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June 24, 1994

MEMORANDUM TO SENATOR DOLE

FROM: SUZANNE HELIMANN
RE: CALIFORNIA POLITICAL BRIEFING
1l National Association of Radio and Talk Show Hosts
o) See enclosed letter from National Association of Radio
Talk Show Hosts, memo from Clarkson and agenda for the
event.

2. Michael Huffington Lunch

o See enclosed talking points from campaign
3 Young Executives for Huffington
o U.S. House candidate Paul Stepanek =- CD 29 -- will be in

attendance and would like you to mention his candidacy
for the House. He is taking on the formidable Rep. Henry
Waxman. Stepanek has also submitted a request to you to
host a fundraiser -- we couldn't fit it in this time.
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U.S. SENATE RACE
o Huffington spent $6.3 million in the primary.

o As you know, President Clinton has made frequent trips to
California -- these races are critical to the 1996 elections.
So far, Clinton has visited CA 12 times and has attended two
fund-raisers for Sen. Dianne Feinstein. Apparently, that's
more visits to a single state by Clinton and more help than
he's given any other candidate in the Nation. Feinstein
supported the President's budget and was on his health care
bill until May 25, 1994.

o Michael Huffington's first ad began airing on June 16:
"November 20th. Dianne Feinstein sponsors the Clinton health
plan -- a government take-over of health care." Huffington:

"The government that gave us the welfare mess now wants to
screw up health care. The Clinton plan takes away your right
to choose your doctor. It raises taxes and destroys jobs."
ANNCR: "The Clinton health plan -- and Feinstein -- dropped
in the polls. So, on May 25th, Feinstein flip~-flopped and
deserted the health plan. It's the only principle of a career

politician -- save your own skin."

o Ex-Baseball Commissioner, Peter Ueberroth crossed the line to
endorse Feinstein. He will head up a "Republicans for
Feinstein" group. The Huffington spin =-- "She [Feinstein] can

have Peter Ueberroth and we'll take the 500,000 Democrats that
voted against her in the primary. We'll make that trade."

o Possible write-in campaign -- Jim Worthen, ex-aide to Ex. Rep
Bob Lagomarsino who lost to Huffington in 1992, hopes to

encourage someone like ex-Rep. Dannemeyer or another to run
against Huffington.

o On Huffington refusing to release his tax returns, the S.F.
Chronicle wrote =-- ",,. for a person seeking the highest
public trust, an imperious insistence on secrecy makes people
wonder just what is lurking in those tax returns."

o On immigration, Feinstein called for illegal immigrants who
commit crimes in the U.S. to be jailed in their native
countries.
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UBERNATORIAL RACE

o According to an exit poll conducted during the 6/7 primary,
5,234 voters interviewed said that "the issue Brown has chosen
to stress above all others -- the economy -- is headed down on
voters' list of priorities, while crime, a topic that appears
to favor Wilson, remains atop the public's agenda."

o Also shown on the exit poll -- 2/3 of the respondents believe
that the state is no the "wrong track" and 31% believe it is
going in the right direction.

o Wilson ad 6/8 in L.A.: partial text: "The national recession
and defense cuts have hit California hard. Nobody understands
that better than Pete Wilson. Wilson is cutting red tape and
providing incentives to businesses creating new jobs... He's
suing the federal government to stop illegal immigration at
the border. Wilson was the first Governor in the nation to
sign a Three Strikes law to keep violent criminals behind

bars."
o On immigration - Pete Wilson is seeking federal funds to
offset CA's costs of illegal immigration. Leon Panetta

released his figures saying that the 1995 budget asks for 33%
more money for immigration than the last Bush budget of $18.8
billion. Panetta's budget calls for $24.8 billion. BUT the
catch is that Panetta is combining figures from both legal and
illegal immigration activities. Wilson has cried foul.

o Kathleen Brown personally opposes the death penalty because of
her religion -- Roman Catholic -- and because of her father
who also opposed the death penalty. But Brown said she will
enforce the law. Wilson's response: Kathleen's father
excused about 23 people, some of whom were paroled. "I thank
if you have someone who holds what they profess to be a deep
personal conscientious objection, that you have to expect ...
that they are not going to be much of an advocate for the

death penalty and will find ways as did Pat Brown to avoid
imposing it."

o Wilson's primary opponent, Ron Unz, refused to endorse Wilson.

U.S. HOUSE RACES

See enclosed list of candidates and incumbents.
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TALKING POINTS -- EUFFINGTON v. FEINSTEIN

MIKE HUFFINGTON: A successful businessman who understands that
higher taxes aren't the answer.

Huffington supported the most figcally conservative
budget plan, the Burton plan.

He supports a balanced budget amendment to the
Censtitution.

.. .Not a career politician,..
Supports term limits,
Vows Lo serve a maximum of two terms himself.

Donates salary to charity; does not accept PAC money.

-..Committed to reforming the way Congrees does business....

Wante Congrees to live under the same laws it makes us
live under (8hays Bill, H.R. 349)

-..Will not sacrifice our nation's defense for social programs. . .

Opposes the $122 billion Clinton defense cuts
(Feinstein wanted cuts of $135 billion)

.. .Always been strong on crime....

California's co-sponsor of "Three Strikes and You're
outc*

Lifelong supporter of the death penalty -- unlike
Dianne Feinstein i

-..Knows that welfare as we know it has hurt the poor and
everyone elge...

Supports Michel welfare reform proposal

+..Knows that answers to problems depend, in his words, 'on
strong individuals and strong families, not on government . "

Has sponsored legislation which would make it easier
for middle-income families to donate to local charities

-1-
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Meanwhile, Californians are not getting what they bargained for
when they voted for Dianne Feinstein.

They voted for pomeone who could bring our state's
economy back to greatness. They didn't know they'd be
getting someone who would prove to be the deciding vote
oo zalsing our income taxes during a receggion.

dncluding raising taxeg on Social Security reciplents
and _amall buslnesses.

They wanted scmecons who would bring our massive deficit down to
size. ZThav didn't kpow they'd De voting for the elghtb-bigoest
spender in the Sesate. (Ted Kenuady ranked 12th. Barbara Boxex
d3nd -- Naticnal Iaxpavers Union Foundation)

They wanted somecne to improve our state's business
climate. They didn't know Mrsg. Feinstein would vote
on the side of improving the busipegs climate only 9
percent of the time, according to the Chamber of

commexce.

They voted for someona who could protect California's high-tech
defense industry, who would, in Feinstein's words, "remain
vigilaat on base ¢logures." But '

Lake any Californis bases off of the hit liast.

They wanted someone to protect California jobs. They
didn't know they'd be getting someone who would support
meagures such as the Clinton defense cuts, the Clinton
health care plan, the Desert Protection Act, and the
1993 budget deal/tax increase, which are projected to
cost California more than 300,000 jobs.

They wanted scmeone who would gend the message that her vote
wasn't for sala. Instead, this year Mre. Feingtein has nearly
doubled her rate of political action committee contributiong --
from 12% of haxr total in 1992 to 21% of her total in 1994.

They wanted someone who would protect California's
agriculture industry and our farmers' livelihood. They
didn't know they'd be getting someone who voted to
divert hundrede of thousands of acre-feet of water from
farms to the Pacific Ocean, even during periode of
drought. They also didn't know Mrs. Feinstein would
stand by silently while the EPA treated hard-werking,
law-abiding California farmers as criminals for plowing
stagnant potholes on thelr land or running over an
allegedly endangered kangarco rat.

They wanted somecie who would challenge Ntlhington on paying the

ltlgglring costs of illegal immigration. They didn't know they'd
etting scmecne who would let Washington off the hook by

llx ng the Clinton Administration to pay less than 10 percent of

the :3 billion they owa this state (source: Governor's offige).
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They wanted somecne who would keep government and
bureaucracy from ballooning in size and infringing upon
our rights and freedoms. Instead, Mrs. Feinstein co-
sponsored the Clinton health care plan, which will
nationalize one-seventh of our entire U.S. sconomy,
increase our taxes, add new levels of taxpayer-funded

bureaucracies, and eliminate hundreds of thousands of
California jobs.

They voted for gomecne who campaigned as a moderats, a pragmatist
who would not be a knea-jerk vote for the special interests on
the left. They didan't know that thay'd ba gatting somecze wheo
would

(sources Cal Jouranal)

MIKE HUFFINGTON:

I am ruaning for the Senate for one important reason:
government has becomea unaccountable and uncontrollable.
Washington hae lost touch with the ideas -- freedom, perscnal
responsibility, entreprensurship, low taxes -- that have made
America the greatest country in the world. I am running to
change that.

Last year the government imposed the largest single tax
increase in U.S. history, This hit California especially hard,
copting us tens of thousands of jobs. Recently, Intel, Thrifty
Druge, and Taco Bell all announced they were making a run for the
border. And, as you recall, that retroactive tax hike became law
by onea deciding vote -- the vote of my opponent, Mrs. Feinstein.
I voted against that tax in the House of Representatives., Had I
been in the Senate, it would not be law today.

For all we give it, however, government is still failing ite
primary mission: keeping us safe. That's why I co-chair the
"Three Strikes and You're Qut" Initiative, to lock repeat violent
felons away in prison forever. I support truth-in-sentencing
laws, so convicts do not automatically get half of their
sentences reduced for "good behavior" -- only to commit more
erimes once they're out. And we must expand the number of crimes

punighable by the death penalty -- without letting death row
appeals drag on for years,
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On health care, I support its availability for every
American. But I oppose the Clinton plan, a government takeover
that kills jobs and endangers the quality and free choice
Americans have avery right to expect. Dianne Feinstein co-
sponsored the Clinton plan -- and then tock her name off it when
it, and she, started falling in the polls. There are ways we can
and must improve our health care system, such as providing tax
credits for families and guaranteeing portability between jobs.
But my first rule on health care is the oath of the physician:
*First, Do no harm.” I will vote against any plan that does.

One of my top pricrities in the Senate will be to overhaul
welfare, which has broken up too many families and discouraged
perscnal responsibility for far too long. We should encourage
volunteerism and local private sector initiatives, and turn away
from massive government programs.

On immigration, we must not single out the hardworking
Californians who have immigrated legally -- but we must stop the
rising influx of illegal alisns whe abuse our aervices. I favor
a Constitutional Amendment forbidding children born here to
illegal immigrants from automatically becoming U.S. citizens. I
also support ending welfare for illegal aliens.

Most of all, I want to change the way Congress does
business. Unlike my opponent, Mrs. Feinstein, who in her first
year in the Senate ranked as the eighth-biggest spender, I favor
é meaniniful balanced budget amendment with teeth., I also favor
term limits on all politicians. I have pledged to serve no more
than two terms in office, I continue to donate my entire
congressional salary to charity. And I have not and will not
accept money from political action committees.

I have spent most of my career building a buasiness -- not
kowtowing to special interests. Unlike career politiciang, I
understand firgt-hand what it takes to provide jobs in the free
market, and how govermnment can interfere in the process.

I want to take government from the career politicians and
give it back to the people. I want a government that listens to
ug, that uses common sense to make life pimpler, not more
difficult, for the taxpayers of California. I am running now
because I don't believe that's what we're getting. I need your

support to finally make Washington accountable to the people of
California.

44
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Tax increases "stimulate the
economy." -- Feinstein Campaign

Dianne Feinstein has raised or tried to raise taxes on:

ALCOHOL ¢ BUSINESS LICENSES -«
BUSINESS PROPERTY ¢ CITY INCOME
* CORPORATE INCOME ¢ ESTATES -
GASOLINE + GROSS BUSINESS
RECEIPTS « GROSS RECEIPTS OF
NON-PROFIT GARAGES + HOTEL
ROOMS ¢ MEDICARE PAYROLLS -«
PARKING ¢ PAYROLLS « PERSONAL
INCOME * PROPERTY TRANSFERS ¢
SALES (DRUG WAR) °* SALES
(EARTHQUAKE) * SOCIAL SECURITY
BENEFITS ¢« STADIUM OPERATORS e
UTILITY USERS

On November 8th, Remember April 15th.

Vote MIKE HUFFINGTON for
U.S. SENATE.

Paid for by Califomians for Huffington
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CALIFORNIA

Status of Incumbent: Gov. Wilson (R) Eligible to seek reelection.

CANS DEMOCRATS
Pete Wilson, Incumbent Kathleen Brown, State Treasurer

Update

Governor Pete Wilson easily won renomination on June 7 defeating businessman
Ron Unz. He will now face State Treasurer Kathleen Brown who beat Insurance
Commissioner John Garamendi. Governor Wilson is expected to continue with the same
themes that Californians have responded to recently. The latest polls have shown that his
policies against illegal immigration, for example, are widely supported throughout the
state. Additionally, a KNBC/San Francisco Examiner poll conducted May 26-29 (+/-
3.5% margin of error) gave Wilson a 47% to 39% lead against Brown in the general
election match-up. This contrasts with other polls which have Brown ahead by small

margins.

Brown's sometimes economics advisor Joel Kotkin disassociated himself from the
campaign when Brown started running an ad with the line, "America's best Treasurer to
Revive America's worst Economy.," Kotkin said that the campaign line itself would hurt
California's ability to attract business. At the end of the primary period, 7he Los Angeles
Times had called into question the first half of the campaign line when it delineated how
many campaign promises Brown had broken as State Treasurer. Now a third campaign
slogan is being tried, "The only candidate to build a new California." In the meantime,
Brown advisor Clint Reilly has also resigned citing fundamental differences over the
approach of the campaign.

Los Angeles Times primary exit polls showed that Garamendi voters would break
for Wilson 39% to 29%, with 25% looking for someone else and 7% undecided.

1992 Presidential Vote

Clinton (D) 5,121,249 (46%)
Bush (R) 3,630,566 (33%)
Perot (I) 2,296,004 (21%)

Total 11,047,819

1990 Gubernatorial General Election Results

Pete Wilson (R) 3,791,904 (49%)
Dianne Feinstein (D) 3,525,197 (46%)
Other 383,316 (5%)

Total 7,700,417
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RICHARD HERTZ FOR NEWS CONSORTIUM MAY 10-14, 1994(N=610 R
REGISTERED VOTERS MARGIN OF ERROR +/- 4%):

FIELD POLL FOR ORANGE COUNTY REGISTER MAY 11-16, 1994 (N=1,046
ADULTS INCLUDING 758 REGISTERED VOTERS MARGIN OF ERROR +/- 3%)

HERTZ FIELD

Brown 28% 50%
Wilson 38% 42%

POLITICAL MEDIA RESEARCH FOR THE SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER, MAY 26-
29, 1994 (N= 801 LIKELY VOTERS STATEWIDE):

GENERAL ELECTION TRIAL HEAT:

MAY JAN.
Pete Wilson(R) 47% 38%
Kathleen Brown(D) 39% 44%
Undecided 14% 18%
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BOB DOLE
KANSAS

BHniced States Senate

OFFICE OF THE 1IEPUBLICAN 1.EADER
WASHINGTON, DG 20510 -7020

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET
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PLEASE DELIVER A.S.A.P.
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May 18, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5899

So I think a vote in favor of the
Smith amendment is a vote for the tax-
payers and a vote for environmental
cleanup. Let us keep the ‘record
straight on that.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President. one
point I want to make regarding the
provisions in the committee bill. Ap-
plying prevailing wage to projects as a
consequence of loans out of the State
revolving loan fund under the Safe
Drinking Water Act is entirely consist-
ent with the provisions that currently
apply under enother revolving loan
fund, the Clean Water Act State re-
volving loan fund,

In fact, we in the committee ad-
dressed this very issue under the Clean
Water Act for loans to communities for
sewage wastewalber treatment plants.
We decided in the committee that the
prevailing wage should apply in all
cases. I just think for the sake of con-
sistency that we should apply the same
principle today. Again. the committee
has voted on this,

The committee. frankly, I might add,
Madam President, voted this bill out
unanimously. which included provi-
slons that prevailing wage would be
provided in all cases.

Basically it comes down to this: We
in the Senate just should make a clear
decision: Does Davis-Bacon apply or
does it not apply? If it does apply. it
applies. If it does not apply, it should
not apply. We in the Senate have stat-
ed very clearly. a significant majority
has stated that Davis-Bacon should
apply to Federal projects. This is a
Federal project. This is a Federal
project because at least 80 percent of
the funds loaned out are Federal,

I think that we should affirm our
earlier position, and I urge the Senate
to do so: to disapprove the amendment
offered by the Senator from New
Hampshire.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
seeks recognition?

AMENDMENT x0, 1719

Who

tPurpose; To propose 1st degree amandment
to require Federal agencies to prepare pri-
vate property taking impact analyses, and

for other purposes) 3

Mr, DOLE. Madam President, is there
an amendment pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thers is
an amendment pending.

Mr, DOLE. I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment be temporarily
laid aside. and I send an amendment to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the amendment is set aside.
The clerk will report.

The leglslative clevk read as follows:

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. DoLE], for
himself. Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. McCoxxeLL, Mr.
PRESSLER. Mr. BURNS, Mr. BROwN, Mr.
HATCH. Mr, Boxp, Mr. GORTON, Mr.
KEMPTHORNE, Mr, GRaMM, Mrs, HUTCHISOYN,
end Mr. CRAIG, proposes n amendment num-
bered 1729,

Mr. DOLE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
emendment be dispensad with.

c019_090_020_all_Alb.pdf

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection. it i so ordered,

The amendment is as follows:

On pnge 130, insert betwaen lines 16 and 17
the following new section:

SEC. 1& PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS.

(2) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
c!i’:d as the “Private Propercy Rights Act of
1994,

() FINDINGS.—The Congress finds thac—

(1) the protection of privats property from
8 taking by the Government without just
compensation it an integral protection for
private citizens incorporated Into the Con-
stitution by the Fifch Amendment and made
applicadle to the States by the Fourteenth
Amendment; and

(2) Federal agencles should take into con-
sideration the impect of Governmental ac-
tions on the use and ownership of privats
proparty. .

(c) PURPOSE,—The Conyress, recognizing
tho Important role that the use and owner.
ship of private property plays in ensuring
the economic and social woll-being of the
Nation. declares that It {s the policy of the
Federal Government to use all practicable
means and measures to minimize takings of
private property by the Federal Government.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this
section—

(1) the term “agancy™ means an Exscutive
igency as defined under section 105 of title 5,
United Scates Code, and—

(A) includes the United States Postal Serv-
Ice; and

(B) does not include the Genaral Account.
ing Office; and )

(2) the term “taking of private property'
means any action wWhereby private property
is taken in such 2 way as to requirs com-
pensation under the Fifth Amendment to the
United States Constizution.

(e) PRIVATE PROPERTY TAKING IMPacCT
ANALYSIS —

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corgress authorizes
and directs that, to the fullest extent
possible—

(A) the policies, regulations, and public
laws of the United Staies shull be inter-
preted and adminiscerad in accordance with
the policies under this section; and

(B) all agencles of the Fedaral Covernment
shall.submit a cercification to the' Attorney
General of the United Scates that a private
property taking impact analysis has been
completed befcre issuing or promulgating
any pelicy, regulacion, proposal. rec-
ommendation (including any recommenda-
tion or repore on propozal for legislation), or
relaced agency action which could result in a
taking or diminution of use or value of pri-
vals property.

(2) CONTENT OF ANALYSIS.—A private prop-
erty taking impact analvsis shall be a writ-
ten statement that includes—

{A) the apecific purpose of the palicy, regu-
lation, proposal, recommendation, or related
agency action; .

(B) an asscssment of whether a taking of
privace property shall oceur under such pol-
lcy. regulation. proposal, recommendacion,
or related agency accion:

(C) the eifect of the policy. regulation, preo-
posel. recommendetion, or related agency
action on the use or valus of privats prop-
ercy, including an evaluation of whethsr
such policy., regulation, proposal, ree-
ommezndation, er related agency asction re-
Quirss compensation to private propercy
oWners;

(D) slternatives to the polley. rezulstion,
proposdl, recommendation, or related agency
action that would essen the adverse effects
an the nse cr value of private propercy:

(E) an estimate of vthe cost of che Federal
Government If the Government is required Lo
cempensale a private property owner:; and

(F) an estimate of the reduction in use or
value of any affected private property as a
result of such policy. regulation. proposal,
reccmmendaclon, or related axsney action.

(3) PURLIC AVAILABILITY OF ANALYSIS.—AnR
Rgency shall—

(A) make each private propercy taklayg im-
pact analysis avallable to the pubdlic: and

(B) to the graatest excent praceicable,
transmit a copy of such analysis to the
OWRer or unv other person with a property
vlght or interest In the affocted property.

(1) PRESUMPTIONS [N PROCEEDINGS,~For the
purpore of any agency sction or administra-
tlve or judicla]l proceeding. there shall be »
rebuttable presumption that the cost, val-
ues, and estlmates in any private propercy
takings impact analysis shall be ocucdated
and inaccurate, {f—

(A) such analysts was completed 5 years or
more before the date of such action or pro-
ceading: and

(B) such costs, values, or estimates have
not been modified within the 5-year period
preceding the date of such action or proceod-
Ing.

(f) RULES OF CoNSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construad to—

(1) limic any right remody. or bar any
claim of any person relating o such person's
property under any other law. including
clalms made under section 1316 or 1402 of
ticle 28, Unlted States Coda, or chapter 91 of
ticle 23, Unlced States Code: or

(2) constitute a conclusive decermination
of the vaelue of any property for purposas of
an appraisal for tha acquizsition of property,
or for the determination of damages.

(§) STATUTE oF LIMITATIONS.—No action
may te [iled in a court of the United States
Lo enforte the provisions of this section on
or after the date occurring 6 years after the
date of the submission of the certification of
the applicable private property taking im-
pact analysis with cthe Actorney General,

() EFFECTIVE DATE.—The provisions of
this section shall take effect 120 days after
the dace of the enactment of this Acc.

Mr. DOLE. We are not going to de-
bate this amendment at this time. It is
the so-called takings amendment in
which I know a number of Members on
2ach side have an interest. And this
just pretects me; so I have offered the
amendment prior to 3 o'clock. I under-
stand we have worked out some agree-
ment. There will ba two second-degree
amendments.

Mr. BAUCUS. Right.

Mr, DOLE. I thank the managers. I
yield cthe floor.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President. I
thank the Senuator, too, for being ac-
commodating in working this our. We
have worked out an undsrstanding that
three amendments will be laid down.
two second-degree amendments, one of-
fered by elther Senator MITCHELL or
his deslgnee and, pending disposition of
that, che Senator will offer his second
second-degree amendment. so essen-
tially depending on how the votes come
OUl—

Mr. DOLE. One way to shorten that
would be to accept the amendment I
sent up.

Mr. BAUCUS. I could think of other
ways to shoreen {c. too.
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The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BUMPERS]
for Mr. MITCHFLL, for himseif. Mr. BUMEERS.
and Mr. Baucys proposes an amendment
numberead 1735,

Mr. BUMPERS. Madam President, 1
ask unanimous consent that reading of

. the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

“The amendment is as follows:

Strike all after the first section heading
and insert Lne follewing:

(a) SHorT TITLE.—This seclion may be
cited as the ' PrivaLe Property Rights Act of
1. .

(L) FixDINGS,—~The Congress finds Lhal—

{1) the protection of private property from
a taking by the Government without just
compensation Is an integral protection for
private citizens incorporated into the Con-
stitution by the Fifth Amendment and made
applicable to the States by the Fourteenth
Amendment: and

{2) Federal agencies should take into con-
siderstfon the {mpact of Governmental ac-
tions on the uze and ownership of private

" proparty.

(c) PurrosR.—The Congress, recognizing
the impertent role that the vuse and owner-
ship of private property plays in ensuring
the economie and social well-being of the
Nation. declares that LLe Federal Govern-
ment should protect the health. safety, and
welfare of the public and, in doing 20, to the
extent practicable, avold takings of private
property.

" td) DEFINITIONS.—For purposcs of Lhis
section—

(1) the term *‘agency” means an Executive
agency as defined under section 105 of title 5,
United States Code, and—

{A) includes the Unlted States PPosial Serv-
ice; and

{B) doss not include the General Account-
ing Office; and

(2) the termn ‘'taking of private properiy”
means eny action whereby private property
is taken in such 8 way as to require com-
pensation under the Fifth Amendment to Lhe
United States Constitution.

(e) PRIVATE PROPERTY
ANALYSIS —

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Congress authorizes
and directs rhat, to the fullest extent
possible—

{A) the policics, regulations, and public
laws of the United Stales shall Le inter-
preted and administered in accordance with
the policies under this saction: and

(B) all egencies of the Federal Government
ghall complete a privave property taking im-

TAKING 1IMPACT

' pact anslysis before issuing or promulgating

any policy. rcgulation. proposed legislation,
or related agency action which fs likely to
result in & taking of private property, except
thet—

(1) this shbparagraph shall not apply to—

tI)an action in which the power of eminent
domain it formally exercised;

(11) an action taken—

(ra) with respect to property held in trust
by the United Stales: or

(bb) in preparation for, or in connection
with, treary negotiationg with foreign na-
tions;

(111) a law enforcement acticm, including
reizure, for a viciation of law, of propercy for
forfeiture or as ¢vidence in a criminal pro-
ceeding:

(IV) & study or similar effort or planning

" sevivity;

(V) & communication betwean an agency

" and a State or local land-use planning agen-

¢y concerning & planned or proposed State or
locul activity that regulates private prop-

' erty, regardless of whether vhe communica-

Lion is initiated by an agency or ia under-
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Laken In response to ap invitation by the
State or local authoricy.

tVI) the placamens: of & military facility or
a military activity involving the use of sole-
1y Foderal property: and

(V1) any military or foreign affairs func-
tion (including a procursment function
under a military or foreign affairs function).
but net including the civil works program of
the Army Corpe of Enginaers; and

(ii) in & case in which Licre i an imme-
diale threst LO heallh or safety that con-
stitules an emergency requiring immediate
response or Lhie isscance of a regulation pur-
suant Lo section 533(h)B) of title 5, United
States Code. the taking Impact apalysis mey
be completed wficr the emergency action is
carried out or Lhe regulation is publiehed,

(2) CONTENT OF ANALYSIS,—A private prop-
erty taking Impact anelysis shall be a writ-
ten statement that ‘ncludas—

(A) the specific purpose of Lhe policy. regu-
lation, proposal, recommendation, or related
agency action;

1B) an assessment of the likelilood that a
raking of private property will cocur under
such pollcy, regulation, proposel, rec-
ommendation, or rzlated agency action:

(C) an evalualion of whether such policy,
regulazion, proposzl, recomm.endation, or re-
lated agency action is likcly to require com-
pensation Lo privaie property owners,

(D) alternatives to the policy, regulation.
proposal. recommendation, or related agency
action that would achieve the intended pur-
poses of the agency action and lessen the
likelihood that a taking of private property
will occur; and 3

(E) ap estimate of the potential Habilicy of
the Federal Government if the Government
{s required to compensale 3 privale property
owner.

(3) SUKMISSION T0 oMB.—Esch agency shall
provide an analysis reqguired by this section
a8 part of any submijssion oiherwise required
10 be made to the Offic2 of Mansgement and
Budgat in cunjunciion with Liae proposed Teg-
ulation,

if) GUIDANCE aND REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—

{1) GUIDANCE.—Th2 Attornay General shell
provide legal guidance in « timely manner,
{n response to a requeet by an agency. 10 g§-
$i$0 Lhe agency in complying with this sec-
tion.

(2) REPORTING,——NOC Jater than ) year after
the date of enactment of Lhis A¢t and at the
cnd of each l-ycar period thereafier, each
agency ghal) provide a report Lo the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget and
the Attorney General identifying each agen-
cy action that has resuvlted in the prepara-
tion of & taking impact analysis, the {iling of
a taking claim, or an award of compensation
pursusnt to the Just Compensation Clause of
the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution.
The Director of the Office of Mansgement
and Budget and the Avlorney General shall
publish in the Fedcral Regiater, on an annuzl
basis, a compilation of the reports of all
agencies mude pursuant Lo Lhis parggraph,

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW, =

{1) IN GENFRAlL.—Subject to paragraph (2},
nothing in this section shall create any right
1o administrative or judicla) review, or any
other right or benefit or trust respon%bIliLY.,
substantive or procedural, enforceabie by »
party abt law or equity against the United
States, an agency or instrumentslity of the
United States, an officer or empioyee of the
United States, or any other person, If an
agency action i8 subject to judicial or ad-
ministrative review under any other provi-
sion of law, any alleged faflure Lo comply
with this section may not be used as a
ground for affecting or invalicating the
ageney action,
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12) CLAIMS FOR JURT COMPENSATION.—Noth-
fng in thig section shell 1imit the right of
8Ny person Lo seck just compensation pursu-
ant to the Fifth Amendment to the Constitu-
tion,

th) EFFECTIVE DaTi.—The provisions of
this scction thall take effect 120 days afver
the date of the enactment of thig Act.

Mr. BUMPERS. Madam Presidenct.
could I inquire of the distinguished
floor manager what the parliamentary
situation is here. and how we are han.
dling these amendments?

Mr. BAUCUS, Madam President. 3
o'clock having arrived, we are in a
somewhat complex and unique situa-
tion.

As ] understand it, after consulting
with the parliamentarian, we now have
11 amendments to dispose of here. We
are taking them in reverse order untjl
3:45, and at 3:45 we will have a vote on
the Johnston risk-taking amendment.
At that point. I think we can proceed
in the order in which they were offered.

Mr. BUMPERS. 1 understood from
my staff—and I want to verify it—the
amendment I offered just now LO the
Dole amendment will be debated and
voted on, at which time, if I prevail, at
that point. he would be entitled to
offer a second-degree amendment Lo
mine; is that correct?

Mr. BAUCUS. That is my understand-
ing. Thav is correct.

Mr. BUMPERS. I thank the floor
manager.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the
Senator will withhold. if there is no ob-
jection, the Bumpers amendment No,
1735 will be considered a second-degree
amendment to the Dole amendment
No. 1729,

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President.
what {s the regular order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reg-
ular order is the Johnston amendment
No. 1722.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The
pending amendment is the Hartch
amendment,

Who seeks recognition?
AMEXDMENT NQ, 1722

‘Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, 1
ask unanimous consent that we now
take up the managers’ amendment,
amendment No, 1732, offered on behalfl
of myself. and I ask that that now be
the pending business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President. this
is essentially a technical amendment.
This is the managers' amendment in-
cluding technica: provisions.

It has been cleared, and 1 urge the
Senate Lo approve it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment (No. 1732) was agreed
Lo.

Mr, BAUCUS. Madam President, I
move to reconsider the vote,

Mr, CIIAFEE. I move to lay that mic-
tion on Lhe table,

Page 13 of 64

ra3




B6-/24/94

S$5924

has taken their property without just
compensation have the right Lo seek
restitution in the U.S, Claims Court,
The courts have defined, through the
case law, what constitutes a taking of
private property for public use, This
bill does not change any of that—nor
should it. The courts are much better
sitnated that we are to examine tLhe
circumstances surrounding each al-
Jeged taking to determine whether one
has actually occurred. Indeed, the fact
rhat some courts have found that some
Government regulations may result in
o taking shows that the court syslem
{s working.

What this amendment does is simply
impose a huge and vnworkable paper-
work burden on the Federal Govern-
ment. The analysiz this amendment
calls for ie completely cut of propor-
tion to the laudable goal of identifying
potential takings in advance. so that
pelicymakers can weigh those costs in
their decisions. This amendment does

not streamline government or make it

more efficient. It {s not consistent with

any noticn of reinventing government.
- The proponents of the amendment
have not made the case for the aggres-
sive legislative intervention that this
amendment contemplates, It is impor-
tant to remember what is at stake
here. This amendment would dramati.
cally limit our Government's capacity
Lo protect us, our health. and our safe-
ty.

For these reasons, Mr. President, I
will oppose the Dole amendment. I urge
my colleagues to do likewise,

‘Mr. LEAHY, Mr. President, I would
like to ask the Chairman a few ques-
tions about the Bumpers substitute to
the Dole amendment,

The Constitution, in the fifth amend-
ment. now requires that if the Govern-
ment takes property. compensaticn
miust be provided, Does this amend-
ment change the constitutional under-
standing of the concept of takings?

Mr, BAUCUS. This substitute does
not change the present constitutional
provision on takings nor expand the
concept by legislative action,

Mr. LEAHY. Beyond the obligation
which exists to respect private prop-
erty and to avoid takings in regulatory
action where possible. does this legisla-
tion require that the agency head take
any action beyond the analyses and re-
porting requirements in subeections (e)
and (N(2)?

Mr. BAUCUS. No, it does not.

Mr. CHAFEE. 1 rise to express my
views on the second degree amendment
offered by Senator BUMPERS. I have

some significant concerns that this

second degree, like the Dole amend-
ment, will result in paralysis by analy-
sis. While the Bumpers second degree is
a substantial improvement over the
Dole amendment. I question whethsar
this type of amendment is necessary at
all.

First, let me express my sene; al con-
cerns about this entire approach. While
the scope of the Bumpers amendment
i{s much more reasonable than the
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original amendment, it stil]l would re-
guire that a fairly extensive takines
analysis be completed whenever any
Federal action was likely toresultina
taking. This wouid be & costly require-
ment and divert significant Federal re-
sources.

I question whelher this amendment
is necessary when the fifth amendment
fully protects property rights. It is
proper for the courts, not the agencies,
to judge when a taking hes occurred.

I am also concerned that the re-
sources for performing these takings
analyses will come from Lhe scarce re-
sources available to protect the public
health. epvironment and welfare. The
second degree would impreve this situ-
ation by including reasonable excep-
tions and by streamlining the required
analysis, however. it will cost money
that we simply do not have.

On the plus side, the second degree

amendment would not require. as in
the Dole amendment, agencies submit
a certificatlon regarding their takings
analyses to the Attorney General. This
requirement provides little pretection
for property owners while raising the
specter of unnecessary bureaucratic
delays for important Federal regula-
tions. So, striking that requirement is
an improvement.

In addition. the second degree
amendment exempts a limited lisc of
Federal actions relating to foreign pol-
fcy. milicary matters. law enforcement
and study and planning activities,
These actions would rarely, if ever, ef-
fect & taking under the fifth amend-
ment. Furcher, if a number of these ac-
tivities were delayed due to the re-
quirement for a takings impact assess-
ment. United States interests would be
seriously compromised. S0 again, add-
ing these exemptions iS &n improve-
ment.

Consistent with cuirent Supreme
Court takings jurisprudence and com-
mon sense, the second degree would re-
quire 2 takipgs impact assessment only
for those actions likely to affect a tak-
ing, and not for ections which may in
some way diminjsh the use or value of
property. This will avoid redefining
constitutional takings law. and rein-
force the primary purpose of the legis-
lation—to enhance constitutional pro-
teclion of private property rights. This
change will also engure that the Gov-
ernment can continue to fulfill fis
other responsibilities to protect the
public health. safery and cnvironment.,

Unlike the Dole amendment, the sec-
ond degree would not make these inter-
nal agency analyses public. Instead.
agencies would be required to provide
the analyses to the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. Making these docu-
ments public would encouyage tekings
litigation at Lthe expense of the tax-
payer. The second degree amendment
would avoid the prospect of providing a
bonanza for takings lawyers rather
than protecting property rights.

Mr. President. 1 continue to believe
that the fifth amendment is the best
protection a property owner could

e Dole Archives, University of Kansas

NO. 998

May 18, 1994

have. 1 know that Senator DOLE and
others are concerned that Federal
agencies do not always heed the words
of the Coastitution,

But. when that happens, when agency
acticn crosses the line of acceptable
Government regulation and results ina
taking of private property. thé su-
preme Jaw of the land already requires
compensalion, We do not need new leg-
islation to imnprove upon the Constitu-
tion, For that reason, Mr. FPresident. I
am opposed Lo the Bumpers amend-
ment.

We are going to have a voice vote and
I would like to have it noted that I
voted no.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
record will so indicate.

Is Lhere further debate cn the second
degree amendment. If not, the question
{s on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment (No. 1735). as modi-
fied. was agreed to.

Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President..1
move to reconsider the vote by which
the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DOLE. 1 move to lay that motion
on the table,

The motion Lo lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. DOLE. Could I speak on the
amendment now? As I understand. you
may want L0 get the other agreement
firse. |

I yield the floor temporarily.

Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. President I ask
unanimous consent that the vote on
final passage of S. 2019 occur without
any intervening action or debate at
10:30 a.m. tomorrow morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is 5o ordered. :

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I also
ask for Lhe yeas and nays on Iinal pas-
sage.

‘I'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Iz there a
sufficient second. There appears to be a
sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. DOLE. Does the Senator froin
Arkansas want to speak further on the
amendment. as modified?

Mr. BUMPERS. No.

Mr. DOLE. I want to say a few words
and then I would 2sk that the Senator
from Texas, Senator GRAMM, be al-
lowed to speak for 10 minutes.

Is there objection to that?

Mr. BAUCUS. Does the Senator mean
now? 5
Mr. DOLE. I amn going to speak now.

Mr. BAUCUS. For about how long?

Mr. DOLE. I think about 5 minutes,
Then the Senator from Texas would
like to epeak for about § or 10 minutes.

Mr, BAUCUS, Before we get Lo that,
I would just like to Lhank Scnators
who have been involved and worked
very hard to pess this bill.

Scenaror CHafee, who has worked’
long and hard, through thick and thin;
Senators HATFIELD and KERREY have
done a tremendous job in offering
amendments Lo help put this bill to-
gether; Senator WARNER. who helped in
broadening support for source water
protection., along with  Senator
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CONRAD: and Senator JOHNSTON, for the
cooperative way he approached our dis-
cussions to draft & better amendment
on risk, i

Tremendous thanks to Administrator
Browner, Bob Perciasepe and Jim Elder
for thelr helpful assistance at EPA,

And Martha Bennett and Doug Pahl of:

Senator HATFIELD's office for the long,
hard, many, many hours. The same for
Diane Hill, a fellow Montanan. I might
add, who works for Senator KERREY,
from Nebraska. Ann Loomis. with Sen-
ator WARNER; Jerry Reynoldson, with
Senator RECID; Barbara Calrns, with
Senator LILRERMAN, -

We think we work long hours, Mr,
President, but the names of the people
I have just mentioned I think have
worked even longer hours than we
have,

From our committee staff, Jimmie
Powell, Sceve Shimberg. and Lori Wil-
liams. In addition, Jeff Peterson; Jo-

. Ellen Darecy: Bob Irvin: John Reeder,
on loan from EPA; Karen Ilardo, Mike
Evans, Tom Sliter, and Peter Scher, I
glve my heartfelt thanks to all of
them. 3

I just thank them for their hard
work.

Mr. President. also in behalf of the
majority leader, I will announce there
will be no more votes tonight,

I thank the Senator for yielding,

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, time and -

again, I have heard from the people all
across America that Congress must do
more to stop the tide of infringement
on private property rights. [ believe we
have all heard this message. So. this
.amendment is a small first step toward
ensuring that government mandates
and government bureaucrats do not
continue to run over individual citizens
and individual rights.

It is time for Congreas to fend a very
clear signal to the people affected dy
this and other legislation. The message
is that, unless absolutely necessary,
the Federal CGovernment should not be
in the business of the whole or partial
taking of private property. .

This amendment would send that
message, The amendment is very sim-
ple. It would reqaire Fedsral azencies
to conduct a takings Impact assess-
ment when promulgating any agency
policy. regulation or guidelire, or rec-
ommending legislative proposals to
Congress. This bill does not stop leziti-
mate rozulatory processes, and it only
applies Lo actions which could result in
a taking.

The assessment required by this
amendment must consider tha effecs of
the agency action. the cost of the ac-
tion ro the Federal Covarnmant, and
must ¢xplore alternatives to taking
private propersyv,

The rizghts of property owners are
supposed to be protected from the Fed-
eral Government uader the 5th amend-
ment and from State Governments by
the 14th amendment. Unfortunately,
those who have sworn to uphold our
constitution are not always as vigilanc
as they need to be. Let's face it, wheth-
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er we llke it or not. there are multiple
takings each year by the Federal Gov-
ernment,

I have several examples of court
cases against the Federal Government.
where 3 taking of private property was
involved. I would like to cite just a few
of these cases,

Whitney Benefits, Inc., and Peter
Klewit Sons' versus the United States.

_ The plaintiffs purchaséd a large tract

of minable coal. The Government later
enacted the Surface Mining Control
and Reclamation Act. The property
owner was prevented, by the applica-
tion of this law to his property. to real-
ize the benafit of his investment. The
Court of Federal Claims found that this
was a taking under the fifth amend-
ment of the U.S. Constitution. and
awarded the plaintiff the sum of over
$62 million. plus interest compoundad
anaually. Adding in interest, the total
amount owed by the United States {s
$300 million. 1902 Atlantic. Ltd, versus
United States in 1981, the plaintiff ap-
plied for a permlt to fill 2 hole in the
ground that had been dug to provide
dirt for .a nearby overpass. Over the
years, the hole had accumulated water,
Moreover, the hole had become a local
dumping site for trash and refuze. One
child had been killed as a result of

playing in the hole. The owners wanted -

to fill the hole, and build an industrial
park. Neighbors were ecstatic because
it would clean up an eyesore, cure a
safety hazard, and increase the tax
base. The Government refused the west-
landz permic. and only after 14 years of
litigation finally agreed to compensate
the owner for a taking.

It is also important to note that a
taking can occur even though title to
the property remains with the original
owner and the Government has only
placed restrictions on its use. Fortu-
nately, courts have recegnized that
these partial takings are subject to
just compensation.

Some will question why this amend-
ment is necessary if the courts are
doing such a good job. Unfortunately,
challenging the Federal Government in
court s out of the financial reach of
most Americans, The Government,
backed by the seemingly limitless re-
sources of the U.S. Justice Dzparc-
ment, usually outlasts by outspending.
while the poor citizen pays for the Jaw-
yers for bobh sides through fees and
Laxes,

This is nothing more than & compan-
ion requirement that major Govern-
ment undertakings be accompanied by
a rtakings impact statement. These ef-
foris are complimentary. not mutually
exclusive.

So0. les us ba clear. A vote for this
armmendment {5 2 vote for taking the
Nrst slep toward putting the p=ople
back In charge of their-land and back
in the loop of what we are doing as
their elected representatives. I can as-
sure my colleagues that there is great
interest in this matter by your con-
stituents and by & large group of vrga-
nizalions who will be letting your con-
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stituents kndow exactly where we all
stand on this matter.

This is a good-Government amend-
ment. It brings Covernment into the
sunshine. If you support the National
Environmental Polley Act. if you sup-
port the Freedom of Information Act,
if you support the Administrative Pro-
cedures Act, then you should support
t;zse Private Property Rights Act of
1954, e -

Mr. Presidant. I ask my colleagues to
ask their small business men and
wormen, their farmers, their ranchers.
these who believe in the private prop-
erty righls contained in our Constitu-
tion, what rthey think about this
amendment. When they do, I am cer-
tain they will agree that we should
adopt this amendment,

Mr. MURKOWSKI. The Senators
from Alaska would like to clarify the
application in Alaska of several provi-
sions of the Baucus-Chafee-Hatfleld-
Kerrey amendment that was adopted
on Thursday, May 12, 1994.

.The bill requires the principal opera-
tor of each comrhunity and
noncommunity water system serving
nontransient populations and any lab-
oratory conducting testas to be certified
as proficient. The Kerrey-Hatfield
emendment also requires the Adminis-
trator to publish guldelines developed
In consultatlon with the States de-
scribing minimum standards for cer-
tification of the proficiency of opora-
tors and other appropriate personnel.

It Is important that these guidelines
take into account the availability of
certified operators in Alaska. Systems
that cannot afford to train staff or hire
certified operators should be able to
meat requirements by having a part-
time certified operater through the cir-
cuit rider program. In the view of the
chatrman, would a cireuit rider oper-
atlon and maintenance program be a
viable substitute for providing a cer-
tified operator in each village?

Mr, BAUCUS. In my view, it would.
In fact, the elreuwit rider program is a
viabla option for small, rural commu-
nitles. :

Mr. MURKOWSKI. That is fortunate
because only 6 percent—14 of Alaska's
225 plus villazez have an operator who
has received a level of training and cer-
tification beyond that of an oparator-
In-training [OIT), Obtaining an OIT
certificate requires either 3 months of
experience or successfully completing a
4-day couse and passing a cartification
exam, It is my understanding that this
is & very basic entry level certification,
The combination of the circuit rider
program and the operator-in-training
program should be sufficient for Alaska
to meet any guidelines for certifi-
cation, .

Mr. BAUCUS. Yes: we recognize that
the Stats of Alaska, llke other rural
States, has numerous small systems
and that it would be impractical to ex-
pect each system to have a certified
operator. ;

AMr, STEVENS. The Chairman is cor-
rect, Statiscies demonstrate that Alas-
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used in products described in section 103(e) of
the Comprebensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1880 (42
U.S.C, 9603(e)), and may provide for the test-
ing of any other substance if the Adminis-
trator determines that a widespread popu-
lation may be exposed to Lthe substance.

*(4) EXEMPTION.~Notwithstanding para-
graph (3). the Administrator may, by regula-
tion, exempt from the requirements of this
eubsection 2 biologic substance or other sub-
stance if the Adminietrator determines that
the substance does not have any effect in hu-
mans similer to ap effect produced by 2 nat-
urally oceurring estrogen.

*'(5) COLLECTION OF INFORMATION,—

*(A) IX GENERAL.—The Administrator shell
fssue ap order to a person thet manufactures
& subsience for which testing 13 required
under this subsection to conduct testing in
accordance with the screening program de-

" scribed in paragraph (1), and submit informa-

- tion obtuined from the testing to the A&min-
istrator, within a time period that the Ad.
ministoator determines ie sufficlent for the
gcneration of the information.

*(B) PAILURE TO SUBMIT INFORMATION.— -

*'{1) SUSPENSION.—If & person referred to in
subparegraph (A) fails to submit the {nfor-
mation required under such subparagraph
within the time perfod established by the
order, the Adminiatrator shall issue a notice
of intent to suspend vhe sale or distribution
of the substance by the person. Any suspen-
sion proposed under this subparzgraph shell
become final at the end of the 20-day period
beginning on the date that the person re-
celves the notice of intent to suspend, unless
during that period o person adversely af-
fected by the notice requests a hearing or
the Admipistrator determines that the per-
son referred to in subparsgraph (A) has com-
plied fully with this paragraph. :

*'(11) HEARING.—If a person requests a hesar-
ing under clause (1), the hearing shall be con-
ducted Ip nccordance with section 55 of title
5. United States Code. The only matter for
resclution at the henring shall be whether
the person has failed to submit information
required under this parngraph. A decislon by
the Administrator afrer completion of a
hearing shall be considered to bte a final
apency action,

1i1i) TERMINATION OF SUSPENSIONS,—~The
Administrazor zhall terminate a suspension
under this subparagraph issued with respect
o 8 person if the Adminlstrator detenpines
thet the person has complied fully with this
paragraph,

“(6) AGENCY ACTION,—In the case of any
subetance thav is found to have a potentis)
adverse effect on humans &s & resolt of test-
ing and evaluation under this subsection, the
Adminiztrator shall tske such action, in-
cluding approprinte regulatory action by
rule or by order under statutory authority
evuilable to the Administrator, &s i& nec-
€s3ary to ensure the protection of public
health.

*(7) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 4
Years afver the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Administrater shall prepare and
submit to Congress e repore containing—

“(A) the findings of the Adminiatrator re-
sulting from the screeping program des
scribed in paragraph (1);

“(B) recommendations for further Lesting
and research needed Lo evaluate the impact
on human health of Lhe substancesz tested
under the screening program; and

*(C) recommendations for any further ac-
tions (including any action described |n
paragraph (6)) that the Administrator deter-
mines are appropriate based on the find-
ings.".
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ROBB (AND WARNER) AMENDMENT
NO. 1726

Mr, ROBB (for himself and Mr. WaR-
NER) proposed an amendment 10 the
bill 8. 2019. supra; a& follows:

On page 141, between lines 2 and 3. inscrs
the fo)lowing new subsection:

() HARDSHIP. COMMUNITY DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAM.—Section 1444 (42 U.S.C. 300j-3) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new Fubsection:

(@) HAKDSHIP COMMUNITY DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAM,— _

**(1) IN GENERAL.—The State agency admin-
istering & loan fund pursuant to pert G in
the State of Virginia (referred to in this sub-
section &3 the 'State agency’) may conduct &
program |n accordance with this subsection
Lo demonstrate slternative approaches to
intergovernmental coordination in the fi-
nancing of drinking water projects {n rural
communities in southwestern Virginia that
are experlencing severe econcmic hardship,

*'(2) REGIONAL ASSISTANCE FUND,—

"tA) ESTABLISHMENT,—The Stale agency
may establish a regional endowment fund
(referred to In this subsection &3 the ‘re.
glonal fund’) to assist in financing projects
that are eligilie under this subsection,

“iB) USE OF REGIONAL FUND.—The State
agency shall ipvest amounte {n the regional
fund and shall use interest earned on
amounts in the regional fund to pay a por-
tion of the non-Federal share of s Federal
FTARL TO assist a project thar is elipible
under this subsection., Interest earned on
amounts in the regiona] fund shall not be
considered to be Federal funde,

*(C) DEPOSITS 70 REGIONAL FUND,—~

“ti) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding_ any
other provision of this title, the State agen-
CY Tay deposit into the regional fund
$2,000.000 from funds made available pursu-
ant Lo sectlon 1472 for each of fiscal years
195 through 1997, If there are commitmente
to deposit {nto the regional fund a total of
not less than 25 percent of that amount from
non-Feders! scurces,

*ifl) LESSER AMOUNT.—Notwithstending
clauze (1), the State egency may daposit {nto
the regional fund sn amount less than
52,000,000 fromn funds made available pursu-
4nt o section 1472, if the amount deposited

is equal o 3 times the amount committed to'

be @eposited Into the regional fund from non-
Federa] sources,

**(3) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—

“iA4) IN CGENERaL.—Assistance provided
under this subsection shzl] mect the requires
ments of subsections (a), (L), (¢} of section
1473,

*“1B) ELIGIRLE RECIPIENTS.—Assistsnce
under tbis subsection shall be available
only—

"ti) for a project that serves a dirsdvan-
taged community (as defined in saction
1473(e)1)); and

(i) wo 8 public water system located, in
whole or in part, in Lee County, Wise Coun-
Y. Scott County, Dickenson County, Ruzsel
County, Buchanan County, Tazewel] County,

2d the city of Norton, Virginia,

“(e) ADVISORY GROUP.—The State agency
sheall establish an aavisory group, including
Vepresentatives of jurisdictions identified in
peragraph (3%B)if} anc¢ other appropriate
parties, to assist che State agency in setting
priorities for the use of funds under this sub-
section. The advisory group shall include a
represcntative of Mountsin Empire Commu-
nity College, Wise County, Virginls.".

On page 141. line 8, strike “'(g)" and insert
*“(h)".

On page 141, )ine 13. strike “¢h)"" and insert
B 1A
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HATCH AMENDMENT NO, 1727

Mr. CHAFEE (for Mr. HATCH) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 2019,
supra: as follows:

On pege 82, line 8. afver *(D)" insert “'and
notices submittéd by public water systemsz
scrving Indian Tribes provided to the Admin.
istrator pursuant to subparagraph (B) or
),

On page 82 lipe 10, inszrt the follow!ng
after the period;

“The report shall include information
about pubjic water system compliance on In-
dian reservations and about enforcement ac-
tivities undertaken and financial asslstance
Frovided by the Adminiatrator on Indian res-
ervations., and shall make epecific rec-
ommerdations concerning Lhe resources
needed to improve compliance with this title
on Indien reservations.”.

SMITH (AND GREGG) AMENDMENT
: NO. 1728 :

Mr, SMITH (for himse)f and Mr.
GREGG) proposed an amendment to the
bill 8. 2019, supra; as follows:

On page 22, line 17, ipscrt “but not' befere
“including". i

DOLE (AND OTHERS) AMENDMENT
NO. 1729

Mr. DOLE (for himself. Mr. HEFLIN,
Mr., MCCONNELL. Mr. PRESSLER, Mr.
BURNS, Mr. BROWN, Mr. HATcH, Mr.
BOND, Mr. GORTON, Mr, KEMPTHORNE,
Mr. GRAMM, Mrs. HUTCHISON, and Mr.
CRAIG) proposed an amendment to the
bill 8, 2019, supra: as follows:

On page 138, fnsert between lincs 16 and 17
the following new section:

SEC. 18. PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS,

(A) SHORT TITLE—This section may be
cited as the "Private Preperty Rights Act of
19947,

() FINDINO8.~The Congress finds thot—

{1) the protection of private property frum
a taking by the Government without just
compen3zation is an integral protection for
private citizens incorperated inte the Cene
stitution by the Fifth Amendment and made
£pplicetle to the States by the Fourteenth
Amebdment: and

(2) Federal agencies should take into con-

.sideretion the impacL of Governmental sc-
tjons on the use and ownership of privaLe

Property,

(¢) PURPOSE.~The Congrees, recognizing
the fmportant role that the use and owner-
ship of privale property plavs in ensuring
Lhe economic and socigl well-being of the
Nation. declares that It 15 the polley of the
Federa) Government wo use all practicable
means and measures to minimize takinge of
privale property by the Federal Government

td) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this
section—

(1) the tarm “"agency™ meen2 an Exceutive
agency as definad under section 108 of title 5,
United States Code, and--

(A} Includes the Uni.ed States Postal Serv.
fce: and

(B) doeg net include the General Account-
ing Office; and

(2) the term “taking of private proparty'’
means any action whereby private proporcy
is taken in such & way as Lo reguire ‘com-
pensation under the Fifth Amendment to the
United States Constitution. -

(e) PRIVATE PROPERTY TAKING IMPACT
ANALYSIS,—

(1) IN GENERAL.~The Congress suthorizes
and dirccts that, to the fullest extent
possible—
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tA) the policies, regulations, and public
{aws of the United States shall be inter-
preted and administered in accordance with
the policles under this section; and

(B) all agencles of the Federa] Governmant
eha]l submit & certification Lo the AtLarney
General of the United States that a private
property taking impact analysis has been
completed before issuing or promulgating
any polley. regulation. proposzl, rec-
ommendation (including apy recommenda-
tion or repert on proposal for legislation), or
related agency action which could resulz ina
taking or diminution of use or velue of pri-
vate property. /. )

(2) CONTENT OF ANALYSIS,~A private prop-
erty taking impact analysis shall be a writ-
ten scatement that includes—

(A) the specific purpose of the policy, ragu-
lztion. proposal, recommendation. or related
agency actlon:

(B) an aszeszment of whether a taking of
private property shall occur under such pol-
icy, regulacion. proposal, rocommendation,
or related agency action;

(C) the effect of the policy. regulation, pro-
posal, recommendacion, or related agency
action on the use of value of private prop-
ercy, including an evaluation of whather
such policy. rewgulation, proposal. rec-
ommendation. or related agency action re-
Qilres compensation to private property
owWners,

(D) alternatives to the policy, regulation,
proposal, recommendarion, or related agency
action that would lessen the adverse effects
cn the use or value of private property.

(E) an estimate of the cost to the Federal
CGovernment If the Government {2 required to
compensate a private property owner: and

(F) an estimacte of the reduction In use or
value of any affected private property as a
result of such policy. regulation, proposal.
recommendation, or related agency action.

(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF ANALYSIS.—AN
agency shall—

{A) make each private property taking im-
pact analysis availavle o the public; and

{B) to the greatest extent procticable,
transmit a copy of such analysia to the
owner or any other person wicth a propersty
right or Interest {n the affzcted property.

{4) PRESUMPTIONS IN PROCEEDINGS,—For tha
purposfe of any agency sction or adminiscra-
tive or judiclial proceeding. thera shall be a
redbuttavle presumption that the costs, vil-
ues, and estimates In any private property
takings impact anslysis shal] be outdaced
ard inaccurate, if—

(A) such analysis was completed 5 vears or
more before the date of such action or pro-
ceeding; and

(B) such costs, values, or 2stimates have
not been modified within the S5-year period
{lrecuding the dace of such actlon or procead-
ng.

{f) RULES oF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing (n
thie section shall be conscrued to—

(1) Yimit any right or remedy. or bar any
claim of any person ralating Lo such persorn's
property urder any other law, Including
claims made under section 1346 or 1402 of
title 23, United Staves Code, or chaptar 81 of
title 28, Uniced Staces Code: or

(2) constitute a conclusive determination
of the value of any property for purpcses of
any appraisal for the ecquisition of property,
or for the determination of demages,

() STATUTE oOF LimiTaTIONS,—NO action
mey be {1led in a court of the United Srtates
to enforce the provisions of this scction on
or after the gate occurring 6 years after the
date of the zubm.{ssion of the certification of
the applicable private property tuking im-
pact analysis with the Altorney General.

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The pruvisions of
this saction ghall take effect 120 duys aitar
the date of the ensctment of this act,

c019! 090_020_all_Alb.pdf

SIMPSON AMENDMENT NO. 1720

Mr, SIMPSON proposed amendment
to the bill S. 2019, supra; as follows:

At the appropriate place in the bill, Insert
the following new section:

SEC. , EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN CONTRACTS
FROM REQUIREMENTS OF THE
DAVIS-BACON ACT.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the Act of March 3. 193] (commonly
known as the Davis-Bacon Act; 40 U,S.C, 276
€0 £cq.) shall not apply to 2 concract enterad
into by the United States or District of Co-
lumbia for construction, alceration, or repair
work that—

(1) is performed In & disadvantaged com-
munity (s defined by the State in which the
disnavantaged community is located) in a
Scate; and

12) s necessary to comply with the reguire-
ments of title XIV of the Public Health Serv-
lce Act (commonly Known as the Safe Drink-
ing Water Act; 42 U.S.C. 3001 et s&q.).

GLENN (AND OTHERS
AMENDMENT) NO. 1731

Mr. GLENN (for himself, Mr. SASSER,
and Mr. LEVIN) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 2019, supra; as fol-
lows:

At the appropriate place, insert the follow-
ing:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON-
TENTS.

fa) SHORT TITLE—This Act may be cited ag
the “Department of Environmental Protec-

tion Act of 1993",

{D) TABLE OF CONTENTS,—The table of con-
tents 13 as foliows;

Sec, 1. Shore title and table of conten:s.

TITLE I—ELEVATION OF THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY TO CAB-
INET LEVEL

Sec, 101. Shore titla.

Sec. 102. Findings.

Sec, 103. Establishment of the Department
of Eavironmental Prosection,

Sec, 101, Assistant Sacretaries,

Sec, 105, Deputy Assistant Secretaries.

Szc. 105, Office of the General Counsel.

See. 107. Office ¢f the Inspector General,

Sec. 104, Small buriness compliance azsist-
ance,

Sec. 108. Small governmental

- compliance assjstance,

Sec. 110. Bursau of Environmental Statis-
tics.

sScc. 111, Grant and contract audthority for
cortain activities,

Sec, 112, Study of data needs.

3ec. 113, Miscellaneous employment yesisic-
tions,

Sec. 114, Termination of the Council on Ea-
vironmental Quality and trans-
for of functions.

See, 115, Adminiecrative provisions.

Sec, 118, Inherently governmental functioas.

3ec, 117. Rofersncaa.

See. 118, Savings provizions,

Sec. 119. Conforming amendments,

Sec. 120. Addlcional conforming
ments,

3Seac. 121. Senze of the Senate.

Sec. 122. Qifice of Envirenmental Justice.

Sec. 123. Human health and sarfety or the en-
vironment {Inal regulations.

Sec. 12¢. Wetland determinations by a single
25CNCY.

TITLE II—-ESTAELISHMENT OF THE COM-
MISSION ON IMPROVING ENVIRON-
MENTAL PROTECTION

Sec, 201, Eztadlishment, membership.

Scc. 202. Commiasion responsibilities,

Sec. 203. Report to the President and Con-
Eress.

jurisdiction

amends

S5955

Sec, 201. Commission staff.
Sec. 205. Adviaory groups.
Soc, 206. Terminaclon of Commission.

Sec. 207, Funding: authorization of appro-’

briationa,
TITLE HI-EFFECTIVE DATE
Sec. 301, Effective date. _

TITLE I—ELEVATION OF THE ENVIRON.
MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY TO CABI-
NET LEVEL

SEC. 101, SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the “Department
of Environmental Protection Act'.

SEC. 102 FINDINGS.

The Cengrasz finds that—

{1) recent concern with Federal environ-
mental policy has highlighted the necessity
of assigning to protaction of the domestic
and international enviromment a priority
which is at least equal o that assigned to
other functions of tha Federa) Government:

(2) prorection of the environment Increas-
ingly involves cooperaticn with foreign
states, Including the moat highly Industri-
alized srates oll of whose top environmental
officials have ministerial scacus;

(3) the size of the budget and the number of
Fedaral civi] eervafits devoted to tasks asso-
ciated with environmental protection at the
Environmental Prorection Agency is com-
mensurate with departmental status: and

(1) & cablnet-level Department of Enviren-
mantal Protection should be established.
SEC. 103. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE DEPARTMENT

OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION.

(2) REDE3IGNATION.—The Environmental
Protecticon Agency i3 hervby redesignaced as
the Deparsment of Environmental Protec-
tion (heren(ter referred to as the "Depart-
ment'’) end zhall be an executive department
in the execut{va dranch of the Government.
The officlal acronym of the Department
shall be the "U.S.D.E.P.".

(b) SECRETARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC-
TiON,=~(1} There shall be at the head of the
Duparcment a Secréetary of Environmental
Protection who shall be appointed by the
President. by end with the advice and con-
sent of the Senare. The Department shall be
administered under the supervision and di-
recrion of the Secratury.

(2) The Secretary may not assign duties for
or delepata authority for the supervision of
the Assistant Secrecaries, the General Coun-
sel, the Director of Eavironmental Scatls-
tics, or the Inspecvor General of the Depart-
ment to any officer of the Department other
thun che Deputy Secratary.

(3) Except as described under paragraph (2)
of thig section and section 104¢b)2), and not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the
Secretary may delegate any functions ine
cluding the making of regulations to such of-
ficers and employees of the Department ss
the Secretary may designate, and may au-
thorize such successive redelegations of such
funceions within the Dapartment ag detar-
mined to be nacessary or appropriate.

(e} DEPUTY SECRETARY.—There shall pe in
the Deparenient a Deputy Secretary of Envi-
ronmencal Protection. who shall be ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consant of the S2nate. The Depucty
Secretary shall periorm such responaibilities
as the Secretary rhall prescribe and shall act
as the Secretary during the abeence or dla-
ability of thas Sacretary or in Che event of a
vacancy in the position of Secrecary.

(d) OFFICE OF THE SECKETARY,—The Office
of the Secretary shall consist of & Secretary
and a Deputy Secretary and may include an
Executive Secretary and such other execu-
Live officers as the Secretary may determine
NACEsSary.

(e) RECIONAL OFFICE3.—The Secruaiary is
authorized to establish, alter, discontinue, or
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HUFFINGTON

(714) 434-5085 une 20, 1994

PRESS RELEASE
FEINSTEIN'S HEALTH CARE INDEX

Recently, Mrs, Felnstsin withdrew her co-sponsorship of
Clinton's legislative plan for a government takeover the U.S. health
care system,

Mike Huffington has opposed this socialized medicine scheme
from the start. It will destroy jobs and top quality bealth care.

Feinstein, who quickly signed on as co-sponsor of the
legislation, on May 25th Quietly removed her nams from the bill,
Later, whon asked by reporters for her reasoning, she said she
wanted more flexibility.

Curiously, Feinstein changed her mind at the same time the
plan was becoming increasingly unpopular and she saw herself
dropping in the polls. Feinstein also ranks 18th in the amount of
campaign contributions she has received from tho health and
insurance industry.

This is not the first time Feinstein has flip-flopped on health
care. In 1990, she eaid she supported a pay-or-plsy schemo of
mandatory health insurance, whereby employers would be required
to provide health insurance to all workers, or pay into a state-run
program that would provide insurance, But in October, 1992, she did
an sbout-face and said she did not support pay-or-play,

For your emjoyment, we prepared the enclosed “Feinstein's
Health Care Index."

Attachment

Puid Roe By Coliforniend For Hufingion

- .a = .- - e

c019_090_020_all_Alb.pdf
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Feinstein’s Health Care Index

Publie support for Clinton's health plan when it was announced: B59%

Public support for Clinton's health plan when Peinstsin flopped: 42%
(source: the CNNUBA Today/Gallvp Poll, 243 and 0/4)

Feinstein lead In polla as Clinton's health plan announced: 27%

Feinstein lead In polis as she fiopped on heaith plan: 1%
(vource: Pleid Poll 109 and KARG Poll 8/04)

Jobs lost In California because of Clinton's health plan: 100,000+

Jobs loat In California bscause of Clinton’s 1983 tax g 000+
mmmmmnmmwﬂ?n *,

Year of the last healith care Fein-Flop (on pay-onplay): 1982

Year in which Feinstein last campaigned for office: 1982
(sourcer 8an Prancisse Chronicle, 10/1/98)

Feinstein's $8$ from heaith care industry since 1980; $428,000

Feinstein's Senate rank in $88 from health & insurance groups: 18th
(mwlmmmmVMMumm)

-wa-dP-ecréP-wcr

TOTAL P.@7
VIA PAX 065-20-94 0B:06PM POO3 #dl
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MEMORANDUM
June 23, 1994
To: Senator Bob Dole
From: Paul Curcio
Re: California Briefing
REPUBLICAN: DEMOCRAT:
Congressman Michael Huffington Incumbent Senator: Dianne Feinstein
POLITICAL UPDATE

1. Congressman Michacl Huffington was nominated in the June 7 primary, winning a
3-way primary race with §5% of the vote. This general election race closed
dramatically even before the primary, with Huifington and incumbent Dianne Feinstein
dead even in the polls.

2. The dramatic collapse of the polls is duc principally to Huffington’s aggressive
advertising. He was the candidate who launched a statewide media buy with a $6
million ad campaign. The ads first introduced Huffington and then later attacked
Feinstein on crime and on her deciding vote for the Clinton tax plan last year.

3. The Huffington campaign has now launched into another phasc of their attack on
Feinstein. They have begun airing ads critical of Feinstein on her flip-flop on co-
sponsorship of the Clinton health care plan (she quietly removed her name as a co-
sponsor of the Clinton health plan). The tag line of the ad that started airing last
Friday, June 17 is: “The Clinton health plan -- and Feinstein -- dropped in the polls.
So, on May 25th, Feinstein flip-flopped and deserted the health plan. I's the vnly

: principle of a career politician - save your own skin.” Needless to say, Feinstein was

: trying to keep a low profile about backing out of the President’s plan.

4. Huffington wants to portray himself as a political outsider. Feinstein'’s strategy
seems to be one that Republicans have used for the twelve years of the Reagan/Bush
administrations: experience and access to the White House.

5. The nowest Huffington point of attack is on President Clinton’s new welfare
proposal. Huffington is stressing the fact that Clinton’s plan will not decrease the
number of welfare recipients, but will increase the size of the government.

Page 20 of 64
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6. One of Feinstein’s counter-attacks on Huffington has been about his residency in
California. Huffington only rcgistered to vote in California three years ago. Feinstein
also attacked Huffington because of the fact that he was claiming residency in Texas for
tax purposes while he was continuing to do business there. His wife and child were
living in California (Note: the legality of this issue is not being challenged, just the
propriety). Feinstein is calling Huffington a “carpet-bagger” and is calling for him to
release his tax forms. He has refused. And Ficinstein’s ad was roundly criticized as
ineffective and reminiscent of Michael Dukakis' ads in ‘88 that attacked George Bush’s

FEINSTEIN JOB
Excellent/Good 38%

consultants.

Hertz (6/2/94)
BALLOT

Huffington 41%
Feinstein 42
Baldassare (5/29/94)
BALLOT
Huffington 9%
Feinstein 47
Political Media Research (5/20/94)
BALLOTS
Huffington 39%
Feinstsin 44

L.A. Times (5/25/94)

BALLOT

Huffington 38%
Fainatain 52
Field (5/16/94)
BALLOT

; Huffington 41%
i Peinstein 48

c019_090_020_all_Alb.pdf

Fair/Poor 57

FEINSTEIN JOB
Approve 49%
Disapprove 36

FEINSTEIN JOB
Excellent/Gand
Fair

Poor/Very Poor

LATEST POLLING INFORMATION

FEINSTEIN LD.
Favorable 38%
Unfavorable 33

5%
30
21
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June 24, 1994

MEMORANDUM

TO: SENATOR DOLE
FROM: DENNIS SHEA
SUBJECT: IMMIGRATION—-UPDATE

During your recent meeting with Mike Antonovich, he
mentioned a ballot initiative in California aimed at controlling
illegal immigration. The initiative, which is called Save Our
State ("SOS"), was authored by Alan Nelson, former Commissioner
of the Immigration and Naturalization Service during the Reagan
Administration. The initiative is also closely identified with
the Federation of Americans for Immigration Reform ("FAIR"), the
restrictionist immigration group.

SOS has qualified for the ballot in November.

If passed, the initiative would 1) deny public education and
health care services (except for emergencies) to illegal aliens,
2) require state and local government agencies to report illegal
aliens to the INS, and 3) make it a felony under California law
to produce or purchase false citizenship documents.

The initiative has the support of the California State
Republican Party, the Los Angeles County Republican Party, and
many chapters of United We Stand. According to the attached Los
Angeles Times article, Governor Wilson has indicated that he
would probably vote "yes" on the initiative.

It may be premature to endorse the initiative at this time.
But during one of your next trips to California, you may want to
issue an endorsement. The initiative is something that President
Clinton clearly could not support.

Page 23 of 64
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WASHINGTON EDITION / LOS ANGELES TIMES

CALIFORNIA ELECTIONS

Clinton Vows -
to Visit State on
Behalf of Brown

By GLENN F. BUNTING
TIMES STAFF WRITER

WASHINGTON —California Treasurer
Kathleen Brown picked up a commitment
from President Clinton on Thursday to
campaign throughout the state in support
of her bid to defeat Gov. Pete Wilson in the
November election. i

During a 30-minute meeting in the Oval
Office, Clinton said he would be happy to
appear on Brown's behalf in California “if
she asks me."”

“I'm asking, I'm asking,” Brown said.
““Come ride our bus.”
Clinton's” backing is the first public
: 1_nd1canon that his Administration will lend
strong support to the Democratic candidate
as the governor's race heats up. The
President is expected to make appearances
in California this fall, and Vice President
Gore, who also attended the meeting, will
host a San Francisco fund-raiser in July,
aides said Thursday.

Brown called Clinton “a great asset in
California” and said she welcomes his
support. The President enjoyed a 55%
approval rating in a Times poll last month,
only slightly down from a 58% posnwe
ranking in March.

Brown said Clinton has done more for
California’s economy than Wilson has. “I
told him he’s the best governor California’s
had in the last 12 years,” Brown said. “And
what we need is to replace the one we've
got with a Democratic governor who will
be working with the President and work-
ing with Congress to revive the California
economy.’

Wilson's camp re5ponded with glee at
the prospect of Clinton, who has struggled
in popu}arzly polls nationwide, stumping

Please see BROWN, B4
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BROWN: President
to Campaign in State

Continued from B1
for Brown this fall.

“By the time.they get through
with health -care and “Whitewater,
we'll pay his air fare,” said Wilson
campaign spokesman Dan Schnur.
“Now that Kathleen Brown has
fallen behind in "the polls, she is
looking for help anywhere she can
findit.” ,

On a one-day trip to Washing-
ton, Brown also met privately with
First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton
to discuss health care issues, hud-
dled with members of the Califor-
nia congressional delegation and
attended a fund-raiser sponsored
by Emily’'s List, the feminist or-
ganization that gathers millions of
dollars for pro-choice Democratic
female candidates.

Brown's trip followed Wilson's
appearance Wednesday before the
Senate Appropriations Committee
to lobby for federal reimbursement
of the state's cost of providing
services to illegal immigrants. At
the hearing, Sen. Robert C. Byrd
(D-W. Va.) called Wilson's com-
plaints hypocritical because Wil-
son's Department of Health Ser-
vices last year actively urged
undocumented pregnant women to

apply for a publicly funded pro-
gram to pay their medical bills.

Brown said Thursday that she
does not think it was necessary for
the state to promote the availabili-
ty of government-paid services to
illegal immigrants who are preg-
nant.

In her meeting with Clinton,
Brown said they discussed illegal
immigration issues and the urgent
need for assigning more law en-
forcement agents on the Mexican
border. The treasurer said she also
stressed to Clinton the importance
of defeating a November ballot
initiative that would deny public
education and non-emergency

. medical care to undocumented im-

migrants in California.

The controversial measure.
called Save Qur State, “is not the
way to deal with the subject of
illegal immigration,” Brown said.
“It is going lo cost tens of millions
of dollars for Californians, threat-
ens education, and could result in
greater crime and violence on our
streets by putting schoolchildren
out on the streets.”

Clinton did not express a position
on the initiative. Wilson has indi-
cated that he supports it.
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MEMORANDTUM

TO: SENATOR DOLE
FROM: DENNIS SHEA
SUBJECT: IMMIGRATION

Attached is Governor Wilson’s recent testimony before the
Senate Appropriations Committee urging full federal reimbursement
of the cost of providing social services to illegal immigrants.

Key facts: 1) California is home to more than half of the
nation’s illegal immigrants. 2) california spends more than $3
pillion annually on services for illegal immigrants and their
families.

Wilson proposes that the Border Patrol add to its ranks by
tapping those who have been recently discharged from the
military. This is similar to your troops—to—cops program, which
proposes to retrain discharged military as police officers.
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GOVERNOR PETE WILSON

Testimony by Governor Pete Wilson
to the Senate Appropriations Committee on
the crisis of illegal immigration

Wednesday, June 22, 1994
(as prepared)

Good morning. I'd like to thank this committee and Chairman
Byrd, in particular, for holding this hearing and showing
leadership on an important issue -- the crisis of illegal
immigration.

I applaud you for taking the time to learn about and help
find realistic solutions to this crisis.

No state is immune from the crisis of illegal immigration,
but certainly no state feels the effect of the federal
government's failure to control the border more than California.

california is home to more than half of the nation's illegal
immigrants.

In Los Angeles alone, illegal immigrants and their children
total a million people. That's enough people to fill a city
one-and-a-half times the size of Washington, D.C.

And the cost of providing these individuals government
services -- services mandated by federal law but financed by
state taxpayers -- is exploding.

Let me give you an idea of the magnitude of the problem and
how it is growing, as illustrated on these charts:

*** Just since 1988, the costs of providing medical care to
illegal immigrants in California has grown 18-fold.

*** The number of illegal immigrant felons behind bars in
California has tripled during that same period and could now fill
8 state prisons to design capacity.

_ *** And next year, our schools will have to spend $1.7
plllion providing education to people who are in our country
l1llegally.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ® WASHINGTON OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR * 134 HALL OF THE STATES
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Everyone agrees that these are costs that by fairness and by
law should be paid by the federal government. After all, the
Constitution makes it clear that immigration is strictly a
federal responsibility. As President Clinton himself has said,
these costs are the result of a "failure of federal policy."

So, the question isn't whether or not this is a federal
responsiblllty There's no dispute there. The only questions
is: When will the federal government accept its responsibility
and act to solve this crisis?

Let me tell you why it's imperative that we see action this
year.

California spends more than $3 billion for services for
illegal immigrants and their families. That's nearly 10 percent
of our state's General Fund budget or almost $400 a year for a
family of four.

And the cost of paying to these bills is now forcing us to
cut services for California's legal residents. Just this year,
we'll be forced to:

*** End dental services for 800,000 welfare mothers and
elderly poor;

*** Reduce drug treatment and outreach for 3,200
drug-exposed pregnant women; and,

*** Reduce funding increases for Callfornla s 29 public
universities.

In fact, our system has become so twisted that we now have
illegal immigrants being guaranteed services by federal mandate
that our poor legal residents can't afford themselves and that
our state can't afford to provide them because of the federally
imposed state spending on illegal immigrants.

Consider this scenario: Two women are pregnant in
California. Let's say they're both of Hispanic descent and both
are poor. They both need maternity care but can't afford it on
their own.

One woman will get care. One will not.

The one who gets care is an illegal immigrant. She can't
legally work in our country, but by federal law she's guaranteed
maternity care. -

The woman who doesn't get care is the legal resident. She's
working at a low-wage job, but is too poor to purchase her own
health care coverage. And California can't afford to provide her

Page 28 of 64
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that care. On February 1, we were forced to cap enrollment in
our innovative program that provides maternity care for
California's working poor legal residents, known as Access for
Infants and Mothers, or AIM, because of the costs we bear for
illegal immigrants.

So an individual who is in our country illegally will get
the care, but a legal resident =-- in equal need -- will not.

That's not just bitter irony; it is terribly, intolerably
unfair. But it's what happens when the federal government forces
us to pay for services to illegal immigrants that we can't afford
to provide to our own legal residents.

That's why we must have reform this year: To avoid deeper
cuts and further hardship and unfairness to needy legal
residents.

To prevent that hardship, the federal government must do two
things: It must secure our borders, and it must pay the bill for
illegal immigration.

I know that paying these bills won't be easy. But the
alternative is making the hard-pressed states pay for what is an
exclusively federal responsibility. And I assure you, we get no
discount in providing these services from budgets that are a tiny
fraction of the trillion and a half dollar federal budget.

Because of the hardships we've faced, Californians have
already made far deeper spending cuts then the federal government
will ever have to make.

Consider this: In the past three years} federal spending
has grown by nearly 10 percent, while California's General Fund
budget has been reduced by more than 10 percent.

As difficult as it is for the Administration and Congress to
find the funds to make full reimbursement to the states, it will
be far tougher -- and impose greater hardship on the people of
California -- if you don't.

Full reimbursement will also underscore the importance of
effective border control. And preventing people from entering
the country in the first place is far more cost-effective and
more humane that what's happening today.

It's impossible not to sympathize with their effort to seek
a better life. I admire their gumption. But while they intend
no harm, their numbers threaten jobs for legal residents, and --

because of their impact on state budgets -- they threaten the
gquality and availability of state services to needy legal
residents.
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Our immigration crisis demands action, and it demands it
this year.

In your invitation to testify at this hearing, Senator Byrd,
you asked for specific proposals for border control. This is
what I would propose:

First, to help finance additional Border Patrol agents, we
should enact Senator Feinstein's border crossing fee. This plan
enjoys bipartisan support; it can be enacted quickly; and, it
will provide substantial additional resources == $300 million a
year --for border enforcement.

Second, we should encourage the Border Patrol to take
advantage of the skills offered by military personnel looking for
new careers because of defense down-sizing. With their military
experience, these men and women can be trained for the Border
Patrol in half the time of a typical recruit. And there are
thousands of these individuals looking for work in California.

Finally, if the current training facilities are inadequate

to train the personnel as quickly as they're needed, we must find
new facilities.

INS Commissioner Doris Meissner's plan has her sending just
40 new Border Patrol agents a month to the San Diego sector. At

that rate, it will be years before we have a fully staffed Border
Patrol.

Half of all the illegal immigrants entering the country come
through that 15-mile stretch of the border from the Pacific Ocean
to Otay Mesa. And yet, there are more law enforcement personnel
guarding this building we're in than there are on that border.

With existing resources, the border patrol faces Mission
Impossible. 1It's the equivalent of having one cop walk a beat 4
times the size of New York City's Central Park.

So to help the federal government train and deploy Border
Patrol agents more quickly, today I'm sending a letter to
Commissioner Meissner and President Clinton offering a state

facility in California as a second Border Patrol training
facility.

The bottom line is, it's time to regain control of our
nation's borders and restore integrity and fairness to our
nation's immigration laws.

Some members of Congress might agree that illegal
immigration is a serious problem in Los Angeles, Phoenix, or
Miami, but ask why their constituents in Minneapolis, or Muncie,
or Montgomery should share the costs of illegal immigration.

Page 30 of 64
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The most obvious answer is because it's the right thing to
do as a matter of fairness and as a matter of public policy. But
it's also true that your constituents are already sharing the
costs.

They pay for it when their tax dollars are spent to keep
illegal immigrants in federal prison, or spent on Medicaid for
illegals, or spent to finance welfare payments for the citizen
children of illegal immigrants.

And although the problem is most acute in our states, the
problem is growing across the country. That is why our brother
and sister governors voted unanimously to adopt as the policy of
the National Governors' Association that full federal
reimbursement be paid the states for as long as we are forced to
bear the burden of illegal immigration.

Other members of Congress may say "It's wrong to spend any
tax dollars -- state or federal -- to subsidize illegal
immigration. We should instead be turning off the magnetic lure
of guaranteed benefits that today reward people who break the law
and successfully evade the border patrol." That is, in fact, my
own view. But until a majority in Congress can make that the
law, than there must be full federal reimbursement.

The only way to solve the problem is to face up to the
problem. Confront it squarely now, or the problem will only grow
rapidly worse and become more difficult to solve next year. If
it has not yet spilled into your state, it soon will. And
already, your constituents are paying far more each year as
federal taxpayers for federal failure to secure the border than
it would cost us to fix it.

So, I ask for your support in fixing the problem.
Washington must secure the border without further excuse or
delay, and either by repeal of mandated services or full
reimbursement for their cost prevent further hardship and
unfairness to state taxpayers and needy legal residents.

The time has come to end illegal immigration as we know it.

Thank you Qéry much.
3 K #
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Wnited States Senate

OFFICE OF THE REFUBLICAN LEADER
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-7020

June 23, 1994

The Honorable Doris M. Meissner
Commissioner

Immigration and Naturalization Service
425 Eye Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Commissioner Meissner:

I do not need to remind you of the social costs associated
with illegal immigration. 1In California alone, for example,
recent estimates suggest there are over one million undocumented
residents. Providing health care, education, and other social
services to these undocumented residents places an: enormous
strain on state and local budgets.

I also do not need to remind you of the challenges posed by
a multi-billion dollar federal budget deficit. It is now more
critical than ever for the Administration to consider innovative
ways of more efficiently utilizing federal resources. For

example, the INS may wish to consider establishing a civilian

¢019. 090.020

Border Patrol reserve program which would allow volunteers to
perform non-law enforcement support functions. These functions
might include performing search and rescue, serving in chaplain
and non-critical office positions, and language interpretation
services. If civilian volunteers were permitted to perform some
of these duties, which are now performed by Border Patrol
personnel themselves, more resources could be dedicated to actual
border enforcement.

A number of local law enforcement agencies, including the
Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department, have highly successful
and cost-effective reserve programs. In the Los Angeles program,
Reserve Deputy Sheriffs are part-time volunteer law enforcement
officers and they supplement the regular operations of the
Sheriff’s Department by working in a number of support roles.

Commissioner Meissner, we share a common desire to ensure
that our nation’s immigration laws are vigorously enforced. I

encourage you to consider whether a volunteer reserve program
would advance this objective.

@i;erely,

Y

BOB DOLE
BD/ds

all_Alb.pdf
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that Kingston in seven

years has parlayed into
a $750 million-a-year business.
Founded by two Chinese immi and

bodied by a nugget of gold, a crate of oranges
or a gleaming mussile, the California Dream
now comes packaged in the small cardboard
boxes that Kingston Technology Corp. ships
overnight to distributors from its headquarters
here in Orange County. Inside the boxes are

boards and modules that supply added memory
or power to personal computers—upgrades

employing a work force that is predominantly
Asian and Latino, Kingston is a testament to
the enduring promise of California as a place of
possibility and growth. The company is what
many economists see as the future of the
state—a future based on high te ;
trepreneurship and the successful assimilation
of a vast influx of immigrants.

After nearly four years of a recession that
was deeper here than anywhere in the United

Kecovery ls Reviving
Optimism 1n California

CALIFORNIA, From Al

-jobs since 1990—161,000 of them
in the aircraft, space and defense in-
dustries—California faces another
turning point. Whether it can recap-
ture the dynamism of the past—
leading the way to a new economy
c019:0507/020" &l At pafecommunica-

for 70 percent of the lost jobs, most
of them in defense-related industries
or in construction, a sector notori-
ously susceptible to cyclical down-
turn. That prompts Friedman to ar-
gue that there is nothing structurally
wrong with the economy.

Still, economists expect the down-
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ustry has come to life.
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that the state will add
per vear over the next

nia Starts to Recover

e & s
L *

"

underway,” said Ted Gibson, chief economist
for the state Department of Finance.
Throughout its history, the California econ-
omy has adapted to change—less than a cen-
tury passed from thethsmveryofgoﬁatg
ter's Mill in 1848 to the state’s emergence as
the nation's produce provider and its role as
the main supplier of the tanks and aircraft that
fought World War II and stood guard during

the Cold War.
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Kathleen Brown, Another Wobbly New Democrat

By Joer KoTkin

1.OS ANGELES—With her victory In
Californla's gubernatorial primary yesler-
day, Kathleen Brown has emerged as (he
newest rising star of the Democralic
Party. But [or those who saw in her a New
Democral standard-bearer, she has been a
source of profound disappolntment.

Fundamentally, New Democratic poli-
tics revolves around a realization of the
ceniral role of the entrepreneurial “new
economy,” But In recent months Ms.
Brown has shilted her political “body lan-
guage' —and campalgn—away [rom this
1930s economic perspective to a big-labor-
oriented perspective more firmly rooted in
the politics of the 1930s or 1960s. For in-
stance, Instead of visiting the thriving in-
formnation-age companies now crealing
jobs in telecommunications, Ms. Brown in
recent weeks walked the picket line of the
Communlcation Workers ol America, a
union losing members and influence in the
last-moving Industry.

Perhaps nothing better illustrates this
backward-looking tendency (than Ms,
Brown's campalgn ads, which [ealure the
slogan ‘‘America’s Besl Treasurer lo Re-
vive America’'s Worst Economy." The Cal-
ifornia In these ads has little to do with
the “grass-roots capltallsm™ that she
spoke of months earlier In a meeting with
growlh-company CEOs in Orange County.
The ads' depiction of Californla—locked
up lactory buildings and references 1o the
“days of the Great Depression'—hark
back Instead to the 1930s imagery thal so

c019_090_020_all_Alb.pdf

exciles the state's union activists.

Ms. Brown's return Lo such old Democ-
ratic standbys sugpests the lremendous
hold that traditional interest groups main-
lain within the Democratic Party both
here in California and nationwide. It's not
surprising that they consider the Califor-
nla economy “‘the worst,” since virtually
all the new jobs in Lhe state are belng cre-
ated by micro-businesses and fast growing
“gazelle” firms, almost all nonunion. This
year California boasted 33 of the 100
fastesl-growing public firms listed on the
annual Inc. Magazine list.

But the union leadership represents
only 600,000 Callfornia workers, less than
half the number of seli-employed people in
the state. Moreover, last year successful
Republican mayoral candidate Richard
Riordan received roughly hall the union
vote in Los Angeles agalnst a candidate
backed by organized labor. Thus, Ms.
Brown's growing identification with labor
seems less a reflection of economlc or even
elecloral reality than a kind of totemic re-
flex among parly members thal to be
“real” Democrals they must have the
blessings of the labor leadership.

Perhaps the [irst sign of this came in the
fall. Up to then she had led many to belleve
she was a strong free trader; she lalked
conVincingly about “'California’s role in the
global economy." Bul she turned tail and
denounced Nafta. But the Nafta cave-in
was nol the end to the unmaking of this
New Democrat. Once Inside the Brown
tent, the union establishment seemed to

" with bond financing.

work against any ideas about cutling gov-
ernment costs that could have cost bureau-
cratic jobs, something Ms. Brown seemed
to favor in earlier conversations with busl-
ness people and economists. "It's because
she's been captured by SEIU [Service Em-
ployees International Union] advisers,"
admits one top campalgn alde. “‘She can't
propose job culs, atleast not now." !
So Instead of using Gov. Wilson's Inablil-
ity to cut bloat as a prototypical New Demo-
crat wedge issue, Ms, Brown Is proposing to
appoint a regulatory .
“ombudsman.” And
how would Ms. Brown
deal with the state's
looming $3 Dbillion
budget delicit? In-
stead of cutting the
state budgel, as even
Democratic primary
rival Tom Hayden
called for, she pro-
poses[illinginthegap

Kathleen Brown
This embrace of more Indebtedness should
not come as a surprise: Her most consistent
backers In her short political career have

come [rom the ranks of investment banks -

that profit from bond sales.

A former bond lawyer hersell, Ms.
Brown seems most comfortable with the
liberal wing of New York's Investment
community. Among her Influential eco-
nomic advisers Is Lazard Frere's Felix Ro-
hatyn, the fiercest lion of the party’s cor-
poratist wing and longtime advocate for a

neo-New Deal style “industrial policy."”

This drift toward a statist liberal orien-
tation has diminished her ability lo speak
forcibly about the true dynamism of the
California economy. Instead ol campaign-
ing at the site of fast-growing companies
that she formerly visited—like BACE Plas-
tics in Anaheim—Ms. Brown now lakes her
economic lead [rom the llkes of Mike Gage,
the politico who runs the wobbly Calstart
electric-car consortium,

Bul perhaps the biggesl cost of Ms.
Brown's current drift lies In sacrificing the
critical issue ol optimlsm. Months ago, she
could rightly denounce Pete Wilson for his
negative immigrant-bashing and calling
the state “'a bad productl.” Now it can be
said that If Pete Wilson kicked California
when It was on the ground, Kathleen
Brown has chosen to kick It In the groin as
it struggles back to Its feet.

But perhaps all Is not losl. Some Brown
advisers claim that, after the primary, she
will drop the “worst economy™ message
and reasserl her New Democral creden-
tials. “She's had problems with the slo-
gan,” one Democral strategist acknowl-
edges. “'She knows It's problematic and
has a shelf-life problem. There's going Lo
be a strong pro-new-economy message."

This adviser suggests that, having gone
through several makeovers already in this
still young political season, Ms. Brown
may decide once agaln that her “happy"
face provides the Callfornia eleclorate
with the best antidote to the dreary
prospect of four more years of Mr. Wiison.
But that will require Ms. Brown and other
Demmocrals to stop replaying the beloved
“struggles” of the 1960s and the 1930s, and
start focusing on the enormous economic
opportunities of the decade ahead.

Mr. Kotkin is a Los Angeles-based fellow
with the Center for the New West and the
ive Policy Institule, a think lank
connected with the Democralic Leadership
Council in Washinglon.

———
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GOVERNOR

WILSGN

1020 12th STREET, STE 300
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
TELEPHONE 916.565.1994

A new poll of likely voters by a
major Democratic polling
firm shows:

Pete Wilson 44% |
Kathleen Brown 36% |

Neither 7%
Undecided 12%
hat pu ints !

A new all registered persons poll by
a Republican firm has it:

Pete Wilson 43%
Kathleen Brown 42%
Undecided 15%
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Team Wilson '84 Newslettcr ii ‘ May ‘94
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers
Association Endorses Wilson

|
Pete Wilson has earned the reputation as a tight-fisted manager of government spending. He understands the meaning
of a "hard-carned dollar” and has consistently fought to keep costs and taxes to a minimum.
Despite unprecedented budget gaps, Governor Wilson has balanced the budget every year he has been in office while
.. -increasing funding for his two; top priorities — children and public safcty.
. Reduced Spending i
- Both Joel Fog, president pf the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association and Jay Curtis, president of the Los Angeles
Taxpayers Association emphasized that the Wilsorl Administration has slashed govermment spending by $2.10 for every
dollar raised in new revenues, cut the size of government by 4.5 billion dollars and last year enacted the most sweeping
package of job-creating reforms since Howard Jarvis' own Proposition 13.
Over the past three years, had Wilson not made the tough decision to cut spending, the stare General Fund would be $16
billion higher than it is today. That would mean 2 burden of $1,300 more in taxes for the average California taxpayer.

‘Thkougkourhi.s': career Pete Wilson has been the last line of defense for California’s taxpayers.
If you care abour the way government handles your money then you want Pete Wilson as your
Governor watching our for your tax dollars. We myst keep this taxpaver's friend in the
Governgr's office,”

« Joel Fox, Presi::ient of the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, April 11, 1994

Cutting the State Budget |
Governor Wilson cut General Fund spending by $4.5 billion, from $43.3 billion in 1991-92 1o aprojected $38.8 billion

in the coming budget year. General Fund spending per person in California is projected to be $220 lower this year than when
Govemor Wilson first took office. No other California Governor since the end of World War IT has actually reduced state

spending from year 10 year!

"Infouryearsas Governor, he (Pete Wilson) cut the state budger — notjustreduced its rate of growth
but acrually shrunk it. ... In the last four years he has fought off every effort to turn back the clock
to the days of 1ax-and-spend here in California. In the last four years he has advanced our great
conservative cause of restoring personal freedom to the people."
- President Ronald Reagan, February 28, 1994, Republican Convention

|

Leading the Nation in Spendinlg Cuts

|
Atatime whenotherstates’ general fund expenditures are increasing by an average of 3 percent a year, Governor Wilson's
proposed General Fund budget for the coming year will cut spending by 10.5 percent below the 1991-92 levels.
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Wilson Assails
Brown'’s Basis
for Opposing
Death Penalty

By DANIEL M, WEINTRAUB
TIMES STAFF WRITER

SACRAMENTO—Gov. Pete Wilson
chided” Democrat Kathleen Brown on
Thursday for basing her opposition to the
death penally /in part on her father's
experience applying capital punishment
when he was the state's chief executive
nearly 30 years ago.

Wilson, escalating what has become an
increasingly personal debate between the
two candidates on the sensitive issue,
questioned his opponent’s explanation and
three times quoted her father, former Gov.
Edmund G. (Pat) Brown, who wrote a
book about his personal turmoil over the
state's ultimate criminal sentence.

“She says that her opposition to the
death penally is a result of. what she
learned from her father.” Wilson tald

c019_090_020_all_Alb.pdf

WASHINGTON EDITION / LOS ANGELES TIMES

highest office, returned to the old Gover-
nor's Mansion on Tuesday to explain how
she came to oppose the death penalty,
There, in the same room in which her
father had pondered the fate of 59 con-
demned criminals—and had 'decided to
send 36 to the gas chamber—the younger

Brown 'said her position was not based on -

logic or philosophy, nor on arguments over
the death penalty's effectiveness as a
(la.Lcn rent. She described her reasoning as a

“gut thing,” based on her fam:ly and
religious values,

Brown added that even though she
personally opposes the death penalty she
would carry it out if called upon to do so,
appoint judges who supported it, and not
stand in the way if lawmakers wanted to
put a measure on the ballot to expand it.

“l oppose it because my father taught me
it was wrong and the religious ehpenences
I had reinforced that,” she said.

Wilson said he did not think Brown's
stalement was "much of an explanation”
and in clear terms spelled out hzs own
position.

“In my case,” Wilson said, "I believe the
death penalty is a deterrent, I think it is an
entirely legitimate form of punishment, I
think 1L answers the requirements of
justice.”

Wilson quoLed extensively' from Pat -

Brown’s book, “Public Justice, Privale
Mercy. a Governor's Lducauon on Death
Row."

In wexghmg one case, Erown wrote: “I
was trying to move beyond legal limits as I
looked for reasons to commute” an in-
mate's death sentence,

ok

In apother case tha ald
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Death Penalty

By DANIEL M. WEINTRAUB
TIMES STAFF WRITER

SACRAMENTO—Gov. Pete Wilson
chided Democrat Kathleen Brown on
Thursday for basing her opposition to the
death penally ‘in part on her father's
experience applying capital punishment
when he was the state's chief execulive
nearly 30 years ago.

Wilson, escalating what has become an
increasingly personal debate between'the
two candidates on the sensitive 'issue,
questioned his opponent’s explanation  and
three times quoted her father, former Gov.
Edmund G. (Pat) Brown, who wrote a
book about his personal turmoil over the
state's ultimate criminal sentence,

“She says that her . opposition to the
death penally is a result of. what she
learned from her father," Wilson told
reporters at a Capitol news conference.
“But I think her explanation to date
indicates that if she may be a dutiful
daughLer, she would not bc a good gover-
nor.’

Wilson added: “With all respect to Pat
Brown, however people may remember
him fondly for other reasons, I don't think
he was greatly admired as governor be-
cause of his performance on the death
penalty.”

Kathleen Brown, at the White House for
a meeting with President Clinton, was
informed of Wilson's remarks ‘and lashed
back at the governor. ;

“Thal is typical Pele Wilson,” she said.
“If Pete Wilson wants to ridicule me and
my father and 'my family values, I would
say Pete Wilson has a problem with his
values.”

Brown, who is seeking to follow her

father and her brother, former Gov. Ed-
mund G. (Jerry) Brown, into the state’s

‘If Pete Wilson wants to -
ridicule me and my father and
my family values, | would say

Pete Wilson has a problem with
his. vaiues

,!nl TEOY ks -."'\‘
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would carry it out if called upon to do so,
appoint judges who supported it, and not
stand in the way if lawmakers wanted to
put a measure on the ballot to expand it.

"l oppose it because my father taught me
it was wrong and Lhe rehgmus experiences
I had reinforced that,"” she said,

Wilson said he did not think 'Brown's
statement was “much of an explanation”
and in clear terms spelled out his own
position.

“In my case,” Wilson said, “I believe the
death penalty is a deterrent, I think it is an
entirely legitimate form of punishment, I
think 1L answers the requ:remenls of
justice.”

Wilson quoted extensively' from Pat -

Brown's book, “Public Justice, Privale
Mcrcy, a Governor's Education op Death
Row."”

In wmghmg one case, onwn wrote: “I
was Lrying to move beyond legal limits as I
looked for reasons to commute” an in-
mate's death sentence.

In another case, the elder Brown com-
muted the sentence of a killer who had not
yet formally requested clemency.

“I couldn’t see,” Br;own wrote, “how'

sending him 'to .the gas chamber would
deter some future frightened would-be
robber from panicking and strlkmg ouL al.
his victim.”"

Wilson's point: If Kathleen Brown says

she is following the example of her father, '

then her father's reasonmg and actions are
fair game for criticism. And. the record,
Wilson said, shows that Pat Brown, -as time
wore on, leaned more toward grammg

, clemency than denying it,

+ “We know, clearly . what Pat Brown
broughl to lh_ese deliberations,”. Wilson

agonized and was ambivalent and through
life his attitude changed. More and more he

was able to find excuses: for -granting -

. said. “He was, 1 .think, a.good man but he "

cIemency I would not have fcund Lhose .

excuses.’ i
Wilson also criticized an Assembly com-

. mittee for bottling up two-bills' to expand

the death penalty‘to cover killings:com-
mitted in connection with carjackings. or
drive-by shootings. Wilson . aides - have
suggested that Democrats’ blocked. the
measures so that Brown would not have to
defend her opposmon Lo them’ dunng Lhe
fall campaign. ¢

Times staff writer Glenn Bunting in Washing-
ton contributed to this story. T e

ATEFIEE

Sy i
LaTERES
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State of California D
2

COVERNOR'S OFFICE QF PLANNING AND RESEARCH o ‘\,.‘
1400 TENTH STREET D

PETE WILSON SACRAMENTO $5814 LEE GRISSCM
DIRECTOR

GQVERNCR

WILSON'S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESFARCH RELFASES
ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF CLINTON BEALTH CARE PLAN:
PLAN COULD COST CALIFORNIA MORE JOBS THAN DEFENSE DOWNSIZING

EMBARGOED FOR RELEASE CONTACTS: Philip Romero
Until 10:00 AM, Friday, June 3, 1994 Paul Miner
e (916) 322-2318

_ Govemor Pete Wilson's Office of Planning and Research released a report to the
Governor today that projects California could lose 650,000 jobs from the Clinton Health Plan --
more than from all defense cutbacks to date. The report, which evaluates the Plan's economic

* impact on both the 10.S. and California, is titled "Above All. Do No Harm: the Clinton Health

lan's Fconomic Risks for California.”

The study concludes that under the Plan, health spending would increase encugh to
suppress 3.7 million jobs. Those losses would come as private employers lay off workers --
primarily low-paid workers such as retail clerks and resteurant employees -~ in response to
mandated health premiums, and due to the depressing impact of higher taxes to finance
expanded federally-funded health coverage. Pronused health care savings would not come until
the year 2000 at best. :

The Plan's actual consequences would probably be much worse, however, because few
analysts expect it to control health spending s completely as the Administration predicts. The
Congressional Budget Office’s February report projected thet the Plan wili deviate 3% from fts
savings goal. Lewin-VHL an independent consulting firm. believes the Administration has
underestimated premiums by 17%. The Office of Management and Budget has estimated that
net savings could be as little as only 30% of the White House's forecast.

OPR did not specify a single forecast, but examined the consequences of a very modest
shortfall in the Plan's savings performance: 5% of the White House's claims. U.S. job lIosses
would peak at 3.7 million in 1599, and still exceed 2.8 million by 2600,

EVMIPLOYMENT CONSEQUENCES OF CLINTON PLAN IN TWO SCENARICS

National California

Meximum Job Loss

Best Case Scenario (o deviastion 26 M 476,000

from Admimistration projections) (in 1598) (m 1999) 2

Still Optimistic Seenario (5%

dev:Iaﬁon from Administratica 37M 650.0C0

projections) . i (in 1599) (in 1599)
Cumulative Job Losses by 2000

Eest Case Scepario (no devizticn 1.0 M 332,000

from Adminisiration projections)

Stil Optimistic Seenario (-5%

deviation from Administration 28 M 593,000

projections)
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However, OPR found that California will suffer economically even if the Plan delivers
commpletely on the White House's promises, mostly because a higher proporticn of California’s
workers are uninsured. Higher health spending will suppress between 473,000 and 630,000
jobs, exceeding ail the California jobs lost from defense cufs.

Tce Grissom, OPR's director, summarized, "The President says his goal is to control
the escalating costs of health care. But the Plan places the entire burden on the private sector
through taxes and mandatory premiunis. Business would take on hundreds of billions of
dollars in additional costs to fund an expanded Federal role in health care.

"California as a state and the nation as a whole cannot trade the immediate and
substantial employment losses that the Plan produces in blind hope of realizing some
uncertain benefits at some unknown future time," Grissom concluded.

"Over half of the 800,000 jobs California lost between 1990 and 1993 were due 10
defense downsizing." noted Philip Romero, Governor Wilson's chief economist and the
repott's principal author. "California’s new recovery is imperiled by the Washington-incuced
cribdeath.” He added. "The Federal govemingat should not compound economic burdens by
imposing yet another mandate on California’s fragile economy.”

Romero summarized the report’s findings as follows: "The Clinton Plan requires that
we pay more for health care now in hope of savings later. It fails to offer economic rewards
if everything works perfectly. But if it falls short of its savings target by only,a few percent. .
the economic losses are truly staggering.”

U.S. Cumulative Plan Could Delay Califorias
Employment Tmpact Expansion for Oge to Two Years

15500000

15,000,000

12,200.000

Catllourla ¥inga wnd Sulay Crpleymant

12, 000.000

11,500.000

woomo - : . 1200 1591 1590 1990 1954 1595 1982 1237 1999 1255 200

Romero noted that OPR's "excursion” that assumes the Plan falls only 5% short of the
Administration's goals is very generous. "Costs of new health care programs have historicaily
béen grossly underestimated. When Congress enacted Medicare in 1965, government
actuarics projected that costs for hospital insurance would amount to $14.6 billion from 1966
through 1971. Actual program costs totaled $24.7 billion."
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THEE ECONOMIC EFFECTS
OF PRESIDENT CLINTON’S HEALTH REFORM PLAN

Q. The President says that health care reform is a critical
national issue. Is he right?

A. .Yes. Costs in the 1970s and 1980s rose much faster than
the general rate of inflation. Wwhile health care inflation has
somewhat moderated, spending is still consuming an ever-growing
share of our nation’s wealth. This leaves less and less for more
economically productive uses. High health costs have also priced
one out of seven Americans and one out of five Californians out’of
the health insurance market.

Q. The President has proposed a plan that overlays Federal
mandates on top of the existing private insurance system. FEe says
it will save jobs. His opponents claim it will destroy jobs.
Who'’s right?

A. His opponents are certainly right in the short run (at
least for the rest of the decade). The Clinton Plan asks American
empioyers to pay nmore for health care now in order to achieve
universal coverage.

Higher health care costs will suppress 2.6 million U.S. jobs
by 1998, before the promised savings begin saving jobs. The Plan
will add $100 billion to Federal health spending costs between
1925 and 1998. Over the five years between 1995 and 2000, the
Plan will suppress an average of over 160,000 jobs a year, even
assuming the savings projected by the Clinton Administration.

In the long run the Plan promises to save money via giant,
largely mandatory purchasing pools. But even using the
Adnministration’s assumptions about the spsed with which savings
are achieved, the net effect of the Plan is to depress substantial
numbers of jobs through the decade. So if the President is right,
it won’t be until well after the year 2000.

-

" Q. Are the Administration’s forecasts realistic?

A. Other analysts don’t seem to think so. The Congressicnal
Budget Office expects the déficit te widen $132 billion more than
the Administration does, just in the first few years of the Plan.
The Office of Management and Budget examined scenarios in which
the deficit widens by nearly one trillion dollars over six years.

We did not forecast how well the Plan’s goals will actually
be achieved. But we found that the Plan is very fragile. If the
actual changes in national health care costs are Just 5% differser

c019_000_020_all_ath ™ the Administration’s projects, U.S. job losses will reach
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nearly 3.7 million. While no one knows how much health savings
the Plan would actually produce, it is likely to be less than the
Administration’s estimates--entitlement programs rarely stay
within their cost projections,

Q. What about the Plan’s impact on California’s economy?
wWould it be better or worse than for the nation?

Worse. California is home to a disproportionate share of the
uninsured, so employer mandates and other financing tools will
fall relatively harder here than in the nation as a whole.

: By 1999 nearly 500,000 jobs will be lost if the Plan performs
as the Administration prOJects. If actual performance deviates by
5% from the Clinton Administration’s projections--a more likely
but still quite optimistic assumption-~jobs lost could total '
650,000: more than all the jobs lost to defense cuts.

California’s job losses from the Plan would be more than one-
third of the nation’s, even though California‘’s population is
about one-eighth of the nation’s. Overall, the Plan’s effect
would be to delay California’s economic expansion by at least two
years.

Q. How do your numbers compare with other studies?

For the nation, we estimate job losses through 1998 (as an
illustrative year) for the nation under the Plan will be between
2.6 million and 3.3 million (including both direct job losses from
workers laid off because of mandates, and indirect losses because
those workers have less disposable 1ncone) The Employment
Policies Institute estimates 5.2 million (3.1 million direct jobs
alone). The RAND Corporation estimates that 1.1 millicn direct
and indirect jobs will be lost. So OPR’s study is slightly below
the median of the other two studies,

For California, OPR’s estimate is near the bottom: our
estimate of the employer mandate is at least one-third below
Mercer-CWCI’s computation. 2And our employment figure, at 143,000
direct and indirect jobs lost in 1997, is nearly identical to
Lewin-VHI’s 135,000 (cf which 79,000 are direct jobs lost). OPR’s
estimates are quite conservative.

Q. What is your basic conclusion about the Clinton Plan?

The Plan calls on thé private sector to accept higher health
spending now, taking dollars away from more productive uses, in
the hope of savings later. Those savings, if they occur, will not
compensate for the up-front costs within this decade. The Clinton
Plan will alscourage employers from doing what the economy needs
nost: creating jobs to fuel california’s recovery.

Page 42 of 64
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OVERVIEW
REPORTS TO THE GOVERNOR
CALIFORNIA'S ANALYSIS OF THE HEALTH SECURITY ACT

EMPLOYMENT IMPACT

CALIFORNIA EMPLOYMENT IMPACT

¢’ By 1999, nearly 476,000 jobs in California would be lost if the revenue estimates proposed
by the Act are accurate. -If-the-Administration's-savings-and-cost-estimates-deviate from
their projections by 5 percent, total job loss could reach 650,000 in California.

¢ California's job losses from the Act would be more than one-third of the nation's overall
job loss, even though California's population is about one-eighth of the nation's
population.

NATIONAL EMPLOYMENT IMPACT

¢/ The Act would increase national health costs by $100 billion between 1995 and 1998.
Higher health costs would eliminate 2.6 million jobs nationwide. Over the five year period
between 1995 and 2000, the Act would eliminate an average of over 160,000 jobs a year,
assuming the savings projected by the Clinton Administration are accurate.

¢ If the actual changes in national health care savings and costs vary by just 5 percent from
the Clinton Administration's estimates, job losses nationwide could reach nearly 3.7

million.

COVERAGE OF ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS

¢’ In 1994-95, California's Medicaid program (Medi-Cal) will provide emergency services to
an estimated 317,500 illegal immigrants at a state General Fund cost of $395 million.

v/ The Act's failure to adequately address the costs of medical care for illegal immigrants
threatens the financial underpinnings of the Act's implementation in California and
represents an unacceptable validation of the status quo.

¢ The Act fails to acknowledge the Federal Government's exclusive responsibility for the
costs of providing medical care to illegal immigrants.

STATE FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

MEDI-CAL

v/ State General Fund costs would increase $1.1 billion under the Act between 1996 and
2000. County costs of up to $3.7 billion between 1996-2000 could also
result under the Act.

Page 43 of 64
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ALLIANCE STRUCTURE

¢ The proposed alliance structure -- with mandatory participation, limited negotiation
authority and excessive regulation --is overiy cumbersome and bureaucratic, and
unnecessary to achieve the goal of expanding access to affordable health coverage.

¢/ The Act would eliminate California's nationally renown CalPERS program and the Health
Insurance Plan of California, despite their success in reducing health costs.

v/~ The-Act-undervaluestherole-ofinsuranceagentsand brokers:——= " == === =
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« While California would lose authority to set Medi-Cal program and service levels, the
State, counties and other local entities would be required to make continued federal
maintenance of effort (MOE) payments at nationally prescribed service levels.

¢ The Act financially disadvantages California by locking-in the antiquated Federal Matching
Assistance Percentage (FMAP) rate, which does not appropriately reflect California's
population and income levels, to define California's Medi-Cal MOE contributions.

HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED-SERVICES —= «-=- - = == = ===

¢/ While the proposed expansion of home and community-based care is commendable and
would substantially increase the federal financial contribution for this care, it would leave
the State vulnerable to substantial increased costs.

¢ The Act would result in an estimated state cost of $837 million between 1996 and 2000,
due to an expansion of services to an estimated 172,000 new clients, and savings up to
$186 million during the same period for clients currently served in state institutions.

FINANCING AND EMPLOYER MANDATE

¢ Federal spending and revenue projections are unrealistic, undermining the viability of the
Act.

¢ The Act expands benefits and imposes new costs on the state, and relies on unproven
savings to pay the bill in the long term, placing states, employers and consumers at
enormous risk.

¢/ Primary financing mechanism is an employer mandate, which is essentially a new tax on
Californians and will result in reduced hiring, reduced wages, and/or an increase in
consumer prices.

COST-CONTAINMENT

¢ Premium caps, set arbitrarily through regulation rather than market forces, will likely lead
to price controls, resulting in rationed care, reduced quality and reduced investment in
California's research and technology industries.

 -California's Medical Injury Compensation Reform Act represents a stronger basis for

medical liability reform than the Act's provisions to reduce malpractice costs and should
serve as a national model.
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HOTLINE 6/24/94

CALIFORNIA CABLE

*18 SENATE: DOLE'S GOIN' TO CALIFORNIA FOR HUFFINGTON

Sen. Min. Leader Bob Dole will be in CA 6/25 for a fund-
raiser for Rep. Michael Huffington (R-22) in his bid to unseat
Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D). S.F. CHRONICLE's Wildermuth writes,
this "would not normally be much of a story," but Huffington, who
made millions in his family's TX oil business, "has not really
had to do much fund raising in his short political career."
Huffington has vowed to spend "whatever it takes" to defeat
Feinstein, "but a few checks from traditional GOP sources would
be nice. Dole is just one in what is likely to be a steady
stream of national Republican figures" fundraising for
Huffington. Dole will be featured at a $25/head event for
Huffington in L.A. and a "more intimate" $1,000/head lunch, for
which 200 are expected by the Huffington campaign (6/24).

MONEY MANDATE: SACRAMENTO BEE's Jacobs writes Feinstein "is
starting to fight back" with charges Huffington is attempting to
buy his way into the Senate: "[He] could have diffused a lot of
Feinstein's criticism of he had been a little more patient, spent
a few more years in the House and achieved at lest some success
of respect, however modest, instead of turning around almost
immediately to climb to the next rung" (6215
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"COMMON
SENSE"

No. 2 June 1994

HUFFINGTON WINS

FOCUSES ON FEINSTEIN

Mike Huffington rolled to
a smashing 30-point victory in the
California Republican Senate pri-
mary, setting the stage for a
closely-fought, closely-watched
Senate race against Dianne
Feinstein.

"The message is strong
and clear -- business as usual in
Washington must be stopped,”
Huffington told a cheering throng
ofh of supporters, "[ want
big government out of our wallets
and off our backs."

Huffington noted Feinstein's lack of experience in the pri-
vate sector: "Whether we're talking about welfare, or health care,
or the economy, Dianne Feinstein believes that more government
is the answer... It is high time for common sense to prevail over
liberul nonsense.”

With national interest focused on the race, Huffington
reminded the audience of the broader message of the campaign:
"giving back."

"Most political campaigns are about what government can
do. This campaign is about what people can do," said Huffington.
"Imagine what could happen if each one of us personally took
action, and madc a commitment to solve one problem, or help
one person, right here in our own community.”

MORE ON THE ELECTION

e In the Democratic primary, though she faced only token opposition,
Dianne Feinstein iost more than one out of every four votss cast, She
spent Election Day in Washington, D.C., according to her staff.

® A Los Angeles Times Exit Poll found that 17% of Democratic Pri-
mary voters would vote for Mike Huffington in November. The poll
found only nine percent of Republican primary voters would vote for
Feinatein. According to CNN political analyst William Schneider, "That's
a sign of trouble for Dianne Feinstein, because it shows Democratic de-
fections even though she is 8 well-known incumbent.”

® Mike Huffington won Orange County, home of his opponent, Bill
Dannemeyer, by 8.5 percentage points.
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POLLWATCH

KABC-TV, Los Angeles
Huffington: 41%
Feinstein:42%

KCRA-TYV, Sacramento
Huffington: 39%
Feinstein: 44%

Political/Media Research Inc.
Huffington: 39%
Feinstein: 44%

KNBC-TV, Los Angeles
Huffington: 39%
Feinstein: 45%,

KCAL-TV, Los Angeles
Huffington: 39%
Feinstein: 47%

To Contribute to
Mike Huffington for U.S, Senate
call
1-800-396-MIKE
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CAMPAIGN ROLLS

PHROWUGH CENTRAL VALLEY

Huffington Bus Tour Proves Rousing Success

The Huffington for Senate campaign was "On the Road Again," rolling through California's Central Valley to
bring a message of common-sense changes in the way Washington treats farmers.

Some excerpts from local newspapers:

SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE: With Willie Nelson's
"On the Road Again" blaring from the huge speakers on
top of his bus, Michael Huffington started his search for
votes in the Central Valley..,, spen[ding] two days shaking
hands, talking to local leaders, and testing his campaign
theme of fewer government requirements and more volun-
teer help.

He found plenty of people interested in bouncing
Democret Dianne Feinstein from the Senate in November.
"Have you got a brother who can beat Boxer?" asked one
man sitting in front of a Main Street bakery in Merced,

(6/11)

MODESTO BEE: Huffington met with the San Joaquin
County Farm Bureau in Stockton early in the day....
"Feinstein has said she'd put water for endangered species
ahead of water for farmers," Hut¥ington said. "You've got
farmers who are losing their livelihood because they can't
get enough water." (6/8)

VISALIA TIMES-DELTA: (Huffington] reminded
Visulians that Feiustein voted for President Clinton's bud-
get last year, costing state taxpayers about $27 billion.

"The last income tax raise hit businesses and farm-
ers really hard," Huffington said. "What we don't want to
do is raise income taxes on business and people and take

the money out of this area to send to [Washington), D.C."
(6/10)

FRESNO BEE: [Huffington] campaigned by bus through
a region that has some of the world's richest farmland and
some of the state's highest unemployment..,

He said Dianne Feinstein's support of strict envi-
rommnenial rule and votes for high taxes is not the answer...
"I believe in clean air and clean water, but I also believe
that there are economic consequences to what we do and
they have tc be very balanced," said Huffington. (6/10)

AGRICULTURE and WATER

Celifornia is the crown jewel in the U.S. agricultural system. Our farmers have led the nation in production for 45 years running.

With unly 3 percent of the nation's farmland, we, produce 55 percent of the fruits, nuts and vegetables. Our farmers pour more milk
than Wisconsin, Mike Huffington pledges to keep our farmers on top and make sure their voices are heard all the way to Washing-

tor, D.C.

WATER RIGHTS- While California's agricultural indus-
iry today is using the same amount of water it did 20 years ago,
it is producing at a 50 percent greater rate, Dianne Feinstein
supported the Miller-Bradley Water Law, which diverts up to
AN0,000 acre-feet a year from farms to fish and wildlife. She
also stood by as federal officials cut back promised water deliv-
eries by up to 75%.

WETLANDS POLICY- A Fulton man faces up to five years
in prison for plowing up "wetland" weeds on his family farm
on the advice of local fire officials. The definition of "wet.
lands" now includes land that is satureted only seven days &
year, This policy must be re-cxamincd and changed.

TRADE-- Caiifornia is the country's leading sgricultural cx-
porter, over half to Pacific Rim nations. But our ciosest neigh-
bor, Mexico, only sccounts for one percent of the towl. The
resson? Mexico's tariffs, two-and-a-half times higher than
America’s. Mike Huffington voted for NAFTA 10shrink these
tariffs to zero, Felusteln voted NO,
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GRAZING FEES-- Last year, U.S. Interior Seeretary Bruce
Babbitt tried to raise grazing fees 400%. Feinstein opposed
this == but joined Barbara Boxer in attempting to force Senate
passage of a bill hiking grazing fees 85%. Mike Huffington
will fight such draconian increases,

BABBITT~ From terming Western water usage a "welfure
state" to pledging to blow up dams in order 1o "restore ecologi=
cal balance,” 11.8. Interinr Secretary Bruce Babbitt has become
Bill Clinton's loose cannon. Disnne Feinstein believes Babbitt
1§ "doing a good job." Mike Huffington disagrees.

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT- In February. more than
two dozen state and federal ngents with helicopters swooped
down on Bakersfield farmer Taung Ming-Lin, His crime?
Accidentally killing several endangered kangaroo rats on his
land with his tragtor. Lin now faces jail time, hundredz of thnu-
sands of dollars in fines, an impounded tractor and off-limits
land. Huffington is pledged to common-sense reforms of the
Endangered Species Act to, in his words, “put the well-being of
familics above the well-being of rats.”
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” Memorial Day kicks off the summer - and a Memorial Day

picnic kicked off a long summer of campaigning for Mike
Huffington,

On May 30, the Huffington for U.S. Senate Campaign
threw a family-style picnic for over 200 at their Costa Mesa Head-
quarters in Orange County. Bands, balloons and hot dogs were
part of the All-American fare, complete with a rousing stump
speoch by the candidate himswlf

Guests also could leam about Mike Hufflngion's positions

at an information table. "This picnic was en absolute
success," said Campaigh Manager Bob Schuman. "Our
guests left feeling good about the candidate and the country."
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‘Memorial Day Fest Kicks Off Summer Campmgn

FEIN - FLOP = Health Care

Dienne Feinstein's many and varied positions on health care reform are proving to be quite difficult to follow. As a public service, Huffington for U.S.
Senatc Campaign Manager Bob Schurman trics to guide the reader through Mrs, Feinstein's election-year acrobatics.

November 20, 1893: Feinstein co-sponsors the Clinton
health pian in its entirety, Schuman: "She read the plan,
liked it and endorsed it. However, it eliminates jobs, re.

quires tax increases, erodes doctor-patient privacy, and
sliminates your ability to choose your own doctor.”

April 13, 1884: After the congressional spring recess,
Feinstein says, "No one has seid to me that health care
needs to be pessed this year" (White House Bulletin)
Schuman: "It's 100 bad she wasn't talking to those same
people when she decided to co-spansor the Clinton plan."

May 25, 1984: Feinstein quietly withdraws her suppon,
A Feinstein spokesman says she reassessed her support when
it became clear that the plan will be reworked by five con-
gressional committees, (Oakland Tribune, 6/2) Schuman:
"Does that mean that if the Clinton plan emerges intact from
the committees, she will go back 1o supporting it? And why
did sha not kmow about these committess in November?"

June 2, 1884: Feinstein: "I stand with the president on the
need for health care reform." (AP) Schuman: "Perhaps
she'll support a health care plan that includes coverage for
backbone replacement. She needs one."

WHAT THEY'RE SAYING...

"Yes, Senator Feinstein voted lor the [tax increase], and
80 did Senator Boxer, and If either of them had not, we
would not have had this bill."

PRESIDENT BILL CLINTON (Los Angeles Times, 5/21/84)

“Particularly for us in the White Mouse, [t was unsettling
to see that tax message have an effect”
CLINTON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL, commenting
on Dianna Fainatain's vota for the 1883 tax hika and her
drop In the polis (Los Angeles Times, 6/4/94)

*She's going to have a much tougher race, and the Demo-
crats are worried about it."
BOB BECKEL, CBS "This Morning," 6/1/84

HUFFINGTON BUILDING YVOLUNTEER ARMY

The Huffington for U.S. Senate Campaign is amass-
ing grassroots volunteers from all parts of California. Mike
Huffington is attracting activists who want change in Wash-
ington and want to defeat Dianne Feinstein.

Huffington volunteers are distributing brochures,
posting signs, and handing out campaign literature and but-
tons all over the swte. If you are interested in participating,
contact STEVE SAMUELIAN at 1-800-396-MIKE.

The Huffington volunteer team is working hard at the
local level to get out our message of smaller government, lower
taxes and giving back to the community.

JOIN THE VOLUNTEER TEAM TODAY!

THE HUrFINGTON FOR SENATE CAMPAIGN SALUTES THOSE COU-
RAGEOUS MEN AN WOMEN WHO, 50 YEARS AGD, TOOK THE
BEACHES OF NORMANDY, MAKING THE ENTIRE WORLD SAFB FOR
Democracy. IN THE WORDS OF PORMER PRESIDRNT RoONALD
REAGAN, "WE WILL ALWAYS REMEMBER., WE WILL ALWAYS BE
prOUD. WE WILL ALWAYS BE PREFARED, 30 WE MAY BE ALWAYS
FREB."

ﬁ_ﬁ

To Contribute 1o
Mike Huffington for U.S, Senate
call
1-800-396-MIKE
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My Contract With Youw...

I have spent most of my career in business, not politics, Politicians make commitments with cam romises. Business people
mnkel coplgﬁcn;gnﬂts WI.% contracts, If ygl"electpn‘:e to the U. ém Senate, here's my sigaed " conumP.‘F Eumntm:m with you, the
people o ia.

1. 1 will serve no more than two terms in the U.S, Senate so that [ never become & career polirician.
2. 1 will accept no campaign contributions from the political sctivn committees.
3. 1 will donate all of my take-home pay to charity. I will not participate in the lucrative congressional pension system.

mg -.mtltll keep in close touch with California citizens with a regular schedule of townhall meetings and satellite conferences all
ss the S

5. 1 will vote to conu-nl government spending and eliminate the budget deficit by working for a meaningful constitutional amend-
ment to balance the budget.

- - Mike Huffington

~ Mike Huffington for U.S. Senate
949 South Coast Drive Ste. 100
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Paid for by Californians for Huttington

Yes! I want to secure California's future.
I will volunteer to:

O  Walkmy neighborhood O  Organize my campus
O  Work at headquarters O  Organize my community
O  Phone O  Other
Namc:
Address:
City: State: Zip:
Day Phone: Evening Phone:

Please clip and mail to: Mike Huffington for U.S. Senate
949 South Coast Drive Ste. 100
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
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Food for
The Soul

THE FOURTH INSTINCT
By Arianna Huffington
Simon & Schuster. 251 pp. $22

By Carolyn See

Arianna Huffington argues here that in
addition to the first three instincts that drive
and shape mankind—biological survival, the
urge to power, sexuality—we are endowed
with a “Fourth Instinct,” and “the charge of our
Fourth Instinct is to move us from the tyranny
of our fight-or-flight mechanism to the libera-
tion of a practical spirituality that transforms
our everyday life.” She’s at pains to explain the
cosmos as she perceives it: “Everything is
connected to everything else; every thing, ev
ery molecule, every rock, every living form, is
infused by the same force.” “Some of my
friends,” she writes, “urged me against using
ithe word ‘God’ . . . but to have followed their
advice would have meant amputating from our
spiritual experience thousands of years of
Judeo-Christian and Eastern wisdom that
evoke God, not to mention some of the most
profound poetry and some of the greatest
“literature.”

The book divides into three parts. The first

describes the terrible age we live in, the
approach of the end of this century, the
suggestion that we—as individuals and as
community—have abdicated our responsibility
toward our fellow man and have cravenly
turned that responsibility over to the govern-
ment: “Those addicted to political salvationism
clearly cannot kick the habit.” Our only hope of
a real solution to society’s ills and to our own
. angst is to accept spirituality and the sacred-
ness of all things as our own. We must learn to
eschew duality, embrace unity and harmony.
Who can argue with any of this? A poor sport
could, however, look twice at a sentence that
suggests “. . . on the journey that took us from
the Middle Ages and deposited us at the Me
Generation, we turned down a blind alley.” Is
Huffington really giving Tom Wolfe the same
importance as Erasmus and the Venerable
Bede? '
Part 2 suggests that we look at the Great
Mystery of life as dwelling in the center of a
labyrinth, and that many of the events that
befall us may be thought of as threads that lead
us to that center. These “threads”—which are
dealt with in separate chapters—include heal-
ing (both psychological and physical), relation-
ships, religion, community, art, science and the
powerful teaching of our Fourth Instinct.
Again, Huffington is sometimes tripped up by
her own strange writing: “One of the most
subtly destructive twists in relationships oc-
curs when they become not a thread to truth,
but a quilt to wrap around ourselves to protect
us from the winds of reality which blow where
they will.” A freshman comp teacher, at his
wits’ end, might scrawl in the margin: Block

BOO}G d%ﬁld from the collections at the Do
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that ‘metaphor! But if you tend to believe in
A chisecitlniteisiallomelissasense, and if you
reading the book. o
Huffington is certainly aware that there’s
hard-boiled crowd out there that doesn’t bes
lieve in God, kindness, community, volunteer-
ism, or learning through healing, suffering or
any other damn thing. These people wouldn’t |
meditate or do yoga or give a nickel to the:
poor if you paid them. They're way too heavily+
into survival, power and sex. They tend tobe a;
mean-spirited lot, and they'd be certain to!
bring up Huffington’s relative lack of academic
specialization, She’s parlayed a Cambridge de-.
gree into enough authority to write about “The!
Female Woman,” “Maria Callas: The Woman'
Behind the Legend,” “The Gods of Greece,”
“Picasso: Creator and Destroyer” (in which she.
was impudent enough to ask the question: If!
Picasso was into torturing his girlfriends, why |
are we supposed to consider him a great artist?.

This sent many establishment art critics into ay
tizzy fit from which they have yet to recover). |

And now she writes—with more authori-}
ty—about God, tendentiously referring to
Him, Her or It as the Fourth Instinct until your
could cry out with irritation.. But it's a free!
country! If Arianna Huffington wants to write;
about God, and say—breaking her own good;
advice about the evil of duality and separa-{
tion—that God belongs everywhere except in\
“Political Salvationism,” she can certainly do it.}

Other atheistic grumps will also be bound to,

" bring up the fact that Arianna is married to;

Rep. Michael Huffington, a California Republi-i
can running for the U.S. Senate whose father;
is worth $300 million in oil money. Could there,
be a hidden agenda here? Arianna Huffington!
comes out strong for motherhood and God:}
What’s next—highway safety? }

I think those atheistic grumps would be;
wrong. It takes a lot of courage to (perhaps;
naively) espouse the spiritual life, and the voice!
here is clear and likable. You might disagree,
with Huffington, or even dismiss her as a little;
bit cracked, but if you knew her and your kid]
was sick, she sounds like somebody you'd call!
up right away for encouragement, or a gjid tos
the doctor. And the world she g i
Part 3, after we have spiritually evolved§
sounds like a very pleasant place. »

-

N
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EVANS-NOVAK POLITICAL REPORT, June 14, 1994 Page 6

GOP_Opportunities: Talk of whether

candidates should run with Clinton has thus far
House '94 overlooked the fact many Democrats are sitting in
districts where Clinton did not fare well in 1992.
Fully 50 Democratic held seats were won by George
Bush in 1992. Another measure of something less than great enthusiasm for Clinton
are the 53 Democratic districts where support for Clinton did not surpass 40 per
cent. As the accompanying map shows, most of these seats are clustered in the
South with a fair number sprinkled throughout the Midwest. The large number of

such seats help explain why Minority Leader Gingrich puts the absolute, pie-in-the-
sky upper limit of GOP gains at 65 seats.

REPUBLICANHOUSE TARGETS

TOTAL -- 53

= i -~ ~
o>
HAWAII C> :
ALASKN States with Democratic-held

districts in which Clinton received
40% or less of the '92 vote

o # -- number of such districts per state

[ d
i =t

California: Polls showing Rep. Michael
Huffington (R) in a dead heat with Sen. Dianne
Senate '94 Feinstein (D) mortify Democrats. Her quiet, almost
secretive removal of sponsorship of the Clinton
health care plan goes against the Democratic
script. Feinstein was thought to be in great shape after jamming the assault
weapon ban through Congress, which resulted in Huffington becoming one of the few
GOPers to support it. But Huffington's huge media buys may be paying off.
Feinstein was likely also hurt by her first ad, a confusing version of the 1988
Dukakis ad purporting to show opponents scheming to go negative. One guess is a
more conventional ad featuring Feinstein could open her lead back up. But if it
doesn't, the race could stay close until November. Leaning Democratic Retention.

Montana: Sen. Conrad Burns (R) would have preferred a rematch with former Sen.
John Melcher (D), but attorney Jack Mudd (D) easily topped Melcher in last week's
primary. Mudd can now use the same anti-Washington message against Burns. This is
one of the few races the GOP is worried about. Leaning Democratic Retention. Page 54 of 64
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HOTLINE 6/13/94

*#*14 SENATE: HUFFINGTON PLEDGES NEVER TO RELEASE TAX RETURNS

"Despite attacks from" CA Dems, Rep. Michael Huffington (R-
22) said 6/9 that "he will never make his income tax returns
public." Huffington: "The requirement for running for Congress
or Senate is to file financial disclosure statements. I've done
that, so there is no reason to release my tax returns."
Huffington "made the statement despite having raised the federal
tax issue himself in a hard-hitting television advertising
attack" on Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D). In the spots, Huffington
says he has always paid his taxes. But he "has failed to provide
proof by producing his own tax returns, and when questioned
further about his reasoning, the congressman cut off the
discussion." Huffington manager Bob Schuman "said that privacy
is part of the issue -- and that Huffington is more entitled to
privacy than Feinstein": " (Huffington's) money all came from his
job as a successful private businessman, while Feinstein and
others have spent years getting public money in salaries. He
doesn't have the same obligation to disclose his income."
Feinstein's "backers were enraged by the Huffington television
spot earlier this month that used the tax records the senator
released to charge that she paid no federal income tax for three
years -- 1978, 1979 and 1985." Feinstein manager Kam Kuwata:

"In that commercial, he has the gall to say that he 'pays every
penny of income tax he owes and then some. ... How does anyone
know that?" (Wildermuth, S.F. CHRONICLE, 6/10).

A TWOFER: "Taking aim at two of the state's most explosive
political issues," Feinstein "called [6/9] for illegal immigrants
who commit crimes in the U.S. to be jailed in their native
countries." The plan could save CA "hundreds of millions of
dollars by ridding its jails" of illegal immigrant lawbreakers.
"Countries that refuse to participate would be penalized with the
loss of foreign aide or with trade sanctions." The plan is
"appealing for political reasons, because it addresses both crime
and immigration, issues of great concern to Californians"
(Sandalow, S.F. CHRONICLE, 6/10).

"TIME" FOR A CLOSER LOOK: TIME's Van Biema mentions
Huffington in a piece headered: "What Money Can Buy ...
Challenging incumbents has become a rich person's game. But what
kind of Congress will it create?" (6/20 issue).

Page 55 of 64
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HOTLINE 6/7/94

*18 SENATE: ANOTHER POLL SHOWS EVEN CLOSER GENERAL ELECTION

A KABC poll, conducted 5/30-6/2 by Richard Hertz Research,
surveyed 692 registered voters; margin of error +/- 4%; GOP
subsample: 270 RVs; +/- 6% (6/3). Tested: Sen. Dianne Feinstein
(D), frosh Rep. Michael Huffington (R-22), ex-Rep. Bill
Dannemeyer (R) and atty Kate Squires (R).

KABC KCAL PMR LA TIMES FIELD
GOP PRIMARY 5/30-6/2  5/26-29 5/26-29 5/21-25 5/11-16
Huffington 31% 35% 33% 35% 37%
Dannemeyer 19 b 14 21 2%
Squires 10 5 10 8 6
Undec. 39 42 43 36 36
GENERAL ELECTION KABC KCAL PMR IAT FIELD KABC
Feinstein 42% 47% 44% 52% 48% Feinstein 45%
Huffington 41 39 39 38 41 Dannemeyer 40

Acting Sec/State Tony Miller (D) has predicted a turnout of
only 40% in today's primary election. If Miller is correct, "it
would constitute the lowest voter turnout for a regular statewide
primary election since figures were compiled in 1916." Pollster
Mervin Field predicted only 38% of voters would vote, meaning
that only 29% of those eligible to vote would be making the big
decisions in the primary. Field said those voting "will be
older, whiter, more likely employed, better educated and will
have more income than those who do not vote." Records show 14 of
19 million CA citizens are eligible to vote (Yoachum, S.F.
CHRONICLE, 6/7).

AND THE AWARD GOES TO: S.F. CHRONICLE's Epstein writes,
"the award for worst TV political ad" of the primary season goes
to Feinstein for an attack ad on Huffington. A panel of six
voters "who spent an evening watching and evaluating nine of this
spring's batch of 30-second spots" as part of the CHRONICLE's
"Voice of the Voter" project gave the "dubious award" to
Feinstein. 1In Feinstein's spot, actors posing as Huffington's ad
execs "are trying to figure out how to smear" Feinstein, "along
the way mentioning many of Huffington's shortcomings and

Feinstein's political strengths." Feinstein's spot "may be
sending the wrong message to some voters, who do not seem to
understand who was trying to smear whom." However, the panel was

"unanimous in saying that political ads in general are a real
turnoff and a poor way to operate a democracy," which is bad news
for CA, where TV spots "are the best way for those seeking
statewide office to reach voters." The panel split on the best
ad, with two choosing Gov. Pete Wilson's (R) immigration ad and 2
choosing opponent/Treas. Kathleen Brown's (D) ad on the CA
economy under Wilson (6/7).

REALITY BITES: L.A. TIMES' Lesher writes, "the reality of a
major Senate battle sunk in" last week when Feinstein and
Huffington exchanged attack ads. NRSC spokesperson Gary Koops:
"This race has certainly caught the eye of a lot of people who
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didn't view it as an opportunity a year ago." What is "most
disturbing" for Dems is that Huffington's "major criticism" of
Feinstein is her vote in favor of Pres. Clinton's '93 economic
package. It "caught the attention of the White House because
Republicans might pick up the same issue if it proves effective
against one of the Democrat's strongest incumbents." One Admin.
source: "It's a bit unsettling to see how many (polling) points
she can be hurt with just a few weeks of ads and particularly,
for us in the White House, it was unsettling to see that tax
message have an effect. ... If she loses based on the economic
plan, we could be in real trouble" (5/4).

ARIANNA AMBITION: Under the header "Her Brains, His Money,"
W. POST's Hamilton profiles Huffington and his wife, Arianna. A
Huffington victory in the primary, "will be due in no small part
to the extraordinary influence of his wife." So much so, that
Huffington "must answer the charge that he is just a vehicle for
Arianna Huffington's ambitions." Describing her relationship
with her husband, an acquaintance of the couple: "I think of that
thing in John Hurt in 'Alien,' but with better hair. She's found
a host" (6/5). The Huffingtons are featured in a piece by
NEWSWEEK's Fineman (6/13 issue).
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HOTLINE 6/3/94

*23 SENATE: ANOTHER POLL PUTS FEINSTEIN BELOW 50% IN GENERAL

A KCAL-TV News poll, conducted 5/26-29 by Mark Baldassare &
Assoc., surveyed 600 registered voters; margin of error +/- 4%.
Dem subsample has a +/- 6% error rate and the GOP subsample has a
7% error rate (KCAL release, 6/1). Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D)
meets either frosh Rep. Michael Huffington (R-22), ex-Rep. Bill
Dannemeyer (R) or atty Kate Squires.

KCAL PMR LA TIMES FIELD
GOP PRIMARY 5/26-29 5/26-29 5/21-25 5/11-16
Huffington 35% 33% 35% 37%
Dannemeyer 17 14 21 21
Squires 5 10 8 6
Undec. 42 43 36 36
GENERAL ELECTION KCAL PMR LAT FIELD
Feinstein 47% 44% 52% 48%
Huffington 39 39 38 41

DIFI WITHDRAWS CLINTON HEALTH PLAN SUPPORT: OAKLAND
TRIBUNE's Wadman reports Feinstein has withdrawn her support from
the Clinton health plan (see #4) (6/2).

OPEN WARFARE: L.A. TIMES' Lesher writes just 24 hours after
Feinstein accused Huffington of "dodging" his CA taxes in a TV
ad, Huffington "responded in kind" with a new TV spot "raising
questions about whether Feinstein has paid enough federal taxes."
Huffington's ad said he has paid "every penny in tax that he

owes." It then "escalated the exchange by saying that Feinstein
is a millionaire 'and yet in three separate years, (she) paid no
federal income taxes.'" Huffington manager Bob Schuman

"acknowledged he had no evidence that Feinstein owed taxes" those
three years. He said the info was revealed when Feinstein
released her income tax records in the '90 gov. race. Huffington
has declined to release his own tax records but responded to the
Feinstein ad: "Almost my entire life, I was a Texas resident. =i
They're going to say, 'He was a Texan. Well, you're right. I am
now a Californian." Feinstein officials called the ad
particularly "sleazy" because Feinstein did not pay taxes in '78-
79 due to medical costs associated with death of her husband.
Feinstein adviser Bill Carrick: "He's pretty sleazy. ... Even

during the (1990 Pete) Wilson and Feinstein war, nobody stooped
this low" (6/2).
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HOTLINE 6/2/94

*21 GOP: REMARKS BEFORE GAY GOP GROUP COST EXEC. DIR. HIS JOB
CA GOP Exec. Dir. Bob Carpenter "lost his job last week
because of highly critical remarks" about the GOP right wing he
made before the Log Cabin Club of L.A., a group of gay GOPers. A
senior GOP official "said Carpenter was forced to quit because of
his biting comments about the right-oriented College Republicans,
the strong conservative California Republican Assembly" and
several individuals. Carpenter addressed the Log Cabin group
after he and his wife, Pat Giardina-Carpenter, joined the club.
Giardina-Carpenter also resigned as the CA GOP finance director.
POLITICAL PULSE's Lembke writes, "At a time when state GOP
chairman Tirso del Junco is attempting to present a united front
in this election year, Carpenter's remarks were interpreted by
the party's hierarchy as highly divisive." Carpenter was quoted
in the Gay and Lesbian Times as saying that CA College
Republicans are "intolerant" and that "unfortunately, the people
who are the leaders" of the CA GOP "at this point are the [CA GOP
Chair] Jim Dignans and the Bill Dannemeyer and others. We have
created a Republican Party that is probably intolerant of anyone
other then themselves and quite frankly, it scares the hell out
of me." A GOP official: "When I saw that article, I realized it
was over. ... Tirso realized that there would be a blood bath at
the convention [9/94] if [Carpenter] was still director" (5/27).
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TV MONITOR

*22 THIS MORNING: ABC's "GMA" hosted WA Nat'l Guard Col.
Margarethe Cammermeyer and ex-NBA star Bill Walton and aired a
taped interview with Roy Rogers. NBC's "Today" hosted Acting
House Ways & Means Chair Sam Gibbons from Paris and asst.
Sec/State Robert Gallucci. "“CBS This Morning" hosted ex-
Ambassadors to S. Korea Donald Gregg and James Lilley.

LAST NIGHT: ABC led with Dan Rostenkowski. NBC led with N.
Korea. CBS and CNN led with the latest Rodney King verdict.
"MacNeil/Lehrer" led with Clinton and D-Day. CNBC's "Equal Time"
hosted Concord Coalition's Warren Rudman. CNN's "Larry King
Live" hosted Reps. Bob Matsui (D-CA) , Bill Thomas (R-CA) and
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HOTLINE 6/1/94
*17 SENATE: ANOTHER POLL PUTS DIFI BELOW 50% VS. HUFFINGTON

A S.F. EXAMINER poll, conducted 5/26-29 by Political/Media
Research, surveyed 801 likely voters; margin of error +/- 3.5%.
GOP subsample: 289 LVs; +/- 5.6% (6/1). The L.A. TIMES poll
surveyed 1,471 RVs 5/21-25; +/- 3%. The Field Poll surveyed 758
RVs 5/11-16; +/- 3%. Tested: Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D), Rep.
Michael Huffington (R-22), ex-Rep. Bill Dannemeyer (R) and atty
Kate Squires (R). Primary 6/7.

FAV/UNFAV (GOP only)

GOP PRIMARY PMR TIMES FIELD PMR TIMES
Huffington 33% 35% 37% 39 / 9 30 / 6
Dannemeyer 14 21 21 20 ./ 7 23 ) 7
Squires 10 8 6 8 Sk .
Undecided 43 36 36

PMR AMONG ALL
FEINSTEIN JOB NOW 1/94 FEINSTEIN FAV/UNFAV
Excellent/Good 38% 50% NOwW 38% / 33%
Fair/Poor 57 43 1/94 44 / 30
GENERAL ELECTION PMR TIMES FIELD
Feinstein 44% 52% 48%
Huffington 39 38 41
Feinstein 47% 53% 50%
Dannemeyer 34 20 36

Feinstein began airing her first ads of the race 5/31 with a
statewide buy that portrays Huffington "as a millionaire Texas
carpetbagger who dodged" CA income taxes. Huffington "said he
had done nothing to aveoid paying his proper taxes" and called the
ad "a desperate act from a desperate politician." Huffington and
his wife claimed separate residences from 1988-91, he in TX and
she in CA. Huffington "saved hundreds of thousands of dollars
because there is no state income tax" in TX. The Feinstein
campaign "stopped short of saying that Huffington acted
illegally, calling instead for an investigation" by the state.
The tax issue "forced Huffington into the no-win situation of
defending himself by highlighting his recent Texas roots." 1In
the ad, which will run for two weeks, a "simulated group of
Huffington ad executives discuss the difficulty they've had in
developing a campaign strategy for a flawed candidate facing a
popular incumbent." One strategist: "Nobody said it was going
to be easy to beat Feinstein with a Texas oil millionaire. ...
The only thing that will work is negative ads -- and lots of
'em." Another strategist: "It's Willie Horton time again"
(Lesher, L.A. TIMES, 6/1).

BACK ATCHA: Huffington began airing a new :30 TV ad 5/26
attacking Feinstein on crime. L.A. TIMES' Lesher: "A problem for
Huffington's campaign, however, is that Feinstein is in her third
consecutive statewide campaign and many of the attacks have been
tested before" (5/27). Dem analyst Bob Beckel on Feinstein:
"She's going to have a much tougher race, and the Democrats are
worried about it" ("CBS This Morning," 6/1).
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HOTLINE 6/3/94

%24 BALLOT INITIATIVES: WIDE SUPPORT FOR ANTI-IMMIGRATION PROP

The Times POLL surveyed 1,471 registered voters 5/21-25; the
margin of error is +/-4% (L.A. TIMES, 5/31). The following
prospective fall ballot initiatives were tested:

TMMIGRATION: MEASURE TO BAR ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS FROM
ATTENDING PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND EXCLUDE THEM FROM ALL BUT EMERGENCY
HEALTH CARE

For 59%
Against 32

The poll found that almost three-fifths of latinos opposed
the measure and blacks narrowly opposed it. Whites favored it
64%-26%. The poll also showed that Gov. Pete Wilson (R) "could
extract some political benefit from his support of the measure.
It was favored majorities of independents, moderates, whites, the
elderly and women, all groups Wilson must court aggressively in
the fall." Dem gov. hopefuls Treas. Kathleen Brown, Insur.
Commis. John Garamendi and state Sen. Tom Hayden oppose it
(Decker, L.A. TIMES, 5/31).

SMOKING: TO REPLACE ALL LOCAL SMOKING REGULATIONS WITH ONE
STATEWIDE STANDARD, WHICH WOULD BE LESS STRICT THAN MANY OF THE
LOCAL ORDINANCES

For 45%
Against 49

The initiative "is being shepherded by forces who oppose the
270 local smoking restrictions that have popped up in recent
years." The measure would repeal all local anti-smoking
ordinances and replace them with a "single statewide smoking law
that is weaker then the existing bans" in cities like San
Francisco, Sacramento and L.A.. But "in a move that could keep
the Philip Morris-backed smoking initiative off the ballot,"
acting Sec/State Tony Miller (D) said 6/1 that "he will seek a
court order to survey the people who signed petitions for the
measure to see if they were duped." Some signers complained that
sponsors "represented the initiative as a tough no-smoking
measure, not a drive backed by the nation's largest cigarette
maker" (Lucas, S.F. CHRONICLE, 6/2).

HEALTH CARE: TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH CARE COVERAGE
TO ALL CALIFORNIANS BY REPLACING THE CURRENT SYSTEM WITH ONE RUN
BY THE STATE AND FINANCED BY TAXES

For 34%

Against 54
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CALIFORNIA

Charlotte M. Mousel
National Committeewoman

Present

National Committeewoman, California, elected -
August 16, 1988

First Vice President, NFRW, 1990 - 1993

Previous

President, CANFRW, 1978 - 1979

Secretary, California State Party, 1985 - 1986, 1987 - 1988

Vice Chairman, Southern Region, 1981 - 1984

Southern Regional Parliamentarian, 1981 - 1986

Parliamentarian, Board of Directors and Executive Committee,
1987 - 1988

Orange County, Reagan - Bush, 1980

Co-Chairman, California Women for Reagan - Bush, 1984

Chairman, Orange County Victory ‘88

Presidential Elector, 1984, 1988

Third Vice President, NFRW, 1982 - 1985

Second Vice President, NFRW, 1987 - 1989

RNC Activity

Delegate, Republican National Convention, 1980, 1984, 1988,
1992

Member, RNC Rules Committee, 1989 -

Member, Committee on Contests, Republican National
Convention, 1992

Personal
Spouse: George
Children: One
Education: Hamilton Business College, El Camino College,
U.C.LA.
(cont.)
16 9/93
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CALIFORNIA

Daniel E. Lungren
National Committeeman

Present

National Committeeman, California, elected - August 16, 1988
Attorney General, State of California, 1990 -

Member, California State Party, 1976 -

Previous

Vice Chairman, Commission on Wartime Relocation and
Internment of Civilians

Staff Assistant, Senator George Murphy (R-CA), 1969

Staff Assistant, Senator William Brock (R-TN), 1969 - 1971

Political Assistant, Honorable Robert Finch, 1973

Member, United States House of Representatives, 1979 - 1989

RNC Activity

Assistant to Co-Chairman and Director of Special Programs,
RNC, 1971 - 1972

Delegate, Republican National Convention, 1980, 1984, 1988,
1992

Member, Committee on Arrangements, Republican National
Convention, 1992

Personal

Spouse: Bobbi

Children: Three

Education: B.A., University of Notre Dame;
J.D., Georgetown University

(cont.)

17 9/93
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CALIFORNIA

Tirso del Junco
Chairman

Present

State Chairman, California, elected - February 28, 1993

Chairman, Board of Trustees, Queen of Angels Hospital Clinic
and Research Foundation

Advisory Board Member, Frawly Enterprises

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the Sovereign
Military Order of Malta to Nicaragua, 1978 -

Member, Board of Regents, University of California

Previous

Vice Chairman, Wilson for Governor, 1990

Vice Chairman, Board of Governors, U.S. Postal Service

Finance and Steering Committees, Bush for President, 1988

National Chairman, Hispanic Voters, Reagan - Bush, 1984

National Chairman, “VIVA”, 1984

Chairman, California State Party, 1981 - 1982

Vice Chairman, California State Party, 1979 - 1980

Secretary, California State Party, 1972 - 1976

President, California Republican Assembly, 1968

Founder and former Chairman of the Board, Los Angeles
National Bank

Captain, U.S. Army, 1955 - 1957

RNC Activity

Delegate, Republican National Convention, 1968, 1972, 1976,
1980, 1984, 1988

Chairman, Republican National Hispanic Assembly, 1983 -
1985

(cont.)
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