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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ABOUT H.R. 2566

HOW DO WE PROTECT OURSELVES FROM INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES?

Candidates abiding by the spending limits would not be hindered in their ability to respond to
independent expenditures. Furthermore, complying candidates would receive a greater return
on their spending due to the broadecast media discounts.

Under the current campaign finance system, the only way for a candidate to protect himself
or berself from unfavorable independent expenditures is to raise enough money to counter
independent expenditures. H.R. 2566 provides that if independent expenditures totaling
$25,000 or more are made against a complying candidate, or in favor of the opponent of a
complying candidate, then the complying candidate’s spending limit is increased by a
matching amount in order to respond.

For example, if the AFL-CIO or thc National Ritle Association ran a $25,000 independent
expenditure advertising blitz in favor of a certain candidate, then any of that candidate’s
opponents who comply with the voluntary spending limits would be permitted to increase
their spending limit by $25.000.

HOW DO WE PROTECT OURSELVES FROM WEALTHY CANDIDATES?

As with independent expenditures, the only ﬁvay for a candidate to counter the personal
spending of a wealthy opponent is w raise as much money as possible. H.R. 2566 would
give complying candidates enhanced mechanisms for countering an opponent’s personal
wealth.

‘To receive the benefits of discounted broadcast and postal rates, a candidate must not spend
more than $60,000 (10 percent of the spending limit) in personal wealth on his or her
campaign. A wealthy candidate may choose not to abide by these voluntary limits.
However, rejecting these limits will give his or her complying opponent certain mechanism.,
for responding.

First. complying candidates would be able to buy broadcast time at half the cost of a wealthy
candidate. Therefore, complying candidates will need less money to buy the same amount of
advertising time as wealthy candidates.

Second, complying candidates are able to increase their spending limit, up (0 (wice as much
as the $600,000 original spending limit, if a wealthy candidate spends in excess of $60,000
of personal wealth,

Third, complying candidatcs are permitted to accept larger contributions from individuals --
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$2,000 instead of $1,000 per election -- if they face a wealthy candidate who spent over
$150,000 in personal funds (25 percent of the spending limit) or rcccived contributions and
spent personal funds, which in the aggregate, exceed $300,000 (50 percent of the spending
limit). This increased individual contribution will enhance a complying candidate’s ahility to
compete against a wealthy candidate.

WHY NOT JUST INCREASE THE CURRENT INDIVIDUAL CONTRIBUTION
LIMIT FROM $1,000 TO $2,500 OR $5,000 TO COMBAT WEALTHY
CANDIDATES?

This solution would only result in bidding up federal campaigns. We want to bring
campaigns back to ordinary American people. Typically, these are not the people that can
afford to give $2,500 or $5,000 to a campzign. By increasing the individual contribution
limit, we would be shifting campaigns to on¢ particular segment of voters -- namely, wealthy
contributors —— and ignoring the vast majority of voters. Under this scepario, we could have
a wealthy millionaire candidate competing against a candidate who receives a majority of his
or her contributions from large donors. Under this scenario, the millionaire candidate would
also be able to raise the increased $2,500 or $5,000 contribution from his or her rich friends.

H.R. 2566 offecrs a better solution. It arms complying candidates with certain wcapons that
wealthy candidates would not have at their disposal. These weapons come in the form of
broadcast media discounts, mailing discounts, and an increased individual contribution limit
of $2,000 for the complying candidates only.

WON'T THE VOLUNTARY SPENDING LIMITS IN H.R. 2566 HURT
CHALLENGERS AND BENEFIT INCUMBENTS?

Actually, just the opposite. Under the current system, incumbents have a huge advantage
over challengers. House incumbents consistently outraise and cutspend challengers, on
average, by a ratio of 2.6 to 1.

H.R. 2566 provides a voluntary spending limit of $600,000 for House races. By
encouraging candidates (o agree to a spending limit, H.R. 2566 will level the playing fiekl
and give challengers an opportunity to compete with incumbents. Furthermore, complying
candidates will be able to purchase more broadcast time with less money duc to the
discounted broadcast rates provided to eligible candidates.

WHY DO YOU BAN PACS? ISN'T THIS UNCONSTITUTIONAL?

PAC money has distorted the political process because it is tied so closely to a special-
interest group’s agenda. Almost half of the money raised by House incumbents comes from
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PACs, thus making it barder for challengers to compete. H.R. 2566 eliminates PAC
contributions from federal elections.

The courts have never directly addressed the question of whether a PAC ban is
unconstitutional. But, H.R. 2566 provides a fall-back provision should the courts strike
down the PAC ban. This fall-back provision would reduce the current PAC contribution
limit from $5,000 to $1,000 per election, the same contribution limit for individuals.
Further, the total amount that a candidate could accept from PACs would be capped at 25
percent of the spending limit ($150,000). This fall-back provision would keep PACs from
unduly influencing the political process.

WHY CAN'T WE JUST LOWER THE CONTRIBUTION LIMITS OF PACS AND
ALLOW INDIVIDUALS TO GIVE MORE?

Some believe we can't eliminate campaign contributions from PACs all at once, instead we
should go after them bit by bit. However, lowering the contribution limits of PACs will do
nothing to change the culture of fundraising in Washington, D.C. and the money will still
continue to flow disproportionately to incumbents.

Currently, there are an estimated 14,000 lobbyists in Washington, D.C. all working for special
interests. If a PAC is restricted from giving the usual amount per election cycle, the money can
simply be funneled to candidates through the PACs's lobbyist. And it is particularly helpful if .
the individuals' contribution limits are raised -- the lobbyists can give more.

The nightly fundraisers at the Capitol would not be affected, Incumbents would still have the
upper hand with generous checks from PACs and PAC lobbyists flowing to their campaign
coffers -- all without having to leave town. In the 1994 election, PACs favored incumbents by
almost a 4 to 1 margin. This will continue to happen unless the culture is changed and PACs are
prohibited from contributing altogether.

HOW DO YOU ADDRESS SOFT MONEY?

H.R. 2566 bans the use of soft money in federal elections. Under H.R. 2566, any money
solicited or received by the national political parties would have to comply with the current
contribution limits. Also, any money spent by the state parties on any activities which might
influence federal clections -- including voter registration and get-out-the-vote drives — must
comply with federal law. Finally, any money raised by a federal candidate or officeholder
must comply with federal law. These three provisions close the sofi money loopholes.
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WHAT IS YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR PROVIDING REDUCED RATE
BROADCAST TIME?

The airwaves are owned by the public. Broadcasters receive a license to use and profit from
the public’s airwaves. It seems logical for Congress to require broadcasters to provide a
reasonable amount of airtime at reduced rates for the sake of providing a fair and credible
election process. '

HOW CAN WE REFORM OUR CAMPAIGN FINANCE SYSTEM WITHOUT
LOOKING LIKE HYPOCRITES AS WE FACE RE-ELECTION?

Any serious reformer will acknowledge that comprehensive reform must happen at the
beginniog of an election ¢ycle, not halfway through an election year. H.R. 2566 does not

begin during the current election cycle.

Supporters of H.R. 2566 realize that Members must operate under the current rules. Despite
this fact, we should not give up in our endeavors to change the system. The national groups
behind campaign reform (Common Cause, The League of Women Voters, Public Citizen,
United We Stand America) will applaud those Members who take a bold stand in changing
the system.

updated 1/30/96 | 4
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EDITORIALS

Money and pohtlcs

1 but Jost in the budget battle gripping Congress is the
surprising revival of an issue leaders of both parties
would just as soon ieave alone: campaign finance reform.
House Speaker Newt Gingrich and President Bill
Clinton shook hands five months ago on a plan to establish
acampaign fin:nce reform commission, but Gingrich couldn't find
the time to appoint his memoers. Clinton proposed some commission

- members and has regularly criticized Gingrich on the issue, but

hasn’t pushed any legislation.

BRI VR . .
Inthe midst of this inaction, a bipartisan group of Congress :
members has come forward W1th thexr own reform bill, wh:ch ls now
gathering momentum. : R
It'san interesting group. Sen. John McCain, R—Am. has
conservative credentials and credibility on both sides of the aisle,

- Sen Russ Feingold, D-Wisc.,, is an independent-minded left-winger.
" Onthe House side, our own Rep. Marty Meehan, D-5th, has joined
- with Rep. Chris Shays, a moderate Republican from Connecticut,

and Rep. Linda Smith, a conservative Republican freshman from

: Washington. - -

Their bills would prohibit political action committee donations of

" all kinds, limit contributions from large donors, require that at least

60 percent of campaign donations come from within a candidate's
home state, prohibit taxpayer-financed mailings from Congressmen
during election years and close the “soft money” loophole that has

al]owed donations in excess of current limits.

. Thébills would also set voluntary spending limits, w:th provisions ~
ﬂmt allow the limit to be exceeded when the complying candidate is
being outspent. Candidates agreeing to the limits would be eligible
for discounts dn broadcast advertising and mass mailings. ’

The initiative — dubbed the Bipartisan Clean Congress Act — has
already been endorsed by the League of Women Voters, Common.
Cause, Ralph Nader’s Public Citizen organization and Ross Perot.
Meehan and his House colleagues are laying the groundwork fora
discharge petition that would force a vote on the House floor.

They've already grabbed the attention of Gingrich, who suddenly
is talking about a commission again. one that would reportback to
Congress next May. In a remarkable display of audacious rhetorical
smoke, Gingrich told a House committee last week that .
Congressional campaigns aren't too expensive, They aren’t
expensive enough, he said, considering how much newspapers and
television networks spend covering campaigns. Run thatby us again?

Those who support real campaign finance reform weren't buying
it. Since taking cver Congress, Republicans have set new records
solieiting donations from the people they regulate. Presidential
candidates have spent as much time raising money as campaigning.
President Clinton has been raking in $1.000 checks through a weekly
series of black-tie fund-raisers, the next of which is tomormw in
Boston.

Mark Hanna, Ohio’s legendary 19th century political boss, said,-
“Inpolitics, three things are important. The first ismoney, and I ean't
remember whatthe otheriwo are.”

Politics hasn't changed much since Hanna's heyday, Gingrich,
Clinton and friends all say they favor campaign finance reform and
they'll getto it — just as soon as they bankroll their next campaign.

ForMarty Meehan and his colieagues, that’s not good enough. It's
notgood encugh for us, either, and we wish the reformers suceess. '._\
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A revolt against special mterests

* No longer is the call for an overhaul of the cam-
paign finance system the thin plea of professional

‘reformers alone. Republican Sen. John -McCain of -
“Atizona and Democratic Sen. Russell Feingold of
‘Wisconsin, along with determined freshmen in
“gmaller ones. -

", ® Establish spendmg Ilmlts that candeates will
-_,agree to by requiring television stations to provide
‘bargain. rates for their political ads. To qualify,

‘both branches of Congress and presidential candi-
‘ddte Pat Buchanan, are among those now clamor-
\ing for change. Sens. Sam Nunn and Bill Bradley
‘blasted the system as a debasement of public ser-
-vice when they announced their retirements. Gov.
‘Pete Wilson of California did the same upon quit- - c

tmg the presidential race. The message now reso-" o _
McBride, called the package “fair, tough, creative

nates with the public. -
Congressional leaders, including House Speak-

-er Newt Gingrich and especially Senate majority

leader Bob Dole, will ignore this at their peril.
" .. Speaker Tom Foley ignored the cry, which vot-
ers delivered loudly in 1992, and his own constitu-
ents dumped him fast. The call has only grown
louder, yet the leaders still act deaf. ‘
Among the current proposals, McCain’s goes
farthest toward the changes essential to restoring
credibility to the elective process, setting up a sys-
tem- of voluntary spending limits and restricting
the influence of corporations and other big-money
interests. Specifica’ y, the proposal by McCain and

Feingold, also backed by freshman GOP Sen. Fred

Thompson, would:

# Ban the notorious “soft money” contribu-
tions, the gigantic loophole by which huge sums -
more than $120 million in the last three years -

" most of which would be illegal if given to candi-

dates, are funneled mto campaigns through party

organizations.
® Ban contributions from political action com-

- mittees or, if that is ruled unconstitutional, reduce

:the contnbutnon limit from $5,000 to the same
$1 000 that applies to individuals. ‘

- mBan “bundling” by individuals or PACs,
practnce by which influence-peddlers can make
large contributions by collectmg a number of

.Senate candidates would have to raise 60 percent

of their funds from home-state residents.”
- The president of Common Cause, Ann

and comprehensive” and expressed optimism that
the issue would finally get a vote and pass. ~

‘While McCain’s proposal applies only to the
Senate, comparable legislation for the House is be-
ing prepared by Reps. Martin Meehan of Lowell
and Christopher Shays of Connecticut. Yet the last
word from the House majority leader, Dick Ar-
mey, after several vacillations from Gingrich, is
that the issue will not be brought up this year.

That would be ineredible. The 1994 vote that
put congressional Republicans in power was clear-
ly an indictment of Washington politics, a cynical
system spotlighted more v idly still by the diaries
of Sen. Bob Packwood.

. Campaign finance should have been reformed
in 1993, The health care debate, the 1994 elections
and the ongoing budget battle would have been
very different if the leverage of special interests
had been curtailed.

It can’t be done yesterday, of course, but if the
congressional leaders want to prevent their revolu-
tion from turning back against them, it had better
be done before tomorrow.
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Public demand for campaign finance
reform has become so unrelenting that
Democrats and Republicans have now
joined forces behind a™plan that has the
support of everyone from Common Cause
to Ross Perot. ' IO S

The groveling behavior ‘of Sen. Bob
Packwood, revealed in his own diaries,
made evident to everyone the degrading
and corrupting rituals of money-raising
that the present system forces members
-of Congress to submit to. This sytem
taints, not only hacks like Packwood, but
those whom we believe to be honorable.

Now bipartisan bills'introduced in the
House and the Senate promise to createa
new system designed to reduce the influ-
ence of big spenders whose legal bnbery
so distorts our pohtms

In the previous Congress, when the
Democrats still held a majority, Republi-
cans used obstructionism to kill cam-
paign finance reform. Sen. James Jef-
fords, one of the more sensible members
on the Republican side, found himself in
his usual posture as the man in the mid-
dle, working to salvage reform by water-
ing it down. . '

Republicans are now in the majority,
and the public’s demand for campaign fi-
nance reform has not abated. Reform has
not been a priority for House Speaker
Newt Gingrich, but conservative purists,
aligned with people all across the spec-
trum, may have forced his hand. With
increasing support among Republicans,
Jeffords may finally feel less lonely.

The newly unveiled House bill would:

— Establish a $600,000 spendmg limit
for House candidates.

— Make television and radio time and .

mailing privileges available at reduced
costs to those candidates who abide by
the spending limits, _

— Restrict political action committee

contributions and contributions fmm lob-

byists.

: tnbutors to the Repubhcans

Reform Now

— Ban soft money.

Soft money is the term used to describ.
contributions that are laundered
through party organizations or other in-
termediaries to give candidates help that
exceeds existing legal limits. At present
special interests are able to make huge
indirect payments to candidates; the
record donation was $2.5 million given
by Amway to the Repubhcan Natlonal
Comnmiittee in 1994.

In the first half of 1995 Repubhcan
committees raised $20.1 million, and
Democratic committees raised $10.4 mil-
lion in soft money. It is not - su.rpnsmg,
perhaps, that three tobacco companies —
Philip Morris, RJR Nabisco, and Brown
& Williamson — were the top three con-

It is not surprising because most
Americans know this form of payoff is
the only way a force such as the tobacco
industry can keep itself in the good grac-
es of politicians. Deprived of their legal
right to bribe, tobacco lobbyists are left
with their pathetic deceptions. Similarly,
lobbyists of all persuasions should have
to make their cases through the force of
their ideas rather than by the profligacy
of their contributions.

There are plenty of specla] mterests
who will get to work in the coming
months to derail the movement toward
campaign finance reform. And a realistic -
view suggests that with so much money
sloshing around Washington, passage of
the bill could merely end up diverting the
flow of money to some other, now unfore-
seen, outlet.

But the American people will be
watching to see whether the present
leadership will make the effort to clean
up the process and, in so doing, restore
confidence that decisions of state are
made with the interest of the people in
mind rather than the. interests of the
members’ campaign ﬁmds ' S

~d
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EDITORIALS
Can this be real?

Congress pushes campaign-finance reform
ummmmunm.dawmmc-mwmn that
aren’t proud of having the best Congress
A hlllh fell last week on tha

NoveMBER 5, 1995 A-12

sponscrzhip began
Cuuldt.hllhammundondormmtmumm
tatives and senstors from spending half their time soliciting
contributicas? The kind of reform that would end the
of well-heeled interest groups, intensified this year
with lobbyists invited to draft their own bills in the office of
House Spesker Newt Gingrich?
Common Cause, the seif-styled “citizens lobby,” has cam-
Wuﬂymm
t the campaign contriby-
tions of the prolifersting poitti- | QWA POSITION
cal action committees (PACs) in

House and S;:me bills “an

mr;uthmu
The House bill 13 spansored by
Republican Reps. Linds Smith

Identical Houss and Senate i
campaign-finance-retorm |
bills are souna and deserve |
spprovai by wnat has |
bscome ths best Conqrm

money can buy. I

- of Washington, Christopker
Shays of Connecticut and Democrat Marty Meehan of Massa-
chusetts. In the Senata the legislation was intreduced by Repub-
lican Sens. John McCain of Arizons and Fred Thompson of Ten-
nesses and Demoacratic Sen. Russell Feingold of Wisconsin. The
bills propose some heavy lifting.

They would ban “soft money” collected by national parves -
and channeled to state organizations to aveid statutory contribu-
tict timita. Republicans and Democrats together raised a dis-
gusting $30.5 million in “soft money”’ during the first six month
of this year — with tobaceo companies ieading the parade of
contributars.

THE BILLS WOULD LIMIT PACs TO THE SAME
ll 000 contributions individuals are allowed for each primary
and general election. They would set a $600,000 spending limit
for House races and Senate caps ranging from 2950000 to $5.5
miilion, depending on the atiop of the state involved
Candidates who accepted the spending caps would be entitied
to some free televizion air time and more at half off a station’s
commercial rates. That's a particulariy significant reform for
Nu-lermcnduhtuwhooltenmmtbuymumemmoi
the most expentive TV markets, New York and Pennsyivania.
1t eculd neariy halve the cost of statewide campaigns.
But discounted air time is bunk. The public owny the broad-
mm-mwmwmmwum
under licenses (o earn profits. Congress should the

timite.

m%iummmmmmmmbuuﬂmmﬁmm
otthemmynmelplayedmthemuwmums)ugn-ﬁnm
reform -= between the houses of Congress and between a Can-

refarms that Congress would bhave to vk
poss ve {0 approve or reject
without the opportunity to evisterate them with amendments.
are the real thing. So those who vote
against them will do 80 out of cupidity and at their peril.

E
1
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CAMPAIGN REFORM

Brmgmg it
back from
the dead

- WONDER of wonders: There may
be actual movement on Capital Hill
toward campaign-finance reform.

. ‘‘Something really is going to hap-
pen this Congress,”” exudes Ann
McBride, president of Common Cause,
which has lobbied for years to reduce
the polluting influence of special-
mterest and political-action-comumittee
money in the political process,

McBride's optimism may be pre-
mature. Next year, after all, is a presi-
dential and congressional election year.
Federal lJawmakers have never shown a
strong willingness to unfeather their
own nests.

Still, there's actually a campaign-
reform bill that is actually undergoing
hearings in the House of Representa-
tives, The measure is pushed by fresh-
men legislators, many of whom
campaigned on a reform platform, and
they are threatening rebellion if con-

gressional leaders resort to their usual
tricks to block serious consxderauon of
. proposed changes.

More important, Congress cant
help but notice, via opinion surveys,
that the public is in a mood to rebel if

. Washington continues to stall on limit-

ing the role of money in politics.

The freshmen’s initiative has
picked up bipartisan support from some
senior lawmakers, and has at least
gained the attention of congressional
nabobs Newt Gingrich and Bob Dole.

On Thursday, House Speaker Ging-
rich asked President Clinten to join him
in creating a bipartisan commission to
address not only campaign-finance
reform, but also broader matters such as
the decline of political parties:

Another study commission? That
won't satisfy the pledge to get on with
reform, made this past summer by Gin-
grich and Clinton at a joint appearance
in New Hampshire.

Meanwhile, Senate Majority Leader
Dole has asked aides to draft reform
legislation that can be introduced on the
Senate side.

Momentum is no guarantee, of
course, that campaign-finance reform
won’t end up — again — at a dead end.

But it’s a lot better than standing still.

THE ROANOKE TIMES Sentt Seamans

Margte Fisher

~ Walter Rugaber Alan Sorensen Elizabeth Strother
President and publisher Editorial page editor " Editorial page staff
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The reform two-step

Anew “commlssmn” to study campalgn fmance reform is

a dodge

here's absolutely no need now for
House Speaker Newt Gingrich's bi-
partisan commission to study re-
form of the way federal eiection
campaigns are financed. :

There may have been some benefit
more than four months ago when he and
- President Bill Clinton first agreed to form
the commission. But now, with real bipar-
tisan campaign reform bills already on
the slate in both the House and Senate, it
looks more like a Gingrich stall.

Otherwise, why did the speaker wait
for months (until after tough, bipartisan
bills were introduced) before moving for-
ward with the commission idea? And Gib-
grich’s commission wouldn’t report back
until May 1996, too iate to pass reform
bills before next year’s elections.

Congress has been debating campaign

_ finance reform for years. The honorabies
know what they need to do.

In the House, Reps. Linda Smith, R-
Washington, Chris Shays, R-Conn., and
Martin Meehan, D-Mass., have already
put together a campaign finance reform
bill that has all the right elements.

It establishes candidate spending lim-
its. It reduces special-interest influgnce
by restricting political action committee
contributions, large individual contribu-
tions and contributions from lobbyists.

. And it bans so-called soft money. The Sen-
ate version, sponsored by Sems. John
McCain, R-Ariz., Fred Thompson, R-

Tenn., and Russell Feingold, D-Wis., is '

virtually identical.,

Alabama’s nine-member congressnonal

qelegatmn should sign on.
Both bills set up voluntary spendmg

limits, candidates will get reduced-rate
television and radio advertising time and
discounted postage.

"The amount any one PAC could contnb-
.ute would be reduced from $5,000 to
$1,000 per election. That's means for a
primary and general election combined, a

__PAC could contribute a total of $2,000 to a
candidate, the same as an individual is al-
lowed to contribute.

Most important, “soft money” would be
banned outright. Soft money is contribu-
tions given to national political parties by
corporations, unions and wealthy individu-
als to dodge limits on contributions they
can make to individual candidates. The
national parties funnel the money to state
parties which, in turn, can help the candi-
dates running for House and Senate from
their states.

 Already this year (and it's not even an
election year) more than $30 million in
soft money has been given to the national
political parties.

Gingrich doesn't need a “commission”
to work on campaign finance reform. He
simply needs to look at the bill in his own
House, sponsored in part by his own col-
leagues, to begin solving the problem of

- too much big money and toe little democ-
-racy.

‘. limits. In return for staying within the -

e
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Almost everyone agrees that some sort of

campaign finance reform is needed in our

federal government to end the influence
that money has on legislation.

A bipartisan group of House members

— Reps., Linda Smith (R-Wash), Christo-
pher Shays (R-Conn) and Marty Meehan
(D-Mass) — introduced a bill on Oct. 25. It
calls for comprehensive campaign finance
reform — and paralléls a Sénate bill intro-
duced back in September by our state’s
own Sen. Fred Thompson and Sens. John
McCain, (R-Ariz) and Russell Femgold (D-
Wis).

Certainly, these two measures, one in
each house, can mean a breakthrough in
the fight to ‘clean up the corrupt campaign
finance system which prevails i in Wash.mg-
ton.

No less a critic than Common Cause
describes the Senate bill as “fair, tough,
creative and comprehensive.” Of both bills,
Common Cause President Ann McBnde
gays, “This is an extraordinary break-
through. This bipartisan group of commit-

ted representatives and senators have set

aside partisan differences, resisted inter-

nal pressures and are acting on behalf of

Flnance reform néeded

4. ',j.,; ..:A-A b
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the overwhelmng majority of Amencans
who are demanding — in ever increasing
numbers — that Congress clean up its
campaign finance system and end the
influence money scandal that has corroded
Washington.”

. A recent public opinion survey found
that 87 percent of Americans favor limit-

..ing the amount of money candidates can

spend on a political campaign. And 88 per-
cent believe it will be effective to reduce
the amount of money special-interest
groups can contribute to a candidate.

These two bills, one in each house,
would seem to meet those objectives. The
Senate bill sets voluntary spending limits
‘'based on a state's population, from
$950,000 in smaller states to $5.5 million
" in California. The House bill sets a limit of
$600,000 on House candidates.

And it's the first time ever that senators

and representatives have banded together

to support the same reform legislation.
We would urge Upper Tennesseans to

. encourage Sen. Thompson and to tell 3en.

Frist and Congressman Quillen that these

bills are a must in t.he cun'ent sesslon of -

Congress.

ity PreSSf B
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Newt Gmgnch pohﬁds and

;. Like many pohtlclans, House Speaker Newt
nﬁmgnch says thal the current system of

cing poliical ‘tampaigns needs to be
“yeformied. But the er has a cunous v1ew
Whaf reform means.

“One of the greatest myths of modem pol.l
Sics is campaigns are too expensive,” Gingrich

’iold a House task force last week. “The polm-

M process, frankly, is underfunded it is not
: "overfunded.”

Nowthatlsmdeedanovel argument. Most
'iroters would no doubt be surprised to learn
~that the problem with American democracy is
--a shortage of money_to buy those uplifting,
‘highly informative 30-second “hit pieces” that
‘clog the airwaves come election time.

"" But that's apparently what the speaker is
contending. In his comments before the task
force, he cited the combined advertising bud-

- get for three popular antacids — Pepcid AC,
Tagamet and Zantac — and compared it with
the total spent on political advertising.
> wAdvertising for three antacids is $300

“tmillion,” Gingrich told the task force. “The
otal congressional spending for all 435 House
‘seats and 33 Senate seats was $600 million. It
~was the eqmvalent of two antacid campmgns
‘And yet we’re told politics is too expensive.”

- Furthermore, Gingrich said, those who are

,worried about the role-of money in politics are -

motivated by “a nonsensical socialist analysis
. based on hatred of the free-enterprise syst
- Whew.
- The man can talk, can't he? He strings words
. together like they were so many firecrackers,
“making a lot of noise in the process but not
much sense.

money

The truth is, many good Americans who
believe deeply in the free-enterprise system
also believe that certain things should not be
for sale to the highest bidder. Among those
_things would be their elected representatives.

Lét's look again at Gingrich’s comparison.
The $300 million spent on antacid advertising
was raised honorably, by selling antacids. Con-
gressional candidates, on the other hand, had

" to rdise their millions by begging lobbyists and

special interests for donations. The more
money they needed to raise, the more they had
to beg. And the more they had to beg, the more
vulnerable they became to those who want
something in return for their money. )

Gingrich apparently thinks there’s nothing
wrong with that. It is, after all, the free-
enterprise system at work. The lobbyists give
politicians money; the politicians give the lob-
byists what they want in return. Why, anybody
who would criticize that transaction must be a
socialist.

Not quite. For the first time in recent histo-
ry, reformers from both houses of Congress
and.from both political parties have united
behind a single piece of campaign-finance leg-
islation. The coalition includes some of the
most conservative people in Congress, and they
are pressing hard for a vote on their proposal..

The coalition’s bill would put spending limits
on ¢ongressional races, ban or at least limit
special-interest PAC money, limit lobbyist
donations to $100 and require candidates to
raise at least 60 percent of their money from
within their dmtnct or state. That would be
real reform.

.-q

f .
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Publi¢ demand for campaign finance reform has become so
unrelenting that Democrats and Republicans have now
joined forces behind a pian that has the support of everyone
from Cgm:lﬂCause to Ross Perot.

The groveling behavior of Sen. Bob Packwood, revealed in
his own diaries, made evident to everyone the degrading and
corrupting rituals of money raising to which the curreat sys-
tem forces members of Congress to submit. This system
taints not only hacks like Packwood, but those whom we be-
lieve to be honorable,

Now bipartisan bills introduced in the House and in the
Senate promise to create a new system designed to reduce
the influence of big spenders whose legal bribery so distorts
our politics. -

In the previous Congress, when the Democrats still held a
majority, Republicans used obstructionism to kill campaign
finance reform. Sen. James Jeffords, R-Vt., one of the more
sensible members on the Republican side, found himself in
his usual posture 2s the man in the middle, working to sal-

_ vage reform by watering it down.

Republicans are now in the majority, and the public's de-
mand for campaign finance reform has not abated Reform
has not been & priority for House Speaker Newt Gingrich,
but conservative purists, aligned with people across the spec-
trum, may have forced his hand. With increasing support
among Republicans, Jeffords may finally feel less lonely.

The newly unveiled House bill would:
da. Establish a $600,000 spending limit for House candi-

tes.

* Make television and radio time and mailing privileges
available at reduced costs to those candidates who abide by
the spending limits.

* Restrict political action committee contributions and
contributions from lobbyista.

* Ban “soft money.” -

“Soft money” is the term used to describe contributions
that are laundered through party organizations or other in-
termediaries to give candidates help that exceeds existing
legal limits. Special interests are able to make huge indirect
payments to candidates; the record donation was $2.5 mil-
licn:ll gsilren by Amway to the Republican National Committee
in 1994. .

In the first half of 1995, Republican committees raised
$20.1 million, and Democratic committees raised $10.4 mil-
lion in soft money. Three tobacco companies — Philip Mor-
ris, RJR Nabisco, and Brown & Williamson — were the top
three contributors to the Republicans.

It is hardly surprising that the tobacco lobby would donate
s0 heavily because most Americans know this form of payoff
is the only way an industry with such a poor public record
can keep itself in the good graces of politicians.

Deprived of their legal right to bribe, tobaceo lobbyists are
left with their pathetic deceptions. Similarly, lobbyists of all
persuasions should have to make their cases through the
force of their ideas rather than by the profligacy of their
contributions.

There are plenty of special interests who will try to derail

the movement toward campaign finance reform. And a real-
istic view suggests that with so much money sloshing
around Washington, passage of the bill could merely end up
di\;lergng the flow of money to some other, now unforeseen, °
-outle .
__ But the American people will be watching to see whether
the current leadership will make the effort to clean up the
process. Indeed, that's the onily way to guarantee that deci-
sions of state are based on the public interest, rather than .
on the desire for money. .
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Campalgn Refo rm Roadblocks_

"'H‘ f-r'“

After agreeing with the Pres:dent Gmgnch seems to be stallmg

Politicians are forced to dial
for dollars because money is
the lifeblood of politics, with
billions collected and spent
each year in the pursuit of
office. In a time when cam-
paign finance reform is sorely
needed, House Speaker Newt
Gingrich (R-Ga.) is putting
up obstacles. His recent pro-
posal to form a bipartisan
commission to study the issue
until next May would prevent
timely progress.

Gingrich also would set an
impossibly high hurdie in the
form of a two-thirds vote by
the commission to send rec-
cmmendations on to Con-
gress. A simple majority of the
panel should prevail, and the
sooner the mechanism is in
place the better for Ameri-
cans who worry that their
elected officials can be bought
and sold.

~.

What s takmg so long? Gin-
grich and President Clinton
agreed during a June meeting -
in New Hampshire to set up a
campaign finance reform
commission. They shook on it,
an encouraging sign in this
bitterly partisan era. Clinton
has since asked Gingrich to
get on board, but to no avail.

Bipartisanship is needed to
change the rules governing
how much money a candidate
can collect and from whom, as
well as how much a candidate
can spend. A Senate bill, pro-
posed by Sens. John McCain
(R-Ariz.) and Russell D.
Feingold (D-Wis.), calls for
voluntary spending limits and
would reward complying
candidates with discounted
TV and radio broadcast time.
This bipartisan bill also would
forbid the bundling of contri-
butions to get around rules

-

and ban PACs, if t.he courts

agreed. The legislation merits
speedy passage, but that's

unlikely.

On the House side, Lmda
Smith (R-Wash.), in coneert
with a bipartisan coalition,
supports banning PACs, elim-
inating large corporate and
union contributions, and lim-
iting overall campaign spend-
ing. She’s on the right track.

Democrats are no less to.
blame than Republicans for
the lack of progress. Former
House Speaker Thomas S,
Foley (D-Wash.)—who sub-
sequently lost his reelection
bid—delayed reform last
year.

. Gingrich complamed loud
and often about campaign
finance rules when his party
was out of power. Now, he
seems to support the same old
political money business.
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Pass campaign reforms,
not another task force

I I QUSE Speaker Newt Gingrich is right to call for a bipartisan

_approach to campaign-finance reform. But he misses the boat by
proposing a task force to study it for another year or so.

. As Gingrich procrastinates, freshman Rep. Linda Smith has co- sponsored a
legmmtely bipartisan campaign-finance bill endorsed by members of both
parties and by independent voices ranging from Common Cause to the League
of Women Voters and Ross Perot. e

. That doesn’t mean Smith’s approach is perfect Regulatmg campaigns
requires a delicate balancing of individual free speech and the broader public
interest. Allowing interest groups or individuals to “buy” political campaigns
works against the public interest; but overly strict limits on contributions
inhibit citizens’ rights to participate in the political process.

Midway between national elections, polls show most Americans believe the
system favors special interests. And they have a point. Republicans already
have banked $20 million in soft money for the 1996.campaign, including $3
million from the oil and tobacco lobbies. Democrats have lured $10 miilion,
much of it from lawyers and labor unions.

The Smith-Meehan-Shays Bill, similar to the McCain-Feingold Bill in the
. Senate, would: )
® Establish a voluntary spending limit of $600,000 for House candidates.
® Require that 60 percent of their donations come from their home state.
" ® Reward candidates who cooperate with cut-rate ads and mailings.

® Reduce the influence of political action committees, or “PACs.”

® Prohibit soft money and bundiing, devices used by interest groups to
bypass existing campaign-finance laws.

Campaign reform has been studied to death by both parties. Each study
raises legitimate questions, with few answers, The most dramatic reform —
public financing of campaigns — is unacceptable to most taxpayers.

As Smith says in support of the bill, reform proposals have been “buried
under efforts to pass the perfect bill.” Whatever the intent, another -
commission serves to perpetuate a status quo that gnaws at the credibility of
the political process.

It's time to bring this plan to the floor, debate and amend it, and then see if
the resulting compromise can strike a better balance between the interests of
politicians and the people they serve.

Tt ma— -
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Too little, too late

- Last week, four months after he and President Clinton shook
“hands in New Hampshire on an agreement to create a biparti-
-san commission on campaign finance reform. House Speaker
‘Newt Gingrich finally aired his ideas on the matter. Appearing
-before a House committee. he suggested that Mr. Clinton and
:House Democrats choose eight members of the commission.
“while he and Sen. Bob Dole. the Senate majority leader. would

choose eight more. Any proposal getting at least 11 votes in the
commission woutd go directly to the floor of Congress for votes

.on the entire plan.

- It's a reasonable enough formula. If the speaker had unveiled
j{t immediately after New Hampshire. it would Lave prevailed.
;But much has happened while Mr. Gingrich's thoughts on

campugn reform were marinating. Now his move iooks very

“much like the stail it has been labeled by ome of his own

conservative firebrands. Rep. Linda Smith. R-Wash.. who has

emerged as a leader of her freshman class on election issues.

The move is all the more suspicious because the agenda.Mr.
-Gingrich proposes for the commission is a sweeping one that

would go well beyond the top-priority issues of campaign

spending and lobbying.
aww
What has happened in the interim is the first serious biparti-

'san campaign reform effort in a decade — and the first ever in

which representatives and senators have joined together in

support of the same basic legislation. The leaders in the Senate

-are Sen. John MeCain, R-Ariz.. Russell Feingold, D-Wis., and

Fred Thompson, R-Tenn.; in the House, the sponsors are Rep.
-Smith, along with Reps. Christopher Shays, R-Conn.. and Marty
- Meehan, D-Mass. Here's what their bilis would do:

.~ ¢ Establish sperding limits for congressiona} candidates —
$600.000 in the House and $950,000 to $5.5 rmillion in the Senate,
depending on the size of the state,

% = Provide free or reduced-cost air time and cutrate mailings
{or candidates who abide by the spendicg limits.

.+ Ban speciai-interest political action committees tPACs), with

a faliback provision strictly limiting PAC contributions in case
‘the Supreme Court forbade a total PAC prohibition.

..  End the “soft money” system under which both naticnal
party committees raise enofmous sums that are funneied to
state parties in order to evade federal laws that regulate the
size and sources of political contributions. The soft money

somes {rom corporations and unions, which are barred from

. directly contributing to federal campaigns. and from wealthy
individuals. and in sums that far exceed federal limits.

* This legislation represents real reform — bipartisan and bi-
eameral. It will do the job: Common Cause, the League of
“Waomen Voters and Ross Pem on that. [t's ready to
g0. It needs no time-consuming commission to work it over.
- I the American people want nothing else out of Congress
‘this term, they want the campaign funding and lobbying sys
tems fixed. They know that special-interest fatcats don't lavish
‘tens of thousands of dellars on politicians and parties out of
civic high-mindedness. They know what's in the Packwood
_diaries and how candidly those pages bore witness to the
influence-peddling culture of Capitol Hill. They know how the
need for continuous fund-raising drains the time and dignity
of their elected representatives. They want a change.
- And the sponsors of the House and Senate bills want to give
it to them, quickly. Rep. Smith and her colieagues have laid
down some deadlines for the House leadership: a full House
-yote on gift and lobby reform legislation by Thanksgiving;
hearings and floor votes on campaign finance reform in both
-the House and Senate no later than February. Any holdup,
"fhey said. will tead to a discharge petition, by which 218 mem-
...benan iift a.bill from committee and bring it to the floor.
* Speaker Gingrich now offers a commission. It’s too little. too
Ia!e.Apandeistomlng.mdhemlgmmtomnder
runnine to the hezd of it before it tramples him.

—
a —— ?
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'‘Awaiting the speaker

ongress has one more chance to
pass meaningful campaign-finance
reform before spring brings presi-
dential primaries and members of
Congress hit the fund-raising road. The
reform issue has been debated for years,
and a worthy bill currently is in the House.
Speaker Newt Gingrich’s response to this,
unfortunately, has been to appoint a com-
mission to study the matter. '
This is the same tactic used by the previ-
ous speaker, Thomas Foley, who avoided
four or five attempts to overhaul the sys-
tem that allows special interests to buy
access to politicians by funding their cam-
paigns. Both speakers announced their
strong intention to clean up this system,
but then found that being the object of
affection for so many lobbyists was too dif-
ficult to overcome.
- Last June at a public forum, Speaker
Gingrich and President Clinton shook
hands over an agreement to form a com-

mission that would present to the House a

base-closing-style campaign reform, in
which members could vote up or down on
the package without amending it. Instead,
the speaker has formed a commission with
eight Republicans and eight Democrats
that required two-thirds agreement,
instead of a simple majority, on each issue
for the up or down vote to occur. The
tougher requirement could prevent such a
vote from ever taking place.

—

; Campaign-finance reform doesn’t require
more months of talk. Voters are aware
that members of Congress depend heavily
on single, large donations, often channeled
through political parties, and are outspend-
ing challengers by record amounts. No
matter which party is in power, the prob-
lem is the same: The public must persuade
Congress {o clean up the campaign system.
" The proposal in the House is a decent
bipartisan attempt to do that. H.R. 2566,
sponsored by Republicans Linda Smith and
Christopher Shays and Democrat Martin
Meehan, would ban soft money, limit or
eliminate PAC contributions, establish
spending limits and offer a discount on
television and radio time for candidates
who voluntarily comply with the restric-
tions. It would also remove some of the
advantages of being an incumbent — ban-
ning use of the frank for mass mailings in
election years and ending the use of cam-
paign funds for personal use.

A similarly strong, bipartisan bill was
introduced in September in the Senate. But
House action could be delayed interminably
by the speaker’s commission. Especially
considering that Rep. Gingrich rode to
power decrying the Demaocrats’ out-of-touch
policies, he shouldn’t be allowed to let cam-
paign-finance reform die now. Members of
both parties are willing to support substan-
tial improvement in the way campaigns are
financed. He should join them. J
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Gingrich ducks out
on campaign bill

HERE are many problems that Con-

gress doesn't know how to resolve.
Campaign finance reform isn't one of
them.

A bill introduced in the House and
Senate would wring much of the money
out of congressional campaigns, squeez-
ing particularly hard at special interest
money.

Best yet, the bill is bi-partisan, being
sponsored in the Senate by John McCain,
R-Ariz, and Russell Feingold, D-Wis., and
in the House by Christopher Shays, R-
Wis., Linda Smith, R-Wash., and several
Democrats. First termers in the House
and Senate are particularly anxious to
get this legislation to the floor for a vote.

Unfortunately, the bill faces a rather
formidable roadblock in the person of
House Speaker Newt Gingrich, Gingrich
has never ranked campaign finance re-
form high on his agenda. He came into
office last January promoting a whole
slew of reforms, but campaign finance

Measure would reduce
incumbents’ advantage

used to pull to keep from bringing cam-
paign reform up for a vote, :

And Gingrich bas the same goal that
Foley had: protection of incumbents —
most of whom are now Republicans.

The bill is an extremely measured and
thoughtful package. It would require that
60%, of a candidate’s contributions come
from the candidate’s home state. It would
ban contributions from political action
committees; if the courts ruled that ban-
ning PAC money was unconstitutionat,
then the bill would restrict PAC contribu-
tions to $1,000.

Lobbyists would be limited to contribu-
tions of $100. Secalled “soft money” con-
tribytions that now come into party cof-
fers by the barrelful from corporations

Candidates

reform was not-among-them:-Last-June,— and-unions would-be.banned.

Gingrich and President Clinton agreed to
name a bi-partisan commission to work
on campaign finance reform. That com-
mission has yet to be named.

And last week, feeling the heat from
House freshmen, Gingrich offered a new
proposal. He told the House Committee
on Reform and Oversight that a bi-parti-
san commission should be named, but
that the commission should examine
such matters as the media’s role in cam-
paigns and the growing number of candi-
dates who are “milljonaires and billion-
aires.” In an extremely telling remark
the speaker also said, “One of the great
myths of modern politics in that cam-
paigns are too expensive.- The political
process is, m fact, underfunded. It is not
overfund

It Gingrich’s dancing around on this
issue looks familiar, it should. This is
exactly the same kind of deny-and-delay-
tactics that former speaker Tom Foley

who agree to voluntary spending limits
would get breaks on television time and
postage.

Gingrich can pursue & commission if
he wants, but he shouldn’t use a commis-
sion as an excuse to delay a vote on the
reform bill now in hand. If Congress
waits much longer to act on this mea-
sure, the legisiation will be dragged into
the campaign season. Lawmakers, in-
stead of looking at the bill objectively,
will be trying to assess how it would
affect them in their particular races.

Congress doesnt need a commission
on campaign finance reform. It just
needs leadership that will let this impres-
sive bill come up for a vote. Gingrich has
bragged considerably on the various re-
form measures he has shepherded
through the House. He should reanme,
however, that without
reform, all the other measures look pret-
ty shabby. B
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June, House Speaker Newt Gmgnch and
President Clinton both promised to create a com-
-mission on political reform. They shook hands on
the deal.

= For five months, despite the president's fre-
quent expressions of interest, nothing happened.
House Republican leaders said they were too
busy with other matters to get things moving on
the regulation of lobbyisis and campaign finance.

But recently, House Majority Leader Dick Ar-
mey said there would be votes this year on lobby-
ing reform and a gift-ban rule. He said committee
work on campaign-finance reform would also be-
gin. Then last week, Mr. Gingrich let it be known
that he wants a commission.

. It’s too late. This supposedly revolutionary
speaker has seized on a delaying tactic by propos-
ing further study. He should have joined Mr. Clin-
fon months ago in setting up the panel. Now he
Should just get out of the way and let reformers in
1is own party — such as Reps. Christopher Shays
of Connecticut and Linda Smith of Washington —
.and like-minded Democrats try to push through
legislation they have introduced.
us Mr. Shays and Ms. Smith, together with Dem-
. ocrat Martin Meehan of Massachusetts, have pro-

posed meaningful campaign-finance reform that

Get out of the way, Newt -

e o mm— e em o e

-----

seems to be gathering bxpartxsan support. A simi-
lar bill has been introduced in the Senate, co-
“sponsored by Democrat Christopher J. Dodd of
Connecticut.

Here’s some of what the Shays-Smith-Mee-
han bill provides:

‘e No more campaign contributions from po-
litical action committees.

o A limit on the amount of money that can be
raised from fat cats.

+ A requirement that at least 60 percent of
donations be made from within a candidate’s
state.

s No more “soft money” — contributions to
party committees that are meant to benefit
candidates.

‘e A limit on donations from lobbyists.

e A ban on bundling, or accumulating indi-
vidual contributions within an interest group and
presenting it in one large check. :

e A ban on the use of campaign funds for
personal purposes. .

The House and Senate proposals do not — but
should — include a public-financing component.
But it is a good start. Mr. Gingrich should catch up
with the reform parade led by others. It is time to
change a political system corrupted by money. /-
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Welcome move toward

campaign cleanup

The smelly Sen. Bob Packwood (R-Ore.), his
career ruined by disclosures of sexual harass-
ment, evidence tampering and abuse of power,
has announced his resignation. If Packwood’s
colleagues are as outraged by this scandal as
they claim, they will do something about cam-
paign finance reform, an issue the Packwood
affair illuminated. Sen. Russ Feingold (D-Wis.)
has announced a worthy proposal that would
help achieve that goal. '

Packwood'’s diary entries revealed the possi-
bility that $100,000 was illegally diverted to his
1992 re-election campaign by Sen. Phil Gramm
(R-Tex.), then chairman of a GOP fund-raising
committee. Both Gramm and Packwood have
denied any wrongdoing, but there can be no
doubt of the need to produce more account-
ability for “soft money” — funds that are sup-

osed to be used by state party organizations
or general purposes (like get-out-the-vote
drives) rather than for sEeciﬁc candidates,

This soft-money problem, plus many other
campaign shortcomings, are addressed in Fein-
gold’s proposal, which he introduced with two
Republican sponsors, Sen. John McCain of Ari-
zona and Sen. Fred Thompson of Tennessee.

Among other things, it would limit soft-
money contributions and require that all re-
ceipts be reported to the Federal Election Com-
mission. Common Cause, the public interest
group that Ras long sought reforms in soft-
money contributions, calls the Feingold mea-
sure “fair, tough, creative and comprehensive.”

The proposal also provides incentives for
senatorial candidates to accept spending limits
on their campaigns — free television time, for

-sense, overdue reform.

example. Also included are incentives for sena-
torial candidates to spend no more than
$250,000 of their own funds in a campaign, a
measure designed to prevent wealthy politi-
cians frdm virtually buying seats of power. The
Feingold measure requires candidates to raise
60% of their campaign funds from inside their

" own states.

Campaign finance reform has not fared well

in previous sessions of Congress. But Feingold

says the mood has changed in recent yedrs,
and he also points to the bipartisan support his
measure has attracted. Revulsion over the
Packwood scandal may also prompt Congress
to get off the dime on this issue. If Congress.is
serious about cleansing the smell from cam-
paign financing, it will enact this common-

: ~—
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Campaign cleanup
gets serious effort

t's a little late in the season,”

but maverick congressmen

from both parties are pushing

a serious effort at campaign
reform, and they seem to be gain-
ing momentum.

People who care about good gov-

. ermnment should be cheering them
on. .
In the House, Republicans
Christopher Shays of Connecticut
and Linda Smith of Washington
"joined Democrat Marty Meehan of
Massachusetts to introduce a
major reform bill last month.
Their bill parailels a Senate ef-
fort backed by Republicans John
McCain of Arizona and Fred
Thompson of Tennessee, plus
Democrat Russell Feingold of Wis-
consin. _
The two bll]S differ in spec:ﬁcs,
but basically contain the same in-
triguing ideas.

Both would set a voluntary limit

on how much candidates can spend
while running for the Senate and
House. (The Senate Iimit would
vary according to the state’s popu-
lation.)

As a carrot to abide by those
limits, candidates who spend less

than the maximum would get free

Jr cut-rate advertising time on tel-
evision. That's especially impor-
‘ant in Senate races, where TV
:ommercials account for nearly
half a candidate’s expenses.

In addition, both bills. would -

sharply limit with “soft-money”
contributions.

Some big-money donors have
sidestepped campaign limits by
giving huge sums (up to $100,000)
to either of the two parties. Osten-
sibly, this money is supposed to go
for such activities as encouraging
people to register and vote. In
pracnce. the money is usually fun-

neled into state party orgamzatxons
and used in congressional races in
which the donor has an interest.
The reformers would also put
tighter limits on donations by polit-

"ical action committees (PACs) and

would try to outlaw “bundling,” a
practice by which PACs evade
spending limits by pogling contri-
butions to specific candidates.

All these ideas are long overdue.
- Political races cost too much as

. it is. The present PAC.dominated

funding system has given incum-
bents a near-insurmountable ad-
vantage in most elections — one
reason that Democrats were able
to keep their majority in the House
for 40 years straight.

It also gives undue influence to
interest groups with lots of money
to spend — .often, groups that to
make even more money from tax

- breaks, subsidies or other action by

Congress.-

Once again, however, the lead-
ership in both parties seems to like
things the way they are.

Last week, House Speaker Newt

‘Gingrich suddenly seemed to recall

his five-month old promise to Biil
Clinton to set up a commission to~
study campaign spending.

But launching a commission now
wouid effectively rule out any
chance of action on campaign re-
form this year, and probably next
year as well.

There's no need for more study.
Rep. Gingrich knows the problems
with the PAC system; he used to
complain about them, before he
gas in position to reap their bene-

ts. o

If he and other Honorables are
serious about cleaner campaigning,
they should move to pass the re-
fombﬂlsbeforethem. s
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Campalgn

l:eformers
another

By. Andrew Mollison

W...--

ashington — Undaunted by
two decades of defeats, .- ‘
campalgn-refprm propo-

npnts this month are launching :

- another bid to change the way Amen-
cans pay for congressional campaigns. -
‘Thmgs are different this year,” 2
' d Ann McBride, presxdent of Com-.
on Cause. “You have the first bipar~
uFan bill in a decade, and for ghe ﬁrst e
e ever, you have a bicameral -

- apprc ach — senators and representa—
' uves coming together on the same ;-

brll »

Cd Skeptlcs abound. “Maybe I’ve
become cynical after all the fax]ures,
> biit it seems to me it’'s bound to ; :
founder in Congress on ‘account of a

- combination of ideology and séif-
interest,” said Linda Fowler, profes- "
sor of government at Dartmouth Col-
Iege

., McBride shrugged off that view.
"What you see in this Congress is that

- issues like lobby disclosure that ‘could

" never be passed’ have been passed.
That gives people hope,” she said. -

- : Equally undaunted, politicians are

. continuing to raise money the old- -
fashioned way — in big chunks in
Washington from people who want to
get closer to them than most ordinary
voters can afford.

y This month, Republicans mll be Coie
: d°lﬂ8 much the same thing on'the . .

" . A¢tion Committee has promised that

«néw PAC’s chairman, House Speakgrd;_;é :

- n&n plus lunch with Gingrich and -

¥ 3 $150,000 to be named a vice chairman
= (two convention tickets); or $45,000 to_
.v:‘be pamed a deputy chairman (break L
-fakt with Gingrich). —
,,-, Such large gifts would be 111ega1 e

1.
S
iy I
o 1 ' S i
’ ¢

“Last month, Repubhcans cnt1c1zed i
President Clmton for vetoing a bill :
opposed by most trial lawyers shortly
after he held a White House dinner

for hundreds of Democratic donors —
sqme of them trial lawyers who had
-given Democrats as much as $100,000.
-, “Itis difficult to escape the conclu-

 sion that Bill Clinton's veto got

bought,” said Haley Barbour, chair-
-man of the Republican Natzezlal Com

ittee.

hts before and after C].mton s State
ofi the Union address, scheduled for
Jan. 23.
: The Monday Morning Political

.-donors who pay $4,000 extra for a -
Sl ,000-per-person reception Jan. 22 - - -
can pose for a photograph withthe - . °

- Newt Gmgnch.Money ased by 7 TR |
- _Gingrich’s PAC to support GOP." '} '—’ :
puse candidates. won't count aga.mst
lmuts on how much their party can .
glkre to them.- o
Wk lAddmonalIy, Barbour hopes the i
: Republicans will raise a record-..", .- .’
bl‘eakmg $15 million Jan. 24 at a gala
sg‘blg that it is being held in the ™~ ;% *".
_. National Bujlding Museum and D.C. 2|
~Afmory, two of the capital’s largest '}?—”;”
. vgnuer, PR |
' TBarbour is chargmg donors
$350 000 to be named a co-chau'man
of}the gala (which entitles them to _
- four tickets to next summer’s conven-

Senate Majority Leader Bob Dale); -

Please see REFORM, c4p

ré.y Mollison is a reporter in the Cox . 1
ashrngton bureau. . !
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" mon Cause, the League of Wonieh .

%’ ing and their fund-raising from PACs
" and other nonconstitueats. To comply
" with court rulings against mandatory _

* and very conservative Rep. Linda - -

* Campaign refh
measure has the best chanc"é

» Cantinued from CI

undermanyofthe more than 40 cam-
paign finance b bills introduced in Con-

gressuuhevaSt :
Ihebﬂlmththebestchaneeof"

passing is the one endorsed by Com-

Voters, Ralph Nader’s Public Ghzzn

i# ;
In addition to cutlawing big gifts to, §

political parties, that bill is intended to

limit congressional candidates’ spend-

spending limits, the bill instead man-

the limits voluntarily. .7
Pmponentswﬂlstanthepubllc r-
uonofthexrdnveforsupport.lan.zo 5—;
at town meetings sponsored in Con- & i
cord, Mass,, by Rep. Martin Meehan
(D-Mass)andmConcord,N.H. by -
the Center for a New Demmcyand
the Franklin Pierce Law Center. 1 ,
The meetings will offer New, £ '
Englandersﬁ'omearlypmdenﬁal
pnmarystatesachancetorubshmﬂ-
dersmthPemt.talkshowhostPhil .
Donahueandothercelebnues.()ne
differerice from the usual political
gné:-msingevents Admxssmnwillbe
Meehan, 4 liberal, Jmnedeonsexva :
tive Rep. Christopher Shays (R-Conn.)

Smith (R-Wash.) in mtmdumng the =
- House version o)fme bill, : %~ M A person or PAC bundllng"
“Traditionally, Democrats opposed checks from several persons. _ 2 8
any limits or bans on PACs and and giving them to a federal {277
Republicans opposed any limit on candidate would have the !
overall spending. Neither party gets . contribution limits as a person .
az advartage if we do both :t ance,” or PAC that raises money from 57 4
Meehan said. “Of course, the opposite several persons and writes on2
problem is that everyone hasan - check for the candidate. :
excuse to vote against it.”
The Senate version was introduced m;mwm of 51219, inro-
by conservative Republican John
McCain of Arizona, liberal Democrat
Russ Feingold of Wisconsin and first-
term Republican Fred Thompson'of
Tennessee. it sl
“The amount of opposition is ample erot
testimony to the strength of this bill,”
McCain said. “I'm not predicting pas-
sage this year; I'm just saying that

sooner or later this bill, or gpe
much like it, will pass.” very
“Sen. McCain and I cap force this
issue to the Senate floor ag an amend-
ment to other legislation,” Feingold
said. “In the House, they’ve talked
about using a discharge petitipn,” in
which more than half the members

call for a floor vote on a bill, “wluch 1s
much more difficult.” B
In both chambers, “the key is pubhc ¥

pressure,” said Shays. “In the next four
weeks, we will work with the grass-roo 3
‘A

groups to do whatever we can to help
shore it up.”

ERET RO IR AR
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* MONEY AND SHAM 5

Packwood proved need for campalgn fmance'feform

N

Sen. Bob Packwood's diaries dlsgusted
‘many Americans with theirjuvenile accounts
-of sexual conquests and dalliances. At least
as disturbing are the diary passages that
recount the. corrupting mix of lobbyists,
favors and campaign cash at the heart of the
‘way the U.S. Senate does business.

The disgraced Packwood confesses in his
diaries that he granted people and compa-
nies substantial tax breaks in exchange for
campaign contributions, expensive enter-
tainments and the compamonshxp of wealthy
lobbyists. Packwood’s political methods and
almost casual disregard for the public inter-
est were not unique, and few of his colleagues
in the Senate and on the powerful Finance
Committee he chaired have seen fit to con-
demn such behavior.

Recognizing that the corrupting influence
of campaign contributions extends beyond
Bob Packwood, Sens. John McCain, R-Ariz,,
and Russell Feingold, D-Wis., have intro-
duced legislation to encourage voluntary
spending limits on senatorial campaigns.

.ing according to
‘duced rates. The voluntary fo

fireed to litnit thelr spend-
size of the state would
receive broadcast time and Fost;:ﬁ: at re-

would
also limit personal spending by candidates
with little to recommend them but theu' own
or family fortunes.

The legislation would ban contributmns
from political action committees. These spe-
cial interest PACs take advantage of candi-
dates’ desperate need for cash in order to
influence the writing of legislation.

The proposed bill would place stricter
limits on so-called soft money contributions
of the type discussed by Packwood and Sen.
Phil Gramm, R-Texas. These huge contribu-
tions for party get-out-the-vote drives can
find their way into individual federal cam-
paigns, buying influence for the people and
companies who gave them.

McCain and Feingold's bill is a long shot. At
least the public will be able to judge senators’
concerns for the Senate’s integrity by the
level of support for this legislation. S

Candldates who a
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Will the F)’*eshmen CYean House?

Smith, a first-term Republican from Wash-.

0 N THESE pages recently, Rep. Linda

ington, offered some good advice to her
. party’s leadership. “We should put our PAC
noitey where our mouth is and pass campai
wnd lobby reform now,” she wrote. Her argument
was straightforward: If the Republicans are real-
ly serious about changing things, political reform
ought to be at the top of their list of measures.
“You can’t perfarm surgery in a dirty operating
room and with a team that hasn't scrubbed,” she
wrote.

As it is—and Mrs. Smith is aware of this—her
team needs a lot of scrubbing. Somehow, cam-
paign and lobbying reform have never made it to
the top of the party’s list of “revolutionary”
measures. Speaker Gingrich in particular talks a
good reformist game on the odd day, but has
mostly delayed and delayed. That could have

something to do with the fact that the new

majority is raising gobs of money from the
political action committees. Rep. Smith’s sup-
posedly reform-minded freshman colleagues are
at the head of the queue when it comes to such
fund-raising: PAC contributions accounted for 45
percent—$5 million—of the $11 million raised
by the 85 House freshmen in the first six months
of 1995. Indeed, according to a study by Common
Cause,thxscropofﬁ'eshmenlsprovmgmm
adept at rmsmg PAC money than its predeces-

Asfoers.Snnthsownproposals wesym-
pathize with some but think that others need to

be-reshaped. She's right on stoppipg taxpayer- i

_paxdmassmallmgsmanelecuonyear mhavmg _
_the House join the Senate in banning free meals
and gifts from lobbyists and in cleaning up the

“soft money system.” Her proposal to ban all PAC
contributions is probably unconstitutional; there
are constitutional ways to limit PACs. We are
also skepncal of banning all contributions from
outside a member’s district.

We hope that Mrs. Smith and other reform-
minded House Republicans—notably Rep. Chris-
topher Shays (R-Conn.), who has been pleading
for action on this issue all year—will take a cue
from their colleague Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.).
Mr. McCain has put together a plausible biparti-
san proposal with Sen. Russ Feingold (D-Wis.)
that includes some important elements that need
to be part of any real reform. These include clear
spending limits and both a limited amount of free
television time and discounted TV time so candi-
dates can make their case without spending a

‘fortune. Our preference is for public financing of

campaigns over free television, but the structure

of the McCain-Feingold plan is right.

' If the Republican leadership won't listen to
‘Mrs. Smith’s pleas, her freshman colleagues
‘'surely should. The Republican freshmen need to

remember what happened to their Democratic

counterparts in the last Congress: Despite the

pleas of some of the more reform-minded new-

_comers, the Democratic leaderslnp could never

get its act together on this issne, The whole

_ party suffered, but the freshmen, elected on a

wave of reformist zeal, suffered most.
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Campaign Finance Bill
Hailed As Breakthrough

One important thing Congress needed to do this session was improve its
own image before the public, and a move in that direction might be seenin
what is being called a breakthrough on campajgp finance reform. )

In what oiservers say i the first bipartisan breakthrough on the issue
in more than a decade. Senators John McCain, R-Az., Russell Feingold, D,
Wis. and Fred Thomason, R-Tenn., have joined to introduce a comprehen-
sive campaign finance reform bill. " . :

. The joint effort could signify the end of partisan deadlocks that have
plagued previous reform efforts, congressional analysts say.

The McCain-Feingold . camp gn finance reform bill is S. 1219, and it
was introduced in the Senate in September. . el

This legislation “represents a critically important breakthrough in the -
fight to clean up the corrupt campaign finance system in Washington,” said
Ann McBride, president of Common Cause, an organization which has
been in the forefront of the battle for such reform.

She called the McCain-Feingold bill “fair, tough, creative and compre-
hensive” and one that “promises real hope for reform in this Congress.”

Introduction of S. 1219 follows on the heels of three major bipartisan
reform victories in the Senate this year, it is noted. In May, the Senate
voted to preserve the presidential campaign finance system. In July, the
Senate voted to enact a comprehensive lobbyist gift ban for Senators, effec-
tive January 1, 1996. And in July, the Senate passed a resolution that com-
mits it to act on campaign finance reform by the end of this Congress.

A companion measure to the McCain-Feingold legislation is expected to
be introduced in the House by Reps. Chris Shays, R-Ct., and Martin
Meehan, D-Ma. - ) ' o -

In recent years, partisan deadlock and filibusters in the Senate have
blocked enactment of comprehensive legislation, even though there is evi-
dence of growing public support for reform, according to Common Cause.

The three Senate reform victories this summer, however, each were won
through strong bipartisan support.

A bipartisan eg“ort obviously provides strength to hel&gmh campaign
finance reform. And possibly even more important, ride said, it
changes the dynamic on Capitol Hill and reform opponents no longer can
resort to finger-pointing and accusations that campaign finance reform is
strictly a partisan effort.

The bipartisan bill establishes voluntary spending limits for Senate
candidates based on a state’s voting age population. The limits range from
$950,000 in smaller states, like Wyoming, to $5.5 million in the largest
states, like California. _

While $5.5 million still may seem high, in 1994 spending in a California
Senate race topped $44.5 million, and Virginia’s Robb-North campaign
totaled $26.4 million. Spending in eight Senate races in 1994 reached more
than $10 million. Candidates abiding by voluntary spending limits would
& e]i'igihle to receive a specified amount of free television time and other

nefits.

This proposal represents needed movement in the right direction on the
recognized problem of campaign financing and the obligations that are cer-
tain to be felt from large contributions. .

It still leaves a lot of room for the influence peddlers to stay in busginess,
and is a long way from.our long-standjnilpmposal of a strict campaign con-
tribution limit of $1 per person per candidate. - .

Any significant progress on restoring some degree of restraint in politi-
cal campaign financing should be appiauded. But is should not put the
public demand for even more reform to rest. .

. \ S’
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Senate sets pace

Although the House of Representatives franking privilege during election years,
is perceived as Capitol Hill's catalyst for and limits the amount candidates can
change, the Senate has taken the lead in  spend on their own campaigns. Perhaps

campaign finance reform. the most appealing aspect of the reform
Republican senators, John McCain of  is that candidates must raise 60 percent
Arizona and Fred Thompson of - of their funds in their home districts.
' Tennessee, have joined with Rep. Russell = That will help close the door on inside-
Feingold, a Wisconsin Democrat, to +» the-beltway influence peddling by special

devise a campaign finance overhaul that  interests. _
‘will determine whether the GOP takeover ‘Common Cause President Ann

of Congress brings genuine change or McBridewelcomed the proposed the legis-
more business as usual. lation as “the first bipartisan break-

The McCain-Feingold plan attempts to  through on campaign finance reform in
rein in a trend in campaign spending -  more than a decade.” The proposal should
which is making it prohibitively expen- also placate Ross Perot, whose new third

sive for all but the independently wealthy party platform addresses influence-ped-
to run for office. California’s last Senate dling in six of its nine planks.
race, for instance, was fueled by $44 mil- The American public, 87 percent of
lion. ' _ whom favor limiting the amount of

The proposed reform won't force candi- money candidates can spend, will be the
dates to abide by its rules, but it makes greatest welcoming committee for the

an offer too good for most candidates to McCain-Feingold reform.

refuse. Candidates who follow the plan’s House Republicans have criticized the

spending limits, to be determined by a. Senate’s deliberate approach to reforming

state’s voting-age population, will receive = Washington.

free and discounted TV time. ~ But on the issue of campaign financing,
The plan reduces the advantage of con- the Senate is perched on the cutting edge

gressional incumbents by curbing the of reform.

-
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Right Bill To Clean Up Campaigns

Last July the Senate passed a resolution commit-
ting itself to act on campaign-finance reform before
the end of this Congress, or the fall of 1996. Last
month, Sens. John McCain, Republican of Arizona,
Russeil Feingold, Democrat of Wiscansin, and Fred
Thompson, Republican of Tennessee, filed the mod-
el of reform both the Senate and House should pass.

Their aim is a Senate vote by January and House

action soon after. Democrats, who have been reluc-
.tant in the past to tackle campaign-finance reform;
are increasingly recognizing its crucial importance,
and Senate Republicans are beginning to understand
that they ignore the issue at their peril.

Never has campaign-finance reform been more
necessary. In 1976, spending by Senate winners
averaged $600,000; in 1994 the figure was $4.5
million, with some races costing almost 10 times as
much. Political action committee contributions con-
tinue to rise, and so-cailed soft money -— contribut-
ed to state political parties for get-out-the-vote
drives but frequently channeled to individual candi-
dates — has reached multimillion-dollar figures.

The McCain bill addresses all these concerns. It
wouid set voluntary spending limits for Senate can-

didates based on a state’s voting age populatlon
varying from just under $1 million for small states to
more than $5 million for large states. Those who
agree to abide by these limits would receive 30
minutes of free TV time and could buy more time at
half the lowest rate 30 days before the primary and
60 days before the general election.

As well, those who abide by the spending limits
would get a third-class bulk rate for two mailings to
all state voters. PACs would be banned, or, if that
prohibition is found unconstitutional, the total a
candidate could take in PAC money would be limited
to 20 per cent of the voluntary spending limit. PAC
gifts would be also limited to $1,000 per election,
down from today’s $5,000. Soft-morey contribu-
tions would be banned outright.

A measure similar to the McCain bill is expected
to be introduced in the House soon. Last July, House
Speaker Newt Gingrich and President Bill Clinton
joined in pledging to appoint a commission to write a
campaign-finance reform bill, but the speaker re-
neged. But if the Senate acts on the McCain-Fein-
gold bill, perhaps the speaker will seen the need to .
act. He certainly should. -
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Time to clean house

Do we Americans dare get our
hopes up that Congress will pass &6

meaningful campaign finance reform TQ REQAIN

by the first of the year? PUBLIC

For decades Congress has refused
CONGRESS NiUST 52 tey-will launch  national cam-

to clean up its act. As a resuit, the

American public has lost faith in its
elected leaders and a representative PASS
democracy.

MEANINGFUL
Most Americans believe Congress CAMPAIGN

.o important to Democrats.

‘ The lawmakers vowed to pressure
their party leaders for quick action. If
the measure hasn’t made substantial
progress in 30 days, the legislators

paign to force the bill out of commit-
tee and directly onto the floor of the
House and Senate for a vote.

Good for them.

is bought and paid for by special in- FINANCE REFORM  As written, the legislation under

terests and that the voice of the com- | EGISLATION.

mon man is drowned out as aresult gy
of large campaign contributions from
political action committees.

Members of the public bristle at the abuse of
congressional franking privileges, and fume over
the trips, gifts and special perks that members of
Congress enjoy. Every time a national television
show takes its hidden cameras to a luxurious re-
sort to film lobbyists wining and dining members
of Congress and their staff, the public’s respect
for government slips another notch.

Ignoring the public’s growing anger, Speaker
Newt Gingrich insists that campaign finance re-
form is not of interest to most Americans.

He’s wrong!

Until Congress puts its house in order, Ameri-
cans will view every piece of legislation with sus-
picton and disdain. It's a maiter of credibility, and
today Congress has none.

To restore confidence in government, Con-
gress must change the way members are elected
and also get rid of lobbying abuses. :

Rep. Linda Smith, who represents Olympia
and southwest Washington in Congress, has
gained national recognition for her efforts to
torce a vote on campaign finance reform. As a
personal commitment, Smith has announced that
she will not accept campaign contributions from
political action committees.

Smith’s efforts have drawn the attention of
other reform-minded members of Congress. A bi-
partisan group of senators and representatives
joined last week with the presidents of Common
Cause and the League of Women Voters to unveil
a sweeping reform bill that incorporates many of
Smith’s ideas, but also includes campaign reforms

consideration eliminates PAC contri-
butions, caps individual donations,
requires candidates to raise 60 per-

. cent of their contributions from
within their state and eliminates so-called “soft
meney” contributions from political parties.

The Clean Congress Act of 1995 ends the prac-
tice of laundering money through third parties.
requires campaign ads to clearly state who paid
for them and allows the Federal Elections Com-
urpission to conduct random audits after an elec-

on.

The bill calls for voluntary spending limits of
$600,000, and asks candidates not to spend more
than $60,000 of their own money to get elected.
Those limits increase if the candidate’s opponent
refuses to adhere to the voluntary limits.

Candidates who comply with the voluntary
limits would be ailowed to pay lower rates for
television and radio advertisements. They also
would be allowed to maii up to three pieces of
mail to each voting-age resident in the district at
the third-class nonprofit bulk rate,

There are many things to like about the cam-
paign finance reform ge, including its bi-
partisan support inside the legislative chambers
and the backing of good-government organiza-
tions such as Common Cause and the League of
Women Voters, —— = ’

The trick, of course, is to push the measure
thmuEh commitiee and both congressional

ers. That has proved to be an insurmount-
able task in previous reform attempts.

But the spunk and determination of Smith and

her colleagues may be sufficient to push this bill

to the president’'s desk for his signature.
Dare we hope?
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Finance reform bills
get another boost

Americans may finally see long overdue action from
Congress this session on campaign finance reform. :
onnecticut Sen. Christopher J. Dodd, who also serves
as general chairman of the Democratic Party, said
Wednesday that Democrats in Congress would support
nearly identical bipartisan campaign reform proposals in-
troduced in the House and Senate 1n recent weeEs.

A bipartisan spirit and vote will be the only way to get
campaign finance reform through Congress, so Dodd’s
move is significant. Certainly, it will nudge those recalci-
trant Democrats and Republicans who oppose reform
away from their entrenched positions. ,

For more than decade, Americans have watched as
both parties in Congress — almost as if by unwritten con-
sent — have seemingly taken tums supporting or oppos-
ing campaign finance reform but never in unison. So,
there has been no significant campaign finance reform.

At the same time, however, an overwhelming majority
of Americans have supported cleaning up the campaign
finance system and limiting the influence of special inter-
est money in the corridors of Capitel Hill. A recent US4
Today/CNN poll, for example, found that 83 percent of
Americans favor such reforms. ) _

If an overhaul of the system is npt accomplished in
this reform-minded Congress there will be consequences
in the 1996 elections. .

The House and Senate bills hold promise for parsage
because they do not advocate public financing of cam-
paigns. Rather, both will accomplish the following:

@ Establish spending limits on House and Senate
campaigns. ' o

@ Restrict special-interest influence money by limit-
in% political action committee contributions and individ-
ual contributions.

® Ban personal use of campaign funds.

@ Ban soft money and bundling.

The prohibition of so-called sott money is especially
important because national political parties for years have
been gathering large sums of money and then rechannel-
ing the funds to state parties to use on federal campaigns.

The practice is legal, but it’s ethically reprehensible

' becauseitisa way to evade federai laws that regulate the

size and sources of political contributions.

Common Cause, Ralph Nader’s Public Citizen, the
League of Women Voters and Ross Perot have already
endorsed the finance reform bills, However, it will take an
outpouring of grassroots support to assure this Congress

"acts and doesn’t box these bills into a comner.

. Contact your member of Congress and the state’s two .
senators to tell them how important it is that they support
this legistation. e
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‘Money Talks
= And
Reform Walks

HE McCAIN-Feingold
campaign reform bill had a
brush with glory last week.
For a few heady hours it was in the
" State of the Union speech by name.
But just before show time, the name
_hit the cutting-room floor. Some
issue groups, like Emily’s List, having
. difficulty with this provision or that,
" protested to the White House, and
. the president, whase theme was
conciliation, obliged them by not
mentioning a specific bill, although he
endorsed the contents of :
McCain-Feingold.

There has never been a shortage
of politicians who hate campaign
reform. “If they had a secret ballot,
this would be overwhelmingly
defeated,” says Sen, Russ Feingold, a
liberal Democrat from Wisconsin. He
and conservative John McCain of

. Arizona are the bill's chief sponsors
in the Senate.

On the other hand, politicians hate
to admit they are against civic virtue.
A few notable exceptions don’t mind
though. Sen. Mitch McConnell
(R-Ky.) is ever on patro] against
measures that would reduce the
power of muney in the political
process. House Speaker Newt
Gingrich, pressed hard to redeem a
New Hampshire promise to the
president to do something about

See MeGRORY, CB, Col 4

Marv McGrory is a Washington Post
columnist.

Washington Post
Sunday, January 28, 1996
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Money Talks and Reform Walks

McGRORY, From C1

campaign spending, said at an
open hearing that the problem is
that there is too little money in
politics, not too much.

Senate Majority Leader Bob
Dole has not tipped his hand yet

» on McCain-Feingold, but he has

always been able to conceal any
enthusiasm he might have for
campaign finance reform. Last
summer, when Feingold (who ran
a grass-roots, shoestring
campaign against two millionaires
to win his seat) rose to request
that the Senate put campaign
reform on its agenda, Dole
hurried from his office to put a
stop to the insurgency. But he
lost: 13 Republicans voted with
Feingold, and the Senate was
officially on record as
acknowledging that U.S. political
activity is drowning in money and
becoming a millionaire’s game,’
Certain glaring examples of
what money can buy in politics
have helped focus minds on the
squalor of it all, such as Michael
_Huffington’s self-financed $27
million bid for a California Senate
seat. Less affluent senators facing
re-election spend their lunch
hours in offices specially rented so
they can telephone strangers and
beg for campaign funds. They
have to leave their Senate
quarters for the operation
because it is against the law to
raise money on federal property.
Magazine tycoon Steve Forbes,
an off-the-wall presidential

candidate, has spent aver $10
million of his own money in an
effort to purchase a good showing
in the New Hampshire primary.
And Enid Waldholtz spent about
$2 million of her own--or maybe
it was her father’s or her
mother-in-law’s—money to -
acquire a House seatin Utah.
Both she and Forbes put their
money in television ads that their
rivals could not match or answer.

he obvious answer, public

financing of campaigns, is

anathema to Republicans.
Year after year, modest attempts
to see that candidates get to talk
as much as money have gone
down to defeat. The

" Republicans czll public financing

“welfare for politicians.” One
reason that unusuai hope
attends the McCain-Feingold bill
is that its sponsors omitted ail
mention of the unmentionable in
their bill.

Participation in their program
is entirely voluntary. If
candidates don’t want to accept
the spending limits that the bill
would impose (according to the
size of their states), they don’t
have to. But compliance would
offer certain benefits. The
candidate would get 30 minutes
of free television time and for
the rest pay reduced rates.
People from smalil states groan
at a provision that requires
participants to collect 60
percent of their meney in their ~
home states; PAC contributions

would be forbidden.

Another reason for hope
comes from the fact that it is the
first bill that is both bipartisan
and bicameral. And the sponsors:
are highly motivated. John :
McCain, 2 decorated Vietnam
veteran, whose involvement
with the Keating Five enraged
him more than spending five and
ahalf years in a Hanoi prison, is
determined to clean up )
campaign politics. Feingold took ,
on the political establishment, -
scraped together funds from
small donors and laughed and
needled his way to the Senate,
spending only $2 million, a
pittance in these precincts.

The House has fielded a
bipartisan team of sponsors, and
they all turned out for a recent
rally in Concord, Mass., in the
district of Rep. Martin Meehan,
the progressive Democrat who
was the host sponsor. Rep.
Christopher Shays, a Republican
moderate from Connecticut, and,
most intriguingly, Rep. Linda
Smith, a hard-right conservative
and darling of Christian activists
in Washington, were joined by
Paul Tsongas of the Concord
Coalition and Ross Perot to root
for reform. Ann McBride,
president of Comnmon Cause, who
believes that McCain-Feingold
has the best chance of any
campaign bill in the last decade,
told the 1,000 persons assembled

" - that campaign reform’s time has

come.




December 7, 1995
Dear Representative:

The new Congress was elected with a mandate to change the way Washington
operates. The passage of gift and lotbying reform are important steps in carrying out
that mandate. But the American people understand that ending business as usual in
the nation’s capital will not occur until Congress adopts real and effective campaign
finance reform.

We are writing to urge you to cosponsor and work for passage of H.R. 2566,
the Bipartisan Clean Congress Act of 1995, introduced by Representatives Linda
Smith (R-WA), Christopher Shays (R-CT), Marty Meehan (D-MA) and Ben Cardin
(D-MD).

This legislation represents the first bipartisan comprehensive campaign finance
reform effort in the House in more than a decade and is a major breakthrough in the
fight to clean up the discredited and unfair campaign finance system in Congress.

H.R. 2566 establishes a system for voluntary campaign spending limits,
providing discounted broadcast and mailing rates for candidates who agree to limit
their spending. In addition, H.R. 2566 places tough new restrictions on political
action committees (PACs), large individual contributions and contributions from
lobbyists. Further, the legislation will shut down the soft money system, and close
other loopholes. '

H.R. 2566 is real reform. Its enactment would change the way business is

. ) - . )
done in Washington and would help to restere the people’s faith in their government.

We strongly urge you to cosponsor H.R. 2566.

Sincerely,
Ann McBride Ross Perot
Common Cause United We Stand America
Joan Claybrook ' Becky Cain

Public Citizen League of Women Voters
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Please Join

Congressman
x Marty Meehan

for a National Town Meeting

on Campaign Finance Reform
with
Formér Senator Paul Tsongas, Concord Coalition
Ross Perot, United We Stand *

As always, you are invited to share your concerns about any issue

Saturday, January 20, 1996
9:00AM
Mediplex of Concord

See what’s being reported...

Directions to Mediplex of Concord (formerly Century Center)
57 Oid Road To Nine Acre Corner
Concord, MA

From Route 128: Take Exit 29 West — Route 2 West; continue on Route 2 through 4 traffic lights.
At the 5th set of lights (Emerson Hospital will be on your left), take a right and then a sharp right
into the parking lot for the Mediplex of Concord.

From Route 495: Take Exit 29 East — Route 2 East; continue on Route 2 through the Concord
Rotary, then continue on Route 2 through two traffic lights. At the 3rd set of lights (Emerson
Hospital will be on your right), take a left and then a sharp right into the parking lot for the
Mediplex of Concord.
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Meehan files bill to
outlaw PAC money

By CHRISTOPHER SCOTT
Sun Staff

LOWELL — U.S. Rep. Martin Meehan, D-Lowell,
yesterday joined two of his Republican colleagues in
filing a campaign finance reform bill that would bar
congressional candidates from receiving contribu-
tions from palitical action committees (PACs).

Meehan and U.S. Rep. Chris Shays of Connecticut
are co-authors of the campaign finance reform bill.
Another Republican representative, Linda Smith of
Washington, signed on as a co-sponsor.

“Getting an institution like Congress to reform
itself is very difficult,” Meehan acknowledged today
in a telephone interview from Washington, D.C. “But
campaign finance reform is key to any reform effort.”

The cornerstone of the bill would ban political
action committees, or PACs, from contributing to
congressional campaigns. But if a ban on PAC money
was declared unconstitutional, the Meehan-Shays
bill would limit PAC contributions to $1,000 per elec-
tion, The current limit is $5,000.

“PACs contribute millions and millions to congres-
sional campaigns every election,” Meehan said. “But
if there was no PAC money in congressional cam-
paigns, the result would be a drastic reduction of the
cost of running for Congress.”

Besides banning PAC money, the Meehan-Shays
bill would:

B Reward candidates who agree to a voluntary
spending limits of $600,000 per election, by giving
their campaigns reduced postage rates and discounts
on advertising.

B Limit large contributions, or those over $250, to
25 percent of the total amount raised.

m Limit registered lobbyists to contributing only
$100 per election. ... . . e e,

®m Require that 60 percent of campaign funds
raised come from the candidate’s home state.

m Place limits on so-called “soft money,” funds
received by national and state parties.

Meehan said some congressmen have told him
that the fact that he does not accept PAC money
makes him vulnerable for defeat if he is challenged
by a well-financed Republican. Meehan, up for re-
election next year, doesn’t care, even though Jim
Rappaport, the state’s Republican Party chairman, is
reportedly mulling a run against him. Rappaport, of
Concord, spent $4 million trying to unseat Sen. John
Kerry in 1990. '

Meehan said House Speaker Newt Gingrich
opposes campaign finance reform and would try to
scuttle any attempts at reform. Because of that,
Meehan and Shays plan to file a discharge petition to
force the issue onto the House floor for a vote.

. For the discharge petition to be successful, Mechan.

and Shays need to collect the signatures of 218 other
congressmen who support the bill. Once the petition
is filed, a vote on the bill must occur within 30 days.

“Conflicts between the House and Senate, and the
tendency of incumbents from both parties to watch
out for their own re-election prospects have stopped
repeated efforts to make changes in the way cam-
paigns are financed,” Meehan said. “(Our) legislation
represents the first truly bi-partisan campaign
finance reform effort in the House in nearly a decade.”

Meehan spokesman Will Keyser said the Meehan-
Shays bill is similar to legislation introduced recently

in the Senate by John McCain, Republican of Arizona

and Russ Feingold, Democrat of Wisconsin.
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Lawmakers have shied away from tackling the other transgressions detailed
in Packwood’s diaries — the corruption of the legislative process by hundreds
of thousands of dollars in campaign contributions by lobbyists.

MARTY MEEHAN

here's a dirty little secret
buried in the pages of Bob
Packwood’s infamous dia-
ries that has nothing to do
with the sexual exploita of a lecher-
ous legislator. It involves clandestine
meetings and whispered promises In
exchange for hefty campalgn dona-
tions - not with women. who worked
with the senior senator, but with
high-powered lobbyists who acquire

political influence for the sole pur-.

pose of pushing a personal agenda
through Congress.

Irate members of Congress have
pointed a collective finger, and right-
ly so, at the dozens of times the sen-
ator allegedly trampled on the sex-
ual rights of women — the very group
that previously heralded him as its
chief champion of the good fight for
equality. But these same lawmakers
have shied away from tackling the
far more pervasive transgressions
detailed in Packwood’s diaries - the
corruption of the legislative process
by hundreds of thousands of dollars
in directed campaign contributions
from lobbyists who often wield more
political clout than ranking members
of congressional committees. It is no
surprise that Congress is eager to
close the diaries without exploring
their less-titillating confessions,
since the institution shares the
blame for allowing such widespread
abuse of the public trust to occur.

The diaries reveal a “public be
damned” approach to governing, re-
sulting in legislation being passed
and favors granted to benefit the

Packwood’s other sin

senator’s political contributors with
little consideration given to the in-
terests of the peaple he was elected
to represent. The most blatant ex-
ample involves lobbyist Ronald
Crawford, whose client list includes

Shell Qil, the ‘American Iron and -

Steel Institute, the National Cable
Television Association and General
Motors, and who just happens to be
a close friend and key fund-raiser for
Sen. Packwood.

According to the diaries, the sen-
ator on several ocecasions helped
Crawford's clients even when he dis-
agreed with the policy changes they
were seeking. In the late 1980s, Fi-
nance Committee chairman Pack-
wood, nermally an oil company foe,
included a special provision for Shell
0il in the tax revision bill. The sena-
tor’s own words condemn him: “The
advantage {Crawford] brings to me
in the Washington PAC [fundrais-
ing] scene is that mueh of his income
is dependent upon his relationship
with me.”

Packwood’s transgressions re-
flect the common attitude of Wash-
ington’s legislators to bend the al-
ready weak campaipn financing re-
strietions to the breaking point. Eth-
ics Committee staffers charged with
the responsibility of determining
whether lawmakers can engage in
questionable activities explain that
they are told “not to tell the senators
what they can or cannot do, but to
tell them. how they can do it.” One
clear example in the senator's dia-
ries details a 1992 discussion with
then Republican Senatorial Commit-
tee chairman, Phil Gramm of Texas,
about circumventing election laws

governing “soft money” to enable
the funneling of $100,000 from the
committee inte Packwood's re-elec-
tion campaign. “What was said in
that room would be enough to con-
vict us all of something,” Packwood
wrote.

Unfortunately, Packwood's com-
promising relationships with lobby-
{sts are not unusual in Washington.
Getting elected to Congress requires
a substantial amount of money, and
incumbents who curry favor with
special-interest groups can easily
raise it. Incumbents have outraised
challengers more than 2-to-1 in ev-
ery- election in the past 10 years.
During the first six months of 1995,
Republicans raised a record $20 mil-
lion in soft money — an astounding 2-
to-1 advantage over Democrats. The
impact of these donations can be
seen in the radical shift toward tax
policies that favor big corporations
and wealthy Americans over the tra-
ditional middle-class constituencies.

The recent trend in contributions
does not shift the blame from Demo-
crats to Republicans, it merely
points to the power of the dollar and
once again reinforces the need for
real reform. Both parties share the
responsibility for indecision and in-
action.

This year the opportunity to act
on campaign finance reform once

" again exists. President Clinton and

House Speaker Newt Gingrith
shook hands in New Hampshire to
signal their commitment to reach a
bipartisan compromise. Sens. John
McCain of Arizona, a Republican,
and and Russ Feingold of Wisconsin,
2 Democrat, are warking together in

the Senate. In the House, [ recently
joined with Republican Christopher
Shays of Connecticut to introduce a
bill that would restrict soft-money
donations, eliminate PACs and cre-
ate incentives for candidates to
adopt voluntary spending limits.
Clamping down on the special-inter-
est gravy train by enacting legisla-
tion to eap election spending, curb
lobbying and limit PAC contribu-
tions is long overdue.

But if history is any indication,
major campaign finance reform will
become easy prey for the very spe-
cial interests it is attempting to con-
trol. The torpedoing of such legisla-
tion isn’'t even a tough sell for lobby-
ists because members of Congress,
whether Democrat or Republican,
are more likely to perpetuate a sys-
tem that provides them with job se-
curity, Although Gingrich has acqui-
esced to Republican reformers and
agreed to pass lobby and gift ban re-
form bills this year, he has refused
to cooperate with either parly on
passing significant campaign finance
reform before the next elections.

Lawmakers need to prove that
they take all the allegations in the
Packwood diaries seriously - not just
the ones that involve sexual exploita-
tion - by overhauling a political sys-
tem that allows such rampant abuses
of power to thrive. Otherwise they
could find themselves scorned and
rejected by an American public that
is fed up with its own exploitation.

Meehan represents tire 5th Congres-
sional District in the House of Repre-
senfatives.
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. Gingrich Calls for More,

Bv John E. Yang

Washington Post Seaff Writer

House Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.), in a
wide-ranging discussion of the nation’s political
system, said yesterday that not enough money
is being spent on campaigns—a view that runs
counter to House Republican freshmen push-
ing for changes in campaign finance laws.

The speaker’s remarks came as he called
for a new 16-member commission to study
the political system and recommend changes
to Congress by May 1,

“We need a very profound overhaul of our
political system ...,” he told the House
Oversight Committee in a broad, 30-minute
statement. “To focus on election campaign
reform without taking a political party sys-
temic approach is a profound mistake.”

The proposal. Gingrich's response to his
June handshake agreement with President
Clinton in New Hampshire to explore chang-
ing how campaigns are financed, was made
against the backdrop of growing pressure on
Gingrich from House GOP freshmen, Many
of them were elected to change business as
usual-—to pass legislation that would change
campaign finance laws, lobbying regulations
and rules governing gifts to lawmakers.

Leaders of the campaign finance overhaul
effort biasted the preposal as a delaying tac-
tic, “The old boys and the old establishment
came up with the best solution they could—
to get on and stall for time,” said freshman
Rep. Linda A. Smith (R-Wash.), who is spon-
soring the House measure with Reps. Chris-
topher Shays (R-Conn,) and Martin T, Mee-
han (D-Mass.). “That’s what we got today.”

“We've seen a wonderful example of busi-
ness as usual,” said Becky Cain, p.esident of
the League of Women Voters, which is
working with the lawmakers.

In addition, many views expressed by the
speaker yesterday run counter to the re-
formers’ goals. For instance, the leading bi-
partisan-campaign finance bills in the House
and Senate would ban political action com-
mittees (PACs), and limit campaign spend-
ng.

Gingrich, while saying PACs are “not an
appropriate system for the expression of citi-
zen concerns,” said he would not ban them.
GOPAC, a PAC Gingrich once headed, is
now the subject of a Federai Election Com-
mission suit and is part of the House ethics
committee investigation of the speaker.

And rather than limit campaign spending,
Gingrich said more should be spent. “One of
the greatest myths in modern politics is that
campaigns are too expensive,” he said. “The
political process, in fact. is not overfunded,
hut underfunded.”

-zens outside that newspaper’s bias . . .
-swer and respond to that publication.”

Not Less, Campaign Cash

Gingrich asked Clinton to join him to cre-
ate a 16-member commission on "Power and
Political Reform in the Information Age.”
Half of its members would be named by Gin-
grich and Senate Majority Leader Robert J.
Dole (R-Kan.) and the others by Clinton,
House Minority Leader Richard A, Gephardt
(D-Mo.) and Senate Minority Leader Thom-
as A. Daschle (D-5.D.).

The panel would make recommendations
by May 1. Any proposals backed by at least
two-thirds of the group’s members would go
to the House and Senate for approval or dis-
approval, without the possibility of amend-
ments., Others would be considered in the
regular legisiative process.

At the White House, press secretary, Mi-
chael McCurry was noncommittal, “We wiil
look at the speaker’s proposal carefully,” he
told reporters at his daily briefing.

To underscore his contention that cam-
paigns are underfunded, Gingrich cited tele-
vision network news budgets. “The three
networks spend $1.1 billion on news i tne

“year,” he said. “By comparison, thetdtal

spent in the 1992 presidential campaign was
$550 million on all sides.

“A multimillionaire broadcaster on the
ABC news being given free access to- the
American people does not represent political
power” under cwrrent law, he said. “But on
the other hand, $1,000 written by the broad-
caster’s spouse is political power” as a feder-
ally regulated political contribution.

“It is simply a nonsensical socialist analysis
based on hatred of the free-enterprise sys-
tem,” he said.

The media’s power requires politicians to
spend more in campaigns, he said, citing his
own experience. “I would guess that over
half of the money [ raise is spent offsetting
the weight of” the Atlanta Journal-Constitu-
tion, he said. “It’s perfectly natural for news-
papers to want campaign spending limits—
that means more power for editorial writers,
more power for columnists, more power for
reporters. But it means less ability for citi-
to an-

The speaker closed on a characteristically
expansive note, urging committee members
and their staffs to study ancient Greece and
Rome, pre-Civil War United States and the
words of Thomas Jefferson, James Madison.
Abraham Lincoln, Theodore Rooseveii.
Woodrow Wilson and Henry Cabot Lodge.:

“Based on that that reading list.” saic
Oversight Committee Chairman Bill Thomas
(R-Calif.), a former communitv college poiiti-
cal science professor. *1 expect three units ¢
college credit.”
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Tsongas, Perot urge limits on funds

Politicians
urge new rules
ON campaigns

3y David Armold
GLOBE STAFF

CONCORD - Money didn't talk
yesterday, politicians did, as leaders
such as Ross Perot and former Sen.
Paul Tsongas urged grass-roots sup-
port for a bipartisan campaign fi-
nance reform law designed to limit
money's influence on polities.

“You, the people, own this coun-
try, not special interests,” Perot told
a standing-room-only audience of
10,000 people gathered in the audito-
rium at Mediplex of Concord.

“The more you know,” he added
later, “the more difficult it is for
money to play with your minds with
those 60-second TV ads.”

Organized by US Rep. Martin T.
Meehan, Democrat of Lowell, this
was the first of a half-dozen so-called
national town meetings whose aim is
to build support for a bill that would,
among other things, do away with
political action committees.

“Government should be based on
‘the merits of ideas, not where the
money’s coming from,” said Meehan,
a co-sponsor of the House version of
the bill. US Sen. John F. Kerry co-
sponsored the Senate version.
 In addition to dispensing with
PACs, the legislation includes the
following proposals:

® Candidates would be required
to raise 60 percent of their contribu-
tions in their home states.

® Contributions greater that
$250 could not compose more than
25 percent of total contributions.

# Incentives would be extended
to candidates who agree to limit
spending in House eampaigns to
$600,000, since the US Supreme
Court has ruled campaign spending
fimits are unconstitutional. Limits
for Senate campaigns would vary by
state; the limit in Massachusetts
would be about $2.8 million.

The incentives would include
cheaper ¢0sts for broadeast time and
postage,-both of which must be legis-
lated.

Tsongas and Perot, both former
presidential candidates, said cam-
paign finance was central to broader

. reforms of the political system.

“You wiil never balance the bud-
et until there’s reform in campaign
financing.” Tsongas said. “The mon-
¢ has ereated ton many oblizations

GLOBE STAFF PHOTO / SUZANNE HREITER

Former presidential candidates Ross Perot (left) and Paul Tsongas appear yesterday before a standing-
room-only crowd of 10,000 sathered for a “national town meeting” at Mediplex of Concord, N.H.

on both sides.”

To illustrate how PACs care
more about power than political phi-
losophy, Meehan presented charts -
with a tip of the hat to Perot - show-
ing that 70 percent of PAC contribu-
tions in the last election went to in-
cumbents,

Other speakers yesterday includ-
ed Nancy Carapezza, president of
the League of Women Voters; Joan
Claybrook, president of Public Citi-
zen, and Ann McBride, president of
Common Cause.

“We're know people care deeply
in Washington, but that the system
is rigged,” McBride said. “We're an-
gry becanse we desperately want a
country we can be proud of.”

Gov. William F. Weld pledged
from a seat in the audience that he
would abide by the proposed law in
his race for Kerry's Senate seat - if
Kerry would do the same.

No way, Kerry responded later.

“The governor's playing te his
own advantage,” the senator said,
adding that his own fund-raising had
already surpassed the proposed $2.8
million limit, whereas Weld was far
from it.

“Laws will need to be passed for
the spending limit incentives to be-
come effective,” Kerry said.

For the most part. the audience
was either very supportive of the
tegrislation or believed it did not go
fur enough. For crities calling for

more, Claybrook cautioned that one
“enemy of good is perfection.” She
and others warned that almost every
elected official has their own cam-
paign finance reform bill, which,

standing alone, have little or no
chanee of passage.

The bills outline yesterday are
the only ones with bipartisan sup-
port, she said. :
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Perot, Tsongas kick off drive
for campaign finance reform

By Glen Johnson

ASSOCIATEDFAESS °

CONCORD — Ross Perot and Paul
Tsongas have kicked off a national
drive {o change the way the country
pays for its elections,

the politicians won’t de it them-
selves,

Appearing before 1,000 peopleina
town that helped launch the Ameri-
can Revolution, Perot s2id Saturday,
“The Minutemen showed us that or-
dinary Americans are capable of ex-
traordinary things." ‘

The need for a grassroofs move-
ment was immediately apparent
when two of the participants in the
town meeting, Gov. William F. Weld
and US. Sen. John Kerry, D-Mass,,
refused to agree on a spending limit
for their fledgling Senate race.

. The audience ‘appeared divided
about how which referms to support

One man said a better remedy
would be to change the federal tax
code{oaflattax, arguingthat special
interest groups make campaign do-
nations in exchange for tax breaks.

Another member of the audience,’

L saying a -
grassroots effort is needed because |

.. .donaticns from specnal

Thomas T1erney of Framingham
said a better alternative would be

.*blind trust financing,” in which do-

nations aremade anonymously.
Tierney said that would allow

elected officizls to treat ail constxtu-

ents equally ' .

. Tierney ran as an unenrolled can-
didate for state treasurer against in-
cumbent Joe Malone in 1694. As a

-Republican, Tierney ran against and

lost to state Sen. David Magnani, D-
Framingham, in 1992. He won the
GOP nomination for state represen-
tative over Barbara Gray in 1990 but
lost to her in the general election af- .

ter she got on the ballot as 2 Demo-

cratic write-in.

Perot, the Texas bi]lionairé ana
1992 presidential candidate, said
ihat the current flnancing systém

- leads to carapaigns that are too Iong

and too eXpenswe

The only way electcd ofﬁclals can
survive in that atmoesphere istoraise
money coristantly and accept large

mtex_‘est .
groups, hesaid.” BRI
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in a town that helped launch the
American Revolution, Perot
said: -“The Minutemen showed

"us that ordinary Americans are
capable of extraordmary,
- things.™

The . need for a grasa-roo!.s

parent when two ‘o the partici-
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form:

ries 1o be held from coast to
coast, was organized by US
Rep..Manin T. Meehan (D-

. Lowell) who helped -draft the
movement was immediately ap- .

Clean Congress Act.

Perot, the Texas billionaire
and 1992 presidential candidate,
said that the current financing
system leads to campaigns that
are too’long and too expensive. .

Tke only way elected officials
can survive in that atmosphere
is to raise money constantly and
accept large donations from spe-
cial-interest groups, he said.

Tsongas, who also ran for presi-
demt in 1992, said: “It's obvious
that if vou pursué your self-inter-
est, PACs are an addiction.”

Both men urged audience mem-
bers o reassert their role in the
political process hy pressuring
Congress (o pass the bills.

" “You've got something more
precious than (the special inter-
ests) do. You have your vote,”

Perot sa:th



They came from all walks to talk money

Nearly 1,000 pack Concord forum

By MARK ARSENAULT . -
Sun Stalf

CONCORD -~ The crowd of about 1,000 that
sacrificed a sunny Saturday morning to attend U.S.
Rep. Martin Mechan's “town meeting' on qampaign
finance reform was as diverso 45 the discussion
panels Meehan assembled for the event. . _

“There were Republican 2ealots here, Democratic
zealots, Roes Pérot's people,” Meehan, D-Lowell,
said afler the event yesterday. “You couldn't char-
- aclerize the group at all, except we had a ot of
people who care about campaign finance reform.”

For the discussion panels, Meehan recruited
Democratic and Republican members of Congress,
and added third-party founder Perot. the Texas
billionaire and 1992 presidential candidate, to show
wide support for the Bi-Partisan Clean Congress
Act, Meehan's pending campeign finance reform
bill.
The crowd at the Mediplex of Concord cheered
calls Lo limit the influence of lohbyists and political
nction committecs. Bul many there remained
skeptical that Congress will pass a bill that makes
it easier Jor challengers to unseat members,

Louise Gaskins of Groton said yesterday's confer-
ence was a good starting point, but thinks campaign
finance reform may be years away.

“This is going to be a tough row to hoe,” she said.
~ “But I have hope. If they can get the first step

through and pass these bills, then maybe we can get

real reform.”
Gene Roberts of Wayland, a Perot supporter, left

the conference optimistic that Congress will pass a

campaign reform bill.

“This was dynamite," Roberts said. 'T'm going Lo
go home and write a letter to Sen, (Edward) Ken-
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PAC BACKER: Joe Osbaldeston of Ayer, a
member of the National Life Underwriters |
Association, defends the use of political
actien committee money in campaigns.

n}edy and tell him that he should support
this.”

Meehan organized the event with former
Mussachusetts Sen. Paul Tsongas, Rep. Linda
Smith, R-Wash., and Rep. Chris Shays, R-
Conn., to push for his bill. Gov. William F.
Weld showed up, speaking {rom the audience.

Sen. John Kerry, D-Mass., who also attended
the event, is co-sponsoring the Senate's version
of the bill. The bills are designed to limit the
influence of politicul action committees and
give challengers a chance against incumbents,
Meehan said.

Please sc-e CROWD/6
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Yesterday’s conference was both a pep rally
for'the reform bills and a chance for voters to
question Perot and members of Congress who
support the bills, '

The conference drew a varied cross-section of
voters interested in ejcctlion reform.

Some wore charcoal-gray suits, with solid tics
and shiny leather loafers; others sported cowboy
boots and checkered flannel shirts tucked into
jeans. A few early birds passed the time bclore
the event with Tha New York Times business
page, while others sat together and bemoaned
the Celtics' loss Friday night.

Once audience members started asking ques-
tions, their political differences became vbvious
as well. But nearly everyone agreed: They want
to change the way political campaigns are run.

One man said a better remedy than Moehan's
bill would ba to change the federal tax code to u

flal tax, arguing that special intcrest groups
make campaign donations in exchange for tax
breaks,

“You're treating the symptoms, not the dis-
ease,” he-said. "What you propose here would
ultimately be corrupted the way PACs have
been corrupted.” :

Another member of the audience, Thomas
Tierney of Framingham, said a hetter alterna-
tive would be “blind trust financing,” in which
donations are made anonymously. Tierney said
that would allow elected officials to treat all
constituents equally.

But somne voters weren't impressed with what,
happened at the event.

Campaign reform is a good ides, but one
thing that hothers me is there's just too many
politicans yakking, and not cnougl listening to
people trying to speak,” snid Walter Nicholson of
Burlington.



SUNDAY, JANUARY 21, 1996

o

rup o+ £ CB

T gl T

,Summary of H.R. 2566, the campaign-finance reform bill sponsored
by U.S. Rep. Martin Meehan:

a Eliminates political action committee (PAC) contributions in
federal elections, The bill says that if a ban is ruled
unconstitutionsl after passage. PACs would be limited te $1.000
per candidale per election, the same as individuals. PACS now
may donate $5,000. No candidate could receive more than 25
percent of total spent on a campaign from PACS.

B Sets voluntary spending limits of $600,000 in House races.
Establishes discounts on TV and radio advertising and postage
for candidates who agree to the limit. Those candidates must
also agree to limit their personal donations to their own
campaigns, large contributions, and donations from contributors
outside their districts, Limits would be eased if a candidate’s
opponent Is not cbserving the limits.

& Requires candidates te raise 60 percent of contriputions from

* within thelr home state,

® Caps indlvidual contributions exceeding $250 to an aggregate
limit of no more than 25 percent of the amount spent on a
campaign.

8 Registerad lobbyists could give no donation exceeding $100.

8 Bans taxpayarfinanced mass mallings from Congrass members
in electlon yesrs.

B fiiminates “soft money” (special-interest donations funneled
through political partles, which are uncapped) in federal elections
and ends the practice of “bundling,” by which many employees
in the same corporation donate to the same candidate, skirting
existing campaigh finance law,

® Tightens reporting requirements on spending for or against
candidates by single-/ssue and special-interest groups.
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Kerry, Weld rally for
reform, then retreat

Meehan, Tsongas
and Perot attack

campaign spending

By CRAIG SANDLER
Sun Staff

CONCORD - Sen. John
Kerry and Gov. Willizm Weld
endorsed strong new rules for
political finance — but then de-
clined to abide by them — at a
“national town meeting” on
campaign finance reform held |
here yesterday.

They joined a crowd ofzalmost
1,000 that cheered Ross Perat,
Paul Teongas and a bill writlen
by Lowell's congressman, U.S.
Rep. Martin Meehan. The bill is
designed to put limits en spend-
ing in federal eloctions and on
the role of special interests.

But even as the crowd at the
Mediplex of Concord called for
politicians to change their
ways, Weld and Kerry said their
opposing Senate campuigns
can't afford to make the needed
changes voluntarily.

Republican Weld rose from
his seat in the audience to en-
dorse Meehan's reform bill

i . ) D oi il .
A CHALLENGE: Gov. William Weld, at a cam

nance

pign

reform rally in Concord. pledged 1o limit his Senate

campaign spending if Sen. John Kerry would.

—the Bipartisan Clean Con-
gress Act. Then Weld pledged to
observe its key provisions
whether or not the legislation
passes thig year, if Democrat
Kerry would do the same.
Kerry, who spoke at the
cvent also about the need to
pass Meehan's bill, snid he
would not accept the governor's
challenge to observe its limits.
That left the combatants in

SUNIJULLA MALAKIE

Massachusetts’ highest visibili-
ty political race embracing evils
they decried at yesterday's fo- -
rum: million-dollar election
campaigns angd the palitical ac-
tion commnittee money that pays
for them.

Weld will accept PAC money
this election year. Kerry won't.

But Keiry told reporters af-

Please see REFORM/4




# ncentives would be extended
to candidates who ageec to limit
spending in House campaigns to
$600,600, since the US Supreme
Court has ruled campaign spending
Jimits are unconstitutional. Limits
for Senate canpaigne would vary by
state: the limit in Mussachusetts
would be about $2.8 mithon.

The incentives would inclode
cheaper costs for brosdcast time and
postage, both of whick ruzt he legis-
lated,

Tsongas and Perot. hotl former -

presidential candidate-, sl eam-

paign finance was central to broader
reforms of the political svstem.

" “You will never balance the bud-

get until there’s reform: in campalgn
inancing.” Tsungus said. “The mon-
ey hus created too many obligations

_ To illustrate how PACs care "
tosophy, Meehan presented charts -

with a tip of the hat to Perct - show- *
ing that 70 percert of PAC coutribe- -
tions in the last eloction went to in-
Other speakers yesterday includ-
ed Nancy Carapezza, president of

‘the League of Women Voters; Joan

Ciaybrook, president of Public Citi-.

_zen, and Ann McBride, president

is rigged,” McBride said. “We're an-
gry because we desperately want a
country we can be proud ol.”

Gov. William F. Weld pledged
from 5 seat in the andience that he
would abide by the proposed law in

own adventage” the senator said,

adding that his own fuhﬁ-raising had

M. : ygn:paesedthepmposedﬂx
millien limit, whereas Weld was far
fran it S _ :

“Laws will need to be passed for-

“the epending limit incedtives to be-
~came effective,” Kerry aadd. - :

For the most part, the sudience ;

‘was_ either very supportive-of the’

legialation of believed i did not go -
for enough. For citien eafling for
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Weld to join Meehan, Perot at ‘town meeting’

Concord event scheduled for tomorrow

By CRAIG SANDLER
Sun Staff

Gov. William Weld has decid-
ed to attend the "national town
meeting” on campaign:finance
reform scheduled for tomorrow
in Concord, .

The event brings together
politicians who ostensibly have
the same goal —cleaning up the
nation's system of funding polit-
ical campaigns - but different
agendas: .

¢ For Weld and Sen. John
Kerry, who are fighting for the
Senate seat Kerry has held
since 1984, the event is an op-
portunity to contrast their ap-
proaches to campaign reform.
The exercise has the potential to
become prickly.

. Kerry spokesman Jennifer
Watson yesterday noted that
Weld has decided to accept polit-
ical action committee money
during the Se“nate race, citing

Kerry's access to his wife’s near-
ly $600 million fortune. "In
1993 Bill Weld was quotéed say-

"ing PACs just try to corrupt and

undermine the systeni, We cer-
tainly wili be looking forward to
seeing what he has to say about
it,” Watson said.

Weld spokesman Pamela
Jonah said the governor is like-
ly to make a brief statement
during opening remarks, then
join the audience.

® For Ross Perot, who still
has not ruled out a run for
president as the nominee of the
Reform Party — the third party
he established — tomorrow will
be a chance t6 advance both his
party and himself. :

Perot was due to arrive in
Concord tonight and will be
among those delivering opening
remarks when the forum begins
at 9 a.m. Former Sen. Paul
Tsongas will also speak, as he
pushes one of the key planks of

the Concord Conlition, the re-
form group he and former Sen.

Warren Rudman founded aftet |- The:plioii

they left the Senate.
¢ U.S. Rep. Martin Meehan
will burnish his Image as-a -

reformer in hoi:‘ 8 of staving off - | ¥
i

challenges for his seat in the
House. Meehan has been trying
to pass campaign finance re-
form since 1992, and has now
been rebufled by both a Demo-
cratic speaker of the House and
a Republican one. Meehan will
be joined by Republican Reps,
Linda Smith, R-Wash,, and
Chris Shays, R-Conn., who
helped write the bill he will tout
tomorrow, which seeks to elimi-
nate PAC [unding of campaigns
and set new limits on spending.

® Guod-government groups
Public Citizen, Common Cause
and the League of Women Vot-
ers all will be trying to build

grass-roots support for new laws -

to limit the influence of corpo-
rate and special-interest money
in Washington.

2 through four traffic lighis. At the
Mith set &f ights (Emerson Hospitsl
on leh), take & right and then a
sham Aght Into the parking lot for
‘the Medipléx of Conoord,

FROM RTE, 488: Teke exit 29
;:astm %\eEnﬂ.mntm:eonRet.
through the Concord Rotary,
then continue on Rte. 2 through -
two treffic ightiiat the third set:.

of lightte (Emeraon Hospital on -

¢ gt takaaleft&ndmenasm
“Hight Into the parkin wtfonm
:Mediplex of o
-The event will nmbd bromat -
 five, but will be taped by -
_Continental Cableviston for alring
&t o later date,
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Perot to appear at ‘Clean Congress sesswn

: By Jeremy Wanace
States News Service ™ © .

‘WASHINGTON — Hoplng to at-
tract national attention to his push
for campalgn finance reform, Rep.
Martin T. Meehan, D-Lowell, has as-
.sembled an unlikely cast for a town
-meeung in Concord this weekend.

H. Ross Perot former senator Paul
Tsongas and two respected Republi-

cans inthe House of Representatives

have confirmed they will appear at
the 9 a.m. town meeting at the Con.
cord Mediplex..

: They have jeined c:txzen groups
Such as Common Cause, Public Citf-
zenand the League of Women Voters
in publicly supporting Meehan's
proposed Clean Congress Act, 1ntro
duced in October.

“Real campaign finance reform
will not happen unless leaders out-
side Washington Lelp apply pres-
sure on members of Congr 288,"”
Meehan said. :

" Meehan's bill,- c&sponsored by
Reps. Chnstopher H. Shays, R-

Conn., andLlndaA Smlth R—Wash

.would ellmmate campaign contri.

butions from political action com-
mittees and set voluntary spending
limits on the amount of money
House candldates can spond on an
electlon : o

In exchange for agreeing non to,

spend more thap $600,000, candi-

dates would in turn receive dis-
counts for advemsing on te]evision

‘and radio.

The Concord rally will klck oﬂ’two
months of similar public forums in
other parts of thé country to gain
suppert for the Meehan proposal.



. KERRY/WELD RACE - ‘
,'Temporary truce‘
‘may crackat -
*frefonn meetmg

By john Glll
Eagle-Tribune Writer

As US. Sen. John F. Kerry, D-Mass., and Republican
challenger Gov. Williaun F. Weld collcct unlllons of dol-
- lars for their high-profile campaign, )
both have tried Lo score peints over
Jow l.he other is raising. political
‘money.

The two candidates’ cmnpmgns. R
promise “to tonc down the skir-
mishing tomotrow moming when’
they appear at Sth District Congress-
man Manin T. Mechan's “national |
town meeting” ‘in Concord on cam-

e —
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paig finance reform.

The b:pam:an event will feature

speeches by a pair of 1992 presidential candidatos’ whn
., Please see RACE, Page’ I’

Continued ﬁ'om Page 11

have been
pusmng to curb the influence of
“special interest” money in natianal
polidcs: Texas billionaire H. Ross
Perot and former U S. Sen. Paul E.
Tsongas, D-Lowell.

Corgressman heehan, D-Lowell,
is using the event to kick off a
nedonal grassroots campaign to
force Congress to pass his Bipard-
san Clean Corgress Act.

The bill attempts to regulate elec-
tions by limiting spending, eliminat-

- ing politicat acticn commirttee (PAC)
money and making it cheaper for
candidates who abide by these rules
10 air TV ads — generally a cam-
paign’s biggest expense,

Congressman Mechan said he -

wants lo avoid tumning the event into
a sideshow for the Massachusetts
Senate race. But that may be hard to

avoid.

Sen. Kerry, a co-sponsor of a simi-
iar measure in the Senate, will take
part in a panel discussioa “Strete-
gies for Change in Congress” with
congressional Republicans Christo-
pher Shays of Connecticut and Lin-

da Smith of Washington, who have -

Joined Congressman Meehan on this
bill.
Gov. Weld, who signed the 1994

Massaciusetts campaign &nance

reform law imposing stricter limits
and greaier disclosure cn contribu-
tions, will not have an official role in
the event.

But Congressman Meehan invited
him, and will introduce the Republi-

can to ask the first question for Sen.

Kerry’s panel discussion.
Wil this turn into a campaign
confrontation? Both sides say no.
But aside from Gov. Weld’s

- refrain  from

embrace of House Speaker Newt

Gingrich and Sen. Kerry's aversion
to mandatory minimum prison 3en-
tences, the two rivals have spent Lhe
past two months sniping mainly
about campaign money. Highlights
include:

Pidde fortune: Sen. Kerry saying
he would not to use wife Teresa
Heinz's $760 miltion pickle and ket-
chup fortune to halp bankroll his re-
election, then backtracking fram a
firm pledge.

$5 miion fimit Gov. Weld calling &
$S million spending hmit afier ke
announced he wouid run for US,
Senate and Sen. Kerry rejecting any
limit unless the governor agreed to
“pegative  cam-
paigning.” )

Weld's PAC money: Gov. Weld
abandoning his previous refusal and
arnouncing he would accept PAC

coniributions, except from the
twbacco and gun lobby, saying he
needs to catch up with Sen. Kerry’s
S3 miliion campaign war chest. The
Democrat does not take PAC money.

Congressman Meehan said be
chose historic Corcord to begin a
“modem-day revolution.” He blam-
es special interests that finance both
parties for the budget deficit,
increasing health costs and other
political preblems facing the nation..

The public is invited to tomor--
row's event, beginning at 9 am. at-
Mediplex of Concord. Spoasors.
expect 500 or more people to attend..

To get there, take Interstate 495 to
Route 2 East, follow through the
Concord Rotary, go left at the third
set of lights (Emerson Hospital) and
take a sharp right into the parking
lot.
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Campaign reform’s ‘Joan of Arc takes center stage

CONCORD - Mayben
thousand people came here
Saturday to hear Marty
Mechan talk akout cam-
paign finance reform.

Then again, maybe they
came to see the odd-political
all-star team the L.owell con-
gressman had put together
{or his "National Town
Meeting” on campaign fi-
nance reform.

There on the stage of the
Mediplex suditorium was Ross Perot — gelf-
made billivnaire, gelf-destroyed presidential
candidate. Perot did nut disappuint. He avoked
vivid memories of 1992, twanging vut his two
[avorite words — "“Thyat's rawng!” — and
comparing Lhe country to a cer.

Next to Perot sat Paul Tsongas. who has
re-emerged on the national consciouuncss by
jetting around the country and stirring up
third-party rumors..

There were Gov. Bill Weld and Sen. John

STEVE
KLOEHN

Kerry, the bickering Brahmins, willing tu turn
any gathering of twu or more inlo & cainpaign
avent.

Therc were staunch Democraty, staunch Re-
publicans and many — like Meehan — who
belong to a party almost in spite of themselves.

But the most compelling speaker at the
mecting — and the spark plug in what may yet
bhecome a natinnal movement for campaign
finunce reform — was Linda Smith, a first-term
Congresswoman [rom the uther end of the
country.,

Last year Smith, a Republican, was the first
writc-in candidate ever to win a congressional
race it the state of Washington. She announced
her candidacy two weeks befure her primary.
gathered 35,000 signatures, then traunced an
incumbent Demucrat in the guneral election.

She is brash, uncompromixing, populist and
conservative — cverything Newt Gingrich
could have wanted for his freshman cluss,

She is alsn a squirming thorn in Gingrich’s
side.

Gingrich made Smith a subcommittee chair

man in her first term. In raturn, Smith
whipped up Republican apposition tu several
Gingrich budget proposals, on the grounds he
has wavered from the Contract With America.

Last Juns Gingrich traveled to New Hamp-
shirc to look for mouse and dcbate President
Clinton. The twy made headlines by shaking
hands on a promise Lo enact campaign reform.

Smith, who dows not accept money from
political action committees, has since made it
her duty to remind Gingrich of his camnpaign-
reform pledge at every chance she gets.

She was a latecomer to the Cleun Congress
Act, the centerpiece nf Mechan's crusade. But
even Rep. Christopher Shays, the Connecticut
Republican who has been pushing campaign
finance reform as long as anybody in Congress,
calls Smith “a first among cquals” in the
current campaign

As compliments go, that's nothing. Prrot
—not a man known {or sharing the spotlight
—used his parting remarks on Saturday not to
tout his Nedgling political party, or rven cam-
paign finance reform, but to praise Linda

Smith. “Joan of Are,” he called her.

It was Smith who convinced Perut to endorse
the Clean Congress Act the day it was intro-
duccd. And though she has made as many
enemies as friends, it is Smith who gives the
bill some chance for success in the new Republi-
can Congress.

Shays said Saturday that of all the campmgn
finance reform efforts that have come and gone -
in recent years, this one alone seems to have
the momentum to force change.

Meehan says that the Clean Congress Acl is,
far and away, his tup priority in Congress. He
doesn't put it quite this way, but the bill is -
Meehan's last, best chance to make a name for
himself in Washington before his self-imposed |
term limit in the year 2000.

And though Meehan har alwoys been right
on the issue, he moy socon discover that it is |
more Important to get on siage with the right
people. Linde Smith is one of them. !

e i - ——

Steve Kloehn's column appears on Monday,
Wednesday and Friday in The Sun. :



