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THE 1994 CAMPAIGN: Annies on the March state's consciousness, of a radical 

NEW JERSEY 

For Haytaian, the Pace 
Of Running Is Frenetic 

By IV'ER PETERSON 
s,.dAl ID Tbe New Yurt. ThM• 

HAMILTON, N.J., Oct. 10 
Watching Chuck Haytaian's race to 
become the first RepubJJcan to serve 
as a United State.ti Senator from New 
Jfl!.ney in a 1eneratton. it ls easy to 
recall that the word "campatan" 
originated wlth armies on the 
march. • 

Mr. Haytaian, the Assembly 
SP.,ker, makes clear that ·runnin1 
for ottkle a. not for the weak of heart 
or faint of grip. Crowds of strollers 
at a Metuchen street falt are tarpts 
of tnvasioil by hiS outstretched hand. 
State workers at a Trenton suburb, 
worried about their pay raiises, are 
targeu of opportunity for a defense 
of Mr. Haytalan'1 anti-tax messa'ae. 
A Trenton City Councilman - natu-
rally a Democrat - gets the full 
bear hug, the one that ratas 8 out of 
10 on the physicality scale. Only the 
straight-ahead format of a weekend 
Columbua Day parack ln Chis cradie 
of blue-collar Republkanism could 
keep Mr. Haytalan from workin&·the 
�~� 

"See, lome parades you can 10 
side to side, but not the HamUton 
Columbus,'.' Mr. Haytatan explained. 
"lt would slow everything down too 
much." 

To break oot of his Warmi County 
base, Mr. Haytaian has bun work-
ing the state at a feverish pitch, 
making 600 stops in the Chuck Wag-
on. his campaign van, between Jan. l 
and the June 7 primary, and at least 
that many tn the four months since 
then, according to campaign offi-
cials. 

on Saturday, a typical weekend 
started with a builder's fund-raiser, 
then a street fair tn Metuchen, then 
the Hamilton parade, and ended in 
late ahemoon with a town fair tn 
HoweU Township, a boorning bed· 
room suburb near the Jersey Shore. 

Each breakfast, each business· 
man's tunch, each street fair and 
candidate's night and police ac.ad· 
emy graduation bas yielded a few 
more strangers with eyes to catch, 
hands to grip, ears to hear the day's 
refrain: " Hl. I'm Chuck Haytalan, 
howaya? I'm rwmlng for the U.S. 
Senate." Hi, howaya, I'm Chuck Hay· 
taiall. Hl, howaya. HL Who? Ob yeah 
- good to He you again .. Howaya, 
anyway?" 

On SW>day, the pattern was re-
peated, with several more public 
events and the Columbus Day pa-
rade in Beltevme, on the shore, 
where Gov. Olristine Todd Whitman 
joined Mr. Haytaian. 

Mr. Haytaian's opponent on the In_ lut �y�e�a�r�'�s �. �~�r�·�s� race, Mr. 
Nov. 8 ballot is Senator Frank R. I Haytaiu was an early supporter of 
Lautenberg, the �t�~�t�e�r�m� �D�e�~� 
crat, a self-made millionaire in con. Mn. WhUnwa, when the smart rnori-
trut co Mr. Haytaian's more modest ,. ey in the pany was backing Carey 
clrcurmi.nces, a reserved and mol . Edwards, a career elected official 
campatgne.: to Mr. Haytatan•a In- and pubtk servant. When Mrs. Whlt-

lnc • .._ man ..... her widely derided 
st t .or , ... nc1g.on, full-contact. · plan to. cut Income taxes ln New 
ann-al'OWMi-the-neck. �e�~�e� ' Jeney, Mr. Haytaian again quickly 
style of vote-getting: came to her support. · 

But Mr. Haytaian has more than _ 1be Governor has repaid his Joy-
Mr. Haytalan to worry about. With 1 alty thts year, attending six fund-
exactly four Wffks 10 to the election. raisers for Mr. Haytalan so far, and 
"'Jhere Is the problem of his own maklns an increasing number of 
relatlw �o�b�s�e�~�r�i�t�y� in this, his first publtc appearances for him. 
statewide race, a lack of voter recoa· Alone or with his staff, Mr. Hay-
nition that is a t odds with his position I talan speaks at length about the race 
as the state's second·most powerful I - his confidence Chat any problem 
�e�l�e�c�u�~�d� official after the Governor · with name recognition will be re· 
but typical of New Jersey's �f�r�a�g�~� solved by �E�~ �t �k�m� Day, his frustra-
roonted. localired political tradl- tlOl\oYer Mr. Lautenberg's refusal to 
"""" �~�h�l�t�t�e� him. hlir: C"Sl'M"Ml!Ul l In :I Whil· 

plan ·to eliminate most of the tax 
code In favor of a nat tax Oil wages 
and profits of abOut 18 percent. 

But in public Mr. Haytalan focuses 
_ on greeting people and moving on, 

leaving little eddies of political talk 
to bubble In his wake. 

On Saturday, after breaking from 
a Haytalan cfinch, Albert M. (Bo) 
Calloway, the �<�:�-�o�u�n�c�i�l�m�~�n� from 
Trenton's North Ward, said : 
" Chuck's �a �. �d�o�'�W�l�\�-�~�a�r�t�l�i� fellow and 
the best for Trenton and l'rn endors· 
ing him. I don't care tf I'm a Deme>-
crat I'm 72 )'Ufs. old and I can do 
any blankety-bllfilt" thlng I want, and 
1·m endorsing him... · 

And at the �~�U�c�h�e�n� street fai r, 
Peggy Gerak, a'\iolunteer at the ring 
lO&S, said, "I voted for Lauteriberg 
last time, bu(he'Si been In too long ... 
It's time for a c:jh.1lge." 

Her friend, Grace Shackney, said : 
"I wait until the Jlst"mlnute to make 
up my mind, literaliy. But I like what 
Lautenberg hils dOi\e on gun control 
and arts legialatlon - those are im· 
portant to rne:" · 

When listeners seem willing to lis-

ten, Mr. Haytaian pauses to recite 
his record. As Speaker of the Assem· 
bly, he engineered the rollback of the 
one-cent sa)U.-tax increase that Gov. 
Jim Florio enacted In 1990, and as a 
result, the Speaker insists, New Jer· 
sey is creating new jobs at a rate of 
nearly 80,000 a year. 

He forced through the first out· 
right cut in state spending ln a dee· 
ade and drove Chrough Mrs. Whit· 
man's 15 percent in income tax cuts. 
His own Oat·tax proposal, whieh he 
promises to champion in the Senate, 
would take some families off tax 
rolls entirely, he said. 

Eric Hecht, who works for art Edi-
son environmental-cleanup concern, 
likes some of Mr. Haytalan's views, 
but the Speaker's tax-cut promise 
gave him second thoughts. 

"Tax cuts are a reasonable argu-
ment, but they have to work," Mr. 
Hecht said. "You get a tax cut at the 
�F�e�d�~�r�a�l� level and that pushes the 
responsibilit"y down to the state level. 

Then you get tax cuts at the state 
level and the responsibility goes 
down to the local taxpayer." · · 

Tax cutting. pure and simple, wll$_ 
fine with Sylvia Stevens, a law firm 
�r�e�c�~�p�1�i�o�n �i�s�t� who, with her husband: 
recently bought her first house. She 
is voting for the ftrst tune. and Mr.-- · 
Haytai;m is h('r <.:h<>iC('. 

·' .. 

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

Page 110 of 138



"I know it's never as simple as 
they make it sound, b\lt that doesn't 
change the fact that we have to get 
these taxes under control," she sai9. 

But one person's t_ax burden .. is 
another person's livelihood, which is 
probably what a woman at the How· 
ell Township Shade Tree Committee 
booth was thinking when Mr. Hay-
talan strode up. 

"J'm a state worker, so go easy on 
us " the woman, who declined to give 
he~ name, reP,lied to Mr. Haytaian's 
cheerful greeting. · 

"I'm with ya," Mr. Haytaulll .-e- · 
plied, and moved on. 

1\nnC Ha~ian. the Republican candidate for the United States Senate, heading for the next umpai&n stop in hia van, the Chuck Wago 
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u11er-News 
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=tat tax a benefit to New Jersey's middle class 
By CHUCK HAYTAIAN 

A .flat tax is a radically different idea, but it.is 
one 'Worth talking ahoul Nothing could be 
worse than the current federal tax system. 

The U.S. tu: code la J,ooo pages, "1th another 7,000 
pages of IRS regulations. No one described the 
problem more clearly than Sen. Bill Bradley did in 
1912. "Our tax code is far too comple:IC as a re:Rlt of 
reputed attempts to use It as a \tehicle for political 
favoritism and social engineering." said Bradley as 
be introduced bis simplifled tu plan. 

What was true in 1982 is even more true today. 
Tbe plan that I have suggested is simple, fair, an<J it 
puts the interests of wortcing familieis above special 
interest.a. Here's how it works: 

• Larper d.educ4tion.s: Married couples would 
deduct f26,200 from their total income and take 
ff,SOO for each cbild. Single taxpayers would de-
duct ,13,100 and heads of bouseholds would deduct 
$17 ,200. Home mortgage inwrest would continue to 
be deducted just as It is today. Every taxpayer 
would tbea pay 17 percent of their adjusted total 
Income to tans. The system is fair and progreaive 
- the more you make, the tnore you pay. 

•Fair to o.U: Today, the wealthy bll'e tu e:r· 
perts to Hploit the tJ>omar>ds· of loopholes that 
exist tJllder my plan, we'll do away with all the 
deductiona used by t1M rich to avold taxes and keep 
intact the one that mak .. the most sense for mid· 
dle-clau Americans: the home mort1age 
deduction. Owning a home has long been the sym--
bol of the American dream. Government should 
reward, not punish, those wbo work hard and buy a 
home. 

•Simplicity: Gone, too, will be the 480 different 
tax forms currently used. They'll be replaced by 
one simple form that could fit onto a post card. 
Under this plan, you won't need to be a lawyer or 
taI expert just to figure ou~ your taxes. 

The naysayen; wtll tell us it can never work. Let 
me be the first to dispel their cynical arguments. 

A fiat tax is just another 17iveawa11 fO't" the 
rich. . . 

Past efforts tn hike ta'tes on the rich have ~n 
counter-productive. ms data shows that after the 
1990 ra~ llikes, the-rich paid $11.5 billion less in 
tases. In cootrast, in 1981 when taxes were low· 
ered, the wealthy paid more in taxes as well as a 
greater share in relation to the middle class. One 
example that hit us here in New Jf!l'Ry was the tax 
increase on boat.s. That move virtually dried up the 
Industry, put bw~ out of work, and tent maou-
facturen into bankruptcy. 

Does a simpllfled, flat tax eliminate the capital 
gains tu? Does it end tues on investments and 
interest? Yes, alld the middle class staods to gain. 
the most. Today, a middle-clagg taxpayer whose 
sole asset is her home must pay a 28 percent 
capital gaim tu when she sells that home. That's 
not right. That 28 percent penalty' hurts a middle-
l.Dcome person more than lt does a wealtby one. We 
shouldn't be penalizing bo~wnera and seniors 
who've invested for retirement by taxing them 
twice. Yet, that's what the current system does. 
This proposal elirniuates the double taxation on 
savings accoun~. 

Nt;UJ Jersey4ns won't benefit, since u>e have 
high income leveLs and will lose the deduction 
for state and local taxes. 

New Jersey has the · second highest per capita 
income in the nation and pays proportionally more 
when taxes are raised. According to the Washing· 
ton Times for example. New Jersey is the biggest 
loser ~r tbe recently passed $30 billion crime 
bil~ paying $280 million more than we'll get ba~. 
Logically, we stand to gain the greatest benefit 
when the tax is reduced, as we11 fund a smaller 
share of the federal budget in relation to the other 
states. 

What ls gained through the deduction of state and 
local taxes pales in comparison to what taxpayers 
will pay under a 17 percent tax rate. A family of 
four earning $36,800 will save $3,100 and pay 
nothing at all in taxes, white a fa~ily of four 
earniog $50,000 would pay $t ,400 less 1n tax.es. An.y 
way you slice it, New .Je~y taxpayers benefit 
under this proposal. 

This proposal is too simpte to succeed. 
Having not Speljlt the last 12 years in Washington, 

some might accµse me of being too idealistic. 
There will always be cynics. Tlrere were those who 
said the Berlin Wall would never fall aod it has. 
There are those who predicted that the Soviet 
Union would forever be our enemy. 

Tbe ultimate measure or any leglslatlve pro· 
posal 1.$ wtwtber or not it is an improvement over 
the statm quo. In the cas. of the simplified, flat tax 
the answer is clearly "yes." It cuts taxes for the 
middle class, eliminates loopholes used by the rich, 
and creates one easy form that we can all 
understand. 

Chi£Ck Ha11ta.ian. Speaker of the New Jersey 
State Assembl~. i.s the Rep11blican candid.ate 
for th~ U.S. SertatE". 
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~N.J. police union gives 
~its support to Haytaian 

1 8J MW y llCHMOND . I •. . l . inauobmt •••oht"' •hlft lh• .,. I : Trlll'llOft...., · • : ' : : IU!Dellt to llJD control. Laut.eiaberr ~ ~ TRENTON - Tbutate•1 i.11• : • · ' hu been endorsed by the maJor I ·-ht lice union endol"ffd MHID• ~'" e-c>nt1'01. P'O'I~ an~ hu cs:iu- ' ~bl C.uer Cbutk Hayt.aiah in hit • LI clltcl Ha,ta1an for leadinf a fllaled . : r~ apin.tt U.S. Sen. · Frank R. 1 PBA oeidaJ, liltd. "Nobody it.tempt to ~ New Ju .. y'• ! Lauten~qJ on Thunde,y, pTaiain5 knOwi t.tier in New Jemy than bu on .. .autt Weapoue. . .. Hayt1i1n'1 support tor tlY death· ~,000 wpe t1ho ia tile t.i repre· .. With pn violence t.rrori&ln1 ~penalty ind other antt-crUM mea· ..nt•tlv• (for) rifhW.1 enllQe, .nd ol.lf COUDtfY,. ta.kins lbouaanda of · •1.1re1. to thia cop that ptl'IOll ia Chuck ttves each year, you ~an't pretend :· With about 76 uniformed ofti. H*Ytlian." to be ftahtinc crune ii you're not • cere •tr-.yed oo dle etep1 or \ho liQtaiaa. R·Warrtn, ttft!Slled fighttnr to 1•t 1une otr our St.at. Houae, H~ian accepted hia l\lpporl tor the Nth penalty, ttreeu," Eichenbaum a.V\_ . the baekinc of the New J•rs•y &1Wniioaln( it four times in bis Amons t.hoae attending the State Polkea.en'• Benevoltti& A.· brief •t.leaaent. W\atebbere op· PBA event for Hutaiaa werr. a .. 1ociation. Tha rroup Utt.a • po.a it. FOUP of Boreen County shefUI'• at.t.ewKle mtl'l;lbtl'Mrtp of 32,000. "Law enforoument neada a dt~ci-. Bergen County Sheriff . :· Crime ha.I been a fr.quent. ~ic toufh, tnf9TOMbl.e dath peatlty," Jack T•rhuue conftrm•d t.h•~ -of ct.bat• during tho eMDp4lpl, ~ Mid. "The 12-yur in- aome of his depu\ie. used otl\eial :·with MCh candldet. tl')'ini to pot· cuMbea& ha cut inon. tha.a 30 vehicln to ro to 'rMnt.on. tf..V hi~lf .. toodl on crb:M. vnU. •saimt lL,. Since the event wu an offleltl · :· Alil\oUlb • bW of pat inte...t Lautenblrt oppo.u the d•tb PBA lw\mon. tht •h•rilr• office .. to the PBA ml)' soon bt headed to peM.lty on 1110nl ~nda, but ia wntra~tua.lly oblipted to allow . th• A.eoabl;y, J-byt.i1U1 Niel no su~rt.a· Hf• tn prilon without pa- the UM ot the vehicle., Terhune ' polttlcal d~al wu made to IMICUN rol•, uid 1Auteaber(1 ctmpeign said. PBA nffici.tala h.ave • eontrac· -the endoneDMnl. meuaer, Da'rid £idleabau.m. tu.al right t.o be !91ieved of duty, _: ~ Ont of the union'• top priorities Jh nll)ODM to tho PB.A tndom· whil• otbera attended on their own ·"this you is haltjns • bW that me1tt o' H~ the l>emw'"•'i\: time, be Mid. · would rewrite the binding arbitra-
...: tion law, which aft'~ poike ud _:6.refiifit.N' •alari1t. H~· hu · the powtr to block th• naeuwe iA 
· the Aaembly, bul he u.id tbe tOPic :;11a1 nevn come \.lp in talb with ·the PBA. _ . 

''litt..n, Chia ~tMIDW\t. b 
. {basedl oil Chuek HaytaiH'• :..record. •.• There bu been M di1-
'cu~ion ot bindinc ubitntion,11 

. Haytaian •aid ... Nont at all." 
; ·: Sft. P. J. Van r;~ of tselmar, 
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·ASBURY. PARK 

. Haytaian gains backing 
of largest police union 
PRESS STATEHOUSE BUREAU 

TRENTON - The state's largest 
police union endor~d Republican Gel~ 
rabed 11Chuck" Haytaian for U.S. Sen-
ate yesterday with a show of nearly 
100 officers on the Statehouse steps. 

Crime is at or near the top of vot· 
....__ -ers'· list of concerns in this f.lH:tion. 

and the endorsement of the 
3?.,000..member New Jer..ey State P~ 
\icemen's Benevolent Association gave 
Haytaian a boost in his race against 
Democratic incumbent Frank R. Lau-
tcnberg. 

"Chuck Haytaian is one of those 
rare ones who comes through with ac· 
tions rather than words." said Belmar 
Police Sgt. P. James Van Etten. a trus-
tee for the state's pension ~y~tfl!m for 

police and firefighten. 
Haytaian, speaker of. the Republi-

can-domin~ted Assembly, highlighted 
his efforts to pay for additional police 
of1ken, make the death penalty 
harder to overturn and set mandatory 
senteoces fur gun crimes. He attacked 
Lautenberg's <>Ppo~ition to the death 
penalty. Laurenberg's campaign issued 
a prepared statement noting Hartaian 
tried to overturn the state's ban on as-
sault weapons and eaM! th~ waiting pe. 
riod for buying handguns. 

''You can't pretend to be fighting 
crime if you're not fighting to get guns 
of! the streetS;' said Lautenberg cam-
paign manager David Ekhenbaum. 

Haytaian deflected questions about 
whether the PBA's support was condi-

tioned on his a.ereeing to hold up stat<> 
legislation to revise the arbitration 
system that governs polke 6alaries. 
He said arbitration was a state issue 
and hi~ ~ndors.erncnt wa~ for the U.S . 
Senate. 

Gov. Whitman and municipal offi-
cials have called for arbitration reform 
because they 5aY the current system 
drives up local governmP.nt costs and 
property taxes. Though it passed in 
two previous session! and died in the 
Senate, arbitration reform has not 
come up in the A~cmbly thi:s y~ar . 
Sources said Haytaian wants the Sen· 
ate to act first this time. 
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ADWATCH: The Sen•te campaign 
EDITOHS NOTE - 0. c;f a_.,,. of anal}lse looking at oommeroials IU'I tr tlWI U.S. SMate raos. 
• Cadidat.: Garabod .. Chvck" Haytaian, ftepublcan_ 
• M ,... Murphy, Phtak, G1utlet '"°·· Wnhlngton, o.c. 
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OCi. 11. 1994 3 : 59PM P 2 
Pl-Qt NCJ. : "' 

·, 1 1 ! 1 94 i S: 13 FROM N.J . NEWSROOM PAGE.002 , ri/fi' 1 8~ - -·-fa ;-oa-· ii Ai ·1 ·101 zii 011r · · · · · .. · · · at~~·eomr ..... ~ .. ~ ........... ~·-· .... -.. ··-- "'"l·oor·-

For lmmediMI P.elmc 
October 11 ~ 1994 COMICt Betty Rely 

(901) 214-1994 

NEW LAUTltNBDG AD HlTI RA \'TAUN AS A TYPlCAL POLtnCJA:N 
Dolow is the script for U.S. SoMot '* 11't*"Wi ftft 30 l800ml telavilion 1 ·-tml!l~. ' 

"Meet" 
lA.Utabeq for 11.& lr•P 
;SO-TcleriNOll 

Moot~~ a 20 )'OI&' luusnbent. · 
He wtnta to ontft ~ actmllJ' ~ the co~~ INb killegal. 

'Re \IOtc=d. to auow pro._... to bkKk aooe11 to c;liDle11. 

He Jed the 8Pt kl repeal NtW J111C3"1 baft cm 
uuult Wl8JIO!U 

' Hs.ytai.m voced Mmlllf 140% P81 .rU; trfld to double hi! pension llMl gin NmMlf me le1tb ipeugpa for 1if!; 
But hi nlffd O"W700 v-. ~~bl $u plld Sl,000 a •si<m day. 

< . .. 

\ 
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HOTLINE 9/30/94 
*3 NEW JERSEY: LAUTENBERG GOES DARK IN OCTOBER 

Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D), in an "unexpected move," canceled 
a week's worth of TV spots totally $600,000 . The decision came 
only a week after Lautenberg launched a multi-million dollar 
advertising campaign, prompting claims from Assembly Speaker 
Chuck Haytaian (R) that Lautenberg was having trouble raising 
funds. Lautenberg manager David Eichenbaum: "We would not have 
gone on last week if we thought we would have run out of money." 
Eichenbaum said the campaign "actually began advertising last 
week and reserved a second week in order to encourage Haytaian to 
spend earlier than he should." Haytaian consultant Cliff Pintak 
"scoffed" at Eichenbaum's explanation: "This is a big break for 
us . You call 10 Democratic campaign consultants and ask them 
whether it is a smart move to go up with a half a million dollars 
and then go off for a week. This is a clearly a blunder on their 
part." Rep . Robert Franks (R-07), Haytaian's camp. chair, adds, 
"You don't do this by choice . Who goes dark in October?" Pintak 
declined to say whether Haytaian would increase his ad budget 
while Lautenberg was off the air (Wald, STAR-LEDGER, 9/29) . 

LET'S TALK FLAT TAX: Haytaian challenged Lautenberg 9 / 29 to 
"personally debate the merits of a flat-tax proposal which 
Haytaian embraced as part of his campaign platform two weeks 
ago." Haytaian said he sent a telegram to Lautenberg "seeking a 

Clebate on the flat tax." Haytaian: "The time has arrived for you 
to summon some courage and make your case in person , in front of 
the voters. I believe a United States senator has a 
responsibility to communicate in person with his or her 
constituents. That communication cannot take place from behind a 
desk in Washington." Eichenbaum said he had not seen Haytaian's 
telegram, but said that "he expected the flat tax to be an issue 
in the already scheduled debates." Those debates are scheduled 
for 10/15 and 10 / 25 (Wald, STAR-LEDGER, 9/30) . 

A PAIR OF FLIP-FLOPS: "A war of the words" has developed 
between Lautenberg and Haytaian over the flat tax issue. 
Haytaian claims that Lautenberg, who opposes the flat tax, 
~acked the idea" during the '82 Sen . race . Lautenberg's 
campaign said "the flat tax Haytaian supports is nothing like" 
the one Lautenberg endorsed (AP/TRENTON TIMES, 9 / 29) . Lautenberg 
manager Eichenbaum accused Haytaian of being a "hypocrite" for 
~orting elements of a federal flat tax Haytaian criticized 
ten years ago" and said the proposal "smacks of political 
expediency." Eichenbaum: "Just a few years ago, Haytaian 
strenuously objected to the very ideas he's proposing in this 
campaign and it makes you wonder whether Haytaian stands for 
anything . " Haytaian manager Larry Purpura said there "was no 
conflict between Haytaian's positions in 1984 and now" and that 
"the issue is do we go from a system that's arcane and complex to 
one that's simple" (Politano, Bridgewater COURIER-NEWS, 9 / 29). 
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HOTLINE 9/28/94 
*4 NEW JERSEY : HAYTAIAN SEARCHES FOR NAME RECOGNITION 

In a new ad produced by Murphy, Pintak, Gautier which began 
airing 9/26 in Phila . and NYC, Assembly Speaker Chuck Haytaian 
(R) defines himself as a "budget-cutting fiscal conservative" in 
the mold of Gov. Christie Whitman (R). But a "more subliminal 
yet equally central point of the commercial is the deliberate 

repetition of Haytaian's name which is unfamiliar to many 
voters." In the ad, Haytaian's name is mentioned 6 times in 30 
seconds . It also appears 10 times in the form of banners, 
buttons, and bold type which "flash" across the screen. Local 
political analysts characterized Haytaian's ad, which never 
mentions Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D) by name, as "wise . " Eagleton 
Institute's Cliff Zukin: "Before he can cut Lautenberg down, he's 
got to establish himself . . .. If people don't know what a 
Haytaian is, it's hard to attach adjectives to it . " The ad also 
touts Haytaian's 94-point plan to cut government waste . 
Haytaian, from the ad: "I balance my budget at home with my wife. 
You balance your budget .... Washington thinks it's a gimmick." 
Lautenberg aides have noted that "during the Haytaian years in 
Trenton, state spending has increased by 2 1/2 times" Lautenberg 
manager David Eichenbaum: "There is just one little problem with 
Mr. Haytaian's television commercial : it's called his record" 
(Phillips, PHILA. INQUIRER, 9/27) . 

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

Page 118 of 138



HOTLINE 9/23/94 
*4 NEW JERSEY: LAUTENBERG AD OMITS INCUMBENCY, NASTINESS 

Sen. Frank Lautenberg's (D) first TV ad of the campaign "is 
as striking for what it does not say as for what it does": there 
is no mention of him as a Democrat, "barely hints" he's a US 
senator, and does not portray him as an "ally" of Pres. Clinton. 
Another "surprise" was Lautenberg's decision to launch ads "on a 
positive note," because in two previous campaigns, he 
"eviscerated his opponents with negative attack ads, and most 
analysts expect more of the same this year." The ad, produced by 
Grunwald, Eskew & Donilon, focuses on Lautenberg's record of 
"supporting gun control, anti-crime legislation and a cleaner 
environment" and "highlights" his vote against Clinton's "budget 
and tax increases" in '93 (Phillips, Phila. INQUIRER, 9/23). 
PARTIAL TEXT: "With guns threatening our neighborhoods, Frank 
Lautenberg was a leader in the fight for a nationwide waiting 
period to buy a handgun. . .. With taxes killing New Jersey, 
Lautenberg opposed his own Party and voted against new taxes. 
Frank Lautenberg. The difference? He listens" (Lautenberg 
release, 9/22). NJ Assembly Speaker Chuck Haytaian (R) 
spokesperson Karen DeMasters: "We congratulate the 12-year 
incumbent -- his media team has finally said something positive. 

. . . Frank Lautenberg can brag about one or two political votes 
against tax increases, but he can't hide 12 years of voting for 
more spending" (Haytaian release, 9/22). 
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HOTLINE 9/20/94 
NEW JERSEY: Assembly Speaker Chuck Haytaian (R) voted to 

enact a law that "required property owners to register 
underground storage tanks with the state as a potential 
environmental hazard. It took Haytaian six years to comply. 
Until 1992, Haytaian neglected to tell the state about a 1,000-
gallon tank that held dry-cleaning fluid beneath property he 
owned in Warren County. He also did not report a 1,000-gallon 
oil tank that may have been covered by law." Haytaian 
acknowledged that he "had not complied with state - - or federal -
- environmental laws, and said it was an oversight." He also 
"stressed that his state-certified environmental consultant found 
no evidence of pollution from the two tanks, which are on the 
site of his former home and dry-cleaning business" (Phillips, 
PHILA. INQUIRER, 9/19) . 
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HOTLINE 9/19/94 
*3 NEW JERSEY: HAYTAIAN TAX PLAN GETS MIXED REVIEWS 

Gov. Christie Whitman (R) gave a "mixed endorsement" to 
Assembly Speaker Chuck Haytaian's (R) flat tax proposal on the 
same day Hands Across New Jersey, an anti-tax group formed in '90 
to combat the tax hikes of then-Gov. Jim Florio (D), endorsed the 
idea. Whitman spokesperson Rita Manno: "There's no intention to 
look at it on a state level although she endorses it as a 
reasonable option on the federal level." Hands Across NJ pres. 
Pat Ralston, in a speech that had a "partisan ring," "singled 
out" Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D) for having deductions larger than 
the yearly income of the average family "even though many other 
millionaires, including Whitman, also can get huge deductions in 
the current system." Ralston denied charges that her 
announcement "was coordinated by the campaign or otherwise 
orchestrated by Haytaian." The group has been accused in the 
past of being a "Republican front group" (Donohue, Newark STAR-
LEDGER, 9/16). A TRENTON TIMES editorial praises Haytaian•s 
"provocative and intellectually stimulating idea" but warns that 
the plan "raises many questions -- not only about the basic 
concept, but also the extent to which Mr. Haytaian has bought 
into it or even has thought deeply about it" (9/15). 
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HOTLINE 9/15/94 
*3 NEW JERSEY: HAYTAIAN JOINS FLAT TAX SOCIETY 

"Seizing on a published transcript of a 12-year-old debate" 
in which Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D) "has kind words for the 
concept of a flat tax" GOP leaders accused Lautenberg of 
"inconsistency for opposing it now" (Fitzgerald, Bergen RECORD, 
9/15) . Assembly Speaker Chuck Haytaian (R), trailing in the 
polls and seeking an issue to help close the gap" with 
Lautenberg, has thrown his support behind a federal flat tax. 
Haytaian strategist Larry Purpura said Haytaian is embracing the 
idea "as a way to simplify the system and reduce the tax burden 
for working people." The idea of a flat tax "recently has been 
given new life as the darling of the conservative wing of the 
GOP." Haytaian largely adopted a plan recently introduced in 
Congress by Rep. Dick Armey (R-TX) which would start out at a 
flat rate of 20% for everybody and then fall to 17% after two 
years. The Haytaian camp "is clearly hoping the flat tax will be 
viewed as the kind of dramatic proposal that will help grab the 
attention of voters." But "adopting it carries obvious political 
risks for Haytaian. For one thing, since corporations and the 
wealthy would pay at the same rate as poor families, the idea 
could be attacked as a giveaway to the rich" (Fitzgerald, RECORD, 
9/13). Lautenberg manager David Eichenbaum said Lautenberg's 
quote in which he appears to support the flat tax was "taken out 
of context": "That's not who Frank Lautenberg is. He believes 
the wealthy should pay their fair share" (Fitzgerald, RECORD, 
9/15). N.Y. TIMES' Gray writes Haytaian has adopted a "populist" 
strategy like Christie Whitman's (R) in last year's NJ Gov. race 
-- "the promise of a huge tax cut." But it is unlikely 
Haytaian's proposal "will have the political currency or create 
the political stir" that Whitman's did because Haytaian, as 
senator, "will not be in the same position as Mrs. Whitman to 
make good on his tax proposals" (9/14). 
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HOTLINE 9/13/94 
*7 NEW JERSEY: IN REPRISE OF FLORIO-WHITMAN, VOTERS HOLD BACK 

The Newark STAR-LEDGER/Eagleton Poll surveyed 598 likely 
voters 8/30-9/6; margin of error +/- 4% (Eagleton release, 9/11). 
The ASBURY PARK PRESS Poll surveyed 934 likely voters 8/24-29; 
+/- 3.1% (9/11). Tested: Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D) and Assembly 
Speaker Chuck Haytaian (R) . 

NOW W/LNRS 6/94 DEM GOP IND 
Lautenberg 
Haytaian 
Undec. 

STAR-LEDGER 

26% 
16 
58 

LAUTENBERG RE-ELECT 
Deserves re-elect 
Time for change 

52% 
29 
12 

NOW 
40% 
43 

25% 
17 
55 

6/94 
35% 
42 

50% 6% 22 
1 
49 

ASBURY 

39 
49 

PARK 
Lautenberg 
Haytaian 
Undec./DK 

10 
68 

NOW 
39% 
27 
34 

FAV/UNFAV 
39% I 18% 

15 I 11 

7/94 
43% 
22 

ID 
96% 
58 

ANALYSIS: Eagleton Institute pollster Janice Ballou: "The 
race appears to be following the pattern of recent elections in 
New Jersey. Fewer voters are making early commitments to a 
candidate. That means neither candidate has the advantage of 
beginning the campaign with a stable base of firm voters that is 
large enough to win the election" (STAR-LEDGER, 9/11) . 
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October 14, 1994 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: SENATOR DOLE 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Chuck Haytaian has proposed a U.S. flat tax and has challenged Senator Lautenberg 
to debate the issue. The following outlines Haytaian's proposal and views. 

HA YTAIAN FLAT TAX 

Haytaian proposes a system where married couples would deduct $26,200 from their 
income and take an additional deduction of $5,300 for each child. Single taxpayers would 
deduct $13,100 and heads of households would deduct $17,200. Home mortgage interest 
would continue to be deducted. After these adjustments, every taxpayer would pay 17 
percent in income taxes. 

Haytaian defends his plan as "fair" and "simple." He believes that under the current 
system, the wealthy exploit the tax code's loopholes -- deductions, exclusions, credits. His 
plan removes all deductions except home mortgage interest. Although New Jerseyans would 
lose their deduction for state and local taxes, Haytaian feels that New Jersey taxpayers would 
gain by comparison with such a low federal rate. Furthermore, lawyers and tax experts 
won't be required to figure out the tax forms. 

Lautenberg currently opposes the flat tax but apparently endorsed a flat tax in 1982 
(NYT article attached). 

COMMENTS Our present system contains many exclusions, exemptions, deductions and 
credits that it requires higher tax rates. A pure flat tax has a much more comprehensive tax 
base and for that reason can maintain such a low rate. However, the advantage of a flat tax 
must be compared to the disturbing distributional implications. Regressivity is the primary 
concern about a flat tax. A single totally flat rate would involve a substantial shift of tax 
burden from those in the highest income brackets to low or middle income taxpayers. 
Although the rate may be low, "income" would be broader because it could include many 
items which currently may not be considered taxable income -- such as tax exempt interest, 
fringe benefits, etc. 

In 1984, the Treasury Department Report to President Reagan recommended a 
"modified flat tax." A modified flat tax could include two or three tax rates covering wide 
ranges of income. The use of wide ranges of income minimizes problems such as marriage 
penalties and bonuses. 
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September 29, 19941' 
Contact: Karen DeMaGters 

(609) 588-5000 

~ Haytaian Demands Debate on Flat-tax 
u Asks Incumbent to Apologize for Name Callirtg ~~ 

HAMIL TON, NJ - US Senate candidate Chuck Hsytaian today challenged Frank Lautenberg to "stand up and debate the flat-tax issue face-to-face'', Haytalan suggested the 12-year Incumbent stop .hiding behind his political operatives. 

In a telegram to Senator lautenberg, Haytaian asked the Democrat to do his own campaigning, instead of allowing his paid staff to serve as his substitute. 
0 1 believe a United States Senator has a responsibility to communicate In person with his or her constituents. That communication cannot take place from behind a desk in Washington;• said Haytalan. 

"I challenge Frank Lautenberg to meet me anytime, anywhere In New Jersey to debate whether or not a flat-tax would be good for working New Jerseyans." 

Lautenberg•s spokesman yesterday released a statement calling Haytaian a "hypocrite" because of his S\Jpport for a flat-tax. Lautenberg endorsed the flat. tax concept in 1982, although the Senator has recently come out in opposition to the plan.1 

'The time has come for Frank Lautenbarg to summon some courage and make his case in person/' said Haytaian. "One way or another, by election day 
the people of New Jersey will know where the 12-year incumbent stands on the Issues of taxes and spending. Frank, you can't hide If you don't runP1 

To date, Lautenberg has accepted only one debate Invitation. The Senator, who in 1982 called for 21 debates in three weeks, has not even found time for 3 debates in the 21 weeks since the primary, said Haytaian. 

### 

1 Jbe NewYor!s nme.s1 10129/82. 
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lST STORY of Level 1 printed in FULL format. 

Copyright 1982 The New York Times Company 
The New York Times 

October 29, 1982, Friday, Late City Final Edition 
SECTION: Section B; Page 4, Column 3; Metropolitan Desk 

LENGTH: 3182 words 

HEADLINE: EXCERPTS FROM 3 FENWICK-LAUTENBERG DEBATES 

DATELINE: TRENTON, Oct. 28 

BODY: 

PAGE 2 

Following are excerpts from three debates between New Jersey's candidates for the United States Senate, Representative Millicent Fenwick, the Republican nominee, and Frank R. Lautenberg, the Democratic candidate. One debate, sponsored by the New Jersey State Chamber of Commerce, was held Oct. 6 in Whippany. Another, conducted by WABC-TV in New York, was videotaped Oct. 21. The third, sponsored by the League of Women Voters, took place on Tuesday in Pomona. 

Opening Statements 

MR. LAUTENBERG: I believe there are two major issues in this race. First and foremost is the economy - that's our toughest problem. It challenges our 
rP~ourcefulness, it challenges our capacity to adapt, it challenges our c 2rehension of a complex and changing world. I'm running for the United States Senate because that challenge isn't being met. 

There's another issue. If the problem of the economy challenges our imagination, the second issue challenges our motivation, our commitment and our priorities. The second issue in this election is which candidate will put New Jersey first. First in every vote that's cast and in every bill that's sponsored. 

Those are the two issues: the economy and New Jersey. At our last debate, I spoke at some length about our economy, about putting New Jersey back to work -work today for 335,000 jobless in New Jersey, but also work in the future when our children come of age. We need to put New Jersey back on its feet by helping firms cope with high interest rates, unfair foreign competition and the accelerating pace of world economic change. 

But also we must sow the seeds for the business of the future -high-technology business, service business -plugged into an information age. And manufacturing, too, made more productive, cleaner and more efficient through the use of modern techniques. 

That's the task. It calls for a Senator with experience in the newest technologies. It calls for a Senator with a record of privatesector economic achievement. It calls for a Senator with the vision of what lies ahead for New Jersey and how to get us there. 

U:r:-qes Investing in People 
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The New York Times, October 29, 1982 

I helped build a small company of five employees into one of 16,000 -4,000 of 
t ~e jobs right here in New Jersey. I've traveled the road to economic growth, 
I now how to do it. 

First, by investing in people. When we educate our students, train the 
unskilled, retrain the unemployed, we create a work force that's ready to take 
on the challenge. 

Second, by joining manager and worker in a productive partnership. When we 
promote that kind of cooperation, both profits and paychecks grow. 

Third, by making government the facilitator. It isn't government's job to run 
the economy. It is government's job to make the economy run. That means a fair 
tax system that encourages initiative and investment. It means spurring research 
and the birth of new businesses. It means a government that assures an efficient 
system of railroads, waterways and communication. That's the foundation for a 
growing economy and that's the responsibility of a United States Senator. 

As I said before, there's another critical issue in this election: which of 
the two candidates can be expected to put New Jersey's interests first. I pledge 
this: My first priority will always be New Jersey. 

I don't think my opponent has the same priority. How else does one explain 
voting to deny college loans to 20,000 of New Jersey's students? Yes, Mrs. 
Fenwick voted to deny those college loans. How else does one explain voting to 
cut the operating budget of the Environmental Protection Agency by a 
q,,~rter-billion dollars, stifling research and crippling enforcement? Yes, Mrs. 
E Nick voted to cut the E.P.A. How else does one explain voting to kill a law 
enforcement program that fights crime in our state and drugs in our streets? 
Police have been laid off in every town and city across our state. 

How else does one explain voting to cut Social Security by $600 million in 
New Jersey alone and voting to eliminate the minimum benefit of only $122 a 
month? We're a state with many seniors and Mrs. Fenwick actually co-sponsored a 
bill - I have it right here, it's H.R. 4342 - to eliminate that modest minimum 
after 1981. How else does one explain voting for budget cuts to punish New 
Jersey? We're already 46th among states in getting a return on the taxes we 
send to Washington, but Mrs. Fenwick voted for a budget that hurts New Jersey 
even more - more than Texas, more than Nevada and more than most other states. 
That's not my idea of putting New Jersey first. 

It won't be the kind of record I'll build in the U. S. Senate because I'll be 
more than a Senator from New Jersey, I will be a Senator for New Jersey. 

MRS. FENWICK: Ladies and gentlemen, this campaign for the United States 
Senate is about people. Because that's what government is all about -people. 
This campaign is whether or not and how America will succeed in building a more 
secure and promising future for people from all walks of life. It's about who 
can best serve the people of this state. 

In this campaign, the people of New Jersey have a clear choice between two 
very different candidates. I am the only candidate who has a firsthand 
E ~rience in helping people, in helping businesses large and small, in helping 
pec:rple solve their problem. All across the state, I'm the only candidate who has 
firsthand knowledge of what government can do and should do and cannot do to 
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solve our problems. 

Long before I entered politics, and since, on my school board and town 
council and in the New Jersey Assembly, and then in our State Consumer Affairs 
Director position and in the United States Congress, my life has been devoted to 
helping people. 

Unlike my opponent, I've been there - on the farms and shorelines of New Jersey, in the trenches when things were happening in the streets of Newark, 
fighting for fair employment, decent housing and civil rights, and now in the 
committees of Congress fighting for fiscal sanity for the nation and for the 
state. 

Fiscal sanity doesn't mean that we can cut Social Security pension payments or neglect proven programs for education, health and welfare. I voted to protect these priorities. But uncontrolled government spending is not the answer to the problems we face. We must pay attention to what works, that's the big difference and the first one between us - experience. 

Cites Her Experience 

And it's clear to me that my experience, my opponent's lack of it, had led to a second fundamental difference between the two of us: a radically different 
view of the direction the Federal Government must take in order to rebuild our 
economy. The single most important lesson I have learned, particularly during 
the past eight years in Congress, is the absolute necessity of bringing the 
rP~kless Federal spending of the last 28 years under control. And my record 
~ res I've learned that lesson. 

My opponent, of course, has no voting record. But his objections to specific votes that I have cast, and some of his views as reported in the press, show me 
that his approach to government is perfectly clear. 

He has the old, familiar appetite for spending and for government 
intervention. He seems to have no understanding at all of the need for a change 
of direction, which the voters - the voters of this country and this state -so emphatically demanded two years ago. He has consistently supported those who 
gave us the spending of those past 28 years, and he still seems to. 

You don't need a degree in economics in order to understand what has happened here. We cannot continue to spend the people's money endlessly, without regard to the consequences. Experience teaches you that, and so does common sense. 

The consequences have been disastrous. The Federal Government is now over $1 
trillion in debt and is borrowing over half of the available credit just to pay 
its bills. Spending leads to deficits, deficits to massive government borrowing and the borrowing has been a major cause of the high interest rates which have 
crippled the economy. 

That's what's made it so difficult for Americans to get a loan for a home or 
a car or to borrow for a child's education. That's what's been killing small 
businesses, which are so essential to the creation of jobs. 

N ~s Drop in Inflation Rate 
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The country clearly needed a change of direction, and I supported that 
c 1ge, one that has already produced some results. What are they? Well, it's 
b~ ught down inflation from 12.4 percent under Mr. Carter to 3.3 percent last 
month. It has lowered interest rates from 21.5 percent under Mr. Carter to 13.5 
percent today. Individual purchasing power is increasing, not declining as it 
was under Mr. Carter. 

Obviously, there's a great deal more that must be done. Let's face it, 9.5 
percent unemployment is intolerable, and that's our national figure. We must 
create jobs and assist those who are out of work. I've made jobs my first 
priority, as I will continue to do in the United States Senate - if you send me 
there, that is. 

Now my opponent has criticized me on the issue of jobs, but let's look at the 
record. I have voted for legislation which has led to the direct creation of 1.5 
million jobs. I voted for employment and training for another 19 million 
Americans. Employment and training, that's jobs - or the avenue to jobs. 

Meanwhile, my opponent supports a bill to mandate domestic automobile parts, 
which the Congressional Budget Office - which is not an arm of the Republican 
committee - the Congressional Budget Office says will cost 150,000 American 
jobs, knocking 150,000 workers now employed out of jobs. 

Yes, I've supported the President's change of direction, but changes and 
corrections will be needed in some of his programs. And I don't agree with him 
all the time. I'm not a rubber stamp for anybody. And I don't think you'd want 
mP to be one. I've already voted for a mid-course correction to close tax 
l }holes. I've differed with the President over some priorities -important 
so"Cial programs must be maintained, the Pentagon cannot be given a blank check. 
But the change in direction was right and it must continue. 

So these are the major differences between us - experience is one, philosophy 
is the other. I believe my philosophy represents the thinking of the people of 
this state. The philosophy of my opponent does not. And I believe that my 
experience will serve the people of New Jersey well in the United States Senate. 

Social Security 

Q. What specific measures do you propose, beyond the hope of full employment, 
to alleviate the funding crisis for Social Security? MR. LAUTENBERG: I think 
that the hope for full employment is a critical one. Putting 1 percent of our 
people back to work adds $2 billion paid into the Social Security system each 
year. 

I think that we must preserve the benefits that we have scheduled now for all 
those in the system and those about to come in. I think we ought to consider 
taxing the retirement share of the benefits for those who make over $40,000 a 
year. 

Perhaps we could make better use of portable pensions. Those going from 
company to company should be able to take that resource with them. I think we 
should make more use of individual retirement accounts. I don't think people 
s · lld be able to get in and out of the Social Security system voluntarily. That 
WO'Cl"'ld ultimately destroy it. For now, if necessary, I would advocate using 
general revenues to support the system. 
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MRS. FENWICK: I was for taxing income from Social Security for those earning r ·her incomes until I received a number of letters from people who had 
i atively modest salaries - $45,000 to $50,000 a year. They said their whole 
arrangement with their employers had been based on the fact that Social Security 
would not be taxable. 

I feel very strongly that we must live up to contracts. You can't change the 
rules of the game while somebody is in the middle of it. Somebody that's about 
to retire has a right to know what position he's going to find himself in when 
he comes to retirement. If any changes are to be made, they've got to be 
telegraphed long ahead. 

I think the I.R.A.'s are excellent. I've always favored portable pensions. 

Death Penalty 

Q. What is your position on the death penalty? MRS. FENWICK: I've never been 
opposed to the death penalty in principle and I support the bill of Senator John 
F. Russo, which is now law in New Jersey. 

MR. LAUTENBERG: I'm opposed to the death penalty. I don't think it prevents 
crime. There is nothing to establish that it is a preventative measure. I am 
opposed to that kind of barbaric cruelty in our society. 

Income Tax 

Q. What are your views on the proposed flat-rate income tax and the 
E nination of exemptions and tax credits? MR. LAUTENBERG: I support the tax 
brll that has been proposed by Senator Bill Bradley, with one modification -
that is, to raise the top limit to beyond 28 percent for those with higher 
incomes. I would think that a surtax of 10 percent for each $100,000 gradation 
would make sense. 

There's only one way we're going to get some sense back into our taxing 
system. The country is paying the penalty for the tax giveaways my opponent 
voted for in 1981 that gave the 1,700 largest corporations 80 percent of the 
benefits, that left the wealthy with the loopholes. 

The flat-tax concept is the only one that can quickly close the loopholes. 
There ought to be some deductions, perhaps for homemortgage interest and medical 
deductions. 

MRS. FENWICK: I've long been thinking about some kind of flat tax with 
progressivity built into it. I proposed such a tax to Wilbur Mills when he was 
still on the Ways and Means Committee. We have to have exemptions for interest 
on mortgages, we have to have education, religious and cultural deductions. 

But I would like to clear up something my opponent said. Those earning 
between $5,000 and $50,000 a year pay 67 percent of the income taxes in this 
country. They get 70 percent of the income-tax benefits. It sounds as though the 
entire bill was rigged to help the rich and the big corporations. This kind of 
talk is not responsible because the great majority went to individuals and the 
r ~inder went primarily to small businesses. 

Auto Imports 
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Q. Would you support legislation that would require Japanese auto makers to 
u American parts and labor in cars sold in this country? MRS. FENWICK: This 
i undoubtedly one of the most damaging bills that could be presented, and I 
certainly would not support it. The Congressional Budget Office said that it 
would cost 150,000 American jobs. It is a blatant violation of two of our 
agreements under the General Agreements on Tariffs and Trade. It is the 
beginning of the protectionism we saw in this country in the 1920's that 
resulted in a worldwide panic and Depression. 

MR. LAUTENBERG: I'd support the bill. We're talking about the auto industry 
that employs one out of every six employees in this country, directly or 
indirectly. 

The Congressional Budget Office did make two projections. One, which my 
opponent cites, that by 1990, if there were widespread Japanese retaliation, we 
could lose 150,000 jobs. That means that the Japanese would dry up trading with 
America and then, where would they go to do business? In France, where they can 
only control 3 percent of the automobile market, or Australia, which is more 
restrictive than the U.S.? 

The Congressional Budget Office also said that if there was no retaliation, 
then we would have 500,000 jobs saved. So somewhere between the grimmest 
proposal that my opponent makes, and saving a lot of American jobs, lies, I 
believe, the truth. Frankly, I would be happy to support that bill, to send that 
warning shot across the bow of our trading partners, to tell them that America 
means business. 

le cannot be the saps in this trading arrangement where any other country 
comes here and does business on a free and open basis and we, in turn, stand as 
the good guys in the corner and let them prevent us from selling our products 
overseas. 

The Draft 

Q. Would you support a military draft? MR. LAUTENBERG: I've said that I 
would. I think that it ought to be fair, and if we're going to draft men, we 
should also draft women. We should be in a state of readiness in case our 
country needs us. I don't believe that is a precursor to war. 

MRS. FENWICK: I know that the duty of Congress is to provide for the defense 
of this country, and I would vote for the draft if it were necessary. But to 
make a gesture and use young people and force them to register when you gain 
just three days on the draft, in my opinion is wrong. 

Soviet Trade 

Q. President Reagan wants to increase the grain sales to Soviet Russia. But 
he's against those companies who want to take part in the pipeline to the 
Soviet. How do you square that, if you can? 

MR. LAUTENBERG: I don't think you can square it. And I think that before we 
get ourselves into situations where we're imposing sanctions and giving other 
p 1le our marketplace and giving other people our jobs, I think we have to get 
s e>nre cooperation with our allies. I think that programs should have been 
designed in unison before. We can't do these things alone. And I don't square 
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MISSISSIPPI 

CD REPUBLICAN ·WIN% DEMOCRAT WIN% 
1* Roger Wicker 26% Bill Wheeler 40% 

Grant Fox 19% 
2 Bill Jordan unp. BENNIE THOMPSON unp . 
3 Dutch Dabbs unp. SONNYMONTGO.MERY unp . 
4 Mike Wood 73% MIKE PARKER 59% 
5 George Barios unp. GENE TAYLOR unp. 

MONTANA 

CD REPUBLICAN WIN% DEMOCRAT WIN% 
al Cy Jamison 59% PAT WILLIAMS unp. 

NEW JERSEY Hou~~ c .w,ro10AT£S> 
CD REPUBLICAN WIN% DEMOCRAT WIN% 
1 James Hogan 80% ROB A.NDREWS unp. 
2 FPRilk LoBiondo 55% Louis Magazzu 50% 
3 JIM SAXTON unp. Jay Williams 87% 
4 CHRIS SMITH unp. Ralph Walsh 88% 
5 MARGE ROUKEMA 77% Bill Auer 87% 
6 Michael Herson 58% FRANK PALLONE unp. 
7 BOBFRA,.~S unp. Karen Carroll unp. 
8 Bill Martini unp. HERB KLEIN unp. 
9 Peter Russo unp. ROBERT TORRICELLI 91% 
10 Jim Ford unp. DONALD PAYNE unp. 
11 DEAN GALLO 65% Frank Herbert 52% 12 DICK ZIMMER unp. Joseph Y oussouf unp . 
13 Fernando Alonso 51% Robert Menendez unp. 

NEW MEXICO 

CD REPUBLICAN WIN% DEMOCRAT WIN% 
1 STEVE SCHIFF unp. Peter Zollinger unp . 
2 JOE SKEEN unp. Benjamin Chavez 51% 
3 Gregg Bemis 61% BILL RICHARDSO:-J unp. 
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