
pact, nor apologize for breaking his no-
new-taxes oath. And conservatives, once
again, charged treason. “If he flagellat-
ed himself and begged forgiveness,”
grouses House leader Newt Gingrich,
one of Bush’s key political bodyguards,
“these conservatives would complain he
used the wrong whip.”

In many ways, the fight that threatens
Bush’s re-election extends beyond his
presidency. Ronald Reagan handed
Bush the conservative baton, vet the
flock has always considered him unwor-
thy. The star search wasn’t supposed to
begin until 1996, but Patrick Buchanan’s
candidacy fast-forwarded the mess. For-

get Reagan’s 11th commandment (“Thou
shall not speak ill of another Republi-
can™); in fact, forget Reagan. The fight
now is over who will carry the conserva-
tive torch, and on that, at least, there is
| one general agreement: It will not be
| Bush. And the movement now divides

between those who want to save the
party from Bush and those who
KX want to save conservatism from
%4l Buchanan. “Buchanan’s idea is
b not Reagan’s ‘City on a Hill,” ”
declares William Bennett, a
1996 GOP presidential possibili-
ty now campaigning for Bush. “It’s
the ‘Fortress with a Moat.” ” Buchanan,
says Gingrich, is 2 “momentary aberra-
tion” — albeit with power enough to “de-
stroy the movement.”

New demonology. Just as liberals strug-
gled for redefinition of their movement
in the 1960s, conservatism is now up for
grabs. Bush’s main treachery came when
he reneged on his no-tax pledge. But the
real cataclysm came when communism
went away, leaving conservatives in
search of a new demonology. Without
the glue of anticommunism to hold them
together, the movement fragmented and
may never reunite: Does the future rest
with Buchanan’s fellow paleocons, hark-
ing back to the isolationism and protec-

1
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tionism of Robert Taft—a group Ging-
rich calls “nihilists”? Does it beiong to
the neocons, internationally oriented in-
tellectuals and ex-Democrats like Nor-
man Podhoretz, who believe liberal doc-
trine is based on flawed economic and
social policy? (Podhoretz says he might
leave the party if Buchanan's “ugly con-
servatism’ prevails.) And what of the
large number of congressional ex-cons —
more precisely, moderates like Sen. Bob
Dole —who once held the party major-
ity? Now that Buchanan has the fattest
matiling list, what is in store for Bennett's
“neo-Reaganites” —leaders like Ging-
rich. Dan Quayle. Jack Kemp. Phil
Gramm, Dick Cheney and Pete du Pont?

The battle for control of the party—
and of the election—is being waged on
two fronts. Buchanan is the public con-
servative exploiting the mad-as-hell vot-

anger. “If he has his way. we wouldn't
have an income tax.” brags libertarian
leader Ron Paul. 2 key Buchanan advis-
er who adds that the “world of politics™
precludes such a proposal — for now.
Meantime. inside the party, a host of
tenacious infighters—in Congress. aca-

challenge oniv a “momentary aberration.”

defeat as “‘crazy” because it might.
among other things. allow the appoini-
ment of liberals to the Supreme Court.
These turncoats are “off the wall.” bris-
ties Republican Sen. Warren Rudman,
“where thev usually are.”

While the intellectual activists wage

demia. think tanks and right-leaning
commercial ventures like the direct-

mail activities of Richard Viguerie —are |

battiing it out for intellectual' domi-
nance. Their doctrinal nit-picking,

which once seemed under control—and |

even healthy for what anaivst Kevin |

Phillips calls “the think-tank and foun-
dation hustiers™ —has become a street
fight with potentially enormous implica-
tions. No one thinks Buchanan will win

the nomination or even the minimum of |

five state races he needs to be nominat-

ed at the GOP convention. But when |

White House Chief of Staff Samuel

| Skinner recently predicted that conser-

vatives will return to the fold this fall,
there was a widespread GOP complaint
that he has not grasped a verity of this

| election: The Buchanan voters might
| actually move to the Democrats. or even

sit it out. ~'I should be saving I'll rally

| around Bush.” says Burton Pines of the
ers. offering pat solutions to soothe the |

conservative Heritage Foundation. “But
I'm not. It’s 100 early 1o decide.”

See Bush lose. Fratricide is never a
healthy party activity. Yet GOP consul-
tant David Keene savs “a ot of conserva-

| of the movement and the party for Bush |

to lose.” The anti-Bush rationale: Con-

war. many voters may decide to leave
Bush on their own. So far. the White
House has lost fully a third of its support.
“How long do you wait to decide that the
policies. not the people. are wrong?™ asks
former Delaware Governor du Pont.
who decided not to run against Bush. The

defections are potentially lethal for Re- |

Bush’s bodyguard. Gingrich calls Buchanan's ‘

servatives cannot afford to be biamed for

Bush’s failures: it is better then to re-
group and recharge out of office. just as

| the movement did in 1977. abetting Jim-
i tives believe it would be in the interests |

1
§

my Carter’s victorv while preparing for
its own conquest in 1980. Gingrich dis-
misses anyone willing to assist in Bush's

friendly call to the Republican National

i Committee to reiterate his support for

publicans. heiping the Democrats win |

just as the defection of Democrat George

| Wallace's supporters in 1968 helped elect
i Republican Richard Nixon.

New-look Democrats. In this election. |

unlike others, the unhappy Republican
voters have a place to go: to Democrat-
ic candidates who sound halfway Re-
publican on issues like tax policy (Bill
Clinton’s tax cuts for the middle class).
trade (Paul Tsongas's tough-sounding

| economic nationalism) and health care

(insurance for all). The abortion issue
might be enough to keep Southern
evangelicals and Northeastern Catho-

{ lics with Bush. but other Republicans

could turn to the Democrats for the
first time since the Reagan years.

the antiabortion plank in the platform. a
directive to the Treasury to index the
capital-gains tax. Then maybe a firing or
two, including budget chief Richard
Darman. a key architect of the despised .
1990 budget deal that raised taxes. Ben- 2
nett talks of “re-establishing the bond of
trust” with his own party and the voters.
waging a “Pennsylvania Avenue strate-
gv” in which he takes on Congress and
promotes term limits and educational
choice. “The president cannot concede
conservatives to Pat.” says Benneit.
“And he can’t fly without his right wing.”

But Buchanan is no Ronald Reagan.
True, like the early Reagan. he has a
crisp, gut-level appeal to grassroots vot-
ers who feel betraved and want change

i now. However. the other half of Rea-

gan—the optmistic. inclusive politician

{ who dreamed of national party realign-

What's a president 1o do? Conserva- |

tives are calling for some definition—

and fast. Gary Bauer of the Family Re- |
| search Council suggests a push for the |
| line-item veto on budget matters, a |

| vatives continue to fragment. in search
{ of their next national leader after iove

ment —is sorely missing. So the conser-

fests with Barry Goldwater and Reagan.
At the moment. no similar hero sits on
the horizon. =

BY GLORIA BORGER
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% irving Kristol writes in the current National
Review tha! Pat Buchanan s not a conservative
but @ “reacuonary.” But when it comes to agmin-
istenng Himus 1esSts on conservatism, Xrstol's
cregentiais are suspecl. Many will recall that it
was he wno, writing in the Wall Streer Journat not
tong agoe. pronounced George Bush, of all peopie,
the new “ieader of ihe conservative movemen?.”

* Afthough Presiden: Bush finatly iorced the
resignanon of Natuonai Encowment tor the Ans
Charrman John Fi yeor, Pat Buch 15 Not
dropping the 1ssue.

* A Buchanan TV commercial which aired last
week 10 Georgia showed scenes from an explicit
NEA-subsidized “documentary™ on diack homo-
sexuats. “The Bush Agmimisttation has nvested
our tax goliars in Pornographic and biasphemous
art 100 Shocking 10 Show,” SaiC the commercial.
“This so-caiiec art has giorfied nomosexuality,
expioitec chiidren and perverted the image of
Jesus Christ, Even atter good peopie protested,
Bush continued 1o fund this kind of an.”

* Lideral Texas columnist Molly Ivins thinks
that Buchanan will go well in the Southern pri-
maries. “The Presicent is supposed 1o have 2 lock
on the Southern white male vote,” says ivins, “but
'l put my money on the proposition that Bubbda is
going 10 ke Buchanan.™

* The Jom Harkin campaign was forced last
weex 10 gisavow one of its own commercials. The
2C, whiCh was Supposed 10 run on black radio sta-
tons in Georgia, charged that “Bill Clinton did his
own version of Willie Horton.”

* The commerciai claimed that Clinton “made a
Big ceal of going home 10 Arkansas 10 oversee the
execution of Ricky Ray Rector, a brain-damaged
man who dign’t even know he was deing executed.
Bill Clinton usec a dlack man's geath 10 boost his
campaign.™

% Harkin spokeswoman Lorraine Voles clainfed
that the ad, which had been produced by the
candidate’s Southern political coordinator Kevin
Gray, was “never authonzed by the campaign.”
Gray is a former statfer for Jesse Jackson's Rain-
bow Coalition,

* TV comic Dennis Miller: “President Bush has
finaily mentioned Buchanan by name. Bush is get-
ting better, though. It only took him Six months to
say Buchanan. it took him a year to use the word
‘recession.’ ™

* Do ait Greek-Americans from Massachusetts
look alike? House Speaker Tom Foley, teferring to
Paul Tsongas the other day, calied him “Sen.
Dukakis.”

* Tsongas portrays himseif as the only
“pro-business Democrat™ in the race for Pres-
idgent. But he has just signed up left-wing activist
Geraid Austin as senior adviser. Austin was Jesse
Jackson's campaign manager in 1988 ang played
a key role in the election of ultra-ideral Sen. Paut
Waelistone (D.-Minn.) in 1990,

* There was good news and bac for Bill Clinton
in 2 Texas poll released iast week Oy the Univer-
sity of Houston's Center for Public Policy. The
good news was that among Democratic voters,
Clinton ied Paul Tsongas 40% to 9%, with the
other candidates at 3% 10 6%, Among Democrats,
Clinton holds a healthy favorable-untavorabie ratio
of 48-14. Among all voters. however, Clinton gets
a negative rating: 35-36.

* What a ditference a year makes. Last week
marked the anmiversary of the mstoric 90% ap-
provai rating rackec up by George Bush in the
waie of Operation Desert Storm. Now & USA Today!
CNN poll shows Bush's approval rating has plum-
meted 10 39%.

LAY

s 6P

"% Thé Supreme Court's newest justice, Clar-
ence Thomas. served notice last week that he is
certainty among its most dependable conserva-
tives. The court ruied 7 1o 2 that excessive force Dy
a prison Quarc may violate the Constitution even if
it does not resull in serious mjury 10 the prisoner,
Thomas dissented, saying that the 8t Amend-
Ment’s prohidition against cruel and unusual pun-
ishment “is not, and should not be turned into a

national code of prison regutation.” Thomas was
joined by Antonin Scalis in his di

* There are 3,158 counties in the U.S.. and the
U.S. Department of Agriculture apparently has of-
fices in 2,977 of them, or 94%. This despite the
fact ihat in only 516 counties, or 16%, is there any
farming. “On the face of it,” Sen. Richard Lugar
(R.-ind.) told the Washington Post, “some of these
offices need to be ciosed.”

* Lugar has tried for the better part of a year to
get from the Agricuiture Department the precise
number of USDA offices around the country. “We
have tried t0 get a straight answer,” the depart-
ment finaily told Lugar February 3. “Our staff stifl
cannot give us an accurate numbder.”

* Sen. Connie Mack (R.-Fla.) stunned the White
House last week with a Senate speech in which he
callec for the resignation of Treasury Secretary
Nicholas Brady. And House Minority Whip Newt
Gingrich (R.-Ga.) pointedly announced that Treas-
ury staff members would no ionger be allowed to
attend House Republican leadership meetings.

s

* Gingrich said flatly that “the Treasury Depart-”
ment is not serving the interests of the President.”™
Gingricn atly Rep. Bob Walker (R.-Pa.) ac ct
Treasury of aropping “'poison pills” in Bush's bud-
Qet proposals, adding, “We are not convinced that
Treasury is on our team.”




California

As Human Events has bemoaned repeatedly,
conservatives have an unhappy history of cutting
off the proverbial nose to spite their face—that is,
stubbornly remaining in contested primaries
against their philoscphical brethren even after it
is clear that onily one conservative is a viable
contender. The end result, of course, is the nom-
ination of more moderate Republicans — in other
words, a case of “We divide and they conguer.”

In 1992, however, conservatives seem !0 have
seen the light in 2 number of contests. in the race
for the seat of retiring Sen. Alan Cranston
(D.-Calit.}, for example, conservatives who divided
the GOP primary vote six years ago and brought
about the defeat of conservative stalwart Bruce
Herschensohn have now aimost completely united
benind the former TV commentator and made him
the front-runner in the June nomination battie with
fiberal Rep. Tom Campbeil.

Sirnilarly, in Oregon's open 1st District, Portiand
businessman and ardent pro-lifer Bill Witt aban-
doned his own promising candidacy to support a
feliow conservative when it seemed clear that to
continue would bring about the nomination of a
pro-abortion moderate (see Politics 92, January 4).

The latest conservative office-seeker to follow
the path of Charles Darnay in Dickens’ A Tale of
Two Cities and ¢o “a far, far better thing"” is John
Eastman, who has scotched his bid for the Re-
publican primary for the Golden State’s new inland

Vatiey-based {and heavily Republican} 41st Dis-

trict.

His exodus brought sighs of retief from area and
national conservative leaders, who feared that the
simuitaneous bids of Eastman and feliow con-
servative activist Jim Lacy would aimost certainly
result in @ June victory by more moderate former
Assembiyman Chuck Bader.

“Qur assessment was that we can't run a win-
ning campaign,” said the 31.year-oid Eastman, a
former spokesman for the U.S. Civil Rights Com-
mission during the Reagan Administration. “But we
couid finish a close second. So | will not be filing.”

For Eastman, this decision was particularly
painful. Two years ago, the West Covina author and
consulitant carried the GOP banner against Rep.
Esteban Torres (D.) in the old 34th District, drawing
an unexpectedly high 40 per cent of the voteon a
bare-bones budget. With the creation of the new
418t {(which lies only blocks from Eastman’s resi-
dence) and his enthusiastic organization and cam-
paign newsletter intact since 1990, Eastman
clearly had high hopes for "92.

In encountering lLacy’s eyebrow-raising ex-
chequer (nearty $100,000 taken in by January) and
early-bird endorsements from conservative GOP
Representatives Duncan Hunter, Bob Doman,
Dana Rohrabacher and Chris Cox, Eastman opted
for what he deemed “the honorable thing” and
chose not to run.

The resuitant Lacy-Bader showdown is clearly
one to watch, a smaller version of the statewide
battie between anti-tax conservative activists and
moderate establishment types of the Gov. Pete
Wilson (R) stripe.

An attomey and former official at both the Con-
surner Product Safety Commission and the U.S.
Commerce Department, the 39year-oid Lacy has
literally devoted his adult life (o the conservative
movement. He has served as a Reagan delegate to

EASTMAN

the 1976 GOP national convention, national chair-
man of the conservative Young Americans for
Freedom, top aide 10 the iate anteiax crusader
Howard Jarvis during his celebrated (and success-
ful) effort to enact Proposition 13 in 1978, and cur-
rent board member of the American Conservative
Union.

Ronald Reagan himself once hailed the Yorba
Linda lawyer as being “among the true leaders of
the second American Revolution.”

in recognition of that role, Lacy has received
early donations and endorsements from such
right-of-center iuminaries as American Conserva-
tive Union National Chairman David Keene, State
Sen. John Lewis of Orange County, Heritage
Foundation Vice President Terry Scanion, Reader’s
Digest Managing Editor William Schulz and the
Howard Jarvis Taxpayer Association {(which
boasts 17,000 members and recently gave Lacy the
maximum $5,000 legal contribution). ’

At a time when conservatives are outraged at
Gov-Wilson for his record $7-billion tax increase,
the spirit of Proposition 13 anc Lacy’s role in heip-
ing 10 pass it 14 years ago could play a pivotal role
in the June primary. Proud of his early association
with the cap on state property taxes, Lacy recently
filed an amicus curiae brief with the U.S. Supreme
Court supporting “13" in the upcoming case to
determine its constitutionality.

in contrast, Bader opposed “13” while mayor of
Pomona in 1978, leading Lacy to brand him a
“tax-and-spend liberal.”

“But for the past 13 years,” Bader insisted, “!
have upheid the ietter of the law on Proposition 13,
as a mayor and state legisiator.” Lacy remains
relentless in making the issue a focal point of the
campaign. “If someone who's been in public office
for 20 years [until Bader lost a State Senate bid in
1990] does a flip-flop on an issue such as this,
voters should not trust him,” Lacy told our Pofitics
reporter during a recent lunch,

The significance of “13" in a Republican primary
should not be underestimated, according to Sherry
Bebitch-Jeffe of the Claremont Graduate Schodi,
an expert on California politics.

in her words, "It [Proposition 13] is an easy lit-
mus test and voting cue, and in a large field it's not
an insignificant voling cue.”

Along with Lacy and Bader, the GOP field
includes three other candidates — albeit all with
far less resources—the best-know being Diamond
Bar's pro-abortion Mayor Jay Kim. (Jim Lacy for
Congress, 21520-G Yorba Linda Bivd., #542, Yorba
Linda, Calit. 92687.)

Pennsylvania

The latest to join the ongoing exodus of mem-
bers of Congress in 1992 is liberal GOP Rep. Larry

Politics "92% ’

Coughiin of Pennsylvania’s 13th District
{Montgomery County). Coughlin {lifetime Amer-
ican Conservative Union rating: 48 per cent) opted
for retirement from the safely Republican seat in
which he succeeded Senator {1969-81) and HHS
Secretary (1981-83rto-be Richard Schweiker in
1968 even before new district lines had been
drawn.

Within hours of Toughlin’s announcement,
sources in the district told Human Events that the
county GOP organization had given its unofficial
blessings o former State Representative and
County Commissioner Jon Fox as the congress-
man’s SUCCessor.

The 44-year-oid bachelor and moderate-to-lib-
eral Fox, however, could be a controversial candi-
date in what is certain to be a heated primary
against stalwart conservative and Montgomery
County Observer Editor Susan Boyer. Backed by
the large network of pro-family and pro-life groups
in the area, Boyer had aiready declared her candi-
dacy, even if Coughlin ran again.

in addition to his pro-abortion and anti-schooi-
choice stands, Fox couid be placed on the defen-
sive for becoming a U.S. House candidate only
one month after assuming his county post (and
unsuccessiully seeking the chairmanship of the
county governing body).

Whoever wins the April primary could be in fora
rougher-than-usual fall battle, as Democrats have
reportedly recruited their first formidable
standard-bearer in recent years: TV newscaster
Marjorie Margolies Mezvinsky, wife of former
State Democratic Chairman Ed Mezvinsky.

Also in Pennsyivania. Less than three months
after he was trounced in a special U.S. Senate
election, former Governor (1879-87) and U.S. Attor-
ney General (1988-91) Dick Thomburgh (R) got a
consolation prize: He was named under secretary
general for administration and management at the
United Nations by just-elected Secretary General
Boutros Ghali at the recommendation of President
Bush,

in discussing his new position with popular
Washington TV anchorman Tim White, Thom-
burgh did not ruie out a future run for office when
his stint at Turtie Bay is over, saying only that “24
hours is a lifetime in politics.”

in response to White’s query whether he had
been in touch with Democratic Sen. Harris Wof-
ford since their nationally watched bout, Thom-
burgh—who once publicly joshed that he couldn™t
even pronounce his opponent’s name — replied:
“Oh, yes. He's an old friend and he ran a very good
campaign that took advantage of the {economic]
situation.”

R.LP.: One of California’s most memorable (and
quotadble) pubdlic figures died last week at age 85.
Former Sen. (1876-82) S. L. Hayakawa (R.}, who ini-
tially earned distinction as a semanticist, later
became a conservative folk hero as president of
San Francisco State College in the late '60s, when
he faced down student protestors and at one point
ripped the wires out of their obscenity-spewing
sound truck. in 1976, sporting his trade-mark tam
o'shanter, Democrat-turned-Republican Haya-
kawa defeated liberal Sen. John V. Tunney (D.)
under the slogan “Sayonara, Tunney." Perhaps the
most quoted of his quips from the campaign was
Hayakawa's reply when asked if the U.S. should
maintain the Panama Canal: “Sure. We stole it,
tair and square.” (Two years later, Sen. Hayakawa
voted to give the Canal back to Panama).

14 / Human Events / MARCH 7, 1992

184




NOTEBOOK

G IVE THAT GUY AN NEA GRANT: “Ours is a great
state, and we don’t like limits of any kind. Ricky Clunn
is one of the great bass fishermen. He's a Texas young
guy, and he’s 2 very competitive fisherman, and he
talked about learning to fish wading in the creeks
behind his dad. He in his underwear went wading in
the creeks behind his father, and he said—as a fisher-
man he said it’s great to grow up in 2 country with no
limits ...” —Bushism of the week, February 28, at a
Houston rodeo

TSLEAZE: The award for most misleading ad of the
week goes to Mr. Squeaky Clean himself, Paul Tsongas,
whose spot capitalizing on a Bill Clinton gaffe set 2 new
low in the campaign for cynicism. Clinton had lam-
basted Jesse Jackson on an open microphone, when he
was (erroneously) informed that Jackson had endorsed
Tom Harkin. Jackson had promised Clinton he would
stay neutral. When the mistake was pointed out, even
Jackson brushed it off, but Tsongas shamelessly
exploited it, pandering to the black vote, and subtly
implying by the order of sentences that Jackson had
even endorsed Tsongas: “He didn’t wait for the facts.
No. Bill Clinton didn’t wait to find out if it were true.
He just attacked.... All because Bill Clinton heard a
rumor that jesse Jackson might have endorsed someone
else for president. Paul Tsongas. Paul Tsongas is run-
ning for president.” It’s the kind of ad one might
expect of one of the least principled, most politics-as-
usual candidates. Paul Tsongas. Paul Tsongas sure is

running for president.

M ACULATE CONCEPTION: There’s at least one
healthy unborn child in the world that many pro-life
advocates would rather didn't exist. It’s the one devel-
oping in the womb of a 14-year-old Irish girl, raped by
her best friend’s father. Despite 2 decision by the Irish
Supreme Court to allow the girl to have the operation
in England, her plight has put pro-lifers in an excruci-
ating—but revealing—quandary: either they support
the Irish government’s official position, which forces
even rape victims to give birth, or they must reconcile
themselves to the notion that, in some cases, there’s an
overwhelming humanitarian case to place limits on the
fetus’s absolute right to life. So far, few have acknowl-
edged the dilemma. If they do—and we hope the Irish
case prompts such a reflection—the chances for a2 more
constructive moral dialogue improve.

E XCESS MAIL: We offer our own personal experi-
ence of congressional abuse of the franking privilege.
On one day (Monday, March 2), TNR received eghteen

‘franked press releases from Colorado Senator Hank

Brown. Two of the addressees are deceased; another
hasn’t worked here for over a decade. What were these
vital bulletins about? “Brown Introduces Bill to Cut $1.5
Billion in Porkbarrel Products,” said one. Economy,
senator, begins at home.

R ISE AND FALL:

“In the European republics of the former Soviet Union
the statues of Lenin have all been toppled from their
pedestals. ..." —The New York Times, February 16

“DONETSK, Ukraine—... Lenin’s statues and Communist
symbols and slogans stll adorn this town, as they do
Kiev, Ukraine’s capital.... ‘Not one statue has zbeen
removed in the entire region,’” said an engineer.”
—same paper, same page, same day :

(thanks to Guenter Lewy, Washington, D.C.) /(

R ULES ARE RULES: A man is convicted of murder
and condemned to death. Suddenly, days before his
scheduled execution, new evidence emerges casting
serious doubt on the credibility of the original convic-
tion. So the executon is delayed while the court consid-
ers the new evidence, right? Not so fast. According to 2
recent ruling by an appellate panel in the case of Texas
death-row inmate Leonel T. Herrera, “Herrera’s ‘actual
innocence’ claim does not allege a ground upon which
habeas relief can be granted.” In other words, from 2
procedural standpoint, Herrera’s guilt or innocence is
irrelevant. If this opinion is upheld by the Supreme
Court, 2 possibly innocent man will die for the sake of
the integrity of the Texas criminal justice system. We are
all called upon to make sacrifices for the public good.
This one seems a bit extreme. *

The truth about Japan’s teens.

CLIFF NOTES

By Bruce S. Feiler

uring 2 recent Cross-country tour to promote
a book about my year as a teacher in rural
Japan, the largest number of questons I
received revolved around the topic of death.

| What Americans wanted to know was if Japanese

companies are so- efficient, why do their employees
work themselves to death? And if Japanese schools are
so successful, why do their students commit suicide so
often?
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You can understand why Americans might think
Japan’s deadly work habits a problem. The news media
are constantly running stories about the japanese phe-
nomenon of karoshi, literally translated as death from
excessive work. This term, invented by the Ministry of
Labor in the late 1980s, allows the government to pro-
vide compensation to the families of workers who die
from heart attacks or other diseases caused by working
long hours. But despite the outpouring in the American
press, including recent stories on CNN, “20/20,” and in
The Washington Post, only thirty cases qualified as karoshi
in 1990, a figure that U.S. Labor Department researchers
suggest pales in comparison to the number of Americans
who die from work-related stress every year.

ut the more persistent myth is the suicidal ten-

dencies of Japan’s overpressured students. The

supposedly excessive work habits of the

Japanese are believed to be fostered in schools,
where students attend classes five-and-a-half days a week,
up to 250 days a year. Students in the system are widely
depicted as being under such pressure to perform and
pass university entrance exams that they kill themselves
at inhuman rates. Again, press reports corroborate these
impressions. In Japan “teen suicides and the relentless
pressure to succeed are well-documented,” declares The
New York Times (March 24, 1991). “Japan’s demanding
education system causes teen suicides,” agrees The Wash-
ington Post (March 9, 1990). The suicide rate in Japan is
“unusually high,” warns The Seattle Times (June 11, 1990).
Whenever so many people agree on a story without cit-
ing a source, a simple check of the facts is in order.

According to the World Health Organization, the
overall suicide rate in Japan is one-third higher than in
the United States, placing it just under the top ten
countries in the world in selfinflicted death. Among
Jjuveniles, however, the figures tell a different story. In
1989, 1,407 Japanese between the ages of 15 and 24
committed suicide, for a rate of 7.5 for every 100,000.
In the United States, 4,929 people in this age group
took their own lives, producing 2 rate that is 75 percent
higher than in Japan. Among those under 13, the U.S.
rate was twice as high. In a broader comparison, China,
the Soviet Union, Germany (¥RG), Denmark, Bulgaria,
and Ecuador all had higher rates of youth suicides than
Japan. Canada, Australia, Switzerland, Norway, Hun-
gary, and Austria had rates more than double those in
Japan. The Finnish figure was three times higher, and
Sri Lankan juveniles took their own lives at a rate ten
times higher than their counterparts in Japan.

If these figures are so clear, why does the image of the
suicidal Japanese prevail? One reason is the myth of the
kamikaze spirit. Like their prototype General Tojo and
their hero Yukio Mishima, the Japanese are often por-
trayed as warriors, schemers, and group fanatics who
devote themselves obsessively to achieving their goals
and kill themselves if their plans are thwarted or their
company stock loses value. A second reason, closely
related to the first, is that most of the American media
seem content to rehash these outdated images of Japan

without regard to the facts of a changing population. A
recent article by Colman McCarthy in The Washington
Post, for example, derided the Japanese as “eighty-hour-
a-week stffs” and said the result was “workplace hari-
kari.” This turn of phrase neatly tried to combine both
Japanese stereotypes.

Finally, and most troubling, Americans seem to use
images like these to perpetuate the myth that the
Japanese are exotic and so inextricably different from
us that we could not possibly learn from them. Japanese
schools in particular have many problems, including
excessive regulations and a lingering disrespect for
diversity, but turning students into hard-working, pro-
ductive citizens is one of their undisputed strengths.
Producing stereotypes is one of ours. y
BRUCE S. FEILER is the author of Learning to Bow: An
American Teacher in a Japanese School (Ticknor & Fields).

Paul Tsongas’s will to power.

HE PURITAN

By Sidney Blumenthal

aul Tsongas, the self-proclaimed moderate, is 2

zealot. He is on a mission of personal redemp-

tion that holds out redemption to the voters as

well if only they will recognize his superior virtue.
“Atleast I'm honest,” he replied to Bill Clinton, who had
accused him of being “perfect.” By pulling the lever for
Tsongas, by offering up the gesture of belief in him and
his thin bible, we can ascend to a2 new level of “spiritual-
ity,” as the candidate promised in his New Hampshire
victory speech. With his wins in Maryland and Washing-
ton state on March 3, his narrow messianism tailored for
the suburbs has now carried him further than anyone,
even Tsongas himself, had ever expected.

From the moment of its initial success, Tsongas’s
campaign has been wrapped in 2 mythology: his re-
covery from cancer leading to both personal and intel-
lectual renewal. Thus he presented his post-cancer
epiphany, his insight that the Democratic Party could
be revived only if it swallowed his “pro-business” pre-
scription. Not only the Democrats, but America itself,
needed to be put into an intensive care unit.

But the essence of this mythology—his revelation
brought by suffering that can lead to salvation—is only
half wrue. No one can deny or fail to be moved by
Tsongas's psychological renewal in the face of illness.
But it did not have any political or intellectual parallel.
Today's Tsongas is yesterday’s Tsongas with 2 more com-
pelling personal history. I remember visiting him eleven
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years ago, in his large Victorian house in Lowell, and lis-
tening as he spelled out his views, which are virtually
identical to what they are now: hostility to the Demo-
crats’ “disrespect for the private sector” and mild disap-
proval of Reagan. “If you could have had Reagan elected
and Carter sworn in,” he said, “vou would have had the
best of both worlds.” Tsongas’s entrance into presiden-
tial politics is not so much the act of someone who has
glimpsed a prophetic light as it is Rip Van Winkle-like—
an awakening into a strange world. Tsongas missed
much of the 1980s, and he wishes to restage it on his own
terms. He is certain that he is the better manager than
Bush, a truer successor to both Reagan and Carter.

songas presents himself as the tolerant wise

man. But in fact, his unassuming demeanor

and self-deprecating wit are the mask of puri-

tanism. The son of immigrants who assumed
the mantle of the Yankee legacy is what Randolph
Bourne once described as “a true Puritan.” “The wue
Puritan,” he wrote in 1917 in “The Puritan’s Will to
Power,” “is at once the most unselfish and the most self-
righteous of men. To the true Puritan the beauty of
unselfishness lies in his being able to enforce it on oth-
ers.” Tsongas’s self-effacement is 2 form of domination.
His goal is not the pursuit of happiness, but the pursuit
of pride. The others, obvious in their ambition, are pro-
fane bv comparison. And the cancer makes his strategic
moral positioning almost unassailable. He uses his ill-
ness not only as metwaphor but as a passive aggressive
defense. When pressed about his pro-nuclear power
stand by a student, Tsongas snapped. “Don’t lecture me
about cancer ™—a peculiar appeal to authority.

“The problem with Paul is not his insincerity. It’s his
sincerity,” said William Taupier, the former city man-
ager of Lowell, who is now a real estate broker. “He
really believes he has the answer. The implication is that
the others are not honest. That’s the one thing in Paul’s
political personality that’s most repugnant. I find it dif-
ficult to deal with the fact that when you disagree with
Paul, it’s immoral.”

Tsongas is part of an unexamined realignment. As
working-class whites defected from the Democrats,
upscale liberal Republicans, like Tsongas, entered. He
has been a very lucky politician, winning races for the
House and the Senate against wounded opponents. In
the constellation of Massachusetts politicians, Tsongas
was allowed to occupy 2 unique slot as a contrarian.
Unlike Dukakis, he did not have to struggle to build
coalitions of the urban and suburban, the blue and
white collars, to govern a fractious state. Dukakis’s
defeat in 1982 had forced him to reconstruct the party,
even if his approach was mechanical. His underlying
rigidity remained, but he was a2 far more politically
encompassing figure than Tsongas, who, despite his
humor, is as arrogant as Dukakis. Unlike Ted Kennedy,
Tsongas carried no burden of the fragmenting national
party. And he never had to deal directly with the tan-
gled politics of race, like Boston Mayors Kevin White
and Ray Flynn. Rather, Tsongas cast himself as the “pro-

business” gadfly, positioned beyond the muddie of the
others, whose labors allowed him the luxury of his
stance. The Democratic Party was largely irrelevant to
him, except as 2 foil.

Whatever publicity he gained nationally, he remained

. the most important politician in Lowell. Even as 2 sena-

tor, he embroiled himself in the minutiae of the city
council and school board. His claim to have single-
handedly revitalized the aged mill town, particularly
through his sponsorship of the Lowell National Urban
Park, was his ultimate point of pride. After his recovery,
anxious about his family’s financial security if he were
to die, Tsongas joined a State Street law firm, Foley,
Hoag & Eliot, which paid him more than $200,000 2
year, according to The Wall Street Journal. His fund-raiser,
Nick Rizzo, acted as his agent in getting the distin-
guished former senator appointments to 2 number of
corporate boards, which brought him more than
$120,000 a year in director’s fees, according to The New
York Times. As a lobbyist, Tsongas exercised his influence
for a wide range of corporate clients. For $3,000 2
month, he was hired by Michael Milken’s Drexel Burn-
ham Lambert to introduce Drexel to Massachusetts offi-
cials, according to the Journal

Running for the presidency had been Tsongas’s plan
since he had come into the Senate. He was more ambi-
tous than most, though he shrouded his drive with
moralism. With his recovery from cancer, he felt the
urgency of time. Though no one really gave him a
chance, he was hailed for his courage. But his profes-
sion as a lobbyist casts in a different light his decision to
run early. Tsongas is no longer “pro-business” in 2 disin-
terested way; he is in business. It is indeed easy for 2 lob-
byist to run because it is an advertisement, especially if
the platform is “pro-business.” Yet there is also an
integrity to what Tsongas is saying that has greaty
helped him. Voters immediately sense that he is natural
in his rhetoric, not having contrived it for this purpose.
What they have not fully grasped is that he now has the
clients to match his convictions and that this provides
his underlying consistency.

Even before the onset of Clinton’s adversities,
Tsongas had cast himself as the one who tells the hard
truths. His “Call to Economic Arms” was an emblem of
his thoughtfulness, though it was written in a didactic,
simple, even sometimes simpleminded manner. In con-
trast to the consummate politician Clinton, Tsongas has
emerged as the anti-politics candidate. In this he is a
symbolic candidate, a triumph of imagery—riding the
slick wave of the new simplicity. The candidate who, in a2
televised debate, asked 2all the others to “raise your
hand” to renounce negative advertising was the first to
use it. For a Democrat, his pro-business stance seems
fresh, but it is as polished 2 stance as any of Clinton’s. If
Tsongas's lines emanated from Bush’s mouth, he would
be excoriated as a Hoover. If any Republican had
Tsongas’s client list, he would be hounded by the press
for conflicts of interest. But Tsongas has succeeded in
mystifying the demystified. With him, less is more.

His vision for the country’s future is prosaic: Lowell,
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his own Massachusetts miracle. His hometown reflects
his own story, 2 city with “what had seemed a mar-
ginal future” that is now “a national model of urban
renaissance.” But since 1985, when trouble hit the high-
tech industries, Lowell has faced the same problems of
decline that have plagued the rest of Massachusetts. All
the economic projects that Tsongas worked on in Low-
ell, from the downtown hotel to the Wang training cen-
ter, have in fact failed. Tsongasism in one city is a curi-
ous, downsized parody of Dukakisism in one state.

Tsongas’s wins are premised on 2 narrow con-
stituency of affluent, suburban new class voters. He 1s
not a coalition candidate, never having built 2 political
coalition in his long career. When he describes a coali-
tion he uses the familiar categories of primarily upper-
middle-class constituency groups: feminists, environ-
mentalists, business, gays. Tsongas, however, makes litde
effort to build a broader coalition because he has littde
idea of 2 broader party. His opposition to a middle-class
tax cut may appeal to his base but shows disdain for
those who might marginally benefit from the measure
and for the notion of more economic equality. He also
fails to grasp the politics behind it, the need to win back
alienated working-class voters, especially whites. The cut
may not amount to much as economics, but it may be
that only by means of politics that society can be made
more whole.

Tsongas's attraction for the affluent is that he is more
honest, more real, more thoughtful—all signs that he is
less political. But on race, welfare, crime, and class
inequality—all the truly formidable issues that must be
at the center of any debate about reforming the coun-
try—Tsongas has little to say. He permits his rhetoric of
sacrifice to do his political work. Uttering his sound
bite—“No more Santa Claus™—has been enough to
turn many of the well-educated into believers. His mini-
mal idea of the party’s role in remaking society is
equaled by his minimal conception of the presidency.
“My only job as president is to make the economy
grow,” he has said. His pinched sense of the social com-
pact—which he presents as novel—is traditional in its
anti-political subtext. It is what Republican businessmen
have always held against the Democrats since Rooseveit.

ike Pat Buchanan, Tsongas is running against
. Bush as a betrayer of his legacy. For the liberal
Republican, however, it is a different and earlier
legacy: that of the old Yankee. Tsongas assails
Bush as inauthentic; he promises to be Bush with a rud-
der. Unlike George, he has mounted a campaign that
Prescott Bush would have been proud of. But, in the
end, the social problems of the country are not subject
to sheer management. The ultimate contest, moreover,
is not even of plan versus plan; nor is it a test of personal
virtue. Individual reform—personal redemption—will
not be sufficient. Only the unholy practice of politics
offers the slightest hope of salvation. But it may be that
the suburban Democratic electorate, in a demonstration
of collective rectitude, will prefer to seek shelter with the
Puritan who holds out the illusion of the hard truth. ®
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And then there were three

WASHINGTON, DC

Clinton gets blacks, Tsongas the suburbs . . .

LEVEN states have now chosen theirdel-

egates to the Democratic convention in
New York in July. The winner has yet to
emerge, but the race for the nomination is
beginning to throw up clear patterns of vot-
ing across the nation, from Utah to Georgia.
These tell their own story.

The Democratic party may be divided
into four components—blacks, white blue-
collar voters in the north-east and mid-west,
white blue-collar voters in the south {(the
“Bubbas”, of whom the 1992 race has al-
ready heard 100 much), and white suburban
liberals. On the evidence so far, it is plain
that Bill Clinton is sweeping the votes of
those blacks who turn out (he 1s also, if Colo-
rado is a guide, sweeping the Hispanic
vote). In Georgia, where he gained 58% of
the total vote—the biggest share won by a
single candidate in any race so far—he also,
according to exit polls, won more than 70%
of the black vote, compared with around
25% for Paul Tsongas. In Maryland, where
Mr Tsongas won statewide by six points, Mr
Clinton seems to have won about 50% of the
black vote to around 30% for Mr Tsongas.

Since the next primaries are mainly in
the south (South Carolina on March 7th and
five other southern states on March 10th, Su-
per Tuesday), where blacks make up a large
proportion of the Democratic vote, Mr
Clinton can look forward to more good
times. Similarly, if Georgia is typical of the
south, Mr Clinton is going to dowell among
the Bubbas and win Texas on Super Tues-
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day in a canter.

Mr Tsongas’s strength is no less easy to
divine; it is among suburban white liberals.
He won their vote in New Hampshire and
again in Maryland. In Montgomery county,
Maryland (the affluent northern suburbs of
Washington, DC), Mr Tsongas beat Mr Clin-
ton by 50% to 24%. Across the state, exit polis
show that he beat Mr Clinton by large mar-
gins among voters with annual incomes
over $50,000.

In Gwinnett county, Atlanta’s white
northern suburbs, Mr Tsongas got 34% of
the vote, within shouting distance of Mr
Clinton’s 45%. His performance in Atlanta’s
suburbs gives his campaign hope that it can

... Brown,what he can

upset Mr Clinton in Florida, whose Demo-
cratic voters tend to be whiter, richer and
more liberal than anywhere else in the
south. A new poll in the Miami Herald has
Mr Tsongas closing to within five points of
Mr Clinton in the state, although Mr Clin-
ton has long been better organised.

The bad news for Mr Tsongas is that the
white suburban vote may no longer be his
alone. In Colorado, Jerry Brown, the victor,
ran virtually even with Mr Tsongas among
voters with a graduate degree. He beat Mr
Tsongas easily among younger, affluent vot-
ers in the state. It is probable, for example,
that he got the votes of the younger academ-
ics at the University of Colorado in Boulder,
where Mr Brown’s spaciness wouid be con-
sidered quite tame. Their older colleagues
probably voted for Mr Tsongas.

Mr Brown campaigned hard in Colo-
rado. With its crowd of Californian exiles
and its vaguely alternative cuiture, at least
among Democratic voters, this was natural
territory for him. On March 3rd there was
not much evidence outside Colorado that
he was doing well in the suburbs (he was
hammered in Gwinnett and Montgomery
counties). But his anti-establishment poli-
tics, coupled with his green tinge (he has
wounded Mr Tsongas by painting him as a
booster of nuclear power), will find sup-
porters elsewhere, especially in the over-
whelmingly white and liberal “northern
tier” states of the mid-west and west. He did
surprisingly well in the Washington state
caucuses, and can look forward to good re-
sults in Wisconsin on April 7th and Oregon
on May 19th—all of which is likely to keep
him alive for the California primary on
June 2nd, when he and Mr Tsongas could
split the suburban vote.

That leaves the white blue-collarworkers
of the north-east and mid-west. These voters
are still unionised but, at least in the 1980s,
increasingly “conservative” on economic
issues. Many defected to Ronald Reagan;
under George Bush they have started todrift
back. This is the part of the old Democratic
coalition that has barely been heard from so
far. In both New Hampshire and Maryland
they seem to have preferred Mr Clinton to
Mr Tsongas, but neither state is an adequate
test. That is why the primaries on March
17th in Michigan and Illinois are now so
crucial; it is there that white ethnic voters
will hold the key. In neither state is Mr
Tsongas or Mr Clinton a natural favourite.

Two months ago, before New Hamp-
shire, Mr Harkin might have been expected
to do well in Michigan, where he has the
backing of big industrial trade unions. He
has kept his challenge alive, just, by tapping
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union support in Minnesota, where he won
the caucuses on March 3rd. But his cam-
paign is running out of money, and he will
have a lousy Super Tuesday; it is hard to see
him making much of a showing from now
on.
The same is true of Bob Kerrey. The par-
ty’s golden boy of old is now the “vulture”
candidate, waiting for something to ruin ei-
ther Mr Clinton or Mr Tsongas. Mr Kerrey
spent a day in Georgia telling everyone that
Mr Clinton was unelectable; then trum-
peted a “western” strategy, which imploded
when he ran a poor fourth in Colorado;
then predicted that he could win the Ari-
zona caucuses on March 7th; and has now
returned to Washington, b, with all hisap-
pointments cancelled, a clear sign that his
campaign may soon end.

Exit polls show, nonetheless, that Mr
Kerrey’s message about Mr Clinton’s weak-
ness has some force. The long month that
Mir Clinton spent fighting allegations about
infidelity and draft-dodging has taken its
toll. People may not be voting against him,
but in poll after poll it is clear that perhaps
40% of those who supporthim dosowith no
great enthusiasm. As Mr Clinton starts to
plan his move from the south to the Great
Lakes, it will be worth seeing whether he
tries to win support by appealing to old-
fashioned New Deal and protectionist sen-
timent there. The more cynical Clinton-

watchers have been expecting this move for
weeks; to be fair to him, he has not yet made
it. But Mr Clinton never met a voter whom
he did not like, nor one whose deepest con-
cerns were not, quite by chance, his own.

The Buchanan campaign

California, here
we come?

ATLANTA
“THE lights, my friends,” Patrick Bu-
chanan told the admirers of his per-
formance in Georgia’s Republican primary,
“are burning late in the chanceries of the
eastern liberal establishment tonight.” No
doubt they were. Mr Buchanan and his
rebel right-wing campaign are jubilant over
the 36% of the Republican vote be won on
March 3rd, just one percentage point short
of his extraordinary showing in New
Hampshire two weeks earlier.

As he headed off, bull-like, for the south-
ern Super Tuesday states, the talk was even
of winning one of them—maybe Louisiana,
or Mississippi. This, Mr Buchanan’s boost-
ers maintain, would keep his campaign go-
ing into the summer. Then, the race’s most
tempting fruit—the California primary—

Polo-neck politics

NLY Jerry Brown could claim that

his campaign “has the momen-
tum of a bullet train”. Hyperbole has
served him well in the past. Now the vot-
ers of Colorado have given his “insur-
gent carpaign to take back America” a
pat on the back. He won Tuesday’s pri-
mary there with 32% of the vote, and
camesecond in Utah with 28%.

These results are worth noting. Mr
Brown, who refuses to accept contribu-~
tions above $100, has spent little on ad-
vertising, and the “free” media have
hardly treated him with respect. Even
the Los Angeles Times put the announce-
ment of his candidacy on its inside
pages. No politician of standing in Colo-
rado {or, for that matter, in America) has
endorsed him.

To go further, Mr Brown now has to
conquer two formidable disadvantages:
his “moonbeam™ image and his lack of
organisation. The polo-neck sweaters re-
main, together with the endless repe-
tition of his free 800 number. But he has
broadened his message, with fewer rants
about Washington’s “cancerous poli-
tics” and more references to his two

terms as governor of California, the na-
tion’s biggest state, where he “created
more new jobs than all my opponents,
Democrat and Republican, combined.”

Organisation is a bigger problem. Mr
Brown’s headquarters in Santa Monica
have an amateurish air. When cheques
come in, they sometimes go uncashed.
There is plenty of wide-eyed enthusiasm,
but precious little planning. For in-
stance, Mr Brown, who championed mi-
norities during his governorship, has so
far failed to win much of the black vote,
despite saying that he would ask Jesse
Jackson to be his running-mate.

Indeed, mimicking Mr Jackson’s
achievement in 1988 might prove to be
Mr Brown’s most realistic goal. Like Mr
Jackson, he cannot win the nomination;
but he can build a constituency big
enough to push an issue (political re-
form) into the election. If no front-run-
ner emerges for the convention in New
York, Mr Brown, no stranger t
backroom politics, could be 2
powerbroker of sorts. If he does not get
what he wants, he might even run as a
third-party candidate.

That rebel smirk .
: /

would be there for the plucking.
California’s conservatives have long
treated Mr Bush with disdain. Now the
state’s favourite conservative, Ronald Rea-
gan, seems to do so as well. (“Sources close
to” Mr Reagan tell newspapers that Mr
Bush does not stand for anything; he hasen-
dorsed Mr Bush only grudgingly.) In the
1988 presidential election Mr Bush beat Mi-
chael Dukakis in California by a mere
300,000 votes. Mr Buchanan’s men dream
that a strong showing by their hero in the
primary might send Mr Bush crashing.
Nonetheless, Mr Buchanan’s high-water
mark has probably come with his showing
in the primaries on March 3rd. He has won
few convention delegates. Despite his de-
scription of Mr Bush’s policies as “near

* beer” (the stuff they used to serve in the bars

of St Louis when Mr Buchanan was a cub
reporter), success for the president in the
south’s two most populous states, Texasand
Florida, is certain and his nomination in
August still seems all but assured.

Even Mr Buchanan’s successes can tar-
nish when examined. In South Dakota,
where Mr Buchanan was not running, 31%
of Republicans marked their ballots as “un-
committed”. In Georgia Mr Buchanan
spent $390,000 (nearly twice as much as Mr
Bush) broadcasting his message. In one tele-
vision advertisement he railed against the
latest civil-rights bill. In another he
lambasted homosexuality and state-subsi-
dised “pomographic” work. (“I don’t care
what they do in their garrets,” he told the
state legislature, “with their precious bodily
fluids and their bull-whips.”)

Despite these efforts, he won only a few
more percentage points in Georgia than Mr
Uncommitted in South Dakota. Again, in
the Colorado and Maryland primaries on
March 3rd, where he did not campaign, Mr
Buchanan won 30% of the Republican vote.
His success seems to rest on protest rather
than his own m

The question the Bush camp must ask it-
self is how much of the Buchanan protest
vote will transfer to a Democrat in Novem-
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ber. They can draw some comfort, even
from Georgia. With his 64% in the Georgia
primary, Mr Bush won more votes than he
did in the 1988 general election. Georgia has
never had a Republican governor, and only
one (one-term)senator. On March 3rd, how-
ever, nearly half of the state’s primary voters
chose the Republican ballot, compared
with 34% in 1980. This should alarm Demo-
crats thinking about November.

Yet in Maryland there were also danger
signs for Mr Bush. According to one Demo-
cratic-consultant, an exit-poll there showed
85% of Buchanan voters favouring any
Democrat over Mr Bush in a general elec-
tion in November. Once Mr Bush’s team
gets to work on “defining” his Democratic
opponent, those numbers will surely go
down. But they will remind the president of
the fate of two recent predecessors—Gerald
Ford and jimmy Carter—who both fought
off strong challenges for their party’s nomi-
nation, only to lose the November election.

Tax breaks

Dismal swamp

WASHINGTON, DC

T HAS become a cynical ritual, full of
sound bites, signifying nothing. Both
Congress and the Bush administration
promise tax breaks for the beloved “middle
class”. Each knows its preferred measure
will not get past the other. Both think they
will thereby have scored a political point.
The ritual began with George Bush’s
“state of the union” speech in late January.
Mr Bush announced various measures t0
stimulate America’s economy, not least by
putting some money back into the pockets
of the middle class. Central to the plan wasa
$500-a-year tax credit for every child a fam-

And $500 a year for you, right?
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jlv has—in effect, a child benefit. He chal-
lenged Congress to enact his plans by
March 20th. Advantage Bush.

The president’s mistake was to exclude
the credit from the tax bill that loyal Repub-
licans introduced in Congress. Mr Bush’s
men saw, rightly, that getting the credit past
Congress without raising taxes on the rich to
pay for it would scupper his other, less con-
tentious, proposais. But this allowed Patrick
Buchanan to seize upon Mr Bush’s sup-
posed turnabout and make it 2 central, and
successful, theme of his campaign.

The Democrats t00, were anxious to re-
claim the issue of “tax fairness™ for them-
selves. Dan Rostenkowski, the Democratic
chairman of the House Ways and Means
Committee, and 2 man no tax bill may by-
pass, faces an uncomfortable primary elec-
tion on March 17th in his Chicago district.
His constituents had told him they would
like more money, and Mr Rostenkowski is
alert to their desires. So he fashioned a na-
tional tax bill, which promised a middle-
class tax break of $200 for individuals and
$400 for families.

On March 3rd a tax plan also emerged
from the Senate Finance Committee, which
is headed by a conservative Democrat,
Lloyd Bentsen. This bore a striking likeness
to Mr Bush’s proposals. For instance, the
committee backs tax breaks for investment
and proposes a cut in the capital-gains tax
(by indexing capital gains to inflation). The
Senate’s plan, like the one from the White
House, gives a tax break to families with
children, rather than to all middle-income
taxpayers. Indeed its tax credit—at $300 a
family—is smaller than Mr Bush’s. And it
does not benefit those poor Americans who
do not pay enough tax from which to be ex-
empted.

Both the House and Senate proposals,
however, contain an element that is pure
poison to an election-year White House.

They soak the rich to pay for tax credits—
principally by raising the top rate of income
tax from 31% to 35-36%. The president could
not possibly agree to that. In his new confes-
sional mood, Mr Bush has admitted that
raising taxes in the 1990 budget deal was 2
ghastly political mistake. The minimum tax
increase that Congress and the Democrats
now say they will hold out for is 2 10% extra
tax surcharge on millionaires, which would
impoverish the latter collectively by a mere
$7 billion over five vears. Mr Bush would
not dare agree even to that. So he will veto
any bill Congress passes, which is just what
Congress wants in order to paint Mr Bush as
the enemy of the plain American.

There is only one way now for a “mid-
dle-class” tax break to get enacted this year:
collusion between Congressand the admin-
istration to scrap the few disciplines of the
1990 budget agreement. Then savings from
defence cuts could go to pay for tax breaks.
Currently, such savings would have to go to-
wards cutting the budget deficit. The danger
of scrapping the 1990 deal, as many conser-
vatives see 1t, is that an orgy of spending—
and then taxing—would follow. Next week
the two most powerful people in the budget
process—Richard Darman, the administra-
tion’s budget director, and Robert Byrd,
chairman of the Senate Appropriations
Committee—are due to get together. These
men were the architects of the 1990 deal.
Will they scrap it now, and risk making con-
servatives even angrier?

Industrial policy
Competitive
again

WASHINGTON, DC

VEN competitiveness councils have to

compete. That is why America has three
of them, all beavering away on schemes t©
keep the country up with the international
Joneses—or, rather, the Toyotas. One, bring-
ing together government officials, is headed
by Dan Quayle; another, the first of the spe-
cies, was started by Ronald Reagan in 1986,
and comes from the private sector. It is the
third, however, that promises to be the most
influential: the Competitiveness Policy
Council, set up jointly by the President and
Congress, and consisting of a 12-strong
group from business, government, universi-
ties and labour organisations. On ‘March
4th it released its first annual report. This
could well mark the return to respectability
of two words that became dirty in the 1980s:
industrial policy.

The council is chaired by Fred Bergsten,
an economist who worked at the Treasury
under Jimmy Carter and now runs his own
think-tank, the Institute for International
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Economics. He provides the intellectual
credibility, while practical men are repre-
sented by peopie like Rand Araskog, chair-
man of ITT, a big conglomerate, and Lynn
Williams, head of the steelworkers’ union.
In part, the council’s report—explained this
week to every politician Mr Bergsten could
find in Washington—is reacting to what it
thinks is a changed public mood about eco-
nomic policy; a rejection of quick fixes in
preference for longer-term yet still interven-
tionist measures. Inevitably, it is also an at-
tempt to shape that mood.

Mr Bergsten’s report is refreshingly clear
about what the test of competitiveness is
and where efforts to improve it must begin.
Unconventionally, it rejects the trade deficit
as a test: after all, that could easily be bal-
anced by methods that would make Ameri-
cans poorer. The council’s chosen test is a
rising and sustainable standard of living for
Americans, provided by strong growth in
productivity. Deliberately, it makes trade
the last of its seven areas for action on the
ground that America’s problems originate
athome, not abroad and that protectionism
will worsen those problems, not solve them.

Macroeconomic policy is where the ba-
sic solutions begin. The council favours not
Jjust cutting the federal budget deficit but
moving toasurplus to help rebuild national
savings and release the resources for invest-
ment. After that imaginative leap, it advo-
cates changes in tax policies to remove “per-
verse incentives” that discourage private
savings and that, in the 1980s, pushed
money into unproductive areas like prop-
erty. It wants more government spending
on infrastructure and tighter standards in
education.

The most controversial proposal, how-
ever, is for an industrial policy. The report is
somewhat vague about what this might con-
sist of, but it uses phrases familiar from the
Democratic primary campaigns of Bill
Clinton and Paul Tsongas. Currently, gov-
ernment policies towards industry are ad
hoc; they must become more coherent and
50 less prone to arbitrary decisions made on
political grounds.

To achieve this goal, the council wants
the government to hand industrial policy to
aspecific agency, rather than dispersing itas
at present; it suggests a reinforced Com-
merce Department, or the International
Trade Commission. Quite what this body
would do is left vague: lots of research; pro-
jections of the future course of importantin-
dustries; the production of “visions” of
what a better course might be. The only pro-
posal for concrete action is to put govern-
ment money into some “pre-competitive”
technologies, to help industry develop
products it might otherwise neglect.

As is usually pointed out in such reports,
America has long had successful industrial
policies for defence and space. So why not
for other industries? The trouble is that in

those cases there were and are clear objec-
tives and a single, identifiable client for the
policy: the government itseif. In other in-
dustries the special pleading is special; how-
ever coherent the administrative view, frag-
mented politics is prone to take over. Itison
this problem that Mr Bergsten’s council,
along with other industriai-policy advo-
cates, will have to be convincing.

Black and blue

LOS ANGELES

VERY American has the right to a fair

trial; but what if most of the country
thinks it has witnessed the accused commit-
ting the crime? That is the justification for
the extraordinary course of the trial of four
Los Angeles policemen accused of assauit-
ing Rodney King, a black motorist. One year
ago, an amateur cameraman filmed Mr
King being clubbed, kicked and attacked
with a stun gun by several policemen, all
whitey in a Los Angeles street. The scenes
were shown repeatedly on national
television.

The trial, which begins on March 5th,
has been moved to Ventura county, a pros-
perous suburb, where only one in 50 of the
inhabitants is black (againstonein 10in Los
Angeles county). Questionnaires were sent
to 250 potential jurors, asking them about
their reactions to the videotape, the Los An-
geles Police Department and its controver-
sial chief, Daryl Gates. The seven men and
five women eventually selected include one
Hispanic woman, whose young son hopes

to become a policeman, and one Filipina
woman.

Both the defence and the prosecution
say they are happy with the result. The trial,
which should last at least 2 month, may in-
volve 175 witnesses and is sure to generate
more controversy. The defence case may not
be as hopeless as it first seems. The film re-
corded only the later stages of the arrest of
Mr King, who was both drunk and on pa-
role at the time. (The police maintained he
was speeding, but no charges were ever
brought.) Most of the apparent blows were
delivered by only two of the officers. One of
the accused was commended earlier in his
career for giving the kiss of life to a black car—
rier of AIDS.

At the heart of the trial will be the culture
of the Los Angeles Police Department/and
itseffecton zhe city’s deteriorating race rela-
tions. Under Mr Gates, the department be-
came one of the most efficient crime fighters
in America; it also picked up a reputation
for brutality and racism, which has already
been investigated. Its insularity was helped
by provisions in the city charter that made
Mr Gates virtually unsackable.

To the relief of most politicians, Mr
Gates—who refused to step down after the
beating—has now agreed to go. The succes-
sion has been narrowed down to six men,
two of them black, and all of them more lib-
eral than the departing chief. Mr Gates will
stay on until June, hoping to defeat a ballot
initiative which would limit the police
chief’s term to ten years and would give the
mayor and council more powertosack him.
One senior councilman fears privately that
if the initiative is defeated, and if the police-
men are acquitted in Ventura, racial vio-
lence will soon erupt again.

RODNEY KING,
BEATING VICTIM

Surgeons took the out
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And lest we forget

Three memos for Super Tuesday

DALLAYS, MIAMI AND BOSTON

N MARCH 10th, “Super Tuesday”, 11

states will choose their delegates to the
national conventions. Texas, Florida and
Massachusetts matter most. We offer some
hints for the candidates.

Texas

REPUBLICAN DELEGATES: 121,
* the second biggest group to be

won. Best tip for a Republican
candidate: make Texas your
home. George Bush has done so, simply by
spending a dozen nights a year in Suite 271
at the Houstonian Hotel in Houston. Two
days after the New Hampshire primary, the
Houstonian filed for bankruptcy; but the
president is still comfortable, and among
friends. Recent polls show more than 80%
support for him. Unless he can appeal 1
uneémployed defence workers, disgruntied
by the peace dividend, Patrick Buchanan
will not make much of a showing.

DEMOCRATIC DELEGATES: 196.
Best tip for a Democratic candi-
date: first, go to the Alamo, the sa-
cred ground where early Texans
defied the Mexicans in 1836; and
second, pay a call on Jess Hay, king of the
Democratic fund-raisers, whose Rolodex, it
is said, should be cast in gold. Unhelpful
fact: Bill Clinton has got there first. Mr Clin-
ton has already captured the key endorse-
ment of Henry Cisneros, the former mayor
of San Antonio, where sits the Alamo; and
Mr Hay is solid in Mr Clinton’s comer be-
cause he likes a pro-business man as gover-
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nor of next-door Arkansas.

Third, get the endorsement of the Mexi-
can-American Democrats. Mr Clinton did
so early, attending the MAD convention in
mid-January when everyone else was in
New Hampshire. Hispanic voters comprise
about a quarter of the state’s electorate. Only
labour remains up for grabs.

Lastly, if you favour a petrol tax, don’t
mention it. Paul Tsongas would do well to
blank out that passage in his “Call to Eco-
nomic Arms”.

Florida

The following tips apply to all candidates.
Be nice to old folk; do whatever you can to
get on television; and, in general, win New
Hampshire. The winner in that primary
usually rolls on through Florida on a wave
of exposure on the network news, although
“Junior Tuesday” has altered the scenea bit.

REPUBLICAN DELEGATES: 97.

Best tip fora Republican candi-

date: put your son in Miami,

where he can build up a politi-

cal network. Jeb Bush has done a good job.

Here, once again, Mr Bush is safe among

friends. In north Florida, a region bristling

with military installations and voters, the
president still gets credit for Desert Storm.

Mr Buchanan’s constituency, Republi-

cans earning below $15,000 a year, is barely

a sliver in Florida outside the Panhandle.

His only soulmates are the Cuban exiles in

Miami, who are furious with Mr Bush over

reports that the administration routinely

warned the Castro regime when exiles were
about to raid the island. Returning to the
first rule of Florida politics, the Bush cam-
paign is circulating copies of a column Mr
Buchanan wrote in 1983 suggesting that
contributing to social security (pensions)
should be made optional. That should fix
him.

DEMOCRATIC DELEGATES: 148.
Best tip for a Democratic candi-
date who has not won New
Hampshire: get the votes of Flor-
ida Democratic activists at their
party convention in December, and hang
on to them. Mr Clinton has done so, and his
juggernaut—despitesome lurches—remains
on the road. Not only is his state effort
headed by Florida’s popular lieutenant-
governor, Kenneth “Buddy” MacKay, but
Mr Clinton has the still-solid backing of 50
of the state’s 67 local party chiefs. Caveat:
party organisations in the state are notori-
ously weak. Walter Mondale also had such
support when he was hammered by Gary
Hart in 1984.

Best tip for a Democrat who has won
New Hampshire, but has also suggested
(that “Call to Economic Arms” again) that
federal spending might be cut by reducing
automatic cost-of-living increases for social
security by 1%: aim at small, potentially
friendly areas (districts in the liberal south-
east, or university towns where the young
hang out) and blanket them with 30-second
television commercials.

Do not go overboard on the swimming.

Massachusetts

REPUBLICAN DELEGATES: 38.
Republican tip: take it easy.
Missouri (47) and Tennessee
(45) each offer more Super-
Tuesday delegates. Mr Buchanan has theen-
dorsement of the tabloid Boston Herald;
but Massachusetts Republicans are notori-
ously moderate and satisfied with Mr Bush,
who conveniently comes from New Eng-
land as well as Texas.

DEMOCRATIC DELEGATES: 94.

The third prize on Super Tuesday,

but still worth winning. Demo-

cratic tip: oil that machine. In

1988, as the sitting governor, Mi-
chael Dukakis had instant organisation. Mr
Tsongas, by contrast, has run only one state-
wide race, for the Senate 14 vears ago. State
Democratic leaders have not rallied to him,
and he does not seem to fire the blood. The
drubbing Mr Dukakis received in 1988 re-
mains a painful memory. Mr Tsongas may
have to prove to the rest of the country that
he is not just another “Greek from Massa-
chusetts”; but he will have to work harder
than most favourite sons to do as well at
home as everyone expects.
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Jesse Jackson’s long shadow

T HE scene is a New York courtroom. John Gotti, the head of
the Gambino Mafia family, is on trial. Salvatore Gravano,
once his consigliere, now a stool-pigeon, is testifying against
him. Mr Gotti cracks—"It’s an outrage, it’s a dirty double-cross-
ing back-stabbing thing to do. For him to do this to me isan actof
dishonour,” he yells.

Right quote, wrong person. The ntan with the Mafiosi mouth
was not the Dapper Don at all, but Slick Willie: Bill Clinton, the
governor of Arkansas and candidate for the Democratic presi-
dential nomination. And why did he come so close to saying that
the object of his rage would soon sleep with the fishes? Because
he thought he was in danger of
losing the black vote in the Dem-
ocratic primaries, that’s why.

Mr Clinton’s outburst came
before an open microphone in 2
television studio, after an inter-
viewer had erroneously given
him the impression that Tom
Harkin, a rival of his for the
nomination, had been endorsed
by jesse Jackson. In 1984 and (es-
pecially) 1988, when he won
nearly 7m votes in Democratic
primaries, Mr Jackson had
shown himself able to mobilise
blacks for a presidential cam-
paign like no one else. Mr Clin-
ton’s outburst was twice reveal-
ing: first, in showing how
important black support is to
him; and second, in showing
how long a shadow Mr Jackson
still casts.

The unspoken assumption
behind Mr Clinton’s anger was
that, although Mr Jackson is not
running this year, the black vote
was his to dispose of—or, at the
least, that an endorsement by Mr
Jackson of someone else would
be so powerful that it would do
Mr Clinton harm. This assump-
tion of Mr Jackson’s importance was not Mr Clinton’s alone. No
sooner had he stuck his foot in his mouth than St. Paul Tsongas,
his main rival for the nomination, was airing commercials on
black radio stations saying, among much else, “Paul Tsongas
doesn’t go around attacking respected national leaders like Jesse
Jackson.” As for Mr Harkin himself, he has tried to rescue his
flagging campaign by padding through South Carolina in Mr
Jackson’s footsteps. And Jerry Brown has said that, if nominated,
he would ask Mr Jackson to be his running mate (“Jerry and
Jesse”—ithas a ring to it).

In the event, the impact of Mr Clinton’s gaffe was far smaller
than many pundits had predicted. Mr Clinton was endorsed by
Kurt Schmoke, the black mayor of Baltimore, and by the whole of
the black political establishment in Atlanta. In both Maryland
and Georgia he won the black vote easily. Offending Mr Jackson
(which Mr Clinton has done many times before) does not seem
to have done the governor much obvious harm.

Working out why that might be is a fascinating exercise. In the
absence of Mr Jackson, the message sent to black voters by the

Democratic campaign is very different from that sent when he
led his poor people’s crusades in 1984 and 1988. Both Mr Clinton
and Mr Tsongas believe that economic growth must precede the
elimination of inequality; both rail against 2 Washington party
establishment which they see as pledged to liberal special-inter-
est groups (code, in some parts of the country, for a party that is
00 kind to blacks). Both have had associations with groups that
are less than popular among Mr jackson’s supporters. Mr Clin-
ton used to be chairman of the Democratic Leadership Council,
a self-styled “moderate™ pressure group. Mr Tsongas is a board-
room lawyer.

At the same time, both Mr
Tsongas (with his message thatall
Americans are part of “the same
team”) and Mr Clinton (with/his
stress on the American “commu-
nity”) use language that is de-
signed to convince blacks that
they have not been forgotten.

Stirring up apathy

Both men have made vehement
and undoubtedly sincere con-
demnations of the racism that
they believe is at the heart of the
candidacy of Pat Buchanan: rac-
ism which they suspect will be a
part of George Bush’s own cam-
paign in the autumn, just as it be-
came a subliminal part of it in
the autumn of 1988. In essence,
both men are saying to blacks:
“Economically, we are more con-
servative than the Democratic
candidates, white or black,
whom you have supported in the
past—men like Hubert Hum-
phrey, Walter Mondale and Jesse
Jackson. We are not promising
anything special for vou; we
think that what is good for the
American economy as a whole is
also good for blacks. But we are
no less committed to civil rights or opposed to racism than your
heroes of years past.”

How this line sells among blacks is going to be one of the most
intriguing questions of 1992. It is hard to see how it is going 1o
bring in many more black votes for the Democrats than in 1988,
when Michael Dukakis won about 90% of the black vote. It may
woo a few economically conservative blacks who voted for Mr
Bush or abstained in 1988, but those numbers are notsignificant.

Of course, this vear’s strategy may appeal (indeed, may be de-
signed to appeal) to white voters who did not much like Mr Bush
but did not support Mr Dukakis either, because he was the candi-
date of Mr Jackson’s party. But this boost from white voters could
come at a price: its reverse may be that blacks simply do notgo to
the polls in the numbers that Democrats need to win the presi-
dential election. Without Mr Jackson in the field, the turnout in
Georgia on March 3rd was sign.iﬁcantly lower than in 1988. If
that is an omen for November—if large numbers of black voters
just withdraw from politics entirely this year—it would be bad
for the Democratic Party. It would be worse for America.
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PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

Clinton, Brown Taste First Wins;
Bush-Buchanan Duel Rolls On

Caucus states respond to Tsongas and Harkin;
Kerrey fades, then makes a graceful exit

t first glance, the results of pri-

maries and caucuses held

March 3 did little more than
maintain the status quo in each par-
ty’s presidential race.

President Bush went on beating
conservative Republican challenger
Patrick J. Buchanan but still could
not dispatch him. The Democrats had
another day of multiple winners and
maximum confusion.

But on closer review, Buchanan
could be seen scoring his first real vic-
tories by carrying counties — something
he had failed to do in February.

And in Democratic voting, the pri-
mary and caucus action in seven states
brought far more clarity to the race
than had all the preceding events.

The day’s three primaries pro-
duced three different winners — Ar-
kansas Gov. Bill Clinton in Georgia,
former Sen. Paul E. Tsongas of
Massachusetts in Maryland and for-
mer California Gov. Edmund G.
“Jerry” Brown Jr. in Colorado. For
good measure, Sen. Tom Harkin of
Iowa won caucuses in Minnesota and
Idaho, and Tsongas won the other two
in Utah and Washington.

But the day’s voting also began to
shrink the field. The lone non-winner
on March 3, Sen. Bob Kerrey of Ne-
braska, quit the race two days later.
(Story, p. 556)

And neither Brown nor Harkin is
in position to contest many of the
myriad vote tests to take place over
the next two weeks. Brown is a poorly
financed guerrilla candidate who has
succeeded by picking and choosing his
spots. Harkin is relving on labor back-
ers to keep him afloat for a last shot at
a primary victory in Illinois or Michi-
gan on March 17.

In the meantime, Clinton and
Tsongas have emerged as the clear
front-runners, each fashioning 2 mes-
sage that plays to a different constitu-

By Rhodes Cook
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ency within the party.

Tsongas’ pro-business “I'm no
Santa Claus” liberalism appgals to
upscale “Volvo Democrats.” Clinton’s
pitch to a “forgotten middle class” ap-
peals to “Chevy Democrats.” Which-
ever wins the key contests in Florida
and Texas on March 10 and Illinois on
March 17 should be well alon_g_ _the
road to nomination. (Story, p. 555)

Clinton looks to be in the driver's
seat for the battle ahead. He scored an
impressive landslide victory in Geor-
gia, which almost certainly sets the

stage for his dominance of primary -

voting in South Carolina on March 7
and most, if not all, of six other South-
ern states that cast ballots March 10.

But he also showed vote-getting
appeal outside Dixie on March 3 by
finishing a respectable second in
Maryland and Colorado. In both
states, he did well by combining the
ballots of urban minorities and small-
town whites.

That left Tsongas with the upscale
suburbs, enough of a constituency to
carry Maryland but not enough to win
Colorado — where Brown’s burgeon-
ing strength came largely at Tsongas’
expense.

On the Republican side, Bush con-
tinued to win everywhere. But, as has
been the case since New Hampshire,
he has not won that impressively any-
where.

There has been a numbing consis-
tency to the Republican primary vote,
with Bush regularly losing 25 percent
to 35 percent in almost every type of
constituency - affluent suburbs,
blue-collar mill towns, academic com-
munities or rural farm country.

That significant anti-Bush protest
vote has appeared in primaries in ev-
ery part of the country and in every
voting system. It has appeared in pri-
maries restricted to Republicans only
(Maryland) and also in primaries open
to include independents {(Colorado)
or <)>pen to any registered voter (Geor-
gia).
Still, Bush swept every county that
voted in a Republican primary or cau-
cus in February — all 10 counties in
New Hampshire, all 16 in Maine and
all 66 in South Dakota.

And on March 3, he carried all 63
counties in Colorado and all 23 coun-
ties plus the independent city of Balti-
more in Maryland.
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will conduct primaries or caucuses.

(See national tally, p. 562)

will be on many March ballots, be-
ginning with South Carolina’s on
March 7. (See chart, Weekly Re-
port, p. 422)

Polls in the first week of March
indicated that President Bush would
continue to pull two-thirds of the
vote or more, with Buchanan and
Duke dividing the remainder.

On the Democratic side, any one
candidate who can dominate the ac-
tion over these two weeks will clearly

nd now, the presidential race hits full stride. In the
11 days from March 7 through March 17, 18 states

The prizes available include more than 1.200 dele-
gates for Democrats (more than twice the number allo-
cated by voters to date) and about 600 for Republicans
{more than three times the number committed to date).

If the existing Republican pattern persists and Presi-
dent Bush wins two-thirds of the vote throughout this
period, conservative columnist Patrick J. Buchanan will
come under increasing pressure to leave the field.

But if Buchanan can win a state — or even come close
— 1t will be hard to chase him out of the later primaries.

These two weeks will also ascertain what appeal
former Louisiana state Rep. David Duke may have out-
side his home state. The former Ku Klux Klan leader

become the front-runner, if not the presumptive nominee.

Some see Arkansas Gov. Bill Clinton in that role. New
York Gov. Mario Cuomo was quoted March 6 as saying
Clinton “will be the nominee in two weeks.”

If Clinton is 10 be stopped, the three places to do it are
Florida on March 10 (Super Tuesday) and Illinois and
Michigan on March 17. Florida is the second-largest of the
11 states voting or holding party caucuses on Super Tues-
day, and it holds the greatest potential for surprise.

Closing fast, former Massachusetts Sen. Paul E.
Tsongas pulled even with Clinton at 24 percent in a poll
published March 6 in Florida newspapers affiliated with
The New York Times. One-third of the survey respon-
dents said they remained undecided.

The Florida electorate differs from that of other
Southern states, making it more difficult for Clinton to
play his regional affinity card. Florida has fewer minor-
ity voters, more Jews and Catholics, and more voters
with household incomes higher than $40,000. Florida

Eleven Days in March

Tsongas

Democrats are also more likely to be over 60, and four
out of five Floridians were not born there.

Florida Democrats went for Massachusetts’ Michael S.
Dukakis in 1988 and for Colorado’s Gary Hart in 1984;
neither had a Southern connection, but both were hot
after winning New Hampshire.

Florida is also attractive to Tsongas in that Clinton’s
organization has left few openings elsewhere in Dixie. In
Texas, Clinton has sustained a wide lead in polls, although
Tsongas may close the gap with late TV ads.

Polls have shown Clinton in control in Texas, Tennes-
see, Louisiana and Mississippi. And a procedural problem
has kept Tsongas off the ballot entirely in Oklahoma.

Tsongas also has some Super Tuesday states in the
bag. Massachusetts will vote heavily for its former senator,
and should be joined by primary voters in neighboring
Rhode lsland The caucuses in Delaware are harder to call,

likely be a big day for Clinton at the

outcome can be at least asimportant as
the results. Hart won Florida and

deemed to have disappointed expecta-

This year, perceived momentum may trigger a dou-
ble-barreled payoff in the Midwest on March 17. Illi-
nois has long held a primary in March that bridged the
early and late events in other states. This vear, Michi-
gan joined in after holding caucuses in 1988 that at-
tracted a small turnout.

After March 17, there will not be another big-state
primary until New York’s on April 7.

Also bidding for attention going into Ilinois and Michi-
gan will be former California Gov. Edmund G. “Jerry”
Brown Jr. A thin wallet has forced Brown to concentrate on
caucuses in four Western states where the magic of his
Colorado primary win might just rub off: Arizona, Wyo-
ming, Nevada and Hawaii. But each of the other candidates
has been contesting at least some of these events as well.

Local caucus actxvxty will also be continuing
throughout this period in North Dakota, where it lasts
from March 5 through 19.

as are the Missouri caucuses.

But Tsongas’ strategy is to win
Florida and wave that trophy, dis-
tracting attention from what will

delegate window.
The spin from Super Tuesday’s

Massachusetts in 1988 but was

tions by losing Georgia and Alabama.

—Ronald D. Elving

But Buchanan made a pitched ef-
fort in Georgia and punched a few
holes in the president’s Southern fire
wall. When he was sweeping Dixie on
Super Tuesday in 1988, Bush won all
159 counties in Georgia and carried
nearly three-fourths of them by a ratio
of at least 2 to 1 over his nearest rival.

But on March 3, Buchanan took 15
Georgia counties from the president and

held Bush below a 2-t0-1 victory margin
in more than three-fourths of the others.

Bush maintained the strength that
he demonstrated in 1988 among
white-collar “country club” Republi-
cans in the Atlanta area, winning 68
percent of the vote in the six counties
(Fulton, Clayton, Cobb, De Kalb,
Fayette and Gwinnett) that constitute
metropolitan Atlanta.

But outside the Atlanta area, where
Buchanan concentrated his search for
conservative swing voters, Bush’s vote
share dropped to 62 percent. And it was
lower than that in much of rural south
Georgia, where Buchanan won almost
all of his counties.

Buchanan’s New Tack
Buchanan shifted gears from New
MARCH 7,
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Kerrey Quits Race

The presidential campaign of Democratic
Sen. Bob Kerrey of Nebraska ended March 5,
leaving many puzzied as to why the person-
able Midwesterner had failed to pique voters’
interest.

When asked what he would have done dif-
ferently, Kerrey replied simply: “Something.”

And when asked if he expected to try for
the White House again, he was brief and di-
rect: “Yes,” he said.

The last phase of the Kerrey campaign
illustrated the adage that those whom the
gods would destroy, they first favor. Kerrey,
48, had enjoyed his best day of the campaign
just nine days before dropping out, winning
the South Dakota primary Feb. 25 with 40
percent of the vote.

South Dakota prompted media and political professionals to re-evalu-
ate Kerrey. Previously, his campaign had been disparaged as short on
substance and long on personal story line.

Winner of the Medal of Honor for his heroism during combat, Kerrey
was injured in Vietnam and lost part of one leg. After a lengthy rehabilita-
tion, he entered business in Omaha and become a millionaire, then he
entered politics at the statewide level and was elected to the offices of
governor and senator.

Announcing officially in Lincoln, Neb., on Sept. 30, Kerrey offered
himself as a symbol of a new generation of leaders. He called for “funda-
mental change,” but he seemed reluctant to define that message or identify
substantive positions beyond his trademark issue of national health care.

He also lacked a consistent style. He changed campaign managers in
January and shifted to a get-tough-on-trade theme in TV ads that he soon
discontinued, complaining that they had not “worked.”

Yet in this season of weak front-runners, a single primary victory in a
small-stakes state was enough to rejuvenate Kerrey’s appeal. After South
Dakota, Kerrey seemed to set the pace of the race and the tone of the
debate. He charged from state to state, trying first to make 2 mark in
Georgia and then shifting his focus to Colorado.

In Georgia he attacked Arkansas Gov. Bill Clinton’s lack of a war record,
saying the GOP would use that issue to “open him up like a soft peanut.” In
Colorado, he went after former Massachusetts Sen. Paul E. Tsongas, saying
he sounded like “the Grinch who stole Christmas.”

But on March 3, Kerrey finished fourth in both Georgia and Colorado
and sixth in Maryland, where he lost to all other candidates and the line for
uncommitted. Moreover, he trailed the pack in Minnesota, Utah, Idaho and
Washington, which held caucuses the same day. (Results, p. 557)

The Colorado primary and the caucuses may have been the most dis-
couraging,-as Kerrey had hoped to find friendlier responses once he had
crossed the Mississippi River.

But with no encouragement from any quarter and the cost of campaign-
ing coast-to-coast piling up debt, Kerrey got out while he could do so with
some gallantry.

In bowing out, Kerrey said he could support any of the Democrats in the
fall. Asked if he could be enthusiastic about Clinton, in particular, Kerrey
Said, “\781'}'.”

Referring to his remarks about Clinton’s electability, Kerrey dismissed
them as “political hyperbole” and added, “If he’s the nominee of the party,
I will campaign feverishly to make certain that he wins.”

Kerrey was the second major declared candidate to leave the race.
Virginia Gov. L. Douglas Wilder had withdrawn as a candidate on Jan. 8.

—Ronald D. Elving

556 — MARCH 7, 1992 CQ

Hampshire, dropping the economic
emphasis for a tough line on social
issues. He painted Bush as soft on
pornography and irresolute in his re-
sistance to racial hiring quotas.
Buchanan was “playing more to
the cultural stereotype of the South
than the economy,” says Emory Uni-
versity political scientist Merle Black.
Black speculates that Buchanan
might have won more votes in Georgia
if he had kept his focus on the econ-
omy. The state’s economic condition is
not as bad as New Hampshire’s, Black
says, but “it’s still in recession,” and
there is a great deal of dissatisfaction
with Bush on economic grounds.

Buchanan's social issue attacks ap- |
peared to have been pitched more to, -

conservative independents and Demo-
crats of small-town Georgia rather than
the tens of thousands of white-collar
Republicans in the Atlanta suburbs.

And they drew a hard Bush coun-
terattack that had been absent in New
Hampshire. Bush media ads singled
out some of Buchanan’s past state-
ments, including one that questioned
the ability of women to compete in the
marketplace.

That particular stab sought to ex-
ploit a wide gender gap that had de-
veloped between the two candidates in
early contests. March 3 exit polls in
Georgia by a television network con-
sortium showed that Bush ran ahead
of Buchanan by barely 10 percentage
points among men but by nearly 50
points among women.

Less clear in its effect was another
tough Bush ad that questioned Bu-
chanan’s patriotism. That ad featured
former Marine Corps Commandant
P. X. Kelley taking umbrage at Bu-
chanan’s early opposition to the Per-
sian Gulf conflict. In Muscogee
County, which includes Fort Benning,
Bush won easily. But Buchanan won
Houston County, which includes Rob-
ins Air Force Base.

On the Ground

Both candidates blanketed the
state. Buchanan barnstormed rural
Georgia in a2 bus dubbed “Asphalt
One.” Bush flew to major population
centers in Air Force One and climaxed
his campaign in Atlanta by conspicu-
ously worshiping the Sunday before
the primary at one of the largest
S_outhem Baptist churches in the re-
gion.

Still, Buchanan's weeklong blitz
netted 36 percent of the vote, only 1
percentage point less than he had
drawn in New Hampshire after 10
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March 3rd Primary & Cancus Results

Democratic caucuses

[ Republican & Democratic primaries

Republicans

Others/
Tumout Buchanan Bush Uncommitted

24 123 25.6 4.0
22 49 240 37
58 47 405 7.1
28.7 80 284 18.0
267 78 19.2 282
4.0 108 334 5.0
77 45 287 232

Democrats.
PRIMARIES
Colorado 239,441 288 26.8
Georgia 452,570 8.1 57.1
Maryland 555,184 82 33.7
CAUCUSES
idaho® 3.090 45 114
Minnesota? 50.000- 82 10.3
60,000 (est.)
Utah?® 31,638 284 18.3
’Washington* 75,000 20.8 14.1
80,000 (est.)
N%Mmmhkxdmw&ympie:ebt&:mffi&clm‘
¥ Percentage of del lected to state :
* Results from 135 ple preci Othersf:

brecks down 24.3% uncommitied, 3.9% others.

* Resulzs of primary-like balloting conducted by the state perty.
* Per age of deb lected to second tier of caucus process. Results are incompirte.

195673 300 67.5 28
451,08 357 643 —
240,895 301 69.9 —

Primary May 26
Primary April 7

Caucuses April 27
Primary May 19

weeks of campaigning.

It is an open question, though,
whether Buchanan can do better in the
upcoming Southern votefest. In Geor-
gia, he had Bush one-on-one. In South
Carolina on March 7 and five of the six
Southern primaries that vote Super
Tuesday, Bush and Buchanan will be
joined on the GOP ballot by former
Louisiana state Rep. David Duke.

Duke’s presence on the ballot is
unlikely to dramatically enlarge the
GOP primary electorate. Polls to date
show his support coming from the
same lode of anti-Bush votes that Bu-
chanan has been mining. On March
10, only Florida will provide Bu-
chanan with a clear shot at Bush (a
court allowed the GOP to bar Duke
from the ballot).

To compound the problem for Bu-
chanan, Republican winner-take-zll
primaries are beginning to dominate
the calendar.

In the February contests in New
Hampshire and South Dakota, dele-
gates were divided in proportion to
the vote. But in the March 3 prima-
ries, delegates were allocated propor-
tionately only in Colorado.
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- * ® *
March 3 Primaries: 1992 Sample Cities /Towns
(All figures are percentages, which may not add to 100 due to rounding; highest votes are in boldface)
Democrats Republicans
1988 1988
Brown Clinton Harkin Kerrey Tsongas Winner Buchanan Bush  Winner
LEADING URBAN CENTERS
Denver, Colo. 32 26 2 10 27  Jackson {45)° 28 68 Bush (79)"
Fulton (Atianta), Ga. S 51 1 - 31 Jackson (65) 28 72  Bush (57)
Baltimore, Md. 8 46 6 3 33  Jackson {53) 33 67  Bush (50)
AFFLUENT SUBURBS
Arapahoe, Colo. 28 24 2 13 30  Dukakis (50)° 28 68 Bush (80)°
Cobb, Ga. 10 44 2 7 35 Gore (46) 33 67 Bush (52)
Montgomery, Md. 7 24 6 5 50  Dukakis (51) 30 70 Bush (53)
LESS AFFLUENT SUBURBS
Adams, Colo. 25 33 3 14 21 Dukakis {(44)" 31 86 Bush (73)"
Prince George’s. Md. 7 41 6 4 35  Jackson (51) 33 67 Bush (54)
HIGH-GROWTH SUBURBS/EXURBS
Gwinnett, Ga. 10 ah 2 7 35  Gore (46) 34 66  Bush (49)
Howard, Md. 8 25 8 5 54  Dukakis (48) 30 70  Bush (48)
ACADEMIC INFLUENCE
Boulder {(U. of Colorado) 43 15 2 10 27  Dukakis {47)" 30 67 NA
Clarke (U. of Georgia at Athens) 17 34 3 7 37  Jackson (34) 35 65  Bush (45)
LIBERAL ARTS
Pitkin {Aspen), Colc. 338 12 2 12 28  Jackson {(61)° 28 83 NA
SMALLER INDUSTRIAL
Puebio, Colo. 16 51 2 13 16 Uncommitted (79)* 24 73 N/A
Whitfield (Daiton), Ga. 6 680 2 4 24  Gore (59) 39 61  Bush (54)
STRONG MILITARY INFLUENCE
El Paso {Colorado Springs), Colo. 23 28 2 11 30  Jackson (44}~ 32 67 Bush (86)"
Houston (Wamer Robins —
Robins Air Force Base), Ga. 5 €5 2 ] 16 Gore {44) 52 48  Bush (42)
Muscogee (Columbus — Fort
Benning), Ga. 4 74 2 3 14 Jackson (50) 31 69  Bush (56)
RURAL BLACK MAJORITY
Hancock, Ga. 10 69 2 2 14 Jackson (80) 41 58 Bush (72)
Taliaferro, Ga. 7 75 4 4 10 Jackson {65) 35 65  Bush (74)
HISPANIC MAJORITY
Costilia, Colo. 10 72 1 5 8  Dukakis, Jackson {37} 33 62  Bush (100)°
MOUNTAIN REPUBLICAN
Hinsdale, Colo. 35 1 4] 16 36  Uncommitted (57} ° 3¢ 58 N/A
Fannin, Ga. 7 69 2 5 15 Gore {58) 28 71. Bush (67)
Garrett, Md. ) 37 7 5 31 Dukakis {(47) 28 71 Bush {63)
WALLACE COUNTRY
Echols, Ga. 8 70 2 6 10 Gore {42) 27 73  Bush (58)
Dorchester, Md. 7 43 R 4 8 28  Dukakis (46) *2r 73 Bush (62)
* Based on coucus tally. There wes no primary in Colorado in 1968.
N/A indicotes counties for which results were not cuailoble.
As a result, Bush swept all 52 dele- and Tennessee. But Florida, Missis- Higher GOP Turnout

gates in Georgia and all 42 in Mary-
land. That meant that Buchanan won
only 8 percent of the delegates (11 of
131) who were at stake March 3 de-
spite drawing one-third of the day’s
Republican primary vote overall.

The delegate tally could be just as
lopsided on Super Tuesday. Three
states have proportional representa-
tion — Massachusetts, Rhode Island
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sippi and Oklahoma do not, and win-
ner-take-all applies in Louisiana and
Texas if one candidate wins the major-
ity of the vote. .

By the end of Super Tuesday in
1988, Bush had acquired most of the
delegates he needed o win the nomi-
nation and he could be in a similar
position after March 10 this year. (Su-
per Tuesday rules, p. 560)

The increasingly bare-knuckled
nature of the Republican nominating
contest, though, has attracted voter
interest. In New Hampshire, the GOP
turnout was more than 15,000 votes
higher than in 1988; in Maryland, the
increase was 40,000 votes, and in
Georgia the number of GOP primary
ballots cast was 50,000 votes higher
than in 1988, Omnly in South
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1,336 votes in 1988; the entire
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Dakota has the Republican
turnout decreased from 1988,
and that was the one state
where Buchanan did not
make the ballot. (The other
primary state that has voted
so far this year, Colorado, was

holding its first primary ever.) 80,000

Meanwhile, the Demo-

cratic primary turnout was up 60,000

from 1988 in New Hampshire

and Maryland but down in 40,000

South Dakota and Georgia.

Nearly complete but unof- 20,000

ficial returns showed 170,000
fewer votes were cast in the
Georgia Democratic primary
than were cast four vears ago.

The turnout of barely
450,000 on March 3 was the
lowest for a Georgia Demo-
cratic presidential primary
since 1980 and was less than
half the number that partici-
pated in Georgia’s Demo-
cratic gubernatorial primary
two vears ago.

For the first time ever,
nearly as many votes were
cast for president in the Re-
publican primary in Georgia
as in the Democratic primary.

The statewide Democratic
turnout was lower in part be-
cause the Fulton County (At-
lanta) turnout was down. Half
of Fulton’s population, and
most of its Democrats, are
black, and the county gave
more votes to Jackson alone
in 1988 than it gave the entire
field of Democrats this vear.
(In Search of the Black Vote,
this page)

The story was similar in
Georgia’s rural black belt. In
Hancock County, where the
population is -nearly 80 per-
cent black, Jackson drew

Democratic field drew barely
800 votes this year.

Clinton won in Hancock
and Fulton March 3, but in
each the turnout was down by

Fulton County, Ga. (Atlanta)
100,000 ~

In Search of the Black Vote

Primary votes in thousands

90,939

85%

7
%

B8 e P

Prince George's County, Md.
80,000

A i

Jesse Jackson easily won all three of these population
centers in the 1988 Democratic primaries. Arkansas Gov.
Bill Clinton carried all three March 3, although he drew a
smaller vote and a smaller percentage of the vote than
Jackson. The number of baliots cast decreased by one-third
from the 1988 level in Fulton County and was down by
nearly 15 percent in Baltimore. Only in Prince George's
County was the turmnout virtually the same as in 1988, and
that was due in large part to a hotly contested House
primary in Maryland's new 4th District.

% 88 Towl Dems.
BB 55 Winner (Jackson)

% ‘92 Total Dems,
B 92 Winner (Ciinton)

both of the coalition’s ele-
ments.

Something to Celebrate

Still, Clinton had reason
to celebrate his first primary
victory. He won nearly 60 per-
cent of the vote among those
who turned out, and he suc-
cessfully weathered pointed
attacks on the personal char-
acter issues that have dogged
his campaign.

Kerrey came to Atlanta af-
ter his South Dakota primary
victory and  aggressively
played up the contrast be-
tween his Vietnam service
(for which he won the Medal
of Honor) and Clinton’s draft
avoidance.

Tsongas ran radio ads that
contrasted his own respect for
Jackson with Clinton’s show
of temper when mistakenly
informed that Jackson had
endorsed another candidate.

Yet Clinton swept all parts
of Georgia — the majority-
black counties as well as those
with a military orientation.
Tsongas finished a distant
second statewide with less
than one-fourth of the vote.
Kerrey, who at one point
seemed to have the résumé to
mount a challenge to Clinton
in the South, made little ef-
fort in Georgia and ran a dis-
tant fourth. (March 3 Results,
chart, p. 557)

Tsongas ran reasonably
close to Clinton in the Atlanta
area, where non-Georgia na-
tives are most numerous.
Clinton still won there, but
his edge over Tsongas was
only 15 percentage points (48
percent to 38 percent).

But outside metropolitan
Atlanta, it was no contest. In
the cities and towns of rural
Georgia, Clinton could brag
that he was the only candi-
date without an accent, and

more than one-third from
1988.

ABC-TV News exit polls in 1988
estimated that 36 percent of the Dem-
ocratic presidential primarv vote in
Georgia was cast by blacks. This time,
exit polls (by & network consortium)
estimated that share was 29 percent.

But not all of the decrease in turn-
out was attributable to blacks. Using
the same exit polls, the number of

white primary participants also de-
clined from 1988 by more than 50,000.

“For white conservatives in Geor-
gia,” says Black, “there’s no choice in
the Democratic race.” (Primary De-
mographics, chart, p. 561)

In sum, Clinton’s smashing Geor-
gia victory could be read two ways. He
fashioned a strong biracial coalition,
but turnout was down among voters in

he ran ahead of Tsongas there
by 45 percentage points (63 percent to
18 percent). The only Georgia county
that Tsongas won was the academic
enclave of Clarke County, home of the
University of Georgia at Athens.

Maryland Story

The black turnout was not off so
dramatically in Maryland. In Balti-
more, the number of Democratic bal-
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Super Tuesday Primaries, Caucuses

Super Tuesday (March 10) is the biggest day of the presidential primary
season. Each party will have primaries in eight states — six in the South,
two in New England. Democrats in four states will also have caucuses,
including Texas, where there is both a primary and caucuses.

The ability of voters to participate in a primary or caucus varies from
state to state, as follows:

Open — Voters may participate in either party's event. There is no registration by

party.

Closed — Voters are registered by party and may only take part in their party’'s
primary or caucus.

Open * — Independents may participate in either party's primary. Voters registered
by party may only take part in their party's primary or caucus.

As for winning delegates, Democrats have proportional representation in all states,
with 15 percent of the vote needed to win a share of the district and statewide
delegates. Republicans have more variety:

PR — Proportional representation: delegates allocated to reflect candidates’ share of
popular vote

WTA — Winner-take-all; At-large delegates go to statewide winner and district
delegates to top vote-getter in congressional district

NFS — No formal system; Delegate allocation determined by participants in GOP
caucus process

The Democratic delegate total from each state does not include uncommitted
“superdelegates,” who are awarded automatic delegate slots by virtue of their party

or elected position. Republicans do not have supercelegates.

Delegates at Stake Voting GOP Delegate
Dem. GOP Procedure Allocation
Delaware caucuses 14 3 Closed NFS
Florida primary 148 97 Closed WTA
Hawaii caucuses 20 142 Closed NFS
Louisiana primary 60 38 Closed WTA 3
Massachusetts primary 94 38 Open* PR
Mississippi primary 39 33 Open WTA
Missouri caucuses 77 “ Open NFS
Oklahoma primary 45 34 Closed WTA
Rhode island primary 22 15 Open* PR
Tennessee primary 68 45 Open PR
Texas primary/caucuses (D) 196 121 Open WTA?3
* Delaware Republicans begin their caucus process with regional coucuses in April.
* Howaii Republicans held precinet coucuses in late Jenuary. No straw vote wes tahen.
s Winner-take-ali cpplies if @ condidate wins @ majority of the vote: otherwise, del are 3 in
Louisi they are divided proportionaily in Texas.
« Missouri Republicans begin their coucus process with mass meetings April 14.
» A total of 127 Democratic delegates are ot stake in the primary; 69 delegates are to be chosen to reflect the
results of ¢ coucus process beginning March 10.

lots cast was down about 15 percent
from four years ago. But in Prince
George’s County, on the outskirts of
Washington, a lively congressional pri-
mary in the new 4th District kept turn-
out roughly equivalent with 1988. Both
jurisdictions are majority-black, and
Clinton won both comfortably — albeit
with fewer votes than Jackson had.
Clinton also won rural Maryland —
the mountainous western panhandle that
is a part of Appalachia — and southern
Marvland and the Eastern Shore,
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which have a cultural affinity with Dixie.

But these diverse sectors of the
state did not provide Clinton with
enough votes to offset Tsongas’ big
lead in Maryland’s populous suburban
corridor. That swath stretches south
from Baltimore County to Montgom-
ery County (outside Washington),
with Howard and Anne Arundel coun-
ties in between. Tsongas won them all,
routing Clinton by ratios of more than
2 to 1 in Montgomery and Howard
counties. Altogether, the suburban

core provided Tsongas with a majority
of more than 50,000 votes, and he car-
ried the state by less than 40,000.

Out in the Rockies

It was widely expected that a simi-
lar constituency would enable Tsongas
to carry Colorado. But in the major
surprise of the day, Brown rallied past
Clinton and Tsongas to win his first
primary since 1976.

A week before the vote, Colorado
polls pointed to a Tsongas victory and
placed Brown in the low teens. The
polis also showed Brown on the move
as he intensively campaigned in liberal

strongholds such as the college town of '
Boulder, where one Brown rally re-

portedly attracted 4,000 people.

But it is doubtful that Browh
would have won if several events had
not broken in his direction, shifting a
number of liberal votes from Tsongas
to Brown in the closing days of the
campaign.

First, the Democratic debate in
Denver on Feb. 29 highlighted the di-
vision between Brown and Tsongas on
the nuclear power issue.

Second, Brown marshaled his lim-
ited resources for a late advertising
effort that underscored his pro-envi-
ronment credentials.

Third, Kerrev mounted a sharp
negative advertising campaign against
Tsongas that pounded away at his
weakness on the nuclear power issue.

It was perhaps emblematic of
Kerrey's hard luck that this last-ditch
effort helped Brown more than it
helped him. The Californian swept the
“granola belt” that extends westward
from Denver through Boulder and the
skiing communities on Colorado’s
Western Slope such as Aspen (Pitkin
County), Vail (Eagle), Breckinridge
(Summit), Steamboat Springs
{Routt), Durango (La Plata) and Tel-
luride (San Miguel).

Brown won, says former Demo-
cratic state Chairman Floyd Ciruli,
“with the colleges and the ski vote,
with a little suburbs thrown in.”

Brown carried 21 counties, with
Tsongas second in almost all of them.
Tsongas suffered defeat in 2 most un-
usual place: a large academic-oriented
county {Boulder).

Tsongas carried only the Denver
suburbs of Arapahoe and Douglas
County, high-tech, military-oriented
El Paso County (Colorado Springs)
and small Hinsdale County on the
Western slope.

Clinton won the rural counties of
the High Plains, Hispanic counties of
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In the primaries to be held in the first two weeks of
March, Democratic and Republican candidates will com-
pete for votes in vastly different electorates. ABC News
exit polling from 1988 paints a GOP primary electorate in
these states that is “lily white” and dominated by self-
described conservatives. The Democratic primary elector-

Vastly Different Electorates

ate, especially below the Mason-Dixon line, has a large
minority component and is dominated by self-described
moderates and liberals. Exit polling data is not available
for Colorado, which held its first primary ever March 3, or
for South Carolina Democrats, who also held a primary for
the first time March 7. Amounts are in percentages.

* Democrats held ¢ coucus in 1988,
SOURCE ABC News exit polis

Self-Described High School '88 Primary Winner
State White Black Hispanic Conservative Education or Less  Democrat GOP
D%/R% D%/R% D%/R% D%/R% © D%/R%

Georgia (3/3) 6097 3672 3R 27/63 45/33 Jackson (40) Bush (54)
Maryland (3/3) 71/95 26/4 21 18/54 27/23 Dukakis (46) Bush (53)
South Carolina (37)° =07 ~/2 —f -170 —124 Jackson (55) Bush (49)
Florida (3/10) 81/81 141 47 29/60 36/29 Dukakis (41) Bush (62)
Louisiana (3/10) 55/ 41/ 32 35/68 /19 Jackson (36) Bush (58)
Massachusetts (3/10) 93/98 3n ”n 20/55 31/22 Dukakis (59) Bush (58)
Mississippi (3/10) 50/98  46/2 4/3 28/85 43/29 Jackson (45) Bush (66)
Okiahoma (3/10) 85/97 81 473 33785 39/25 Gore (41) Bush (37)
Rhode Island (3/10) 92/97 5/2 17 18/48 35/27 Dukakis (70) Bush (65)
Tennessee (3/10) 75/98 231 2/2 27/58 45/37 Gore (72) Bush (60)
Texas (3/10) 67/96 181 14/3 28/65 35/16 Dukakis (33) Bush (64)

southern Colorado, blue-collar strong-
holds such as Pueblec and Adams
counties (in the Denver suburbs) and
the conservative ranching country of
the Western Slope.

Brown unified the left in Colorado,
says Ciruli, and “established himself

as the candidate of the disgruntled.

and environmentally concerned.” But
Ciruli adds that Colorado is relatively
small in population and dominated by
a single media market (Denver). The
same cannot be said of the target
states of Florida, Texas, Illinois and
Michigan that are likely to determine
the nomination in the days ahead.

The Caucus Scene

¢« While Harkin was an also-ran in
the March 3 primary voting, his ap-
peal to liberal party activists enabled
him to pick up victories in two of the
day’s four caucus states, Idaho and
Minnesota.

Those wins probably were enough
to keep Harkin’s struggling campaign
alive, at least until the opening round
of Rust Bowl primaries March 17 in
Illinois and Michigan.

Tsongas ran ahead in the other
March 3 caucus action in Washington
and Utah, showing appeal among the
upscale, issue-conscious voters that
caucuses tend to attract.

Brown's populist message and

environmental issues also found a con-
stituency among the day’s caucus-
goers. It took only a dedicated cadre of
voters to make an impact, and Brown
was able to crack the 20 percent mark
in Utah and Washington.

But Clinton failed to win 20 per-
cent of the tally in any of the March 3
caucuses and finished as high as third
in only one of them (Utah). His cen-
trist appeal has yet to motivate much
support among the activists who tend
to dominate caucus action.

The day’s big loser was Kerrey,
who finished no better than fourth in
any of the caucus states and reached
10 percent only in Utah.

All was quiet on the GOP side. Re-
publicans in Idaho, Minnesota and
Washington will use primaries this
spring to allocate their national con-
vention delegates, while in Utah the
GOP caucus process will not begin un-
til April 27.

Minnesota and Washington were
the focal points of the Democratic
caucus activity March 3. Both states
launched a process that will culminate
in the selection of national convention
delegates at district and state conven-
tions — 78 in Minnesota, 71 in Wash-
ington — in the spring.

Results from the precinct caucuses
in both states, though, were murky.
The Minnesota returns were based on

what the state party described as “a
scientifically selected sample” of cau-
cus participants in 135 of the state’s
4,100 precincts. That limited sampling
showed Harkin with 27 percent, barely
exceeding the 24 percent who chose to
remain uncommitted. Tsongas was
next with 19 percent and the other
candidates trailed far behind. (Re-
sults, chart, p. 557)

The state party estimated state-
wide caucus attendance at 50,000 to
60,000. That was about half the num-
ber who turned out in 1988 and repre-
sented only 2 percent of the state’s
registered voters (Minnesota does not
have party registration).

Harkin had big advantages in Min-
nesota. His home state of Iowa shares
its longest border with Minnesota, and
Harkin’s rivals largely ignored the
state. It has a base of liberal Demo-
cratic activists who stood ready to vali-
date Harkin’s standing as a Hubert
Humphrey Democrat. And Harkin had
the backing of the state’s free-spirited
freshman senator, Paul Wellstone, who
developed a broad statewide network
running for the Senate in 1990 and as a
co-chairman of Jackson’s 1988 Minne-
sota campaign.

Harkin also had strong union sup-
port, endorsements from more than half
of the Democratic-Farmer-Labor
(DFL) Party members in the state
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The National Tally

The aggregate primary vote and delegate count includes the contests
held on March 3. The primary tally was compiled by Congressional Quar-
terly and is based on official returns from New Hampshire and South
Dakota and nearly complete but unofficial results from the March 3 prima-
ries in Colorado, Georgia and Maryland.

The delegate count was compiled by The Associated Press on March 4.
For the Democrats, it includes “superdelegates™ and projected caucus re-
sults as well as delegates allocated by the primary voting.

A total of 2,145 delegates is needed to win the Democratic nomination,
1,105 delegates to win the Republican nomination.

Democrats Primary Votes Delegates
Bill Clinton 562,442 (38.1%) 198.00
Paul E. Tsongas 455,993 (30.9) 110.00
Edmund G. Brown Jr. 167,319 (11.3) 35.25
Bob Kerrey 120,228 (8.2) 22.25
Tom Harkin 80,220 (5.4) 79.25
Uncommitted/Others 88,315 (6.0) 223.75
Republicans

George Bush 713,735 (64.5%) 148
Patrick J. Buchanan 357,282 (32.3) 20
Uncommitted/Others 35446 (3.2) 5

House, a dozen or so DFL state senators
and Reps. Collin C. Peterson and James
L. Oberstar. Oberstar represents the
Iron Range, a labor stronghold in the
northeast corner of the state.

Given his extensive support and
backyard familiarity, it surprised
some that Harkin did not do better.

Tsongas made a late effort in Minne-
sota, airing television ads for a few days
before the caucuses. It paid off with
numbers that surprised many. Tsongas
showed strength among yuppie subur-
ban voters. But according to the state
DFL, the one district where Tsongas
beat Harkin was the 1st District, a pri-
marily rural area in southeast Minne-
sota that borders Iowa.

Cloudy in Pacific Northwest

In Washington state, results were
still slowly trickling in to Democratic
headquarters days after the caucuses. A
tally on March 4 showed Tsongas with
30 percent, while 22 percent wished to
remain uncommitted. Brown was the
next candidate at 21 percent.

Tsongas’ success here was not a
surprise. Washington Democrats had
given another Greek-American from
Massachusetts who sought the Demo-
cratic nomination, Michael S. Duka-
kis, a comfortable caucus victory in
March 1988. Washington was one of
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only 10 states that Dukakis carried
that fall.

Like Dukakis, Tsongas cultivated
the state. He began visiting in 1991
and found that his economic themes
resonated well. “He had an economic
message that people supported,” said
Democratic state Chairman Karen
Marchioro. “He’s for free trade, and
trade is important here.”

Jackson won more than one-third
of the caucus vote in 1988, defining a
liberal base that Brown was able to
tap. The state provided Brown a fo-
rum for both his anti-nuclear power
message (Washington has several
plants in the Hanford-Richland area)
and his campaign reform theme (there
was a term-limit refendum on the
state ballot last fall that Brown cam-
paigned for). And he was able to note
his ties to the Pacific West in general.

Clinton had the backing of Rep.
Norm Dicks and was described by
Marchioro as the “very best” candidate.
But the insider ties did not translate
into much caucus support. Clinton was
running fourth with 14 percent.

Labor Carries Day in idaho

Harkin’s labor-backed campaign in
Washington was overwhe{med by
other elements of the party’s largely
suburban, white-collar constituency.

Harkin failed to reach the 10 percent
mark. But in the smaller Democratic
electorate in Idaho, labor helped Har-
kin carry the day. He got an early start
in Idaho and forged a coalition that
included health-care advocates and
environmental groups such as the
Snake River Alliance.

It was barely enough to hold off a
late charge from Tsongas, who sent a
state director into Idaho less than a
week before the caucuses. According
to the state party’s tally, Harkin won
30 percent of the 377 state convention
delegates at stake, and Tsongas took
28 percent. About 17 percent went un-

committed. Eighteen national conven-.
tion delegates will be chosen at the,

state convention in June. b3

Tsongas won Ada, Bonneville
(Idaho Falls) and Latah counties (which
includes the University of Idaho at
Moscow). Harkin barely offset that with
a strong showing in the populated
southern tier of the state, where he

carried Bannock (Pocatello), Canyon

(Nampa) and Twin Falls counties.

Turnout for the Idaho county cau-
cuses was barely 3,000, less than 1 per-
cent of the state’s registered voters
(Idaho does not have party registration).

In neighboring Utah, the turnout
was 10 times larger. More than 31,000
voters cast ballots at 100 polling
places across the state.

Sait Lake for Tsongas

Tsongas tended to treat the Utah
event as if it were a high-turnout pri-
mary, running television ads to reach a
mass audience. The effort paid off; he
won the state with 33 percent of the vote
to Brown’s 28 percent and Clinton’s 18
percent. Brown made two appearances
in Utah in the week before the voting,
but none of the candidates came close to
matching Tsongas’ media expenditure.

Tsongas swept the populous Salt
Lake City area — carrying the coun-
ties of Salt Lake, where more than
half the vote was cast, suburban Davis
and Weber (Ogden). Brown and Clin-
ton each won a handful of counties in
the “vast wasteland” to the south and
east.

The Utah vote locked in the state’s
pledged delegates; Tsongas and Brown
each got nine, and Clinton took five,
according to The Associated Press.

Several time zones to the west, Dem-
ocrats in American Samoa completed
the March 3 caucus action by electing
delegates to cast three votes at the na-
tional convention in New York. The
delegates at the Pago Pago gathering
were elected as uncommitted. =
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New ‘Majority Minority’ Districts
May Mean Lower Black Turnout

lack voting strength
in Congress will

reach a record level

next year, but the cost of 80

Voter Turnout

(As a percentage of voting age population)

Albert R. Wynn — would
bring enough voters to the
polls to compensate for
Jackson’s absence from the

that increase could be a
decline of black power at
the polls.

-

Thanks to Voting
Rights Act mandates 1o
maximize minority repre-
sentation in the House,
more districts with heavily
black populations are be-
ing created in redistricting.

presidential. contest.
(Story, Weekly Report, p.
554)

........ The tepid turnout in

Prince George’s is espe-
cially noteworthy because
the suburban county’s

black population is a na-
tional leader among minor-
ities in areas such as edu-

A cational attainment, rate

When the 103rd Congress
convenes next January,
blacks could hold as many
as 41 seats, up from the 26

\ of home ownership and

rate of minority business
formation.

they hold today. 40
But as blacks nation-
wide are concentrated into

Those factors suggest
that voter participation in
the 4th will likely be
higher than in most other

fewer “majority minority”
districts, it could exacer-
bate an existing trend of
declining black voter par-
ticipation.

Political and cultural
factors already combine to
depress voter turnout in
districts with large black
majorities.

widen

‘64 '66 68 70 72 74 '76 78 B0 ‘82 '84 '86 ‘88 ‘90
Voter participation historically has been higher among whites
than blacks, but the difference between the rate of white and black

voter turnout began to narrow in the mid-1970s. The gap reached a
record low of 3.8 percent in 1986, but since then it has begun to

SOURCES: U.S. Census Bureau and the National Coalition on Black Voter Participation

black-majority  districts,
whose populations tend to
be less educated and
poorer.

Lower Urban Vote

Baltimore voters, who
anchor Marvland’s 7th
District, are more typical

The potential for
shrinking turnout among blacks has
important implications for the Demo-
cratic Party.

If its candidates cannot continue
to rely on a sizable vote from the black
community, the Republican Party
could gain an advantage in elections
for state and federal offices. In Wash-
mgton, black members of Congress
could find they have fewer Democratic
Party allies to help enact their legisla-
tive priorities.

Tepid Tumout in Maryland

Though mapmakers across the
country are creating many new black-
majority House districts, this may not
spur dramatically increased interest
in voting among blacks.

“We haven’t seen a surge of reg-
istration in the new districts,” says So-
nia R. Jarvis, who heads the National
Coalition on Black Voter Participa-

By Beth Donovan

tion. “And that raises serious ques-
tions about what kind of turnout we’re
likely to see.”

Jarvis says that candidates and
parties this year are not placing
enough emphasis on voter registration
and education.

In Prince George’s County. Mary-
land, where the new black-majority
4th District is based, overall voter
turnout for the combined presidential
and congressional primaries March 3
was 3 percent lower than turnout for
the primary in 1988 — even though
this year’s ballot featured a competi-
tive Democratic primary for the new
House seat.

1988 turnout in Prince George’s
was high in part because Jesse Jack-
son was on the Democratic presiden-
tial primary ballot.

But this year, most local Demo-
crats expected that the hotly con-
tested 4th District Democratic pri-
mary — eventually won by state Sen.

of those in black-majority
districts across the country. The Tth,
represented by Democrat Kweisi
Mfume, is urban, with many poor. In
this year’s primary, turnout in Balti-
more was 14 percent lower than in the
1988 primary.

Mfume drew minor opposition for
renomination, and there were com-
plaints among blacks that the Demo-
cratic presidential contenders were
not doing enough to address the prob-
lems of the black community.

Of potential concern to statewide
Democratic candidates in Maryland
was the difference between primary
voter turnout in Mfume’s district and
in the neighboring white-majority 3rd
District.

Turnout in the 3rd was 26 percent
higher than in the 7th. even though
3rd District Democratic Rep. Benja-
rin L. Cardin, like Mfume, did not
face a significant primary.

If this differential holds come No-
vember, the impact on presidential
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voting could be significant: In 1988,
Democrat Michael S. Dukakis got 76
percent in the area that makes up the
new black-majority 7th, but he won
only 52 percent in the new 3rd.

Whatever the turnout is this year
in the new black-majority districts,
voter participation almost certainly
will drop in subsequent elections, as
incumbents in these districts entrench
themselves.

“The pattern has been that voter
turnout falls, sometimes substantially,
[in black-majority districts] after the
first election,” says Ronald Walters,
chairman of Howard University’s po-
litical science department.

In most districts where a House
incumbent is favored for re-election,
the voter turnout rate is often low.
But since most black-majority dis-
tricts are lopsidedly Democratic, the
general election rarely offers any sus-
pense at all, and voter turnout tends
to be even lower.

Some blacks say other cultural fac-
tors work to discourage electoral com-
petition and attendant higher turnout
in black-majority districts: “Blacks
have a higher regard for unity and for
defending black officeholders,” says
Ed Brown, head of the Voter Educa-
tion Project, “because there is a per-
ception that these officials operate in
a hostile environment.”

Another consideration in the turn-
out equation is the size of the black
majority in a district: The higher the
black majority a district has, the more
likely it is to elect a black. But a larger
majority is also likely to depress voter
turnout. “You get high turnout when
voters feel their interests are at
stake,” says Walters of Howard Uni-
versity. “That happens when blacks
hold a smaller majority.”

Black Vote Can Be Decisive

For white Democrats seeking state-
wide office, black voter turnout can be
a2 make-or-break matter. Democratic
nominees routinely collect better than
80 percent of the black vote in No-
vember, but a high turnout of black
voters can be decisive in electing Dem-
ocrats in many Southern and indus-
trial states.

It was more than a decade after
passage of the 1965 Voting Rights Act
that the gap between black and white
voter participation finally began to
close. The difference averaged more
than 12 percent in presidential elec-
tions until 1976, but it dropped to 10.4
percent that vear, as Jimmy Carter
won the presidency. (Graph, p. 563)
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Maryland State Sen. Albert R. Wynn

The next significant increase in
black voting occurred in 1982, when
the gap between white and black voter
turnout closed by nearly four points,
to 6.9 percent.

That vear the economic recession
and President Ronald Reagan’s con-
servative policies drew more black
voters to the polls than in any previ-
ous off-vear election, and Democrats
picked up 26 seats in the House.

The difference between white and
black voter turnout reached a historic
low of 3.8 percent in 1986. The votes
cast that November by blacks in sev-
eral Southern states were critical in
allowing Democrats to take control of
the Senate after six vears of Republi-
can rule.

That year, Democratic Senate can-
didates Richard C. Shelby (Ala.),
Wyche Fowler Jr. (Ga.), John B.
Breaux (La.) and Terry Sanford
(N.C.) all lost the white vote, but they
won election anyway, boosted by a
large black voter turnout that went
better than 80 percent Democratic.

(See Box, this page)

While any number of factors can
be decisive in close elections, no one
disputes the importance of the black
vote in those four races.

Elsewhere, some suggest that a
higher black turnout in the 1990 gu-
bernatorial elections in Illinois and
Michigan might have prevented Re-
publican upsets there. The National
Coalition on Black Voter Participa-
tion also contends that Democratic
Gov. Ray Mabus would have won re-
election in 1991 had black voter turn-
out been as high as it was in 1987,
when he was first elected.

Disengaged

This year, the size of black voter. i

turnout may influence the outcome of
Senate elections in several states.
Fowler and Sanford, now seeking sec-
ond terms, could have competitive Re-
publican challengers, and so could
South Carolina Democratic Sen. Er-
nest F. Hollings.

But so far this year the Democratic
presidential contest has not engaged
black voters as much as it did in 1984
and 1988, when Jackson was a candi-
date. Black turnout in Georgia’s
March 3 presidential primary fell by
20 percent compared with 1988, ac-
cording to exit polls. (The congres-
sional primary will be held July 21.)

Some black political activists say
black voter turnout this November
could be low because white Democrats
are not talking enough about issues of
concern to the black community.

“The Democrats’ attitude is that
blacks have nowhere else to go,” says
Brown, whose 30-year-old Voter Edu-
cation Project is closing for lack of
funds. “It’s not true. They can go fish-
ing.” ®

majority of the white vote.

A Decisive Factor

The impact of a large black vote was starkly evident in several 1986 Senate
elections. That year, 2 historically high turnout of black voters heiped four Southem
Democrats score narrow victories. None of the Democrats came close to carrying a

Black Vote
Democratic Winner's Black White Percentage
State Winner Percentage Vote Vote Of Total
Alabama Richard C. Shelby 50% 88% 38% 21%
Georgia Wyche Fowler Jr. 51 76 40 25
Louisiana John B. Breaux 53 85 39 28
North Carolina Terry Sanford 52 88 42 16

SOURCE: America Votes and CBS News exit polls
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THE SENATE

Competition for Adams Seat
Heats Up After Withdrawal

Senator quits his campaign for re-election
after allegations of sexual misconduct

ollowing a Seattle Times account
that portrayed him as habitually
prone to sexual misconduct, Democratic
Sen. Brock Adams of Washington ended
his bid for a second term March 1.
“This is the saddest day of my
life,” said the former House member
and Transportation secretarv at an
emotional news conference in Seattle.
“I have ... never harmed anyone.”
Adams’ an-
nouncement
touched off a
flurry of activity in
Washington state.
Adams, rated re-
cently by Con-
gressional Quar-
terly as the most
vulnerable Demo-
cratic senator fac-
ing re-election in
1992, already had drawn Democratic
and Republican challengers. With his
sudden retirement, the open-seat con-
test could be even more competitive.
Some in the state were not satisfied
with Adams’ announcement that he
would not run again; debate began over
whether he should resign immediately
from the Senate. The Democratic State
Central Committee was scheduled to
consider that at a meeting March 7.
In Washington, D.C., however, the
reaction was more subdued. While
some senators expressed quiet anxiety
over how the episode would reflect on
the institution, colleagues issued no
calls for his resignation or even an
Ethics Committee investigation.
Senate rules allow for an official
inquiry in cases of violations of law or
Senate rules, or of improper conduct
that reflects upon the Senate. But the
alleged offending activity must be re-
lated to a senator’s official duties.

Media Allegations

In a copyrighted March 1 story, the
Seattle Times presented detailed and
similar accounts by eight women who

Adams

By Beth Donovan
and Ines Pinto Alicea

said Adams had made unwanted and
inappropriate sexual advances toward
them. Some women accused him of
drugging them. One woman, described
as a Democratic activist, said that in
the early 1970s Adams drugged and
raped her, leaving $200 as he de-
parted.

While the Times did not name the
women, it provided considerable de-
tail as to their identities. One woman,
for instance, was identified as being 23
In 1978 when she was a secretary for
Adams at the Department of Trans-
portation. The Times said that seven
of the women had agreed to testify in
court if Adams sued the paper.

The Times report dramatically
capped a stream of negative publicity
that has plagued Adams since Sep-
tember 1988, when he publicly aired
and strongly denied rumors that in
1987 he had drugged and molested
Kari Tupper, a 26-year-old family
friend, at his Washington, D.C., home.
(Background, 1988 Weekly Report, p.
2711)

Tupper filed a formal complaint
with the District of Columbia police in
July 1987. The department conducted
an investigation and referred its find-
ings to the U.S. attorney’s office,
which decided not to prosecute.

In 1988, Adams got wind that D.C.’s
Washingtonian magazine was about to
publish an article based on Tupper’s
allegations. Staging a pre-emptive
strike, he called Tupper’s charges “ab-
solutely false,” but said he made an
“error in judgment” in allowing the
woman to spend the night at his home.
Resignation Debate

After the Tupper incident became
public, Adams had trouble restoring
his political standing. Labor unions,
womens’ groups and other Democratic
activists who had supported Adams in
his 1986 Senate race held back on
committing to him for 1992 — even
though in the Senate he had been
loyal to their liberal legislative agenda.

Adams’ decision to drop his candi-
dacy got these Democratic activists
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out of their dilemama. “This was a re-
lief that he’s definitely not running,”
said Norleen Koponen, president of
the Washington National Organiza-
tion for Women (NOW). “I was sorrv
he had decided to run initially because
I knew we would be put in a difficult
political position,” she said.

Koponen said the Washington
group would not try to force Adams’
resignation but would recommend to
the national NOW that support be
given to state Sen. Patty Murray, the
only Democrat now campaigning for
Adams’ seat. Former Democratic Rep.
Mike Lowry has opened a campaign
office but has not formally launched
his Senate bid. Other potential Demo-
cratic candidates include Gov. Booth
Gardner, who had announced previ-
ously that he would not seek re-
election to his office, and former
Democratic Rep. Don Bonker, an un-
successful candidate in the 1988 Sen-
ate primary. Gardner said he would
not make a decision on a Senate cam-
paign until the Legislature’s session
ends March 12.

Republican Rep. Rod Chandler,
his party’s leading Senate candidate,
called on Adams to resign, saying he
could no longer be effective. “Because
of the seriousness of these allegations,
I seriously doubt that Sen. Adams will
be able to fully focus his attention on
those issues that are of utmost impor-
tance to the people of Washington,”
Chandler said.

Soon after the Times story was
published, several of the state’s news-
papers and state Democratic Party
leaders, including state party Chair-
woman Karen Marchioro, also called
on Adams to resign. But as the week
wore on, there was a softening in the
stance of Marchioro and some other
Democratic leaders, perhaps a sign
that they were reassessing what posi-
tion would most contribute to keeping
the Senate seat in Democratic hands.

Under state law, if Adams were to
resign more than six months before
the general election, Gardner would
have to set a special election at least
90 days later to fill the vacancy.

Both Democratic and Republican
strategists have expressed concerns
about their party’s chances in an early
Senate election. Democrats say they
could be hurt by anti-Adams sentiment
in an early vote. Republicans, mindful
that Gardner would appoint a Demo-
crat in Adams’ place, fear that in a quick
campaign that appointee would enjoy
many of the advantages of incumbency
with few of its liabilities. =
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ILLINOIS

Old Chicago Friends Now Foes,
Lipinski and Russo Do Battle

GOP-controlled redistricting set these Democrats scrambling
after Illinois lost two House seats

HICAGO — Until a few weeks
Cago, Democratic Reps. Marty

Russo and William O. Lipinski
were political allies, sometimes shar-
ing friendly plane rides from Washing-
ton back to their neighboring Chicago
House districts.

But then fate intervened, in the
form of a redistricting map that made
them opponents in Ilinois’ March 17
primary. Suddenly each has discovered
— and is loudly informing the public —
that his erstwhile ally is a crumb.

Lipinski says in his direct-mail
pieces that Russo pals with lobbyists
and does favors for big business. He
also contrasts his own modest brick
bungalow on the Southwest Side with
Russo’s spacious home, which is lo-
cated well outside the boundaries of
the redrawn 3rd District.

Russo bas responded in kind, ac-
cusing Lipinski of illegally hitting up
his House staff for campaign contribu-
tions. He also is telling voters that
while Lipinski calls for a five-vear ban
on Japanese auto sales in the United
States, he tools around Washington in
an Italian-made sports car.

This uncivil war is damaging the
images of the two members, who are
used to more favorable reviews.

Lipinski is credited for his nuts-and-
bolts work on hometown projects as a
member of the House Public Works
Committee. Russo is an active member
of the Ways and Means panel; his pro-
posal for a “Canadian-style” national
health insurance plan has made him a
major player in the health-care debate.
He is also a noted vote-counter and
occasional arm-twister in the Demo-
cratic whip structure.

Lipinski and Russo have similar
voting records on many issues. Al-
though both oppose President Bush
more often than they support him (59
percent of the time for Lipinski in
1991, 88 percent for Russo), they both
take stands that appeal to southwest

By Bob Benenson
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Russo: “Everything | do has an effect
iocally. ... You made the tax code fairer,
you affected everybody in your district.”

Cook County’s large, socially conser-
vative “ethnic” constituency. Both op-
pose abortion, and they were among
the few Northern Democrats who
voted against the 1991 Civil Rights
Act (fewer than 2 percent of the new
3rd District’s residents are black).
The blood match between Russo
and Lipinski has also raised Republican
hopes for November. Five candidates
are seeking the GOP nomination, but
none are widely known across the dis-
trict, and the party is starting cold in
most of the 3rd; throughout the 1980s,
Republicans never made a serious effort
to dislodge either Lipinski or Russo.
Two other Democrats, former Chi-
cago Alderman Aloysius A. Majerczvk
and teacher Paul J. Del Debbio of sub-
urban Oak Lawn, are on the ballot with
Russo and Lipinski, but neither has
been a major factor in the campaign.

Two Seats Lost

The war between Russo an_d
Lipinski is an indirect result of Illi-

nois’ slow population growth during
the 1980s.

The state, which had a mere net
gain of 4,084 people during the de-
cade, lost two House seats in the 1990 ¢

reapportionment. At the same time,
Chicago’s Hispanic population contin-
ued to expand, giving momentum to a
successful effort to carve a new His-
panic-majority district out of territory
currently held by white Democratic
House members. (Background, 1991
Weekly Report, p. 3702)

Last November, a federal court
panel accepted a GOP-drawn map that
carved away much of Lipinski’s current
base. Well over half the constituents of
Lipinski’s current 5th District live in
Chicago; in the new 3rd, where
Lipinski's home was placed, 75 percent
of the people live in the suburbs.

A Polish-Irish American who has
long been a spokesman for working-
class Chicagoans of European heri-
tage, Lipinski lost some key turf, in-
cluding the south Chicago home base
of Mayor Richard M. Daley. A
Lipinski ally (though offiically neutral
in the race), Daley is the son of the
late Mayor Richard J. Daley, who was
Lipinski’s mentor.

The new map did an even harsher
number on Russo. Under the plan, the
black-majority 2nd District moves
south to absorb some suburban area
from Russo’s current 3rd District; in
doing so, it separates Russo’s home-
town of South Holland from the body
of the new 3rd District.

Russo’s house was placed in the
new 11th District. But there was not
much else in the 11th that Russo could
call his: He has represented only 8
percent of the constituents within its
new boundaries.

On the other hand, 43 percent of
the residents in the new 3rd come
from Russo’s current territory, about
equal to the 40 percent who come from
Lipinski’s turf.

Russo thus decided to stake his
claim as the 3rd District incumbent,
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setting up a showdown with an angry
Lipinski. “If we were such very good
friends, why does he choose to come
into a district where he does not live
and run against me?” Lipinski asks. “I
would have plaved only with the cards
that were dealt me: I would have run
in the district in which I lived.”

Who Can Win?

Russo, who has mainly represented
Chicago suburbanites during his
House career, contends that he is
more capable than Lipinski of holding
the new 3rd for the Democrats. “I
think {Lipinski] has a serious problem
winning in this district in the fall,”
Russo savs. “This district is over-
whelmingly suburban, and it is very
difficult for a Chicago committeeman
to convince suburban voters that he
cares about them.”

Lipinski complains that with such
rhetoric. Russo is trying to convince
suburban voters that Lipinski is a
shady Chicago pol. But Lipinski un-
leashed the first overt campaign salvo
in 2 mailer in early February. The
cover of the four-page piece harps on
the fact that Russo’s house is in the
new 11th District, “which means that
Russo can’t even vote for himself.”
The point is illustrated with photos
that contrast Lipinski's modest house
with Russo’s posher spread.

Within days, Russo returned fire
by revealing that Lipinski drives a
Fiat. Standing in front of a2 Ford deal-
ership, Russo described Lipinski as
“disingenuous and hypocritical” for
owning a foreign car while advocating
& phased-in five-vear moratorium on
the sale of Japanese-made automo-
biles in the United States.

Lipinski's next blast was over cam-
paign money. Members of leading,
high-profile committees such as Ways
and Means typically have a significant
fundraising advantage over other
members, and that is the case in this
campaign: As of Dec. 31, Russo had a
nearly 4-to-1 fundraising advantage
over Lipinski. Lipinski has tried to
compensate for that disparity by por-
traving Russo as 2 tool of corporate
special interests.

A Lipinski direct-mail piece de-
picts Russo as the man in the moon,
looming over the U.S. Capitol. “At 4
o’clock in the morning on Sept. 26,
1986, Marty Russo used his influence
as a congressman to help some lobby-
ists,” reads the text. It goes on to al-
lege that Russo was behind a transi-
tion rule in the 1986 Tax Reform Act
that gave a tax break totaling 8118

million to 15 insurance companies.
The logic behind the charge is
stretched. It is based on congressional
testimony that during late-night negoti-
ations on the tax bill, Ways and Means
Chairman Dan Rostenkowski, D-II1, re-
quested the tax break on behalf of an
unnamed person. Lipinski presumes
that the anonymous player was Russo.
Russo angrily calls the charge a lie.
“I had nothing to do with that transi-
tion rule; he knows that,” Russo says.
“] didnt ask for this relief on be-
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Lipinski: “If we were such very
good friends, why does he choose
to come into a district where he does
not live and run against me?”

half of the insurance companies. I don’t
represent the insurance companies.”

Who’s To Blame

Russo blames Lipinski for the de-
caying tone of the campaign and has
chastised the news media for focusing
on Lipinski’s attacks. He savs he in-
tended to focus only on his own record,
which he portrays as one of increasing
legislative leadership on such issues as
health care and tax reform.

But on Feb. 25, Russo unleashed
the most serious charge vet: that
Lipinski broke federal law by taking
150 contributions since 1982, amount-
ing to 845,000, from congressional
staffers and their families. Almost all
of the money went to Lipinski’s 23rd
Ward Democratic campaign fund.

In response, Lipinski’s campaign
manager Joe Novak held a news con-
ference to deny there was anything
illegal about the fundraising and said
none of it was required of Lipinski’s
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staff. Novak also fired another broad-
side on campaign finance, alleging
that Russo was receiving excessive
contributions from certain individuals
during the primary campaign.

Daley Differences

It is no wonder that Lipinski and
Russo are primed for political hard-
ball. Both began their political careers
in the 1970s under the aegis of the
Democratic machine of Mayor Rich-
ard J. Daley.

But the two have taken different
career paths and have sharply con-
trasting images. When the mud being
slung in this campaign is cleared away,
what's left is an interesting clash of
personal styles and legislative prior-
ities that could well decide the pri-
rary outcome.

Lipinski, 54, served a lengthy ap-
prenticeship in the Daley organiza-
tion. Like many of the ethnic, work-
ing-class Southwest Siders, he joined
the city payroll without a college de-
gree. He climbed through the ranks in
the city’s parks department for 17
vears, beginning as a weekend athletic
instructor and rising to administrator
of several parks. After long laboring
behind the scenes in the Chicago
Democratic precinct organization,
Lipinski in 1975 moved to the fore-
front, winning concurrent elections for
city alderman and party ward commit-
teeman.

While the machine withered in
much of Chicago following Daley’s
death in December 1976, it remained
intact on the Southwest Side. In 1982,
the organization backed Lipinski in
his primary challenge to Democratic
Rep. John G. Fary, and Lipinski won
with more than 60 percent of the vote.

During his decade in the House,
Lipinski’s interests have not moved
far from home. His efforts on the Pub-
lic Works Committee have helped
bring numerous federal projects to the
district, including his prize: the soon-
to-open Southwest Transit light-rail
line, running from downtown to near
Midway Airport.

Lipinski has worked to obtain
money for improvements to Midway,
which is smack in the middle of his 23rd
Ward. Lipinski also takes credit for
spearheading efforts in 1990 to allow
Chicago to charge a $3 fee to airline
passengers passing through O'Hare and
Midway airports: The revenues form
the financing base for a huge new air-
port planned for the Lake Calumet site
on Chicago’s Southeast Side, a pet
project of Mayor Richard M. Daley.
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To Lipinski, his emphasis on paro-
chial issues that have a direct impact
on his district is the key to his elect-
ability. “I believe that in half the
amount of time [in Congress], I have
done five times as much [for constitu-
ents] as Marty Russo has done,”
Lipinski says.

Lipinski also contends that he has
maintained closer ties with the ethnic
communities that can provide an im-
portant block of votes in a Democratic
primary. And he says this applies not
only to the city portion of the district
but also to such near-in suburban
“Bungalow Belt” communities as Cic-
ero and Berwyn.

“The district economically, so-
cially, culturally, is very similar,”
Lipinski says. “I see no real severe
differences between most of the sub-
urban area and the city.”

Lipinski's longstanding ties to the
Chicago Democratic Party structure
could be his most important creden-
tial in the primary. He comes in with
his own army of precinct captains in
the 23rd Ward. Perhaps more impor-
tantly, he has garnered the support of
powerful state House Speaker Michael
J. Madigan, a Democratic committee-
man from the neighboring 13th Ward,
which until redistricting was wholly
within Russo’s own district.

The Fast Track

Unlike Lipinski, Russo, 48, took a
fast track to Congress, then moved
easily onto the insider track. He works
more at the behest of the House Dem-
ocratic leadership than on behalf of
the Chicago party organization, and
his issues agenda is national in scope.

A DePaul University law school
graduate and Democratic Party work-
ers in the 1960s, Russo developed ties
to the Daley organization that helped
him gain the post of assistant Cook
County state’s attorney, which he held
from 1971 to 1973. When he ran for
the House in 1974 at age 30, he looked
like a sacrificial candidate against
GOP Rep. Robert Hanrahan. Instead,
he became a “Watergate baby” — one
of the huge class of Democrats swept
into office in the aftermath of Presi-
dent Richard M. Nixon’s resignation.

Russo established himself as a pro-
tégé of fellow Rostenkowski, who
helped him get a seat on Ways and
Means in 1980. With the move came a
focus on national issues. He was active
in debate on the 1986 tax reform bill,
arguing for a minimum tax on cor-
porations and the wealthy. He also
was on the Budget Committee.

568 — MARCH 7.1992 CQ

Other Primary Contests

The Russo-Lipinski matchup is just one of an extensive slate of compet-
itive contests in Illinois” March 17 primary. Detailed coverage of the follow-
ing races can be found in the CQ Political Supplement published Feb. 29.

® Senate: Democratic Sen. Alan J. Dixon, bidding for a third term, is
embroiled in a bitter primary with Al Hofeld — a wealthy Chicago lawyer
who is spending freely on a series of hard-hitting anti-Dixon TV ads — and
Cook County Recorder of Deeds Carol Moseley Braun, a former state
legislator who is active on issues important to women and blacks.

@ 1st District (Chicago — South and Southwest Sides): Fifth-term
Democratic Rep. Charles A. Hayes is being seriously tested by Chicago
Alderman Bobby L. Rush, a former state Black Panther leader who is now a
deputy chairman of the Illinois Democratic Party.

o 2nd District (Chicago — Far South Side; South Suburbs; Chi-
cago Heights): Democratic Rep. Gus Savage again faces educator Mel
Reynolds. Savage, whose strong rhetoric on racial issues and confrontational
manner have made him a controversial figure, beat Revnolds in 1990 by 51
percent to 43 percent; redistricting has stretched the district farther from
Savage’s inner-city base into the more-affluent suburbs. But a Chicago
Tribune poll indicated that Reynolds still is not nearly as well-known.

e 4th District (Chicago — Parts of North Side, Southwest Side):
Chicago Alderman Luis V. Gutierrez, who has the solid support of the
Chicago Democratic organization, is favored to defeat former Alderman
Juan M. Soliz in the newly created Hispanic-majority 4th.

e 5th District (Chicago — North Side): After years without serious
election competition, Ways and Means Committee Chairman Dan Rosten-
kowski is defending himself in the Democratic primary against a fierce
“anti-insider” challenge by Dick Simpson, a veteran political reformer and
former Chicago alderman.

@ 8th District (Northwest Cook County — Schaumburg; Palatine):
Since first winning in 1969, GOP Rep. Philip M. Crane has compiled 2
staunchly conservative voting record on spending and tax issues and has
had no political trouble in his affluent suburban base. But Crane faces a
primary challenge from former state capital development director Gary
Skoien, a more moderate Republican who says Crane does not take an
active role in shaping federal fiscal policy.

® 10th District (North and Northwest Chicago Suburbs — Wau-
kegan): GOP Rep. John Porter, who combines a fiscally conservative
image with 2 more liberal social policy agenda, is being challenged in the
primary by Kathleen Sullivan, an opponent of abortion who is making a
major issue of Porter’s support for abortion rights.

® 11th Distriet (South Chicago Suburbs and Exurbia — Joliet): Six
Republicans are vying to take on second-term Democratic Rep. George E.
Sangmeister. None of the GOP candidates are well-known across the
sprawling 11th, but because of the changes that redistricting wrought on
Sangmeister’s base, he could be a key GOP target.

® 16th District (Northwest — Rockford; McHenry): GOP state Sen.
Jack Schaffer appears to have an edge in his primary against lawyer Donald
Manzullo. The winner will meet freshman Democratic Rep. John W. Cox
Jr., who will again have to overcome the GOP leanings of the 16th.

® 19th District (Rural — Southern Illinois; Decatur): Redistricting
put Democratic Reps. Terry L. Bruce and Glenn Poshard into the same
district, and both are running hard, trading shots over who has brought
home more federal money and who is more loyal to concerns of the elderly.
Bruce is running as an insider of rising legislative influence. Poshard
describes himself as a “citizen legislator” who does not accept political
action committee contributions.

.
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Despite his close ties to Rosten-
kowski, Russo often goes his own way.
In February, Russo voted against the
tax bill crafted by the chairman, argu-
ing that it gave too many tax breaks to
businesses and wealthy individuals
and not enough for the middle class.
Russo has also cut his own path with
his sweeping “single-paver” health in-
surance plan.

Russo argues that the dichotomy
between his national focus and
Lipinski’s parochialism is imprecise.
“Everything I do has an effect lo-
cally,” Russo says. “You give some-
body better health care, you affect ev-
ervone in your district. You made the
tax code fairer, vou affected every-
body in your district.”

But Russo also contends that his
image as a legislative activist will give
him broader appeal across the district.
“I have the reputation of being able to
get Republican crossover votes in the
suburbs,” Russo says.

A poll taken by the Chicago Tri-
bune Feb. 19-21 indicated that
Lipinski’s vision of the district might
be carrying the day. Of the 500 likely
Democratic primary voters ques-
tioned, Lipinski was favored 47 per-
cent to 31 percent. When asked which
candidate cares more about the Amer-
ican worker, 44 percent said Lipinski,
while 29 percent favored Russo.
Lipinski also led Russo by 39 to 22
percent on the question of who does
more to bring jobs to the Chicago area.

Lipinski also has the endorsement
of the Tribune.

Working The Crowds

Lipinski is not ignoring the more
suburban areas of his community; he
spent a frigid Friday morning recently
greeting commuters at a train station
in Oak Lawn, a suburb that comes

‘from Russo’s congressional territory.

However, Lipinski spent the rest of

‘ the day in his element. At one stop,

just across the Chicago line in middle-
class Burbank, he called a round of
bingo for a roomful of elderly, mostly
ethnic constituents at an event spon-
sored by his campaign. On the way
back up Cicero Avenue, Lipinski
pointed to two of the public facilities
that drive his work in Congress: Mid-
way Airport on one side on the street
and the terminal for the Southwest
Transit Line rising on the other side.

In the afternoon, Lipinski was
back outside, shaking hands with
shoppers at a Dominick’s supermar-
ket, hard by a KMart and a small
factory. Several people told him that

either they or their children partici-
pated in recreational programs he
staged during his years as a parks su-
pervisor. One middle-aged woman
ribbed him by saying she will vote for
him, even though Russo is more hand-
some.

Like Lipinski, Russo is trying to
demonstrate broad voter appeal. Born
and raised in Chicago, Russo too does
the urban precinct walks and the su-
permarket politicking. One of his cam-
paign stops on a busy Saturday was in
the smoke-filled basement of a South-
west Chicago church; the event was a

At 4:00 o’clock in

the morning on
September 25, 1986
MARTY RUSSO

used his influence as a
Congressman to help
some Jobbyists.

This is the story

UPINSK! FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
A Lipinski mailer depicts Russo as the
man in the moon, looming over the
Capitol and using his influence to help
high-priced lobbyists.

fundraising “Las Vegas Night,” at
which Russo’s campaign had spon-
sored 2z table.

But Russo, with his well-tailored
style and a smoother manner than
Lipinski, mixes well with the more af-
fluent constituency he has represented
in the southern part of the new 3rd
District. Speaking to a gathering of
supporters at the clubhouse of an
upscale, newly developed community
in Palos Heights, Russo again empha-
sized efforts on such national issues as
health care and tax relief. Several po-
litical allies noted Russo’s strong ties
to the suburbs in their remarks to the
crowd.

Russo’s efforts to maintain an im-
age as an influential member can take
him far afield. That Saturday began
with a flight to the state capitol in
Springfield, where he addressed a
union audience on the health-care is-
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sue. After driving back to the 3rd, he
attended a health-care forum in Qak
Lawn sponsored by the American
Association of Retired Persons, which
Lipinski also attended.

After a short precinct walk, a quick
stop at his house in South Holland
and the visit to the church fundraiser,
Russo was off to downtown Chicago
for an annual dinner held by the city’s
Asian-American community; there he
made a short speech and hobnobbed
with other political headliners in at-
tendance, including Democratic Sen.
Paul Simon. His day finished on Chi-
cago’s North Side, also far from his
district, at a event held by an orga-
nization for the hearing-impaired.

The Republicans Move

Although Republicans have gener-
ally waived on challenging Russo and
Lipinski in the past, the Democratic
primary blood match has piqued the
interest of GOP officials. Recent Re-
publican presidential candidates have
had an edge in the territory covered
by the 3rd; GOP strategists dare to
hope that this conservative tilt, along
with the presence of a battered incum-
bent, might set the stage for a major
upset this fall.

Jack O'Connor, 45, of Palos
Heights, is the best known of the
group: He is an executive with his
family’s chain of local auto dealer-
ships. He emphasizes his experiences
as a businessman and as a former Chi-
cago police officer.

But he has to deal with a name-
confusion problem in the primary: Bill
O’Connor, 42, a lawyer from Riverside.
is a major contender. This O’Connor
served as chief legal counsel in the
administration of former GOP Gov.
James R. Thompson and has support
from much of the district’s Republi-
can leadership.

One Republican candidate might
actually benefit from name confusion.
Harry C. Lepinske (spelled differentiy
but pronounced the same as the Dem-
ocratic incumbent) is an international
marketing specialist. Lepinske, 63,
also serves as a supervisor in suburban
Lyons Township, which contains 18
percent of the district’s population.

Barbara K. Purdy, 43, is from Riv-
erside, where she is president of the
Board of Education. She has gained
credit for turning around the suburb’s
financially troubled school system.

Arthur J. Jones, 44, of Chicago, is
an archconservative who has run un-
successfully for the House, alderman
and mayor of Chicago. x
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Congressional Departures

Senate

Brock Adams, D-Wash.
Alan Cranston, D-Calif.
Jake Garn, R-Utah

Steve Symms, R-ldaho

House

Glenn M. Anderson, D-Calif. (32)

Frank Annunzio, D-lil. (11)

Doug Barnard Jr., D-Ga. (10}

Lawrence Coughlin, R-Pa. (13)

Mervyn M. Dymally, D-Calif. (31)

Dennis E. Eckart, D-Ohio (11)

Joseph M. Gaydos, D-Pa. (20)

John Paul Hammerschmidt,
R-Ark. (3)

Larry J. Hopkins, R-Ky. (6)

Andy ireland, R-Fla. (10)

Ed Jenkins, D-Ga. (9)

Walter B. Jones, D-N.C. (1)

William Lehman, D-Fla. (17)

John Milier, R-Wash. (1)

Jim Olin, D-Va. (6)

Don J. Pease, D-Ohio (13)

Carl C. Perkins, D-Ky. (7)

Edward R. Roybal, D-Calif. (25)

Lindsay Thomas, D-Ga. (1)

Gus Yatron, D-Pa. (6)

DEFEATED FOR RENOMINATION
Began Service

Beverly B. Byron, D-Md. (6)

(as of March 6)

RETIRING

Date
Announced

March 1, 18982
Nov. 8, 1990
May 29, 1881
Aug. 7, 1991

Dec. 8, 1891

Dec. 2, 1991

Oct. 5, 1891

Feb. 20, 1892
Feb. 10, 1892
Sept. 30, 1991
Jan. 14, 1892

March 2, 1992
Dec. 31, 1891
Feb. 5, 1992
Jan. 22, 1892
Oct. 4, 1991
Feb. 25, 1992
Jan. 17, 1892
Dec. 16, 1991
Oct. 3, 1991
Jan. 22, 1982
Feb. 10, 1992
Jan. 9, 1992
Jan. 7, 1882

1979

Age

59

Service Age

1887
1868
1874
1881

1969
1965
1877
1869
1981
1981
1868

1967
1979
1977
1977
1866
1973
1985
1983
1977
1984
1963
1983
1969

ANNOUNCED FOR OR LIKELY TO SEEK OTHER OFFICE

Began Service

House

Les AuCoin, D-Ore. (1) 1975
Barbara Boxer, D-Calif. (8) 1983
Tom Campbell, R-Caiif. (12) 1989
Thomas R. Carper, D-Del. (AL) 1983
Rod Chandler, R-Wash. (8) 1983
William E. Dannemeyer, R-Calif. (39) 1979
Mel Levine, D-Calif. (27) 1983
Jim Moody, D-Wis. (5) 1883
Sid Morrison, R-Wash. (4) 1881
Robert J. Mrazek, D-N.Y. (3} 1983
Wayne Owens, D-Utah (2)* 1987
Richard Stallings, D-idaho (2) 1985

* Quwens aiso served in 1973-75.

Age

49
51
38
45
48
62
48
56
58
45
54

51

Office

Senate
Senate
Senate
Governor
Senate
Senate
Senate
Senate
Governor
Senate
Senate
Senate
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ARKANSAS

Hammerschmidt
Plans To Retire

Rep. John Paul Hammerschmidt's
3rd District in northwestern Arkansas
is the GOP’s only foothold in the
state’s four-member House delegation,
and when he announced March 2 that
he would not seek re-election, other
Republicans quickly lined up for the
May 26 primary.

The early favorite for the GOP
nomination is state Rep. Dick Barclay

of Rogers, who has backing from,

prominent figures in the area’s eco-
nomically influential poultry industry.

Barclay will face primary compe-
tition from state Rep. Tim Hutchin-
son of Bentonville. He is the brother
of Asa Hutchinson, who as the GOP
Senate nominee in 1986 took 38 per-
cent of the vote against Democratic
incumbent Dale Bumpers. The Hutch-
insons have strong ties to more conser-
vative elements in the Arkansas GOP.

Also, Dryden Pence, a Persian Gulf
War veteran from Fort Smith who had
planned a Senate challenge to Bump-
ers, is expected to enter the Republi-
can primary in the 3rd.

Qver the years, Democratic chal-
lengers made little headway against
Hammerschmidt in the hilly and
largely rural 3rd, which has been a
GOP bastion since the Civil War era.
Hammerschmidt’s only close re-elec-
tion was in 1974 against Democrat Bill
Clinton, then a 28-year-old law profes-
sor, who took 48 percent of the vote.

But with the seat open, there is
likely to be an interesting Democratic
primary between Diane Blair, a lead-
ing expert on state politics at the Uni-
versity of Arkansas at Fayetteville,
and state Sen. Luther Hardin, an anti-
abortion Democrat from Russellville.

Hammerschmidt, 69, was first
elected to the House in 1966. He is the
ranking Republican on the Public
Works and Transportation Committee
and had been ranking member on the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee.

In Arkansas’ Senate race, Democrat
Bumpers officially gets a primary chal-
lenger March 7, when state Auditor Ju-
lia Hughes Jones is scheduled to for-
mally announce her candidacy. Jones
has won five statewide races since 1980,
but she is not seen as a major power in
the state Democratic Party. =

By Beth Donovan



(]

MARYLAND

Byron’s Unhappy Distinction:
First Incambent To Lose

n all of 1990’s primaries, only one

House incumbent was defeated for
renomination. This year, seven-term
member Beverly B. Byron, D-Md.. fell
in the very first state to hold a con-
gressional primary.

The defeat of Byron, chairwoman
of an Armed Services subcommittee,
by state Rep. Thomas H. Hattery in
the March 3 party contest sent shivers
through her many colleagues who face
insurgent opponents in the 1992 elec-
tion. Hattery rar on the sort of “anti-
Washington™ themes that dozens of
House challengers are using in at-
temptis to capitalize on a widespread
sense of voter dissatisfaction with how
the federal government is being run.

In his campaign, Hattery blasted
Byron for accepting a $35,000 pay
raise when many residents of the fac-
tory towns and mountain villages of
Western Maryland’s 6th District were
facing economic hardship. He de-
scribed her as an entrenched incum-
bent who had lost touch with her con-
stituents. And he won with 56 percent
of the primary vote.

After the election, Byron predicted
that other members would fall victim
to anti-incumbent rhetoric, describing
herself as “the tip of the iceberg.”

But Hatterv’s campaign was not
limited to an anti-incumbent theme. He
also exploited vulnerabilities peculiar to
Byron. Most prominent was her
strongly conservative House voting
record, which had alienated a number of
Democratic Party activists in the 6th.
Also Byron, 59, who had never faced a
threatening challenge, showed slow
‘campaign reflexes in responding to
Hattery.

Populist vs. Boll Weevil

Hattery, 38, has come full circle
with his primary win. He began his
political career by running for the
House against Byron as a precocious
newcomer in 1980. Although he took
just 12 percent of the Democratic pri-
mary vote that vear, he captured a
state House seat two years later and
was re-elected in 1986 and 1990.

In the state House, Hattery serves
as chairman of the Ways and Means

By Bob Benenson

Byron

Transportation Subcommittee. Al-
though not an especially high-profile
member, Hatterv has been involved in
a wide range of issues, including infra-
structure development, anti-drunk
driving efforts, education funding and
energy conservation. He supports
abortion rights legislation.

Although Hattery eschews the “lib-
eral” label — he calls himself “progres-
sive” and a “populist” — he clearly stood
to the left of Byron in the primary. Byron
was considered during the 1980s as one of
the few Northern “Boll Weevils,” an
appeliation applied mainly to Southern
Democrats who often sided with the con-
servative policies of President Ronald
Reagan. During most years of her tenure,
Byron backed Presidents Reagan and
Bush on more than half of the House
votes on which they had taken a position.

There had been signals that Demo-
cratic activists, who play a major role in
primaries. were increasingly unhappy
with Byron. In 1990, challenger Anthony
Patrick Puca, a furniture salesman little
known to most district voters, won 36
percent of the primary vote; two years
earlier, he had taken just 19 percent.

While Byron — whose father was a
World War II aide to Gen. Dwight D.
Eisenhower and whose son Kimball, an
Air Force reservist, served in the Persian
Gulf War — expended most of her effort
on defense-related issues, her critics
noted that there are few military facili-
ties or defense plants in the 6th District.

Since 1987 Byron has chaired the
Armed Services Subcommittee on
Military Personnel and Compensa-
tion. Hattery argued that he would
pursue issues more relevant to a dis-
trict that combines burgeoning Balti-
more-Washington exurbs in Freder-
ick. Carroll and Howard counties;
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poverty pockets in Marvland’s West-
ern Panhandle. where unemployment
exceeds 10 percent: and the farmlands
in between (Hattery, of Mount Airy in
Frederick County, is a farmer).

Hattery packaged these issues as part
of a hard-hitting media campaign that
described Byron as out of touch with the
district. In one effective radio ad that
scored Byron for supporting the pay raise
and for taking several congressional trips
overseas, 2 Robin Leach imitator com-
pared Byron's behavior to “The Life-
styles of the Rich and Famous.”

Although Hattery established a
districtwide grass-roots organization
and had a longstanding political base in
Byron's home territory of Frederick
County, the incumbent showed signs of
complacency. Puca’s mild efforts were
her toughest previous campaigns; her
conservative voting record had insu-
lated her from serious Republican chal-
lenges. Also, the Byron name has deep
political roots in the 6th: In 1978, the
incumbent succeeded her late husband
Goodloe Byron Jr., whose father and
mother both held the seat in the 1940s.

On the campaign trail, Byron de-
fended her actions. For example, she
said she supported the pay raise in ex-
change for a ban on honoraria and took
overseas trips only on Armed Services
Committee business. But she ran no ads
refuting Hattery’s charges. She did not
respond in kind until the last davs of the
campaign, when she ran an ad calling
Hattery “Taxing Tom™ for supporting
some state tax increases.

Hattery’s win was sweeping. He won
every county, carried Frederick County,
the district’s largest, with 57 percent of
the vote.

Byron was not the only one surprised
by the outcome; Maryland Republicans
again had made little effort to recruit a
candidate to run against the seemingly
solid incumbent. In the lightly attended
GOP primary, retired science professor
Roscoe Bartlett edged satellite commu-
nications consultant Mike Downey by
43 percent to 41 percent.

This is a second try for the 66-
year-old Bartlett, who took 26 percent
of the vote as the Republican nominee
against Byron in 1982. But with the
more liberal Hattery replacing Byron
on the Democratic ticket, the 1992
House race might draw some interest
from national Republican strategists:
The 6th District gave 66 percent of its
presidential vote to Bush in 1988.

Wynn’s Narrow Victory
Byron’'s defeat overshadowed what
had been promoted as the seminal
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event in the congressional primary: the
first election in the new black-majority
4th District, based in the Washington,
D.C. suburbs of Prince George's and
Montgomery counties. There, state Sen.
Albert Wynn won a narrow victory.

The creation of the open seat, with a
constituency that is 59 percent black,
spurred a rush of 13 Democratic candi-
dates, including Wynn; Prince George’s
County State’s Attorney Alexander Wil-
liams Jr.; state Rep. Dana Lee
Dembrow; and Prince George’s County
Commissioner Hilda Pemberton.

In bidding for a House seat, Wynn
benefited from his 10 years in the state
legislature, working on such issues as
banking, crime and education. Aided by
the support of organized labor, Wynn
also raised the most campaign money.

What cinched the win for Wynn
was his strategy of working both his
Prince George’s base and the Mont-
gomery County part of the district.
Williams hoped that his countywide
recognition in Prince George's would
carry him through; he in fact edged
Wynn there by about 400 votes. But
Wynn outran Williams in Montgom-
ery County by nearly 1,700 votes.

Dembrow, a liberal who was the
leading white candidate in the field,
did not make race an issue; instead he

ran a regional campaign aimed at vot-
ers in his Montgomery County base.
He succeeded at that, carrying the
county with 38 percent. But he won
just 4 percent in Prince George’s for
third place with 15 percent overall.

Pemberton had credentials on local
issues, but she failed to raise enough
money to run a competitive campaign.
She lagged in fourth with 13 percent.

Wynn will be strongly favored to win
his general election matchup with Re-
publican businesswoman Michele Dyson
in the heavily Democratic district.

The Rest of the Field

The anticipated 1st District incum-
bent-incumbent matchup between
Democrat Tom McMillen and Republi-
can Wayne T. Gilchrest, brought about
by redistricting, became a reality; both
staved off vigorous primary opponents.

McMillen was forced to run in the
1st by a redistricting map that carved
up his 4th district in order to make
way for the new black-majority seat.
McMillen was initially angry about
the map, which merged just part of his
Anne Arundel County turf with the
Eastern Shore region, where he had
never run before. But he regained his
footing enough to win 55 percent of
the vote over two candidates with re-

gional bases: state Reps. Samuel Q.
Johnson III of the Eastern Shore and
John C. Astle of Anne Arundel.
Gilchrest, meanwhile, was held to 47
percent, while challenger Lisa G.
Renshaw, a 30-vear-old parking garage
owner, took 30 percent. Renshaw ran on
anti-insider themes similar to those
Hattery used in the 6th District. But her
campaign was more overtly ideological:
The staunchly conservative Renshaw
attacked the more moderate Gilchrest
for supporting abortion rights and pro-
posing stricter wetlands regulations
than those favored by President Bush.
In the 5th District, Democratic
Rep. Steny H. Hover faces 2 Novem-

ber battle with Republican primary |
winner Lawrence J. Hogan Jr., son of ’

former Rep. Lawrence J. Hogan Sr.

In the Republican Senate primary,
former Reagan administration foreign
policy official and anti-tax campaigner
Alan L. Keyves dominated a 15-candi-
date field and will face Democratic Sen.
Barbara A. Mikulski this fall.

Keyes, one of a small but increas-
ingly influential group of black conser-
vative activists, was the unsuccessful
1988 Republican nominee against Dem-
ocratic Sen. Paul S. Sarbanes. But he
won the primary on a pledge to give the
liberal Mikulski “the fight of her life.”

SENATE

Candidate Residence Age Occupation Vote %
* Barbara A. Mikuiski (D) Baitimore 55 incumbent 366,484 766
Thomas M. Wheatley (D) Silver Spring 36 Financial manager 30800 64
Walter Boyd (D) Lutherville 66 Retirec parole administrator 25894 5.4
Don Aliensworth (D) Hagerstown 57 Investor 18314 40
Scott David Britt (D) Beltsville 38 Lawyer 12684 27
James Leonard White (D) Baltimore 52 Professional hypnotist 12338 26
8. Emerson Sweatt (D) White Plains 48 Carpenter 10982 23
* Alan L. Keyes (R) Darnestown 41 Former diplomat 95,706 465
Martha Scanian Kiima (R) Luthervilie 53 State representative 20075 &7
Joseph 1. Cassily (R) Churchvilie 41 State's attorney 15841 77
Ross Z. Pierpont (R) Baltimore 74 Retired surgeon 12305 6.0
S. Rob Sobhani (R) Rockville 32 College lecturer 12210 58
John J. Bishop (R) Baltimore 43 State representative 8,122 44
Eugene R. Zarwell (R) Riva 50 Marketing consuitant 8373 31
James Henry Berry (R) Bethesda 50 Lawyer 8.152 3.0
Romie Allen Songer {R) Pasadena 48 Self-employed businessman 5838 29
Joyce Friend-Nalepka (R) Silver Spring 55 Anti-drug activist 5740 28
Ecdward Shannon (R) Silver Spring 61 Lawyer 44483 22
Scott L. Meredith (R) Barciay 31 Electronics technician 4286 21
Stuart Hopkins (R) Preston 41 Consuitant on disability issues 3742 1.8
Herman J. Hannan {R) Phoenix 54 Financial consuitant 2720 1.3
William H. Krehnbrink (R) Perry Hall 44 Diesel truck mechamic 1282 06
HOUSE
District Location Candidate Residence Age Occupation Vote %
1 Cross Bay — Eastern Shore; * Tom McMillen (D} Crofton 39 incumbent 33.030 55.1
Annapolis: Gien Burnie Samuei Q. Johnson it (D) Tyaskin 53 State representative 14,584 243
John C. Astie (D) Annapolis 48 State representative 8417 14.0
James Brown (D) Denton 43 Counseling therapist 2585 43
Herbert Anthony Mamet (0) Ocean City 71 Retired auctioneer 1 2.3
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h District Location Candidate Residence Age Occupation Vote %
- Wayne T. Gilchrest (R) Kennedyville 43 incumbent 16,981 468
Lisa G. Renshaw (R) Severn 30 Parking garage owner 10,726 296
Robert P. Duckworth (R) Crofton 50 Circuit court clerk 8,791 188
Edward F. Taylor (R) Arnoid 47 Teacher 1237 34
Michae! P. Jackson (R} Annapolis 25 Self-employed handyman 470 1.3
2 Baltimore and Harford counties  * Michael C. Hickey Jr. (D) Abingdon 45 Lawyer 16.53¢ 320
James Del.oach Jr. (D) Baltimore 26 Realtor; newspaper distributor 11,884 230
Joseph John Bish (D) Bel Air 34 Programmer analyst - 8,726 169
Comelius U. Morgan (D) Battimore 69 Retire¢ chemist 7584 147
Paul D. Raschke (D) Bel Air 36 Lawyer 6,972 134
* Helen Delich Bentley (R) Luthervilie 68 incumbent 28.216 868
Robert T. Petr (R} Baltimore 49 insurance broker 4202 132
3 Downtown ang Ethnic Baltimore: * Benjamin L. Cardin (D) Baltimore 48 incumbent - 62,406 845
Columbia Carl A. Mueller (D) Baitimore 48 Bicycle store owner 11,434 155
= William T. S. Bricker (R) Towson 62 Lawyer 3,567 268
Christopher Eric Bouchat (R} Hanover 24 Weider 2586 19.7
Fredric M. Parker (R} Columbia 31 Engineer 1882 142
Mark Kevin White (R) Baltimore 33 Systems engineer 1,751 132
Wyatt A. Rogers (R) Baltimore 36 Sandwich shop owner 1,817 121
Joseph M. Werner Jr. (R) Faliston 31 Advertising firm owner 991 75
Edward Lerp (R) Ranaalistown 37 Stockbroker 856 6.4
4 inner Prince George's County;  * Albert R. Wynn (D) Largo 40 State senator 18,160 28.1
Siiver Spring Alexander Williams Jr. (D) Cheverly 43 State’s attorney 16,878 26.1
Dana Lee Dembrow (D) Silver Spring 38 State representative 8,712 150
Hilda R. Pemberton (D) t.andover 51 County Council member 8367 13.0
Francis J. Aluisi (D) District Heights 70 Engineering consuitant 3641 58
Tommie L. Broadwater (D)  Gienarden 48 Former state senator 2510 32
Linga A. Kelly (D) Takoma Park 43 Accountant 1411 22
Maria Turner (D) Mount Rainier 60 Educator 1,302 20
Robert Bates (D) Sitver Spring 65 Lawyer 831 1.4
Michael B. DuPuy (D) Sitver Spring 32 Computer consultanmt 671 1.0
i E. George Post (D) Spring 59 Radio engineer 488 0.7
F Claudio B. Pedery Jr. (D) Fort Washington 55 Logistics specialist 438 07
e Horace Hillsman (D) Suitiand 53 Minister 17¢ 03
* Michele Dyson (R) Sitver Spring 42 Information management 5127 478

consultant
Herbert Stone Rosenberg (R) Silver Spring 70 Sales representative 1500 14.0
John Mitchell Brown (R) Upper Mariboro 82 consuitant 1471 137
Roy L. Chambers (R) Fort Washington 72 Scientific instrument salesman 800 84
Andrew Amold (R) Hyattsvilie 32 Writer 840 7.8
Claude Roxbdorough (R) Temple Hills 44 Lawyer 45 42
William R. Diamond (R) Fort Washington 31 Computer consultant 434 41
5 Outer Prince George's County;  * Steny H. Hoyer (D) Mitcheliville 52 incumbent 45374 84.0
Southern Maryland Ricardo V. Johnson (D) Beitsville 38 Management consultant 8,634 18.0
* Lawrence J. Hogan Jr. (R) Upper Martboro 35 Real estate broker 12,247 482
Geraid Schuster {R) Accokeek 60 Physician 4852 18.0
John Douglas Parran (R) St. Leonard 38 Electronics shop owner 3931 155
Theodore Henderson (R} Greenbelt 48 Counseling psychologist 2232 88
Michael Swetnam (R} Bowie 38 information processing 1450 5.7
director

John Michael Fieig (R) Rosedaie 25 Retail manager 708 28
i € Central anc West — Frederick; " Thomas H. Hattery (D) Mount Airy 38 State representative 29,388 6.2
: Hagerstown Beverly B. Byron (D) Frederick 59 incumbent 22883 438
* Roscoe G. Bartlett (R) Frederick 66 Retired teacher 15,183 426
Michael Downey (R) Thurmont 85 Satellite technology consuftant 314481 406
Frank K. Nethken (R) Cumbertand 61 Former mayor 6004 168
7 inner-City Baltimore; Western * Kweisi Mfume (D) Battimore 43 incumbent 54452 848
Balumore County Michae! Vernon Dobson (D)  Battimore 41 insurance agent 8,845 154
* Kenneth Kondner (R) Baitimore 50 Dental technician Unopposed
8 Montgomery County * Egward J. Hetfernan (D) Rockville 28 ional aide 10,746 198
Anthony Patrick Puca (D) Potomac 43 Furniture executive 10,122 187
Sidney Altman (D) Chevy Chase 70 Tax accountant 7965 147
Shelton Skolnick (D) Derwood 48 Lawyer 6,695 123
Dennis Ketterer (D} College Park 38 Radio broadcaster 6354 117
James Walker Jr. (0) Bethesda 44 Real estate broker 8235 118
Joseph S. Incarnato (D) Siiver Spring B84 Engineering consultant 3507 65
( John Edward Boehm (D) Silver Spring 51 Self-employed artist 2820 438
\e * Constance A. Morelia (R) Bethesda 61 incumbent Unopposed

* Nominee
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REDISTRICTING

Alabama Democrats Pass Map
To Replace Court Proposal

Democratic rivalries delay Ohio’s plan;
Supreme Court hears Montana’s case

labama Republicans may bhave

popped open the champagne too
soon: The Republican-drawn congres-
sional redistricting plan that appeared
set in place for the 1990s may yet be
superseded by a Democratic-designed
map.

After a federal court conditionally
approved a GOP-drawn plan Jan. 27,
congressional and state legislative
Democrats argued for weeks over
whether to draft a new map to sup-
plant it. Then in late February the
deadlock broke suddenly, and Demo-
crats coalesced behind a new plan
more favorable to their party.

The Democratic-controlled Legis-
lature Feb. 27 cleared the remap and
sent it to Republican Gov. Guy Hunt,
who vetoed it March 5. The Legisla-
ture overrode his veto later that day.

When it appeared that Democrats
would remain stymied over drafting a
substitute to the federal court map,
Republicans rejoiced that they would
likely pick up a third seat in the
seven-member delegation.

To create a new majority-black
district, the court map removed most
of the blacks from Democratic Rep.
Ben Erdreich’s Birmingham-based 6th
District, leaving it a 90 percent white
GOP bastion. And the map placed
Democratic Rep. Claude Harris in the
new majority-black 7th. (Background,
Weekly Report, p. 373)

But the plan just passed by the
Legislature would rescind the GOP’s
all-but-sure gain; it places Harris and
Erdreich together in a constituency
that is less solidly Republican than
the 6th District drawn in the court-
approved map. Both plans would cre-
ate a majority-black district.

The Legislature’s map must now
be submitted to the Department of
Justice for “pre-clearance” under the
strictures of the Voting Rights Act.
Justice has 60 days from the time it
receives a plan to issue a decision.

The Senate has passed a bill mov-

By Dave Kaplan
and the CQ politics staff
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ing Alabama’s April 3 filing deadline
to May 3; the House could clear that
measure as early as March 10. That
change also would require Justice De-
partment approval.

Uncertainty abounds over which
plan will govern Alabama’s 1992 elec-
tions. The three-judge panel’s prelimi-
nary order said that the court-adopted
plan would be used if the Legislature
“fails to adopt and have pre-cleared a
... plan in time for the conduct of [the
1992] elections under the timetables
presently provided

five of Alabama’s seven House mem-
bers largely intact, and Democratic
Reps. Tom Bevill and Glen Browder,
content with the shape of their new
constituencies, informed state legisla-
tors that they did not want to see the
court plan altered. When test votes in
both chambers failed, state Demo-
cratic Party officials publicly con-
ceded defeat on redistricting for the
*90s.
But Democratic leaders in the Leg-
islature urged Democrats in the con-
gressional delegation to relent in their
opposition to a plan that would let
Harris and Erdreich fight it out in a
district that one of them could have a

chance to win in November. Leaders

in the effort to pass a new map were
Lt. Gov. James E. Folsom Jr. (the
Senate president), Senate President
Pro Tem Ryan deGraffenried Jr. and
state Rep. Michael E. Box, a member
of the House redistricting committee.

As dean of the congressional dele-

for by Alabama
laws.”
Victor Williams,

law clerk for Judge

Alabama Districts

W. Brevard Hand,
the senior judge on

Pl ™| ™=l e
the panel, acknowl- \\;,:«.m '5
edged that the pr—— il

wording of the rul-

ing does not make
it clear whether

legislators  could
move the April 3
filing deadline to
allow the Justice
Department time
to pre-clear its
mep. And on
March 6, Secretary
of State Billy Joe
Camp filed a mo-
tion urging the
court to adopt the
Legislature’s plan.
Williams said those
matters would be
addressed in the
judges’ final order,
which he expected
to be issued in the
next few days.
Until the sur-
prise breakthrough,

|
efforts in the Legis- !
lature to pass an al- S
ternative to the I O
court-adopted plan |
seemed at a stand- Iy,
still. The court map

Note:
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gation, Bevill was the linchpin to the
negotiations. His opposition to alter-
ing the court plan had stymied earlier
efforts, and his acquiescence to a new
map propelled it to passage.

The Democrats’ map changes the
6th by removing from it heavily Re-
publican Shelby County and strong
GOP territory in Jefferson County
(Birmingham), and adding to it most
of Democratic Pickens County (from
Bevill's 4th District) and Sumter,
Choctaw and Marengo counties (all
from Harris’ current 7th).

Montana’s Day in Court

The state of Montana brought its
challenge of congressional reappor-
tionment to the Supreme Court on
March 4, arguing that the formula
used since 1941 to allocate House
seats violates the constitutional prin-
ciple of one person, one vote.

Montana, trying to avoid losing
one of its two congressional seats, pre-
viously won a ruling by a three-judge
federal panel. The Commerce Depart-
ment appealed to the Supreme Court.
(Background, CQ Political Supple-
ment, Feb. 29, 1992, p. 79)

Solicitor General Kenneth W.
Starr, the Bush administration’s chief
lawyer before the Supreme Court, ar-
gued that choosing the proper re-
apportionment formula should be left
up to Congress because achieving per-
fect equality in the size of House dis-
tricts is nearly impossible.

A decision is expected by July.

Most of the state officials advancing
Montana's case are not optimistic about
prevailing in the Supreme Court. The
state’s two House members, Republican
Ron Marlenee and Democrat Pat Wil-
liams, already have started to run
against one another for an at-large seat.

* Montana’s population growth over
the past decade was only 1.6 percent.
Under the current reapportionment

sformula, the state would be left with
just one House seat with about
800,000 residents. That would be the
most populous House constituency in
the country, considerably larger than
the ideal district size of 572,466 (cal-
culated by dividing the nation’s popu-
lation by 435 House districts). How-
ever, providing the state with two
districts would make them the na-
tion’s least populous districts.

Montana Attorney General Marc
Racicot said Congress ought to adhere
to the same principle of one person,
one vote that applies to statewide and
local redistricting. Supreme Court
Justice Antonin Scalia asked how his

position squared with the constitu-
tional provision that guarantees each
state at least one House member, no
matter how small its population.

“Just because there is a basic ineq-
uity does not allow for further ineq-
uity,” Racicot responded.

Officials in Massachusetts had also
filed suit in federal court challenging
the constitutionality of the reappor-
tionment formula. A separate three-
judge panel in Boston ruled against
the state on that issue on Feb. 20.

However, that panel did favor
Massachusetts on another matter, strik-
ing down the method of counting fed-
eral personnel overseas in the census for
being “arbitrary and capricious.” The
panel’s ruling would enable Massachu-
setts to keep its 11 seats, instead of
losing one, and deprive Washington of
increasing from eight to nine seats.

On March 5, the federal government
filed 2 motion asking the three-judge
panel to reconsider its decision and to
stay its order pending reconsideration or
a possible appeal. The motion claims that
the judicial panel ignored important as-
pects of the administrative record favor-
able to the federal government. It says
that even if the census of personnel over-
seas was improper, the only remedy
available to the court would be to return
the matter to the agency involved. And it
questions whether the issue is even sub-
ject to judicial review.

Ohio Map Hits Bump Near End

Ohio legislators are one step away
from approving a congressional re-
districting plan. But dissension among
Democrats forced state House
Speaker Vernal G. Riffe Jr. to post-
pone a vote on a compromise plan un-
til March 10.

The plan, approved by a bipartisan
joint committee and passed 24-9 by
the state Senate, would splinter Re-
publican Rep. Clarence E. Miller’s
current 10th District among the new
districts of GOP Reps. David L. Hob-
son, Michael G. Oxiey and Bob Mc-
Ewen. (Background, CQ Political
Supplement, Feb. 29, 1992, p. 91)

House action snagged because of
disagreement among the Cleveland ar-
ea’s three House members — Demo-
crats Louis Stokes, Mary Rose QOakar
and Edward F. Feighan — over how to
divide downtown Cleveland and areas
in surrounding Cuyahoga County.
Stokes, dean of Ohio Democrats and
the state’s only black member, has
threatened a voting-rights lawsuit if
the percentage of minorities in his dis-
trict is not increased. The House’s 11
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black Democrats oppose the plan.

Court Weighs Pennsyivania Plan

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court
will hold its first hearing on congres-
sional redistricting March 7. The court
is reviewing a map submitted to it Feb.
24 by a commonwealth court judge.
(Background, Weekly Report, p. 487)

Originally drawn by state Senate
Democrats, the map has been widely
viewed as favorable to Democrats. It
pairs Republican Reps. Curt Weldon
and Dick Schulze, and diminishes the
re-election prospects of freshman
GOP Rep. Rick Santorum.

But when briefs were filed with the
state Supreme Court on March 2, both
Democrats and Republicans raised ob-
jections.

“The plan is deadly to Democrats
in the eastern half of the state,” says
Bob Priest, director of the state House
Democrats’ reapportionment office.

The court map gives Democratic
Rep. Thomas M. Foglietta’s Philadel-
phia-based district a black-majority
population, and it lowers the black
population in Rep. Lucien Blackwell’s
existing black-majority district. The
plan also weakens the base of Demo-
cratic Rep. Robert A. Borski.

Reps. Foglietta, Borski, Weldon
and Santorum submitted a letter to
the Supreme Court asking it to enact
an alternative plan similar to one con-
sidered by the legislature and backed
by Democratic Rep. John P. Murtha
and GOP Rep. Joseph M. McDade.

N.C. Filing Change; Ga. to Justice

A federal judge in North Carolina
on Feb. 28 extended the state’s filing
period for House candidates.

The filing deadline, which was
March 2, has been moved to March 10,
or until a three-judge panel rules on a
redistricting suit filed by the state Re-
publican Party on Feb. 28. A hearing
is scheduled for March 9.

The GOP charges that the new
congressional map — which was
drawn by Democrats and then ap-
proved by the Justice Department
Feb. 6 — splinters communities of in-
terest and is not compact.

Georgia has filed its latest re-
districting plan with the Justice De-
partment, which must “pre-clear” the
map under provisions of the Voting
Rights Act. Justice rejected Georgia's
first remap Jan. 21, saying it diluted
minority voting strength in southwest-
ern Georgia. The legislature approved
a revised plan Feb. 27. (Background,
Weekly Report, p. 487) =
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CAMPAIGN NOTEBOOK

AS THE DEMOCRATIC FIELD NARROWS ...

he empty factories of the Midwest

are more than just hulking monu-

ments to the weakened condition of
the industrial sector of the American
economy. They could also serve as a vivid
commentary on the political fitness of the
nation’s industrial-sector unions in the
1992 presidential campaign.

With all the bravado of the Light
Brigade, several of the nation’s major
trade unions charged into the breach of
the Democratic nominating contest on
Feb. 19 to endorse Tom Harkin. That was
the morning after the Iowa Senator had
finished a disappointing fourth in the
New Hampshire primary. “It struck me as
funny we did it the day after New Hamp-
shire,” said a political operative whose
union was among the nine that gathered
in a Bal Harbour (Fla.) hotel room that
morning to announce the formation of
the National Labor Committee for
Harkin.

“There was almost like a surge in peo-
ple’s feelings at that moment, that he’s
running on our program, he's getting
stomped, we have to jump in this thing,”
said another union operative. whose boss
also announced for Harkin in Bal Har-
bour, where the AFL-CIO executive
committee was holding its annual winter
meeting. The operative, who—Ilike most
interviewed—requested anonymity, said
that the political directors of some of the
unions lining up behind Harkin’s flagging
campaign had doubts about his prospects
for success. But. the source added. “the
union presidents are more idealistic and
thought they could move things and turn
this campaign around.”

Nine unions declared that day: the
Amalgamated Clothing and Textile
Workers. the Communications Workers
of America, the International Association
of Machinists and Aerospace Workers,
the International Ladies” Garment Work-
ers. the International Union of Electrical
Workers. the Transportation and Com-
munication International Union, the
United Auto Workers. the United Mine
Workers of America and the United
Steelworkers of America. They would
have liked to start working for Harkin's
campaign earlier. But AFL-CIO internal
guidelines had prohibited them from for-
mally siding with any candidate until its
executive committee decided at the Bal
Harbour meeting to allow individual
unions to endorse a candidate. (See NJ,
2/15/92. p. 396.)

But give these unions their due. They
stood by their man. or at least what he
stood for. as Michigan AFL-CIO presi-
dent Frank Garrison explained. “It’s the
message that these unions are supporting
with [their endorsement of] Harkin, it's
not necessarily the messenger,” said Gar-
rison. who. as an officer of a state federa-
tion, must remain neutral in Democratic
primaries. Harkin, for instance. was the
only Democratic candidate who stood
fast with labor in its unsuccessful attempt
to deny the Bush Administration “fast-
track”™ authority to negotiate a free-trade
agreement between the United States
and Mexico.

Garrison also said that if the Iowa Sen-
ator is forced to end his campaign prema-
turely, he expects that at least one of the
remaining candidates will adopt parts of

Harkin's message in hopes of picking up
the support from the labor bloc that had
embraced him.

“Clearly, the labor unions who are
backing him think they have got to pro-
tect the message,” said Rachelle
Horowitz, political director of the Ameri-
can Federation of Teachers (AFT), which
is supporting Bill Clinton. Horowitz
recalled that when the AFT and other
unions endorsed Massachusetts Sen. |
Edward M. Kennedy in his ‘1980 chal-
lenge to the renomination of President
Carter. they felt they succeeded in mov-
ing Carter to the left on some key plat-
form issues.

There was aiso some compelling leg-
islative logic behind the decision of the
nine industrial unions to jump aboard
Harkin's presidential campaign, even
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after it had been hobbled by his poor fin-
ish in New Hampshire. Harkin, after all.
was espousing many of their key posi-
tions. from opposing a capital gains tax
cut 1o supporting legislation that would
forbid companies from hiring permanent
replacements for striking workers. And
on the stump. Harkin has repeatediv
touted himself as a lifelong ally of orga-
nized labor and its biggest friend among
the field of five Democratic presidential
hopefuls.

Had labor not come to Harkin's side in
his hour of need. several union operatives
noted. the credibility of their lobbyists on
Capitol Hill might have been called into
question. “People jooking at labor issues
in Congress would say. * Well, why should
I get out front on a labor issue when I
look at Tom Harkin and some of the

biggest unions turned their back on this
guy?" " a labor official said.

Surprisingly. the unionists interviewed
expressed no resentment over being
placed in a box by Harkin’s faltering can-
didacy. even though some had privately
argued that politically it would have been
wiser to endorse Clinton, as the Ameri-
can Federation of State, County and
Municipal Employees and the AFT did.

Ultimately, that’s where many of the
unions may end up: backing the governor
of a right-to-work state (Arkansas) and
the former chairman of the Democratic
Leadership Council, a centrist group not
regarded fondly by many labor leaders.

“The rise of [Paul E.] Tsongas has
caused people to reassess Clinton,” a
union operative backing Harkin said.
“The more that Clinton runs as 2 populist

against Tsongas. Main Street versus Wall
Street. it’s going to0 appeal to labor, no
question about it.”

With key primaries in industrial Illinois
and Michigan coming up on March 17.
it's doubtful that unions will shift gears in
time to significantly help Clinton in his
showdown with Tsongas in two states
where labor still has some political clout.
Union officials understandably are reluc-
tant to abandon Harkin after his wins in
the Idaho and Minnesota caucuses on
March 3 and with the autoworkers in
Michigan still pledged to him. Pro-Harkin
union officials met in Washington on
March 4 and decided to stay the course,
at least through Michigan. Fealty to
Harkin and doubts about Clinton’s
electability seem to be guiding labor’s
actions for now.

If organized labor coalesces behind
Clinton, that could heighten the potential
for intraparty cleavage if Tsongas
emerges as the candidate of the more-
affluent suburban and independent Dem-
ocrats and Clinton is seen as the candi-
date who draws his support from blacks
and from whites who are financially less
well off. (See this issue, p. 606.)

Ironically, Clinton’s advisers had ini-
tially positioned his campaign to appeal
to some of the moderate and upscale vot-
ers whom Tsongas is now attracting. At
one point, they thought Clinton might be
seen as an attractive alternative to the
expected candidacy of New York Gov.
Mario M. Cuomo, a traditional liberal
and a favorite of many trade unionists.
When Cuomo declined to run, many
Democrats breathed a sigh of relief that
this year, their primary contest would not
evolve into a ideological battle that would
split the party along class lines.

Indeed, avoiding those kinds of divi-
sions may have been what AFL-CIO
president Lane Kirkland had in mind
when he took pains to remind the trade
unionists meeting in Bal Harbour that
Tsongas had a strong pro-labor voting
record when he served in Congress.

If the Democrats as 2 presidential party
are to avoid going the route of the Mid-
west’s abandoned steel mills. they're
going to need to avoid a fight that leaves
scars. Clinton and Tsongas cannot afford
to alienate each other’s backers. And
whichever candidate emerges as the nom-
inee will need the enthusiastic backing of
labor to have a chance at toppling Presi-
dent Bush in November. ]
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INSIDE POLITICS

JACK W. GERMOND AND JULES WITCOVER

LOOKING FOR A WINNER IN THE FALL

parties must ask themselves the same question: How do we
get there from here?

Or, put another way, is it possible for either party to arrive at
a presidential nominee politically healthy enough to run a strong
campaign in the general election?

For the Democrats, the early rounds of primaries and caucus-
es have cleared some of the underbrush of also-rans, only to set
the stage for what appears likely to be a prolonged and poten-
tially divisive war between Paul E. Tsongas and Bill Clinton, nei-
ther of whom fits the job description for the ideal candidate to
run against an incumbent.

For the Republicans, the pri-
maries have exposed a fundamen-
tal weakness in President Bush
that makes him a far less formi-
dable incumbent than the Demo-
crats might have expected to face
in November.

Both Clinton and Tsongas came
away from the latest primaries and
caucuses with some reason for
encouragement. Each showed
enough strength outside his home
territory to neutralize the com-
plaints about regional candidates.
But it is equally true that neither
has shown the kind of electrifving
appeal 1o make him a reassuring
front-runner in the eyes of Democratic professionals.

The calendar now clearly favors Clinton, at least in the short
term. He is the obvious favorite in the big primaries in Texas
and Florida on March 10. But the contest now changes to a
competition for convention delegates, and the Democratic sys-
tem of awarding delegates on a proportional basis points to a
long war of attrition before anyone can lock up the nomination.
Meanwhile, both candidates are showing a testiness that por-
tends rough water ahead.

, Bush has no such problem in accumulating the delegates to
assure him the nomination for a second term. But Patrick J.
Buchanan'’s success in replicating in Georgia his showing in New
Hampshire means that the President must contend with his

ATI.ANTA—Going into the Super Tuesday primaries, both

" weaknesses being displayed for all to see for several more

weeks.

There is still no reason to believe that Buchanan is a credible
alternative to Bush for the nomination. But the conservative
commentator’s campaign has always been more of an ideologi-
cal movement to determine the direction of the party than a
rational attempt to capture the nomination. Buchanan keeps
saying that his stronger-than-expected showings will mean the
collapse of “the whole house of cards” that is the Bush cam-
paign. But he is kidding himself if he believes Bush would ever
step aside, even if Buchanan continues to make similar showings
in some of the primaries just ahead.

The President is, however, paying a price. Neither he nor his
advisers seem to have any notion of how to deal with a chal-
lenger who is not a serious threat to his renomination, let alone
with 2 Democratic nominee in the general election. In New
Hampshire, Bush ignored Buchanan; in Georgia, he assailed
him. But the result was the same in both cases, suggesting that

Can either party come
up with a presidential
nominee politically
healthy enough to run a
strong campaign in the
general election?

there is 2 significant minority of Republicans who aren’t willing
to support their President, whatever the strategies employed.

What has been most intriguing has been the steady decline in
Bush’s approval ratings even as he has campaigned for reelec-
tion. The White House argues that this is a function of Bush's
being constantly bashed by both the Democrats and Buchanan.
But the President has been visibly and aggressively campaigning
himself for almost a month now. So it is reasonable to wonder
when that effort pays some dividends.

Bush and his apologists are taking the predictable line that
voters are expressing their frustration with Washington in gener-
al. But the real question is whether
the President may not have turned
off a significant element of the
electorate with his failure to deal
aggressively with domestic prob-
lems. That, of course, is the hope
of the Democrats as they deal with
their own troubies.

Despite their successes in the
early rounds, neither Clinton nor
Tsongas has dissolved the doubts
within his party about his candida-
cy. The party professionals will not
buy the argument that Clinton’s
military draft history will not be a
political burden in the general
election. Nor will they swallow the
notion that Tsongas’s special
charms as a candidate make him a marketable commodity in
November.

Meanwhile, the chances of a “third man” alternative seem to
have lessened. Quite aside from the question of gathering
enough national convention delegates to be competitive, any
late-running Democratic entrant could expect to engender
fierce opposition from the strong partisans of Tsongas and Clin-
ton who would complain about such an attemprt to thwart the
nominating process.

The question for the Democrats now is whether either of the
front-runners can win the primary-caucus competition in 2 way
that excites the imagination of the electorate at large. It may be
jarring to recall it, but that did happen four vears ago, as
Michael S. Dukakis marched through the primaries to the Dem-
ocratic nomination and a comfortable lead over candidate Bush
that he later frittered away.

Oddly enough, the President may be more vuinerable as an
incumbent than he was as Vice President running for the Oval
Office. He now has a record on which he can be faulted, as well
as praised. And the weakness of his performance against a can-
didate as extreme as Buchanan makes it clear that his personal
style under pressure does not evoke unlimited zeal among
Republicans.

Buchanan, meanwhile, will be under growing pressure from
within the party to put aside his presidential ambitions in the
name of saving the nation from a dreaded liberal Democrat in
the White House. But the challenger still has the money to con-
tinue the race, and he has persuaded himself that he has good
opportunities in Michigan on March 17 and in California on
June 2. So long as his election losses are depicted as victories,
he’s not likely to quit. |
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OPINION OUTLOOK

Views on National Security

WHITE HOUSE REPORT CARD

Do you think President Bush is doing a good job or a poor job
handling foreign policy? (Yankelovich Clancy Shulman for
CNN-Time magazine)
89 11/9 391 891 1191 2/92
Goodjob 72% 60% %% 8% 1% 62%
Poor job 20 30 10 16 3 30
Not sure 8 10 6 6 6 8

Do you approve or disapprove of the way Bush is handling for-
eign policy? (CBS News-The New York Times)

I 2/92
All Democrats Republicans Independents
Approve 51%  32% 73% 51%
Disapprove 42 59 23 41
Don’t know, 7 9 4 8
no answer

THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF

How important is it to you for a President to have served in the
military—very important, somewhat important or not important
at all? (CBS-Times)

2/92
All Dems. Reps. Inds.
Very important 17% 14% 19% 19%
Somewhat important 33 29 42 29
Not important at all 48 35 38 51
Don’t know, no answer 2 2 1 1

DRAFT AVOIDANCE

Would you agree or disagree with the following statement: “I
would never vote for a presidential candidate who I thought had
evaded the draft during the Vietnam war.” (Yankelovich for
CNN-Time)

SIZING UP JAPAN

Is your over-all opinion of Japan very favorable, mostly favor-
able. mostly unfavorable or very unfavorable? {Gallup
Organization Inc.)

2/92
Very favorable 9%
Mostly favorable 38
Mostly unfavorable 28
Very unfavorable 22
Don’t know 3

THE POWER BALANCE TODAY ...

In your view, which country is the strongest economic power
today—the United States, Japan or some other country? (asked
in the United States by Yankelovich for CNN-Tirme. in Japan by
Infoplan/Yankelovich International Network)

| 192 i
Japanese Americans
United States 17% 46% ;
Japan 68 43
Other 6 -5
Not sure 9 6

. . - AND TOMORROW

And which country do vou think will be the strongest economic
power 10 vears from now—the United States, Japan or some
other country? (asked in the United States by Yankelovich for
CNN-Time, in Japan by Infoplan/Yankelovich)

1/92 i
Japanese Americans
United States 14% 51%
Japan 35 27
Other 30 11
Not sure 21 11

EARNING RESPECT

Who's more likely to see to it that the United States is respected
by other countries—Bush or a Democratic President? (CBS-
Times)

1/92
Bush 58%
Democratic President 26
Both (volunteered) 3
Neither (volunteered) 3
Don’t know, no answer 10

THE COMPETENCE GAP

When it comes to dealing with foreign policy, which party do you
think would do a better job—the Democratic Party, the
Republican Party, both about the same or neither? (Peter D.
Hart and Vincent Breglio for NBC News-The Wall Street

Journal)
1/92
Democratic Party 13%
Republican Party 42
Both about the same 31
Neither 6
Not sure 8

596 NATIONAL JOURNAL 3/7/92



POLITICAL PULSE

WILLIAM SCHNEIDER

CLASS WARFARE BETWEEN THE DEMOCRATS

he Democratic nominating contest is finally taking shape.

And the shape it is taking isn't ideological or regional. It’s

class-based: downscale Clinton voters versus upscale
Tsongas voters. By their primary choices this spring, Democrats
will decide whether they will follow a populist strategy or a sub-
urban strategy in the fall.

The populist strategy targets Reagan Democrats—southern
whites and northern ethnics. This largely blue-collar constituen-
cy is Democratic by heritage, but it has abandoned the Demo-
cratic Party in presidential elections since the civil rights move-
ment of the 1960s. The ideological profile of Reagan Democrats
is mixed. They tend to be liberal
on economics (labor and govern-
ment) and conservative on social
issues (race, religion and foreign
policy). In other words, they are
economic and social populists. Bill
Clinton is becoming their candi-
date.

The suburban strategy targets
the so-called new-collar baby
boom voters. They are relatively
affluent and well-educated, and
therefore they tend to be fiscally
conservative and socially liberal—
the antithesis of populism. They
are independent by heritage. They
used to favor anti-Establishment
Democrats such as Eugene J.
McCarthy and George McGovern. But their suspicion of tradi-
tional tax-and-spend liberalism led many of them to vote
Republican in the 1980s. Paul E. Tsongas is becoming their can-
didate.

Look at what happened in the Feb. 18 New Hampshire pri-
mary, where Tsongas and Clinton came in first and second. The
exit polls show no ideological differences. Among liberal Demo-
crats, Tsongas had a 9-point lead over Clinton. Among moder-
ates, he had an 8-point lead. Among conservatives, he led by 7
points.

The class differences, however, were striking. Among Demo-
crats who didn’t finish high school, Clinton ran 28 points ahead
of Tsongas. Among high school graduates, Clinton was 2 points
ahead. Among Democrats with less than four years of college.
Clinton and Tsongas were tied. But Tsongas was 14 points
ahead among college graduates and 30 points ahead among the
not-inconsiderable number of New Hampshire Democrats with
postgraduate degrees (a fourth of the total).

The same differences show up by income. The poorest Demo-
crats (family incomes of less than $15.000) went for Clinton by
21 points. Those earning $15.000-$30.000 went for Clinton by 2
points. Tsongas carried the $30,000-850,000 voters by 11 points.
He carried the $50,000-and-over crowd by almost 20 points.

Tsongas has defined himself as a “pro-business liberal.” He
has a prototypical suburban profile, fiscally conservative and
socially liberal. The self-described candidate of economic pain
and sacrifice. he delights in telling audiences, “I am not running
to be Santa Claus.” He opposes the middle-class tax cut that
most House Democrats voted for last month. Instead. he favors
a higher gasoline tax to encourage conservation.

Tsongas is anathema to organized labor because he opposes

In their primaries,
Democrats will decide
whether to follow a
suburban (Tsongas) or
a populist (Clinton)
strategy in the fall.

labor-backed legislation that would prohibit companies from
hiring permanent replacements for striking workers. He favors a
reduction in the capital gains tax rate for certain long-term
investments. After his New Hampshire primary victory. Tsongas
said: “We must change our rhetoric. No more corporate bash-
ing. No more protectionism. No more Japan bashing. No more
class warfare.” And. he might have added. no more populism.

Clinton saw his opening, and he took it. In a speech in Den-
ver, he said, “If vou want more corporate power with less
accountability, easy on the people at the top of the totem pole,
vou should vote for Sen. Tsongas.” Remember 1984, when Wal-
ter F. Mondale called Gary Hart &
“heartless wretch™? Well. Clinton
called Tsongas an “economic
mechanic” who favors “cold-
blooded” proposals that “smack of
trickle-down economics.” Clinton’s
advertisements quote Tsongas as
saying he will be “the best friend
Wall Street has ever had.” while
Clinton will “put people first.”
That’s economic populism.

On social issues. however. Clin-
ton is running to the right of
Tsongas—and he doesn’t let
southern voters forget it. Clinton
supports a form of national ser-
vice. He favors welfare reform and
school choice. He supports
parental consent for teenage abortions. As Arkansas governor,
he has usually favored jobs over environmental protection. He
supported the Persian Gulf war. He has criticized Tsongas for
being too limited in his support of capital punishment. That's
social populism.

Tsongas is an ardent environmentalist. He is strongly commit-
ted to abortion rights and gay rights. He opposed the Gulif war.
Those positions may be hard to sell in the South. but they are
not likely to hurt him with baby boomers or suburban voters.

Clinton has two problems. One is whether the downscale vot-
ers he appeals to are going to be bothered by the allegations
made against him of infidelity and draft evasion. That could lead
many of them to stay home on March 10, Super Tuesday.

Clinton’s other problem is that his showing on Super Tuesday
may vastly overstate his strength in the South. A recent Houston
Chronicle poll found Clinton with a strong lead in Texas and a
healthy favorability rating among Democrats likely to vote on
March 10. Among independents. Republicans and Democrats
who are not likely to vote in the primary, however, Clinton did
much worse. His favorability rating among all Texas voters was
not impressive—3S5 per cent positive. 36 per cent negative.

For the Democrats, choosing Clinton is a way of saying. “We
can get back the South.” Choosing Tsongas is a way of saving,
“We can break into the suburbs.” But there is another factor
that has to be considered as well: President Bush. If Patrick J.
Buchanan succeeds in painting Bush as a Republican moderate,
that will weaken Bush in the South. On the other hand, if
Buchanan’s challenge ends up pushing Bush to the right, that
will weaken Bush in the suburbs.

The Democrats know who their opponent will be. But they
don't know where he will be most vuinerable. E
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ALONG THE CAMPAIGN TRAIL

BY JAMES A. BARNES AND RICHARD E. COHEN

Whm Michigan Republican and Democratic leaders reinstated a presiden-
tial primary to send delegates to the national political conventions, they

thought that they had-said good-bye to the headaches their cancus system had

caused in 1988, They were wrong. Michigan will hold its primary on March 17,

but nobody’s sure who's going to vote.

After their experiences in 1988, both parties had reason to scrap the caucus
system. In that year, Jesse Jackson won the Democratic caucus, and in the GOP,
anacnmomxsfeudbmkeombetwecnthepany’smodaateandconsexmvc
wings. The new problems seemed to have started when the Legislature, in
approving a bipartisan bill in mid-1988 to institute a presidential primary also
required potential voters to go to a local election office to declare their party
preference at least 30 days before the primary.

Michigan has no party registration, and its primaries for congressional, state
and local offices are open to all voters. By last December, the Democratsswere:
on potice to expect 2 revolt if voters were turned away on primary day beganse
they hadn’t previously declared their party affiliation. “There was 2 lot of fear
among the {election] clerks that a lot of people would be upset,” Michigan Dem-
ocratic Party operative Liza Estund Olson said. -

Sotthanoamsdeadedtoaﬂowanyoncmmmﬂmrpnmarywhohadn’t
previously declared that he or she was a2 Republican and was willing on primary
day to declare a2 Democratic affiliation. And, in a bit of one-upmanship, state
Republican Party officials said they would allow anyone who asks for 2 Republi-
mbaﬂotmvotemtheGOP’symnary N

chubhmmchnmaancopcmnv&sadmnthatvomarcoonfnsedand
that some of them who may lean Democratic will resent as an invasion of their..
privacy the primary day requirement that they state their party affiliation. “The .
votctsmsﬁﬂangxybeausetheDcmoaatswon’tmatcbouramons, Bryan W.
Flood, a spokesman for Michigan Republicans, said. :

But epubhcans,atlmthcsewhowpponh'csademBush,mymtbegjcax
mgaftzrzhepnmaxy Bush’s conservative foe, Patrick J. Buchanan, is thought to
have a following among Michigan’s culturally conservative blue-collar Demo-
crats. The Michigan Democrats’ rules might give these voters another reason to
pick up Republican ballots. And that would help neither Bush nor any Democrat
who is counting on those votes in the Democratic primary. 3 o

A A - A -

he muddled Washington Senate race has become even more confused with

Brock Adams’s announcement that he will not seek a second term. The vet-
eran Democrat made his brief statement on March 1, hours after the Seattle
Times published 2 controversial report that eight unnamed women said that -
Adams made sexual advances toward them in the past two decades.

Many Democrats said discussion of 2 nominee will be largely suspended until
Gov. Booth Gardner decides whether to make the bid. Gardner, who has said he
won'’t seek a third term, is expected to wait until the Legislature’s scheduled mid-
March adjournment. Ex-Rep. Mike Lowry, who lost two Senate campaigns as -
the Democratic nominee, has been planning to seek the nomination.

Among Republicans, Rep. Rod Chandler is the front-runner in polls and has
raised the most money among the four candidates who were running before
Adams dropped out. But he faces 2 diverse field of opponents. His only Republi-
can rival who has run statewide is Brian Boyle, who has been elected three times
as public lands commissioner. The others—Chandler, King County Executive
Tim Hill and state Sen. Leo Thorsness—are all from the Seattle area. ®
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DELEGATE HUNT

After seven state primaries and
caucuses on March 3, the
Democratic presidential race re-
mains 2 muddle. And, despite a
sweep, President Bush is still be-
ing dogged by Republican chal-
lenger Patrick J. Buchanan.

Bush won in Maryland (with 70
per cent of the vote), Colorado
(67) and Georgia (64). Buchanan,
claiming 2 moral victory in Geor-
gia, has vowed to fight on.

On the Democratic side, there
were three primary victors: Bill
Clinton, who smashed Paul E.
Tsongas in Georgia, 57-24 per
cent; Tsongas, who bested Clinton
in Maryland, 40-34 per cent, and
beat Edmund G. (Jerry) Brown Jr.
in Utah, 34-28 per cent; and
Brown, who won in Colorado with
29 per cent to Clinton’s 27 per cent
and Tsongas’s 26.

In Democratic caucus returns,
Tom Harkin was declared the win-
ner in Minnesota with 27 per cent,
followed by an uncommitted slate
that attracted 24 per cent. In
Idaho, Harkin won 30 per cent of
the delegates to the state conven-
tion and Tsongas won 28 per cent.
A sampling of Washington state
caucuses found Tsongas winning 32
per cent and Brown 19 per cent,
with an uncommitted slate getting
20 per cent.

The table gives the cumulative
delegate counts as determined by

the Associated Press.

Democrats Noeded: 2,144
Brown 35
Cinton 198
Harkin 79
Kerrey 2
Tsongas 110
Others, uncommitted 238
Republicans Needed: 1,105 -
Buchanan 20
Bush 148
Duke 0
Others, uncommitted 5
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- TheUncanny

Candidate

Democratic hopeful Bob |
Kerrey hears his inner voice
loud and clear, but will voters
oet the message!

Bob Kerrey’s first words on the campaign trail were |
“Oh, my God.” He was looking out, from a
platform erected in a square in downtown Lincoln, |
Nebraska, at a sea of happy faces, the faces of
people who esteemed and even loved him and had
come to hear him announce his run for the
presidency. This being Nebraska, it was an all-
white, all-nice crowd. Someone carried a sign that
read “Bop KERREY: THE HEALTHY CHOICE.” A
strong breeze was whipping an American flag and
tossing the red, white and blue balloons to and

By ]ames Tl‘an {; ‘




o. Rain had threatened earlier in the morning, but now
Eﬂ sky was the blue-blue of autumn. The mxs > Town choir

had sung the “Battle Hymn of the Republic,” Democratic
lignitaries had said this and that, and Kerrey nad advanced
o the podium. Another politician might have thrust his
ists into the air to encourage the a*plau«e that was rolling
from the crowd. But Kerrey held out his hand to ask for
quiet. And suddenly the e whole scene registered on him, the
sparkling beauty and the enormity of it all, and he
n’s meaty grin but a smile of f frank

[ ] Q

wh
@0

)

grin ca—-nok a politici
astomsbment Then the muttered words, as if he sndéenb

realized the magnitude of what he had undertaken.
Evervthing seemed so fresh and new that morning, the
candidate included. Kerrey hadn’t been preparina for this
moment for all of his forty-eight vears. Qm e the contrary:
He had been a U.S. senator only two an«, a half vears, and 2
one-term governor of Nebraska; he had decided to run in
September, late in the game. There was so much he didn’t
And vet so much was e\peckeu of him: Bob Kerrey is

a man who sti eep hopes. He isnew to a national audi-
ence, but ’ne is not callow: Unlike virtually all or the other
of his generation, who were shaped b f\o\'wa’
v is a man wnow cﬁa'aczef has been shaped
msmmr:k of half mg w,hr 160 m

p eaks to the ueam

poht:c». outside

for a figure of irreproachable authenti ;t@.

envelope of
convent1on :
political

Campaigning in New Hampshire, Kerrey tries
to drive his message home.

“Pve stayed out of politics since Robert
killed.” savs author and professor of psychiatry and medical
humanities Robert Coles. “Now I'll do anything the Kerrey
campaign wangs.” Not since Kp'mec:x, says CQE es, “have 1
met a politician who has that kind of depth.”

Kennedy was




People want so much from Kerrey, but it’s not clear thar
he can satisfy them. The scene in Lincoln that day was
deeply moving, and vet his speech was stiff ang somewhat
diffuse. It was the precursor of many stiff and diffuse speech-
es 1o come. To watch Kerrey on the campaign trail is to
withess an experiment, an attempt to refine the energy of a
strong but reticent character into usable political fuel. Ker-
rey himself says “I don’t seek a moment of gratification
where the audience stands on its feet and thunders its ap-
proval.” And he means it: His sense of irony would probably
eat him alive if he tried to play to the crowd.

By the beginning of the vear, the experiment was only
barely working. A Wall Streer Journal/NBC News poll found
that Kerrey was the favorite candidate of all of 4 percent of
Democrats. New York Times columnist Leslie Gelb won-
dered whether Kerrey wasn’t “c00 laid back or lazy” to stand
up to the rigors of the race. Political professionals consid-
ered Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton the mMOst serious can-
didate. Kerrey, according to the conventional wisdom, was
glamorous but unready. He had raised his stock considera-
bly in mid-December by showing well at the first of seven
scheduled debares berween the Democratic candidates, but
he was still only a hasty sketch, a blur. It wasn’t clear
whether he would have the chance—or give himself the
chance—to fill in the outline.

The first thing that strikes you about Bob Kerrey is the fixity
of his gaze. He has pale-blue eyes, crystal eyes, and he looks
straight at you. There is something almost uncanny about
his presence. One former Senate aide recalls, “T would work
on a speech, and he would start talking, and he would go on
a 1iff and all of 2 sudden he would fix those eves on me and
lock on. 1 remember feeling thar I had to brace myself to
keep from being sucked in.”

Kerrey is different: “other,” says Kandra Hahn, who
worked for Kerrey when he was governor of Nebraska. Poli-
ticians tend to be performers at heart, eager, vain and theat-
rical. Kerrey is strangely self-contained. During the first half
hour of our interview, which was conducted in 2 hotel bar
in Des Moines, I was not aware of Kerrey moving. His aides
grew increasingly restive, since he had a speech to write; but
Kerrey seemed oblivious to the passage of time. He had, as
Baba Ram Dass would say, the gift of be here now.

And then, after our interview, he walked over to a diner,
where he permitted a chocolate milk shake to be poured
from a very grear height into 2 canister balanced on his
head, though he was wearing the suit in which he was to
address the Jefferson-Jackson Day Dinner that evening. It
Was an exercise in not caring t0o much. Kerrey is also the
candidate who got into hot water when he was overheard
telling 2 dumb lesbian joke. Of course, that simply may
have been an exercise in inexperience.

Kerrey's air of artlessness may not play ar the national
level, but it was immensely appealing in Nebraska. When
he decided to run for governor in early 1982, he had never
held elective office. He had spent most of the 1970s build-
ing a successful restaurant business with his brother-in-law.
He was asleep to politics, and only in 1978, when his
business affairs began to be embroiled in government, did

he switch his party affiliation to Democrat. Most of his
friends in Nebraska are still Republicans. Kerrey ran in the
gubernatorial race as a small-businessman—and war hero—
who was sick of watching politicians dither while Nebraska
sank into the black hole of the farm recession. Since he had
no idea of how to conduct a campaign, he just started
talking. “He was an awful speechmaker, at first,” says his
younger brother, Bill. “He didn’t know the answers. He
didn’t know thar you were supposed to give an answer.”
People liked that abour Kerrey: He was like them, only
more handsome, energetic and successful. His opponent,
Charles Thone, was gray and plodding, midwestern Repub-
licanism made flesh. He was the past; Kerrey was the future.
Kerrey came from thirty points behind, with lictle name
recognition, to win.

He ran the state with 2 sort of mystical self-confidence, as
if he knew that the conventional rules didn’t apply to him.
He appointed a public-television producer as his head of
economic development because he respected the man’s in-
telligence. He asked Kandra Hahn, an €Conomist, 1o serve
as energy director. “Okay,” she said. “What do you want
me to do?” Kerrey looked at her and said “Trees. | want
trees in Nebraska.” No problem, said Hahn, who, after
several months on the campaign trail, had come to ascribe
semimagical properties to Kerrey’s intuitions. Hahn says
that she later discovered thar trees are an inexpensive
source of energy conservation. :

Kerrey hates the image of himself as a glamorous lighe-
weight or a crystal-clutching new ager, and when I asked
him about his term in office he ticked off a long list of
unsexy achievements—welfare reform, school-district con-
solidation, banking regulation, “minimum stream flows.”
In fact, the farm economy was collapsing during his early
vears as governor, and even his supporters say that Kerrey’s
principal accomplishment was keeping the state afloar. He
inherited a $30 million deficit and, through a temporary
sales tax and a program of budget-cutring, left the state with
2 354 million surplus. It was a classically Republican sorr of
achievement, but then Kerrey had been 2 Republican. He
does not call himself a liberal or a “prairie populist,” and
he’s neicher. “I do come out of a business background,” he
says, “and on economic issues I tend to line up in the
conservative camp.”

Kerrey’s confidence in his own untutored judgment ar
times got him into serious trouble. He was accused—unfair-
ly, it appears—of keeping open an S&L owned by an old
friend, even after it was clearly insolvent. Later in his ad-
ministration, however, Kerrey went into a real-estate deal
with 2 group that included his disgraced friend. The idea
that he might be engaged in a serious conflict of interest
hadn’t occurred to him. When he was criticized for his
participation, he apologized. “I never should have done
that transaction,” he said later. “I was new to politics.” The
allegations seemed to have no effect on his popularity.
“He’s 2 Teflon-coated politician,” sneers Hal Daub, a for-
mer Republican congressman from Omaha. It’s an ateribute
other politicians envy.

What accounts for Kerrey’s Teflon? Charisma, says
Daub—*“the batted baby blues and the bedside manner.”
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But Kerrey's appeal to Nebraskans was much deeper than
that. “He had no political fear,” says W. Don Nelson,
Kerrey's former chief of staff. “I never once heard him say
“What do you think the political consequences are going to
be? He would jump into an issue on the tiniest end of the
public-support side.” The governor opposed repealing the
mandatory seat-belt law, for example, even though Nebras-
kans viewed the statute as a virtual infringement of their
constitutional freedoms. “The odd thing,” says Nelson, “is
that it always made him more popular.” Kerrey was seen 2s 2
man who did what he thought was right.

Kerrey's life was a political statement of its own, and it
was consistent with his formal politics. He was transparent:
He lived in 2 glass house, not a smoke-filled room. He could

~ always be seen around town, playing basketball or hanging

out in the bars. Kerrey was a single man, which was in itself
pretty exciting to Nebraskans. He had married an aspiring
actress, Beverly Defnall, in 1974, had two children and was
divorced four years later. In 1983, Kerrey met Debra Wing-
er while she was in town filming Terms of Endearment. True
to form, the governor courted the actress in full view of the
state. Had Kerrev been furtive, like Gary Hart, he would
have committed an offense against decency. But Kerrey
couldn’t live that way. At his first press conference after
meeting Winger, he burst out “Isn’t anyone going ©0 ask me
about my date?” “What about your date, Governor 7 one of
the reporters obligingly asked. “Fluff up your pillows, boys,”
said Nebraska’s Bachelor Number One, “and dream on.”
Who could begrudge the man his conquest?

Kerrey seemed to have devised a new brand of politics for
a new era. And a key aspect of the new politics was an
implicit doctrine of nonattachment: Politics was something
you could always do without, and would, if it impinged on
your integrity, your intellectual perspective, your ability to
have a good time. It was the nonattachment that made the
fearlessness possible. A few of Kerrey’s friends noticed,
about the middle of his term, that he was getting bored.
Kerrey himself says “I was starting to resemble the people
thar caused me to get in, in the first place.” His approval
rating was close to 70 percent, and his reelection was virtu-
ally assured. Bur his internal alarm was going off. In the fall
of 1983, Kerrey stunned almost everyone in Nebraska, in-
cluding those in his own administration, by announcing
that he would not stand for a second term.

Of course, the speculation went, Kerrey was hearthroken
afrer Debra Winger had left him, or he was afraid of losing,
or something dark was about to catch up with him. There
had to be a reason. Successful politicians don’t just like

politics, they’re addicred to politics: That’s what all the fire -

in the belly means. Bill Clinton likes to boast that he has

run seventeen times in as many vears. When Clinton was

- defeated as incumbent governor of Arkansas in 1980, he

won the job back the next term, and then kept it. Kerrey
does not have that kind of fire in the belly; he has a different
kind. By way of explaining his decision to his fellow Nebras-
kans, he said that he needed “more danger.”

It’s early November, six weeks after Bob Kerrey announced
his candidacy, and he is in New York to speak at a breakfast

202

at the Regency hotel. The power brokers and the would-be
power brokers are out in force; they come to hear all the
candidates. A month earlier, Bill Clinton impressed the
same crowd with a perfectly polished and quite impassioned
speech focusing on the need mobilize government for
economic growth. He fielded questions with the casual
grace of Willie Mays shagging fly balls. A reporter I know
refers to Clinton as “the policy vending machine.” Kerrey
does not have his act together in the same way. He fumbles
some questions badly. Someone asks abour the Helms
Amendment restricting NEA grants, and he says “Which
Helms Amendment?” His speech is better than the one he
delivered in Lincoln, but it still has no real central point.
He tells a story about Bush’s abortion policy that is w00
involved even for this audience of lawvers and bankers. It
would be easier if he would bang the podium for emphasis,
the way Clinton does; but he won't.

Kerrey arrives with very strong advance billing as the
radiant, clear-souled, passionate candidate, and several
people who came expecting to be inspired walk away disap-
pointed. “I hated him,” says one power-broker-in-the-mak-
ing. “I couldn’t believe the way he answered questions.”
“He was gray,” says another. A doting campaign volunteer
is practically distraught: “It’s so frustrating that he never
expresses any outrage. | know that he feels it, but it’s like he
won’t let himself express it.”

And vet something else comes through as well—the dis-
tilled essence of the man, his inner passion, his sense of
honesty with himself. An audience member asks Kerrey
how he would deal with the “encrustation” of the govern-
ment process itself. Kerrey has proposed cutting Cabiner
agencies in half and reducing congressional committees by
three quarters. But before he unspools the policy, he says,
“The principal thing is, you've got to come at it with real
outrage. There are lives at stake here. This isn't even a
question of whether I become president or not. There are
literally lives at stake.” But he doesn’t sound particularly
outraged; actually, he sounds earnest. Later, someone asks
about his views on affirmative action. Kerrey has the policy-
vending-machine answer, but he has his own answer as
well. As governor, he says, “I had to leam to hire people
other than 40-vear-old white men, which is typically what |
would do unless [ felt differently. That's who I hang out
with.” That got the crowd.

Later, | called Stephen Berger, the former executive di-
rector of New York City’s Port Authority, who had asked
the “encrustation” question. I felt almost certain that
Berger would be among the disappointed. “Acrually,” he
said, “I went away liking him as a person. He has qualities
that the political system usually drums out. Most of these
guys are foxes. Kerrey struck me as 2 hedgehog.” Foxes, in
the famous distinction made by philosopher Isaiah Berlin,
know many little things—the policy vending machine. The
hedgehog knows one big thing.

Were it not for his mishap, Bob Kerrey says, “I would be sort
of a white boy living out in the suburbs.” He was raised in
Lincoln, in the middle of the country, in the middle of the
middle class. The Kerreys were pillars of the Bethany Chris-




From the heart: The
candidate deploys his main
speaking gesture.

tian Church, which was Disciples of Christ; the seven
kids—four boys and three girls—all went to Bible school
and performed in the Easter pageant. Nobody ever talked
politics. “I had no idea what my parents’ registration was,”
sayvs Kerrey’s brother Bill. Kerrey’s father, an engineer by
training, ran a lumbervard, delivered coal, built homes,
developed a chain of restaurants with 2 partner and worked
for real-estate firms.

Growing up, Kerrey was smart, self-assured and not over-
ly serious— “your basic glib know-it-all,” says his sister Jes-
sie. He was bright, though not an academic star. A small,
asthmatic kid, he not only went out for football bur insisted
on playing center—the toughest and just about the least

glamorous position. His yearbook lists him as Joseph Ker-

rey, which is how he was christened, though he’s always
been known as Bob. The photo shows a good-looking rube
with a determined atritude and a semi-crew and the weirdly
shaped head that tends to remind people of an alien’s—
narrow on the bottom, bulb-like on top.

Kerrey was an average-t0-good student at the University
of Nebraska, from which he was graduated in 1966, with
a degree in pharmacy. The Vietnam War was building to
its height. Kerrey could have served as a pharmacist, but
instead he enlisted in the navy, where he enrolled in Offi-
cer Candidate School. After graduation, he volunteered for

the navy's equivalent of the Green Berets, the SEAL
special-operations unit. Kerrey was possessed of the normal
degree of patriotism, but he signed up for the SEALs for
essentially the same reason that he'd signed up for football.
“He was testing himself,” says Luke Cox, a2 friend from
childhood. “It was a physical challenge to see if he could
match up.” “l had,” Kerrey said recently, “a very high
opinion of myself.”

The SEALs underwent a fantastically rigorous training
regimen. Enlistees swam miles in the ocean without fins or
wet suits. Two weeks before the end of Kerrey's eighteen-
week program, two members of his class drowned. The
training officers refused to dwell on the incident. According
w0 John Ware, a former SEAL who has campaigned for
Kerrey, “Bob stepped out and said ‘This tsn’t war, it’s train-
ing. We all feel for these guys, and we should be able w0
spend a little time thinking about it.” It's what everybody
else was thinking but nobody wanted to say.” The unit’s
officer agreed. It may be that Kerrey would have been more
than a white boy in the suburbs even if he hadn’t been
wounded.

Lieurenant Kerrey and his seven-man SEAL team arrived
in Vietnam in January 1969. The SEALs had been trained
10 fight in the Mekong Delta, bur Kerrey’s unit was assigned

to the mountainous coastal area of Nha Trang. A sapper
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lar North Vietnam-
£ ese Army had been
disrupting shipping
from a small island
off Nha Trang. They
SEW were lodged, 2 defec-
\ tor had revealed, on
i \,‘ a ledge beneath 2
e ® 350-foot cliff. Resis-
tance, he said, would be relatively light. On the moonless
night of March 14, Kerrey led his squad on just the kind of
daring raid that he must have dreamed of when he’d volun-
reered. The team climbed the cliff by hand; when they
reached the summit, they removed their boots in order to
ensure silence. But the informant had been wrong: As soon
4 as the squad swung down toward the ledge, it met heavy
{ enemy fire. Kerrey was struck by a grenade.

In the words of his Medal of Honor citation, “Although
bleeding profusely and suffering great pain, he displayed
outstanding courage and presence of mind in immediately
directing his element’s fire into the heart of the enemy
; camp.” Kerrey ordered more fire from his men, wiping out
the NVA unit, and then secured the area, continuing “to
maintain calm, superlative control” until he was evacuated
by helicoprer.

A number of people who know Kerrey well feel that he
possesses the character of a2 man who has been granted 2
second life—the fixity of gaze, the mastery of ego. I asked
Kerrey whether he felt that he had, in fact, skirted death.
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The glamour factor:
receiving the Medal of
S8 Honor from Richard
=% Nixon, in 1970; as

I covernor of Nebraska,
A \ with an attentive Debra dashed off a jovial letter to his parents: “By now
B Winger at his side,

He thought for a moment, then said “I did have 2
moment in a hospital in Japan [where he had been
evacuated] —and it’s not necessarily a death expe-
rience—I had a moment where everything cleared
up: the smoke, the fog, everything.” Kerrey was
choosing his words even more deliberately than
usual, as if trying to fasten his momentary vision t©
something real and substantial. You would never
know from listening to him that he has ever recited
the anecdote before, though in fact he has. Sincer-
ity is a thing that Kerrey both has and knows how
to use. He continued, “I was. . . allowed during that
moment to see myself. I could see my whole life in
a compressed way, so that I could see that mom-
ing, 1 could see the day before, 1 could see last
week, I could see the previous month, the previous
vear; I could follow it all the way back toage 1 or 2.
" Irwasall. . . there. I think it was a gift from God 0
someone who may have been out the door or may
not.”

Perhaps your whole life does pass before you
when you're about to die; but if you come back,
you have visited a place within yourself that other
people have not seen. It lasts only 2 moment, then
you're you again. The 25-year-old lieutenant

vyou will have received the singing telegram about
your son wounded at war.” His note was, in fact,
the first they had heard. And then Kerrey was
plunged into the maelstrom of the Philadelphia Naval Hos-
pital, SOQ 12 —sick officers’ quarters, twelfth floor.

SOQ 12 was a hell of limbless men, many of them still in
horrible pain. Lewis Puller Jr., a former marine and the
author of the highly acclaimed Fortunate Son, had graduated
from the ward just before Kerrey arrived. “The moming |
entered my old room and discovered Bob,” Puller writes,
“he was listening to an Aretha Franklin tape played several
decibels above what the ward allowed, and he was trying to
take pictures of his mangled leg with an Instamatic cam-
era.” Kerrey's attitude toward his wound seemed to be com-
pounded of typical SEAL machismo and 2 kind of unnerv-
ing curiosity about his new physical state. After his leg had
been removed at mid-calf, he refused painkilling injections,
to general amazement. Puller writes that “Bob asked for a
fungo bar to beat back pains in his phantom leg.”

In public, at least, Kerrey does not own up to his gonzo
stoicism. He corrected me when I said that he had been
“seared” by the war. “The joy of the human body,” he said
with an almost clinical air, “is thart there is a thing called
shock. Yes, there were moments of great pain, but most of
the time you were in moderate amounts or minor amounts
of pain.” In fact, one of his neighbors on SOQ 12, Pat
Chorpenning, recalls that Kerrey had to have the bandages
torn off his stump several times a day to clean the wound
and allow it to drain. Kerrey spent nine months in the
hospital, first recovering from the trauma and then leamning
how to walk with a prosthesis. According to Puller, he
spent 2 lot of time on the ward bending the rules and daring
anyone to stop him.
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When Kerrey returned to Lincoln, he needed several
more operations to clean debris from his leg. This period
was, in Kerrey’s narrative of his spiritual journey, a sorr of
dark night of the soul. If, in the hospital, his gathering
bitterness took the form of flouting authority, in Lincoln he
was able 1o let it flow. “There was,” he recalls, “a lostness to
the early stages of coming back to civilian life. | could ger
angry at a waitress. | could get angry at anybody.” It was not,
he says, self-piry. “I wasn’t bitter because I was wounded.
Like a lot of veterans coming back home, 1 felt like we were
betrayed. I was shocked to see so many people opposed to
the war and angry ar us for going over there. I found myself
opposed to the war, but very uncomfortable being around
the antiwar people.”

Kerrey didn’t just hate Nixon and the government, he
hated the simplemindedness, the self-indulgence, of the
debate over whether you should be “for” or “against” the
war. It was as if both the Vietnamese and the veterans were
irrelevant. At first, he planned to refuse the Medal of Hon-
or, but then he relented. Some vets threw their medals on
the Capitol steps; Kerrey passed his around, as if to lessen
the burden of ownership. When he was asked to serve as
grand marshal of Lincoln’s Memorial Day parade, several
months after he came home, he had to cail up his friend
Luke Cox, to whom he had given the medal to show to
Cox’s high-school students. He and Cox stayed up the night
before the parade drinking, and that moming he had Cox
drive him to the Veterans' Administration Medical Center.
Kerrey brought a camera along, and he showed the medal to
the vets and asked if they'd like a picture of themselves
holding it with him sitting nearby. He was inoculating
himself against the parade.

Kerrey sees this portion of his life as a voyage from alien-
ation to reconciliation—a metaphor, at some level, for the
nation’s-own voyage. Yet Kerrey was never consumed with
rage, as was Ron Kovic, the author of Bom on the Fourth of
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July. Yelling at waitresses is a very mild reaction to losing
half your leg in 2 pointless war. Kerrey was jarred into
consciousness by the war, but not shactered. He himself says
that the surge of love he felt following the birth of his son,
Ben, in 1974, and of his daughter, Lindsey, in 1976,
rrumped his bitterness.

But the war, and the wound, had many effects on Kerrey.
They left him with a deep suspicion of the ridy rationales
with which middle-aged men send young men off to die.
But by robbing him of his high opinion of himself, the war
also compelled Kerrey to reinvent or reintegrate himself,
without the aid of youthful illusions. The war, says Kerrey,
made him a moral being and, thus, to his way of thinking, a
free man. “It is a terrifying and ver liberating moment,” he
told students in a course on the Vietnam War at the Uni-
versity of California, Santa Barbara several years ago,
“when instead of feeling the guilt that is artached when you
do not live up to somebody else’s expectations, you now feel
the remorse of conscience for not having done what your
own conscience tells you, you ought to be doing.”

By 1972, Kerrey had begun work with his brother-in-law
Dean Rasmussen on their first Grandmother’s Skillet res-
taurant. Business may have offered a welcome preoccupa-
tion for him, since he threw himself single-mindedly into
work. Bev Defnall recently recalled that Kerrey went off to
work the same night they returned from their honeymoon.
“I'said o myself, I think I'm in big trouble here,” she told a
reporter in Omaha. In 1978, the long illness and death of
Kerrey’s mother put an even greater strain on the marriage,
and Kerrey and Defnall separated. Defnall does not have an
unkind word to say about her former husband, at least not
in public.

Kerrey and Rasmussen originally had the odd idea of
combining drugstores with restaurants, but that was nixed,
and the first Grandmother’s did well until it was flattened
by a tornado. Kerrey now owns 35 percent of the parent
company, which includes eight restaurants and three health
clubs. The restaurants alone gross more than $10 million
annually. They were recently cited for repeated child-labor-

# law violations. Kerrey has pointed out that he has not been

actively involved with the business for almost a decade, but

Democrats are not supposed to be on the wrong side of the
=

labor laws. It doesn’t help that the restaurants are non-
union. It also doesn’t help that Grandmother’s part-time
employees do not receive health-care insurance, given that
Kerrey has made health care his primary issue. What has
not yet been pointed out is that Grandmother’s serves the

. kind of mid-priced generic fare that has helped wipe out
" regional cuisine across the country. The Kerrey campaign

may have dodged a bullet on that one.

It’s Election Day, 1988, and Bob Kerrey has just been vored
the junior senator from Nebraska. He had been teaching

" that course on the war at U.C. Santa Barbara when one of

Nebraska’s Democratic senators, Edward Zorinsky, died
suddenly. Kerrey almost certainly would have returned to
politics at some point, but Zorinsky's death allowed him to

run for the Senare without {continued om haoe 2583
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THE UNCANNY CANDIDATE
(continued from page 205) challenging 2n
incumbent Democrat. In cffect, he entered
2 vacuum, as he had in 1982. Apparently,
Nebraskans still loved him. George Bush
carried the state by 21 percent of the vore;
Kerrey beat his opponent, David Karnes,
by 15 percent. It was a stunning display of
personal popularity, 2 shining moment in
Kerrey's career. At his victory rally in the
baliroom at Omaha’s Peony Park, Kerrey,
flanked by his children and some of the
SEAL buddies who had campaigned for
him, reeled off a somewhat perfunctory
speech. As Kerrey concluded, his cam-
paign manager and close friend, Bill Shore,
said, to no one in particular, “He’s going to
do it. 1 told him not to, but he’s going o do
ir.” And Bob Kerrey began to sing.

What he sang was “And the Band
Played Waltzing Matilda,” 2 song about an
Australian soldier who returns from the
battle of Gallipoli with his legs blown off.
He did not allow himself to be carried
away, even at the most horrific passages.
Once in 2 while, he smiled faintly, an iron-

“ic smile that acknowledged the largeness of

the moment. At first, the audience

laughed and cheered; nobody understood.
But by the time Kerrey reached the verse
that begins “Then a big Turkey shell
knocked me ass over head,” every whisper
in the big hall had died. Kerrey sang on,
into 2 riveted, awestruck silence:

And when I awoke in my hospical bed

1 saw what it had done

And I wished I were dead.

Never knew there were worse things than

dyin'.
No more Waltzing Mazilda for me.
By the end of the song, the ballroom was

filled with sobbing—and a-sense of won-
derment. It was as if the new U.S. senator

had tipped himself over and invited an au-
dience of strangers to inspect the contents.
Ir was an extremely private act in an ex-
wemely public setting. If there was caleula-
tion in it—and perhaps on one level there
was—no other politician would have
thought of it. Had anyone but Kerrey sung
“And the Band Played Walring Matilda,”
it would have been a ghastly contrivance.
If Kerrey ever sings it again, it may become
one: but it’s almost unthinkable that he
will. His internal alarm would go wild.

A reporter later asked Kerrey why he had
chosen this of all moments for his perfor-
mance. Sometimes, Kerrey said, “the blues
can set you in 2 good mood.”

Bob Kerrey writes poetry. It's bad enough
that Kerrey writes long stream-of-con-
sciousness letters to many of his friends and
that he carries on what can only be called
lirerary friendships. His friend Ted Kooser,
a poet and an insurance man, like Wallace
Stevens, says “Bob aspires to be a creative

 writer.” Kerrey’s Christmas cards consist of

a picture of himself with his two kids, and a
poem. In 1990, as armies gathered in the

Persian Gulf, he wrote that while “There is
cause. . . To relinquish all hope for man-
kind,” there was cause as well “to love/to
ride on the edge of existence,/to give the
reins of hope/the freedom required of alV/
laughing courage.” It’s a rare man who can
both tell a dumb lesbian joke and write of
laughing courage.

Kerrey is an autodidact. His family was
no more literary than it was political, but
he has become a serious reader of fiction.
Professor Robert Coles conceived his high
opinion of Kerrey after he invited the sena-
tor, in the
class “Fiction and Political Reflection” at
Harvard’s Kennedy School of Govern-

springof1990.toaddresshis *

ment. Kerrey chose to speak about Ignazio
Silone’s novel of the lralian peasantry,
Bread & Wine. “The command he had of
that novel just stunned me,” says Coles.
“Every student in that class was sunned.”
It wasn't so much the amount of work Ker-
rey had obviously put into his presentation
that surprised Coles as the fact that he
could take so seriously a task so personal
and nonpolitical. Coles now swaps books
with Kerrey on a regular basis. “1 would not
be embarrassed to use the word ‘spiritual
about him,” says Coles.

Perhaps he should. It's fair w ask--it
will be asked—whether 2 man so carefully
attuned to the self, so keen to ride on the.
edge of existence, so willing t© lay down
politics to cultivate his own garden, can
hawk his wares in the loopy national carni-
val of the presidential race.

In his first year in the Senate, Kerrey made
a point of keeping his head down. He

" worked on farm-state issues like 2 good

freshman senaror and turned down requests
for interviews. He distinguished himself
mostly by jumping into issues on the tiny

Kerrey stands by bis vote against the use-of-force resolution in the Gulf war.

end of the public-support side. He voted
against the Democratic leadership, with a
handful of other dissidents, on the savings-
and-loan-restructuring bill, the granting of
a pension to Ollie North and the infamous
flag-burning bill. In his first major speech,
Kerrey denounced the president for pan-
dering to reactionary nationalist passions
on the flag issue and Chief Justice William
Rehnquist for arguing that the flag was 2
sacred symbol to soldiers who had fought in
Viemam.

“In my case,” said Kerrey, “I don’t re-
member feeling this way. . . . 1 don't re-
member giving the safety of our flag any-
where near the thought | gave the safety of
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my men.” The Democrats had been falling
all over themselves to prove their patrio-
tism by crafting anti-flag-buming legisla-
tion. Himself an embodiment of patrio-
tism, Kerrey was able to make the argu-
ment his colleagues should have made—
that free expression is a patriotic cause. His
speech helped take the wind out of the
Republicans’ sails; within weeks, the issue
simply vanished.

Bur the issue that engaged Kerrey at the
deepest level was the Gulf war, which he
opposed from the outset. He felt that he
was witnessing the reenactment of Ameri-
ca’s great national nightmare. He accused
President Bush of confusing this war with
Bush’s own war, World War II, and said
that it reminded him instead of Viemam.
“What is missing in this conflict,” he said,
“is the grim-faced attitude of 2 people who
really believe that the United Stazes, or at
least a strategic asset of unquestionable im-
portance, is at risk.” Kerrey foresaw the
whole squalid drama: the body bags coming
off the C-130s, the nation growing restive,
the president prating about a test of wills in
2 country Americans couldn’t even find on
2 map.

Of course, he was wrong. Kerrey uses
personal experience as a touchstone for po-
litical judgment, and in this case his expe-
rience led him astray. He had had a sort of

Vietnam flashback, and it had blinded him
to the special circumstances of the Gulf
war. Characteristically, he was the first
person to point this out. After the war, he
returned to the Senate floor to admit that
Viemam had “influenced my judgment on
what we should do, perhaps too much.”

But even that’s not the last word. Kerrey
now stands by his vote against the use-of-
force resolution, even though he knows
thar Bush will pound him on it should he
become the Democratic nominee. He says,
“The president was misrepresenting fact.
He said that Saddam Hussein was Adolf
Hitler and anyone who was opposed 1o the
policy was Neville Chamberlain. I think
that what the United States should have
done is said that the danger here is Saddam
Hussein and the Baathist dictatorship and
that what we need to do is reevaluate our
tolerance for dictators who are our
friends.” Is Kerrey saying, as John Kennedy
did, that we should be willing to pay any
price to support democracy around the
world, or simply that we should state our
principles unequivocally? It’s not clear.

At times, Kerrey sounds a great deal like
Jimmy Carter, and 1 asked him what he
thinks about Carter's human-rights policy.
He looked at me as if I had just sprung 2
pop quiz on Thucydides. “Uh, I frankly
wasn't very conscious of Jimmy Carter’s hu-

man-rights policy,” he said with an embar-
rassed titter. “1 wasn't paying attention at
the time.” Wasn’t paying ar:enaon_mam
Kerrey should hit 2 few more buttons on
the pohcy vending machine.

“One of the things I find refreshing about
Kerrey,” says Michael McCurry, a key
campaign aide, “is that he really doesn’
know much about how govemmen: was
practiced in the Seventies.” Kerrey, that
is, has absolutely nothing invested in the
big-government politics forged by the
Democrats since FDR. Thus Kerrey is at
least potentially the heir to Gary Hare,
who practically called into being the new-
generation cohort of Democrats, former
Sixties liberals who were antiwar and liber-
tarian on social issues but skeprical of the
New Deal heritage. Even more important
in terms of his political appeal is that Ker-
rey, as political analyst William Schneider
puts it, “is on both sides of the Vietmam
divide that has split the baby boom. He
fought in the Viemam War, but he also
opposed the war. He is, in the generational
sense, the perfect candidare.”

Kerrey wants o break the issues 2 differ-
ent way. He has little o say about poverty
or the inner ctity—old Democratic sta-
ples—but he has seriously studied educa-
tion, health care and communications

EPS TR e A S U




THE UNCANNY CANDIDATE

technology, issues on which neither party
has a traditional position. Kerrey has said
that he wants to make the election “a refer-
endum on national health care,” and he
has offered a detailed plan that would make
health care a basic right, funded through
tax dollars, and would bring down costs by
negotiating fee-payment schedules with
doctors and hospitals.

It’s good policy, but is it good politics?
Harris Wofford won a stunning upset in the
recent Pennsylvania Senate race by stress-
ing health care; but Wofford steered clear
of specifics. Kerrey's insistence on placing

ready.” It seemed like 2 foolhardy decision
then. when Bush was enjoving a 90 percent
popularity rating; now it seems prescient.
There was a constituency waiting for
Kerrey even before he announced—the
Gary Hart crowd, which has remained re-
markably intact since the candidate him-
self shatrered its hopes aboard the good
ship Monkey Business. Kerrey's closest ad-
viser and virtual shadow, Bill Shore, was
Hart's campaign manager. John Emerson,
Hart's former deputy campaign manager,
also joined the Kerrey campaign, as did
others from the Hart camp. Most of them

troops had been equipped with whistles,
which they used with abandon, letting
loose piercing fusillades every time their
man was mentioned. Virginia Governor
Douglas Wilder (who has since dropped
out of the race) had a roving donkey and an
Uncle Sam on stilts stalking the aisles in
his red-white-and-blue pantaloons. There
was a pizza stand, and a booth where you
could buy the Campaign and Election Prod-
uct Guide. The stage was festooned with a
giant American flag, and the long day of
speeches was kicked off with the march of
the color guard, the Pledge of Allegiance

There was a built-in constituency waiting for Kerrey—the Gary Hart crowd.

health care art the heart of his agenda may
be one of his magical intuitions, like Aus-
tralian antiwar songs or “trees,” or it may
be a serious miscalculation. Kerrey nods
when I mention this; he’s gotten this ad-
vice before. “One of the constant criti-
cisms is that I take too long to answer ques-
tions, and health care is a long answer. But
1 have concluded that unless you reform
the way we finance health care, there’s no
peace dividend, there’s no money at the
federal level, the state level, the county
level.” So he’s going to keep talking about
it, and abour communications technology
and some other non-hot buttons, no mat-
ter what. The worst thing that could hap-
pen is that he loses, and that prospect
seems to trouble him no more now than it
did in Nebraska. “The danger of any cam-
paign is that it begins to change you,” says
Kerrey. That's a danger he’s alert to.

Kerrey used to snap at interviewers who
asked about his presidential ambitions. “1
don’t want it, and I'm not ready for it,” he
said last spring. But over the summer, as it
became clear that senior Democrats like
Bill Bradley and Mario Cuomo were pre-
paring to punt on the election, Kerrey
changed his mind. Another vacuum had
opened up. He was needed, or so a great
many Democratic professionals were say-
ing. Kerrey’s distrust of ambition, of ego,
may require him to feel that he is answer-
ing a call, stepping out of the ranks as he
had in SEAL training. He went off to Col-
orado for a week with Ben and Lindsey.
They said thev were willing to have their
lives disrupted by the campaign. When
Kerrey returned to Nebraska, he conducted
a conference call from his sister Jessie’s
home, in Omaha, with his top advisers in
Washington, family members and close
friends, most of them local businessmen.
As Jessie recalls, “Everyone was saying
‘Not now, Bob. Do it in four vears.” We
were throwing out all the reasons not to do
it, and it was just strengthening his resolve.
I realized that Bob had already worked
through it in his own mind, and he was
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had passed on Richard Gephardt, on Al
Gore and on Clinton; Kerrey seemed dif-
ferent. “He’s the first candidate who peo-
ple of our generation will respond to on a
generational basis,” states Emerson. Emer-
son says he was struck by the contrast be-
tween Hart’s campaign announcement and
Kerrev's. Hart, trving hard to show that he
was different, stood on the barrens of Red
Rocks, Colorado, while the cameras
rolled. He came off as chilly and aloof,
and phony in the bargain. Kerrey had
the bunting, the band, the balloons; the
night before, he had invited the press to
meet his friends and family. It felt human
and natural.

Kerrey spent the next month bamstorm-
ing the country and mostly holding out the
tin cup. He was well behind the others.
Clinton had been cultivating sources in the
conservative wing of the party for vears,
while Tom Harkin, 2 longrime member of
the Senate Labor and Human Resources
Committee, received substantial funding
“om labor PAC’s. Kerrey had to scramble
everywhere excepr in Nebraska and Holly-
wood, where both his cinematic life story
and his relationship with Debra Winger
stood him in good stead. Barry Diller held 2
Kerrey fund-raiser in his home, and the list
of hosts included Sally Field, Ted Field,
David Geffen, Sherry Lansing, liberal ac-
tivist Patricia Duff Medavoy, lawyers Ken
Ziffren and Skip Brittenham, and agents
Jeff Berg and Jim Wiatt. A campaign offi-
cial says that he has “reason to believe”
thar the omnipotent Michael Oviez, chair-
man of CAA, will declare for Kerrey,
though Ovitz is far too aware of his own
authority to make such a decision precipi-
ately.

In the first few days of November, Ker-
rev went to New Hampshire to address the
state’s delegate convention, the first major
event of the campaign season. The con-
vention is an old-fashioned, all-American
political hootenanny. Each candidate tries
to pack the vast armory with his own plac-
ard-wielding, foot-stamping clague. For-
mer Massachusetts senator Paul Tsongas’s

and the national anthem. The only thing
missing was Willard Scott.

Tom Harkin was the first of the candi-
dates to speak. Harkin, the one and only
unreconstructed liberal in the field, deliv-
ered applause lines—the kind that Kerrey
did not deign to offer—like a figure skater
knocking off triple jumps. Early on, he
whipped off his jacket and roared “I say it’s
timne to take off the gloves!” The man was a
tenc-raiser. “I say ‘Nuts to vou, George
Bush!’ ” “They want to play tackle foot-
ball, 'm ... not ... going ... to ... play
... touch . .. foorball!” The Harkin forces
went wild; had the armory been equipped
with rafters, they would have shook.

Everyone had a crowd-pleasing shtick.
Afrer Harkin came Douglas Wilder, he of
the donkey and the Uncle Sam. Wilder
spoke of how proud the black abolitionist
Frederick Douglass would have been if he
had known that his namesake was running
for president from the Commonweaith of
Virginia—even though Wilder had be-
come governor of the state as a virtually
nonracial fiscal conservative. Later, Bill
Clinton, a Rhodes scholar and a graduate
of Yale Law School, would work himself
into a hoarse, red-faced lather. What do
you do if they run a Willie Horron ad
again? he asked rhetorically. “Ya stand up
o0 'em, va fight 'em, va deck ‘em!” Rafter-
shaking shouts, etc.

Kerrey went on between Wilder and
Clinton. When he was announced, the
huge speakers started blaring Jesus Jones’s
“Right Here, Right Now.” An army of
Kerrey supporters filled the center aisle, so
the candidate inched his way toward the
platform, shaking hands, smiling, full in
the glare of a spotlight that picked out his
pale, handsome face, his high forehead,
the graving flip of hair that falls across his
ear. For once, he truly was as glamorous, as
Kennedy-esque, as people wanted him to
be. Bill Shore stood at his elbow, peering
every which way, like a Secrer Service
agent. Kerrev took forever to reach the
stage, and the roar of his campaign work-
ers—“Ker-rey! Ker-rey! Ker-rey!”—buile
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and built and buike.

Kerrey approached the podium and, as
he had in Lincoln, made a small gesture w0
silence the crowd. He had written his
speech himself, as he has all his campaign
speeches. Kerrey’s speechwriter, Jeremy
Rosner, had left at the outset of the cam-
paign, and the candidate hasn’t yer found 2
new one. Bur then, as aide Michael
McCurry savs, “He reacts poorly to new
words thrown at him.” So Kerrey writes his
own words, for better or for worse. In this
case, Kerrey's speech preparation consisted
of sitting in a room with 2 notepad in the
hours and minutes before he was to be
called, while his aides nervously ate pizza
and watched the proceedings on C-SPAN.

This time he was a liztle bit louder, edgi-
er and angrier than he had been previously;

He said that he was still undecided among
the Democrats, but he liked Kerrey. Kerrey
seemed to be the most electable, and he
liked what the senator had to say about
technology and health care. And then
something else came to mind. ] appreciat-
ed his remembrance of where he came
from,” said Van Winkle, “his remem-
brance of his bitterness when he came back
from the war.” It had been just a sentence
or two, but the flavor had been intense
enough to last.

Kerrey was still ssumbling and tumbling
when the first televised debate came along,
in mid-December. “The feeling was that
Kerrey was sinking because people weren't
responding to his message,” says analyst
William Schneider. “People were very im-
pressed with Clinton. He was meary. Ker-

With Kerrey, the personal comes first; political acts
must spring from personal commitments.

perhaps he had been listening to the aides
and friends who wanted him to punch it
up, to make it sharp. “The highest value,”
he said, “is to see outside of ourselves
somebody more important than we are,
somebody for whom we are willing to risk it
all.” Whar an intimidating invitation! And
yer Kerrey has included the phrase in ai-
most every speech. It is a call to sacrifice
for the sake of our children, a call 1o expe-
rience the liberating effect of conscience
thar Kerrey discovered in his hospital bed.
Ir was a very long way from “Nuts to you,
George Bush!™ And yet—who knows?—
maybe people are ready for it.

Kerrey spoke of his own postwar experi-
ence, of the Great Society that put him
back ogether again; but the personal refer-
ence was over in a flash. He laid out the
four areas his campaign would focus on—
national health care; reducing and stream-
lining the government; bringing technol-
ogy to market; and reforming education
through computers, television and the
like. Somerhing seemed slightly out of kil-
ter. He was utterly grim. In forgoing the
shrick, Kerrey seemed to have forgone as
well the power of oratory to lift an audi-
ence. There is so much that he can’t bring
himself to do. All in all, it was a bandwag-
on you might hesitate about jumping on.

And ver, as ever, something of the es-
sential man came through, the honesty and
the commitment. Most of the delegates I
talked to afterward had been impressed, if
not moved. | sat next to a2 man who had
been studiously taking notes. His name was
Robert Van Winkle, and he was the dele-
gate from Deerfield. just east of Manches-
ter. “I've voted Republican the last three
elections,” he said, “and I'm not voting
Republican again. It’s time for a change.
This country is on a precipice. 1 compare
Bush to Nero fiddling while Rome burns.”

rey was 2 lightweight.” The debate, with
its classroom format, was thought to be the
perfect setting for Clinton—rthe policy
guy, the smartest kid in the class. For Ker-
rey, with his reticence and his air of hay-
seed honesty, the debare looked to be Wa-
terloo.

Burt Kerrey surprised evervone, including
some of his own aides. For once, he did
some shtick, bringing up his life story as
often as possible. But beyond that, he was
simply himself—low-key, eamest, forth-
right. When he's speaking, Kerrey has only
one gesture: He spreads out his right hand
against his chest, to convey “This is from
the heart.” It is, or seems to be, uncon-
scious, and on television such gestures
work well. He spoke knowledgeably, if
without much detail, about health care and
economic development, and expiained his
rationale for opposing the Gulf war, with-
out flinching.

Kerrey seemed at ease, and he laughed at
Jerry Brown’s inane antics—until Brown
repeated once too often his charge that all
of the other candidates were cogs in the
money machine that he professed to be op-
posing. Then Kerrey wheeled on Brown
and said, with an anger that seemed per-
fectdy real and ver perfectly calibraved,
“Are you saying that I'm bought and paid
for? Because if you are, 1 resent it.” And
Brown, never expecting to have his bluff
calied, backpedaled. It was the most hu-
man exchange of the debate, the most real,
and it became the sound bite of the eve-
ning.

It was another one of those moments,
like “Waltzing Matilda” or the flag-bum-
ing speech, when he was being private in
public. The words popped out of the po-
lemical crossfire to say, The personal
comes first; political acts must spring from
personal commitments. It is this faith that
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makes Kerrey such a reluctant candidate,
and perhaps such a naive candidate. But it
also accounts for his appeal. On matters of
doctrine, the Democratic aspirants, espe-
cially Kerrey and Clinton, are not very far
apart. Questions of character thus matter
even more than they usually do. Kerrey is
the hedgehog, the man with the solid core

and the fuzzy periphery. He speaks from out
of the fire of intensely lived experience—or
at least sometimes he does. He has a voice;
the question is whether he is willing, or
able, to use it. .

James Traub wrote about Omaha embezzler
Larry King in the December 1991 GQ.
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Cmsxdcrzhxsmwadccnd.wm-m C-SPAN—we force-

fed ourscives not one but zhree televised debates among the |

idenviat ¢

Democratic pr didates. It was 2 painful expe-
ncncm’l'hcandxdztcsbzvcbvmappwedsooﬁcnm
such forums that they've fonred the soundbite-notions that
mforpolmaidxseouxscon:hcmbemozm:onl&
periection——sing regurgitating their central mes-
sages almost without regard 10 the questions.

Whether under the guidance of his sister’s media coach-
ing or out of sheer boredom, Paul Tsongas now speaks in
buzzwords and incompiete sentences 5o brief they'd make
Hemingway sound prolix by comparison (“Twinkie eco-
nomics. Tastes good. No nutrition.”™ “Coid War? Over.
Japan won.”). Slick Willie’s sentences parse, but they're
filied with near<impenetrabie high-tech policy jargon (it's
doubtful that one in 10 voters understands what is meant
by “front-loaded heaith care™), which may be impressive at
£rst blush but which, beard repeatedly, fails 10 mask the
status-quo centrism of his program. Bob Kerrey has finally
found 2 rhetorical theme weighty enough for the umes—
the "radical restructuring”™ of the Cold War national securi~
ty state—but while he's willing 10 cut the president’s cabi-
net in half. be has yet 10 say he'd do as much for the
Pmagonsb&oaxedbudgn'romﬂxhnsdmbbmum
in the polls has left him sounding sour and spiteful as he
escalates his anacks on his opponents, attacks which——
however accurate or deserved—don't make him 1erribly
artractive in buman terms 10 the voters. The most marked
improvement in performance has been that of Jerry Brown;
after the flibbertigibbet flailing of the carfiest debates, he's
iearned how to link his polemic on the corrupting power of
money I politics 10 specific issues in a telling way (as when
he points out how comprehensive national health care has
been biocked by the insurance, drug. and medical lobbies
for the last 50 years, ever since Harry Truman first pro-
posed it). It's 100 bad thar Brown's certifiably loony tax
plan disqualifies him from consideration by the thoughtful
(see last week’s Press Clips).

It 1, 1o fact, primanly the power of money that has
turned the struggle for the Democratic nomination into 2
virtual two-person race. That much is clear even though
this column was written before Tuesday's voting. Harkin's
campaign is bone-dry, and even if he ekes out 2 win from
his Minpesotz neighbors it won't be enough 10 revive his
fortunes. Kerrey is almost as cash-poor, and poverty kept
his ads off 1elevision in Georgia. Without 2 win on March
3, it's hard 10 see how be could refill his coffers with
cnough dough for meaningful campaigning in the Super
Tuesday stwies—-where he is litte-known~—-and then w0
mhxmonxozheRnstdz.wbewbemgmhavcashot
If, kkcﬂe.yoummnm;foncandxdmwhodom‘xmkz
you vomit but who could nonetheless beat George Botch in
November, that’s bad news.

Which brings us back to Slick Willie. There was a mo-
ment in Saturday’s Colorado debate that said it all. One
questioner asked the candidates if they'd commit them-
seives 1o naming a cabinet that was SO per cemt femaie.
Clinton. i one of thoscxoo-cicverpirwcnathmhzbimal-
1y make him sound like he's on the side of his interiocutor
while not commitung him 10 anything. s2id he didn't want
10 “limit™ himself t0 a ¢abinet that was only balf women
because 1 might want more.™ At which point, the audience
started to laugh, disrupting the rest of Clinton’s answer.
How could it be otherwise, with Clinton’s sex life now 2

| siaple of TV's late-night comic repertoire? I checked out

STEPHEN KRONINOER

the Tonight Show's opening monologue all last week, and
every night Leno had a Clinton joke. Even Mark Russell on
PBS has a devastating routine in which Clinton writes a
lewter to his draft board saying he doesn't want to be
killed in Vietnam so that he can be elected governor and
have his own reserved parking space at every motel i
Arkansas!

The national dailies’ p;cccsonxhemoodomcvmmm

After interviewing some 70 Towson, Maryland, voters for
Monday's New York Times, Jefirey Schmalr found “an
erosion of trust rooted in the allegations of infidelity and
draft evasion. Nearly everyone in town, even those who
groped for the nmame “Tsongas, knew the name
*Gennifer Flowers."™ Not only did the polls in the South
and West last week show Clinton’s negatives among Demo-
crats rising in the face of attacks on hus draft equivocations
by 2 Kerrey bereft of TV ads, but 2 Monday CNN/Gallup
national poll put Clinton's negatives at 41 per cent among
would suffer in November after being cut up by the amply
financed Republican sleaze machine.

Of course, when Pat Buchanan unleashed bis sexual
McCarthyism last week with that now famous negative ad
excoriating the NEA for funding 2 film that “glonified
bomosexuality,” he was only echoing the kind of gutter
actics used on behalf of Reagan, Bush, and Republican
congressional candidates by Terry Dolan and Lee Atwater
in their salad days. Buchanan got more than he paid for
when the ad was run over and over again on TV news
shows. But, to my knowledge, only CNN's Brooks Jackson
pointed out that Tongues Untied—the moving fim 2bout
the black gay male experience from which the segments
featuring half-naked leathermen used in the ads were tak-
en—received minuscule indirect funding (just $5000) from
the NEA under Buchanan's hero Reagar, not Bush. This
info just whizzed right by Timeswoman Elizabeth Koiber,
who, in her picce on the ad last Friday, described its
“leather-clad gay men™ but never even mentioned that they
were black, thus missing entirely the double-whammy of its
pandering 10 both sexual and racial fears.

Meanwhile, Evans & Novak. who have impeccabie ac-

.Charen, and less moraily spavined than former Moonic

sources,
opmeat iz their Saturdzy column: "Tb&iaaucm
mmmuocnu&smb&wmm:ammu;y

dccufc;n-vwwwxs:lvebwn } m
ton for 2 b b deauedmx&x
fthe president] if his “continues in i present

rut. .. . Congressional imsiders aware of these
plans say Bush aides are waming the presidest that resior-
m;hstcsmStomw—ladam:tymybctkcniy
mhemmmmnmmmxmnsm
The administration, using CIA Director Robert Gates 10
launch the campaign agamst Sung in congressional testimo-
nyimw:h;wfm:chﬂmpmhbﬁnyofu
imminent North Korcas m the pu-
orvmey b breakthrongh in making
Jmmancedwym:ﬁawm
Republican candidate whose siogan is ™1 will o 10 Korea™

No Nunu is Good Nunu

Speaking of brain damage, Monday night marked Jobha
Sununu's debut in what Michael Kinsley called “the Pt
Buchanas memorial chair™ on CNN's Crossfire. Introduc-
ing the show, Kinsley promised “2 couple of senators™—in
the occurrence, Metzenbaum of Ohio and Lout of Missis-
sippi—"for Sununu to chew on.™

Not. Sununu could have used some Deam-Grip for this
first instaliment 2s replacement co-host. During the der
bate—on taxes—Big Johs, 2 tad svelter for the occasion,
found himself outmouthed by the two garmrulous solons.
Especially by Lott, who jumped on every Metzenbaum
mbcfm&mmm}dcvmg:hscbopsm
jeaving the former second most powerful man in America
gumming the air.

Perhaps Sununu was lulled into clubbiness by 2 round of
congratulatory handshaking from Kiasley and the sexators,
which opened the show. Wmmwwms
felicitations on now having 2 “significant™ job—a cutting
reference 10 the much more quotable good o days when he
manhschxcfofmﬂndmdebudhncsbyaﬂmLon

" as Kinsiey later noted with glec. Sununu
may be smarter than Linda Chavez, prewtier than Mona

bootlicker Amnaud de Borchgrave—all three of whom tried
out as replacement co-hosts. But his interventions here
were as dull 2s dishwater—jus: like the Bush administra~
tion's press releases. Virtually the only moment when New
Hampshire's former governor made the sparks fly .was
whea be curled his smug lips around a castigation of the 10
per cent luxury tax on yachts, repeal of which Bush made
part of his State of the Union package.

Remember every movie western you ever saw? Take
mvthebnﬂysm.mdhem‘:abuﬂymn
remains to be seen whether Sununu out of power £a8. 2-
create on the little screen the viciousness for which be was,
noted when in the White House. On this show, be 13d¢,
knkmmmaansWﬁchmloTedTW
Warm up Novak!

Correction )
When the February 25 Press Clips chastised Newsday's:
competition for failing to defend reporter Tim Phlds
against the Senate inquisition into the Am.a}iinw"vs
valiznt clippers overiooked 2 brief but tough FCU“”’_
editorial in the Daily News which did just m::xh

as did E! Diario four days later. My apologies 1 T
papess.

Research: Mauthies Ecoffier and Paul Grenert




By-James Ridgeway &
.._Curtis Lang
HOUSTON—"What good is it to0
try and ciean up criminais and put
themy in prison,” the man wants to
know, “when this city is advocat-
ing giving away free condoms

P A

along-with the free meals 10 in-
maies $0 as 10 cut down on
AIDS?™

More than 1000 people have
crowded into the League City civ-
ic center 10 hear David Duke, a
candidate who has been all but
written off by the big-time press.
Qutside, hundreds more have
been turned away. And now
they're getting 10 the candidate
with what's on their minds.

“T work for the city,” 2 woman
paramedic yells from across the
room. “{Criminals] have more
rights than we do. I have 10 give
them emergency medical care. 1
walk down the line. I have 10 car-
ry 2 big huge steel door on wheels

:down‘wnh me because they ame
¢ | throwing

feces, urine, and any-
thingcbethcyunoomcupvi:h."

Duke, dressed in 2 Iight-blue
sxzx't.lookingcv«ybin.bcperfct:
political i waits a2 mo-
ment. “I don’t understand why
they don't use the death penahty
intbucemhdinandmﬁ&
men™

*Y23222222222500000000-
000" screams the crowd.,

Dud he may be, but Duke is 2
born-and-bred Southerner—not
an Inish Catholic, Mercedes Benz—
owning insider from the jungles of
Washington, D.C.—and he mines
the issues that provide Patrick Bu-
chanan with the underpinning for
firmative action, immigration.
These are the nativist issues of the
raciafist far right, and the Repub-
bcmkzvcbecnphym;zb:mm

?mmgeodedcombmmonsfor

1 Hihere is 2 crossover vote next
f Tuesday in Texas, the berting is
.| that it will be conservative rural

Dmocg:uvoti_ngforbukeinthe

] try- A

Sknﬂ-and-Bones—O}don-gubbyd-Or-
| der Bush, reduced in the Buchan-
an attack ads to 2 sniveling, lying
coward.

“When Bush ran in 1988 he had
10 Overcome the wimp issue,” says
Ron Paul, the former conservative

Strongly conservative arez south
of Houston who, in 1988, ran as
-the Libertarian candidate for pres-
ﬁcm."‘ﬁcd»dthxsthhthchdp
@D&'Rnbmhcovwmcm:
and then he really built it with the
out now he's back looking
i&ez!i!wonm:mmy.ﬂe‘s
Bt 8 Jeader He doesn't have 2

lesser Bush look-alikes not so long
2go, like Jack Rains and Tom
Luce, who were wiped out by con-
servative Claytie Williams in the
Republican primary for governor
bere in 1990. Williams lost in the
general 10 Ann Richards, 2 one-

:imclibaz!popuﬁnwbohad_m.

made berself into a conservative.
The wealth of Texas—like that
of the Sunbel evervwhere—is

b‘sedocdxcaphbo»gmc‘ddm}

contracts. The recession may have
been deepest in 1986, but the re-
Covery 2 year fater was confined

0 highly educated
the Anglo community, while ser-
ViCE SECTor wages were kept artifi-
cially Jow by the influx of new

for small businesses and home-
owners has dried up. Bankers who
have received federal bailout
money in Texas, as elsewhere
around the country, are calling in
ing loans from homeown-
ers and small businesspeople be-
| Cause therr real estate coliateral
has declined in value. Counties
find their tax base decimated be-
ametthaoluxionTmstCotpo—
ration, which has taken over tens
of billions™ worth of holdings of
the bankrupt S&Ls, reappraises
Propestics at much lower valyesm
and anyway, the RTC claims its
i are exempt from proper-

y taxes.

Nobody could figure out why
§ Duke chose 10 have his big rally in
| League City, on the outskirts of
{ HOuszon.Bmthcmnissimplc:
it's Kian territory. League City is
| a mix of i
WhowosanASAandaamas
! liberal Democratic political pres-

?

Throwing ringers: President
Bush tosses horseshoes in his
{putative) home state {above),
while at the Duke rally outside
ofﬂomton.tbobcaicopsput
tbeamonaprotesﬂngmm-
ber of Queer Nation.

ence built around unionized
workers at petrochemical plants,
fishermen from nearby guif towns,
and an assortment of rednecks.
It's 2 few miles from Seabrook.
where during the carly 1980s
armed and hooded

rorized Vietnamese shrimp fisher-
men. At that time, the Klan in
Texas was under the direction of
the legendary Louis Beam, Duke’s
Texas grand dragon, who had
transformed the Lone Star Kiux-
¢rs into a paramilitary strike
force.

So League City was a more than
appropriate setting for Duke's ral-
ly. To date, Duke’s campaign
hasn’t amounted 10 much, and
last week’s leisurely tour of Texas
was more of 2 PR gambit than a
political campaign, with Duke get-
ting off hnes like “I was once a
wizard under the sheets, but I'm
not the govemor of Arkansas.™

The reporters are tired of the
wizard. His political base in Loui-
siana bas withered away. He even
lost his home, Metane, in last
year’s gubernatorial election, and
while there’s an outside chance he
could find 2 district in the north-

8 The Right Wing in Texas Searches for a Piece of the True Cross :

east from which 1o run for Con- |
gress, it seems a long shot. Duke
forces are attempting 10 win posi-

'} tions in local Louisiana parishes, |

but the word in the press is thar |
David is dead meat. Last week the |
wizard acknowledged negotiating
for 2 book contract—which couid |
mean 2 profitable exit from poli- |
tics altogether. i

So it was disconcernting 10 at- }
tend 2 pumped-up rally in which |
the wizard was anything but dead. {
“You all know about the abuse of i
food stamps.™ Duke says. “It"s un- |
believable. Sometimes when |
you're in line as 2 middie-class |
person and you're hunting out the E
cheapest cuts of meat and clipping |
coupons, you see a food stamp |
recipient buying the best cuts of |
meat with fancy trimmings.” This
has got w0 stop. Nobody should
starve, but “let’s give ‘em stapies
10 survive. Not the fancy things.”

The welfare system is producing
unbelievable crime. It used to be
that criminals lived behind bars, |
now it's homeowners who do. |
Federal judges are letting crimi-
nais out of prison because they
say there is 10 space—Iet ‘em live
in tents.

Duke is sick and tired of reverse
discrimination, “If it’s wrong or
immoral to discriminate against 2
black person in hiring practices,
then it’s wrong and immoral 10
discriminate against a white
person.”

Thcnlhcpoopicmzotaik A
white deaf woman says this is her
first poiitical rally and she thanks
bim for providing an nterpreter,
Now, says Duke, “she’s 2 member
of the American majority who
could easily face racial discrimi-
nztioninjobhiring.notjus:bc-
cause she needs to sign, but be-
Cause of the color of her skin.™ A
man tells Duke about how when
he went to the hospital the com-
myyv:his}obxosom:suy
who couldnt speak English and !
who had never done anything but
rake leaves.

What would you do 10 heip the
economy? “I'd give 2 tax cut to
the American middle class.” Bur
that’s just the beginning. Duke
would institute 2 10 per cent flat
wx, and move right on 1o elimi-
nate the income tax altogether.
Ya22ah0000!

Duke is an environmentalist.
“Ecology is something that has al-
ways been key in my life. We have
10 be more aggressive in protect-

T661 01 ydiew 3010A



quit
DukeDukeDuke!

killing

~A hundred years 320 3 war was
fought that dictated not whether
slavery could exist or not, because
slavery never existed very iong.” 2
neatly dressed man tells the for-
[ mer wizard. “1U’s not economical-
ly feasible. What it did resolve
was that you no longer had a
choice about whether you were a
member of this country, whether
or not you were tyrannized or not.
If you were eiected president and
the state of Texas exercised its
constitutional right 0 secede,
what would you do?” Aaaaah.

“Good question,” says the can- | all
didate. =1 am a Southerner. | am
proud of being 2 Southerner. I be-
lieve the South had 2 night 10 se-
cede.” But peopie have the nght
10 choose, and while he doesn™t
think it would come to that, they
do have that choics.

Duke is more of s guilty picasure
than a real candidate; the rock-
ribbed nightists are more hard-
headed than that here in Texas.
it's hard 1o imagine a MOne Princi-
pled conservative than Ron Paul
His belief in little government | support?”
caused him 10 repeatedly vote
against federal appropriations——
including those for military and
space——for his own distnct, which
includes the big NASA space cen-
ter. He was reelected to Congress
three times on 2 combination of
mainstream Republican backing
from city-slicker vuppies in Hous~

R

clcphants‘

Democrats can™t

continues. The

Clinton, who

day's r_i;hx--dx;; Republicans.
Birch Society the

¥

wd egas”

mwhmmciobnnxxd:Socmy

whom he was far more z2kin. Paul
went 0010 run as the Libertarian
.4 candidate for the presidency in
1988, and now puts out 3 political
fpewsletter, an investment newslet-
ter, and 2 cable-TV show. He con-
nnucstopncucc medicine 25 2
gynecologist in Freeport. Eachier
this year, 2 group of conservatives
tried 10 persuade him to.run for
president, but he declined, and

chanan is credible. He's cieaner
ftban Duke}]. And they say, *I can
vote my resentment by voting for
Pat Buchanan.' At the same time,
they're really rallying to the state-
ments David Duke's been making

along.
“1 think there’s a lot of fecling
that Bush is going to win, the

conservatives or anybody leaning

thuwavwouldhndofhkcw

pokc[me]mtbcn‘os
bbcmmns

agree with Buchanan on foreign
policy, bunbcﬂikcthcldetofhxs

pe.
“If you had 10 vote for Bush or
“1 eou!dn‘tvm:forazbuonc

or Tsongas? That wouldn’t cross
my mind either. If 1 commit my
vote, that’s gotng very far. Tson-
gas would be better for the coun-
try, mainly because the Republi-
cans would wake up. See.

Uy e ¥ S a0

for Bush. ..

going 10
Buchanan. ..

beat him, but | will be an issue”

don‘t

would you

anymore.”

son Bush could get away with the

-Willy Horon pioy was bamse
Bush was an
mWodderlI.H:cmldphy
the Willy Hortos card without be-
m;anedem.&nxfyouhxve
2 Kias background

publicans than Democrats. ...
don't think government would
bave gotten as big under Dukakis
2s under Bush. That's what so up-
set me in my campaigns. I've had
so much sympathy for my views.
I've had peopic give me good do-
nations for my campaign and vote
.I'm going 10 vote in
xh:chubimpﬁmary
voie

"Tnen;bx-to-hfepcoplcmmc

he’s been loyal 10 his promises.
More so than on taxes. If be did
on taxes what he did on a2bortion!
When you think about the presi-
dents that have won the last three

nght-to-
life person, but I don't thmk it
Bu&ananh.zslhmtogthcr

an organization with 41 vice-
chairs in 38 cities 20d 1700 vol-

t:nni;sboe&Youuisszuing

awful lot of ‘em who are mad 2s
henandarcn‘xmwukcu

We met Gerrol Springer, an in-
surance agent and vicechair for

¢ APROT  NFOOID WS
Re-

and I'm

for Pa:

pow supports Buchanan. Party have endorsed | character. To drive home the
*1 think people feel all this re- M"Pxxdconunues“.\ndm pomt, be tells us 2 story:
scotment. And they feel Pat Bu- though Bush is not 2 true behever, “My partner’s daughter went

Republican.
Democrats think they bave 2

chance. in part because Ann Rich-

ton or any Democrat 10 beat Bush
because Bush is progressively
weaker 2s the campign scems 10
move 2iong So i's more hike the
Jimmy Canter-Jerry Ford phe-
nomenon of 1976, which s 2 mat-
ter of how many 1amale shucks
Clintor or whoever can bite

in Ho«mon. dun'xs 2
break at the Texas Livestock show
and rodeo, of which he is 2 direc-

Henyshcvotedfor?n-s:dcm
WsmmW*m

porting Buchanan this year
backed Kemp or Roberson mn

“] think Pat Buchanan repre-
sents my views 2 whoie iot better
than President Bush does.™ he

T TP R i -

into--that will determine the
race.
“Unless tbe nominee becomes

maybe 2r¢ 50 disgruntied this time
with Bush that they would swing
back, but not out of any particular
enthusizsm for it It's possidie
:hnaxmmldhvewcpx»
any and say this 45 his main
chance and turn loose. Now |
don't think that would be enough
10 IDCTEAsC VOTEr WMOUl, MOove
masses to the polls. but it could be
the thing 10 compel the stray
working-ciass Democrat 10 come
back home.™ =

Research Assisiance by Saobine
Guez

edSmuofAmmammdme

that pessimism into the kind.of
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AMERICA’S MISSED OPPORTUNITIES

David Gergen

year ago America stood astride the world. Its troops
were poised to lead an international coalition against Saddam
Hussein, its president showed greater mastery over foreign
affairs than any chief executive since Franklin D. Roosevelt
and its prestige was soaring. In every quarter other nations
acknowledged that the United States had emerged from the
Cold War as the only functioning superpower and that the
ideas it espoused were increasingly triumphant. An influential
American columnist, Charles Krauthammer, wrote a year ago
in this journal that a unipolar moment had arrived and that 2
confident United States should learn to accept its new role,
aggressively imposing its own vision.
What a difference a recession makes. Few outside the White
House talk anymore of creating a “new vorld order,” unless in
jest. The United States cannot achieve order in its streets or
even in its capital, much less in the rest of the world. Staggered
by an economic downturn that has taken a deeper psycholog-
ical toll than expected and frustrated by a paralysis in its
politics, the United States toward the end of 1991 turned
increasingly pessimistic, inward and nationalistic. Its secretary
of state could still bring recalcitrant leaders from the Middle
East into face-to-face conversations, but its president had so
much trouble corralling the leaders of his nation’s political
parties that he began wobbling in foreign policy. From the
campaign trail politicians who were misreading the public
mood—and who also knew better—began whipping up the
winds of a new isolationism. Insistent cries came along that the
nation should embrace a new philosophy of putting America
first: turn 2 hard, flinty eye toward economic competitors, said
its advocates, and curtail the long tradition of generous ideal-
ism in foreign policy. As troubles spread in America, other
powers began edging away from its orbit. In Japan the press
was intrigued by the sudden popularity of kenbei—a feeling of
condescension toward America—while in Europe leaders

David Gergen is Editor at Large of U.S. News & World Report.
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gathered in Maastricht without thinking twice about any
interest the United States might have in their deliberations.

In a world where the outlook changes as often as the
weather the question arises whether we shall ever again see a
replay of early 1991, America the ascendant, or if that was the
last gasp of a great nation visibly and sourly slipping? Will the
United States during the 1990s still seek to build a new
international regime, or will it slink away into a new isolation-
ism? Will it remain an agent of openness and change, or will it
close both its wallet and its borders?

No one can be certain, of course, but there were enough
clues in the months leading up to the Persian Gulf crisis and
afterwards to suggest that with the Cold War’s end, domestic
politics will become a much more significant factor in the
formation of foreign policy and will increasingly drive the
United States toward a new world role that fits neither ex-
treme. When the recession is over tempers presumably will
improve, and Americans will better appreciate that they re-
main the predominant military, political, economic and cul-
tural force in the world. They will want to stay engaged
internationally, they will still be capable of rallying against an
international menace like Saddam Hussein and their diplo-
mats will continue to mediate international disputes. As Pres-
ident Bush demonstrated in the Persian Gulf, a resourceful
president may also have occasional latitude to organize inter-
national coalitions that command support at home.

Yet the tangle of domestic problems is so thick and enduring
that economic growth may be disappointing and will exercise a
restraining hand on the foreign policy activism of earlier days.
While it remains rich, the country will think and act as if it is
poor, choosing not to accept as idealistic and expensive a role
as it has played in international affairs over the past 45 years.
Absent a direct challenge to its national interest Washington
will be more reluctant to assert its leadership in quelling
dangerous conflicts—a pattern already begun with Yugoslavia.
(Ironically, it was an American diplomat from an earlier
administration, former Secretary of State Cyrus Vance, who
was making one of the largest contributions toward peace
there.) In its economic relationships, especially with Asia, the
country will be tougher and more demanding. The standard
by which policies will be judged will be much less of “What’s in
it for the world?” than “What’s in it for us>”

In short even though the political candidates who espouse
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“America First” are unlikely to beat George Bush in 1992,
their influence will linger. America seems destined to scale
back its traditional role of international leadership even as it
asserts a harder-edged policy of self-interest. It will be a
superpower, but 2 most reluctant one. And if it fails to resolve
its internal crises the face it turns toward the world will become
very surly indeed.

II

America’s movement away from its former activism in
international affairs actually began in the late 1980s, so that
the crisis in the Persian Gulf constituted a brief, albeit spec-
tacular, interruption. The change in direction was due in part
to the well-understood differences between Ronald Reagan
and George Bush.

President Reagan always considered himself a crusader,
whether he was pursuing the most massive buildup of arma-
ments in history or the most complete build down of nuclear
weapons that history has known. He was determined to roll
back the “evil empire” and to knock down the Wall that
cemented it together. President Bush, in contrast, shies away
from grand schemes, preferring to solve problems and seize
opportunities as they ripen. He underestimates his own capac-
ity as a communicator, so that he rarely seeks to mobilize a
public march. Yet with an intimate knowledge of other leaders
and the world’s largest Rolodex, he happily assembles frater-
nities of nations to achieve concrete short-term goals. The net
result is that under President Bush the administration has
been eager to act when a specific challenge arises but has had
much less interest in thinking through and molding the
future. For planning purposes its long-term horizon seems no
more than a year. While the disintegration of the Soviet Union
commands the president’s attention, as does a violation of the
old order in the Middle East, little thought is given to forging
a new long-term partnership with Japan or shoring up the
fragile democracies of eastern Europe. The Bush administra-
tion has been far more adept at cleaning up the debris of an
old world than building the framework of the new.

But more than the personality of George Bush was involved
in America’s scaling back during the late 1980s. As the Cold
War wound down during the final days of the Reagan admin-
istration, most Americans were weary of the commitments
their nation had carried for more than forty years and were
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eager to share them more fully with others. Burden-sharing
became a battle cry in Congress, as members on both sides of
the aisle lobbied for U.S. troops to begin coming home and
pushed Europe and Japan to pay for more of those troops’
expenses. Feeling hard-pressed financially Americans were
also suffering from “compassion fatigue” in their willingness to
help developing nations.

A 1989 national poll by the Times Mirror Center for the
People and the Press found that an astonishing 50 percent of
the American public believed that foreign aid had become the
largest single item in the federal budget, and they were
demanding foreign aid cuts, along with reductions in domestic
welfare. In fact foreign aid, including both economic and
military assistance, had fallen to 0.91 percent of U.S. oNp in
1990, about three-fifths of what it was during the 1960s, and
the United States had sunk to last place among the seven
leading industrialized nations in the share of its economy
devoted to overseas assistance.

In 1990 the Bush administration asked for only paltry sums
to assist the fledgling democracies of eastern Europe; its
original request amounted to only $2.60 per Polish citizen. A
Democratically controlled Congress forced larger commit-
ments, but even so the U.S. package of $500 million was less
than one-twelfth of what Germany provided. South Korea
gave more money to Hungary than did the United States, and
castern Europe was treated as a second- or third-tier problem
by the State Department.

Once the leader in international population control, Amer-
ica was so internally torn by the abortion issue during the
1980s that under Presidents Reagan and Bush it nearly cut off
funds for population-control efforts by the United Nations
and International Planned Parenthood. Moreover, despite
America’s claim that it gave birth to the environmental move-
ment in the 1960s and 1970s, other nations had to drag the
Bush administration into a more ambitious campaign against
ozone depletion. Indeed over the past two years America has
been widely criticized in Europe and Japan as a major obstacle
to a treaty on global warming.

Even in international trade, where the United States was for
forty years the principal advocate of a liberal regime, recent
trends have been worrisome. President Reagan was a strong
apostle of free trade, but a 1989 study by the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development found that during




MISSED OPPORTUNITIES 5

the 1980s most industrialized nations—including Japan—
moved toward lower barriers, while the United States had the
worst record for erecting new ones. During the Bush admin-
istration U.S. Special Trade Representative Carla Hills has
pushed trelessly for a successful General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade (GATT) treaty, but others in the administra-
tion have broadly hinted that the United States will join the
move toward regional trading blocs.

IXX

Saddam Hussein was among those closely watching the first
tentauve steps toward a reduced American role, and it is not
wholly surprising that when he sent his troops into Kuwait in
August 1990 he apparently thought the United States would
allow him free passage. Had he not menaced Saudi Arabia as
well, he might have been right. Indeed President Bush himself
told the press the morning after the invasion that he was “not
contemplating” the use of U.S. troops despite a Kuwaiti
appeal. As stakes became clearer and friends weighed in from
overseas, however, the president quickly stiffened and be
rallying both his own country and others around the world.

The U.S. response—its largest military mission since the
Vietnam War and one that enjoyed enormous support at
home—was such a major departure from the country’s behav-
ior that it is worth considering the domestic side of the Persian
Gulf conflict in greater detail. The success of the White House
in mobilizing the country tells a good deal about those kinds of
overseas ventures that are still politically tenable for the
United States and about the kind of power the president
retains. In retrospect there were three features to the gulf
crisis that explain why the country was so enthusiastic about
the U.S. role in the war.

First, in contrast to most other foreign policy threats Amer-
icans could readily see that Saddam’s invasion posed a clear
and present danger to their own well-being. Most Americans
now understand that OPEC’s interference with oil prices in the
1970s not only caused two recessions and long gas lines but
also marked a turning point in the American living standard.
For a quarter century after World War II average wages in the
United States were on a steady upward escalator. But after
opecC ratcheted up oil prices in 1973 that escalator came to a
halt, and it has been stalled ever since. Thus Americans hardly
had to be reminded that if Saddam advanced into Saudi
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Arabia—gaining control over more than 40 percent of world
oil supplies—he would disrupt their lives and might cost them
their jobs. Never mind that if the United States had a serious
energy policy in place it would not seem so threatened. The
policy for ensuring a reliable flow of oil from the Middle East
to the United States boiled down to four words: send in the
troops.

The public was not eager to fight in those early days of
August, but it fully agreed with the president that it was worth
putting a force on the ground in order to block an Iraqi
takeover of Saudi Arabra. Over 70 percent of the public
immediately supported Bush when he announced the first
deployment, and large majorities backed him throughout the
ensuing crisis. Everett Carll Ladd, executive director of the
Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, wrote in Septem-
ber: “In the 45 years since World War IL, I can find no other
instance when so large a segment of the public has endorsed
committing U.S. troops prior to their actual engagement.”

Second, the president wisely decided to internationalize the
opposition to Iraq. While it was obvious that the United States
was calling the shots, the fact that the U.N. Security Council
gave its blessing to American policy at each step along the way
provided a stamp of international legitimacy—one that was
highly influential with the American Congress and public. The
fact that other members of the coalition were willing to defray
the costs borne by U.S. taxpayers also made the effort much
more appealing. Many in the foreign policy establishment,
such as former Secretary of State George Shultz, have decried
the spectacle of Secretary James A. Baker carrying a tin cup
from capital to capital. But had no collection been made, it is
highly unlikely that Congress would have authorized the use
of force. In their new mood neither the Congress nor the
public is willing to go it alone on a major commitment in
foreign policy: they insist that friends come along for the ride
and pay full fare.

Third, by successfully mobilizing an international coalition
and by taking a series of bold decisive steps overseas at critical
points during the crisis, the president amassed enough author-
ity to overwhelm all potential domestic opposition. He pro-
vided a textbook case of how, in the right circumstances, a
skillful president can still use the powers of his office to
marshal domestic support for a foreign venture.

President Bush even made it look €asy, as he was far more
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preoccupied with managing the international dimensions of
the crisis than the array of forces at home. Congress, public
opinion and the press were usually afterthoughts for him—
problems to be addressed after making difficult military
choices about Saddam, people to think about after exhaustung
his international phone directory. As is often the case with the
Bush presidency, domestic management by the administration
was sometimes maladroit, too; it rarely inspired with rhetoric,
frequently seemed uncertain of purpose and lacked the sure,
deft touch the president showed abroad. Yet, by the end of the
ground war in late February, Bush had achieved almost as
complete a mastery of the domestic scene as of the foreign.

Again and again Bush practically ignored Capitol Hill as he
made his decisions. While the administration spoke positively
of consultation with Congress, it engaged only in notifica-
tion—and usually after the fact. The president is an easy,
affable man, but he is also secretive and likes to rely upon a
closed circle, even within the executive branch. He is disin-
clined to trust Congress on sensitive foreign policy questions
because he thinks it incapable of keeping a secret and, worse,
that it is infected with partisanship. Divided government has
taken a heavy toll on comity between the branches. In the six
months of the gulf crisis, Democratic leaders of the Senate and
House of Representatives had less influence upon the Bush
White House than Margaret Thatcher, who resigned as British
prime minister in November 1990, or Prince Bandar bin
Sultan, the Saudi ambassador to Washington.

The pattern of ignoring Congress until the last minute was
set in the early days of the crisis. When President Bush
announced the first deployment of U.S. troops on August 6,
1990, four days after Iraq invaded Kuwait, Senate Majority
leader George Mitchell (D-Me.) and Sam Nunn (D-Ga.), chair-
man of the Senate Armed Services Committee, both said they
learned of the decision after the fact. Because Congress left
Washington in early August for its summer recess, it was also
out of the picture during a crucial month when the adminis-
tration was building an international framework for much of
what followed. On October 30, 1990, the White House
reached a second milestone in the crisis when the president
decided to double the U.S. troop commitment. Again Con-
gress was not seriously consulted, and President Bush even
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decided to withhold public disclosure until two days after the
congressional elections.

This time Senator Nunn erupted, as he was first informed of
the decision only an hour before its announcement and,
because he was called on a public telephone at a restaurant,
was not even afforded the courtesy of a confidential conver-
sation with Defense Secretary Dick Cheney. Senator Nunn felt
the decision contravened earlier assurances he had received
that the United States would rely primarily upon air power,
and he soon called for public hearings that consequently
almost turned the tide of congressional opinion against the
president in December. A presidential adviser later admitted
that “we screwed up” the consultation process. Democratic
opposition was heightened by the president’s vulnerability
over raising taxes and by off-year election losses, so that in
mid-November, Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan (D-N.Y.)
warned, “If George Bush wants his presidency to die in the

i Arabian desert, he’s going at it very steadily.”
! Thereafter the White House paid more attention to Con-
gress and to its dwindling support in public opinion polls as it
i undertook the third stage of the crisis: passage of U.N.
i resolution 678 by the Security Council, authorizing military
force against Saddam unless he evacuated Kuwait by January
15, 1991. The primary purpose of the resolution was to evict
Saddam and bind together the international coalition. But as
Secretary Baker privately pointed out inside the administra-
tion, passage would make it almost impossible for Congress to
reject the use of force. In effect the White House was boxing
in Congress, leaving it only two options: go along with a huge
international coalition against Iraq or pull the plug and let the
United States suffer a devastating defeat.

President Bush realized over the Christmas holidays a year
ago that he would have to secure a favorable vote from
Congress in order to keep the country behind him in a war.
But in gaining Security Council backing of the resolution and
In continuing to show a willingness to talk with Iraq, he broke
the back of his domestic opposition. In the end the vote in both
chambers was relatively close, so close that the 52—47 favorable
margin in the Senate was the smallest approval rating that
body had given to a U.S. military action since the War of 1812.
Even when cornered by the president and when U.S. interests
were so clearly affected, Congress almost denied the White
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House authority to use force—a fact that underscored how
reluctant a superpower the United States was becoming.

The public was much more militant about Saddam Hussein
than its elected representatives and thus more prepared to
follow the president’s lead. To illustrate the difference: in
mid-November, after the president announced a doubling of
troops, support for his policies slipped badly. Democrats in
Congress accused him of rushing into war, but public polls
showed that most of his opposition came from people who
thought he was moving too slowly to remove Saddam. That
hard-line feeling surfaced again at the end of the war, when
many Americans felt the fighting ended too soon and that the
coalition should have forced Saddam from power.

Just as he had with Congress, President Bush cleverly
influenced public opinion at home by first mobilizing support
overseas and then taking clear, decisive actions that changed
the terms of debate. As Krauthammer noted at the time:
“Bush managed to rally a reluctant nation to a successful war
not with inspiring words or soaring visions, but with a series of
shrewd and forcing actions.” In August 1990, when the
president imposed economic sanctions, he won enormous
public support, yet 56 percent of the respondents told a Gallup
poll they opposed sending troops. After Bush then sent the
troops—on the assertion that they were part of an interna-
tional force and were only meant to defend Kuwait and Saudi
Arabia—81 percent expressed approval. That the administra-
ton’s spokesmen offered a “rationale du jour” for their
policies—creating confusion about their ultimate goals—was
less important than that Bush, through his actions, established
“new facts” that prompted the public to line up behind him.

During the fall of 1990 most Americans were anxious to
avoid a shooting war, but after the White House gained
passage of resolution 678 and set January 15, 1991, as an
endpoint for negotiations, the public's willingness to use force
rose sharply, reaching 75 percent in an ABC-Washington Post
poll on January 9. Similarly, a CBS-New York Times poll found
in February that only 11 percent of Americans favored a
ground attack, but the day after the coalition forces launched
their assault, 75 percent approved. The clear lesson is that
strong, clear-cut and well-conceived presidential initiatives,
especially those taken in partnership with other nations, can
transform public opinion in favor of the White House. Public
opinion often dictates the outer limits of policy, but in the right
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initiative in foreign affairs unless itis an emergency measure to
protect the homeland. Even now, as the democracies of

western Europe with responsibility for quelling conflicts in
nearby countries to the east. Nor can one expect the United
States 10 be an active leader in preserving the global environ-
ment, curbing the population explosion or addressing pove
in developing nations. It is a measure of how much the U.S.
role has changed that in the late 1940s, against the popular
will, President Truman could successfully launch a Marshall
Plan that equalled 1.1 percent of American Gne, but thar
anyone who talks of a new Marshal] Plan for anything today—
€Ven 1o rescue the nation’s cities—is regarded as a village idiot.
While discouraging, the reluctance to be an active super-

multinational efforts to curb pro

thus serve America’s self interest.
If the nation fails to address its more fundamental domestic
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needs, however, this window of opportunity for constructive
internationalism will gradually close. Both the will and the
capacity of the nation to undertake new commitments, even
ones embedded in multinational arrangements, will diminish
sharply if the U.S. economy stagnates during the next five
years. There 1s thus some urgency to move ahead in laying the
foundations of a new enlightened foreign policy while the
public will still support it. But there is even greater urgency to
address the internal crisis of the United States.

Unless the nation embarks upon a comprehensive program
of domestic renewal, the United States within a few years could
become so deeply mired in its own troubles that its politics will
turn even more embittered, xenophobic and inward. The
specter of neo-isolationism that raised its head in late 1991 will
then be but a precursor of worse to come, as reluctance to act
as a leader turns into outright refusal, and international
politics becomes a bare-knuckled brawl.
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creation of at least two million Jobs are attributable to Increases
in U.S. exports.

October 1991 by the CBS-New York Times news organizations
found two-thirds approved of the United Nations, the highest
level of support in surveys they have taken since 1953. Clearly
Americans want to shed their role as chief and almost sole
protector of international order, but they recognize that the
world still has problems—terrorism, thuggery, environmental
degradation—and they are more prepared than in the past to
cooperate in multilateral solutions.

The Soviet threat has disappeared so quickly that it is
difficult to gauge public sentiment on defense spending. The

percent named the United States and 38 percent singled out
Japan. When CBS-New York Times surveyors posed the same

only four years.
While most Americans tend 1o place primary blame upon
themselves for their reversal of fortune and profess admira-
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tion for the Japanese, they also believe that the Japanese and
others are getting ahead through unfair economic practices.
As a consequence, they are demanding that their government
become less assertive in protecting others and more assertive
in protecting the United States, especially its economic inter-
ests. The public told polisters from the Chicago Council on
Foreign Relations that the most important priorities of U.S.
foreign policy should be, first, protecting jobs of American
workers; second, protecting the interests of American workers
abroad; and third, securing adequate supplies of energy.
Defending allies, preventing the spread of nuclear weapons
and advancing human rights were seen as less important.
Helping to spread democracy to other nations was 15th on a
list of 15 priorities.

VI

Most analyses of U.S. security in a dramatically changing
world begin with a tour d’horizon of the threats and opportu-
nities beyond American shores and extrapolate from that a
prescription for policy. The events of 1991 suggest that to a far
larger extent than during the Cold War, political dynamics
within the nation will define its foreign policy. A recession,
sinking public confidence in government and a depleted
federal treasury had as much influence over policy toward the
end of the year as Saddam Hussein had at the beginning.
Unless more Saddams appear out of the overseas mist to
endanger the nation’s vital interests, the continuing, deep-
seated domestic problems of the United States are likely to
make it more reluctant as an international leader but more
assertive in its nationalism.

Constraints upon financial resources for foreign affairs will
become even more severe in the next several years. Adding up
its defense expenditures and its economic and military assist-
ance to other nations, the United States now spends about six
percent of its GNP to protect the international order. That
higure has been steadily declining from a peak of nearly seven
percent in 1985 and was expected by the Bush administration
to fall to about 3.7 percent by the mid-1990s, the lowest level
since 1939. With domestic pressures mounting for steeper cuts
in defense and foreign aid, however, it is probably more
realistic to assume that the figure will fall to three percent
during the 1990s. Under such constraints the United States
will have great difficulty undertaking any expensive new
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transition in the Soviet Union. His initiative was first squelched
by both Congress and the administration. Only after the cia

4

and visiting Russian leaders privately warned Congress of

Japan was missed, and €conomic nationalism was clearly in the
saddle in Washington.

To an outside observer it Mmust not have seemed the same
country that only a few months earlier stood as a world
colossus. Indeed how could anyone be sure that if hard umes
persisted America would ever again be a strong, effective

leader in world affairs?
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Numerous polls during 1991 indicated that in trying to
placate the electorate with their retreats toward neo-
1solationism, politicians in Washington were actually misread-
ing public sentiment. As the glow of the Gulf War faded and
fears spread about the economy, the polls showed that Amer-
icans were indeed becoming discouraged about the nation’s
future, nervous about protecting their jobs and health care,
and anxious that the president end his preoccupation with
foreign affairs. There is a fine line, however, between shifting
to a greater emphasis upon solving domestic problems and
precipitously pulling back from the world, as many politicians
advocated. The first course is wise; the second invites catastro-
phe. While most voters want government to do more to help
them economically and less to help others overseas, they have
not yet embraced full-blown isolationism, protectionism or
nauvism. It is the politicians who have often strayed to the
other side. The “America First” theme on the campaign stump
means something different to most voters than it does to
candidates like Buchanan and Senator Tom Harkin (D-Iowa).

Opinion surveys show that a majority of Americans, at least
for now, would like the United States to remain actively
involved in international affairs but want others to share more
of the burden and also want the United States to be more
hard-nosed in advancing America’s economic interests. The
Potomac Associates, headed by William Watts, has asked a
series of questions since 1964 designed to test internationalism
versus isolationism in U.S. public opinion. A survey in October
1991 found that 54 percent of those sampled qualified as total
internationalists, compared to 14 percent who were total
isolationists. The results reflected only modest changes since
1985 and were much less isolationist than in 1976, when defeat
in Vietnam had brought a more serious inward turn (the 1976
results: 44 percent internationalist, 23 percent isolationist).
Similarly the Gallup Organization has for the past 44 years
asked Americans whether they want the country “to take an
acuve part in world affairs.” Some 60-70 percent have re-
sponded positively, and this past fall 71 percent said yes—the
highest figure recorded in 26 years.

Most Americans realize that American prosperity and job
security have come to depend heavily upon trade. Over 40
percent of U.S. economic growth in the past four years and the
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Te€quest so modest that it suggested the lack of a serious
agenda. Had he chosen, the president could probably have
used his new leverage to push through both an economic and
energy package. He could, for example, have convinced both
the public and his own party that the country needed a sizeable

After victories in the Cold War and the Guif War the
president also had an Important opening to rebuild a biparti-
san consensus in foreign policy. Such a consensus was enor-
mously valuable to U.S. policymakers in the formative years

challenge the president if he had called for a strong interna-
tionalist policy. Conservative Republicans, no longer preoccu-
pied with the communist threat, were also prepared to follow
the president’s lead in redefining America’s security interests.

In his frequent incantations of a “new world order,” Pres;.
dent Bush seemed on the verge of setting forth a new set of
doctrines for U.S. policy, and the White House even an-
nounced that he would give four commencement addresses in
the spring of 199] fleshing out his vision. Because his staff felt

Democrat in Pennsvivania shellacked the state’s best-known
Republican in a Senate race that was widely seen as a referen-
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dum on the Bush administration. Emphasizing a theme of
“taking care of our own,” Democrat Harris Wofford scored
heavily with a television advertisement that said: “We
shouldn’t put American jobs on a fast track to Mexico or a slow
boat to China.” Wofford’s victory traumatized the White
House and convinced Democrats in Washington that they
could frontally attack Bush on foreign policy. Democratic
presidential contenders, tapping into growing economic fears,
denounced the president for spending too much time on
foreign affairs while neglecting domestic problems. Their
speeches were reminiscent of Congressman Richard
Gephardt’s call for a new economic nationalism in the last
presidential campaign. That appeal met with only limited
success in 1988 but in recessionary times was striking a deeper
chord within the populace.

Meanwhile the president faced a growing rebellion on his
right flank that also spelled trouble in foreign affairs. Patrick
Buchanan, a conservative journalist who once worked for
Presidents Nixon and Reagan, declared his candidacy against
Bush for the cop nomination with a thunderous appeal for a
new isolationism: bring home U.S. troops; stay out of foreign
wars; eliminate foreign aid; end support for the International
Monetary Fund and World Bank; treat Japan and Europe as
economic predators and concentrate on “America First.”
David Duke, a Louisiana extremist who has become a perma-
nent (and embarrassing) candidate for Republican office, also
began to challenge President Bush with appeals to underlying
racism and nativism. Neither man will defeat the president,
but they will give greater legitimacy to fears and prejudices
seething below the surface.

So hot were the political winds blowing through Washington
that in the closing weeks before the winter recess, Congress as
well as the White House began a series of tactical retreats in
foreign policy. After a spirited debate over the country’s
domestic needs Congress killed the annual foreign aid bill,
postponing final consideration until 1992 when election year
politics could jeopardize both it and a variety of other overseas
assistance programs. Foreign aid, never popular among Re-
publicans in Congress, has depended for survival upon Dem-
ocratic votes. But in the new economic atmosphere many
Democrats want to freeze or reduce it in size.

The constraints upon policy were well illustrated in the fall
of 1991 when Congressman Les Aspin (D-Wisc.), chairman of
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circumstances and with forceful leadership a president can
occasionally break out of its constraints.

It is arguable how much of a lesson the gulf crisis holds for
the willingness of the United States to commit its forces to
defeat future aggression or to undertake a conventional war.
Many believe that the Gulf War is s genenris, that the United
States would never have intervened but for the unique circum-
stances of that region and its oil, and certainly would never
have fought if Kuwait had grown broccoli. Thus, it is said, the
war has no relevance beyond its own terms. Others worry that
the war will make the United States more trigger happy, so
that if economic difficulties persist, the country may enjoy
lashing out occasionally, just as the economic depression of the
early 1890s was but a prelude to the Jjingoism of a “splendid
litde war” against the Spanish later in the decade.

Both arguments overstate the case. Evidence from public
opinion polls and from the political dialogue since the war
suggests that the victory did dispel the “Vietnam syndrome” so
that Americans are more self-confident about winning future
conflicts without major loss of life and therefore may be more
willing to fight. But the nation’s economic difficulties and
reductions in its military strength will both be restraining
influences. The upshot from the war, then, is that the United
States may threaten military action more often but it is likely to
unsheathe its sword only when truly vital interests are at stake.

v

In the months that followed the Gulf War, President Bush
triumphantly rode the crest of victory, but it was probably a
shorter ride than he imagined. Public esteem for his compe-
tence in foreign policy, as well as for his overall performance
as president, rose to extraordinary heights. Not since the end
of World War II had so many Americans, some 90 percent,
given their president such heartfelt approval. Far more than
the collapse of the Berlin Wall, which stirred only modest
hurrahs (the viewing audience for American network news
programs actually fell when that story broke), the Gulf War
seemed to mean a magical restoration of America’s greatness.
That Saddam remained in power and that the United States at
first stayed on the sidelines as his troops smothered Kurdish
and Shiite uprisings did little to take the sheen off the war for
the public. Six months after the conflict some 75 percent of
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those polled continued to think that the war had been worth it
and that the United States had scored a big win.

Democrats in Congress were completely cowed. Four-fifths
in the Senate and two-thirds in the House had voted against
authorization of force, and many saw their political standing
fall sharply in their constituencies. President Bush soon won
congressional support on two issues that probably would have
failed if members had voted in the dark: approval of fast-track
authority to negotiate both a free trade accord with Mexico
and to wind up the GATT negotiations and, secondly, extension
of most-favored-nation status for China. Anxious not to ap-
pear weak on defense, Congress also lowered its voice on the
Pentagon budget, giving the president most of what he wanted
before vear’s end and bolstering many of the weapons systems
that seemed most promising after the war, particularly spr.

Robert Gates, whom many in the press counted out because
of the Iran-contra affair, was forced to undergo a prolonged,
96-week examination before becoming cia director (the entire
Soviet empire collapsed between the time of nomination and
confirmation, he quipped), but the final Senate tally in his
favor was a resounding 64-31.

The surprise is that the president, his power at full bloom,
chose to exploit his victory for so little beyond the agenda
already planned. In foreign affairs President Bush and Secre-
tary Baker did seize the moment to push for face-to-face
negotiations between Arabs and Israelis, and success in those
talks would obviously become a dramatic accomplishment of
the Bush vears. Washington also bolstered security arrange-
ments in the gulf and, without saying much publicly, gained
assurances of good commercial relations with states in the area
in both oil and trade. The war, however, seemed to have little
spillover effect upon relations with Europe or with the Soviet
Union and, in the case of Japan, contributed to a new
deterioration in relations, especially among many Japanese
who were offended by U.S. demands during the conflict. The
United States also had hoped that the war would lead to a
major breakthrough in curbing proliferation of nuclear,
chemical and biological weapons, but momentum on that front
had slowed by the end of the year.

On the domestic side a president with such unprecedented
popularity could have secured passage of a sweeping new set
of initiatives, but President Bush asked only that Congress
enact crime and transportation measures submitted earler, a



