
Kathleen Brown, Another Wobbly New Democrat 
By JoEI. KrrrKIN 

LOS ANGELES- With her victory In 
California's gubernatorial primary yester· 
day, Kathleen Brown has emerged as the 
newest rising star of the Democratic 
Party. But for those who saw in her a New 
Oemocrat standard-bearer, she has been a 
source of profound disappointment. 

Fundamentally, New Democratic poll· 
tics revolves around a realization or the 
central role of the entrepreneurial "new 
economy." But In recent months Ms. 
13rown has shifted her political "body Ian· 
guage" -and campaign-away from this 
1990s economic perspective to a big-labor· 
oriented perspective more finnly rooted in 
the politics of the 1930s or 1960s. For in· 
stance, Instead of visiting the thriving in· 
formation-age companies now creating 
jobs In telecommunications, Ms. Brown in 
recent weeks walked the picket line of the 
Communication Workers of America, a 
union losing members and Influence In the 
fast ·moving industry. 

Perhaps nothing better illustrates this 
backward·looklng tendency than Ms. 
Brown's campaign ads, which feature the 
slogan "America's Best Treasurer to Re· 
vive America's Worst Economy." The Cal· 
ifornla In these ads has little to do with 
the "grass-roots capitalism" that she 
spoke of months earlier In a meeting with 
growth-company CEOs In Orange County. 
The ads' depiction of California-locked 
up factory buildings and references to the 
"days of the Great Depression" -hark 
back Instead to the 1930s Imagery that so 

excites the state's union activists. 
Ms. Brown's return to such old Democ· 

ratic standbys suggests the tremendous 
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· 
nia economy "the worst," since virtually 
all the new jobs in the state are being ere· 
ated by micro· businesses and fast growing 
"gazelle" firms, almost all nonunion. This 
year California boasted 33 of the 100 
fastest-growing public firms listed on the 
annual Inc. Magazine list. 

But the union leadership represents 
only 600,000 California workers, less than 
half the number of self-employed people In 
the state. Moreover, last year successful 
Republican mayoral candidate Richard 
Riordan received roughly half the union 
vote in Los Angeles against a candidate 
backed by organized labor. Thus, Ms, 
Brown's growing Identification with labor 
seems less a reflection of economic or even 
electoral reality than a kind of totemic re· 
flex among party members that to be 
"real" Democrats they must have the 
blessings of the labor leadership. 

Perhaps the firnt sign of this came In the 
fall. Up to then she had led many to believe 
she was a strong free trader; she talked 
convincingly about "California's role In the 
global economy." But she turned tail and 
denounced Nafta. But the Nafta cave·ln 
was not the end to the unmaking of this 
New Democrat. Once Inside the Brown 
tent, the union establishment seemed to 

work against any Ideas about cutting gov-
ernment costs that could have cost bureau· 
cratlc jobs; something Ms. Brown seemed 
to favor in earlier conversations with bust· 
ness people and economists. "It's because 
she's been captured by SEIU (Service Em· 
ployees International Union! advisers," 
admits one top campaign aide. "She can't 
propose job cuts, at least not now.'' ' 

So instead of using Gov. Wiison's Inabil-
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 · billion 
budget deficit? In· 
stead or cutting the 
state budget, as even 
Democratic primary 
rival Tom Hayden 
called for, she pro-
poses fll,llng In the gap 

· with bond financing. Kathleen Brown 
This embrace of more Indebtedness should 
not come as a surprise: Her most consistent 
backers In her short political career have 
come from the ranks of Investment banks ! 

that profit from bond sales. 
A fonner bond lawyer herself, 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 or the party's cor· 
poratlst wing and longtime advocate for a 

neo·New Deal style "Industrial policy." 
This drift toward a statlst liberal orien· 

talion has diminished her ability to speak 
forcibly about the true dynamism of the 
California economy. Instead of campaign· 
Ing at the site of fast-growing companies 
that she formerly visited-like BACE Plas· 
tics In Anaheim-Ms. Brown now takes her 
economic lead from the likes of Mike Gage, 
the politico who runs the wobbly Calstart 
electric-car consortium. 

But perhaps the biggest cost of Ms. 
Brown's current drift lies In sacrificing the 
critical Issue of optimism. Months ago, she 
could rightly denounce Pete Wiison for his 
negative lmmlgrant·bashlng and calling 
the state "a bad product." 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 lost. Some Brown 
advisers claim that, after the primary; she 
wlll drop the "worst economy" message 
and reassert her New Democrat creden· 
tlals. ,"She's had problems with the slo· 
gan," one Democrat strategist acknowl· 
edges. "She knows It's problematic and 
has a shelf·llfe problem. There's going to 
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 again that her "happy" 
face provides the Callfomla electorate 

· with the best antidote to the dreary 
prospect of four more years of Mr. Wilson. 
But that will require Ms. Brown and other 
Detnocrats to stop replaying the beloved 
"struggles" of the 1960s and the 1930s, and 
start focusing on the enormous economic 
opportunities of the decade �a�~�e�a�d�.� 

Mr. Kotkin is a Los Angeles-based fellow 
with the Center for the New West and the 
Progressive Policy Institute, a think tank , -.. 
connected with the Democratic Leadership 
Council in Washington. 
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GOVERNOR 

WILS8N 
1020 12th STREET, STE 300 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 
TELEPHONE 916.565 .1 994 

A neW poll of likely voters by a 
major Democratic polling 

firm shows: 

Pete Wilson 44 °/o. 
Kathleen Brown 36o/o 
Neither 7% 
Undecided 12o/o 

That puts us 8 points_ ahead! 

N0 . 520 P001 / 001 

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

Pete Wilson 43 °/o 
Kathleen Brown 42% • 
Undecided 15% 

0 .... 1..i ....... k. \ . f"' ..... ;.-, ,,..,,..p c ...... ... ' "'il .... t"'l.n r .... m,.....i+i aeio 
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Team Wilson '94 Newsletter May"94 

I ·Howard Jarvis Taxpayers 
' 

Association Endorses Wilson 
' 
i 

Pete Wilson has earned ~e reputation as a tight-fisted manager of government spending. He understands the meaning 
o( a "hard-eameddollarn and has consistently fought to keep costs and taxes to a minimum. 

· . Despite unprecedented btldget gaps, Governor Wilson has balanced the budget every year he has been in office while 
-increasing funding for his twd top priorities - children and public safety . . ,, - ·., . I .... · I .. ' . 

. · >.··~duCed Spen.ding · 1 

.. - . ' .... " '" " -'." . . .. .. ; . . 1 .. 
. ' .' Both Joel Fo~ presiden~ bf the Howard Jarvis Ta.A-payers Association and Jay Curtis, president of the Los Angeles 
TaA"Payers Association empha~ized that the Wilson Adnlinistrarion his slashed govern:IDem spending by $2.10 for every 
dollar raised in new revenues,\ cut the size of govermnent by 4.5 billion dollars and last year enacred the most sweeping 
package of job-creating reforrtjs since Howard Jarvis' own Proposition 13. 

Over the past three years, nad Wilson not made the tough decision to cut spending, the srate General Fund would be S 16 
billion higher than it is today. tThat would mean a burden of Sl JOO more in taxes for the average California taxpayer. I 

I 
I 

I 

'Thfoughout ~cweer Pete Wilson has been. the last line of defense for California's taxpayers. 
If you care about the way governmenl han.dle.s your money then you want Pere Wilson as your 
Governor warchi.Ag oui for your tar dollars. We must keev this taxpayer's friend in the 
Governor's Q,Qice!" 
·- Joel Fox, President of the Howard Jarvis Ta"'(payers Association, April 11, 1994 I 

i 

Cutting the State Budget 

Governor Wilson cur General Fund spending by $4 .5 billion, from $4 3.3 billion in 1991-92 to a~projected $38.8 billion 
in the coming budget year. Gen~ral Fund spending per person in California is projected to be $220 lower this year than when 
Governor Wilson first took offi¢e. No orher California Governor since the end of World Was II has actually reduced State 
spending frorn year to year! 1 

i "lnfouiyearsasGovernor,he (Pere Wilson) cu.rch.e. state budger-noijustreduced its rme of growth 
but actually shrunk it. .. In the lase four years he has fought off every efforr co turn back the clock 
to rhe days of rax-wld-spend here in California_ In the !LI.st four years he has advanced our greaJ 
conservative cause of restoring personal freedom to the people." 
- President Ronald Reagan, February 28, 1994, Republican Convention : I 

I 

Leading the Nation in Spendin~ Cuts 
I 

. I . Atarirne when other states' general fundex'J)enditures are increasing by an average of 3 percent a year, Governor Wilson's 
proposed General Fund budget f~r the coming year will cut spending by 10.5 percent below the 1991-92 levels. 

i 
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'CALIFORNIA ELECTIONS 

Wilso11 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." Wi\>;nn tr\lrl 

--~~~~~~~~~~ 

WASHI NGTON EDITION I 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 
Browr: said her ' position was not based on . 
logic or philosophy, nor on arguments over 
the death penalty's effectiveness as a 
deterrent. She described her reasoning as a 
"gut thing," based on her family · and 
r<;ligious 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. 

"I oppose it because my father taught me 
it was wrong and the religious 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 it answers the requirements of 
justice." · ' · · 

Wilson quoted extens.ivelyr from . Pat 
Brown's book, "Public Justice, Private 
Mercy, a Governor's Education op _Death 
Row." · ·~· : 

In weighing one case, Brown wrote: "I 
was trying to move beyond legal limits as I 
looked for reasons to commute" an in-
mate's death sentence . . 

In another case tho aldo D 

... 
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for Opposing 
Death Penalty 
By DANIEL M. WEINTRAUI3 
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 
slate's ultimate criminal sentence. · 

"She says that her . opposition to the 
death penalty 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 
daughter, she would not .be a go_od gover-
nor." 

Wilson added: "With all respect to Pat 
Brown, nowever 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. . 
· "That is typical Pete Wilson," she ~aid. 
"If Pete Wilson wants to ridicule me and 
my father and ·my family values, I would 
say Pete Wilson has a problem witJ;l his 
values.'" 

Brown, who is seeking to follow her 
father and her brother, former Gov. Ed-
mund ' G. (Jerry) Brown, into the state's 

'I 

'If Pete'.Wilson wants to '> 
ridicule me and my fath~r and ·. 
my family va_lues, I would s·a·y · 

· Pete Wilson has a proble111 with 
. . .. ,;.j'.i .: ';';:'.l)i.~ . ~!,l .11:1~~..'.:.; ... ,;,,: ~~ :. ;; . 

--- . ------ _..., ..... deterrent. She described her reasoning as a 
"gut thing," based on her family · and 
r~ligious 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. 

"I oppose it because my father taught me 
it was wrong and the religious 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 legitim.ate form of punishment, I 
think it answers the requirements of 
justice.'' ' ' 

Wilson quoted extens,ively 1 from Pal 
Brown's book, "Public Justice, Private 
Mercy, a Governor's Education op J)eath 
Row." · . · ·;: . 

In weighing one case, Brown wrote: "I 
was trying 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," B~own " wrote, "how 
sending him · to "the ·gas chamber woul.d 
deter some future frightened .would-be 
robber from · panicking and stri~ing oµt ,at 
his victim." · · · . : · 
. · Wilson's poi,nt: If Kathleen Brown says 
she is following the example of h~r father, 
then her father's reasoning and actions are 
fair game for , criticism~ . And. the, record, 
Wilson said, shows that' Pat Brown, as time 

. wore on leaned more toward granting · 
. clemenc; than denying .it. ' " · ' 
· . "We know . .,. clearly .. what Pat Browp 

brought to these deliberations,'~ ... Wilson 
said. "He was,-1.think, a .good man but he 
agonized and was ambivalent .and through 
life his attitude changed; More and more he 
was able to find excuses · for ·.granting 
clemency. I would not have ,found ·. those 
excuses.'' '" · .. , " . , , ... 

Wilson also criticized an Assembly com-
mittee for bottling up two bills· to expand 
the death penally · 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 oppos.ition to them · during the . 
fall campaign. "' " ··. · · ·'" 

. ··.·· ... 
Times staff writer Glenn Bunting In Washing-

ton contributed to t~ls story. · . 
0

1" : . 

.. 

I 

.1 
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PETE WILSON 
C'-OV<OF>NOr! 

§tat£ of QCalifurnia 
GOVERNOR'S OFFlCE OF PLANNlNG AND REScARCH 

1400 TE~·lTH STRE~ 
SACRAMENTO 95314 

\VILS0.~1S OFFICE OF PIMN.ING AND RESEARO-i REL.EASES 
ECO.~QV.IIC ANALYSIS OF CL1?'41U"\f HEALIB CARE PLi\N: 

LEE GRISSOM 
c: :~~C7~ 

PIAN COUID CDST CALIFORt"VIA l\IORE JOBS THAN DEFENSE DO\vNSJZlNG 

EMBARGOED FOR RELEASE 
Until 10:00 Afv~ Friday) Jtme 3! 1994 

CONTACTS: Philip Romero 
Paul Nfmer 
(916) 322-2318 

. Governor.Pete Wilson's Office of Planning and Research rel.eJScd a report to the 
Governor today that projects Cali.forria could lose 650!000 jobs from the Clinton Health Pbn --
more tha.1 from all defense cutbacks to date. 111e report, v\hich evaluates the Plan's economic 
impact on both the U.S. and Califomi3: is titled "Above AIL Do No Harm: the Clinton He:1lth 
Plan's Economic Risks foe California." 

' 

The study concludes that tL11der the Pla.r1, health spmding would increase enough to 
suppress 3.7 million jobs. Those losses \Vould come as priv:lte employers lay off workers --
primarily lmv-paid v1orkers such as rdail clerks and rwtaurnnt employees -- in response to 
mandated health premiwns~ and due to the depressing impact of higher ta'<es to fmarice 
exparided federally-funded health coYerage. Promised hLllth care savings \vould not come until 
the year 2000 at k0t 

The Plan's octual consequences \.Yould proba.1:Jly be much worse., .bov . .-ever_, because few 
analysts expect it to control health spending cs completely as the Admin.istration predicts. The 
Congressional Budget Office's Febrn.:...-y report pr0je-.:ted th2! the Plan \Yili deviate 3% from its 
savin2"s goal. Levvin-VHI, an indepmdent cor.:.sulting firm, believes the Administration ha.5 
undcrestiJnated premiums by 17%. TI1e Office of Mari.agement and Budget has estimated that 
net savings could be as little as oniy 30% of the Whte House's forecast. 

OPR did not specify a single forecast; but examined the consequences of a very modest 
shortfall in the Plan's savings pc:"!fo!Tilance: 5% of the White House's claims. U.S. job Ios.ses 
would peak at 3.7 million in 1999, and still exceffi 2.8 million by 2000. 

J:\rh'C.irnum J)b Loss 
Best CQe Scenario (no ckvb."ion 
from Admi:ristraticn projectior..s) 

Still Optimistic Sttnario (-5% 
cleviation frum A<lninhLrativ..1 
projections) 

Cumulative .hb Losses l:rj 2 00{) 

Best Oise Scenario (no devi±.cn 
from Admi.oistra'ion projections) 
Still Opti:misiic Scenario (-5% 
devia.tion from Aclministratic-n 
projectioos) 

-MORE-

National 

2.6M 
(in 1993) 

3.7M 
(in 1999) 

1.0 M 

2SM 

Califoda 

476,C<Xl 
("ml~) 

650,000 
(in 1999) 

332,0CO 

593,000 
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However, OPR found that California \Vill suffer economically even if the Plan delivers 

completely on the White House's promises, mostly because a higher proporticn of Califo1Tja's 

\vorkers arc uninsured. Higher health spending wi.11 suppress behveen475,000 at1d 650,000 

jobs, exceeding all the California jobs lost from di:fense cuts. 

Lee Grissorn7 OPR's director: sumrnarize4 "The President says his goal is to control 

t11e escalating costs of health care. But the Pla.11. places the entire burden on tJ.ie private sector 

through ta.-xes and m311datory premiums. Business would take on hundreds of billions of 

dollars in additionai cost.;; to fimd an expanded Federal role in health care. 

"California as a state ai.1d the nation as a \:vnole cannot trade the irni11ediate and 

substantial employment losses tl1at the Plllil produces in blind hope of re3lizing some 

uncertain benefits at some unknovvn future, time," Grissom concluded. 

"Over half of the 800,000 jobs California lost bchveen 1990 and 1993 were due to 

defense clov.TI.Sizing, 11 noted Philip Romero, Governor Wilson's chief economist and the 

report's principJ.l author. "California's new recovery is in1perikd by the Washington-induced 

cribdeath.1
' He adde~ "TI1e Federal governrn~nt should not compound economic burdens by 

in1posing yet cl:."J.Other mandate on California's £.a.giie economy:'' 

Romero summarized the report's findings as follov\'-s: "The Clinton Plan requires that 

we pay more for heJ.lth care now in. hope of savings latcr. It fails to offer economic revvards 

if every1hing v..-otl:s perfectly. But if it falls short of its savings tgrget by only. a fow percent . 

the economic losses are truly staggcring." 

U.S. Cumulative 
Empl oyinent Impact 

" e 
i 
~ 

Pian Could Delay C!llifornia's 
ExpanSion for One to Tv,.·o Years 

~ 1:J.~V\J.OCV 
• 
~ 

Romero noted that OPR's "excursion" that assumes the P1an falls only 5% short of lhe 

Administration's goals is very generous. "Costs of nevv health care programs have historically 

been grossly underestimated. \iVhen Congress enacted Medicsre in 1965, government 

actuaries projected that costs for hospital insurance \You1d amount to $14.6 billion from 1966 

through 1971. Actual program costs totaled S24.7 billion." 
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PETE WILSON 
COVE ii NOR 

~tate of <falifornia 
GOVERNOR'S OFrlCE OF PLANNING ANO RESEARCH 

1400 TENTH STREET 
SACRAMENTO 95814 

QUESTIONS AND ANSiiIBRS ON THE ECONOMIC EFFECTS 
OF PRESIDENT CLINTON / S HEALTH REFORM PL.li.N 

FH .3E. CIO..+ .• o o s 

LE:'. GRISSOM 
~RECTCR 

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 gen~ial . rate of inflation. While health care inflation has 
somewhat moderated, spending is still consuming an ever-growing 
share o{ our ·nation's wealth. This le.aves less and less for more 
economically productive uses. High health costs have also priced 
one out of seven F..mericans and one out of five Californians ouf '. of 
the health insurance m2rket. 

Q. The President has proposed a plan that overlays Federal 
mandates on top of the existing private insurance system. He 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 
employers to pay more 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 
1995 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 
Administration's assumptions about the speed 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. P...re the Administretion's forecasts realistic? 

A. Other analysts don't seem to think so. The Congressional 
Budget Office expects the d~ficit to 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 actuallv 
be achieved. But we found that the Plan is very fragile. If the 
actual changes in national health care costs are just 5% different 
from the Administration's projects, U.S. job losses will reach 
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nearly 3.7 million. ~Yhile no one knows how much health savings 
the Plan wouid 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 Pia.n's impact on California's economy? 
Would 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 assu~ption--jobs lost could total' '. . 
650,000: more than all the jobs lost to defense cuts. 

California's job losses f~om the Plan ~ould 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 income). The Employment 
Policies Institute estimates 5.2 million (3.1 million direct jobs 
alone). The RAND Corporation estimates that 1.1 million 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. And our employment figure, at 143,000 
direct and indirect jobs lost in 1997, is nearly identical to 
Lewin-VHI's 135 1 000 (of which 79,000 are direct job~ lost). OPR's 
estimates are quite conservative. 

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

The Plan calls on the 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 discourage employers from doing what the economy needs 
most: creati~g jobs to fuel California's recovery. 
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OVERVIEW 
REPORTS TO THE GOVERNOR 

CALIFORNIA'S ANALYSIS OF THE HEALTH SECURITY ACT 
• 

EMPLOYMENT IMPACT 

CAUFORNIA EMPLOYMENT IMP ACT 

V By 1999, nearly 476,000 jobs in California would be lost ifthe revenue estimates proposed 
by the· Act-are accurate. -If-the-A-dmiflistretion!s--savffi~timfttes--deviate from 
their projections by 5 percent, total job loss could reach 650,000 in California. 

V 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. 

NA110NAL EMPLOYMENT IMPACT 

V 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. 

. V 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 

V 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 irllmigrants 
threatens the financial underpinnings of the Act's implementation in California and 
represents an unacceptable validation of the status quo. 

V 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. 
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ALLIANCE STRUCTURE 

V' The proposed alliance structure --- with mandatory participation, limited negotiation 
• authority and excessive regulation -- is overly cumbersome and bureaucratic, and 

unnecessary to achieve the goal of expanding access to affordable health coverage. 

V' 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-undervalues-the-role-ofinsoranceo.gentnmd-brokers:------~ ·+-· ~ -~ -
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II' 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. 

II' 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 COMlvfUNTIY~BA8ED-8ER¥ICES---- --- -"-- ----·- -- -- - -

II' 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. 

II' 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 MANDA TE 

II' Federal spending and revenue projections are unrealistic, undermining the viability of the 

Act. 

II' 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. 

II' 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 pnces. 

COST-CONTAINMENT 

II' 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. 

II' -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" (6/21). 
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''COMMON 
SENSE" 

~ 

No.2 June 1994 

BUFFINGTON WINS 
FOCUSES ON FEINSTEIN 

Mike Huffington rolled to 
a smashing 30.point victory in the 
Califomia 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," 
Huffine told a cheering throng 
ofhun of supportm. "I want 
bia government out of our wallets ana off our backs.,, 

Huffinaton noted F einstein's lack of experience in the riri-
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 
libt:nU 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 govenunent can 
do. This campaign is about what people can do, 11 said Huffington. 
"Imagine what could happen if each one of us personally took 
action. and made 11 commitment to solve one problem, or help 
one person, right here in our own community." 

MORE ON THE BLBCTION 
• In the Democratic primary, thouah she raced only token oppOlition. 
Dianne Feinstein lost more than one out of evtcy four votes cast. She 
spent Election Day in WashinRten. D.C .• accordini to her staff. 
• A Lot Anatles nm.a Bxit Poll found that 17% of Democratic Pri-
mary voters would vote for Mike Huffinaton in November. The poll 
found only nine percent of Republican primary voters would vote for 
Feinstein. Accordins to CNN political analyat William Schneider, "'That41 
a sip of trouble for Dianne Feinstein, bccauae it shows Democratic de7 
f'ections even though she i1 a welJ.lmnwn incumbent. 11 

• Mike Huflington won Oraaae CoWUy, homo of his opponent, Bill 
nmnemeyer. by 8.5 pereentage points. 

POLLWATCH 

KABC-TV, Los Angeles 
Humngton ~ 41 % 
Feinstein:42% 

KCRA-TV, Sacramento 
Hufnngton: 39% 
Feinstein: 44% 

PoUtlcal/Medla Research Inc. 
Humngton: 39% 
Feinstein: 44% 

KNBC-Tv, Los Angeles 
Buffington: 39% 
Feinstein: 45% 

KCAL-TV, Los Angeles 
Huftlngton: 39o/n 
Feinstein: 47% 

To Contribute to 

Mike Huff'mgton for U.S. Senate 

call 

1-800-396-l\llll(E 
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CAMPAIGN ROLLS THROUGH CENTRAL VALLEY 
Buffington Bus Tour Proves Rousing Success 

The Hutfmgton for Senate campaign was "On the Road Again.'' rolling through California's Central Valley to 
bring a message of conunon~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 trom 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 
Democrat Dianne Feinstein from the Senate in Nnvemher. 
"Have you got a brother who can beat Boxer?" asked one 
men sitting in front of a Main Street bakery in Merced. 
(6/ll) 

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

VISALIA TIMES-DELTA: (Huffington] reminded 
Vi111tli1tn~ I.lust Fei111tcin voted for Pr(;5idcnt Clinton's bud· 
get last year. costing state taXpayers about $27 billion. 

"The last income tax raise hit businesses and farm· 
ers really bard," 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." 
(6il0) 

FRESNO BEE: [Huffington] campaigned by bus thrm~gh 
a region tho.t has some of the world's richest farmland and 
some of tho sta.te's highest unemployment ... 

He said Dianne Feinstein's support of strict en vi· 
roumer1tal rule and votes for high taKC.5 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 to be very balanced," said Huffington. (6/10) 

§~~liuY~ .. 
AGRICULTUREandH~TER 

California is the crown jewel in the U.S . agricultural system. Our fa1T11ers have led the nation in production for 45 years running. 
With only 3 p.:r"~nl utllic nation's fam1hmd, we.produce SS percent of the fruits, nuts and vesetablea. 01,.1r farmers pour more milk 
than Wisconsin. Mike Huffington pledge$ to keep our farmers on top and make sure their voiceii arc heard all the way to Wn!ihing· 
ion, D.C. 

WATER RIGHTS- While California's agricultural Indus-
try today i$ using the same amo~mt of water it did 20 years ago, 
it is producmii at il SO percent greater rnte. Dianne Feinstein 
supported the Miller-Bradley Water Law, which diverts up to 
R00,000 acre-feet a year from fanns to fish and wildlife. She 
also stood by as federal officials cut back promised water dcliv-
~ries by up to 7~% . 

WETLANDS POLICY-A Fulton man faces up to five yM~ 
in prison for plowing up "wetland" weeds on his family farm 
on the advice of loenl fire officials. The d•finition of "wet· 
lands" now inc:ludcs land thot is 1aturated only seven days a 
ycat, This policy mu3t be re-examined llnd changed. 

TRADE-· California h1 the: cuunlry·~ lcadin& agricultural c"· 
poner, over half to Pacific: Rim notions. But our closest neigh· 
bor, Mexico, only accounrs for one percent of the: tot11l. Tln: 
reason? Mexico's tariffs, two-and-a-half times higher than 
America's, Mtkt Humnsion vottd ror NA FT A to shrink these 
tariffs to zero. Ftln1teln voted NO. 

GRAZING FEES- Lest year. U.S. Interior Secrerary Bruce 
Babbitt tried to rnise grnzing fees 400%. Feinstein oppoml 
this •• bm joined Bnrbara Boxer in ottcmptiny to force Scn:itc 
passage of a bill hiking grazing fees 8So/o. Mike Huffiniiton 
will ne.ht 1uch draconian increi\le1. 

BABBITT- From tenninii Western water usngc a "wclforc 
11tate11 to plc:dging to blow up dams in order 10 ''restore ccolo1'i· 
cal hAhmce," ll.~- lnterinr Secretary Bruce Bnbbitt hns become 
·em Clinton's loose cannon. Dianne Feins1ein believes Babbin 
is ''doins a sood job." Mike Huffinaton di1llf:rees. 

f.NDANGERF.n SPF.Cl ES ACT- In Fi:bruary. more tlmn 
two dozen state and federal agents with helicopters swooped 
down on Bakersfield fatnil!r Taung Ming-Lin. Hi~ crime? 
Accidentally killing several endangered kangaroo rats on liis 
lonti with his tracior. Lin now faces jail time. hundred11 ofthn11. 
sands of dollars in tines, an impounded tractor and off-limits 
land. Huffington is pledged to common-sense refonnt of the 
Endangered Speties Act to, in his words, "put the well-being of 
fomilic:1 abov~ the wcll-bein11 of rats," 
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Memorial Day Pest Kicks Off Summer Campaign 
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 C.o.mp11ign 
dnw a family .. style picnic for over 200 at their Costa Mesa Head· 
qUDrtm in Orange County. Banda, balloons and hot dogs were 
part of the All-American fare, complete with a rousing stump 
11pcca;h by the candid!Uc; him:i~lf. 

Cums also (lOU!d learn about Mike Hutftngton's positions 
at an information table. "This picnic was an absolute 

success," said Campaign Manager Bob Schuman. "Our 
pata left feeling good about t~ Qilldidate and the count?)'," 

FEJN -FLOP- HealthCare 
Dianne Feinstein's many and varied pasitiOns on health care reform arc proving to be quite difficult to follow. A1 a public service, Huffington for U.S. 
Senate Campaign Manager Bob Scnwnan tric:1 to guide the reader through Mrs. Fcinstci.n'a clection-yCGt acrobatics. 

November20, 1993: Feinstein co-sponson the Clinton 
health plan in its entirety. Sc/1111,,•n: HSht rca.d tht plan, 
lilct!d it and endont!d ii. Howl!WJ1'. it elimintlteJ jobJ. ,.,. 
quirss tcu incna.res, erodes doctor-patlet1t prtva.cy, and 
111im,nat111 your ability to cJtoo8fl >''"'" ow11 doctor. " 

AprU. 13, 1984: After the congresaional spring recess, 
Fein1tein 11&y1, ''No one hu aaid to me that health care 
needa to he paued thi11 year." (White Home Bultetin) 
SclluMan: "It's too bad sht wa.tn't ta/Icing ta those sam1 
people when 1lre riecided lo r:o·sp<JMrlr IM Clinton plan." 

WHAT THETRE SAYING ... 
"Ye., 5en11tor Feinstein voted for the [tax increase], and 
so did Senator Boxer, and If either of them had not, we 
would not hllv11 had this blll. • 
PRESIDENT BILL CLINTON (Los Angeles Times, 5121194} 

"Par11cularly for us In the White House, It was unsettling 
to aee that tax message have an affect.• 
CLINTON ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAi., commenting 
on Oiann• F•inattin'a vote tor the 1993 tax hike and her 
drop In the polls (Loa Angeles Tlmts, 6/4/94) 

•She's going to have a mUCl'I tougl'19r race, and tne oemo-
crats are worried about It.• 
BOB eecKEL, cas "Thi• Morning,· 6/1184 

THE HUFFINClTON FOR SENATE CAMPA.ION SALtm.S THOSE COU· 
U.OF.OUS M!lil AN!'l WOMlN W'MO, ~Q VliR5 AClO, TOOK TM! 
BBACHl!S Ql NOIMANDY, MAKINO THE BN'nRI WORJ.D SAFB FOR 
Dnrocu.ev. IN 'nit! WOil.OS OF YIOltMBR PRBSIORMT Rn1'14Lil 
R!AOAN, "WB WILL ALWAYS R!MBMB!R. WE WILL ALWAYS BE 
PJl.OOD. WB WILL ALWAYS 81 Jl'UJIAUD, SO WI! MAY Bl! ALWAY'-

nu." 

May 25, 1994: Feinstein quietly withdraws her suppon. 
A Feinstein spokesman says she reassessed her suppon when 
it became clear that the plan will be reworked by five con· 
aressional committees. (Oakland Tribune, 612) Schimum: 
"D~J tltat 1ne1211 tltttt iftht! Clinton plan eme'8e9 i11taC't from 
the committe1s, she will 10 back to ·.tupporrtng it? And why 
did 1/t11 not blow aboul tltu• committ•., in No1•11mbt1r?" 

June 2, 1994: Feinstein: "I stand with the president on the 
need for health care reform." (AP) Sch11m1111: "Perhap11 
she'll suppQrt '1 /ie(l/th r;are plan tliat includes coYeragl! fo,. 
~kbone l'fplactment. Sht nttds ont." 

BUFFINGTON BUILDING VOLUNTEER ARMY 
The Huftington for U.S. Senate Campaign is amass-

ing grassroots volunteers from all parts of California. Mike 
H1.1ffinston i1 attracting activists who want chan~e in Wash· 
ingtOn and want to defeat Dianne Feinstein. 

Huffington volunteers are di1>tributins brochures, 
posting signs, and handing out campaign literature nnd but· 
tons all over the state. 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! 

7b Contribwe lo 

Mike Buffington for U.S. Senate 
call 

1-800-396-MIKE 
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I have spent moat of my career in buaincaa, oot politics. PoliticiaDS make commitments with cam~gn promi11e1. Business flC9plc 
make commitment& with contracts. If you elect mo to the U.S. Senate, hero's my rtignod •contra~ of cormnitments with you, thC 
people of C&lifomia. 
1. I will aervo no more than two terma in the U.S. Scnare so that I never become a cmeer politician. 

2. I will accept no campaign conmbWions ftom me polltical w:tiun i:oounittcca. 

3. 1 will donate atl of my take-home pay to charity. f will not participate in tho lucrative congressional pension system. 

4. l will kcieP in clote touch wiih California citizons with a reaular schedule oftownhall meetinp and satellite conferences all 
acrou Ute s11te. . 
S. I wilt vote to contrnl government spendine and eliminate the budget deficit by working for a meaningful constitutional amend· 
ment to balance the budget. 

• • Mike Rufllngton 

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

Paid fot by Califomian1 tor 11um1111ton 

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

0 
0 
0 

Walk my neighborhood 
Work at headquarters 
Phone 

0 
0 
0 

Organize my campus 
Organize my community 
Other ~~~-~-

Nunc:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Addre~=~~-__...-~~------~-~~-------~ 
City: State; Zip: ----
Day Phone: Evening Phone: -----~-
Ple~e 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/or 
The Soul 

Huffington is certainly aware that there's ct 
hard-boiled crowd out there that doesn't bee 
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 to be a ·; 
mean-spirited lot, and they'd be certain to ; 

By Arianna Huffington bring up Huffington's relative lack of academic .' 
specialization. She's parlayed a Cambridge de- : 

Simon & Schuster. 251 pp. $22 gree into enough authority to write about "The ~ 

THE FOURTH INSTINCT 

By Carolyn See Female Woman," "Maria Callas: The Woman ' 

Arianna Huffington argues here that in Behind the Legend," "'.The Gods of Greece," ; 

addition to the first three instincts that drive "Picasso: Creator and Destroyer" (in which she , 

.and ~hape mankind-biological survival, the was impudent enough to ask the question: If: 
urge to power, sexuality-we are endowed Picasso was into torturing his girlfriends, why ; 

with a "Fourth Instinct," and "the charge of our are we supposed to consider him a great artist? . 

~~!~fili~\? ·-114·~'•tl1 
ery molecule, every rock, every living form, is ''0: ,;;;.: ·· 

infused by the same force." ''Some of my 
friends," she writes, "urged me against using 
;the 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 

I community-have abdicated our responsibility 
toward our fellow man and have cravenly 
turned that. responsibility pver 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 

This sent many establishment art critics into a: 
tizzy fit from which they have yet to recover). i 

And now she writes-with more authori-' 
ty-about God, tendentiously referring to! 

· Him, Her or It as the Fourth Instinct until yom 
could cry out with irritation .. But it's a free\ 
country! H Arianna Huffington wants to write; 
about God, and say-breaking her own good: 
advice aQ<>ut the evil of duality and separa-1 
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-1 
can running for the U.S. Senate whose father: 
is worth $300 million in oil money. Could therei 
be a hidden agenda here? Arianna Huffington~ 
comes out strong for motherhood and God:', 
What's next-highway safety? ; 

I think those atheistic grumps 'l\'Ould 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 yqu'~ call • 
up right away for encouragement, or a 5J4e ,tu; 
the doctor. And the world she descn~ U: 
Part 3, after we have spiritually evolved; 
sounds like a very pleasant place. · C ... 
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District 11 Richard Pombo• 

District 12 Deborah E.G. Wilder 

District 13 Larry Molton 
District 14 Benjamin Brink 

District 15 Robert Wick 
District 16 Lyle Smith 
District 17 Bill Mccampbell 

602-881· 
3588 

501-935· 
5845 
501 -834-
2455 
501-442-
5258 
501-536-
1221 

707-837-
2050 
916-920· 
0474 
916-678-
1994 
916-635-
9986 

510-339-
0774 
510-938-
1995 
209-836-
9496 
415-468-
1920 

415-327-
7676 

408-372-

\ 
\ 

Gary Auerbach 

~-b.~·. 0:£~t "'v; rlhl'\. 

Berta Seitz 

Sen. Jay Bradford 

Dan Hamburg• 

Mary Francis Jacobs 

Vic Fazio• 

Katie Hirning 

Bob Matsui• 
Lynn Woolsey• 
George Miller• 
Nancy Pelosi• 
Ron Dellums• 

Ellen Schwartz 

Randy Perry 

Tom Lantos• 

Pete Stark• 
Anne Eshoo• 

Norm Mineta • 
Zoe Logren 
Sam Farr• 
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3987 

District 18 Tom Carter Gary Condit• 

District 19 George Radanovich 209-966- Richard Lehman• 

3187 

District 20 Paul Young Cal Dooley• 

District 21 Bill Thomas• 805-322- John Evans 
2225 

District 22 Andrea Seastrand Walter Capps 

District 23 Elton Gallegly' 805-522- Kevin Ready 
4487 

District 24 Richard Sybert 818-596- Tony Beilenson• 

2328 

District 25 Buck McKeon • 805-251- James Gilmartin 

2257 

District 26 Gary Forsch Howard Berman• 

District 27 Carlos Moorhead• 818-243- Douglas Thompson Kahn 

1992 

District 28 David Dreier• 818-339- Tommy Kahn 
4761 

District 29 Paul Stepanek 213-243- Henry Waxman• 

1994 

District 30 Dave Ramirez 310-514- Xavier Becerra• 
6309 

District 31 John Flores Marty Martinez• 

District 32 Ernie Farhat Julian Dixon• 

District 33 no candidate Lucille Roybal-Allard• 

District 34 Albert Nunez Esteban Torres• 

District 35 Kate Truman Maxine Waters• 

District 36 Susan Brooks 310-534- Jane Harman• 
5505 

District 37 no candidate Walter Tucker• 

District 38 Steve Horn• 310-492- Peter Mathews 
9389 

District 39 Ed Royce• 714-992- Bob Davis 
1143 

District 40 Jerry Lewis• 714-862- Don Rusk 
6030 

District 41 Jay Kim' 714-396· Ed Tessier 
6173 

District 42 Rob Guzman 909-481- George Brown• 
0774 

District 43 Ken Calvert• 909-784- Mark Takano 
4300 

District 44 Sonny Bono Steve Clute 

District 45 Dana Rohrabacher• 714-846· Brett Williamson 
2636 

District 46 Robert Dornan• 714-971- Mike Farber 
9292 

District 47 Christopher Cox• 714-756- Gary Kingsbury 
2244 

District 48 Ron Packard• 703-409· Andrei Leschick 
5416 

District 49 Brian Bilbray Lynn Schenk• 

District 50 Mary Alice Acevedo Bob Filner• 

District 51 Randall Cunningham• 619-737- Rita Tamerius 
8438 

District 52 Duncan Hunter• 619-463· Janet Gastil 
3896 

This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas 
http://dolearchives.ku.edu

Page 53 of 64



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

House '94 
GOP Opportunities: Talk of whether 

candidates should run with Clinton has thus far 
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. 

REPUBLICAN HOUSE TARGETS 
TOTAL--53 

.o 
~ ";;';o 

HAWAII V 

States with Democratic-held 
• districts in which Clinton received 

40% or less of the '92 vote 
# -- number of such districts per state 

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. 

l\fontana: 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 . 
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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. 11 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). 
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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 Huff ington 31% 35% 33% 35% 37% Dannemeyer 19 17 14 21 21 Squires 10 5 10 8 6 Undec. 39 42 43 36 36 

GENERAL ELECTION KABC KCAL PMR LAT FIELD KABC Feinstein 42% 47% 44% 52% 48% Feinstein 45% Huff ington 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. In 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 
Huff ington "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 
Huff ington 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% 
Huff ington 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 Huff ington 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 .... 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). 
(c) 1994 by the American Political Network, Inc. Any reproduction -- by photocopy, FAX, or other form -- in whole or in part, is a violation of federal law and is strictly prohibited without the consent of APN. This prohibition extends to sharing this publication with clients and/or affiliate companies. All rights reserved. 
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I 
I Editor-in-Chief: Robert Balkin 

Executive Editor: Stephen Bilafer 
Associate Editor: Vaughn Ververs 
TV Editor: Vincent Fusco 

I Editorial Assts.: I 
Blair Campbell I 
Frank Kolb I Staff Writers: Jason Jarvis, Charles Todd, 

Julie Jennings, Jessica Gavora I 
I ~~~~~~~---==--=-=-===-::=-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-' ---=========== 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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CALIFORNIA 
~i 
~~_, . ... . 
"·~1 .. '~1 

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 

18 

(cont.) 

9/93 
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