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For more than five years now, from my vantage point in the West Wing of the White 
House, I have kept an eye focused on the other end of Pennsylvania Avenue. I have observed the 
political contortions of the Republican Party and experienced a range of emotions, from 
impatience to amusementto, occasionally, anger. In recent months, though, I have experienced a 
new feeling: pity. Or something approaching it. Watching today's GOP is like watching a 
schoolyard-bully trip over his own shoelaces. Republican leaders are so clumsy, so stumblingly 
inept, theycan no longer inspire fear or command respect--even among their own underlings: 
"We have no program," a Republican-congressional staffer recently sighed to the National 
Journal. "And we don't have our act together." 

The fortunes of the Republican party stand in stark contrast to the state of the union. For 
most Americans, this is a remarkable moment in our history, an economic renaissance. Recent 
economic reports show that inthe first quarter of 1998, our economy grew at a rate of 4.2 
percent, an expansion fueled not by growing government deficits but by booming business 
investment. Wages are rising while inflation remains low. Unemployment is at its lowest in 28 
years; inflation the lowest in more than 30 years; and consumer confidence the highest level in 
30 years. These are prosperous and productive times for the American people. Opportunity is 
abundant; communities and families are more secure. 

An economy like this is usually a blessing to political incumbents. A satisfied electorate 
pulls the lever for the status quo, so Republican members of Congress should have little to fear .. 
But recent polls reveal plenty of cause for concern: according to a CNN-Time poll, only 36 
percent of Americans would vote for the Republican in their district if the election for Congress 
were held today; 49 percent would vote for the Democrat. And just last year, an ABC­
Washington Post poll showed that even on "Republican" issues like crime, taxes, the balanced 
budget and the economy, voters trusted Democrats more than they do Republicans. Small 
wonder. The Republicans talk about these problems; the Democrats are solving thein. 

The stock Republican response to this anemic showing is to curse the fates: Ronald 
Reagan is gone, they lament, the Cold War is over. The public, they say, has forgotten what it 
means to be a Republican. But one need not .tum to history for an explanation, and if anyone has 
abandoned the tenets of the GOP, it is party leaders themselves. They have forsaken principle 
for fierce, unfettered partisanship, and are chasing each other downhill in a race to the bottom. 

There are several reasons for the Republican collapse. First among them is the success of 
President Clinton's economic strategy: maintaining fiscal discipline while investing in our 
people, balancing the budget while protecting our values; The balanced budget was, historically, 
a Republican rallying cry, proclaimed with fervor even as they ran up massive deficits under 
Republican Presidents Reagan andBush. President Clinton's success where his Republican. 
predecessors failed has left the GOP deflated and disoriented. The return of fiscal common sense 
to Washington has deprived the Republican Party of its sense of purpose, leaving it to sputter 
weakly that a Democratic President, Bill Clinton had "borrowed" their agenda. 

In truth, the Republican agenda was mostly lip service. The Republican reality was more 
than a decade of deficits and, in the end, a recession. But at least their rhetoric was consistent. 



Today, budget-busting Republicans like Bud Shuster, who wants to pave every congressional 
district with pork, do battle with equally irresponsible Republican tax-cutters like John Kasich, 
who gripe about "too much spending" by their own party. The GOP's messages are terribly 
mixed: as Franklin Raines, the former director of the Office ofManagement and Budget, recently 
explained, in the Senate's budget resolution "the Senate's message was to try to nullify the 
President's priorities. They didn't necessarily have their own. 'Not his' was sort of their 
message. And ... the House Republicans don't know what their message is." Hence we are 
treated to a unique spectacle in American politics: a majority party doing its best to behave--or, 
rather, misbehave--like a minority party. They do not lead, they merely obstruct those who do. 

The loss of an organizing principle has hurt the GOP every bit as much as the loss of 
Ronald Reagan and the Communist menace. "There's a leadership vacuum and an ideological 
vacuum that nobody's been able to fill," admitted Rep. Scott Klug, a Republican from 
Wisconsin, last year. "We've lost a lot of our vision about what we're going to do." 

That vision becomes even more blurry as the next presidential election approaches--call it 
the GOP's own "millennium bug," poor programming that will cause systems to crash when they 
hit the year 2000. The Republicans are crashing early--and into each other, mostly, as they 
jockey for position and advantage in race for the presidential nomination. The party primaries 
are still years away, but you would never know it from watching Republican antics on Capitol 
Hill: the endless infighting is like an ongoing primary on the House and Senate floors. Those 
who are not running for President are, it seems, running for Speaker. And the Speaker just runs: 
he runs from subject to subject, he runs from fundraiser to fundraiser, he runs at the mouth. 

Into this leadership void scurry party activists and outsiders. The largest and loudest 
faction belongs to James Dobson, a right-wing radio and TV evangelist. The trouble for 
Republicans is that Dobson is both their electoral savior--his loyal listeners number 28 million-­
and their harshest political critic. Insisting on ideological purity, Dobson regularly threatens a 
November walkout; he toys with the notion of "going nuclear" against Republicans who have 
betrayed the ideals of the "revolution." The end result, Dobson knows, "would be Democrats in 
the White House and the Congress ... so that would be unfortunate. But you never take a hill 
unless you are willing to die on it. And we will die on this hill if necessary." 

Dobson is not referring to Capitol Hill, but he might well be. In both directions, 
Dobson's road leads to ruin for the Republican Congress. If party leaders ignore him they risk 
his electoral wrath. If they appease him, as many are scrambling to do--Dick Armey has ordered 
House subcommittee chairmen to pursue the Dobson agenda; senators are blocking the 
President's nominee for ambassador to Luxembourg, James Hormel, because he is gay; others 
are demanding a constitutional amendment that mandates school prayer--they alienate 
mainstream voters. 

GOP leaders will have you believe that Dobson is the problem. I believe he is merely a 
symptom of deeper, more fundamental Republican problems: ideological drift, intellectual and 
moral decay. Their hatred of government is, at heart, a distaste for governing. They have broken 
the faith with the American people, who agree with President Clinton that the government has an 



. ' ' 

essential role in widening opportunity, promoting community, and demanding responsibility. 
The Republican party has never really come to terms with President Clinton or the ideas he 
embodies--of a new kind of government, limited but efficient, small but progressive, one that 
elevates principle above party. Instead, the GOP continues to fight the culture wars of the Sixties 
and the political wars of the Seventies and Eighties. They are terribly out of step with the 
American people and running roughshod over one another. The GOP is in a downward spiral. 
My prediction--and, increasingly, many other observers' --is that it will hit bottom on November 
3, when Americans go to the polls in a referendum on Republican rule. The winners will be the 

··Democrats--and the American people. 
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For more than five years now, from my vantage point in the West Wing of the 
White House, I have kept an eye focused on the other end of Pennsylvania 
Avenue. I have observed the political contortions of the Republican Party and 
experienced a range of emotions, from impatience to amusement to, 
occasionally, anger. In recent months, though, I have experienced a new 
feeling: pity. Or something approaching it. Watching today s· GOP is like 
watching a schoolyard bully trip over his own shoelaces. Republican leaders 
are so clumsy, so stumblingly inept, they can no longer inspire fear or 
command respect even among their underlings. We have no program, a 
Republican staffer recently sighed to the National Journal. And we don t 
have our act together. 

The fortunes of the Republican party stand in stark contrast to the state of 
the union. For most Americans, this is a remarkable moment in our history, an 
economic renaissance. [details from opening statement] 

An economy like this is usually a blessing to political incumbents. A 
satisfied electorate pulls the lever for the status quo, so Republican members 
of Congress should have little to fear. But recent polls reveal plenty of 
cause for worry: according to a CNN-Time poll, only 36 percent of Americans 
would vote for the Republican in their district if the election for Congress 
were held today; 49 perc~nt would vote for the Democrat. And just last year, 
an ABC-Washington Post poll showed that even on Republican issues like 
crime, taxes, the balanced budget and the economy, voters trusted Democrats 
more than they do Republicans. [pithy] 

The stock Republican response to this anemic showing in the polls is to curse 
the fates: Ronald Reagan is gone, they lament, the Cold War is over. The 
public, they say, has forgotten what it means to be a Republican. But one 
need not turn to history for an explanation, and if anyone has abandoned the 
tenets of the GOP, it is party leaders themselves. They have forsaken 
principle for fierce, unfettered partisanship, and are chasing each other 
downhill in a race to the bottom. 

There are several reasons for the Republican collapse. First is the success 
of President Clinton s economic strateg'y: maintaining fiscal discipline while 
investing in our people, balancing the budget while protecting our values. 
[balanced budget analysis] 

· As Franklin Raines, the former director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, recently explained, in the Senate s budget resolution the Senate s 



message was to try to nullify the President s priorities. They didn t 
necessarily have their own. Not his was sort of their message. And ... 
the House Republicans don t know what their message is. Hence we are treateq 
to a unique spectacle in American politics: a majority party doing its best 
to behave or, rather, misbehave like a minority party.· Not to lead, but to 
obstruct those who lead. 

The loss of an organizing principle has hurt the GOP every bit as much as the 
loss of Ronald Reagan and the Communist menace. There s a leadership vacuum 
and an ideological vacuum that nobody s been able to fill, admitted Rep. 
Scott Klug, a Republican from Wisconsin, last year. We ve lost a lot of our 
vision about what we re going to do. That vision has been blurred further as 
the next presidential election approaches call it the GOP s own millennium 
bug, the. poor programming that will cause some computers to crash when they 
hit the year 2000. The Republicans are crashing early and into each other, 
mostly, as they jockey for position and advantage ·in the upcoming primaries, 
still years away. · 

[party politics] 

Party outsiders are scurrying to fill this leadership void. The faction 
belonging to James Dobson, a right-wing radio evangelist, is the loudest and 
the biggest. 
[Dobson] 

GOP leaders will have you believe that Dobson himself is the problem. 
believe he is merely a manifestation of deeper, more fundamental problems ... 

[GOP and Clinton who better understands the values of the American people and 
refuses to meet the Repubs on their terms] 
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Since sei the majority in 1995, House Republicans 
have depicted themselves as a family--one that work~ together , 
despite its differences. B~t continuing tensions and the prospect 
of further ugly clashes support the increasingly prevalent view 
among Members that tHeir family has become dysfunctional. 

has point where despairing lawmakers agree that 
they should get out of town quickly and make a fresh start next 
year. And some Republicans fear that in next year!s election; 
they'll even lose their narrow majority. 

Beneath the current superficial calm, (upi:test,con~n s 
~~pU:g ffP:ti:s~.~~~~puiJli~a.~~!;,jfe.il;~~ing ,1EJ}~l?-C?;t~~ff!$ _at·~eimpt..:.-b:i . I:f' 
t1 i eti teff.ia·nE-s-of-Spea'ker-"'Newt-G ingri-ch-, -R-'Ga-. -, -t-0-ous·~h:im-in':..:J.ub}..t:J 
Although Gingrich and those in his inner circle insist he'll be 
around for a few )TIOre years, many Memb!'=rS believe-;-and some 
hope--that he will not seek another House term. The embattled 

has been flirting with a pqssible presidential candidacy, 

PAGE 

which could provide a ·graceful cover f~r his· exit·, Members say. 1. 

''There is a heavy rumor that he will announce in January 
his retirement,'' House Majority Whip Tom D. DeLay, R-Texas, said 
in a recent interview. ''A lot of Members are talking about it.'' 

-who concedes that he joined in the summertime coup 
discussions but insists that he.never pledged to support the 
plotters--quickly added that he expects the Speaker to stay, and 
that he fervently the Speaker will. If Gingrich left, 
' 'there would be massive leadership races .would un'dermine 
our ability to keep majority,'' he predi9ted. ''It would be 
horrible. ' ' 

The course of events will depend upon such factors as the 
House GOP's performance in coming months, next year's election 
results and the wi of prospective insurgents to make a 
move·. But in the wake of the summer debacle, two things are 
clear: that ~gering facade of_unity-has...:.c~umbled~and_tha.t:Jf 

14 

J 



The National Journal, SEPTEMBER 27, 1997 

~Menib~-rs-w-i-l-1-t-r-y-to-set-t-J:e-o-:td...::scbres .. ' 'It's like a cut 
that tak~s time to heal,'' said a top Republican leadership aide. 

Some Members' willingness to go public with their gripes 
underscores the rifts. Rep. Peter Hoekstra,· R-Mich., a.close 
Gingrich ally in the 1994 campaign, complains that the Speaker's 
''most fundamental mistake is that he has not fostered a team 
vision and a shared strategy tp implement that vision.'' Rep. Ray 
LaHood, R-Ill., places the blame elsewhere. ''Our other three 
leaders demonstrated a loss of credibility and that they are not 
part of the leadership team, ' ' said LaHood, referring to~ 
Majority Leader Richard K. ~y~pf Texas, and GOP Conference 

.chairman John A. •Boenneri of Ohio. 

GOP leaders, for the most part, have sought to maintain a 
business-as-usual approach and are focusing on their largely 
routine legislative workload. They point to their successes this 
month in matters such as the fiscal 1998 spending bills, the 
tentative approval of the congressional pay raise and progress on 
ethics reform, in addition to the August enactment of the 
balanced budget and tax-cut packages. 

''I think that the leadership is functioning far better 
as a result of the coup,'' said Republican Conference vice­
chairwoman Jennifer B. Dunn, R-Wash. ''Newt is much more 
disciplined. He is engaged and focusing on his responsibilities. 
We needed to tighten up our operation.'' While she conceded that 
''communication'' needs improvement, Dunn added that the party 
will benefit in coming months from its emphasis on overhauling 
the Internal Revenue Service and the tax code, and on giving 
parents more control· over money for their kids' schools. 

Al thoug hCGing.f.i ch-'-~-nat ion a l_t_:r.£_ ve rs-dur ing-the-Augus ty 
c.:e·ce s s-f ue-l.ed-eap rtol-c-loa·kroom-cha t ter-a·bout-hi-s-p res rden t'iCJ.1.7 
~nitions,yhis activil:ies could serve other interests. ''Many 
Members believe that he will leave next year and run for 
President,'' said Hoekstra, who voiced doubts about that 
scenario. ''In the past, I've heard Newt talk about this .... But I 
think that he recognizes that he needs to restore his. 
credibility.'' 

Gingrich has gotten the credit for some recent 
legislative wins. He derailed--at least temporarily--the attempt 
by House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee chairman Bud 
Shuster, R-Pa., to increase spending for transportation programs. 
On Sept. 17, Gingrich called committee Republicans into his 
.office and laid down the law--they must not bust the balanced 
budget agreement. ''He has conducted himself in a far more 
forceful and effective manner,'' said Charles F. Bass, R-N.H., a 
Transportation committee member. On ~ept. 23, Gingrich and 
Shuster agreed on a six-month extension of current transportation 
programs, but some observers suggest that the wily Shuster could 
end up getting his way. (For a report on Shuster, see NJ, 
9/20/97, p. 1838.) 

PAGE 15 
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The National Journal, SEPTEMBER 27, 1997 

Conservatives praised Gingrich for letting them conduct a 
two-week floor debate· this m~nth on the appropriations bill for 
the Labor, Health and. Human Services, and Education Departments. 
I 'That debate was very positive in identifying issues that 
Democrats did not want to. defend,'' said Rep. John Shadegg, R­
Ariz. He said that although GOP Appropriations leaders did not 
enjoy the exercise, ''it was unifying for the (Republican) 
Conference. ' ' 

Still, Gingrich apparently will fail to deliver on ~ven 
his own promises for the autumn legislative schedule. In an 
interview with National Journal on Aug. 1, he predicted the 
impending passage of several bills, including changes in the 
Clinton Administration's rules for implementing welfa're reform. 
(See NJ, 8/9/97, p. 1609.) But GOP sources said the timing is not 
right for that measure to move. 

As Gingrich has become more engaged in le~islative 
operations, he has worked with additional GOP Members who are 
separate from the formal leadership structure. :'It's not a well­
functioning ~earn,'' said a Republican leadership aide. ''But we 
may not need that.'' A GOP lawmaker said Republicans see through 
the ''picture of a happy family'' and are reconciled to ''limping 
along''· until after next year's election, while recognizing that, 
meanwhile, ''we will have to take a minimalist approach.'' 

Although reports of the July insurrection caused turmoil 
on Capitol Hill, Members agree that the rebel leaders lacked a 
credible game plan and probably never had a chance of success. 
Lawmakers also contend that the public dismissed the event as 
''inside baseball'' and showed little interest. '·r·call it the 
coup de flop,'' said Rep. Richard Burr, R-N.C., a second-termer 
who has been close to .some of the dissidents but did not 
participate in their meetings. ''There was never any int~ntion 
other than to send a message to insist on our principles in the 
budget negotiations.'' 

The ramifications, however, are inescapable. R:e~a.t·~onsv 

CBe:tw.e·en-A:rmey-:and-:-Be·J:iay-rema-i-n-c::h-i-~-led-:-i-n--the:-cwake-:of-A-r,mey-'-~..> 

~·ds•i"'oru;:t:o sp:lri aet:a:lls of tile :tel5elri~rt·o Ging;r.rch-and-t.GP 
dJ.suanc::e ·nims.elf_from_tne_e_tiorf30ther Members contend that 
Armey has ' 'lied' ' about his role .C:.T-.f.ie.:..:os.Eens.i~le :ta:P.j:1Yo-chementv 

(b'etwe-en:-Gingric::h:-and-Armey:-:-i"s";"'a-•-•-shotgun-wedding-;-•-•--:-sai·d-one7 
CMeml5e'•r. DeLay and Boehner, meanwhile, are working on their own, 

each trying to prove his effectiveness. 

Furthermore, Rep. Bill Paxon, R-N.Y., whom Gingrich 
dumped as the head of his leadership team, appears to retain 
widespread popularity, especially among the dissidents. ''Bill 
remains a leader today, even though he doesn't have the title,'' 
Burr said. During a speech this month to Republicans in New York, 
Paxon, who lately has kept a low profile on Capitol Hill, took a 
shot at ''our finger-pointing and our paralysis-through-analysis, 
which today bogs us down.'' 

PAGE 16 
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The National Journal, SEPTEMBER 27, 1997 

PJIT~:R-s""t1Ye-o;-Q"i:gg.e s tEi mi'ne Ma•t=e...:.p'·i?~b-:i:'e ffi::....:faci.-rig'-House"" 
R~u15'l"icans isf~i"Ffai"l.ur.e_to~uni.f-y...:...the-iank_:_and-f-H e.:...witfira' 

dompe-l-1-l~ng~message .. ~·The leaders' plan for a relatively early 
adjournment this fall has been fueled by the view that Members 
benefit politically when they are back home,· distant from the 
inevitable Capitol Hill conflicts. Although some respond that 
they should spend more time in Washington, working out their 
differences and preparing an agenda, that seems to be a minority 
view. ''With our short weeks in Washington, we don't do a lot of 
committee work,'' Bass said. ''But I think that the public 
believes that the less Congress meets, the better it is. I 
believe that we are doing enough.'' 

Looming ahead are the midterm elections, which, based on 
past history, should offer House Republicans a big opportunity. 
GOP strategists concede, however, that they have lowered their 
expectations amid concerns that they will have difficulty 
retaining the growing number of vulnerable seats where an 
incumbent Republican is departing. 

Disapp~int~ng el,ec,tion_ •. res~:;~, .. ":ould pose ~dd~ tional _ _ 3f? 
problems for G1ngr1ch. ~S_eme.!;Repub:hcads:!:con.t;end-t=hat~rf-the part:y 

(f a:i:·:rs-c~imfi'"'•rea:s;t-:•·!t s:::.2.o:..::HC:l'us e_seat s-rie:X:t~Novembe-1:'-,-a-bro~? 
e_a·~e·d:-meve-w,±::l-1-:-be--'ma·de-t~di:litiiLni m_as_par:ty..2:.l eade r_and_e l e c.t:J? 
ce·i,ther-Paxon:-:-or-:-H~us€7;:;-::Budge,t-Gomm:i-t·t~.e-chairfi'\'arlJqgn_RCKasJsll? 
(R•,c.Oni~· . . 

As the rebels learned this summer, it's difficult to beat 
somebody with nobody. That helps to explain the growing gossip 
that House Members such as Dunn, Paxon, David Mcintosh, R-Ind., 
and W.J. (Billy) Tauzin, R-La., are being groomed to challenge 
the current GOP leaders, possibly as a team. LaHood noted that 
that would I 'complicate' I Republicans' ability to do business in 
the coming year. But another well-placed Member said the current 
leaderS already I 'aSSUme that there Will be SUCh COnteStS. I I 

However improbable such a scenario--and notwithstanding 
Gingrich's recent recovery--the disarray that the House GOP has 
endured in the past year shows that anything is possible. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE: September 30, 1997 
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At nearly every turn, House Republicans are consumed by 

fractious and often-embarrassing intraparty tiffs. Although 
disarray may be too strong a word for what ails them--at least, 
for now--they no longer even try to mask their conflicts on 
issues ranging from budget policy to impeachment turf to 
leadership succession.. In. fact •-,-,11;J,e¥f~tEtEf'rrf"'ITftG:*cSinfcn"·G·a·ble-un-1essJ./ 
ttf:iey-:get-:-:-i n_~oLv:e d-i n-a':...ne a-r-- de a-t=h-e::X:p'1r-ienc e-''eve r.y_fe.w_m!=)nt hs_.____f} 

For GOP insiders, it's no longer news that they are on 
·the verge of implosion. ''Are you referring to the return of the 
Keystone Kops?'' said a veteran House Republican staffer when 
asked about the recent events. A more circumspect senior aide 
said that he's keeping his head out of the line of fire to avoid 
blame for the.next free-for-all~ 

The House Republicans' latest problems may not rise to 
the level of previous crises--such as the Christmas 1995 federal 
government shutdown, the 1997 ethics reprimand against Speaker 
Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., and the move by renegades last summer to 
force his ouster as Speaker. But history has shown that in the 
ever-volatile House, it doesn't take much of a spark to ignite a 
firestorm of protests or even a serious political showdown. 

eJW".ii.\ff.i!ffne:irr""s'i-im"111a':h:~ri-ty-;-:the·,tr_:-clironi-c-facfl-;ona'H sm a~ 
Ct::neir avers ion t:o 15igarf.f$_an~Yli'p~·· '''tlfe_House::ReguJJFkans move t·o-a-;p;• 
rj-ar~g_;-<!yet fami"'Fiar; IS"ea,)?: Gingrich establishes his initial 
position on a pending problem. Then he gets pushed by advocates 
toward one end of the spectrum. That almost inevitably breeds 
counter-reactions by additional players, who force him to other 
positions. 

Recent examples demonstrate, the pattern. (baS,ti;,t,fa~J.:-1-,-. §t'S 
ReP.u:.J3~Fi~l5_a.S~d?:'in'.:...the_g'1~CJ:heir=:mucn:.=.liY-P.e_q_)5_alanceaP 

2§get-c:-;-deal-wf"fli;Pcr_es.d!-deht_Ciint.ol};JP'Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee chairman ~-:-:shus;t=er,-R-·Pa-.-,-.bust-ed,uP. 

Ct{h,$1\..pa•rct:y:.~by-itrfrist:"ing_on_nuage.t:'.;;.·break:-i-fl~nc~eases ...... i!Lliigfiway: 
spehdl~Budget Committee chairman John R. Kasich, R-Ohio, and 
other senior Republicans fiercely resisted, saying they wanted 
instead to cut taxes or reduce the federal debt, and Gingrich 
deferred the clash. This month, the persistent Shuster won 
of what he had sought, and Kasich griped about ''too much 
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spending. ' ' Later this spring, though, tl\a'si:cr??will have. an 
opportunit·y to respond with proposed b~giDcuts that sur~ly will 
yield new protests. 

A similarly messy exchange ensued this month whe~ the 
House GOP jciusted over how to handle the preliminary steps ~f a 
possible impeachment inquiry agai?st Clinton, Gingrich worked out . 
an awkward detente with Judiciary Committee chairman Henry J, 
Hyde, R-Ill., after other barons--such as Government Reform and 
Oversight Committee chairman Dan Burton, R-Ind., and Rules 
Committee chairman Gerald B.H. Solomon, R-N.Y.--made clear .that 
they wanted a select committee created to give them a piece of 
the action. But that arrangement is only temporary, pending the 
next skirmish. ''I'm still concerned'' about threats to the 
Judiciary Committee, said Rep. Charles T. Canady, R-Fla., a Hyde 
ally who sits on that panel. 

Gingrich allies downplay the tens.ion as natural .and not 
necessarily a hindrance in a legislati~e body filled wit& big 
egos, especially when one party has only a 10-seat majority. As 
Gingrich wrote in a letter to The Wall Street Journal on March 
24, the recent criticism of. a ''do-nothing Congress'' ignores ''a 
lengthy record of congressional· accomplishment, ' ' whi.ch he said 
will continue this year. 

Still, it's been clear throughout bingrich's s~e~kership 
that h'i-s-o ft·en-=-l·ax:--s.t yil:e-o f-cornmand-en-cou-ra·ge"S-t'he:--ch"'·os·-,-p . 

ccontroTled or_o.therwis:_e;' .. I I Newt thrives in the environment I going 
from meeting to meeting as ringmaster, ' ' said a disenchanted 
insider, who added, ''The need to improve management has existed 
since day one'' of the Ho~se GOP major~ty {n 1995. As has b~en 
the case in the impeachment maneuvering, Gingrich often makes 
decisions withou~ cons~lting other party leaders, · 

For the most part, Republicans ha~e publicly circled· 
their wagons to try to reduce election-year discord that could 
jeopardize their majority come November. Key GOP players 
privately concede that thei ha~e burrowed themselve~ into the}r 
work because they do not want to call attention to.the co~tinuing 
problems. And this year's light Capitol Hill work schedule serves 
the party's interests 'by minimiz~ng .. the opportunity for conflict. 

But .(h-e---cof.iS t·an t-i:nf:i:ght·i:ng-:-l}as-taken.-'~.~tgJ~b' Last · 
summer, when Rep. Bill Paxon, R-N.Y.,· then a key Gingrich 
lieutenant. voiced sympathy with the GOP Is restless c.onservati ve 
Young Turks, he was booted from the party leadership. A half-year 
later, after he mull,ed a challenge to Majority Leader Richard K. 
Armey, R-Texas, Pa:J:Con.'s ambition was .squelched, and he decided in 
February to leave the House altogether. 

Now dissatisfaction with the current readership has a new 
outlet. Although Armey, Gingrich's heir apparent, survived last 
summer's coup-plotting by alerting Gingri~h and covering himself, 
he's the object of mistrust for many members 'and the target of an 
unusual challenge from Appropriations Committee chairman'Bob 
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FRANK RICH 

Godzilla olthe Right 
James Dobson, the radio psycholo- .' . .> mato and Pete Domenici on the· 

gis~ who is the riew Godzilla of the board of the .centrist Republican 
religious right, looks like a guy who A Dobson's choice Leadership CounciL . 
would smack you down if you gave · As ·Governor Whitman observed 
him any lip. And not without reason: for the G.O.P. when I interviewed her in Trenton 
he's in favor of corporal punishment,_ · last month, "You can never be right 
.At the moment he is applying his belt enough" for the right. She believe? it 
to the Republican Party.. should have been "a wake-up call" 

A media flavor of the month, Mr. mise its principles. Certainly Mr.. for her party when zealots turned on 
Dobson has made Newt Gingrich and Dobson sounded like a 60's Weather- · Senator McCain. . 
company quake by publicly threaten· mail last month when he wrote, "I To which one might add: If r:ioten­
ing to bolt the G.o.P: and take his believe a Republican meltdown is · tial Republican Presidential candi­
five million listeners with him if Con- preferable' to ... the present betrayal dates of the stature of.. Mr. McCain 
gress does not further. an ag~nda of the moral agenda." and Mr. Bush don't measure up with 
amenable to his ·Colorado ~prmg~- -The-question~is"whether.~Mr:-DO the religious right, who does? So far, 
\)ased Fo~us on the Fam1ly. -d!J§• son-is ·· · · ·· · · · · ·.mainly Steve Forbes and Senator 

1~1,a~kroa.il~is::7'producing;-;-;instant Cbi:i~ · John Ashcroft of Missouri - t;i.O.P . 
.(fesul$fr<;~_m~a.:-fU!),c~Qress-ollia' £ 5 · George McGoverns incarnate. (Mr. 
~~~ns~i~~~!!L~nt-:m~ : ed;.t ~itP Forbes is so eager to pander tq the 
.tl!lg:.sc!}.0<1.1. . ,1"=-to,Jile~ma!-' :C ~ .....-· .. . . . - , Dobson forces that he now says out· 
· undoseted'nate-:O'f~tOfs'. ;,sJe11per ma]~m the House this Iawing abortion; not cutting taxes, is 
,the,elinton:nomin~j:(for::amnassadof~ year, let alone.w:m the ~residency m his top priority.) Gary Bauer, the 
tp';Bux_g_m~urg,sJJ!Jnes-:-Horm·el:- be· 2000· The .. rellgt~us ng~t now de- Dobson ally .who tried to push Colin 
cause he is gay. This week James mands an Ideological punty that few ·Powell (who'mhe called "Bill Clinton 
lnhofe of Oklahoma Qonsensically to the left of the U.S. Taxpayers with ribbons") out of the G.O.P. in 
likened Mr. Hormel, a philanthropist Pa~ty can meet.. Not o~ly do pro- '96, is also talking of running 'tor 
and former dean at the University of. cho~ce- nemeses hke Chnsu~e Todd President: "We are the party,"· he 
Chicago Law School, to the Ku Klux . Whitman. and Rudol~h Giuhan! ·fall boasts of religious-right <:;lout. 
Klan alumnus David Duke. short, but so do pro-hfe Republicans . Is that clout all he, Mr. Dobson and 

It's actually Mr:Dobsonwho may who retus.e 70 ko~ow _on every i~sue. a credulous press say it is? The 
be a ringer for a fringe firebrand like The rehg1ous ngh_t m Texas v1ews nasty "partial birth" abortion TV 
Duke;ilie"voteitJOE"thatheocratiC:.U7'S~ even the conservative Gov. George . ads that Mr. Bauer 'poured into a 
~P~Y.er-s;P,arty~P.residential~candi· W. B~sh ~s susp_ici<;IUs .. ly unreliable in . California House election this year 
.date·in,'9.6~ r·than:Bob·~~One backmg tts ant_t·pubhc Sfhool agen- backfired and may have cost the 
major G.O.P. r calls Mr. Dob- d~ John McCarn, the Anzona Sena- G.O.P. the seat. Last week a homo-
son's current power play "one of the tor who is pro-life, was nonetheless phobic, Dobson-endorsed candidate 
most divisive things that has hap- pilloried m radio ads placed by the for governor. Jon Christensen, sank 

• pened to · a political party since National Right to Life Committee in to third in the Republican primacy­
George Wallace split the Democrats Presidential 'priin~ry states last fZ~II in conservative Nebraska. 
over the civil ·rights issue." ·Other because h~ defied, its opposition. to · If there's anything that may play 
worried Republicans compare him · campaign~finance reform: Mr. Dob- worse with voters than the disin: 
and his take-no-prisoners, post-Ralph son has condemned Gov. John genuousness of Clinton Democrats, it 
Reed allies to the old Democratic left, Engler of Michigan, an abortion foe, . just may be the hard right's politics 

·which .would rather lose than com pro· for ,joining such leftists as AI D' A· of mean. · : 0 

flll!lilllt . ....... .. .. ____ _ 

q;bt Nt\tJ lorkQiitnttJ 
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It's Not Just the Hours 
By Mark Savant 

T
he New York State De­
partmei:"at , of IIealth . 
released a study this 
week that· found that 
ne'arly alii the resi­
dents in the hospitals 

studied worked longer hours than the 
law allows. Many residents worked 
more than. 24 hours straight, and a 
few worked more than 126 hours in a 
week. 

Wprking to the point of exhaustion 
hurts·both residents and the patients · 

ago at Santa Clara Valley Medical· . sicli:\n to double-check a decision can : 
Center, a county hospital in San Jose, make the same mistakes. 
Calif. When I moved to New York Furthermore, a good nursing staff 
last year to become an attending is essential for both the patients' 
physician, .I was surprised by the well-being and the quality of a resi­
differences, even though I knew that dent's training. Because many New 
polici~s differ not only region to re- York City hospitals have cut back on 
gion, but aiM hospital to hospital. At nurses for budgetary reasons, a resi­
my previou~ hospital, each attending dent on call has to perform many 

· '' tasks a nurs·e would otherwise do, 

Who's supervising 
hospit~l residents? 

like drawing blood. ·If the hospital 
wards had enough nurses, residents 
would be able to spend time on duties ' 
more useful to furthering their train­
ing- and would also have more time 
for sl~ep. 

i 
i 
I 

I 
f 

f 

they~ treat. But the number ofhours · 
worked is not necessarily the best, 
and certainly not. the only, measure 
of the qualtty of care P.atients will 

~--st~LUke's-Roosevelr-Hospital-aic"-- -·--

· receive or of good resident training .. 
We alsO need to make sure residents 
receive proper· supervision by at­
tending physicians and the support of 
an adequately staffed nursing unit. 

I completed· my ·residency a year 

Mark Savant .is an attending physk. 
cian in general medicine at St. 
Luke's-Roosevelt Hospital Center. 

physician was in charge of a resident 
and two interns. on the hospital ward. 
Here in New . .Yo.rk City, I- am in 
charge o(twiCe that number. So the 
attending physicians at the hospital 
in C~lifornia w;ere much more .close­
ly involved with the residents in the 
daily care of patients. 

It's .not just a tired resident who 
can make a bad decision involving a 
patient's care. An alert resident who· 
can't easily consult an att.ending phy-

·.: . . , .;;;<; .••. ~~~--:: •. \;'~'·'·[·. ·_.!~;>·.:- :-i.·-~<~,··;· '.''-(\~~,~·.·<:>~~(: .. ' >(HflijH!<:•···· 

·. 

ready has plans to hire more attend-
ing physicians to improve the super-
vision of residents, and many institu-
tions have worked hard to reduce the 
hours residents work. 

But hospitals are under pressure 
to cut back on the number of resi­
·dents they train because of a per: 
ceived glut· of doctors, and the Fed­
eral Government is offering finan­
cial iricentives for them to do so. As a . 
resul~ •. the problem of overworked I 
reside'nts may only get worse. 0 
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.,illl~~~fs~;fifdig-n.~fiAAf 
Yair!J~AD.o__bson--psychologzrt, ~adzo 
·host, famzly-values crusader--zs set to 
topple the politic;al establijhment 

BY MICHAEL J. GERSON 

On March 18, in the basement of the Capitol, 25 House 
Republicans met with psychologist J~mes Dobson for 

. some emotional venting. But this was not personal 
therapy; it concerned the fate of their/ party~ Dobson, · 
long on loyal radio listeners and short on patience, was 

<!])reatening;::!DJ;l{fect;.to.bring.aowrdfie.GOP- unless!it· 
(~~de·con~erv~tive·s:oc~al"issues;-inc[~fding.~~r:!_ionf~ . 
l:ligli~r-l~gtslattve·Rr.Jor:JtY.:-"Irl-go;"-he~has-satCI,~Lwlll• The heavy httter 

,d!o e~~~hinj:CI.&a.!lJo .. faK:e_as.many_people_wiHi. rn~ asD 
.(ROSSII51e...i1" . . I 
In the audience sat some of Dobson's closest 
ideological allies. Rep. Steve Large~t of Oklahoma, a 
former star football player, was a volunteer speaker for 
Dobson's organization, Focus on thlFamily, from 1990 
to 1993. He credits this with "sparkihg my interest in 
public policy." Rep. James Talent of Missouri, years 
before, had pulled off the highwa:y and prayed along 
with Dobson on the radio to becom~ a Christian. "He is 
the instrument t~rough which I com

1

mitted my life to 
Christ. It is the single most importartt thing that has 

· ever or will ever happen to me." I . 
But for over two hours, until nearly1 midnight, House 
conservatives confronted Dobson about his 
JJ1discrirriinate.attacl<s.:..o.rl~Rutilican·Part)l;-,asking 
credit for achievements he had ignored:ATOne point 
the wife of a congressman, in tears! explained how 
Dobson's broadside had hurt their family, inviting harsh 
questions from friends. An emotiortal Dobson, 
according to one witness, responded, "I'm so sorry I 
hurt you." ... ·1 · . 

Sobered, Dobson canceled planned meetings with the 
New York Ti1nes and the Washington Post, where he 
would have laid out his threat to leave. But in the next 
two weeks, he sent lengthy, publid letters renewing the 
threat, which hangs in the air like distarit thunder<at~thep 
ReQTI61 icarfP-i£_nj§!) 

Need Money for 
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CllCI HERE 
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·This conflict dramati~es a}gFp.,"W,ipg~~~p;b_e,tw.een~ 
· {g~~~~ll~a~~<lf~J11~~n~~~.~e~!~g1s:-Qn~.er.yatts~ 

6etween tfie raised expectatiOns of acti¥Ists·and·the 
weary realism o.f legislators. It reveals ~party that may 
be crumbling;not·at'its'periphery:but·atHts-center,p ~ 
am@gits most loyal supporters:-And-it: may be D~ 
signaling a major shift in the attitudes df Christian 
conservatives toward politics. 

Many Republicans are taking Dobson's divorce threats 
very seriously. House Speaker Newt'._Gj!lgfiGI:Phas 
heisted several meetings with other House leaders to . 
dise~~0.os"0n}s~spe_cifi_c.::.<lemaf1GS, w~ich include 
defunding Planned Parenthood, requirirg parent~! 
consent for abortions, and eliminating the National 
Endowment for the Arts. House Majority Leader Dick . 
~rmeY.<h'Wa'S~cl"Suocom.l)!:\fteelcllairmentto· explQI.e}Y 

. dl§WiHoJ5son1s.agenaafc}fuid~oe~:ad~~~BiiJ:~ID.obsoi_iP 
. c.W:i'iltiii'0t&be;ea8j:ly aRPEse·d~Ofthe assurances he has 

been offered that his issues will be'tak~n seriously, he_ 
says: "We've got to see the proof ... 6I.fttfi~y2.\Y,ill'·notf' 
ph·ange;;liWillJ§0t9"'l?:eacth:en;rthi~-fall~) 

His focus 

Dobson is a central figure in Republican politics 
because OeJis:iilfeli3.enttalmgure.:in_conseryatixeJ> 

tf_6misti'1fnitf:Ii!t~midi o iai1~NfW-·6rqaac'ast~fieardJ)if' 
<§:e'efi115Y. 2:8iffiiHi0ntpeople_a_wee~...-f\ core audience of 4 
million listens to his Focus on tfzeFatnily radio show · . · 
every day. :{;fiat¥gives'lii~gre·a~SR~~!r~e-it~erJI. L~ 
Jer:F¥pRalwJ;l1l~or-'PatTR<ob.eFt:son,a_t~Hi~~~gjltjoftheir. ~F 

dlppealjDobson's most popular 6ooks: have sold more_ 
tfian 16 mill ion copies, and his other tracts and .· .. 
pamphlets have sold millions more. His organization,. 
Focus on the Family, has a budget fi~e times the size' of 
the Christian Coalition's and gets so fuuch mail it has 
its own ZIP code. His mailing list ofbver 2 million is .. 
one of the mo.st potent organizing tobls inthe religious 

world._ . . .·j .. . _ 
But the62-year-old Dobson is not a-preacher or 
p9litical activist. He is apsychologi~t, and his authority 
comes from an ability to connect with people right at 
.the level oftheir problems. "His fam'ily advice is 
simply helpful; and he has a reputatibn for absolute 
integrity--standing for something an1d sticking to it," 
says Prof. John Green of the University of Akron,' an 
expert on the religious rig~t. · I · · . 
The effect is completed by the slight drawl of a CO!Jntry 
doctor, a radio _voice that is at once effortless and 
authoritative. Its influence seems to/ surprise even him. 
"My voice is a frien91y voice that cpmes into the home 
each day, somebodythey know, somebody many of 
them trust. And it does become a ki'nd of friendship. It's 
a strange thing. I have a lotcifwom;en especially who 
write me and say, 'My father was n9t a father to me.' ... 
You've·become a father to me,' which is interesting 
when you consider I've never met them." 

Dobson is ~ery ~uch the son, gran~~on, and .. 
great-grandson of ~az[ffenerey,an-gehsts~~ta 
deqomination known both for m:onalrsteiill.~o 

. movies or makeup--and for the l'i,m'otional~p2l,_H.,S~Of 
the camp meeting.tlllliiSiiS!tliete.~.@ge'l:icalismV.0£~tlie• 
cftli~g~ljp, the arm around the shoulder, the lump in 

. the throat, tlie easy$§_~£, 1hough he might resent the 

05/20/98 17:25 :27_ . 



, U~New,s: James Dobson: The rrioralleader takes on politicians (5/4/98) http://www.usnews.com/usnews/issue/980504/4dobs.htm 

3 of9 

comparison, Dobson displays a Clinton-like emotional 
connection, particularly with women, who make up the 
vast majority of his audience. He accepted the 
Nazarene faith at the age of 3 and never rebelled 
against it, though, like many of his generation of 
Nazarenes, he abandoned its more rigid prohibitions 
against ·pop culture: · 

As an only child, Dobson was "spoiled rotten," recalls 
old friend Mike Williamson. "His family doted over 
him." And Dobson developed a particularly .close . 
relationship with his father, who combined the moral 
rigor of a preacher with the softer traits of an artist. (He 
was a serious painter.) "He was a gentleman, a kind 
man, an easy touch, but outraged toward sin," Dobson 
says. "He had an abhorrence of that which offended 
God, anda lot of what I feel today reflects that." · 

Dobson might have been expected to go into the 
ministry himself. But Nazarene ministry must be 
inspired by a very specific call_ing from God, and 
Dobson never felt it. He went instead to a Nazarene 
school in California, Pasadena College, and then to the 
graduate program in psychology at the University of 
Southern California. There he found himself interested 
in the science of child development, and he spent 14 
years as a professor of pediatrics at the. USC School qf · 
Medicine and 17 years on the attending staff at 
Children's Hospital of Los Angeles. 

In the middle of this career, Dobson was hungry for 
broader influence on the issue he cared about most: 
child rearing. He hired an agentand began lecturing. 

·And he published a book in 1970 titled Dare to 
Discipline. It sold 3 million copies and established his 
national reputation. Dobson, who has written 15 other 
books, is a critic of permissive parenting. He stresses 
the idea that kids need boundaries to develop 
self-esteem and self-confidence. Children's behavior 
can be conditioned by the judicious use of rewards and 
punishments. He believes spanking is permissible, but 
only between 18 months and 8 years, and never by 
anyone with a history of abuse or a violent temper. But 
he also argues that rules without relationship lead to 
rebellion. So parents, while firm, should be emotionally 
accessible to their children. 

Dobson stresses the need for fathers to be ·fully engaged 
in the life of their family, in contrast to the distant 
breadwinners of the past. His film on the subject, 
Where's Dad?, had a profound effect, for example, on 
Rep. Frarik Wolf of Virginia. "That film; that day, 
changed my life. After that, I never went to a political 
event on Sunday; not when asked by George Bush or · · 
Ronald Reagan. I dedicated myself to spending more 
time with [the children]. My kids joke about B.D. and. 
A.D.--before Dobson and after Dobson .. '' . 

The psychologist's method is a mix of traditional 
parenting, biblical. insights, and basic psychology--a 
traditionalism humanized by common sense and 

. flexibility. His advice to a mother and 12-year-old 
daughter fighting bitterly over whether the young girl 
should be allowed to shave her legs: "Lady, buy your 
daughter a razor!" His counsel on·masturbation: 
"Attempting to suppress this act is one campaign that is 
destined to fail--so wh~ wage it?'~e-urgesai'SGigliiiW' 
fof]lie.:O:ig::is.st1_es_and1olerance on the--smai.lentufry 

05/20/98 17:25:30 
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When demand for Dobson as a speaker began to steal 
time from his own two children, he quit his job at 
Children's Hospital of Los Angeles in 1977' and started 
his radio program. Two years later, he summarizedhis 
parenting views in a seven-part Focus on the Family 
video series, which has now been seen by 70 million · 
people. Rapid growth carried the ministry through five 
headquarters buildings and from California to Colorado 
Springs, where 1,300 'people work in the $113 million 
enterprise. · 

Focus provides answers to those seeking advice. It is 
also the center of a pro-family culture that is a kind of 
parallel.uri.iverse to mainstream popular culture. There 
are monthly magazines for preschoolers, grade · 
schqolers, teen 'boys, and-teeri girls. Glossy, frank, and· 
helpful, they have articles like "Battle of an·:Anorexic," 
"Back-to-School Fashion,"· and "Spiritual Growth 
Boosters." Other magazines go to single parents, 
teachers, physicians, ancj pastors. Focus's 
second-most-popular production--after Dobson's daily· 
radio program--is Adventures in Odyssey, a children's 
radio drama with moral story lines that is carried on 
over 1,500 radio· stations. There are women's seminars 

· and "Life on the Edge" seminars, designed to help 
parents and teens communicate about the challeng~s of 
adolescence .. A new abstinence video, titled No 
Apologies, combines MTV production techniques, 

· biblical values, and the explicitness of an Army YO 
training film. Teens who have already had sex are 
urged to be "recycled virgins."{}Cis· c;.ounryrcultu~al;:> 

0'rging-~hildr~Il"to·rebei-~·gainsf.the:slipshod.moral:::? 
. .twodd arolifid'tfiem ox dispjay:ing_viffue.J:> 

Most of the Focus operation, which receives up to 
12,000 letters, calls,and E-mails every day, is occupied 
with "constituent service." In one pile of counseling 
requests at a random Focus cubicle, (!long-distance 

. truckerasks how to keep his family together when he is 
always gone; a woman deals with a miscarriage; a 
divorced man asks if it is OK to remarry. Prototype . 
responses, drawn from Dobson's vast output of advice, 
guide counselors. All incoming letters are stored by 
computer, so the next time these people write, the 
dialogue will pick up where it left off. Focus does not 
just an·swer mail; it maintains relationships. Some hard 
cases are referred to licensed counselors. Some people 
are offered temporary financial help. They deal with 
one or two suicide threats a week. · 

Dobson's reach grows each day. At a ~ecent weekly 
meeting of the Focus "cabinet"-~Dobson plus his senior 
executives--there were reports qn the translation of 
Focus broadcasts into Zulu. On how three Central and 
South American countries were putting Focus 
abstinence material into their public schools. On how 
Adventures in Odyssey is now one of the top five radio 
programs in Zimbabwe. On how 500 state-owned radio .. 
stations in China are about to begin the Focus 
broadcast. · · 

When ·it comes to the business of helping people, 
Dobson the empathetic extrovert has a reputation as an 
intimidating micromanager. No one, no matter how 
long or loyal their service, is exempt from 
confrontational scrutiny. "I saw people who had given 
blood [serving] him come outofhis office weeping," 
says a former employee. "He believes so strongly in his 
rightness." Another former employee says "the pace [at 
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Focus] is unbelievable. But everyone has to appear 
perfectly happy." 

At the center of it all is a man who does not lack 
confidence. He tells a story about his ill father, who 
prayed for three days and nights without sleep that his 
time on Emih would· be extended so he could finish his 
work as a minister. At dawn, God told him he was 
going to reach millions around the world--not through 
himself but through his son. The next day Dobson's 
father suffered a major heart attack; he died in a few 
weeks. "I saw for the first time," says Dobson, "why 
[Focus on the Family] seemed charmed--beyond my 
ability and beyond my intelligence, my academic 
knowledge, my ability to communicate." This is the 
person who has chosen to test his influence against the 
Republican Party. He does not describe his actions as 
those of a man moved by grubby ambition; he sees it as 
a calling. 

Politics and prophecy 

Dobson was once positioned to be a more conservative 
version of Joyce Brothers. "If 1 had simply stayed on · 
those [family] themes, I could have moved with ease 
through all denominations in both political parties. But 
I care about the moral tone of the nation. I care about 
right and~wro11g. I have very deep convictions about 
Gbsolute-tr-uth~;;> · 

His sense of political urgency has come in stages. 
Convinced that his and his followers' views were not 
being given voice in Washington, he created in 1982 an 
advocacy group, the Family Research CounCil. But it 
was purposely designed to keep him one step removed 
from direct political involvement. Gary Bauer, a key 
aide in Ronald Reagan's White House, now runs the 
group, and he is supposed to be the partisan lightning 
rod, allowing Dobson to focus, as it were, on the 
family. 

But Dobson, in the past several months, has become so 
dissatisfied with conservatives' performance in 
Congress that he wants to become more directly and 
personally involved in politics. "He has watched the 
manipulation of the religious right for the last decade," 
argues his close friend Charles Colson. "He feels a 
sense of betrayal and responsibility for stewardship of 
the great silent majority." 

He is particularly intolerant of those who share his 
views but not his driving sense of urgency. So he has 
developed a habit of targeting allies with footnoted 
letters showing that Dobson can at times. slip over the 
line between righteousness and self-righteousness. 
When Ralph Reed, then the head of the Christian 
Coalition, was insufficiently critical during the last 
election of Colin Powell for his support of abortion 
rights, Dobson wrote to Reed: "Gary Bauer and I have 
discuss·ed your recent statements and considered the 
need to distance ourselves from you ..... Some of the 
politicians with whom yo4 have made common cause . 
. . would seal the fate of [unborn children] and sacrifice 
millions more in years to come. I will fight that evil as 
long as there is breath within my body." Commenting 
on Dobson's•tenCiency-toJittacl<.alliest'conservative 
columnist Cal Thomas argues, "You begin to 
marginalize yourself, saying, I am the only true 
believer. Soon you are left only with your wife, then 
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you begin to look at her funny. All of a sudden, you're 
Ross Perot." When confronted with the charge, Dobson 
responds: "I guess it irritates me when people who 
know what is right put self-preservation and power 
ahead of moral principle. That is more offensive to me, 
in some ways, than what Bill Clinton does with interns 
at the White House." 

Dobson is not the kind of traditional conservative who 
has a keen appreciation of the limits and complexities 
of politics. He is a moralist and a populist, demanding 
rapid, immediate progress to fit a flaming moral vision: 
"If you look at the cultural war that's going on, most of 
what those who disagree with us represent leads to 
death--abortion, euthanasia, promiscuity in 
heterosexuality, promiscuity in homosexuality, 
legalization of drugs. There are only two choices. It 
really is that clear. It's either God's way, or it is the way 
of social disintegration." ,· 

Some conservatives dismiss this as an impractical 
philosophy for a governing party since progress 
emerges by small steps. Other conservative critics fear 
that Dobson's increased partisanship might U!ldermine 
the generally nonpartisan good works of Focus on the 
Family. Still others warn that his walkout strategy will 
only result in the election ofDemocrat Dick Gephardt 
as House speaker. Dobson's response: "It is never 
wrong to do what's right. And you stand for what's 
right whether it is strategic or not." 

The fact that Dobson has struck a chord among 
conservative activists may be signaling an important 
shift of political styles in evangelicalism. There are at 
least three of those tendencies to be considered: priest, 
kingmaker, prophet. From the 1950s to the 1970s, Billy 
Graham performed a priestly function as minister to the 
ministers of state. His role was to legitimize power and 
to use his access to present the Christian Gospel, which 
was his primary goal. Personal contact and influence 
were paramount. In the 1980s, culminating in the rise 
of Pat Robertson and the Christian Coalition, the goal 
shifted from legitimizing power to exercising 
power--the role of kingmaker. Robertson, the son of a 
senator, understood the give and take of coalition 
building and the need for a place at the table. 

But the pragmatism of the religious 'right is under 
serious question, particularly in the wake of the 
coalition's embrace of Republican Bob Dole in the last 
presidential election, which many in the movement 
argue was a compromise too far. Uniyersity of Akron's 
Green compares Dobson to an Old Testament prophet 
"speaking truth to power." It is a designation Dobson 
accepts: "I really do feel that the prophetic role is part 
of what God gave me to do." 

And that .frames the questions for his supporters: Do 
Christian activists want to be players or prophets? 
Insiders who accept inevitable compromises, or 
outsiders who hold on to higher ,standards? 

The next move 

Dobson has rejected the idea of becoming a political 
candidate himself or trying to create a third party. This 
leaves him with two options. The conventional choice 
is for Dobson to intervene directly in Republican · 
primaries on the side of social conservatives. This 
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would require, in Dobson's words, "periodic leaves of 
absence" to protect the nonprofit status of Focus on the 
Family. Bauer's political action committee has already 
scouted 40 races where Dobson might throw his weight 
on the side of a candidate. After the congressional 
elections, Dobson would determine how to have the 
maximum impact in the 2000presidential campaign. 
Bauer himself is considering a presidential run and 
covets Dobson's endorsement. 

Bu~~~e:<;~~ti.vel~<~:collsHJ.ering~going~ 
~npple~~gamsttthe'.@0P1leadersfuf?>lnstead·.of 

worKing.through primaries in the summer, Dobson 
(w.g._ul'illr~:~rge'·so_cii:il(c0nser~a1iY..es to.·alianl!Oi}J> 
("'"'~eP.ublica,!2~d~Jo1.'ember"'-tO~Y-at·home7orTotef~ 
C'frei~P.tifie's,.,_"w;!m iherg0~If,()r.:encting-;tfie-®0l[ffiajo~ 
.c:}~ ... qn~!_e~[t doesn't take tfiat many VOtes !O aoit. . 

You]ust look how many people are there by JUSt a hatr, 
[who won their last election by,] 51 percent to 49 
percent, and they have a I 0- or 11-vote majority. l told 
[House Majority Whip] Tom DeLay, 'I really hope you 
guys don't make me try to prove it, because I will.' " 
One senior Republican official says he has identified 
six districts in which Dobson could "turn the tide" 
against the GOP candidate. Dobson muses about 
delivering this message by "getting a stadium with 
50,000 seats and having Chuck Colson and Phyllis 
Schlafly and Alan Keyes and Gary Bauer and myself 
fill it at a strategic time. That gets the attention of 
Republican leaders." 

Some Republican insiders believe the effect of either 
approach--working within the party or worki~g_i!gainst 
it--would be much the same,;,Bau~.r.'scp<')I:if,i'calcacfio~ 

ccommittee:s;fer:.v.entsupp~oit-f~coriser-:vati~ 
,~aqdiglate~iry:a·recent-Gatifof.il~ia congressional-speciifi> 
~~-~~J~earelevateltne·abortio_n.issue;J~arty~~~~ers:p 
)5elt~ve~~~'SJ~]l<?wed:J!!>emoc.rat·tots"Cam2s'to wm m th=ej;P 
~~r~te-;-~istric~TI1e)lfear t_hat i~ Dobson intervenes 
on 6efialf ofSo·ctal conservatives m other contests, 
similar results will follow. As for the nuclear option, 
the mood of many Republicans is frustrated re'signation 
that Dobson will always be on the attack against the 
GOP. tit·woJ!N.P!t;matt~r_:how·ITiapyh·O"ORS.oCfire.::_wei7 
1ump_t!ifougfi,.iLis.nev.ecen'Ough-for:.him,~complainsV 
~P.arty_oJficia)_fThat strategist and others say 
majority parties have a responsibility to govern, and 
that means muting ideological fervor at times. It is hard 
to imagine this official and Jim Dobson in the same 
party--and it may be increasingly ha~d for Dobs9n to 
imagine that as well. 

With Major Garrett and Carolyn Kleiner 
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BODY: 
Old-fashioned ideology hasn't disappeared now that the 

fiscal talk in Washington has switched from how to fight· federal 
deficits to what to do with anticipated budget surpluses. But 
it's sometimes a little harder to discern. 

Ip the era 'of big deficits, the parties' playbooks were 
familiar: Republicans attacked Democrats as tax-and-spenders more 
interested in preserving big government than in looking out for 
average taxpayers; Democrats blasted ReJ?ublfcans as heartless 
defenders of the rich intent on destroying social programs such 

Social Security. ~f.le J;~~;. ~9.- ~'---'"'-'""" 
·,f.r· bud 

Among Republicans, there is '~4~-;:::crf..r~~fu{i~zophr.enia,]/• 
said Brookings Institution b~dget scholar.Robert D. Reischauer. 
''On thl" one hand, want to.be'f responsible and 
adhere. to the budget agreement of last year. On the.other hand, 
they want to provide significant tax cuts to the American 
people.'' 

Senate Republicans, Reischauer added, ''dem¢nstrated this 

The nonbinding Senate bu et 
on April 2 called for about$ 30 billion in 

tax cuts over five years--but conservatives ,persuaded Senate_ 
Majority Leader Trent Lott, R-Miss., to promise$ 60 billiorr or so 
in tax cuts when the House and Senate produce their joint 
budget resolution. 

Some Republicans say their internal divisions have been 
exaggerated. After all, thi~ year certainly won't be the first 
iime House and Senate lawmakers will cobble together a j~int 
budget .resolution from disparate points. '·'Republicans 
in the past made mistakes--they made tax cut promises that were 
not realistic. Nobody believed them,'' said L .. Ari Fleischer, 
Republican spokesman for the House and Means Committee. ''_;If 
we as Congress do our job and pass a moderate, realistic tax cut, 
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Bill Clinton will sign it because it will be popular.'' 

For their part, Democrats have ''put forward some soft 
and fuzzy initiatives in the form of increased education 
spending, more health research, an expansion of Medicare, and 
they want to go to the American people saying, 'Those are the 
things we should be identified with, ' ' ' Reischauer said. And 
while they may have disparate wish lists, both sides are 
maintaining that they wouldn't dream of touching budget surpluses 
until a Social Security fix has been made. 

As this year's elections approach, however, both parties 
know that the budget and tax legislation that is or isn't passed 
may not matter as much as the respective messages they send to 
voters. ''The achievement is less important than the symbolism,'' 
Reischauer said. ''The fact of the matter is, the economy is 
strong, many of the problems that the nation has been in the 
grips of over the last decades have attenuated. The American 
people aren't crying out for government action, .either on the 
spending side or the revenue side. No incumbent is going to be 
defeated at the polls because Medicare wasn't made avaiiable to 
62-to-64-year-olds or because a new school construction program 
wasn't started or the marriage penalty wasn't reduced.'' 

An official at the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) 
agreed: ''I think there's going to be a lot of frustration and 
very little that's going to get done this 
year. . It suits both the Republicans and the Democrats to 
make their points clearly, rather than to reach consensus.'' 

Outgoing OMB director Franklin D. Raines said in a recent 
interview that ''there's some truth'' to· the notion that there's 
more election-year message sending than real policy making going 
on this year--ihen instantly made it clear he was referring 
solely to GOP lawmakers ._rrrrj;~t§:.::!fit:.fdg'e.t ·r.e's~o_ilJ.lti~"tEJ:le'l'senae:e-•-s) 
r~s·s ag_e;·~.$' ~f r_y..:...to~'nu-1-i:-~:t;Y.:-t:h~.=P..:i:=e s-:i.~eri t.!..s-pr:lor.i.t ie s,:"' ' 
R"atines_:::i3ai·d .. _._, They-didn-'-Pnecessari-1-y-ha:v:e_the_ir own. ··Narn-i-s-'--:;::7 

rwas'·sor'!tL.Of_their_message? And the House, at least the House 
Republicans, don't know what their message is; they're struggling 
with their message. I think that helps the President.'' 

Robert Greenstein, who heads the liberal Center on Budget 
and Policy Priorities, said he remains '.'puzzled'' by where both 
parties are heading. He predicted a toba~co bill would pass in 
some form, because Democrats in the White House and on Capitol 
Hill want tobacco money for their domestic initiatives and 
Republicans want tobacco money to pay for tax cuts. 

At the same ~ime, Greenstein said, he doesn't see how 
Republicans will be able to pay for. $ 60 billion in tax cuts over 
five years, even assuming they get their hands on some tobacco 
dollars. ''Unless they think they can get" agreement on spending 
some of the surplus for tax cuts, then I wonder whether a tax 
bill that's in t~e $ 60 billion-$ 80 billion range isn't a bill 
that's put together in such a way that it can't be signed.'' 
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Ultimately, he said, the question for Republicans will be: ''Do 
they want a tax bill that can be signed, or do they want a tax 
bill that's been vetoed?'' 

If there was a budget surplus and you had to choose 
between the following things, how would you like the money to be 
used? 

Preserve Medicare, Social Security 
Pay down the national debt 
Cut income taxes 
Other 
Don't know, no answer 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE: May 07, 1998 
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13 

9 
1 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release April23, 1998 · 

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT 
TO SUPPORTERS OF 1993 BUDGET 

State Dining Room 

8:54P.M. EDT· 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. Many of you have said to me tonight that this was like 
a reunion. I hope you have loved being here and enjoyed seeing each other, but you couldn't be 
nearly as happy tq be here as Hillary and Aland I areto have you here. 

' . 

And I just \Yant to say -- there. are a couple of other people I would like to mention. 
There are so many people in the administration who were critical to this, but I want to add my 
thanks to Mack McLarty and acknowledge Gene Sperling. I want to thank Larry Summers, our 
Deputy Treasury Secretary; and in absentia, I'd like to t.hank Laura Tyson, Bob Rubin, Leon 
·Panetta, and our friend Lloyd Bentsen, who's been a little under the weather, and I hope we will 
never forget him.· 

. I never will forget when he camedown to Arkansas before I got sworn in, and in that sort 
of dour, Texas, patrician way of his, and said, "Now, if we don't reduce the deficit by at least 
$500 billion, interest rates will not go down and the market will not go 
up." 

And then they proceeded to tell me how hard it would be to do that, based on accepteq 
scoring techniques. And then we proceeded to do what we all did. 

And I want to thank you because it was so easy, there was no arm-twisting involved. 
Not a deal made; it was all a high-flown sort of thing. I'm so indebted to.a]l of you. I would like 
to thank especially Bob Kerrey for never releasing the contents of our last telephone 
conversation. And I don't kri.ow if he's here tonight, but !invited him-- I'd like to say a special 
word of thanks, too, to Roger Altman, who ran our war room, which helped us to keep that non­
pressure up. 

But it was a wonderful experience. I, too, would like to personally thank George 
Mitchell, who has done a magnificent job in the Irish peace process; and Toni Foley for his work 



--And I want to tharik: Speaker Foley, too, who is doing a great job in Japan: And I want tojoin 
what has already beeh said about· Senator Moynihan and Chairman Rostenkowski. _ In different 
ways they were both absolutely indispensable. 

. . 

You should take a lot of pride at this golden moment in America's history, with the 
economy up and our social proplerns down and the deficit going to zero. All of you know that 
it's one of those rare moments, as the Vice President s~id, where you can literally say that this 
has happened because of the energy and spirit of the American people, but also·because we 
passed an economic plan that liberated that energy and spirit. 

In every horne where wages are rising and people now have jobs, in every .town which 
was down' and. is now up, there are rnillioris ofpeople who are in your debt. And I :did mostly 

. just want you all to be in this room so I_could say on their behalf, than]( you arid God bless you 
· for what yo~ diq. · 

.... 
I want you to think a little bit ab9ilt what this plan represented. One of the reasons I ran 

. for President was it seemed to me that everyone·knew that something bad was wrong, but no one 
. was 'prepared to do what it took to change it;. and thqt we had to replace drift and deadlock with a 
reill sense of momentum and purPose: .. . . . 

. In the process of passing this plan, you s.et a new direction for our country; forged a new 
identity for our party, and helped to revihilize and redefine the whole idea of progressive. 
government for a new cenn{ry, and a new economy.·.· . . . 

You know, we knew we had to bring' the deficits down, and they wer~ enormous. But 
we also knew that we·.could do it and we.hadto do it, and still invest in our future-- in education,· 
in health care, in tax cuts for srnall.busin~sses, and fo~.IS"rniliion of the hardest-pressed working 
people. Because you doubled that earned income tax credit in that economic plan, which 
was a painful thing --it required us to do aJot of other things that were exceedingly difficult"-:-­
you need ·to know, tonight when you go to bed I want you to think about this, there are 2:2 
million children who .are not in poverty because you did that. And you should be very 
proud of that. 

When you replaced tritkle~down economics with invest-and-grow economics, and let . .' . ' 

this economy spring to life, you took a situation where we had a deficit with $290 billion and .- · 
·brought it down before the bipartisan balanced budget plan, which I also supported and believed · 
in -- :but·pefore that plan saved one red cent, .the deficit had already been brought down by more 
than 90 percent-- 93.percent~ to be exact. . . · 

. .·. . 

. The deficit u~ed to ha~e 11 zeros; now it vtill have. no zeros. In fact, we're going to be in 
. surplus. ' 

In '92~ the unemployment rate was 7.5 'percent; now it's the lo.west in 25 years. In '92, 
new jobs were scarce; now there are 15 million more. Business investment has increased, more 
than any -- at a rate higher tha11 any time. since the Kennedy administration. 



/,r~ . ' 

From '81 to '92, real wages felL Last year, the average paycheck of the American worker rose 
2.9 percent, the fastest growth in more than 20 years. 

Soon. we will mark the longest peacetime expansion in our history. Merrill Lynch says 
there has never been a better economy. Goldman Sachs says it's the best economy America has 
ever had. And just as important, maybe, over the long run, when you took this vote and 
weathered the consequences; you began to restore the faith of the American people in their 
government. 

American are always given to a healthy distrust of government, and that's good. A lot of 
our Constitution is structured to prevent the abuse of power, and well it should be. But for too 
long this skepticism risked running into a sort of corrosive cynicism. A lot of people had 
become convinced by the time I ran for President that the governme~t couldn't organize a two­
car parade -- and that everything we did that looked bold led to unintended consequences, most 
of which were bad. 

Well, the '93 economic plan worked, an4 it worked for the reasons we said it would 
·work. Sci in a way, with that law, you actually enacted a law of intended consequences in 
American public life and, therefore, you helped. to lift the public's appreciation for what we could· 
do through representative government. 

The vote you cast was probably among the most difficult ever cast by members of the 
Congress of the United States in the history of our republic. You had withering partisan 
criticism. I can only ask you to remember the people you helped, the families you 
strengthened, the opportunity you created. · 

Let me just give you three examples. Karen Shepard represented a district in the only 
state where I ran third in 1992. But because she took the vote she did, those people, 
notwithstanding the fact that sometimes they stray in their political judgment -- have an 
unemployment rate of 3.1 percent. 

Karen English,because ofthe courage you showed in 1993, Arizona has the fastest job 
growth in its history. · 

. And Mrujorie Mezvinsky, because you laid down your seat, your county has the fastest 
job growth of any county in the entire state of Pennsylvania. Unemployment has dropped by 25 
percent. And it gave me a great deal of pleasure to have 'you sit with the First Lady at the State 
of the Union address this year when I announced that. Because of the vote all of you cast, we 
would, in fact, balance the budget years ahead of schedule. 

In Profiles in Courage, President Kennedy wrote these words: Democracy means much . 
more than popular government and majority rule; much more than a system of political 
techniques to flatter or deceive powerful blocs· of voters. A democracy that has no moment of 



.~} " . . 

individual conscience in a sea of popular rule is not worthy to bear that name. 

Karen, Karen and Marjorie, to all the rest of you, every one of you has a story. And I 
. only wish I could tell them all tonight. The 103rd Congress was chock-full of profiles in 
courage. And when you add them all up, by the narrowest of margins, repeatedly, they led to the 
first balanced budget in 30 years, an American economic renaissance, and a resurgent conviction 
on the part of our people that together we can solve our problems ~md seize our opportunities, 
and do great things; that our old-fashioned government that Mr. Washington and his friends 
helped to start still works in this new-fangled age if it has the right people willing to do the right 
things at the right time. 

It is altogether a monument to your determination, your conscience, and overall, your 
love of your country. So on behalf of your country, again I say, thankyou.and God bless. you. 

END 9:05P.M. EDT 
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out regard to your party or philosophy, when 
the August recess is over, let us join again in 
the common work of American renewal. There 
is so much to be done that can only be done 
if we're all willing to carry our share of the 
load. Clearly, that is what the American people 
.want us to do. 

In the very first \veek when the Congress 
comes back, the Senate will have a chance to 
demonstrate that bipartisan spirit. by passing the 
national service plan that the House has already 
passed and opening up the opportunity for hun­
dreds of thousands of young Americans to pay 
their college way by_ s¢rving their c-ommunities 
and rebuilding a sense of comnnmity in this 
country. And then we will move on to the other 
great issues of the day. And move on we must. 
We cannot stand still. 

I remember every time·. I do something like 
this \vho we're really working for: I remember 
the people that Senator Moynihan and I saw 
lined along the long way from the airport to 
Hyde Park in New York; the people who stood 
out in 3-degree weather in Chillicothe, Ohio, 
to visit with me about their hopes for America; 
the young people I saw a,t Rutgers in New Jer-

. sey, in New Orleans, and in Boston, so deeply 
<.-ommitted to the idea of national service be­
cause they want to be in a position to give 
something back to .their country and to believe 
that their c-ountry can work for them again; high 
school students in Chicago who for the first 
time are dreaming of an affordable college edu­
cation; and inner-city youths I saw at the play­
ground in Los Angeles who believe that there's 
no reason they can't live in a neighborhood that 
is free of crime and full of opportunity. These 
are the people that . we all came here to work 
for. These are the people that we celebrate for 
today. . 

This is a beginning. Let us resolve when this 
recess is over to come back with a new deter­
mination to finish the woi-k. And let us again 
hold om hands out to those who were not ·part 
of this process and say, "America needs us all. 
Let us go forward together." 

Thank you, and God bless you all. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:33 p.m. on the 
South Lawn at the White House. H.R. 2264, ap­
proved August 10, was assigned Public Law No. 
103-66. 

Remarks on the Swearing-In of Supreme Court Associate Justice 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
August 10, 1993 

The President. Please be seated. Welcome to 
the White House. It is my distinct honor to 
introduce the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court. 

(At this point, Chief Justice William Rehnquist 
administered the oath of office, and justice Gins­
burg then T1Uldc brief reT1Ulrks.] 

The President. Ladies and gentlemen, before 
we adjuum to the reception in honor of Justice 
Ginsburg, I'd like to acknowledge the presence 
here today of Senator Moynihan, who sponsored 
her so strongly in the Senate, Senator Larry 
Pressler of South Dakota, Senator Strom Thur­
mond of South Carolina, and the chairman of 
the House Judiciary Committee, my good friend 
Jack Brooks fr0111 Texas. It's good to see all 
of you here. · 

This was a very important appointment to me. 
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In one of my former lives I had the great joy 
and responsibility of teaching the United States 
Constitution and the decisions of the Supreme 
Court under it to aspiring. but not always inter­
ested law students. [Laughter] I have learned 
over the course. of a lifetime of practical experi­
ence what I knew then: We breathe life into 
the values we espouse through our law. It gives 
to every American, including the most illiterate 
among us, the most totally unaware of how the 
legal system works, a fair measure of our ideals 
and some reality that comes into life from the 
speeches given by the rest of us. There is no 
one :with a deeper appreciation of this fact than . 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg. This .is a moment, this 
historic moment, therefore, that all Americans 
can celebrate. For no one knows better than 
she that it is the law that pro,~des the rules 
that permit us to live tol$ether and that permit 

' .~ 
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created, in the small business sector. That's what 
this plan does. Instead of talking. about doing 
something for small business, this plan uctually 
did it. And all of you · need to be proud of 
that. 

The plan offers incentives to Americans to 
invest to revive the homebuilding market; to 
invest in research and development, something 
that especiallyhelps high-tech companies; to in­
vest in new phmt and equipment. Even the big­
gest c:oinpanies in America now will be "able 
to have tax incentives if they are willing to invest 
in growing more jobs here at home. These are 
the right ways to cut t<lxes, my fellow Americans, 
cutting taxes for people because they spent their · 
money in growing this ec:onomy and putting 
their fellow Americans to work. And that's what 
this plan does. 

This plan was criticized in some quarters bee 
cause it did spend some new money on some 
new things. I would argue to you that anybody 
who thinks ·that all Government spending is the 
same might just a~ well say all kinds of bread 
taste the same. We did not <.-ome here to leave 
our judgment and our knowledge about the 
global e<.-onomy at the city borders of Washing~ 
ton, DC. 

So yes, I plead guilty: We reformed the stu­
dent loan program to lower the interest rates 
on student loans and make it easier for people 
to take out college loans and to repay them. 
We did, finally, after 6 long years of reducing 
defense spending at rapid mtes, at throwing peo­
ple in the street from California to Connecticut, 
we finally did put some more money in here · 
for defense conversion to give those people a 
chance to go back to work in a peaeetiine e<.-on­
omy, to contribute to the American dream. We 
did spend some more ·money on Head Start 
and on poor pregnant ··mothers to try to get 
their children into the world in good shape, 
to try to lower the tax burden on other people 
and increase their productivity. We did spend 
some money to try to give 6 million more chil­
dren inoculations, because no one can explain 
to me why the United States of America has 
the third worst immunization record in the 
Western Hemisphere and we're paying a fortune 
for it 

This plan has already begun to work. Ever 
since it was clear that we were working to bring 
down the deficit and every time we made 
progress along the way, long-term interest rates 
dropped, enabling millions of Americans to refi-

nanee their home either to lower their monthly 
payments or to build up their own savings, ena­
bling businesses to refinance their loans and, 
over the long mn,. lowering the cost of new 
investment in new jobs. 

Because of the leadership of the Speaker of 
the House, Senator Mitchell, Congressman Gep­
hardt, the hard work of the <.-ommittee chairs, 
Senator Moynihan, Congressman Hostenkowski, 
Senator Sasse_r,,.Congressman Saba, the mmmit­
tee chairs i.n all the other <.-onm1ittees in the 
Congress, and as I said earlier, the simple cour­
age of niillions of Americans in supporting this 
plan and the qtiiet courage of so many Members 
of Congress who literally put their careers on 
the line, this country has begun to take respon­
sibility for itself. 

I say to those Members who took a big 
chance in voting for this, with all the rhetoric 
that was thrown against them, if you go home 
and look your people in the eye and tell them 
you were willing to put your job on the line 
so that they can keep their jobs, I think they · 
will understand and reward you with reelection. 

. This plan is only the beginning. As I said 
on Febmary 17th and would like to say again 
today as we close, this administration views job 
creation and deficit reduction, expanding inter­
national trade and providing health care at af­
fordable rates to all Americans, training and 
educating our work force, making our families 
healthier and ·our streets safer, reforming our 
welfare system and reinventing our Government 
not as different challenges requiring disparate 
solutions in different coalitions but part of the 
fabric of reviving the dream that we were all 
raised with. 

We cannot simply say, 'This is a complicated 
time, and we're unequal to the challenge. So 
we'll do this, and 4 or' 5 years from now we'll . 
worry about that." \Ve have to think about what 
it takes to build the fabric of community, to 
rebuild the fabric of our families, to give our 
children a good shot, and to have sensible ec.-o­
nomic policies at home and with our allies 
around the world. Toward this end let me say 
again, in the long mn we cannot succeed in 
an endless season of partisan bitterness and ran­
cor and bickering. If some of us have to make 
hard choices while others stand aside and hope 
that the house collai)ses, nothing will in the end 
get done. 

And so I ask today of the Americ<m people 
and th~ American people's representatives, with-
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fidence in our own ability to take charge of 
our own affairs. This was clearly not an easy 
fight. \Vhen I presented this program to Con­
gress, 1 had hoped for something quite different: 
I had hoped that it would spark a genuine, 
open, honest, bipartisan national debate about 
the serious choices before us. about the world 
ec:onomy we face <l~ we move toward the 21st 
century, about the problems we have here at 
home and all the people whose lives and poten­
tial we lose and what economic consequence 
that ha~ for all the rest of Americans. I had 
hoped that we could discuss whether and to 
what extent the revival of the competitive skills 
of our work force could raise incomes and gen­
erate jobs; how we could both reduce the deficit 
and increase investment in our future; whether 
we could escape the trap· that has afflicted ~o 
many wealthy countries, that even when their 
economies are growing now they don't seem 
to be creating jobs; how we could escape the 
policies of the seventies and the eighties which 
led middle class Americans to work longer work 
weeks for lower pay while they paid more for 
the essentials of life; whether we could bring 
the power of free enterprise to bear in the poor 
inner cities and rural areas of this country and 
lift people up with the force of the American 
dream; whether the short-term consequences of 
bringing the deficit down would be more than 
overweighed by the short-term benefits of. lower 
interest rates and the long-term' benefits of 
being in control of our economic destiny. · 

These are the kinds of things that I wanted 
to see debated. And to be sure, to some extent, 
we did debate them. But for 5 months the 
American people heard too little about the real 
debate and· too much from those who 
oversimplified and often downright misrepre­
sented· the questions of tax increases and spend­
ing cuts because they had narrow economic or 
political or personal reasons to do so. · 

So today, as we sign this landmark legislation, 
I say again, now we can talk about the national 
interests, how this plan will begin to bring the 
change we need in America, how we· can have 
economic revival and hope if this is a. beginning 
and we move forward from here. After all, after 
12 years of the most rapid increase in deficits 
in our country's ·history, when the national debt 
went from $1 to $4 trillion in only 12 years, 

· this is the largest deficit reduction phm in his­
tory, with $255 billion in real enforceable spend­
ing cuts in very specific areas, not generalized 
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hot air and tomorrow's promises but specific 
cuts. After 12 years of trickle-down economics 
where taxes were lowered on the wealthiest 
Americans, raised on the middle class, hoping 
that investments would be made which would 
reverse the trends· of the last 20 years, we now 
have real fairness in the Tax Code with over. 
80 percent of the new tax burden being borne 
by those who make over $200,000 a year, with 
the middle class asked to pay only $3 a month, 
and with a tax cut to working families with chil­
dren who make under $27,000 a year. By ex­
panding this earned-income tax credit to .work­
ing families and especially to the working poor, 
this Congress has made history by enabling us 
to say for the first time now, if you work hard 
and you have children in your home and you 
spend 40 hours a week at work, you can be 
a successful worker and a successful parent, and 
you will be lifted out of poverty. 

Every elected public official in America some­
time in the last lO years has given someplace 
between one and· a thousand speeches decrying 
the welfare system, extolling the values of work 
and family. But finally, the people who voted 
yes on this plan put a down payment toward 
ending welfare as we know it by finally doing 
something to reward work and family instead 
of just talking about it. 

Everybody in this debate talked about small 
business, ).lnd the people who opposed this plan 
said it was bad for small business. But in truth, 
the opposition plan actually increased the bur­
den on small business people who took out their 
own health insurance by taking away their de­
duction for it, while this plan increases by 75 
percent the expensing allowance for small busi­
nesses in ways that will give over 90 percent 
of the small . businesses in · America a tax cut 
if they do what they ought to do, invest 'more 
money in their business. Others talked about 
it; we did it. And we should be proud of it, 
and we should tell the small business community 
about it. 

Others talked about the importance of small 
business as a job gerie'rator. This plan passed 
a pro-jobs capital gains tax that reduces tax rates 
by 50 percent for people who invest their money 
in new and small businesses and hold those in­
vestments for 5 years or more, the. most dra­
matic incentive we have ever had to encourage 

.people to take money out of their savings and 
take a chance on the free enterprise sector in 
America in the places where the jobs are being 
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Our relations \\ith Canada are far more than 
economic, howe\·er. The fact that we share the 
world's longest nndefe.nded border is one of our 
greatest security assets. And Canada's C<X>pera­
tion on a host of international security efforts 
is absolutelv iiwaluable. Canada has been our 
partner in · efforts toward the fanner Soviet 
Union, Haiti, Somalia; and many other areas. 
With Canada we founded the United Nations 
and NATO. We work closely together today in 
the Group of Se,·en, in GAIT, in international 
pea'cekeeping operations, just to name a few of 
the arenas that are important to us because of 
what we are able to do together. . 

Today the United States and Canada share 
a challenging list of opportunities for mutual 
progress. We can work together to promote 

· greater economic growth in our own hemisphere 
and throughout the world. We can work to- · 
gether to protect the air, the water, the environ­
mental quality that is significantly shared by our 
two peoples. We can work_ together to improve 
the securitv of both our nations in this new 
era of world affairs. · 

In all this I have greater confidence in the 
ability of Cmmla and the United States to make 

that kind of nrr•crr••<>­

represented in 
predate the fact that 
to accept this assign m 
great success. 

And now, Mr. Vice 

·;:; 

to ask you to do something I 
ister the oath of office. 

· [At this point, the Vice President 
the oath of office.] 

NAFTA 

'hly 
na­
md, 
,~w 

t>l.;. 

Q. Mr. President, have you given up on 
NAFTA? 

The President. That's ridiculous. No. 
Q.· Some people say that the administration . 

isn't fighting hard enough for it. 
The President. We don't have an agreement 

yet. We have to wait until.we fmish. The Trade 
Ambassador has not finished with the negotia-
lions. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:48 a.m. at the 
North Portic.::> of'the West Wing at the White 
House. 

Remarks on Signing the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 
· August 10, 1993 · · 

Thank you very ti1uch. Thank you. Ladies and 
gentlemen, the Vice President· has given me a 
very generous introduction a!1d has fairly charac­
terized the struggle in which we have been en­
gaged. I i11ight say also, for all of you sports 
fans, he's given a whole new meaning to the 
term "tie-breaker." [Laughter] · 

But I think it would· really be unfortunate 
if this. event were to i:.·ome and g9 without rec­
ognizing. the fact that the people in Congress 
who voted for this phm had to labor under his­
torically .difficult circumstances. They had to re­
verse a plan of triekle-do\\~1 economics in which 
it was the accepted path always to say the. right 
thing but never to do it, and in which, if you 
tried to do the right thing, people would say 
the wrong things about you and cloud the de­
bate with a fog of misinformation. , 

In this incredible series of events that have 
unfolded,' there were many Members of Con-

gress who never appeared on the evening news, 
whose names never appeared in the newspapers 
simply because of their quiet cour:lge and deter­
mination to do what they thought was right and 
to see this process throng~ to the end. And 
I think I would be remiss; therefore, if on this 
occasion I did not ask at least all the sitting 
Members of the United States Congress who 

·are here to stand and to receive a round of 
applause. Would you a.ll please stand? I also 
want to explicitly thank all the many members 
of the Cabinet and the administration who are 
here who worked so hard on this program, as 
well as the many citizens throughout the c-ountry 
who helped us to lobby it through. 

Today we t-ome here for more than ;1 bill 
signing. We come here to begin a new direction 
for our Nation .. \Ve are taking steps necessary 
and long overdue to revive om et-onomy, to 
renew our American dream, ·to restore con-
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The tumultuous Gingrich era is moving by fits and starts 

to its denouement. That's the increasingly prevalent view among 
rank~atid-file Republicans. 

House Speaker Newt Gingrich has strengthened himself· for 
' 'the short term' ' with Republican col by displaying 
backbone in response to harsh criticism and a bungled coup 
attempt, said one Republican Member. But this lawmaker--who is a 
legislative activist though he hasn't participated in the recent 
infighting--and many others believe that Gingrich will not seek 
another term as because he'll recognize that his troops 
have grown weary of .his shortcomings and want him out. These 
Members also expect that Gingrich, having no desire to stick 
around after he's lost his power, will announce by early next 
year that he won't run for reelection to the House . 

Indeed, the politicians and journalists who are to 
decipher the motives and actions of four party leaders who 
huddled with anti renegades on 10 ·may be 
overlooking the bigger story. What's settled during this 
acrimonious summer is not the fate of Speaker's top 
lieutenants, but that of Gingrich himself. 

While House Republicans were publicly repentant and 
appeared to unite behind Gingrich lengthy meet on July 
23, another Republican Member cautioned that day that the 
Speaker's fate remains very much an open question. During a 
separate session of sophomore Republicans the-previous night, a 
participant said, ''I sensed vastly more insecurity than I 
expected'' about 's prospects, unless he addresses his 
problems. ''He's not listening and '' said the lawmaker, 
who also echoed the w~dely held view that Gingrich is his 
final term. 

Why is Gingrich's tenure as in jeopardy? The 
answer has been taking shape for months. In the first 
Gingri~h is politically damaged goods. In January,. he barely 
survived when nine Republicans defected in the House vote for 
Speaker, and two weeks later, he was slapped with the stiffest 
formal sanctions ever administered to a Speaker after the House 
found he violated ethics rules. Moreover, Gingrich and the other 
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House GOP leaders have been plagued by an inability to legislate 
effectively--to set an agenda and get it ·passed. -They've been 
forced to contend this year with the slimmest"House majority in 
40 years, which has invited numerous factions to exploit 
Gingrich's weakness in order to display their own presumed 

. strength in the party. The GOP leaders ·have ~lso cut back thei~ 
efforts to build coalitions with moderate Democrats, following 
last year's bitter election campaign. 

During the first several months of this year, the 
Republicans squabbled endlessly over their modest aims, blaming 
Gingrich and their.other leaders for failing to develop a 
legislative agenda for the new Congress. Only when President 
Clinton in· early May unveiled the framewo.rk of a balanced budget 
deal with GOP leaders--Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott, R­
Mis~., pla~ed a far bigger role in the negotiations than 
Gingrich--did the House Republicans gain a legi~lati~e focus. 

Gingrich's top lieutenants, who work clo~ely with him. in 
developing a legislative program and communicating its merits to 
Members and then to the public, felt the wrath of the rank-and­
file' most directly. This inner circle consisted of Majority 
Leade:r Richard K. Armey, Majority Whip Tom D. DeLay, both of 
Texas, GOP Conference chairman John A. Boehner of Ohio, and Rep. 
Bill Paxon of New York, who on July 17 announced his resignation. 
as the appoirited chairman of Gingrich's leadership council .. In 
recent months, they tried--both individually and as a group--to 
bring problems to the boss's attention. But sources. close to each 
said they never felt they received an adequate response. 

''We are not performing well as a team,'' a well-placed 
House Republican said soon after the coup attempt. ''But Newt's 
response was condescending, and he felt that the others were just 
bitching.'' Paxon, for example, was miffed this spring when 
Gingrich u~expectedly reclaimed authority that'he had given to 
the New Yorker to deve'l·op a long-term plan for the party. Others 
were unhappy that Gingrich did not fully discuss with them his 
changing tactics for managing the showdown with Clin~on on the 
flood aid legislation. An article that appeared in the 
conservative The Weekiy Standard in late June turned out to be 
prophetic:'It reported tha:t the Speaker's four chief deputies 
were ''all fed up with'! him and ''desperaie for 0ingrich to step 
down, the sooner the better.'' 

The aborted coup on July 10 exacerbated the tensions 
among his closest advisers and most-likely successors. As the old 
team of leaders pointed fingers at one another, Gingrich turned 
to.an informal leadership network, including Jennifer B. Dunn of 
Washington, the newly elected vice chairwoman of the Republican 
Conference; J. Dennis Hastert of Iliinois, the chief deputy whfp; 
and John Linder of Georgia, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee chairman. It's only a matter of time, insiders _agreed, 
before the Republicans reshuffle their leadership.. · 
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But Gingrich's woes have not been due solely to his 
dealings with other party leaders. He's also been crippled by the 
very system that he put in place after he led his party to win 
the House majority in 1994. Compared with the chamber under 
Democratic control, the Gingrich-led House is less hierarchical, 
less mindful of presidential prerogatives and not so disciplined 
in keeping to a legislative schedule. 

Perhaps most significant, Gingrich has been plagued by 
the large corps of junior Members who take pride in themselves as 
outsiders and have made c~ear their disdain for business as 
usual. Rep. Mark W. Neumann, R-Wis., summarized their mind-set 
when he recently told fellow Appropriations Committee members 
that they should place a higher priority on principle than on 
passing bills to operate the government. With their influence 
enhanced by the narrow GOP majority, the renegades' continuing 
unhappiness with Gingrich's occasional deal cutting has been a 
spark in a dry tinderbox. (See related story, this page.) 

Gingrich has acknowledged the problems that his party 
faces. ''Managing the process of change is much more difficult 
than maintaining the status quo,'' he told a Georgia business 
group on July 21. ''It is not altogether surprising that· we have 
made mistakes, experienced conflict or doubts, and undergone 
moments of uncertainty. It is not even surprising that we have, 
at times, forgotten that we are a team and lost sight of the fact 
that we all have the same goal.'' Those divisions have been 
heightened by the current debate over how to craft and reach 
agreement with Clinton on a tax cut, a longtime GOP goal that may 
prove to be the House Republicans' undoing .. 

But Gingrich, who had few legislative interests during 
his 16 years in the House before he became Speaker, must look 
~nward to address part of his problem. Even some senior 
Republicans complain that he does not send clear signals about 
his plans. ''There is a perception, which I share, that the 
leaders have not always shot stra{ght with us,'' said Rep. Joe L. 
Barton, R-Texas. ''They have had to resort to sleight of hand to 
bring some bills to the floor.'' 

Democrats, not surprisingly, have mostly been content to 
sit back and watch the internecine warfare. ''Their majority is 
in real trouble,'' said Vic Fazio of California, whd chairs the 
House Democratic Caucus. ' 'They don't have the organizat-ion or 
the discipline in their ranks to put a new idea through the 
House.'' With Clinton's leverage giving Democrats a huge opening 
to score partisan points in the current tax debate, Fazio said 
that Democrats can prevail politically no matter what the 
outcome. ''We'll talk about the extreme nature of their vie~s and 
the squandering of opportunities,'.' he said. (For a related story 
on the White House's take on the House GOP chaos, see this issue, 
p. 1519.) 

Still, veteran De~ocrats are mindful that the current 
chaos has precedents--and that it won't last forever. Indeed, in 
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1984 a group of mostly junior, moderate Democrats--featuring the 
then-renegade Richard A. Gephardt, D-Mo.--schemed to shake up the 
majority party's liberal ideology, plus its command-and-control 
system, led by Speaker Thomas P. O'Neill Jr., D-Mass., who 
retired two years later. ''The idea of back-benchers trying to 
kill the king is not a new one,'' said Jim Jaffe, a veteran 
Democratic insider who was Gephardt's top aide at the time. ''But 
the response by Tip (O'Neill) was better in that he didn't 
embarrass them or himself.'' 

As the historical figure who withstood the Reagan 
onslaught after 1980, O'Neill may have benefited from his 
popularity with his colleagues~ which derived from his 
accessibility and his desire to accommodate their concerns. 
Although it was never in the cards for the more-ideological 
Gingrich to adapt O'Neill's leadership style, the contrast 
between them helps explain why the Democrats retained House 
control for 40 years. 
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BODY: 
The infighting over the leadership of House Speake·r Newt Gingrich (R.:Ga.) 

that rocked House R~publicans thi~ week'reflects far de~per problems than a 
debate over who will lead the House. 

Reptiblican activists and key strategists interviewed. over the past few d~ys 
say the absence of leadership nationally and lack. of. cons,ensus on a new party 
agenda invite intensified intraparty conflict that will leave Republicans 
weakened in upcoming battles with President Clinton and the Democrats. 

"We don't have unifying themes and we ·don't have unifying leadership," said 
Steve Merks~mer, _a California attorney who was chief qf staff to former 

·California governor Georg~ Deukmejian. "We ~ave control of both houses [of 
Congress] and the country sympathetic to our agenda . . and what are we doing. 
with it? We're .squandering it. " 

The uproar over Gingrich's weakened-leadership, which led to the_ hasty 
resignation of Rep. ~ill Paxon (R-N.Y.) as a key member -of the spe~ke~'s team in 
the House, helped crystallize a growing sense df frustra~ion within the party. 
As one top party stra~egist put it. late this week, "The tragedy is that. we're· on 
the verge o.f passing a balanced budget and cutting taxes and we're in a: circle 
shooting each other.'" 

In one sense, the frustration ~rows out of the party's.ciollective failure to 
compete against a popu~ar preside~t who they believe has.stolen their best 
issues and thrown them back in their faces. Sharp differences among· 
Republicans over whether they should pursue coope_ration or confrontatio-n with 
the president have help~d undermine confidence in Republican leaders ·on Capitol 
Hill. 

But the party's problems also reflect a loss of confidence in their own 
agenda. Support for the potency of supply-side economics has frayed in ·the face 
of the strong economy, and with Clinton an,d the GOPnearing agreement on a 
balanced budget with tax cuts, there is no consensus about how to shape a riew 
agenda with those issues largely off the table. 

These problems are responsible not only for the complaints about Gingrich's 
leadership that brought about last week's abortive coup attempt· but also for an 
escalation in long-standing tensions between economic and social conservatives 
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and between northern and southern Republicans. 

Many conservatives complain that the party is losing its identity as a. result 
of Clinton's shift to the center and what they say is their leadership's 
collective lack of courage in developing a clear.conservative alternative to the 
president's policies. Moderates complain that conservatives care more about 
ideological purity than governing. With no one exerting strong leadership, the 
fragmentation of the party has increased. 

"We are like the Democrats of the '60s and '70s," said one.midwestern 
Republican. "We've become captive of a wing of our party, just as the Democrats 
were captive of their left in the '60s and '70s. . Remember when 
Republicans used to laugh at Democrats beating themselves up. Now we're doing 
the same thing." 

Gingrich's problems drew the headlines, but there were other signs of unrest 
this week. In Boston, Massachusetts Gov. William F. Weld lashed out at Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), accusing Helms of 
"ideological extortion" in holding up his proposed nomination to be Clinton's 
ambassador to Mexico. In Washington, conservative Republicans were engaged in a 
skirmish with 1996 GOP vice presidential nominee Jack Kemp, once the darling of 
the conservative movement, over the sales of high technology computers to China, 

. which Kemp supports. 

Weld and Helms disagree on social issues, such as abortion and gay rights, 
and Helms has accused Weld of being soft on the war against drugs. Weld's attack 
on Helms threatens to strain relations between the party's moderate and 
conservative wings. The Kemp dust-up with conservatives r.epresented the next 
phase of the ongoing debate within the party over China policy but also 
underscored the lack of consensus on foreign policy in the post-Cold War world. 

Republicans haven't fully recovered from the public relations debacle of· the 
fight over disaster relief, in whic~ the president vetoed a disaster-aid bill 
and charged that the Republicans. had loaded it up with extraneous issues. 
Eventually the Republicans caved to Clinton's pressure. Now they fear Clinton is. 
on the brink of stealing the tax issue from them as they settle the final terms 
of balancing the budget .. cutting taxes once was the GOP Is most powerful' 
political weapon;.today, by a. slight margin, Americans say they trust the 
Democrats over the Republicans to hold down taxes, according to a Washington 
Post-ABC News poll. 

These frustrations prompted members of the Republican National Committee on 
Friday to urge RNC chairman Jim Nicholson to convene a party summit to bring the 
!:;>ickering to an end and produce a new agenda that the party can push once the 
budget and tax fights are settled. But many Republicans f~ar the unrest will 
continue well into the presidential campaign in 2000. 

Party lea,ders and activists offered a variety of explanations for the 
problems, including the difficulty of trying to be a governing party from 
Capitol Hill. 

"We are clearly suffering from the transition of having been a presidential 
party to one that is more diverse, with power that is more diffuse," said Tom 
!hth, the national committeeman from New Hampshire .. He added that members of the 
national committee, who finished their summer meeting here today, feel "we've 
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not had stro~g leadership out of th~ ~ongress." 

Another Republican was more blunt:. ;,If we had a. strong leader in eithe:J;" "House 
to rally around, we wouldn't have this problem," he ~aid. 

That may oversimplify the problem, but party leaders· and activists agree 
that, for the first time in a generation, the' Republicans emerged from a 
presidential campaign without prominent national leader~ popular with the 
American people. 

With Gingrich crippled first by an ethics investigation and later by sniping 
from a boisterous corps of dissidents, many Republicans assumed that Senate 
Majority Leader Trent Lott (R-Miss.) would emerge as the party.'s strong voice on 
Capitol Hill. Instead, Lott has disappointed many of his fellow Republicans., who 
say privately he has not been able to project a national message for the·party . 

. Public polls show that Lott has created virtually no profile for himself with 
the p'ublic and .his decision to join Clinton in supporting a chemical weapons 
treaty was one of several issue~ that caus~d strains in his relationship with 
conservatives. 

The party also is suffering from an erosion in the once-itiong relationship 
between congression~l leaders and the 32 GOP go~ernors around the country~· "They 
were partners in everything that was do~e," one party strategist said of the 
relationship during the 104th Congress. Today! he said; governors have "thrown 
.their arms· up in the air.· They see a .lack of lea~~rship in Washington, ~o ~hy 
engage in that. But also they hav~n't been invited ~o the table as regu~arly and 
~s substantively as in the past." 

Despi.te the resolution for a .party summit approved here, the RNC has o·ffered 
little help in harmonizing the warring factions of the party. Nicholson, elected 
in January as the compr6mi'se· candidate, has lacked the experience in np.,tional 
politics or the standing on Capitol Hill to smooth relations or butt heads, 
acco'r~ing to many Republicans who were iriterv'iewed over the past few days. 

The internal divisions are particularly galling toRepublican activists 
bec~use they come when the party appears to b~ on the brink .of. achievi'ng 
long-standing goals of balancing the budget and cutting taxes. Instead of 
leaders. effecti.vely engaging Clinton and the Democrats, many Republicans around 
the cou~try'see weak leaders cowed by Clinton's .skills and uncertain of whether 
to confront him or sue for peace. 

Tom Pauken,. the Texas GOP chairman, complained that ·the party's defensive 
posture allows the,White House "to shape the debate." 

"We 1 re a·cting like We 1 re making 'peaCe beCaUSe We 1 re afraid tO make War," ' 
Merksamer said, "an? on other hand getting the you-know-what kicked out of us 
and don't have· the strength to stand up and fight back'." 
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Newt Gingrich's Republicans took over the House of Representatives in 1994 
not because Americans shifted:their views sharply to the right but .Qecause 

2 ' 

Democrats had controlled the 40 year~ and looked ineffectual; .divided, in 
soma in~tances corrupt, and incapable of coherent action. 

Now along come the. Republicans with Thursday Morning Massacre,. a 
political spectacle that even Democrats; notorious for stab-in-the-bacK: 
divisiveness, never managed.in all their years in power. The Rep:flblicans are 
into stab-in-the-front politics, complete with a secret but well-leaked botched 
coup attempt against Gingrich that invei~ied the rest of .the party leadership. 

The sound bites from the leaders who were, in onE; way or another, .complicit 
in the effort to bring down Gingrich needed translation from political English 
into plain English. When they said, ."We fully support Gingrich and had nothing 
to do with this," what they meant was, "We tried to bring him do.wn, didn't have· 

. the votes, and so we're ducking for .cover." Sa~d one pro-Gingrich House 
Republican 'of the ~nti-Gingrich leaders:· were all in it for 
anywhere {rpm 15 hours to 50 hours." · 

Only Rep,. Bill Paxon (R~N:Y.) took responsibility. He had .to. onc;e one of· 
Gingrich's closest allies -- he had been appointed chairman of the House 
leadership by Gingrich 'himself -- Paxon emerged as .the choice of the dissident 
Republicans .. as the speaker who would replace Gingrich. If you want to know how 
G,ingrich feels, think of one of your best friends, whom you helped p:r:::omote, 
trying to take .away y~ur' job .. 

By most accounts except for his own, House Majority Leader Dick Armey 
(R-Tex.) lost interest in the anti-Girigricnplot only when it became clear that 
Paxon, not Armey; .was· the choice· of the ·r~bels' to. become speaker. "Armey ·was . 
interested if he could .the speaker," said.a Republican House member. "Then he 
bailed out-.'! House Whip Tom DeLay, also of. Texas, ·is described by the rebe.ls as 
having given them much ~ncoura.gement. He denies this.: 

The pro-c;;ingrich Republican said.that if Armey and DeLay had been attending 
these meetings as Gingrich's "eye and ears" ~nd not as potential.plotters, 
would have told him in advance.. They did no such . They. we~e keeping their 
options open. Now bo.th Gingrich .and the. rebels fee1 betrayed by them. 

' . . . 

House Republican rank- filers who were neither leaders norplotters ·were 
at the mess goin?J on around them. "I guess Republicans can't stand 

success," said another House· member, a moderate who supports Gingrich'for now. 
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A popular view among Republicans is that Paxon is now in a strong position to 
build an anti-.Gingrich majority and emerge as speaker eventually. He is seen as 
less discredited than Armey and DeLay, old friends who are now feuding (they 
deny this now, too). But the Republican rank-and-filers, disgusted with the plot 
of the unmerry pranksters, may start among themselves for entirely new 
leadership. 

This intrigue have as much interest to Americans in Peoria, Portland or 
Phoenix as a coup in Paraguay except for one thing. The troubles in the unhappy 
House Republican family bespeak divisions and uncertainties over just what they 
should do with the power they won less than three years ago.·That will affect 
how the country is governed. 

There is a rational reason to depose Gingrich, and an ~deological reason. The 
rational reason is that Gingrich, according to the polls, .both an unpopular 
Republican leader and the best-known Republican leader -- not a good 
combination. 

But many of the plotters are anti-Gingrich for a different reason. They se~ 
him as dangerously "madera te, " too ready to acco.mmodate · President Clinton. They 
want the Gingrich of the old days, "the revolutionary." These Republicans don't 
like minimum-w~ge increases or children's health care spending, and think 
Gingrich did not enough tax cuts out of the president. 

The truth is this: Compared with manyin his caucus, Gingrich is a.moderate. 
He learned some lessons from the Republicans' near-defeat in 1996: He respects · 
Clinton's political l.ls. His 1995 strategy failed. As a result~· his base in 
the House has shifted from young right-wingers to older moderates and pragmatic 
conservatives. "Imagine that 1 " one House moderate said as he leaned against a 
rail chatting with like-minded col off the House £loor. "We're going to 
be the ones who save Gingrich." 

The pragmatic conservatives -- who increasingly call themselves 
"rank-and-filers" are now the key to Gingrich's future 1 and to whe~e the 
party goes. The problem faced by moderates and pragmatists is not only that 
Gingrich is a badly weakeried leader. It's also that a House contingent 
believes that the pure doctrine of 1995, which almost got the Republicans 
defeated, is the wave of the future. 

Gingrich, who rode the tiger of "revolution," must now tame it before it 
consumes his speakership and his party. 
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With their plots and high-level dismissals, the Republicans have engaged in 
another collective stumble, and this time many of them knew right away. 

The stakes seem petty and personal when compared to the ·issues of policy over 
which the Republicans shut down the Government in the winter of 1995 and 1996. 
At the time, they were fighting a tone-deaf fight over major matters, like the 
shape of Medicare. And this summer when they stumbled into a posture of blocking 
disaster aid to flood victims, their purpose was to take a stand on government 
shutdowns and census taking methods. 

But this time, the issue is the Speaker of the· House, which is .of far more 
interest to a few dozen Republican Representatives than to the rest of the 
population. 

"We seem to be spending more time reading stories about the palace intrigue 
than we are focusing on the national agenda," Gov. John Engler of Michigan said 
today at a Republican National Committee meeting in Cleveland. 

_Represerttative Marge Roukema of New Jersey complained of "civil war" and 
added: "I hope this does not imp:act on the real progress of the budget and the 
tax legislation: I feel like I am giving them a~l a lecture, 'Do your job and 
stop quarreling in the sandbox.' " 

In the short run, Speaker Newt Gingrich put down a rebellion, never more than 
vaguely explained but apparently focused ona belief that he was too unpopular 
nationally to help the Republicans in the future and in the present is a 
disorganized and not always successful for their causes in the House. No 
motion was offered to vacate the Speaker'9 office, a motion that would surely 
pass with Democratic help. And the reason was the same as the reason Mr. 
Gingr-ich was re-elected as Speaker in January: There was no obvious successor. 

That is why the Speaker's top associates in the leadership backed away from 
the hard-line conservatives who have been pondering a move to oust him and who 
insist that they were encouraged by each of the other four leaders: DickArmey, 
the majority leader, and Tom DeLay, the majqrity whip, both Texans; John A. 
Boehner of Ohio, the caucus chairman; and Bill Paxon of New York, the chairman 
of the leadership group. 
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.Mr. Armey apparently backed off first after being that the dissidents 
thought he did not have enough appeal to the moderates to be elected. Then the 
others also walked away from the coup . 

. Only Mr. Paxon suffered any immediate punishment. He resigned f.rom a job that. 
Mr .. Gingrich had invented for him, and he insisted did so because he had been 
damaged and had lost the Speaker's trust. But one adviser to the Speaker had a 
different story: "Newt.told him he had 12 hours to clean out his office." 

In the view of Mr. Gingrich's allies, Mr. Paxon will be damaged by appearing 
treacherously ungrateful. Richard Galen, a former press secretary who is still 
close to the Speaker, took this line. He said today Mr .. Paxon "is singularly 
guilty." 

"As the only appointed member of the leadership," Mr. Galen said, "he had a 
duty to say not only 'No,' but 'Hell no• to dissidents, but a duty to 
immediately inform N~wt of what they were planning. Instead, at a minimum, he 
allowed the conversation to continue and, at'a maximum, gave it aid and 
comfort." 

But another view is that Mr. Paxon, who'already had a non-ideological.breadth 
of support among House. Republicans that rivaled the Speake·r' s I has only ·been 
strengthened by being pushed out. The dictum "Keep.your friends ·close, but your 
enemies closer" may have been a Corleone family mantra in "The Godfather," but 
it ies to'politics, too. Lyndon B. Johnson once said, vulgarly, that he 
thought it was better to have J. Edgar Hoover, the Director of the F.B.I., 
behaving badly in the tent than outside it. 

And some of the dissidents prompt1yrallied to the side of Mr. Paxon, who has 
many friends in the junior· .ranks of the party from having headed the campaign 
committee in 1994, whem Republicans captured the House, and in 1996, when they 
retained it. 

"He's a man of honor and integrity," Representative ·Tom Coburn of Oklahoma 
was quoted as saying in The Tulsa World today. 

Representative Steve Largent, another Oklahoman and a leader of the dissident 
group who sought out the four leaders to.see what they thought about a possible 
ouster of Mr. Gingrich, told The World that it was wrong for Mr. Paxon to go. 

"Bill Paxon is no more responsible than I am," Mr. Largent said. 

Mr. Armey said today of the effort to oust Mr. Gingrich, "The dust may not be 
settled, but it is ~topped." 

He also told reporters, "The relationship between myself and the Speaker is 
as good as it has ever been." 

Other Republicans were far from convinced. One dissident Representative, who 
spoke on condition of anonymity, said Mr. Armey had told their leaders that the 
last six months with the.Speaker had been the worst six months his life. The 
rebel Congressman said tonight that he thought another effort to replace Mr.· 
Gingrich might go farther this fall. Of Mr. Paxon's chances of succeeding Mr. 
Gingrich as Speaker, he said, "Maybe he is now a ~etter bet• than his 
ouster. 
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In January, after it was known that the House ethics committee had decided tp 
punish Mr. Gingrich but before its findings and a $300,000 fine were known, all 
four of. the leaders worked hard to· him re-elected as Speaker. 

Now Mr. Gingrich has at best an uneasyrelationship with Mr. Armey and Mr. 
Boehner, and a frigid one with Mr .. DeLay. Dissident Congressmen said Mr. DeLay. 
had told them late on the night July 10 that he would walk down to the center 
of the House with them when they moved against. the Speaker. Unlike Mr. Paxon, 
who contended that he had been trying to heal the rift in the party, Mr. DeLay's 
oniy response to the uproar .has been to.say he will not ·resign as whip, which is 
an position, unlike Mr. ·Paxon's. 

Mr. Gingrich and his allies among the committee chairmen will be working on 
. the budget, dealing with President. Clinton tind trying to retain their majority. 
If the Speaker cannot trust Mr. L_argerit and ~is allies to back him on tough 
votes, he may feel that it is necessary to compromise more in the directi9n of 
Mr: Clinton and the conservative Democrats in' House. 

House Democ;rats today were wearing their biggest smiles in months, hoping 
that the· appearance of disarray would damage the Rep;-tblicans in 1998. 

And the,Senate Democratic leader, Tom Daschle of South Dakota, said, 
"Clearly, as it comes time to make some very tough decisions about where you 
compromise, they're going to have to get back on focus. They're going to have to 
try to resolve these questions in a way that will allow the~ to be effective 
negotiators. And at this point, I don't think they're prepared to do that." 

Mr. Daschle also said, not meaning a word of : "We're just really 
disappointed to see all the turmoil on the Republican side in the House." 

When reporters laughed, he added: "And our thoughts and prayers are with 
them, too." 
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Last Wednesday, when Speaker Newt Gingrich was assuring. reporters that rumors 
of his declining authority were only rumors, Dick Armey, the House-majority 
leader, was sounding as though he believed them. 

After Mr. Gingrich left a Republican caucus where at least some members had 
hoped to hear an explanation of the evident friction between them, Mr. Armey 
took over and not once, but twice, committed the slip of the tongue of saying 
"As your Speaker, I 

On Friday, just before the House adjourned for the week, the two men sought 
to put to rest rumors of division. At a news conference called to boast jointly 
about the Republican tax bill, Mr. Gingrich presented Mr. Armey with a huge 
stuffed moose as a present for his first grandson, born that day. 

In fact, the House Republican leadership is divided and cranky, but hardly 
crumbling. 

The divisions are not so bad that Mr. Gingrich has any doubts about finishing 
his term as Speaker. Nor so bad that the party doesn't stick together on most. 
crucial votes, as it did Friday when all but one Republican -- Representative 
Marge Roukema of New Jersey -- voted with the party on rules for the campaign 
finance inquiry. And there is no reason to doubt that -~ despite some 
internecine quarrels -- the tax bill will pass in the coming week. 

But the disputes among leaders, and the rank and file factionalism 'that 
underlies them, _make Republicans increasingly vulnerable to occasional defeats 
on issues where their increasingly irritable moderates make common cause with 
D~mocrats, or where their increasingly frustrated ultra-conservatives desert the 
majority and join with Democrats whose opposition to a given bill has.entirely 
different motives. 

"The infighting is a di~traction," said Prof. Jack Pitney of Claremont 
McKenna College, a political scientist of Republican inclinations. And with the 
narrowest House majority since the 1950's, the party cannot afford it, he said. 
With 228 House Republicans, Mr. Gingrich and Mr. Armey can afford no more than 
10 defections on a vote if the opposition is united. 
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"That gives every rebellious group tremendous leverage," Mr.· Pitney said. 

The last rebellioui group to use its leverage to win an intra-party fight was 
the moderates who demanded a disaster relief spending bill without the ridei~ 
about keeping the government open and statistical· sampling in .the census that. 
had led to a veto by President Clinton. 

. . 
Mr. Gingrich had been dubious 'about the rider strategy all along, but had 

gone along with Mr .. Armey at first, apparently. ·unsure of his ability to enforce 
his will. But when he decided that the moderates and the Democrats could win on 

·an up or down vote, he decided to give in. Then most of the Republican 
leadershid voted no: 

The Speaker, following custom, .did not vote. But not only did Mr. Armey vote 
rio, so did Representatives Tom DeLay of Texas, the majority whip, and John A. 
Boehner,· chairman of the Republican caucus. Representative Susan Molinari of New 
York, vice chairman of the caucus, was the highest ranking leader to vote for 
the bill. 

That left a lot of Republicans wondering why.they were being asked to vote 
for a bill their leaders deserted, stripped of provisions they liked (like the 
shutdown arid census measures) but retaining ordinary.pork for a garage in 
Cleveland or.a theater in Kentucky, which they disdained. 

Mr. ·Gingrich', s strategy had been proved sensible. But even though he had the 
sense not to say "I told you so," he got more resentment than credit for being 
right. 

A few Republicans, led by Representative Lindsey Graham of South Carolina, 
called a meeting Tuesday. It drew more reporters outside than members inside, 
because it was sounding like a dump-Gingrich meeting. Hardly anyHouse . 
Republi·can .is ready for that. Mr. Graham said later all he had ever wanted was 
better communication from the leaders to the followers. 

The same day Mr: Armey held an astoniihing.news conference of his own in 
which he ignored repeated opportunities to paper.over his differences with Mr. 
Gingrich. As the session ended, he was reminded. of the questions he had,ducked 
and w~~ asked, "Do you.think the Speaker is doing an effective job?" 

He. answered, "You all have a· good day, now.". 

·Several hours later, he issued a statement explaining that he .had not. 
answered substantively because he was "halfw.ay out the door with my back 
turned." He ·added,_ in a constricted endorsement, "cr:he Speaker and I continue to 
work as effectively together as we have for the last four years." He added that 
he thought it was "perfectly clear that the leadership. contJmies to be a 

·cohesive .team." 

Mr. Armey went a ~ittle further in his endorsement of Mr. Gingtich on NBC's 
"Meet ~he Press" today, declaring that, "For'as long as he says 'I want ~o 
continue to be Speaker,' he will be enthusiastically. supported by the 
Republican Congress,·" 

Mr. Armey is entitled to his opinion, but Republicaris of all idecilogical· 
persuasions were grumbling that their leaders were not leading, that schedules 
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were being shifted back and forth, and thai an off~again, on-again handling of 
ethics.rules was an embarrassment on an issue to which Mr. Gingrich and Mr. 
DeLay, both with charges pending against them, should have been sensitive. 

The decisions to suppress an~ then reopen i~e ethics rules isiue were made 
Tuesday night and Wednesday without any thorough consideration by the 
leadership. But a. meeting might not have helped. One participant in those 
sessions scoffed at them, saying recently they were devoted less to serious 
planning than to sloganeering. 

And while there seems no prospect of a co~p against Mr. Gingrich, some of his 
colleagues seem to be preparing to run for Speaker after the 1998 elections -­
even if he does, too. 

Mr. Armey, as his Freudian slips suggest, would be one obvious candidate, but 
hardly an odds-on choice. Not only has his political judgment proved 
unsuccessful, as on the disaster relief bill. Furthermore, his formal duty, the 
day-to-day management of.the House, has not been a sparkling success. 

From time to t·ime, the House quits in the afternoon one day, then works late 
~he next night. Reflecting that pace, one Congressman's young son, reacting to 
the television accounts that Mr. Gingrich might be ousted, asked his !ather, 
"When are you going to dump Armey?" 

His father explained that there was no such movement under way and wondered 
why he had asked. The boy replied that the television had said Mr. Armey managed 
the House, "so he's why you're never home to'dinner." 
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The conservative journal Human Events is to report in next week's issue that 
up to 40 conservative Republicans are exploring how to depose Speaker Newt 
Gingrich for what they consider betrayal of the conservative cause. 

The magazine, in its April ~ issue, said the lawmakers, whom it did not 
identify, were considering calling for a vote of no-confidence in the Speaker. 
Republican House rules say that 25 members can offer a resolution and that with 
no action, 50 members can petition for the vote. John Gizzi, the magazine's 
political reporter, wrote, "From numerous interviews on Capitol Hill, it is 
clear that a significant group of conservative backbenchers have started 
plotting what would amount to a coup against Newt Gingrich." 

The House is in recess, and Mr. Gingrich is traveling in China and not 
available for ~omment. His supporters have said he has no intention of quitting. 

Conservatives have complained that Mr. Gingrich has retreated on making tax 
cuts a prioriiy, eliminating affirmative action programs and eliminating money 
for the National Endowment for the Arts.· 

In an interview today, Representative David M. Mcintosh, Republican of 
Indiana, said that while some members were complaining about a lack of 
leadership he was unaware of as many as 40 members calling for such a vote. 

In today's Roll Call, a Capitol Hill newspaper, Representative Matt Salmon, 
Republican of Arizona, said he and 10 other House Republicans had met at least 
three times to discuss the drift in the House and had set a deadline of August 
for the leadership to redirect the party or face a more serious rebellion. 

Terry Jeffrey, editor of Human.Events, said the younger, conservative members 
of Congress were trying to "build momentum and build some pressure around 
G,ingrich so he seriously considers stepping aside." 

The Human Events article follows one earlier this week in The Weekly 
Standard, a conservative weekly, in which Representative Peter T. King, 
Republican of New York, wrote that Mr. Gingrich should be replaced. 

It followed an item by Bill Shipp, who writes a political newsletter, that 
some "leading Republicans have sug~ested funding.a faculty chair at an 
as-yet-unnamed university for Gingrich in exchange for his promise not to seek 
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re-election to the House." This was strongly denied to Human Events by someone 
close to the Speaker. 
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In the 58th minute of a 60-minute Republican presidential debate here today, 

something remarkable happened. A candidate mentioned the 1994 Republican 
"Contract With America." 

It was only the briefest reference by former-Tennessee governor Lamar 
Alexander, a mere footnote in a debate.in which the four leading aspirants for 
the GOP nomination pummeled each other with the same slam~bang attacks that have 
marked this campaign. 

But it was a reminder of how far the tone and substance have shifted from the 
time, just a year ago, when a seemingly unified GOP, reveling in controlling 
Congress for the first time in 40 years, was.making rapid headway on fulfilling 
the contract. Back then, too, a field of confident presidential candidates was 
lining up for the honor of defeating President Clinton, who looked so mu'ch like 
a lame duck that he had to call a news conference to insist he was still 
"relevant" to the government of the United States. 

Today, the contract's main items -- a balanced budget, a tax cut and welf~re 
reform -- are mired in the mess of Washington and, after two government 
shutdowns, the Republican Congress and the leader of the Revolution .of 1994, 
Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.), are taking a shellacking in the polls. 

T~e Republican presidential candidates are mostly ignoring the 1994 agenda in 
favor of their pet projects. And the once-scorned Clinton has revived to the 
point that he seems capable of beating any Republican nominee. 

Is this just a .bump in the road to Republican realignment or has the GOP 
blown what appeared to be its best chance in four decades to become the dominant 
party in American politics? 

Republican activists and party leaders stew about this question, and they 
have no clear answers. David Keene, president of the American Conse~vative 
Union, reflected the ambivalence: "The values and. ideas that put us in power are 
still there. But they can be destroyed by inept leadership." 

Keene said the problem goes back to the 1994 victory that so inflated 
Republican hopes. 



PAGE 21 
The Washington Post, -March 01, 1996 

"Newt Gingrich, who prides himself on being a student of history, mistook a 
battle for the war," Keene said. "He had no backup plan in case Clinton slammed 
the door on him with his vetoes. He had not a clue as to what to do if his 
forces didn't succeed on the first try." 

Grover Norquist, president of Americans for Tax Reform, which organized 
business and conservative support for the contract, took the opposite view. 

Arguing there has been "no loss of faith in the leave-us-alone, 
small-government philosophy of 1994 among Republican governors; congressional 
leaders or freshmen," Norquist said the problem lies in the presidential field. 

Television commentator Patrick J. Buchanan, with his calls for trade 
protectionism and measures to curb big-business layoffs, "is a threat to Reagan 
Republicanism." Malcolm S. "Steve" Forbes disputes the importance of a 
balanced budget. 

Only Alexander, whose campaign l.s· struggling for survival after a string of 
third-place finishes, and Senate Maj Leader Robert J. Dole (Kan.) take the 
1994 agenda seriously, and Dole, said Norquist, "is incapable of waxing lyrical 
about it the way [Ronald] Reagan did .. " 

Norquist argued that "for the first time, the presidential race doesn't 
matter when it comes to the future of the Republican Party." 

The GOP, he said, is now so strong in the states and in Congress that "its 
coattails will carry the presidential candidate, not the other way around." 

Few others are so optimistic that the personal and ideological fissures 
revealed in the presidential primaries will disappear during the autumn campaign 

or, indeed, if the Republicans will run Washington in 1997. 

A. James Reichley, a scholar of the GOP at the Brookings Institution, said, 
"The closer t.he Republicans get to being a majo;dty, the more the divisions 
appear. There are differences on moral ahd social issues, differences on the 
priority of budget cutting and economic stimulus and, with Buchanan, you have a 
recurrence of the isolationism and protectionism which have been dormant for 
quite a few years." 

Sen. Phil Gramm of Texas, the presidential contender who identified himself 
most closely with the contract and the revolution of 1994, was also one of the 
first candidates forced out 9f the race. In an interview, he endorsed the 
Reichley analysis. 

"These primaries clearly have shown up new fractures in the party," he said. 
"Our party is now composed almost equally of social conservatives and economic 
conservatives. But in the primaries, the clamor of the social conservatives has 
been much louder, and it has moved the whole campaign in that direction. It's 
become a contest of who can be most strident about those issues, and it has 
moved the message away from the issues of the '94 election, which were mainly 
economic issues." 

Gramm also pointed out that "the contract was a general election message, not 
a Republican primary message. The people whose votes gave us our new majorities 
were independents and Democrats. And those people for the most part are not 
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voting in the primaries." 

Since his effort collapsed, Gramm has endorsed Dole as· the Republican most 
likely t<;> "unite social conservatives and economic conservatives" against 
Clinton. 

22 

And in today' s debate 1 , Dole sought repeatedly to remind his audience that 
"the real target is Clinton." Get rid of Clinton, he said, and the revolution of 
1994 will be complete. 

But the difficulty for Dole is that he is identified in many Republican 
voters' minds with the stalemating of the 1994 contract, many of whose 
provisions were emasculated or stymied in the Senate~·even the president 
wielded his veto pen to stop their enactment. 

William Kristol, a Republican strategist and editor of the Weekly Standard/ 
said that after progress on the contract was halted/ "there was no message [for 
the presidential candidates] to pick up on. The congressional message stalled 
out, because it became almost .exctusively balancing the budget and changing 
Medicare, and a lot of Republicans thought it was a negative to embrace it too 
closely. Dole, who is the co-leader of the congressional party, saw his .agenda 
disappear, and has nothing to say. The outsider candidates, especially 
Alexander, have some sensible ideas but_haven't succeeded in framing a message 
that is compelling for Republican primary voters. 

"So there's a vacuum," Kristol concluded, "and Pat Buchanan loves to fill a 
vacuum. He will stay in until the end, and it will be very hard to assimilate 
his voters into the party without antagonizing moderates and independents we 
need too/in the election. You know, coalitions don't stay unified unless leaders 
work at it and are imaginative about devising an agenda that gives them all a 
stake in success. Realignments don't happen· automatically." 

From the Democratic perspective, White House pollster Stanley Greenberg said; 
the "unraveling came in two stages. In 1994,, the Republicans seemed unified and 
self-confident. The budget undermined.the sense that they were strong and 
in charge. They lost a lot of ground. . .. The.public does not have patience 
with good ideas that are undeliverable. . . And now in this nominating stage, 
they look divided and fractious. . And I think Buchanan has opened a 
Pandora's box of issues that Bob Dole and other Republicans will have gre~t 
difficulty addressing." 

Some Republicans insist that is far too gloomy a view. House Majority Leader 
Richard K. Armey (R~Tex.), a principal architect of ·the contract, said 
Republicans have hit a rough patch, but have not gone on a long detour. 

"We fell into a bit of a trap," Armey said. "When we got on the field last 
year, the Democrats were disoriented and confused. So they went to a 'prevent 
defense' and we scored some big gains. But as we moved the ball down the field, 
when we got to the balanced budget and welfare reform and Medicare, they 
solidified and made a goal-line stand that.kept us from scoring. Those 
presidential .vetoes were a very difficult thing for us to withstand .. 

"But now we've revised the game plan, and we're back on the field, and I 
think we'll move a lot of legislation, including some of the contract items. And 
if the pres_ident, as he indicated in the State of the Union. address, wants to 
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get right with the American people and end th~ era of big government, he'll be 
less likely to veto them." 

Asked if he was disturbed that the contract issues largely have disappeared 
from the Republican presidential race, Armey said, "That doesn't bother me. I 
have learned that in politics, everybody tends to his own business. I didn't 
expect anyone short of Ronald Reagan to broaden the debate beyond their own 
particuiar message. They all want to say, 'I'm my own guy. I'm an original 
thinker.' We don't have a Ronald Reagan in there delivering a message for the 
whole party." 

On that point, at least, all would agree. 

Staff writer Dan Balz contributed to this report. 

GRAPHIC: Photo, pool photo, Malcolm S. 11 Steve 11 Forbes .talks and Robert J. Dole 
listens as Republican contenders debate. 
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It is said that publishing the best dictionary is simple: Copy the one that 
currently is best and correct one error. That is the approach taken by both 
sides in what is called the budget "battle." By tiny tweakings of the status 
quo, both sides claim to have won famous victories. Listening to those claims, 
one remembers that there is unseemly exposure of mind as well as of body. 

The budget agreement was made possible not by the political tweakers but by 
the millions of wealth-creating Americans responsible for the humming economy 
and the $ 225 billion five-year surge of revenues. Asked the secret of his 
success, billionaire J. Paul Getty wrote: "Some people find oil. Others don't." 
The budget-balancers found money. 

The significance of the budget agreement is twofold. ·It demonstrates the 
indispensability of the locution "political class" when discussing contemporary 
politics. And it guarantees that the 1998 midterm elections will not resemble 
those of 1994. 

The budget agreement, which does nothing decisive about anything (not about 
entitlements, or estate and capital gains taxation, or the consumer price 
index), is characteristic work of risk-averse careerists, people. in politics 
less to do something than to be something -- to be in politics. The agreement 
demonstrates that, never mind lamentations about "partisanship," most of today's 
politicians comprise a homogenized class, less divided by ideology than united 
by a desire to skate past the next election. 

Twenty-eight months ago, Republicans fresh from the 1994 elections announced 
themselves unsatisfied by little aims. They would not just quibble about funding 
levels for the various tentacles of ~he federal Leviathan, they would shrink the 
government's reach, beginning with the abolition of entire Cabinet departments 
-- Education, Commerce, Energy, perhaps Housing and Urban Development, too. They 
huffed and they puffed and they blew . . a little inconvenience toward the 
National Endowment for the Arts, which, unlike Republican aspirations, survives. 

In 1994 Republicans raised the stakes and improved the tone of politics by 
nationalizing the off-year elections around bold themes and promises. In 1998, 
politics will be local again, the old maelstrom of mere interests, unleavened by 
ideas. What can Republicans run on collectively? Nothing. 

Regarding domestic policy, the budget agreement defines them as slightly 
sullen and somewhat embarrassed defenders of the status quo. Regarding defense 
policy, which used to highlight a realism that made Republicans indispensable, 
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does anyone believe the defense numbers Republicans found convenient in the 
deal-making bear any relationship to a sober analysis of threats and 
responsibilities? With those numbers, the current party severs its connection 
with Ronald Reagan who, forced to choose, unhesitatingly chose national strength 
rather than a balanced budget. 

Some Republicans say that getting budg et-balancing out of the way opens the 
way for them to concentrate on "the rest of our agenda." And what might that 
include? Tax !eform? The budget deal will mean new doses of what real reform 
would curtail - further complications of the tax code designed to reward 
particular constituencies and behavior (as with the $ 35 billion worth of 
credits and deductions·for college tuition). 

Besides, the code's complexities create muscular client groups that benefit 
from them. And the code sustains the capital's class of lawyers and lobbyists 
who serve those interested in bending public power for private advantage. Forbes 
magazine notes that more than 5,000 changes were made .in the tax code in the 
last decade almost two per workday. Does anyone believe that the gang that 
cannot eliminate the National Endowment for the Arts is up to the kind of combat 
that serious tax reform would entail? 

Well, then, will those tough-talking Republicans do the federal 
government what the people of California did for themselves with the California 
Civil Rights Initiative (CCRI) -- end racial and gender preferences in 
government programs? Newt Gingrich, the Gen. McClellan of the culture war, says 
not yet: "We need a black, Hispanic, Asian leader or a group of leaders who are 
prepared to stand up and say, 'The time has come to move beyond quotas, to move 
beyond set asides.' " 

No, the time .has come to move beyond nonleaders like Gingrich, who evidently 
thinks African Americans like Ward Conner ly, the mover of CCRI, and the 
other African Americans (e.g., Shelby ), Hispanics (e.g., Linda Chavez) 
and females (e.g., the superb Independent Women's Forum) who are Connerly's 
allies do not count. 

Listening to Republicans these days, one understands the misan.thropic Evelyn 
Waugh writing late in life, "I am quite deaf now; such a comfort." 

GRAPHIC: Illustration, bill lee 
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Three years after 
Republicans are act 
consultants: to keep 

sweeping into office on their Contract With America, House 
as if they now have a contract with their campaign 

the revolution on hold. 

In this election year, the House leadership· has scheduled a mere 89 days when 
votes will be taken. And the Republicans, who once yearned abolish whole 
Federal departments, are whiling away much of their. time with the same kind of 
small scale gestures and symbolic actions that President Clinton deployed in his 
re-elect·ion campaign. 

So they have passed lation to rename Washington .National Airport for 
Ronald Reagan and moved to ban possession of machines that clone cell phone 

and· to make it a Federal offense to cro.ss a state border to intimidate a 
witness in a state criminal case. They have approved nonbinding resolutions, 
such as one proclaiming that Congress will not discri.minate against stay-at-home 
moms. 

The most radical idea on the horizon is an overhaul of the tax code. But for 
campaign purposes, the Republicans are working to stir up public opposition to 
the tax system without actually planning to bring a new code.u:P for a vote this 
year. 

All of this represents a strategic decision. Republican leaders believe their 
party will do best in the coming campaign by running on last summer's balanced 
budget agreement/ adding some grace notes on education, crime and tax cuts and, 
most important, nothing to alarm the public. 

"For the most part, this is going to be a year of don't make any waves," said 
Rich Galen, executive director of Gopac, the Republican political action 
committee. "Let's see what happens with the President and get out early and 
campaign hard at the end." 

Even Newt Gingrich, the House Speaker, has·become noticeably cautious. At 
news conferences the once freewheel House Speaker has taken to checking his 
behavior with his press secretary, Christina Martin. He often catches her eye 
when he has delivered a well-crafted phrase or gives her a wary glance when he. 
has failed to muzzle his humor. 
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He avoids some· topics altogether. Asked about President Clintori: and Monica S. 
Lewinsky. : he said, II I have. no comment at al.). on. that eritire zone. " 

Some of the combative conservatives who went to'Washington to remake it are 
starting to complain about a lack of will. Representative David M. Mcintosh of 
Indiana told House Republican leaders. recently. that when. Congress is ·in town, 
"we want ~hings on agenda.~ He said the party leaders repl "You 
need to spend more,.time ·at home." 

. . 
On the other side of the aisle, Representative .8arney.Frank, a Massachusetts 

Democrat, has taken to joking that Congr~ss has· given ~p legislati~g for Lent. 

Underlying the Republican strategy· is ·the fact that in'sharp contrast to the. 
anti-Washin'gton fury. that shaped the 1Q92 and 1994 elections, pollsters 'this 
year are finding. voters con):ent with the booming ecori.omy,. optimi:Stic about 'the 
nation's future and wit.h no dominant problem on their 'minds. 

"The ·voters are not angry about· anything," said Ch.arles Cook, who puts out a 
nonpartisan political newsletter, The Cook Polit~cal Report . 

. Public approval of Congress is up and even Mr.· Gingrich's approval 
are inching higher. An internal poll by the Republican National sommittee 

circulating among Congressional Republicans shows tl}at in February Congress ··s 
own approval ratings reached· an ext:i::'a.ordinary high of ·68 percent~ 

What all that means is that unless some new crisis rocks public life, it will 
be a good for incumbents and a good year for the Republicans to hold pn to 
their majority. 

"I think the political dec'ision has been made and it might be right 
that Congress right now is held in high regard," said Representative Peter ,T. 
King, a Long Island Republican, "that we've gotten the job done. We're a check 
on Clinton. He's.~ check on us, and the American people seem satisfied. The · 
Republican leadership has made a decision not to upset that balance and 
equilibrium." 

·The question is whether rank-and-file party members .and part 
the Republicans• conservative flank will follow the script. 

those on 

For· underneath the surface .calm simmer profound Rep~blican disagreements over 
the new fiscal e;ra of budget surpluses,·and how far tci go in tax cutting and 
overhaul of the tax: code. The Republicans in Congress are splintered over what 
to do about issues like tobacco and health care. And.they are divided, too, over 
how hard to push a conservative social agenda. 

The talk.show host Rush Limbaugh recently complained on Fox television that 
it was getting harder to tell .Mr. clinton and the Republicans apart. And some 
Republicans are worried that they are not doing enough to energize their core 
supporters in November. 

"A ·basketball team that tries not .to lose invariably loses," said 
Representative Lindsey Graham, a Republican from South Carolina and a member of 
the landslide House class of '94. 



PAGE 4 
The New York Times, March 11, 1998 · 

A short Congressional session provides less time, however, for dissatisfied 
legislators to create waves like last year's abortive. coup against Mr. Gingrich. 
And the leaders hope votes on such conservative issues as school'vouchers or a 
planned attempt to override Mr. Clinton's veto of a ban on a form of abortion 
will be enough to placate those on the right. 

Perhaps the greatest test of the leaders' ability to hold the party together 
will come as the House and Senate try to draft a new budget. 

The party want a plan that will provide enough new tax cuts.to keep 
the party's imprint on the .issue yet not go overboard and raise questions about 
whether Republicans are risking the fiscal stability they helped about. 

One small group of Senators and Congressmen blasted their party at a news 
conference for an opportunity to push for further tax 
Senator John Ashcroft, a Missouri Republican, called for $60.0 billion to $1 
trillion in tax cuts. Mr. Mcintosh, who was at Mr. Ashcroft's 
of "the incredible shrinking leadership" in the party, said, "Our 
send a clear message to the leadership: we·want tax cuts now." 

to complain 
is to 

Perhaps the most ambitious Republican idea on the horizon is radical revision 
of the tax code. Party leaders have been rousing their core voters and 

ing to stir up new anti Government .fervor by touring the country debat 
the merits of a flat tax or a national s~le~ tax. 

Yet while the issue the party an election-year rallying cry, House and 
Senate leaders do not plan to take up any overhaul measures this year. 
they plan a vote on legislation to have. the tax code expire by Dec. 31, 2001, 
and trap the Democrats into defending the code. 

As frustrating as the inactivity is House conservatives, it is worse for 
Democrats, who are trying to win back control of the House, and need a net gain 
of 11 seats to do it. Richard A. Gephardt of Missouri, the House minority 
leader, has denounced "a do-nothing Congress" and a Republican Party "frozen in 
the ice of their special interests." 

But that line of argument only goes so ~ar as a campaign theme. As a minority 
party, the Democrats do not expect to pass much legislation this year: But they 
do need opportunities to win the war for public opinion. And it is harder to 
showcase their differences with the Republicans if debates showing the contrast 
between the two pa~ties on issues like the tobacco settlement, or restraints on 
heath maintena~ce organizations or expansion of Medicare never take place on the 
House floor. 
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Foll.owing are excerpts from the 1997 Year-end Report· on the Federal Judiciary 
by William H. Rehnquist, Chief Justice of the United States: 

As I review the state of the judiciary this year and compare it with the 11 
previous years I have served as Chief Justice, I am impressed by the degree to 
which our~relations with Congress have dominated 1997. Congressional responses 
and initiatives on judicial issues ranging from funding to salaries, and from 
Federal jurisdiction to judicial vacancies, all have had a significant influence 
on the judiciary over the past year. 

The results have been mixed, which is scarcely surprising, arid· therefore ·we 
will face some of the same challenges in 1998 that confronted 'us in 1997. 
Despite the work that remains to be done, I am encouraged by the judiciary's 
ability to perform its essential role in our constitutional structure of 
Government. 

I first would like to express my gratitude to ·congress for its financial 
support of the judiciary. In a time of scarce resources, ·congress responded 
favorably to the careful financial plan adopted by the executive committee of 
the Judic'ial Conference of the United States. These moneys will be used wisely 
and economically. The judiciary_supports fully the national goal.of eliminating 
the budget deficit and has instituted a formal process to identify and implement 
initiatives to reduce or avoid costs. 

In general, Congress has declined to eliminate the disparity between 
resources and workload in the Federal judiciary by an expansion of the number of 
judges. There have been instances, however, in which Congress wisely has acted 
to reduce this disparity by enacting laws that in effect decrease the number of 
potential filings in Federal court. In 1996, Congress enacted the Antiterrorism 
and Effective Death Penalty Act, which streamlined habeas corpus procedures for 
both state and Federal prisoners, and the Prison Litigation Reform Act 
(P.L.R.A.), which did the same for prisoners' civil rights actions. 

With limited degree of hindsight available to us -- and keeping in mind that 
there are many variables that coul9 affect the future rate of prisoner filings 
in Federal court -- the Effective· Death Penalty Act and P.L.R.A. appear to be 
promising examples of how Congress can reduce the disparity between resources 
and workload in the Federal .judiciary 'without endangering its distinctive 
character. 
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Unfortunately, •s effort to enact legislation of this type have been 
sporadic and inconsistent. I therefore call on Congress to consider legislative 
proposals that would reduce the jurisdiction of Federal cour.ts. For many years, 
diversity of citizenship cases have' been identified as one such area in which 
Congress could. enact some very useful reforms; 

Should Congress, cqnversely, consider expanding the jurisdiction of the 
Federal judiciary, it should do so cautiously and only after it has considered 
all the alternatives and the incremental impact the. increase will ,have on both 
the need for additional judicial resources and th~ traditiqnal role of the 
Federal judiciary. 

If·Federai jurisdiction remains . its current 
judicial vacancies will aggravate .the problem of 

work. Currently, 82 of the 846 Article III judicial 

-- or, worse, increases 
too few judges and too much 
offices in the Federal 

judiciary -- almost 1 out of every 10 --' are vacant. Twenty-six of the vacancies 
have been in for 18 months or longer. and on that basis 'constitute what 
are called •judicial emergencies.' In: the Court of _Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit, the percentage of vacancies is particularly troubling, with over 
one-third of its seats empty.· 

Judicial vacancies can contr.ibute to . a backlog of. cases, undue delays in 
civil cases, and stopgap measures to shi'ft judicial personnel where they are 
most needed. Vacancies cannot remain at such high levels indefinitely without 
.eroding the quality of justice that traditionally has been associated with the 
Federal judiciary. Fortunately for the judiciary, a dependable corps of senior 
judges has contributed significantly to eas the impact of unfilled 
judgeships. · 

The institutions that have the constitutionally assigned powers of nominating 
and confirming judicial 'nominees bear some of the_ responsibility for the current 
situation, but structural aspects of the appointment process also contribute to 
the existing high level of vacancies. For example, a judiciary increases 
the average number of retirements per year and the corresponding number of 
nominees. The additional burdens placed on the appointment process by such an 
increase may slow it down. 

An appointment_process that might work well to fill the vacancies of the 
700-member judiciary might struggle with-a judiciary of 800 or 850 ~embers. 
Accordingly-, increasing the size of the Federal judi'ciary so that it can handle 
expanded workloads might have the unintended effect of the vacancy 
rate, perhaps leaving unaffected the gap between resources and workload that 
motivated the initial increase in the number of judges. This ironic result 
strongly supports the common-sense conclusion that, in this country, a bigger 
Federal judiciary is not necessarily a part of a solution for-every 
public-policy question.· 

Whatever the size of the Federal judiciary, President should nominate 
candidates with reasonable promptness, and the Senate· should act within a 
r.easonable time to confirm· or reject them. Some current nominees have been 
waiting a considerable time for a Senate Judiciary-Committee vote or a final 
floor vote. The Senate confirmed only 17 judg~s in 1996 and 36 in 1997, well 
_under the 101 judges.it confirmed during 1994. 

\' 
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1· . The Senate is, of course,. very.much a 12art.6f the appointm~nt process for any 
Article III judge. One nominated ·by the Presi.derit is not.-"appointed" until 
confir~ed by the Senate .. The Senate is· surely 'under·· n·o ·obligation to confirm any 
particular nominee; but after the neces~a.ry tim'e for inquiry it shouid vote. for 
him up or vot.e him down. In the latter case, ,the president can ·then send up 

·another nominee . . · ... 
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In an unusual rebuke, Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist today criticized the 
·Senate for failing to move.more quickly on judicial appointments, saying that 

the "vacancies cannot remain at such high levels indefiniteiy without eroding 
the quality of justice." 

The Chief Justice made the statement in his annual.Y,ear-end report of·the 
state of the judiciary a 19-page document in which h_e. also praised Congress 
for responding to other judiciaL concerns I like increa,sing .judges I salaries and 
providing more money fo.r ope.rations of the courts. · . 

But he sa'id that the major problem facing tl:ie. jGdibiary was "too few judges· 
and too much work" and that continuing inaction on nominees was imperiling tj:le 
court system. 

Chief Justice Rehnquist said delays by ·President Clinton in sending, , .. 
nominations to the· Senate had contri.buted to the problem, but his mi:tin criticism 
fell on the Senate itself, which is responsible· for ap'proving or ecting' 
nominees to the·Federal judici~iy.· 

·~The Senate is surely under no obligation to confirm any particular nominee, 
but after the necessary time for inquiry, 'it should vote him up or vote him'. 
down," the Chief Justice said'. Excerpts; page.A14. 

Chief Justice Rehriquist and other judges have complained before about the 
problem of vacancies I but the Chief Justice Is' remarks f.o.day were especially 
pointed. 

Disputes over·judgeships have raged more than a yr:;ar; sparked by what 
conservatives· have called the activist leanings of Mr. Clinton's nominees. The~'· 
Senate confirmed i 7 judges In 1996 and 36· -in 1997, compared with 101 · 
con£ifmed in ~994. ' r. '' 

As a result, nearly.1 in 10 seats on the. Federal beiJ.ch is now vacant, Chief 
Justice ·Rehnquist' said. :Twenty-six of. the· 82 opetiings have been unfilled for 
more than 18 months. 

In the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit,, in San Francisco; where the 
conservatives have directed much of thei~ ire, one-third of'the seat's are empty, 
a· pr~blem the Chief Justice called "particularly troubling." 

''• 
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While Chief Justice Rehnquist's criticism indirectly implicated Congressional 
conservatives, he later aligned himseif with th!'!ITJ as he called on Congress to 
consider proposals that would reduce the jurisdi~tio~ of Federal courts, and to 
move cautiously.when it considers any legislative propopal that would expand 
jurisdictio~. 

., . 
Since 1990, the number of cases filed in courts of 'appeals has grown by 21 

percent and those brought in district courts·have increased by 24 percent .. A 5 
percent increase in criminal cases in 1997 brought the Federal criminal caseload 
to t~e highest level in 60 years, he said. 

Senator Patrick J. Leaf).y of Vermont, the ranking Democrat on the Judiciary 
Committee, said he hoped the Chief Justice's report wouldr "help shame the Senate 
into clearing the backlog." 

Mr. Leahy said more than 40 judicial nominees were kept on hold in 1997, some 
of them in limbo since 1995. 

In September, President Clinton accused Senate Republicans of putting 
politics above justice in refusing to act on his nominees. But Senator Orrin G. 
Hatch of Utah, the Judiciary Committee chairman, dismissed the complaint, .saying 
that Mr. Clinton was largely responsible for the problem since some judgeships 
have remained without nominees for years. Mr. Hatch could not be reached today 
for comment. 

Joe Lockhart, a Presidential spokesman, welcomed the .Chief Justice's remarks. 
"Hear! Hear! Justice Rehnquist," he said, ·adding, "Our judicial system.is more 
important than playing partisan politics." 

The Chief Justice's emphasis on filling the vacancies adds to the concerted 
pressure that has been coming from the White House for months, and amplifies the 
voices of other judges on the mat·ter. In September, in hearings before the 
Senate, the Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the 'second 
Circuit and his immediate predecessor both warned that the quality justice in 
New York, Connecticut and Vermont would suffer if the Senate did not soon fill 
vacancies there. 

Chief Justice Rehnquist, who was first nominated to the Supreme Court by 
President Richard M. Nixon and was chosen as Chief Justice by President,Ronald 
Reagan in 1986, said the judicial branch's relations with Congress have 
"dominated" the last year and that "the results have been mixed." 

Aside from the judicial vac.ancies, he spent a considerable portion of his 
report discussing another facet of the growing workload facing the Federal 
courts: expanding numbers of cases, partly caused by new. laws that expand 

.jurisdiction. 

"Unless steps are taken to stop or reverse this trend," he wrote, "either the 
demands placed on the Federal judiciary will eventually outstrip its resources, 
or ·the judiciary will become so large that it will lose its traditional 
character as a distinctive judicial forum of limited jurisdiction." 

Noting that Congress 
expanding the-number of 
had been decreas the 

···--~---- --------

generally declined to address the problem by 
judgeships, he said with approval that Congress· instead 
numbers of potential Federal cases, as when it 
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streamlined habeas corpus procedu·res and lif!!ited .. civil rights ac:tions ·by 
prisoners .in 1996. 

"In this. country, a bigger Federal j1.1diciary is not.necessarily·a part of a 
so.lution for every public-policy. question," he · 

4 

"Whatever the size of the Federal judiciary,"·he added, "the President spould 
nominate candi.daj::es with· reasonable promptness,:. and the Senate. should act within 
a reasonable time to confirm or ect them. Some current nominees have.been · 
waiting a considerable time for a Sen'ate Judiciary Committee vote cir a final 
floor vote. " · 

· In a statement, Senator Leahy li.sted the 11 nominees who had been pending 
before the Senate for at· leas.t 18 months, and said, "Each of thes;e outstanding 
nominees deserves an up or down :vote, as the Chief Justice recommends." 

According to Mr. Leahy's tabillation of nominations'to the circuit and 
district courts, there have be·en 78 nominees presented in the 105th Congress. . 
The Senate has .confirmed 7 c.ircuit judgo;=s and 29 dis)::rict· judges, and 8 nominee~ 

. are pending on. the Senate floor .. And 34 nominees are ,pending in. the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The Chief Justice,~ in his annual report, also criticized President Clinton 
for failing to make, appointments ·to the Sentencing Commission, a panel that 
makes recciml1)endations on sentences that ·are appropriate for Federal crimes. 
The. terms of. commissioners expired in.October,·. and while. they will 
continue to serve there were already. three vacancies on the seven-member panel,·. 
two of them dating to 1995. 

"The long and the short of the· 
properly six appointments to ,vacancies 
has simply'not made ariy nominations to 

is that for the Commission to function 
are needed, " he said. "But President 

11 'these ·vacancies." . 

GRAPHI.C: Photo: Chief Justice William H. Rehnquis.t 's report criticized Congress. 
(Associated Press) (pg. A14) 
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·tilting aga~ns_tjt, the Republican:.Pa.rt .:;is'·" em obs'Olesc nt'·one, ar;gues 
: • !. -~- .• . 1.' ;" •• 1->i ~:' _·••;4-<:1,,1',:''f>', ; .·-~ ,.r .... 

· the·autho~~f-a,·sen.ior w-r_~.!~r jii/: t,/N.!: .. . ~eit'v'iiki/l:!'·Weekly Standard'· 

··., ... 

·- .·, 
•· t :. ,' : •••• ::!. :"".:;:·" 

~ "'' •• ->'~' ' • 

· ,·s· · ·· i~"::~"~~=~~~;:w:'~:::,~·:.::,~:; 
. . · about a coming Republican takeover of Congress and 
outlining plans for his· speakership,. David Dreyer, a White 
House aide; remarked, "He's-done Lord Acton one better:'i-Ie's 
corrupted by power he doesri'tyet have.'!.'Afier Eleetion Day-it 
was Dreyer:who had egg on: his face;,TheRepublitans did take 
over the House and the Senate, controlling the two .for the first 

' ~.>I ~\ ~ . • ! · .. > ~ ... :_Jl~' ' ':~:. :,:·,_..-/fJ.;'·' f;', ~:, •. • 

. ; ~.Toda)nDreyer and oth~(s who scoffed :at a:, Republic~n 
:t:;":.., .' -..~··~·,._ ..• .;_ h.' •. ,.,r'•d-4,·. :~_1·':.··1 ,I)·,;_' ·····:'· 

asc'e'ridancy seem likely:to·~aye)h~;_Ia.'s~;}~jl,g~.',Jhere has 
indeed. been a movement'io 't!le<~ighi:~~- s~ii'1e':issues, but it 
has ·not translated into a partisan shift ·'A· shinning mid-1997, 
ABC/Washington .Rost ·poll, asking _voters: t!Which~ paity:do. 

tiine since.1955....,-and by a b'roa~ -enough margin that they . . . '.. . ,, . . .. . · . . . . . . . . Trust mo'fe' to . ' . .' · 
· _s'ee_med .Iikely·to hold both houses::indefiriit~~y::_Everyone · · .·Improve'educatiot1 · 

spoke-ofa "revolution"_:.both politician~ an~ t~e;,wider·pub- · · i Help'ilifddi~ 'Class · ··~:·1'·'"· '!·. i·,;,:jo .,, > 
lic,'botli thosnvho favon:idand-those who fe;Ireq·bne:.Pundits ... f.Ha'ndle economy . · :• . ').h~'j9 

· ' . r~surrected ilie.:decades-old. met?phor :o~,-~:iP.oFti..~ai analyst · . .-. '>\1Jolci dowi:ltaxes ·''' " . . . _ .. _ _ _ i1;t.hf·~;;~·3s_:.r!:!' b~~l;~ . 

·, .~amuel Lubell;· _!lccording•to which1'Af\1erica'ha~:~s~entially a ~lance·bi.idgeP0'·t,+_7r.i:l'i~"39 :: ,:,_;:\:;t··:_:;hJi:t-;36·m:t..!:::·~tnl- · · 
. :. one~and-a"half-RartY system! One'partyJs,tfie siin;illufninating· ' . ,; :iHandle"biirne'-'lt Jn ''!'~ _,i~r.'·:~."t.3s: i'~:!:Ji!::{f</J r/>34;1~~-,~~:·!\, 1•.: 
:~!i-!;.;,;1-!h;~~;p!ane~ :;Tn;' ~~er.. is:th~-fri!JoN gi~in~q~s~~ft~ft~red ... _. :.e:~~i-Jandl~;:ioreign.~ff~irs;~,,),F.: t'. ~,38 :;·r,~G;-*;i1.<ii·l, !i,1\40:J'i~im1:.~t:1.:·· . , 

··:.light~' For:the fi'rst time ·since;before 17P~'s electiqn';iit'looked .: . · .·d•Refoqil'cainpaig~;finance~%'Jii!34:·;.,:;\I1(;:.Ihif.i~{J'U31A1: :1ii'1 (:::1f; · 
· :.:r. :;as if R.b'p'Ub!i~alls ';Were' ihe··~6~: ~nd nemdi!·i-~t11tli~iirioon\.;-,;, · · .:"'ri\ ~Maiiitain· stron·g··deiensyi~!;(l. ,:·~,32:: ·"' ~E.:.;;~.'t4:_;,;,~so 1}:~~-"~'~b- ~ , 

::·;~:;:·\Y~: ._ , .· . ·.- :.: :::·-: .. : .. -- ·' :<?j~r~~;t:~r.:\ · ·. · .. ·: ;:··-:' :·· · , · : . -"··. · : ... _~ _.,··· .. - · 
·. "c;·:rnl!lA1'1:ANTH:"MoN1'11U'' ·• ';·: ·· :·;·nru:stiationsby J>c:.-'suare~ ., . . >.".:s!rz .·.· 
·: l:· .···.,· ';J-•;·.~·~1-' ' ·. ;.,· ..... ! " . ,; 
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. . . · ; .;, i. 0:!{ ·: ·. : ; ,']:.:;:~: ,;:· ~~£(, .···· . · '~~~··;:f,-.;.KI.f,~'' ·· . · · 
. Suddenly it looked as if eitherthe 1994 election was a'flUke ·or >':its COfi1er.:.StiJ( ot!l~rs:..-among them I such . 

• , • • , • t • ", I ' . - . ' ~.. .... ' , · , ~ I· · , , , . • . . ' . 

· the' I ~th :congress had donesoinething dramatically, wrong·:··· '•. gressional' firebrand~~ a.s SteveLargent, of Okhihoma; -Linda ·.: 

The Republi~a11s. hav¢JJrifr<?W,e(the: gaP,, in·, PartY .re 'istration ·':;: .. ~mith(:~f~~a~~l~gt()n;'·~~9 ·~ar~: N,eum~nn/:6i wl~co~sin~~ ., . 

un I. t. ey re ·OnlY,'fouf.perceiltag#.ipoinf~· !)ehind)he'b~md:: ··~~ .. say th~fthe piuty.'ha}' ig~·~!ed.ce~tiis( Ref~nri Pfuty,-style out-, ·. . ' 
.- ·. ·._., ._ •... -,.'_J .. - . ;-_ ··~-~- - ·r· --~~-'- :.~ .. •· •· - ··--;·.···~··· ..... ~;_· ..• ,.,. " :· .. ~. , 

crats (39-35), but the·Democ~ats still lead on the issues: The_; rage and• made its~lf a carripaign-finance-swillingincumben- · .... 

RepubiiCaris.:hold a majority in Congress/but that Cori ress' .. cy-pro.tettfo~ machine .. Another line of th~nking· .is tliat the . 

~ as been trumped by .a Democnitic President on_every f!Iaior party hai· jTie;ely been v_kti~ized by accidents of personality: 

policy initiative of the. past three year:i. And.when a mid win- the mysterious ability of Newt Gingrich to generate loathing 

·ter sex scandal initiallx sees the Presid~nt's job-approval rat~ and of Bill Clinton to generate support. 

ings rising to about 70, percerH, the Republicans have cause Many, if not most, Republicans view the 1994 election as a 
for worry. There is now no sense in which .they are the sun of mandat@Ienj'rom them by accidents of leadership and the '"K 
American politics. Far from it: they are a majority giving rise q>llusion of the press and other "elite" institutions. In this· read-_ 

to secopd thoughts among those who.·made them one. ing Bill Clinton lifted "their" issues by mouthing conservative 

This is something the Republicans seem not to realize.~ positions on the budget and welfare reform, and the· credulous 

party was thrashed in the 1996 national elections. In presideri- media have abetted Clinton's public-relations war of "micro-

tia! polittcs they were stuck on the Goldwater-McGov(frn-. initiatives'." ;uch as., school. uniforms, the V-chip, portable 

Mondale hindslide-l.oser plateau of40 percent, as they had ·phones fot,_neig~borhood;w.atch groups,· and· various small 
· :· · · · · .. :... · ' ..... · ·.,.: education J)roposals. · · 

· · <: ~ · Republican problem's go deep-

.;.· ·· . er than tha~, however. The party 

. faces a crisis of confidence that 

·. has ma~y\~Yfllptom~pudiati~ 
.<·in-the-:most'sopliisticated p~ 

<.:the.country;widespread-dist:i'ilstof7 

rthe-~epublican-leadership;-an~;. 
~cy-to-spea:lccoherently-onris­
(~ues:-All-ohhem·grow-out-~f"th~ 

e~e-r,oot·cause;-a-va~n-search-~ 
~ver~the-formula-that·mad(f 

~h~:-unformulaic·President;-Ron] . 

\ald-.l{eagan,..,s.o-broadly-appeal:-7. 

(ing~even oelove~~Congres:-' 
sional Republicans tritlmphed 

decisively in 1994 on such Rea­

ganite issues as free trade, welfare 

reform, and shrinking the govern~ 

ment. Butrtnanksto-a-defi_cit=di_B 

~olving·ecpnomy·an·d·a-dWindli!fg.? 

cmemory·of theColilWar, those is-

been in 1992. They lost nine seats in Congress. Yet the party is. sues were of declining importance even then, and they have 

approaching tl!e -1998 el~ction as if it won the last time out. given way 'to a bipartisan consensus. "Consensus,'; of course, 

Republicans of all·persuasions view their party's problerris·as is only another way of describing the ·issues that have been 

temporary, remediable through either ideological fine-tuning.. taken off the table~ Whatremains for the party to talk about? 

or image buffingand spin. Certain Republicans-:-particularly . On first thought, not much. tftie:,~pJl.bJican strateglli.LEd~ 
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cosmopqlitan governors on the East and West Coasis, such as ~il!espie·says:"\ye 're-~th~'9og:,t~at-~aught-the·bu~:--j ~~ 
Christine Todd ,Whitman, .of New Jersey, and Pete Wilson, of , Now that there is pq longer any force on the political land- bl 
C~lif~rniri~Iaiin that th~ party has moved too far to~he right: · scape to challenge thdr gener~l pfinciples; the Republicans 

and that its stance~ on soCial issues, notably abortion, ill-edriv<. ·. are clinging to power,. even ~sthey grow confus~d about what 
ing away~centri~~.·~.~ters. Others-partiCularly those a~.¢hjik~· .. ·• ~~~ttly they ·are supposed: to do.:wlthit, They are i·nruri1iting 

tian organizationi;~such·a~Gary Bauer, of the Family. R~searc~_'· voters hy blaming therirat:every turn for the party:s failure to. 

CounCil, and Jam~s Dqbson, of Focus on the Family~sa~'!rs· wi;1 th~ir hearts. In other words~ the Republid~ns' ·are.io~ki~g 
too_ fa_r left, lacking the guts to assert itself on family, dissolu- · n10r~ and ~ore l.ike the Democrats of the 1970s and 1980s, 

' ' . . 
tion and related faffiily:yalues issues on which the publit.#in.: . anq less and less lik~ t~~ p_ar,ty that. overthrew t~em . 

. 56 ', .. 

1 

,' .,;,_;;(;;>~:!tt!/-:. . , ' ·:\~:'~~~~~~i~:i~}~~~~~:,:· ,· ;:;~~;~~TJ:·)/~·•, • ; •: .J 1•1 N I{ I !I !Ill 

' ~ SO• 

Cal 

tee 

er 

re1 

pa 

Nt 

co. 

ly 

OV 

Io· 

st<' 
tht 

Pa 

Stl 

.... Stl 

lilt 

Te 

alt 

of 

wl 

w: 

n. 
· ncl 

.N• 
... co 

h( 

n. 
ef 

pi 

lit 

el. 

ar 

P' 
Sl' 

'J' 



s 

.J , 

.) 

,, 
" 

STOLEN RASI:S mates-Ciint~n ran even with Bob Dole. Clinton won among 

,> . ~~tec;:n:;to·twenty-nine-ye<~ in 1996 an,~ .1992,revers-

SQ!JCFti1Fl9oosRe{1Ublican g.£1ins at tlleiiaii0iial:·tevel7 ing Reagan and BLiSl1ViCtories among that cohort in 1984 and 
. -have~been-built-ornWOtrends70ntns-regional-the .1988, ·and he. also won among~ who had .voted Re-

. 'CaPture of more andmore(~outhem-sea~5'fhrBtlferi~ publican in the three previous elections. (In Congress the Re-
csoc,iological=thtnenaen'cfafsu!Jur15ani~~ to vote Repuo!fj · ·publicans won the Catholic v'ote for the first tlrrie ever fn 1994; 

(Can]l'he party's 1994 majority came thanks to a gain of nine- one election later.th~y were routed, by 53 to 45 percent) 

teen scats in the South .. In 1996 Republicans picked up anoth- ~l?pu@cans lost he.a~ily_among.Hisp@h::.~,::A!ri§ 
er six seats in the Old Confederacy. But that only makes· their . (ica'Sf~ow.~ho added 1.5 million vat-
repudiation in the rest of the country the more dramatic. The ers from 1992 to 1996, and will probably add as many again 4 

party has been all but.obliterated in its historical bastion of by the next presidential election. This alarming result con-

New England, where it.now holds just four of twenty-three fOl)flded an earlie,r Republican optimism .. J:?el!l.ocrats who had 
congressional seats. The Democnits, intact~ dominate virtual-. · arrog~ntly assum~d that standard-issu~ ~inor~ty politics 
ly the entire Northeast. The Republicans lost seats in )996 all ·. . would easily pull Hispanics into the party fold were proved 

over the upper Mi.dwest-Michigan, Wisconsin (two seats), wrong throughout the 198.0s. Hispanic voters; turned out to 
Io\va, and Ohici (twO.~eats) .. Fatally, they; lost seats i~ all'the · ::bedisproportionately 'entrepre~euri~l-and di~proportionately 
states on the Wesi'.Co~st. Th~ir justifiable ~plimism ~bout. "receptive to Republican family-values rhetoric,,and gave the 

the South aside, .in 1996 it. became clear that the Democratic . party roughly a· third ~f their votes in thethno~ presidential 

Partywas.acq~if:tng·,r~.gi~nal.; ,,.:; 1 ~·::·.>· .. . · ,. · 
strongholds. of equ.ai or:grea~er·. · .. -j:, ..:-. :~·.,, ··.; .' · 

1 

'.. ! ·~ 

strength <: ·' ··::\•,.:f:,··,,. : . • :-: : ·· .,~:::,{' .' · '; · .• ; .. :.· 

. As w~;t~~ ~e~{~~~~~ri1 .. ~:·;~- •· .. '.::;,~\THE.:'REPUBLICANS kaue· reason: to .. wo·rry. 
htlcal sc1ent1st ,1\t-.the; Umv!3rs1ty ·of .. · ' :, · ·. ·. · .. . . . · ·· · · · · · :· · . ~ : ··• · · 

.-· ·:· '',•,Jli'>::·~(,'.;·~·n-~.:::./'• ._, .. _'' . ··s·\\_... . '·:·r-:,..,_,. • .• ~. r -- . . ·'. '. .: "'•. . 

Texas,~~snot~~~-liel9~15-~le.cti~ -·.'They h.re a. majority po.rty th.o.t ccius·es secoltd 
@I most chametncally-.oP.P.£.Sqhos~7 . . . . : 1

, ;. • ' •. ' . • . . • . • .. .. ' •. ·· : .. 
. '.-. . ·, ~ ' . ' . ' . . l ' ' . - \'' ·. ' ·_.' l • , -' -,. ' • - ' ' . '. ·- ' ' . ' • . . • • 

c~~:s~s6f;!:;·;1~Ji:~!~:d::n~~:: .. :· ·~<~'~q~g.ht~ o.tnoti~ ~k?-~~,~W:~~~~:;.t~t,~ke·~~.etn one. 
~:~~:~:i:a~~:~~t;i~hp::J~%L··:· .. :·~:·:~r~~.· Rt .. p~·blicei~s.·:o.r.~·''{'~EtR~~:.th.~d~t.bf a .cri.s.is 

.. I._::_·---;·.~:~-.,.-·.·.·-· .-· .... ··::·-.. :~- ... : ·--<·-.~~f;~·-~]:y·~~ ·-~' < •. -- ...... ~.. ':;~~--~·-•• ~ ·/·- ~~·:~-:~-~~-~~;·t~;.i:J:;_r;~~~ ... ;::<:).-~;~~t.~~>); ... _.::~:-·~~-=-:::~-~>~·:·:: .... · · 
nantly :~e~y:b1J:S~V ••. ~tdres:t .. ~.ryd(, :&f~:10j:COrtJideltCe th.o.tf-tltffs''l;lft(it\"···~,s·-· tfftOhtS~ . · . 

. . ·.· .· ~f::~~:,~E¥t~!f11:~;r;1~( :~~::r·r:. ·: ·.· . : <.t'.JS'£~·:~~~l~~.i:·t{;Pf!i:,;.:; ... .. . 
Dem?crats.~oO:i.nat~\fr~Vt,th~Grea~ ~e~ ~o,~e"~tlimtic. In .. -: eleC.~i_on~ froffi,~1980.fo 1.98K.Le.~ving aside Puertq Ricans (. 
effect, the two parties have. spent the twentieth century swap-· . and Dominicans in New York, :who d.o fit the Democrats' mi" 

· ·,ping regibn~iip6~e{b~~es. . <·i ;. ,: ;':/•'5';~,;~;.\;:':·:~·~. •. . ;: .· ·• •.· · rioiity. paradigm, 112-e;R~~u-5lica~s· ~~;e_doing_b~tteLwith.the 
·. · ~si,n't~.cii-is":ih~~~s\)n~~r;ra;d-ffi?untai~~¥!t~s~ili~~ReP.ub:i?:'·. ~atiirvore7th-'iminiiiht-6e·ex~ct~ · • · · .. :. -. ·: .• ." · · .•. 
cican-bas~~that~are-addingcv~ters;<congressi6r:ahleats;-'and7 ·. (~Uf1he:Ref1ul5liCaliSiiftlfe~l'04th-congress. tried:.to:~hore:up 
~otes!~qis~~;:onstitpenC)i-trading~w~s~suP.pcised-to-:.~e3:@'ei:r:Texas:an:diGalifomia riglit wingS"Wittr.nostilerhetoriCOril 

\!ll-gravy-for-~ej~epu9Iica~:l5~?,';'fiew~Tfor the_. : · {i~igration.q_They passed legislation .th~t .sought_ to .deprive 
party ii1T996 ~as .[iot:sp·much regio)1ah~~6ciolo~~In the · .. n()t just illegal but.a.lsb!egal. immigrants of !~eral benefits. 

\s~] ho.!J1.~·t!J .49;P~rcent.,~f votrn>· b~ ~cqns~fY~tive esti~ . · 1 (Newt (]ingricl) imd, otJ,er. Republicans. blickp_eda!ed in· 1997, 
. ' ' . . ····'· . ... . . . ':. .... " . . . . . . . ·reversing some of the measures, but 

'ilie damage wai done:) And C~lifor­
. ·nia'sProposition 187)upported by 

. '·: 

THE ATI.AIIITIC MOI\Il'lll.\' 

,. 

.,,,,: I· .. .. , . ·· ,'" ... 
· RepubliCan· Governor ·Pete Wilson 

· · .. iind ~itned at denyiiig be~efits t~ il­
. j · · ... immig~a)1ts':-broy'gh,r ~ngry 

:,, ; ,·,·.. ' ' ,., ·~ _'«•'t~-- :;f:·<-~· ,j_-"',f' ··:. : 

· · · · 'to· the ·polls ~in: i.Jnprece-
•• ~ '• . ,. ·,.;:r._ : ' :! '.... "~· ,,:i,;. f _; : ' '- . 

:n\imbers;··.Clintori .took ·72 
. , ·. ' · .. ;,~·.·~pkn~tion~. 

wide, including 81 percent in Ari­
.. ~ona and 75 percent in California; 
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. ,~' 

.. . · ... 

:, he took 78 percent 
of Hispanics .under 
thirty. He nearly 

'· .: •• r\ ••• : .................. , . 

..,·crat ever to win California and lose the presidency, after 

all, v_;a_s' Winfield Hancock-who was defeated ~y James .. 

Garfield in 1880, when the state had six electoral votes. 

1
i split the Hispanic 

''$ ·vote even in Flori­

da, where 97 per" 

cent of the Cuban · T H ESE sociological a~d geographic shifts are part of a 
The l'inkclst'ein Bo,;; population voted · broad change in party allegiance. No one has 'been 

. . . . for Reagan in 1984. m~re astute i~ outlining its nature tha~ the~(ml5li~ 
\The barde.ningJoy.alty_of.Hispanics.is_a catastrophe forthe;y yan-c.pns~;~lt"il!iCArtlli:iTFiTikelste.!:B who set the pattern for·. 

(Repuolicans'presielenfial prospects.j'According to census Repuqli,can triumphs in. the 1980s by running .aggressive, 
projections, by 2025 the country's two most populous states,.- · . ideological campaigns that went after Democratic candidates 

California and Texas: will:be 43 and 38 percent Hispanic for their uncommonsensical :'liberalism'_'-a _word that was 

respectively. An~ e11rlier in the decade Cal_ifornia was repeated almost hypnotically In fhe ads and speeches he wrote. 
hemqrrhagi~g Republicf:ins anyway, owing_ to what could be. Of late Finkelstein has been cr.iticized by some of his candi~ 
called th~ J:uh~man· effec.t: ·a· large s~c~mdary. mig~ation. of . ·-dates ~utside the Northeast, la~gely for.ha~ing the temerity· --

I ' ~ ',_J '-"' "! '' ' ' '• ; ' .; ' • ' ' " '- , ' ' • . • , • • • . • 

older, middle-dass-'whites who appe~r to have.lqst patience , .to:sug'gest that.this message must be broadened now that lib~ 

witl{tneiirllultinid~i,:~~Iii:tMtur~~)oeiety. air~ady, in-'evi-.'. brals:~re 'd~ubbing Republ·ic~n~ 6ri :a· rang~ of pew issues. 

dence T~;~h.e siate,'itbd'h~f~-~ove~ td Idaho, Nyvadai.Ari- '.·These ~r~'iss~es on which the party'has historically b~en 
. zona; ·~rid ~ther.·more~solidly Republican states of-the inter- silent'--educatiori, the environmertt, and health care, for ex-.: 

• ' ,,"·.' ;>t'\ '!,?:. .·, ,•<,>,:: .·;.· . • ' " ,. ' ' ·. ,_ . , • - ' . ( , . ' » I , ' • 

, mounta)n:)Vest;. . ,,: .: .. ~ .• :J:,., · . ::. ·.:. , . , · .. ·: : .. , , . ample. The absence of a Republican voice on them helps to · 
Th~·se@.-:.-aird-ou~~ffi.]gf~'tion.s~ -~b~pleci ·with' the gtowth . ~xplain why the part)i't~~s scniped up <?nly about .4Q percen~ . 

• • : •. • f " ~ _,...·..::,...1. . • ' - ,. •.• , ' ' ... • -. . -.. • .·• 

of lifestyle Iiberalisin'•aild':federal Democrats' careful:nur~ · of the vote'for two presidential elections running. .. 

turin?;~9,f;-W~srctiast\~:t6,~~~~s.~ld"m'qire.Calif~ia~closey: < :;' Fink~ls,t~in uses a ;;lmple g~~prl~:devf~'e'.i~. shmv his I_{e~·. ·, ... 
(!~iiiiial5Ie;f9f,R~15licans:;[fhat would .put the White .... .r pub_lican candidates, geographiCally, jus tho~ differentiated: 

Housi!,•:foo; out of re.adi for· i1long time. The only Demo~. ... the country is. _Put a pen point .. orl' \\:'ashington, D.C, an.d 
' ·>: .: . ' > }.::·.:;()i· / . ·. ' ' : ... : w'! \ . dr~w your way across a rri~p 'Or t~e: bon~ine~tal united 

60 

' ': '·· . ..,:~::.•·:;:; i\' , .. . . -· · ·;._:st~tes.".edging ~P betwee~IoV.:~ and Nebras'ka,' 'rum1ing 

·.: "-i'. · · through the Dakotas and Mo~:tana;·dropping down ·through 

.. . Washington and Oregon' and, a,iong the western border of 
. c 0 nnE'S 'p•o N DEN c E .··Nevada int~ California;' arid th~nheading ba~k east, with the 

::· \t .:;: .: '\~.:·>~:-::;~_:: .·· ·: .. ·-. , , . ·. tips ~f Texas and Florida ·s~uth?ftfi~.li!l~-~~lfon~·re?J 
· . ', .'.'I hafyou," myq!J.ugh~er writes . . ... ·. ~lf:S:'leav.ep you· wittnwo-;-differeni P.Olit!_catc~ountr{~~~ (See 

· · ·, ·: .i~ her ·~e~~fou~·;t'~·a·~t~ry.of ph-~hics., . :·. ;:;,; · ;,:map.) if.he.,.flnkelst~inBoxi'e[Utes:-a'long=standin-g-axio~ 
. , Sh~ has·t;k;~:~J'~~~din~ ·~e notes .. · .· _.. . _: i<llllongtpQlitjcal·consul~an_ts:~that:as·peopJe·prosper·and~~ro~ 

fr'ort1 ki~dergarte~:. to~.e ~otes,.. · . tE:_ore,equcated"and-eosmopolitan;.-fh~y..:b~coJ;ne-more-likeJy 

. · ·'joke rio~es, ·ptobjt;~ hotes: £!.o~~Repii15Jica~ In states that have tnefrlargest population 
. . · ·· ·. ·. · · · · 'centers outside the box, no Republican senatorial candidate · 

and now angry'-1-io't~s that say . . .. 
. · · · . · . · - ·'!lot a majority in the last .election.: Inside fhe box no Demo-

:. I. do~'t ·c~r~· abou't·h~r feelings. ·crat got a majority except MaiyLandrieu, of Louisiana (and · 

. ,,' }.h~·s~ ~-o~~~a~f:\~~;~fte;)c~~~h .. th~t barely). Although mo~tR\'!p.ublic~n governors outside 

. -. : ~; in e~~e.Iopji~,: .. Jik(,~he .. rnail,. · th~ box are· pro-choice, almo~t e.v:~ry-sl~gle Republican gov·-
. ~arked. b{heaft~or sku its:': · :;·:. · . · ~rnor inside the box_ is. pro-lif~· .. ·: '.• .. · · · : -.. · 

:y~u,~r{:.~~f~~6~~~·~~~)'~~~o~~y;· · ·. · . } ·. ~~Republi'c·an-Pan)ris·i~hettiiiiglyifP1TI'ty-onne-swt~7 · 

. y'ou jiist siraround~arid· :'rit:' · .· .... . . . >·!· :(an·q-th'e-t'liTlliTiJaT~ T~e southern~~ss:of'its congressional 
·. > ·: · · ,, •· :'::: .. ~;·,·;~;,:.·~.:.· ·· ·: · · ·· · : . . ' ,,::' 'leaders;.:;.::.Speaker NewtGingrlch~bf.Georgia; House Ma-·:.. . •and don.''t:leirne:watch ~·moves."· . . . . . . >·· ,·. -., • ~~\ ·.·:;'•(l :;·;, :\ · . · · 0

'. • : • ·,< ,·: · ,; ''jorityLeader Dick Armey and'H~use Majorlty Whip Tom 
. \Yhy-do·h s,~arry more wetght · ,· . .-... ',. ·. , . · ... , .. ,,. ,, ,.. · 

.... :·<·.:·.··'''"":' · · .. · · ·· · ·, .. . .· ··:'-t'.· .. · ·.<D.t?l,ay, of Texas; Senate MaJonty ·Leaaer Trent Lott, of 
.than'·her-s · ... ,.,_,,,._.,.,,··::-.-.·.. ... .• .,- :-·.··,,.,. ·, ... ,..-••.··.·: ·. 

;:; ::· ,·,.·, :.).:).: · • · · :: '-:;: ,:/·~ ·M.ts~tsstppt; Senate MaJonty Whtp pop N,tckles_, of Okla-
.':·:· ~~e}r11'+'~ .. ,, . . .. ...... . . . · · -:. '<~l hfirlla~rily heightens ilie:ict~ntiftt~tio·n:·There i~-'a big prob." .. . •<; ~"··· .. ·.·>~:·.,"";r~·-~,.,~·\:.~\-''.'_·.·. :. ,· '' ·~,t., .. \'t~' 't.\~.U~:; .. '< '-•'. .• .· - • ... '!~~~.'\':~ _ __.;,;'~~~·-''.-'.·, ,. ··~ • _·,· . ~, ' 

: · , ~~e1s; ar. <?.W.J.l~~~::a·.}~tef . .i :. · ···)\'A~" .. , ·ro;with having a southern,;4s~()pfiosed 'to a midwestern or a·• ·.:. 

· · ''' · ·. ·catiforni;l, base{South~rn·int~fests-;-diV"ergefiO'inih~f·ttD 
·' i_e~Cofltie countr}j •_mel the southern ·prese9ce in the_ Repub- · ·-TERESA CADER 

: . ~ .: ' 
. t ,t•' 



.lican Party~a:s-passed-a"tipfling_pqiiir,"arWlii9h-:f(began!O' ... nwil Washington riuirche~· still. rrinkles the p·arty's southern 

(!!ien~te-voters ffOrnOther regipns,'".7 , ; ;,: . , .'' /,:,.;.' V.:ing; Alih'ough. h{se.y~ral;,tim~s seru a message by phone 
ifA:s:soutne,rn-:-~-nuon>ver the-Republican"agenda-grows;-s. hookup; he never once greeted them: on the Mall. · 

(party-alienates.even-c<?nse~~_"voters-in·oth_:;~re,gions~J.I?e, .,;· , ,Grov~r No:~ui.~,t •. t~~ p~es}d~n~Y\J\meri~ans for Tax Re­
prevalence of nght-to-work: laws m soutliern states may oe·.cte- · · · ·form, d1sputes that the. two wmgs were· ever at- odds, and 
priving Republicans.Of the socially conservativ~ mid.,:_,es.t'b~· ;·,·.:irisl$ts that lib~rtaria~s ~rid m~rdlists c'an··still cohabit. And 

trade unionists whom they managed to split in the.R6igan\J·'S'ince N~rquist'-is:a\eyc._:if not the key~adviser to Newt 
years, and sending Reaga·n Democrat~ .b~ck,to their a~cest;af ;. · ·. 'airigrich; his· int~~~~tatlo~·;t~~ be· t~~n as· a semi-official 

party in the process. Anti-government sentime~t makes little. · : RepuiJlican undei:itap..ding ~{ ~hai))~ft of Ronald Reagan's 
" '_ ' '. ' • • ' •• ' • ·.:. : • ' '·1 ;_ ,' -. ' - • • -· . :( ·- : .-. - -' - - . 

sense in New England, where g()vemment; a~ e':en those who: .. ;, electorate. 'The Reagan coaliti<,>n is the 4ave Us Alone coati-
hate it will concede; is.neither rem~te nor un~esponsi~e.; . . ;:·'· ... Jion,'' Norquist says: "Tai'a'2dvist.s w.antiheir paychecks left 

The. most profound Clash betwe~n .the South a~d ev~ryb~e ;: ' a'to!le: Er~~-famil)?p~ople ·want' thejf.}id~ .ieft alone. Ralph 
else, of course, i~ a 'cllltimil one~ It arises ffom@:e·.southemj .. ;·R:eed's constituents:are not i~te~eit~d: in ~nning other peo­

. (tradition of_gu~!fugv~lues......,-particuriiflyC!ffistian~ Viilt!eS~~ ~pie'slives. They don't care.~ hat ~~~d people do in San Fran-

~f~politics.-~is is not the same as }il~ing that the .• , .fi~~o on Saturday aftemoo~."·.. ,;' · ~·:; :·•: . 
Republican Paityi{~'too far right?:; Amencaris.consistently:',:::'• 'For his pait •. Reed, formerly the executive director of the 
tell pollsters that they '·ai-~:'conservati~e 'on vah.i~s i.ss~e~. ·it. is~:{<: Chrlstiari. Coali.tion; and nbw :a d~oigia~based political. and 

' . ' . . . . . . . . . '. . . . . . ' ,' . . ' . ~·,. -~:, '' ' . . . . . 
· .. . , ·. . . , y · ,:· . public~affairs consultant, thinks 

·· ' . . '· . .. ·.;:.:'tti6·t~o"~i~gi g~t along as well as 
·. · .. ' · · ' : ~"'ev~Liookinirat the Republic~n · 

TH.E SOUJH~.~N: presenc~ i~ ~h~.~.~public(tt\),~ .. ·:. ,c.'Jield ~.or f~e~ident in 200?, he 
· . . ,.·:' . ;;(. ~:>·/.' :;~ 

1
• • .• ><. \',,'. .:· . ~ .. ~, :::: ::· ~ : · ... : . .. ·,: :);;,;~ ·.:~; :~ .. : .. ' ~ays'.,:}f~dih?n,ai supply-siders 

Po.rty ko.s,.n'ow po.ss·ed 0. ,· tip.ping. poiht. ' ';-· :('1-i:·.'!(•'}ike Steve.F~rbes are e~thusiasti-
. · · · · . · ·' .··:, ;! •. ~;.. . :cally. embracmg the social dogma 

As southern cqntrol ouer the Re'pu~lico.t\ ~ge~do.' c :·:~(th~ party:·:La~ar Alexande:- is 
· ,.,,, , ··.: · .. ·. · ... ,, .. , · .... · · ·· ·, · · . . ·, : ' mqvmg •to the nght, guys hke 

ho.s 9 row t\ :thf party has' o.U enO.ted ; . . . John Ashcroft a~e p~cki ng. up 
'· . ., •· . · :. . ·: .. . steam, John Kas1ch IS talkmg 

eueti conse~ua.~!ue uotert i~ ~~-~~r r~g.ions. ::~~:~~~~~~;;·n~~~\:~~~i:t!~ 
. . . . .. : ·. " . . . t~nt .Ree~ is right: ~filS!: is not l'%J:3J · 

·. · ·:· . .. · . · · . . ·. · .,. :_' .. ·. · ... ! . •;: .. · · . . . Oi':"f?64'2twhf<n-the-R"otk"efeller)l 
. . - . . . . . ' ' . . . .. . . " • ,. • ·' . .. ' ""'---'- ' .,~., •• , •. " .• . .,....._.__j_ 

rather, that~ubli~ans-have-narrowly-defin!!d-;'values."y ·~~_and-theo:¥.old~a~i'niffoug!li_an.intraparty_ciy~ 
@fiefol!CwaY.s of one regional suBculiiire;<and have-l.!rgect,. · ¢YK.th"'e'fei~pg_rnore tro..Y.llling_gc)ihg ori. Every R?J 
their imposition on ~e rest of the country: Again,: t~e .t1on- · · pybliC1YifCiiildiOatfi1Q.WhTst<:r"make·~is-bonesf!-to·pr~e-fiiSJ 
southerners who object to this style of politics may .. oeOjuSt a~, . <$p-o:c:na~d~~I.arii1[~is u~equi~carwiilmg~ 
conservative as those :who practice it. But they are put off to: ,tlle"elites" of the CQl1n..tn',.E>escribing the Christian right to a 
see that "traditiom}.l" 'val~es are now defined oy the· ~ajority ~ · reporter last fall, the former Washington congressman Randy 

party as the values of the. U~Hatil-renting denizenfot.tw,o~. Tate, who is novi the execu~ve directo~ of the Christian Coati­
year-old churches and three-year-old shopping' 'inau~;::)·':\::''.~::: ; . tion, sai,d, 'TheY, don:t just. want tq·!)e· given crumos off the 

Southerners now wag the Republican. dog .. How'.~id· th~': : ,. table and taken. for g~~ted.'' F~: from proving Republican tol-
party Ie.t that narP.~nl · · · .•.. · .. . · . · -· .. , ' · .'h~ .. :·/·:\'.: ·:~·: •:\ .. · ~r~nce, the rapp~ochement R.~ea points t~·is merely the sound 

';; .... :/: ,·., · . . , .·.•: ... ,,:' .. }~.':~:::.,of~e Retmblic<m~; cosmopOlita~.~iilg.~fying "Uncle." 

. . /' . T u''E 'PA ~ TY . . '_ :~:;.(~·:);,·/: ,~SSOui:nemTakeci§i~ part~of_a pafural, if paradoxical, . 

c;· E 0 it:G ~.Z M 'G O.V E R. N R U 1 LT: ·~ -~~; .:";.·::,'(':;;·: tran~formation. Itparall~ls~the·watthe-G~ldw!l:er·debacit;-of~ 
· . ' ~':~{'·:· '·?{i t: ,:. 

1 
. .. , ·:: fl )~ ~0:,1}~/ r!?:?4~.w~;~1~eB~rn~r~~~r~..; I)JJ~cti~g alie~ 

· ~~·RE?,.if!fhrlf!J:Ff-th1H9,80s.,the:-Reagan-coalitio!iii··-:·.·(Jlofiliem E.epubli~an~prog'ressixes~into,-theJDemocrats' ran~··· · 

. ~e..c?~o~7-ban ... ':~J~ •. ~~~;i~i~~e~!U::ian~·on·t~e:o~e;~~d,~~dl .. These progressiv:~:Join~~:~i~.• _·no~ern ~r~imites t? forg~ a 
· ~largely~QtlF!;>.tJa"i.\::"social~Issues" V.()tt;rs on~th~:o~7!tJ ·. party that was:J11or:·~o~c;:lr:liki?g;~·though lt•Was to~ liberal for . 

. ¢"'!i;m-rough-balance!f)If anythmg, southern Chnsttans were · · . the Democratic Party~s ·stil:r!irt southernconserval!ves·;-and, 
. ttie low men on the Reaganite totem pole, coddled far. less eventually. too liberal fodhenation.as a whole. In like fashion, 

. . . '·~ . \ . - -

than tax activists in the prosperous coastal cities. J:hafRe'a- Democratic excesses·siilce'the seventies may have destabilized 
gan paid only lip service to pro-life activists dunng'th~~f~:. ·,. the Republican Paity by chasing tho~e southerners into· the 
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fold;' transf~rtlii~:·:· Republica~ Party 'iniJ·a'machin~· ~ha~ · ·. 'mitt~e:w~s~~~ested from~the' national chairman.and given to 
is ·st'~adilyr6~6~~ b~~;:inset:vati:ve:fb:·~ih~_countr;.:Jf~~, ):.~ . i~ the-harg~l~-h~rd:.li'~e)·d~l~g-~~:~ ' 

t:.:_.lo'"" - "''• ,\·'· ._ _-··· • - ' ~· •• ~!-'"' ' '_: •' ··- ' '' .,_. -~\ ··' .• _:' _' . ~ 

· ®_:rrJ1as<alwa~E-~~en~~ension7b:r:v~~:~~-~~~~~1~¥.~-~. \ Q'ity~~~~~,&W,t~~~.i.~ 
~tituerit •What long masked it;:W.as.:.the_C9ld W~ : :::tfiiirLowri~irite~sts;~_at:th 

@ea~a y.,was-·trev~i;-::(two;p'a~l"<o~ti,.~l w~y~"<a/?:;~~~~bi~ :!vi69o~ern_efqu~'-.t.~ ... w- t~a~!P . , ,: , .ri~er\way, . 
.. , .. __ __ . . _ __ ... _ •.•.. ·-,·-~ -~--_., .. _,, __ .. .,,,., · -'- - _,,_., .• ; .. · ~;_~\~-"J".J.·.:r·~~_ .. · .. -_••·"-''--••'"' 4 •' • 

~hr~~=·p_~;c? <t?~nT9f~C:Cia1 :conservatives; ~c?~~~~~~:~~:~·; '5 . !:;;:·At • a Jan ti m:y: 1R~p~ bii:f,~.~!~~J.~~tik.~;~f.:T~.~~tt,~e _me~ tin~, 
~s,_and;f.C?~~I_gn~pohcy·hawk~~The hawk's':grou~;:yas;m1-:~ :':~,near_Pa~m·Sprmgs:~-~~~?at~~/q~fe~~e9'~,~-11an_d~ly,l b,ut onlyaf-
nuscu!C,'6ih':ifl'iappenea1nat tlieit passion (ariti~corrnnunisni) ter much. effort~ah 'ihiti.ative' ~to:witnhold carilpaign· funds 

was shai~d by cndstiaris a~d capitalists alike: T~is,wasa pasc from Republicans_ ~h~ didn 'top pose late~term, "partial-
sian that-Dem?c~<,tts-wii~ a fe~ notable e~ceptions, includ~ ·blrthl;'abortion> it should.be noted, that thJ#'quarters of 
ing Sena.tor ScopP. Jackson,, of)V~shington-were renoun~ing .Arriericmis b~ck·R~publicans 'ori the ;,.;erits ·,~ftl1e issue,:..::it ~ 
by· the mid-i970s.: Foreign-policy hawkishness became a per~. ~a~·be th~ir singi~ be~t \ssue atpresent:~uttJi.e vote was not 
manent el~ct6r~.l ~dvantage for the Republicans, b~t ju.st as about- partial~birth:abortlon, becaus·e: t~y~e_,~r·e _'only .a half 

important, it1becametl)e party's internal glue. Whenth~€old · 'dozen Republi~an congressionat.'candidat~s 'in. the entire 
War ended, the,coalition lost its Jilst point ofcom1~on ground. cou~try who would. have bein affectea by. the. 'injtiative.lf 
As one'Repubiican consultant says; "Jn .1992 we .go .to Hous-. :i~'ore eviden~e were necessary that ·~ectional interest~~ trump 

ton, ~nd Jack.Keinp and Pat Buchanan. look up.at one anothei· ' party ones, last fall the N~tionai Right 'to ·~ife Committee 
.'' ' '> • -: ;, • • • • 

and say, 'What the hell are ·yott 

doing in my party?'" 
i[he-}{epublicans-have-been-:;. 

4~r~~ ~M~miz~We 
. thinkof Mc~qvernization as a 
Democratic problem, largely be­

cause Geo,:ge McGovern was a 

South Dakota Oemocrat when he 
led a commission that r~formed 
party structures three decades ago, 

. increasi~g the. :importance .of state· 

prim~rie·s and thus shifting power . 
away from c:ompromise-oriented 

national conve~tions: Not inciden~ .. 
tally, McGovern \vent on to suffer 
eleCtoral humiliation-in the first 

p·residential ~lection cond~ct~d 
under therefonris.~p..!!\ili3 . 

~,-too,:!iQQ_rLadopted.ooss;proof.J 
~lectora!Tulw·These reforms 
~ .... ~.·· 

' ~ ,·, . . . ; ·. 

~. ·. 

were implement~d just w~en -mon-
. eyand television were driving pol-· . :/::?.((;) ;(?:~:~ '>~:;~-;~~~·<·:_,·};:_~:···: . . . 
itics a~ay from 'utocar',issues (thafis;bread~arid:butter ones) .. b~gan running a9s_-,ag~ins~ P,ra-life congressmen, ·including. 

and tov._:ard -~~n~tional" issues (that is, iikolqgica)~nes). 'One: _.,:.m~ Republican·za~h::~ft!llP· of:,Te~p~ssee;'~orsupporting a 
party was bound t? win and one to lose; In retrospect....::...and it . ·. ~-:campaign-'finance_··refor!l) .thai(the·•N_RLC,Jdred would 
was only the afterrmith of Rkhard Nixon's disgrace tha·t blind- fthreattin its ability tbralseh19riey.c~i,~; .. ~~3~~;.:,:'··.1/·· · ·; . . 

ed people to 'it at the time-the· ideological .~hnfiguratio~ of · ·:'~.:;At the ~ame~ti~d: .'the :ab6rtio~ fss~~:'illus-trates .that the 
the count~y i~· the 1970s ga~~ the Republican .. ri.ght a rnonu- .: ' pro~l~~s of a souther~ized ;R,~publi~an Party are not simply 

mental advantage over the Democratic left. What.wai; the 1976 . a matter of. how. f;.tr right: the party is:•.0pinim1 ori abortion 
. Reagan mo:vement if not a McGovernized,gro~ndswell? has: swung sharply toward the Republican.position ~i!)ce the 

Now the .shoe is on the other foot.t,Ov,er;io'C!:qlogizati}:m-i~J. .. co.n:tro~ersy over'partial~birth ·?bortiqns ibeg~n·. A Jan·uary 

cbegin-ningto woriU!g<.~inst the Rep~licans:JAf the1996.con7 .. ~~~·.poll fo~nd_ ih'!tt~e'.~~~te:;n~~t.:~~:.~~ma~:sh~!l.ld be able. 
vention Christian =conservatives moved to make;:their fntra- · .toiget:an :abortion·.if;she'decides: she'wants ,.one no .matter. 

•; : '(_J ••• ' ': , ;·, '_: ~ •• ··;·:,,·;c'·!·i·.···1• ·,:·.·;/;;·.\!:-L~~i':t~r')":~~·-·":~·,,.:.•f~··'\1 '_·~~·· ;:,·l,'. ' ~ • 

party advantage permanent and institutional, ·much' as· racial what the-reason~',drew the 1Qwesrleve)ofsuppoft.(50.:47) it: 
arid sodal.liberids· had done. ti~fore the ,19'12 DemoctatiC 'c~n~ : :};~~/-~ince·;~~rly :i~~\1IieJ~~~g~·n'Ad~i-rii~t~~~i-~ruEt~~ so,• polls · 

verition.'Controi'over appointinents to the Resolutions Com'- -a~king iAmeriCans}i~ 'effect)which. party the/ trust: more ~n ' 
• • . • • ' ' .-:·· • • 'l .... . • ·: • '.- • ' '., ,,. '· ••. " ·' . 

·,•,. 
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the subject aren't budging. Why not?.Many Republican poli, 

ticians·complain;off the record about- party ·rhetoric on social 

issues:· Ifs not the .issue of abortion that's driving people away, 

they argue, so much as .it is the broader cultural claims· of 

those who put it forward.,. · ,, . ·" ., 

In this sense; GW.~rw.:gi~~~lffistians>are~t_g_;tre:Republican? 

Qj~]!}i;iW,niiJ'I5laclCs were_to tOO-Democrats in 'the:l970S:~!.9 
~llie·sourc~e·o(fisnms'ftatented activists;-it9 

nXofa!~F<?r~$~)' are<}lso~the-mai~rsou~c~·o_!:) 

<flldic.i!Iization.and_o:v.erreach.JThe activists who i;:;ther970s 

married the Democratic Party to a. caricature of black interests 

burdened the party with busing, affirmative action, leniency 

on crime-all unpopular issues. As voters began to drift away, 

Democrats resorted to ever-more-preposterous accusations of 

Republican "racism." From there it was easy for the Republi­

cans to taunt the. Democrats into pursuing policies that taxed 

the patience even of moderate voters. Attacks on the Demo-

rest of.the country grows alienated fromth_e party~s southern 

message. Most members ,of the party ,are;content with. this 

. arrangement, but they: re.·atso hoping.· that; the .. South can be 

transforf!1ed- enough to keep voters· elsewhere. from fleeing 

the party in droves: "I think the South ~s.a new South," says 

the Republican strategist Arnold Steinberg; of California. 

"You'll see southern cities that are more progressive." 

. "On the other hand;" Steinberg admits, ."the North doesn't 

exactly realize that." 

AGAIN; it is simplistic to st:e· Republican politics as 

merely too far right, ·particularly at.a time when the 

· difference in total spending between·Clinton'·s and 

Congress's budget proposals, for instance, is just a fraction 

. of ·a percentage point. BuUCs understandable thatw,<,>tersy· 

(have-fqyq~-Republicans-:~'frightj 

(]_ning;"-given-:"tfie aovetailingJlO 

(SOUtliern-ReQuolican anti-gove..!!!,;'. 

\rnei'ifl'fietOric witb_thaLoLrig@ 

I
I l 
I 

. i 

H 
i ! 

right is the N,RA. Th.e Rep'ublic(uts: rabidlq · 
' ' ··/' ' . ' 1 

~g terrorists. Fi.Qmlthis'"S~f!n'dv 
lpoinn~e;twQi.~ignal~events-oftl1e? 
·!Q4th-!Z,:ongr,ew:.were tne ORl~ 

11 I 
pro-gutt rket<>:ric·na:s'p.ut the Detnocrats ott 

• < ' •• • ~ .: • :-. ~ ' • ~ ' 

@oma-Cjty-;-_oomtii'i'ig\ on April 19, 

1995 ,um<nnewg~mmentshut! 
i:lowns·of~l995;=1996r;advanced in lj: 

II the side of cops cittd ~ritne control, the 
a belligerent rhetoric oe'revo!tl~­
tion" that, according to Goeas and 

ti 
li 
tl 

jl I 
Republicattso:tt t~e side of critninals attdctitne. 

. . . .. . . other pollsters;.0-mericans dis-

!
h 

' ·. i. H 
,! ·,r 

!I ,
1 

crats for paddling "welfare quee,ns". worked politically less 

!I :1 because of their substance than because they goaded the 

ljil Democrats into defending theworst kind. of welfare abuse. · 
j 't But there is an easily overlooked difference between south~ 
IJ:I ern Christian Republicans· and black Democrats-or any 

!1;: Democratic group, for that matter.\.:1l.he-greafDem6cratic el~ · 
jl•! 
1 · t:torarliaoilityhas-always•beentliat]lk_Qart)l is a congeries of. 

II l ~· blacks, the welfare-dependent, Jews, unio? 

ll ;! members; feminist~eachers-fth~Jo_:s_oL~y-one-of-which1 

jj •! . CcaJfC'i5St an election.)Norie_d(th'e_i.nQividual Democraticeoi1l 

i l :I \'2~itm;gcies .can· [>roi;luceTCOffiiTianding-majority-on-its-own7 

II if ~C~ut-;f~r-th~.~rflson~n~ne-is particular!~. -.. !~_·ght~ning-,-ei,ther; 
I. 

j!! '{:fJ ~;)1lt;,.f~~~~~;~~a-powerfuH5loc~y:-that=.;v 
rlil none of'the-Democratic-blocs-i~LEd Goeas, the president of 

1.\/ 11' th~ Tarrance .Group, a Republican polling. ?rganization, rou-
\: ! tinelyjncludes in his polls the·ques~on. "Has something hap-

:jjl i pened in your life that-has.caused a recommitment to Christ?" 

11 l Forty~three percent of respondents ansy.ter yes.@!ii~i&/ 
jl: . · ef10l,lgQ~b,!oc~to·take·over·norJirsi·a:pti-rty·bunl-country.y , 

11: · ~octthat Republicans: are making is tha£ the South will 
I. . . . r !I add congressional seats and·· electoral. votes taster than the 

L 
I' 

~ ,. 
. ,~. . trusted-and none more so than 

.. . . . , the Republicans' own base. 
. . On the morning that Timothy Me Veigh ·sent hundreds of 

i~no~en.i~· t~ their graves; the lead story in all the major 

newspapers was President Clinton's disastrous speech of the 

night before, the low point of his entire presidency, in which 

he argued pathetically that hewas still :-.relevant" to the 

country's politics. Clinton's numbers quickly began to turn 

around. Newt Gingrich:s popularity, meanwhile, ·remained · 

strikingly low. Gingrich called "pathetiC:' the media's confla-

. tion of his,''revolution" and McVeigh's: But the court of pub­

lic opinion is not a court of law, and politicians who show 

. too: much overlap with a force that Americans, consider a 
genuine, menace are punished· for it, as the Democrats were 

during the Cold War. . .. ; .. , .· 

. · And, like the Democrats of the seventies .and eighties, the . 

'~P.U~liqqps,;i!l~th,~W.ftt~1ftli9t~f)kl<m~~)d-CQm[OUtfdei:iiljl 
~ecprpblt.fl1it,thJPU?.h~t:IJ~iF!litpicking-li~ertl,lriatrin.diff~ 

cto A:mt<r.i:C'arts '•Je~$i:abqut-armed~viole'nce. (Jn. thrall to their 

. supporters in the National Rifle Association, the'Republicans · 

were soon trying to repeal a 1994 assault-weapqns.ban, after a 
brief post-bombing breuther. And what could be more like the 

Democrats' "coddling of criminrils" .. circa l97S:than theRe-
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. . · . , . . . :. . ~:. , .. :,.<-~~;:i·: ~-L. ·_ · • .. i · 
publican attack on ~'taggants'~in·the 1996 terrorism bili?;Gon'-'::;;r::~: ,.::, < ·· . 

... , ~ , " . ' , •:_-:'; :,·_:.<\''2-, • • ~;;:\;'~' ~;.,,\ ;-.':::·:. ·~. ,•:t :~ ~-'; -;; -··(--"--.. : ·,,. / -. ', :, ~ ·.. ~ <lo::~:.~~/.~ :;![ ;(• ," .•~< 

gressionaf·Republica_n~fin}tqe;.Q~JTI¢~'o0~t;\ ~¢.co)ld A)nen4,~;;:.i.i~· .· ,. ·• ' · 
~eiit;•fo~ifit tc;~i~'$~tii:ili~; u~~i&r ~ni~'itllis' th~t .wou.Ict'~aJ.(,:/?·: ,; . 'd:Jirilr .. thh't.\11~ . l~a~s got stitck in 

. plasti~-~~~~~~~Yei t~;-~~:i/~~~.~~:;pi~ kfnd of ~~()c~Clu~a1·~~2a~e·':/·. aft~r QklahomaC.it)i ~~~vi~ced ~any of the~ o.f what 
for')etting. inurdef~~;W'~ IeA:ode:~ruysrat the con~ervati~ei£a:/.. . , non7Republicans had known for rrion'ths: that the party . 

•• w ....... • • •• ·•',.:t:·-.::··~.H::~""·,.,..,~-,,..··"··:·· ... --.,_._ .. - _··; •• ·~~- .. -~·.-.,..!: .. ~< •• _ •. -·-·_ e··----- ..... ,_,·· .·_ .· -, . 
Heritage ,Foundati.oji':fo,~c()ii(tJi~· te.~ · ~.~~CLU Republicans:~·/· ':' ·:had(a~Jllajor·problem.in:itsleaaer, HOi:iSeSP.SJakerNewt-Gin7· 

An aP.t" paralle(iJf:i;Gifr:iifi~rr~fir~n~.,blacks-ohhe-Re])i: ,·., 1 {trich]First, in hisc~ggrandizemen.:t7'0i~grich set· the tone 

~~15H"c~·n~F·~a:Iiti·on:;'then·tli~-NI{·A~is-its:A~The Repub- ·_ by initially accepting a\!ru!itimil!ion=d?llacboo!~rom 
licans· are. not..y¢t· as beho)dt:;n .. to Jh'e'!r. special-interest HarperCollins even befo~~ the start. of his speakership, a 
groups~their ~~rksin~ri'; pollll~;fs·;t~~d plutocrats-as speakership in which he was planning to askAmerica.ns to 

Democrats are t~ th~ir teachers' unloris;and race agitators, ·make a number of diffic~itsacrifices .. (Aft~r an uproar he an-
their ferrii~ists ·a~d-~mbula·n~{ ch~s~t~': B,~·t guns· are spe- nounced that he wo~ld fofgo die ~d~~nce.) Setond, in a nails~ 
cial.@lieji5i~i'san:-~Iifical~~8nsultarit-~ick-Mor_ris·mairi_j . on.~the-blackboard loqua~·ity, that show.s nd sign of abating. 
c:.:ai'il§'7flli!fitJJe:Siil~l·e;.m,~st·destructive-Jnterest group...Q!il · Last January, outlining' li.is :'yisiori f?r',Am~rid' before· the 
tt~ig!.UJ,;;.,..the_r~n~·~epi:esentati,ve H~nry Hyde, an Illi- · Cobb County· (Georgia?: <;::harriber of Commerce, Gingrich 
no.is Republican; hol'ds guris~no_(abortion_:to blame for suggested that students read the Constitution and the Declara-
the gender gap. Rabidfy p'ro~guh 'rh~toric has ~ucceeded in ·. tion of Independence: ''It:will db all of us good if e~ery child 
: · , ; '; '. · · .;;;~~}!p~:>;f,,·::~'~ ···::-~(~,:j.~{~;%i~J{~ · ·. . ... '' : · ·. :.: :hegi_h~\i\#~rn thaqhey.'_re en-

. · •· · ,. : t · •. ':' r:.:'.< · -., ::; .. · dowea b)r the Creator and, by the 
,, 'w~'y; s;\s:'the person next to 

them,;, 'he s~id·. Fi~e, so far; even 

inspiring~but theri came the hall­
imirk;@IDI:i:o.t'::shuh.up_GingrichJ 

.. '• (tou~!!;;':~'(:\··.· s(if-you're a nipist, 

.:.~· 

' the perS.,qn you're raping is en-
dowed by :OodJ~ · · · 
Ask~d ·at ·~.press· conf~rence 

. iast .Sept~mber. whethe~ he wor­
ried that Gingrich was making 
headway in attacking the Internal 
Revenue S~rvice, Micha~l Mc­
Curry, the Whit~ House press sec­

·. retary, responded, "Since I think 
the speaker, last time I checked, 
.is probably one institution in 

..;:t·. American political life le'ss popu-
. Jar than· the IRS.{ttie.,moFe he/ 
cwants~t9)g~t\fpaifd-talk71~ . 

. , . . . .. . . :, · _; . . . . . (ttie oett~r(:)f(wea:fe::!_iHe's right: 
CE!;!~tL_~n~g-t~he-_-=o:-_e-m~o_,c..,..r""'at ... s-_o.;;..n;.:..:_c,;;jth""'e~~ftfie .cops ani:lcri~ . a~·q former college' professor, Gingrich suffers from the 

~o~troi:-R~t)li~~n.Qm~tli~.-~!d~~O:~-f!~~in_aJs-a~d.-cri~,:·- st.tireotype ~evelop_ed by ?eo~ge Wallace but raised to an art 
Suddenly,. m the ':o/a~e..qf:.Q.~J~.~?,~.~:SJlty, American~; no~ : ··,,bY. ~epubltcans.{He's a • "P.otnt_xcheiid?-strange, abStrac_9 

ticed that it wa~ :c?~~~f;'~~J~~~~/~~~~:}!b,erar~, :Vho assailed; .. ~d~ding,W'ii~di.cal~lans-:fonesha~ing·society,evenD 
, the FBI and railed, a'~a~~~tH1~-~~~n~ \~ QO,OOO cops .on the ethOifgfi ti_e'·~~ne:y,t;;r:.IJ{la.1\1J2,_~m~t~::~~~t:_orld:; · . . 

streets. It was the NRA, not the ACLU, ·that was raising (WrrderGingrici:I~sJeadershiille Republicai}s ha~e:.not · i 
money by attacking the Bureau· o.f Alcohol; Tobacco and cmerely-replaS::S1J'ithe-Deii10ci'iifSOf1nel'980r;theyh·aye~b~ 

Firearms as "jackbooted;thugs;•:tl,'oday it is the right, not ~th~ Gingrich was foremost among B.epublicans in di-
the left, on which suspicion falls .first whenever a bomb agnosing the corruption of the incumbency-protection system 
goes otl. The'identificatio,n of Oingrich with McVeigh may 

. • ''' ''. \ ; : ~.J. J \ •• ' • • ~' , l. . ' \ • 

have been excessive, buHher(!·.was no denying. that some-
. . • " ~ ' ' ' • '<, ,•. \ ~ '} t 'l .\ i- '' ' 11 - . \ ' ,, • 4 

time sint.:e the Rea?.a!l.~!d,?}ifi~~rM!~n the. Republicans had_· "· 
replaced the Democrats'- as: the To-Hell-ln-a-Han?basket 
Party. the party more c<?ngenial to haters of America., 

66 

th'at Democratic majorities had consolidated in the wake of 
w~~~ig·a'te. The. Deniocrai~ creat~d ever-proiit~er~dng sub~ 
'r•'·: ,,.. . , . . . . . 

c6m~ittees, controlli'~g ever-more-cap~i~ious regulations, to 
c&;rce big political dtinors·i~to giving the party a' campaign­
finance monopoly. From 1973 onGingrich called the system 

.. '' 
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··~"' .. (.· ... .._, .. · ... .' .. ~:-: ,~~r?;t.'· · 
·. ·ceritriil, ·certain' I eve! · .. ' 

· ~-n~~~tme~t;/hinde~ ~e~o!l:~~~ .gto;;fli';and_)~_~ci · · 
fiilse,;ihfioiiJila~iO!l.'. to 'the . tax·. r~~-e·n·ues~w'as merely' cbiriillon s~n,~e: At ..;:. ·,·. 

Etluc:s:corrnnitttee .... J\n(jjilnc•e.'c<omLin!~ tq ~oJ'e.i_af~gri66i.sRe~· · · i11~ . . . • · ·. :6hhe.Re;g~W Actrriini~t·r~ti~n ·;~x~~ ~er~'in- ', _.· 

r"ther th~n·d~molish;- :··;;. Ci~e~f'at·. s~ucii ~ ;ievel; 7b .perc'ent for 'top· ~-~r~~rs. :T9d~y'.' ' ' 

. . . T~IT:DeL~y :. j_: with'top ·n)argl~a(rate~ in-~th~ 30~, they\e not: in a cli~ate. 
mt.ono>Tlrlh.'.i." .. I>A:2(~nd' ;:·r;:::·lik~'this .riot: o~ly: ·d~ ta~. ~uts. :a! whys p~'od~c~:·~~ss •re~enue,: 

_ ....... : .... " ~m···~···J.· wi'n have to send ~~fe~' .. : 'but. rriodes.t ta~ hikes, .such as the. ones i~ :c'liriton;s· .1 ~93 
· :)f:::t~¢t \Van( to .'g~t·:: .·,: ~-~ti~g~~:·. pfodtice.: ~ore .. ci>artictitarly~~t.;U:S:o'ilitefest) ·.: · 

. ., ·. '--~. ·. , . ·. · .~ ·: : :'.< · gr~tes~ai~~-~~:Y_:C.~~P.eti~iv~:\n+r~pi~Iy-glo~~li~ing:~~~~ · 
e;~U~~roc!~:s: ~PPt?vaJ. ratmgs ha'-:( .• :·.parl<et; tax cuts. can no· ronger ·be justified. on- suppJy~sidD • 

· · }flto ,th_y-~e(_!-~s .. ~(/:\)W.!!ii$-JWitWHiebl:i"ctgct'bTck~iiFJJaiarice~(~~~rig pa-~tly :to . · . 
.. .' .· . ,.. . ' . . . •. ....... . ' ... " ' . ·. . • ' . ... ... .. . . ·. . • -.c.J ..... ,... '.. .., . 

1. ., 
.,. 
r. 
'· 

v.~UIICl~·to'the. ext~::nt that he's~\·':::· Clintori's'rate hikes•for top•eamers);'and with voters Jee'ry'of .. 

-. s;,~~~;~~~;;~;~;;;~~:iJ!~:;~~t' "<'0dJrm-r~.!i''1 · l ······.·· 
n~ric~ li~art th~~ ·li¢n'f:!o>+{~~-'·T~'er}!.:·!~·~ho~e._v~~. ~a;·way !hat'Repu~lical}s 'ca~ ·keep·... ~- .. · 

.
. _·; ... _-..... :;·E:::r~v:~ \.;E_';)N>.~.~:::,;I<~F~~::_-_:_: __ :·t:~-:,_ .. ·;' :_._::.. . ... . ': '\>.r~lft::~~~~fiJ:·~~;··,\;xf~~~~!~f:tit/i~·!~~:r I 

·e ri<l ii£' ,, " :""'" ;,,,ogiu~.'""'"' e~tiioi '·.' ' ! 
),d k ~ J!';~;,f.'/,9 · ..•.. ·· ·! .. . sfiti?ki~g goV,' l 
s .. Dit 11\q go ,, ; { bt~~ie: . t'f'YS~b<e" i 

·.3.~i:~;;ar¢.~~.Q • ... · r~~~eh~;t .. . ~e~Jt~,i·J/ .. t:f:iJ,g::l~~Jii~lr~~f~·. ! 
·. wpuld· begin. ()_:c . h~· ·pO:rit.{disptte ·a:c.c'e'pt·~- ·.~m~r~~fr~e?o~~_anct,··argliabiy,_· · ·. • 

. .. . · , ; ·:, · .· ... ::. .; :~ ·. '·· ·· .... "· ;· .. ·, .. :" ,,, ::., ... , ...... · ·. not ~ust- economtc freedom': .. In . •''·· . 

<:.)'_;; :~ ~f· . ~' .'['(':/9.·· h' tttei\t: h\eS.~ag. e··:._.:: ':(;;il,;~~;_·::~-~- ·_:- ~·.. . · . I_994. th~ _Rep~bii~~~s·.~r~~ised <.· 
... 1 ttg!' ~- S -~- .. Q .. ::-: ·. ,. ... . : ·'·· :. . . . • .:. ··_-.,,, ';< :\ · ·. . exactly that with itie"'Contraet . 

· .. ·.· . . ' . ·. . .. . . . .. . · ,· .\"' : · ·;~;)j. i .: ::a¥~1\:~t . . i t<' · ;:~"t~o<!;' •:.r:~::;: ,iii~,~· 
share ~fblame. 'E~iyj~ the:. . . . ·.after illi, 'ih_~ ReP.ubli~ari;~·\ ~~~A,i~i ~~t~;· ancbuch govern merit ~eirirms ~s terTii ti~hs~ 
soughtto f~~g~ precisely such·:.~-'direct identification !)~·tween. ·:·~ · hii'ho~~~ed a~. a' ~~riffesto six weeks before th~ I'04th Con7. 

'Tip O'Neil( and the .De~_6d'f~fjy_Party.' lt:didn't wo.rk, be~.: .. •:. greis·.~as··~oted intb office. There were two·problems with 

cause O'Neill explicitly rej~·cted·l.t, saying that he was elect- •. the co~tract. First, two thirds of Americ~ns didn't know it 

ed only by hi.s .constituen_ti:: V{hiCh' is, tJ'¥e: .It's true of Gin7 _· exi.sted. Second, Republican polling, done by Frank Luntz, 

grich, too: B~t. Ging;ich:h~s,~.:tieht~{ctescpption~iof.him a~: · : ... htid. be~n fraudulently presented to the public a~ ~h~\i;ing 
•••••. ... • ' •• r'.' ,.. '1, :· r·,,•;}~';l'~.:-·: ... ,":. .... '•' •' .. ,"'. . . J,.•,'-.' .. · . ·-~·: • ' . ' .• ·' • . . .• . .• . 

the. Republican "leader'.' as; aiicopportunity :·to coin'tiare:him~ that the cont'ract'-c;orrimanded 60 percent support i'n all its 
·_, . ' ,; , :.: ·, ,• ... · .. •.:1,~-_-~';';!·~)':)-'·.",•; ' ... ;,·,, , ·.· -·, ..• I • · ,', .. ~., .•. '_(, ,' :··~\: -~' , . ' ' . • .•' .,·' ~ '4 •.: • •• 

·· .·i .• · self to Chtirchiii',_Eisenh9wer,:.iu1d m:>R:'as-the forme'r repre- ·particulars. Ari'N~C/Wall Street JournaL: poll; in fact, found 
··,, . : •. , :;'· ,r, •· .. •?''·~.·-~· . ..,:.,.{ .·• '.· . .'·':··. .. •. ,' •:, .. · · .. , ·.-. : .. · ·:·: .,.·,rv ... •'!:··,+: "•. ;. · · •. · ',t'.' .~ .••.• · ·. • · ;. '~ 

·· '. s¢ntative Susan M9li~ari ~elriiti,:Jc'ed iri.her ie~ent book.· . ·, . that,pe'opie disagre:ed, by 45' to 35 percent, ·~_with most of 
' :· ·' .: . ·:' ·. :: ~-, :~ :<1_:; /;\;~W:::?:~::: ,. · ,: ':-:; '• : · · · .. :./Yih;rthe Goi> fiouseis' P.roposing to ·do:·~:·.> ,:':.·· .: .. , · .. 

. ' ' : . . . i:~!) ~:-'f'.~· ~· ~~E.;f.y :0 S':r ~ AR D. r: . . . : ' ;·:·-·,.'Th,e :~~~~~~'i_:~_~f{?r~s iti' the contfattw_e~~Y~~ '~o-~t ~bp-· . 

Jitil_.,_ .. _ .·)· ~i,i~·ta~~nd~~~e~d~~i!~~~ip~~~~~~-b~d~~d~~t~t.·· .. ::_:,-:·.a~a~;~·-w~t;;;:-;-~~~7:.~~~~l.t~eh:~~~~h~;C.~l~~r:~:~:e:u~~-·--·. 
)p . ' ~~~:i:~~:;:::~~:6::::r~~~r~:~~~:i~~;:~::~:!:~~->.:',··.~~fci~l~~t~~-~S.~it~~2~:~~~;r~t~~~:;o~~~~~ (l~~:!~r: ·~:;s~?ii.: · ,.,, 

en tie~ and eighties whe~ it ·cou.ld. ~dct. ~o m~re to it~ pr~udest ·kne~: given the 1.;';-ip.os~ibility of winning ·enough Seriate 
, . • . , . . . ) . r j •. r . . . , . •• . . • . .• • • . . . . . . . . ... , .. ~ 

·achie,veme\'lt, the social safety net;·,gie"'R(_!"publicai'iS1ii'efind3?J · votes. ·what's njoie; ru'rining as the "revoltitionriry" over-

tifi'iftl}attneihhX1'eYolutiord~:-complete·and~they-have-no. :. thrower~ of a corrupt ~ystem tends to produce: self-delegit­

~~~:~~.::.!!f~l}2~)~:C>.f!~r~th~~p~bl~c~th,a~~are-sensi61e~even-ol1:] iri'tizing, 'victo~ies: If the reform-minded "Perot vot~rs;, who 
(tl}e!r~.own:terms.~ : . :> . . ··. .... · played such a big role in ~he Republicans: 1994 victory were 

H:ow6~er ·ffiuch thi b~~6crats ·ma:Y have deridect R.ea- pieciccupied wit'Ii'-systernic--..:..not economic or cultural-mat-

. .. :: 
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ters, then the very fact th~t the Republicans could get elected ther tpey had'~een disgraceful' pandets_ all· along or they were 
! ' ' I • : ' \ o o • ) "t ' • ! • • ' ~ ' • ' > •• r I '- ' • •! ' . ~ • .,, • t . • ' • • 

to a majority robbed the party of an Issue. · JUSt as. reckless as their, opponents had said. Th~Y suddenly 
. It .was the small-government part 6ftp~ contract that Gin- .: . had ,the .V.:~rst of b~th wo,rld~. The'y :.;.,;er~ indeed ·t0fufar to.thef 
•.• ···' ,_ •• ·, ••• ,! ,.·. ·--~--

grich publicized and· pursued most forcefully. In' a series of @ghrf6TiffiiChof1he COl!ntry_Qn soci~l issues. BUfihe~ 
maneuvers.that owed.much to. his dismal tactical judgment, ··toofa:r.tO:the:-leiCfortheoasethat had s~qjfi.ced so much to/ 
~~~ReP.'Iiblica'i-L~~joritY.)righi·e~ed~voters~;,ith_whatY (bring .iheliiftojtiis P.oiJillif · .. . . •·· :; ~' . ,;, '." ~ ' · 

~d_t~~be.a.re~ki;s~a~g6Z'e~~e~t-age'nd~ Most· · . ::-:ro· ~e f~ir;ev~n ··i·f th~ Repub.licans .·~e:re·: ~erio~s: _about . ' 
famous weretfie two govenurient shutdowns in the winter' shrinking .g'overnint:nt (and theY're· not); there are good 
~ ,··.· ...... ,· 

of 1995.:.:1996; but there wer~-:sffialler confr.ontations~<J..s_well-:. . structural reasons that people would~ begif! to desert the par-
CQver schooUuncheS/ whose federalsubsidies the Republi- . . ty despite acc~pting its_ small-government ~ne~sage. There. 
' cans wanted to eli~i~ate;overdisaster relieflto the flooded. mu~t be' a reasori that ·~ountries' all ~~er·'the ·world h;ave de-

. • . ' . - . . . ,--;------..> _· . . ' . -· . . . . \.' - . . • .. .t .' •. , '•/ • ~-. . 

Midwest, which Republicans held up to. win budget con- . manded refo~s in their :.ve!far~_statesC.:.:.an(entriisted the 
·cessions; gtax~cuts~:iliat-almost,e~aetly_m~tchect-Medi1 .-mqre.'statist'parties, wh~ch created the ~ckt;ty: stiuct~res in 
·.~ .' .. ·. ,. '. ·'··- ......... ' .... , ,..,. '. 

~cuts::~ ... TheSeffiinorii~ciden,ts~mobilizeo ni.ucfi on~~ the '_first pl<;tC!'\ .to e·nacdh,osndo,~;ms: The reason' J?ay be . · 
c{\menCailifuolicon~half~f a ~ause i{aiOn'rlffiowites- .· th,i's::·;.x_-.~~ffa.~e state t~at fund~. its~1f on: a pay~as~yo~-go 
· P.Oi.Ised~Keij)ing.'gpvernment rougfily the-s·ame-size:> · basis?·<;~s all, welfare states do; creat~s·a "vesting problem." 

. Gingrich had m~neuv!!red _the ~ep~Jblicqns into a posi~ Vo~~r,s·, eve~· voters. who t,h_ink oft~!! ·yreat Society as a coil 
· · .· ··· · · ~,: ,:·:~:r·;'.-~·~:·t.r~·.:~>-q~~-- :-'··· · .. · ·. · · · :?'·~> _;y:·{_:·:.:~·.:~,: · ... :;:game:~'~A:\-\v~?:tche.ct i~ve.sP 

· · ·· ment, are on the h?okfor some- . 

Su C C Es. s··Fu· · L .. , PART. 6 E.· s· · .. .. · · · .. · where between a qu~~r and half . 
. . . . .. .. ' ' u . :create their :own: ' 'of the money .they've' earned 'in 

. ·· .· · ,, · · - ··· ·' : -- <- · .:·,.. . : . theidlv~s. Thb cost~:';r~ ~!ready 

trl:Ottster~ .. _Reaga~o.·~·tn_.·. J~~~ .. "~lped to_· -~--~~~te_· ~--~_-asi- ... su11L:r~~;h~n~fit~:;'h6we~~r •. are 
' . ' '_;;'·'·:. '' >. ' " .. r .• ~:,,. ',: ;_-___.,.·.: .. in mpst·-~~s~s'~:.~~~~;e'duilti.l re-. 

upp.er-tni'ddle-class, O:~natio_n.al- culture._·:-.. ·, : : .. :.. . . tire~iri·c;v~ter~:'~'mih~d'b~.in-
. · ·. · · · · · · ·- · '· dined tb'iook kindiy'.oA:th~·p~rty. 

of childless yuppies ~'nri' ~ant gay ;{g.kts~ ... b,ike. ·: ··. ~t:t~~~~i:e!1;t~,J~n~;h~:.~::~ · · · ·· ·: . . ' · .. · . ,_. · -:~ .. > · ·. · ·· : . to look ·a~k~n~e.-iit !he.pa"rty that 

trailS,· (ln,d StnOke-fre~::restat.t'rat\tS._ ·· '.,·. ';says, '~J~~t~st 1 me.~'.Particular-

tion where either they stood for the noblest kind of self-re­
liance and freedom or they stood for' nothing. As· soon as 
self-reliance was shown to be a bit less popular than Frank 
Luntz's bogus polling h~d assured them it would .be, thex 
decided they stood for nothing. There were still plenty of 
opportunities to carve out positions defending ~reedom 
against Democratic depredations, But the Republicans 
wanted none of it. Look at cigarettes: for all the mon,ey the 
party has received from tobacco interests, it is now see~­
ingly impossible to find a Republic'an who will publicly 
disassociate himself from the largely pemocratic. campaigf! 

.. to regulate ~rooking: Lo~k at affirmative acti~n, the linch­
pin of the. D~~ocratic Party's.monopoly on bl~ck v~tes: a 
petrified Gingrich i-'as s.oon trying 'fo bottle up in commit­

tee a bill that would have ~b~lish~ct:·it-: In 1996 the Repub­
licans. chose. as thei~ preside:ntia1;'~~~-;$nee Bob Dole, the 
archetypal stalw~rt .of iihe~al~~-ep~bii~an support for the 
welfare state. ' 
·The Republicans have been onth~·defensive ever since. I( 

they would abandon in a matter of·months w'ha'tthey had 
·proclaimed to be the heart and soul of their'mission, then ei-

7fl 

ly when that party is led by a 
. pointy-headed, never~met-a-pay- .. · 

roll academi~ like Ne*tGingrich'. 
The Republicans' loss on' the Contrac't With America set 

up a chain reaction of. political catastrophe."\}1!leiii~ey.;.g~ 

~~n·:g~~nt;~!J1ey_g.aV:~~up:any-credihl~~tax_~Plan.as7 . . 
.Q.V~Too bad: taxc~ts were the ~art of Rep~bhc_amsm tha~ · 

everyone loved, prqv1deq the deficit was kept m check~ 
~fie.~Rejfuoli~~n;q9-lcmger-promiset~t~tll:ey~.re-left:]· 
fW'ith"''nly~st-~_!Jras~ve•aspectscottpe~~e~ganmessf!ge,;;i) 

(kep't::tfil-d~fwraps-throughout~th'e ·.19~0,s: ~fie southern:J 
cm-~ls business:7'If the Republicans didn't belie.ve in 

shrinking government, they didn't believe.in the .freedom 
th~t it was's~pposed. to promote-'which made it much hard-

,· ~,_.i ' - . . ' ' ' . • 

er to argue that- their moral agenda was being advanced in 
the name of live and let live~h{tidi<i\they1ha:V.e_besid~i] 
(Y.l~al~~g~fl:da.? f>:: grab bag_ot~~inorjs~,u~ dred.ged up 
J~om: 1988:. school choice, the Str~tegic Defense. Initiative, 
tort rf!form, _ab_ortion. Worthy issues all,. but. none. of. them 
capable of winning elections. · . . :· .. · , . : . :. · 
. ~i$1R~~=;dblfc'an~,'uh.aole .to r-romis~ 'iai~~~~ts.'cre9iolY:. · 

~~d~~e'i#ct'"~o.:.promise...:.then1..:incre.dibJ?- What's -new is 
the langmig¢:'regressivizing taxes is.now couched in terms 

. ,, -~, .;\'\' • : :;·1 ·~··::· ... • .-; ·,'· ' . :' . . ' ' 
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of abolishing the IRS and instituting a· ftatta~' tlilit.you can 

·file by filling out a postcard. Of course~'sint~.linvestment 
income is exempt from taxes unde~ most ftat-t~x plans; the 

program is destined to be popular only::l!i'itil•someDeino­

cratic strategist writes an ad showing· that~Steve· Forbes 

would pay zero taxes on his enormous s.tock ;portfolio. ~he 

old· Republican ·program to· abolish· estate'taxes is ad­

vanced as the abolition of the ''death tax:".Even on entitle­

ment reform, Gingrith's talk of "privatizing'?.Social Secu­

rity has now yielded to rhetoric about giving·taxpay~rs · 

"personal accounts." 

1l1is is Iiule more than. a marriage of Reaganite issues­

on which the Republicans have already won their victory:­

to Clintonite sweet talk. The Republicans would like to think 

that Americans are the dupes of a lecherous Arkansas sleaze" 

ball, just as the Democrats in the I 980s saw voters as gulled 

by a senile B-movic warmonger. Butt$Iijjt"@il;Js'fr&~'fNifk, 

, 

·~~~~(iflt$nii~r.im · · 
C§D,Jre11ii~fisla·n.!'dltfimfx'Tti\1t'[t_~7 
Gtiiefilfielem 15!!'di¢11tM"'m'Ta'fidiliiS · 

· eP.P!fl"e'fi't§fdmi®t/ ... 

. 't{0,mp&nJ)to Clinton:s 

success and the Republi­

cans' failure. The end of the Cold 

War, the increasing significance 

of information technology, and the 

growth of identity politics have 

It's difficult to tell exactly what 

is going on, but in today's politics 

such ~ubjects for discussion as 

''i• 

I at ion helped·Irish' and Polish and Italian ,ruemt?.ets1()f Cthe 
working .class··in~·~e':to;the :suburbs (where :they,b¢_c·ari.e:Re~ 
publicans)~~i§l~lj.Wl[t£?!ereateiaiJl1asSJ,uP,I)~r0iniJ-

. (ol!lilass1JaJ¥!~onalE'Wliii'felit(G11il'OIWfJM'iP.iesawhoAwant!l 
gg1Y.l!:!gl!!!i1joi@tfili!&IISTii'Qk'Cifiree§<>¥\}lfants'l0ne: top 

. Republiciifl ~orisultant estimates that 35 to 40 perce~t:of.the 
dectorate.:now\vot~s on· a Cluster of issues created b-y· "New 

' . ' , ' . ' '·. ' 

Class'\professionals~abortion rights;· women '.s,rights;·the 

environment, health care, and education>He calls.luhe :mil­

Iary cluster.';The.political theorist ·Jean Bethke:EJsijtain calls 

it, more revealingly, .''real politi~s." . . ·.·~· il ·. Jl) 

-~nd1"'1i thtilii§Ine}Y)IandS"/ra"fifii'S"Sii&JR'e'P.iJI5li<tanPiaj 

y~ntoriuge»l&l]! Because of the Reagan victory, \the pemo·­

·crats went through·the·period of globalization and the.end of 

communism amid self~doubt and soul-searching. The ex­

perience left them a supple pmty that 'quickly became' famil­

iar with .the Hillary cluster. Biii.Ciinton's ideology here is 

,., 
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·• ,, 
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Communist imperia.lism and wei- .. .. , ~. 

1

, 

fare queens have been replaced by ... ;. · ... . .. · : .. ·. . · · · , · · ::.'' ~· .. ~, ·. :. '::1 

ig!¥1rigtl't~lw:0menli!ilih~EI0.tk"Pl~i~t~Iism,;an,d," . n~e~sarily~a~ i.richoate one, and in his heart dr.he~s'lie rr;~y · :1 

«mml(iU®1'ltin~s¢]issuesi!.h$!Wi&A'Imd££0JWWar~In be to the left of whiirett~hie~cioiun~t~ry~is~··iii;IEI!~ ., 
1984 the Republicans held a convention that was at times .~·.:::.!'.! 
cheerily anti-homosexual, and triumphed at the polls. In 1992 

the party was puni~hed for a Houston convention at which .. •••.-.!l"~ilil~il!iiii!ilil 
Pat Buchanan made his ostensibly less controversial remarks are no~ "fer." 0r. "against" ga¥J ;

1

:1

1 about culture war. Reagan's Interior Secretary James Watt ~Yltlf§jfaY,orle;q~!!mfaJJijjbuttthentdrawetheyineij 

once teasingly drew a distinction between ~'!iberals'' and · \g~y~Sii!Jith]Imilj~. They're for AIDS-research funding"'-'-out 1·1 

"Americans" while discussing water use, and j:mshe9 a plan think gays are pushing their agenda too fastfA'mer.ieilns!areniV li 
to allow oil drilling on national wildlife re~uges:·By J997 the 'if6rjtp.!ljggainstfennir0riinentalisml11pey .belie;e·ihat gl~b~ 1jl 
New Jersey Republican Party was begging itsl.eaders to im~ al warming is going· on-'-',.but waffle on whetht?rmajor steps 

prove the party's image by joining the Sierra'Club. :. should be take~ ·to block· it.: They have shown' a toler~mc~ for l 
This is in part a story of howt~:qeFessfiilfit~.~~l{[i:§lftQili~i~J paying more taxes t~ pr~tect the;enyi~pfl~e,nt; -?}~~.f~~ ,ii~t.it :.: 

c;~~·JusLas Roosevelt's and Trum~~l~ I,ab?r legis" . a~ tlieir.I;l'o.l ,co~~~~:'(:Pe~ a~~ed by polh~rs, · · :;., ,j : .. " :· i 

. :?x? .. .. , , ~ 71 II 
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... Such jagged political fault li~es m~k~ Americans' ideology without teiling people w_hose policies they are, they approve of-

look· ambiguous by old definitiqns.: In fact,: the Boston Uni- them.' So what! Voters are merely making judgm<:!nts based on 

- ve·rsity sociologist ~!a_n?W0lfeod0uhfs::Wfieiiler th~_oid_politrity_3 the credibilitY of the party as an institution. And they're right 

W3~f::0;psfrvatiWs_:.and~]iberals":;is anx longer,meaningful* at ·. . In 1980 I knew if people understood what many liberal Dem­

least:orr the increasingly important cultural issu~s-~- ocr~ts really wanted, our vote w_?,_uld go down." .. · . 

(m.iWiliSiWhether.•th'!'s;blenaiilg:Of c<;mser;v.a:tiyes_an(J'IitJerul~ ~~pk,@fe'IfindTRgto'Ut~that:the:Republicans.don:t want a~yJ 
'i~gfleninganhe·R~i:ty~~,~ether~presioent Cliiffiil'lnas_::v C!!furg:·at•all~!b'ebnan~to_:r_ei._eJec.t_eno_tJgi:1:&fJheir)IJ5!mbers_tQ} 
ef(t:~~efl:~:;~ooleS;ilechang~Rartp Ed Goeas and other ~jQY.irig~ttl'e!fruifs.of.a.congression~l~jOri!Y]Lacking a 

Republic~n pollsters say there's no indication that Clinton is voice on the new 199_Qs issues, the Republicans are retreating 

enticing people back to the Democrats: The best evidenc-e; . to _the issues on whi<;:h they used to have a· voice. In this they 

however, from 1996 exit polls is that the Democrats are no r~semble those "boomerang kids" who after their first career 

longer a liberal party-or at least~~{¢1eSs:lio~i:aYTflliil;) reversal return home in their late· twe-nties to live with their 

t~t:;1Repuljli<::fins ,are.conseryative~~8:Rer&efit,ofRe- parents~ Republicans are going home to Ronald Reagan but 

1P@JiP.UH~~t'Q.entifij!•tllJ<!Jf_&eLv,1s~(lsj,conser.vatiY.~.'Onl~ are finctlng.that theirs is no longer the only house on the block 

~].P~ts.@_erft1fy~~h-iselves as li5erar) . promoting the most popular part of his agenda-free-market 

To the\R~it doesn't much matter. They've missed . economics. They're finding that there's nothing to do around 

all of this, and @_@!i~to•.<::ampai'g~gai~Cth?Democrat~ the house except dress up their old ideas in the clothes of Clin-. 

· · tori it~ insincerity. Where is the 

broad argument of a "natural ma­

jority" here? 

There is none: The Republicans 

are too conservative: their defer­

ence to their southern base is per­

suading muchof the country.that 

their vision is a sour and crabbed 

one. But they're too liberal, too, 

as their all-out retreat from shrink­

ing the government indicates. At 

the san-i'e time, the Republicans 

have passed none of the refornis . 

that ingratiated the party with the 
·V ~ 

"radical riliddle."c'!!h]~~~~li?i' ~ 

~'l\l~'~g(g"g;~4J~PJQ.bl~11_1~is~not:thejf- Tr 

. . 

~~~i~tJimijWCaF!Y'r·and;_hiz;g 
¥nd"ri'iy#'aglfirtstf6t6'r'ge McGo~emJand-nis foreign. policy!] 

(]gaii1si~JesseJiili!o<""Scii17ii'itd:tlis urban policy . .,They treat the past 

tw9 ·preside~tial elections-'-the ·worst_ back-to-back disasters 

that-either party has suffe.red since Roosevelt clobbered Her­

b~i-t Hoover and A If Landon in 1932 and l93~as aberrations, 

much as certain Democrats throughout the eigh~es insisted that · 

the,_ only ~'typical" eledions·since·Truman were· in 1960 and 

l976:Accordingto Jim Chapin, for decad!'!s·a New YorkDem­

ocrritic. activist and now the senior policy adviser to the city's 

public· advocate, ''Republicans remi~d me 6f us in the late sev­

~ntie_s and early eighties. They say, 'If. you lat?ur policies out 

72 

ci;cj~to'g:yJh>'ltt'Ktfi'i: i ~ 1l~c!C 0 f~ ~ 
Stigmatized as rightists, behav-

ing like leftists. and ultimately 

standing for nothing. they're in 

the worst of all possible worlds. 

That's why the Republicans 

have spent the past several months 

waiting for a Clinton scandal to 

blossorri. Like the Democrats of the 1970s, ttiey are now the 

p~rty with a stake in institutional disruption and bad news. · 

And their resemblance tci the corrupt dynasty they overthrew 

does not stop there. mh·eir, .P..!l!i!o/. is n'@Wi'di[eCfiC!f)·l~~~;::-with! 

£Pri_IY-{t'@0Ki'll!ito re.<> . .'omnie'nd~i'0.1ii1St;1Benri:rY.i~p]llitj] 
.(ftifinglthe•·e'/<:<::e'Sses; .. of its opponenti{;,:,-iec·olld, tiiggi~J!i? 
~gn~finarice.;sy,stein'"fo.!!protect.itsjh~umbency_long_l!ffl 
~~c'eh~g@'tTif¥~LC!eits~tbat~t.fuiuld_justit:Y..:.ili90!i1ill 

(be'ncy.4Ttle R,rlwblican"lP,:a'tty .i:~ <n1 :(i!;>s~llcsc~ It may 

continue to n;le, di~guised as a majority by electoral :leg­

crdemain. But it will be a long timc bcforc thc party is again 

able to rule from a·place.in Americans' hearts. ~ ·;'; . 
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If you want to know who's behind the turmoil in the Republ 

Republicans will supply you with a long list. 
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Party, 

Some blame House Speaker Newt Gingrich, while others the House leaders 
who conspired with rebels to ~verthrow him. Some point to moderates who dilute 
the ·party's message, o.thers to right-wingers· whose message would drive the party 
into political oblivion. Some accuse conservative commentators and columnists, 
saying they lack loyalty and discipline. The commentators their critics 
won't face unpleasant facts. And all Republicans blame President Clinton for . 
craftily stealing their issues. 

But there is a common thread to many of'the complaints, .and it transcends the 
failures of particular indivtduals or strategies. Since the 1996 
elections, &.~- .··who· once prided themselves on big and big 
commitments -- (h~~~}'it';~k,.f1G3k,?J1'llli:h:~t~):.:0:-say-·or,-whe·:r:.e-t-e-;-1ead .. ]D 

This view comes from many varieties 
from interviews last week: 

Republican. Consider this testimony 

,r,e'is...:~.:11~a·ffe.~shi~~va'c.l.!.utn; a-na . ~n_:f~ii.':Qgiear • vac].lum'' t·rra:t'B"~bt>dy·•·s-b.un.v 
-0.:r:r·r·.r:,_,._. ,$.2li.:..1;lYReP.. Scot:t-Klug {R;wi'~)'""tP a moderate on some issues and · 

conservative on others. "We've lost a lot of our visionabout what we're going 
to do in.the next two years." 

"The 1994 election was a big election, but there:s n~ denying that it was 
primarily a negative election," said William Kristol, '"editor of the:conservative. 
Weekly Standard. ·"The task of is to take a mandate, whether 
it was 1789 in France or 1932 in America, and turn it into a .phsitive mandate. 
It seems pretty clear t~at the Republicans:~~{led at that." 

They failed, of c6urse, when they failed: to oust Bill Clinton in 1996. As 
Kristol never stopped reminding audiences for two years after 1994, 
congressional election victories can be transforming only when -they eventually 
lead to a takeover of the p~esidency. The Democrats' bi~ gains in the 1930 
congressional elections ·did not mark the beginning of a long Democratic Era. 
Franklin-D. Roosevelt's victory in 1932 did that. 

1:' 
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The GOP's 1996 defeat opened the way for the rebirth of factionalism, as 

defeat always does. (Af~e-r.c-;t·he"'"~±ec~~2;7~~!2-~~~ijl~~..JP·~~+~~e~~""7"L~ny-;-~qb_:r::iz_~.o_did_jp 
-~.~.tJk<;l-·ku~.ar.the<?--f.l:v:e_warrli1g_fac.t.lpn•s~in-t:lie P.a'rty:~-H~~'""J;aD'e'-l'e"d"'EH"em-·supp:J:yw 

~rst,'"'TdefTc:lf\'fiaWJ<s,"ljfora-ri-s t·s-, -cu-J:t ura-rpopu-l:"i·s t-s-::<and-progre s s·:tve·s~ Whether 
Republicans bought Fabrizio's labels or not, it was hard to refute h±s argument 
that these are not the glorious Reagan days. 

Wfia.tt~gRa.w,s-a't"?R:~pu:bri-e:·ans~t~o:-tht"s-da:y-i-s:-~cnn:toh-::man_e::~;:_e~-t-hem;----:andlP 
t~mCl.·Jile-uvere.a'-'-fnemse·I:_\C_e_s_,_in~o- a st:rat:egy: t:fiat: g_uaranteed-Cl.inton•-s::. . 
rl.eae:ret::N.on_~lil_q~ly_co.s.t:.._them_t:ti.eirHcmse-maj·ori-ty~ 

Key players in this drama were members of the Class of 1994, the 
"revolutionaries" for whom compromise was a concept born in a corrupt and 
despoiled Washington. It's hard to remember now what heroes those new members 
were to the entire Republican party when they first arrived. They. seemed to 
vindicate .what had long been Gingrich's thesis: that an older and amiable 
Republican party leadership had been too accommodating to Washington's ways 
which, in the end, were .the ways of Democrats· and the New Deal. The new guard 
believed that confrontation in pursuit of total victory was no vice and 
compromise in pursuit of re-election was no virtue. 

Gingrich not only drew energy from the rebels but set entirely new 
expectations for what a speaker should be a~d what he should do. As the main 
architect of the Republican triumph -- the one Republican who never stopped 
thinking about tomorrow and the victory it would bring -- he had this right, and 
he seized it. For a while, he displaced Bill Clinton as .ihe main voice in 
Washington, taking on the aura of President Gingrich. 

The combination of the uncompromising freshmen and the highly exposed 
Gingrich proved a killer for the Republicans once they decided to fight Clinton 
on the 1995 budget and shut the government down -- twice. The supreme confidence 
of the freshmen forced the leadership to stick to a confrontational strategy. 
Gingrich had been so successful in establishing himself as Washington's supreme 
figure that he and his party were _blamed for the shutdowns. 

"The government shutdown ient shivers through the party and that created more 
doubt among anti-government Republicans because they were so confident when they 
pushed the shutdown that it would work," said Peter Wehner, policy director for 
Empower America, a conservative advocacy organization. "The confidence grew from 
a belief that government was so unpopular that people would cheer. And they 
didn't." 

If any~ne seemed to learn from the failure, it was Gingrich himself, who 
regularly lectures all who will listen on the distinction among tactics, 
strategy and long-term objectives. If confrontation didn't work, then victory 
would have to come more slowly and by other means. 

Republicans who missed an opportunity to make a deal with Clinton in 1995 
wouldn't miss it again in 1997. Who could complain if Republicans won Clinton's 
blessing for some of their most cherished goals -- tax cuts, especially in 
capital gains, and a balanced budget? 

This view, says Rep. Christopher Shays (R-Conn.), a Gingrich ally, is simply 
common sense. "We only have·a margin of 11 votes in a body where 435 people 
vote," he said. "We still want to reduce the size of government and cut taxes, 
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but we can't move as quickly as we want to because we don't have the White House 
and the Sena·te is more cautious." 

One person's compromise, however, is another's sell-out. GOP dissidents speak 
of Gingrich as liberal Democrats speak of Clinton: Each side worries its leader 
is too ready to cave. 

Here is where tactics and strategy collide with vision. Some Republicans, 
such as Sen. Phil Gramm (R-Tex.), thought the budget didn't include enough 
spending cuts and falsely promised balance. Adyocates of radical tax reform, 
such as former GOP presidential candidate Steve Forbes, saw the ta~ cuts as 
penny ante. 

Within the House, Mcintosh said, conservatives would at least like ·to see the 
Republicans "fight and fight and fight" and then "compromise at the very last 
minute." There is nothing wrong, in Mcintosh's view, with standing up for 
principle by sending Clinton a budget bill even if it is absolutely clear he 
will veto it. 

But Republican revolutionarie~ aren't ~s fashionable as they used to be. "A 
lot of the people who are going after Newt Gingrich are the same people who 
would have had him go further in the government shutdown," said Fabrizio. "Where 
would they have left the party? The revolutionaries thought when were 
elected that they were given Superman uniforms and they were impervious to pain. 

're not." 

"Some believed they were especially anointed to define what the righteous 
course was for the party," said Rep. Rick Lazio (R-N.Y.). Lazio sees the recent 
attempted coup as stemming in part in Gingrich's break with other Republican 
leaders in opposing the strategy that turned the Disaster Relief Bill into the 
Republican Political Disaster Act of 1997. Republicans tacked on their 
ideological extras, courting Clinton's veto. Clinton vetoed and won the 
public-relations fight almost exactly as he did in 1995. 

If the recent leadership struggle were simply an internecine House matter --
power politics with pungent personalities - it might not mean much. And 
some of the objections to Gingrich have nothing to do with ideology. Even his 
supporters worry that his unpopularity will harm Republicans in 1998. Some 
complain of his taking decisions and deals without consultation. And it says 
something that every one of Gingrich's top .lieutenants was sufficiently 
dissatisfied with him that were either complicit in the effort to topple 
him, or willing to entertain that possibility. It says something about them,. but 
also about him. 

But the Gingrich coup fiasco is also a symptom of the Republican idea vacuum 
described by Klug and others. "It's hard for our generals to maintain leadership 
when they can't point a direction, when they can't say what to for," said 
Alex Castellanos,· a Republican consultant. 

"It's not the lack of an agenda there are a lot of items on the agenda," 
said Wehner. "The problem is that there isn't a lot of passion about two or 
three items on the agenda." 

But there is passion in the inside-the-party battles over what those two or 
three items will be. The divide between libertarians and social conservatives 
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has never gone away, and Clinton gave it a new OJ2portunity to play out when he 
nominated Republican Gov. William Weld of Massachusetts to be ambassador to 
Mexico. Sen. Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), as conservative on social issues as Weld is 
not, has vowed to block Weld's appointment. Odds are Helms will win, but not 
before Weld .has a chance to expose divisions on issu.es such as abortion that 
Republicans keep trying to bury. "In plain language, I am not Senator Helms's 
kind of Republican," Weld said earlier this month. "I do not pass his litmus 
test on social policy. Nor do I want to." 

Those divisions aside, even the Republican standbys that Gingrich emphasizes, 
such as smaller government, don't pack the same punch they did three years ago. 
Adam Meyerson, editor of the Heritage Foundation's magazine, Policy Review, 
thinks that conservatives are in better shape than they seem and that Americans 
appreciate the "general direction" of the small government agenda. But "they 
aren't necessarily on board with the steps for getting there," he said. In other 
words, Americans like "small government" as an l.dea and many government programs 
as a fact. 

This problem has been aggravated by Clinton, who stole Republican rhetoric 
("the era of big government is over") while defending popular programs -­
against Republicans. The result, says Castellanos, is that the perceptions of 
Republicans are pushed "ever farther to the right and we fall off the edge." 

Gingrich weathered the storm for now because most Republicans accept, if 
often grudgingly, that a party hemmed in by Clinton and a small majority can 
only do so much. And Republicans showed signs of toughening their negotiating 
stance on the budget, which makes rebels such as Mcintosh happy. That's why the 
.GOP's clear-the-air meeting last week turned into a teary, self-help session. 

But this strategy -- summarized by Klug as "not making waves so we can win 
re~election in 1998" -- ultimately won't satisfy Republicans who thought they 
had a big idea with the Contract With America, and knew they had·one when Ronald 
Reagan talked about the struggles of the Cold War. 

Mcintosh still points to the unfinished contract as a. model and wants to push 
deregulation, legal reform and popular items such as an end to the marriage 
penalty in the tax code. 

But Krista~ sees the contract as "kind of thin" and lacking in "an underlying 
thesis the way Progressives had a thesis or Roosevelt had a thesis or Reagan in 
his way had a thesis." 

Kristol's thesis is "a call to national greatness," described in a manifesto 
written by his Weekly Standard colleague, David Brooks. Brooks criticizes the 
Republicans' "blanket hostility to government" and even takes on the devolution 
of power from Washington to the states. "Certain government services may be 
delivered more efficiently from Albany, Harrisburg or Sacramento," Brooks wrote, 
"but ultimately, America's purpose can find its voice only in Washington." 
Turning to Teddy Roosevelt for inspiration, the greatness enthusiasts would have 
the United States pursue an expansive foreign policy, including more a critical 
approach to China. 

The Roosevelt aroma of some of these ideas may make them more appealing to 
Democrats than Republicans. Kristol acknowledges that the greatness theme 
rankles two of the most important groups of Republicans trying to impart a 

-------------------------
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vision to the party. Libertarians (activist Grover Norquist's "leave us alone" 
coalition) see the idea· as a conservative rationaie for big government. A group 
that might be called Civil Soci~ty Republicans -- they tout the value of local: 
community and voluntary, church-based action against poverty -- rejects the 
brand of nationalism Brooks e.xtols. Mcintosh and Castellanos think the 
Republicans' big idea will ultimately arise from a synthesis of the 
anti~government and civil society views. 

In a speech last week, Gingrich described· the thrill that Barry Goldwater's 
classic, "The Conscience of a Conservative," sent through the ranks of the 
conservative movement. It may be comforting to Republicans that Goldwater's 
thesis was as divisive for the party in his day as any of the ideas now floating 
around. Republican infighting didn't start with the move to bring down Gingrich. 

• • f ,. 

But Republicans thought they had settled their ideological battles, thanks 
first to Reagan and then the contract. In fact, neither settlement endured. The 
Republicans can't live without a big idea, and can't seem to find one. And so 
they feud. 

E.J. Dionne is a· Washington Post columnist and senior fellow at.the Brookings 
Institution.' 
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LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE: July 27, 1997 



REPUBLICANS AND DEMOCRATS 

ARE STRUGGLING TO COME UP 
. J . WITH GALVANIZING ISSUES FOR 

THIS YEAR'S CAMPAIGNS . . 

The Parti€s Adrift 
By RI c H A R [) E' GOH EN AND J A i\1 E s A' BARNEs • 

'· 

t's a few days after Easter, and the inner s;:u1ctums of 

the Capitol are quiet. House and Senate members 

'"~ll soon return from recess. Sitqng in his offlce, a 

liQJ2"'"l=Iouse · Re.p.ublitan.:.,~jdfTis..:.l5hii1Las .. Ji.:e tal@ 

about-:the~,uEcoming-:-November:-electimits:.::\"rd-on~t) . · 

cthitrkwehave·a str;itegyr' s.ays the staffer, whose' as~ignment 

is to help come up ~th oi1e.C.:.'Wehave-rio-p(ogram:-A.q-d·we)' 
. . 

(don1Jiav,e .. our_act.toge.ilier.JNearby in the Capitol, another 

senior aide-·this one a Democrat- says mtlCh the same 

thing about his own party. "No one here is engaged on issues 

like intetbational trad,e, welfare . reforn1 a11d the budget. · 
' . .. - . . . . . 

Candidates can decide on theit~·ownwhichway to go." · · .· · 

· With the midterm e lection s a littl e . m o r e thai1 six 
mon ths away, b o th ·parties i.n Congress arc adrift.. Re· 
publicans lack th e ir o ld revolu tio n ary zeal. De mocrats 
have had. trouble articulating a unifying agenda. Neithe r 
pa ny has se ttled on a fonnula · for November. Repub­
licans, wit.h their attacks o n tobacco compani~s a nd 
health insurers, sou.nd li ke Democrats. De mocrats: taking 

Consider. the contrast to o ther e lectio n yea rs: in 1992 , · 
De mocr;its capitalized o n the Bush-erarece~sion ; .in 1994, 
R.e j)~rbli cans ,won ·comrol o f· Congress by a ttacking Clin­
ton' s ea rly stumble·s, n ot<'rbly his ·big-government ·health 
reio rm plan; in 1996, De mocrats fo ught back by railing 
against the governme nt shutd own and o ther missteps of 
the ove rly aml)itio us Republican revolution . 

cr'hi s yea r , the.re 's n o thing · a cue from Preside nt Cline . . 
ton , have moved to the cen­
ter and so m e times sou nd 
like Republi ca ns. Ancl ·the 
publi c, h ea r' t:e n ed by the· · 
booming economy, record 
.stock ni,a r ke t gai n s and 
de c linin g c rim e rate s , · 
seems indiffci'en t. 

Compared \Vith the polit­
ica l turbul e n cc ·of recent 
years, these calm seas make 
for un c'h artc d territo ry. 

c • 

· 9 1 <i ~l\'-'t:...t~c., ... "..,,_,_ ' .1-(:l .. t.Ltt .:N .. "cr:::=c;_:iT;~ 

If the election for Congress 
- were being held today, do 

you think·you would vote for 
the Democratic candidate in 
your district 9r for the· 
Republican candidate? 

compa rable~n o galva ni zin g 
i s~ues . T h a t. may n o t: be bad for 
gove rn ance. But for politi cs, it 
can be u·nse ttling. 

·. Republ ican s, with th e ir 227-
205 advantage in the House and 
55-45 advantage in the Se n a t'e, 
have the inost a t stake. Thus Jar, 
they'Ve o pte d _for a play-it-safe 
·Strategy th a t a ppea rs to put a 
h ighe r premium oil avoiding mise 

·. takes than Oil pushing new initia· 

.. ~ -' r 

.-­•L 
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tivc~. The a~~11111ptio11 is that voters have liulc rc1son to 
throw out iiiCtlmbeitts-ancl won't. "Congre~~ reflect~ the· 
co111tti'V ... ~aid Rep . .John A: Boehner 'of Ohio, the chair­
man <if the House Republican Conference. "rvlmt Amcri­
cut~ arc tuned out of '"'ashington. Thing·s arc good, so· 
they wa11t 11s to leave them alone .... Plus, the President is 
AWOL with his own problems." 

But there are risks. "1 f the objective is 'Don't rock the 
boat. let's all get reelected on our [poll]. nltmber< that's 
not the way Republicu'ts usually campaign,'' said Don 
Fierce. a veteran GOP strategist and lobbyist. "We like to 
run more on princi'ples and issues, and right' nnw, the out-

side-the-lkltway Republican activists 

c'andidate.s. Much of the Dcmoi:rat~' lib.er<tl b<tsc is still 
rankled by Clinton's decision last )'ear to work with Repub­
licans on the budget and ott Etst-t.rack ·trade legislation. 

UnLil just recently, the coming congressional clectiotts 
seemed destined to yield the status quo in both chambers. But 

· now even Republicans acknowledge that the stakes are higher 
and that control of t.he House could well be up for grabs. Still, 
some insiders caution that the hand-wringing within both par­
ties is an insi~le-thc-lkltway phenomenon, irrelevant to t.he 
bt-and-happ)' l)ublic-and to most. cmdidates. 

'There is'an echo chamber here, which includes Repub­
lican ·insiders, media con~ultants and the leadership of 

t.he program, ~~·hat's the agenda?'" li'\-.L....----~----.:~~~:~~::~~~~:__jllllllll Leaders of the Religious Righi 1< 

the Republican coalit.ion if the party docs not fight more 
vigorously f(>r their agenda, which stresses social and f~tmi-

l~~sL~es.~::<:W-W11iTCH~I1Cipef~IS'CcfiOil~pes i~ 
qu>pes_y:-w.ll)JU!.!g t.he Sll(;port of the Reltgtous~Rtght-Jn3'> 
(2fJ.OO . .;,r I here is no quest.ton that the conservauvc-base 

wants us to do more," said Rep . .John Linder of Georgia, 
chairman of the National Republican Congressional Com­
mittee (NRCC). "If' we don't. ac't, they will be grumpy." 

Democrats have done a slightly bcttcrjob of 1illlffling 
their int.ernal differcttccs, but some wondei- whether their 
campaign rnessage will be heard. Already the sex scandal 
swirling around Clinton ha~ "suckedaiot of attention" 
awa)' front Democratic efforts over the past. three months 
t.o communicate a strong aget\da, noted C:me senior Senate 
Democratic aide. 

Democrats also remain worried that Clinton again will 
strike bipartisan legislat.ive deals that imdercutDemocrat.ic' 

director. "It matters be-
cause it affects the press and.campaign contribL!tors .... 
But there always has been a huge disconnect between 
\'Vashington and the t-e<il world." 

UNCERTAIN TIMES 

The hesit<lnt prelude to the campaign should be no sur­
prise to those who have been watching Congress during 
the past 18 months. In the House, the Republicans can 
exercise their slen~lcr majority only if various Col>. factions 

·go along. "We don't have the majority to do anythit1g on 
our terms," said a senior Republican aide. 

· And party discipline is weak because the Speaker was 
wounded by ethics violations and a subsequent GOP insin-rec­
tion. "When all of your top leaders hate each other, it's a real 
problem to reach agreement" on political strategy, said a top 
aide to House Minority Leader Richard A. Gephardt, D-Mo. 
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In t.hi: S<'l\:11<'. where ilw Republicans' 111:1j<>ri1y is :1 hit 
more C<llnf<>ruhlc and their ranks arc less divided. low­
proli.lc COl' leaders have done little to adva11Cc their chief 
priorities. Even 1110dest Republican initi:l!.ives h:1vc been 
blocked ll\· the ·l:i Senate Democrats,.who h:111d tog"<:ther 
io g·ain nl:;xim11111 leverage under the Scn:ne niles .. 

I{cpnbliclllo' :dsu'ha1;c been cautious bcc1nsc oF the 
investigation of Clinton by independent COUIIScl Kcn11e1h 
W. Surr. Because Clinton has held on to his sky-high poll 
rating·clcspite the scandal, GOP lawmakers II'OIT)' 1h:11 criti­
cism of the l'rr:sidcnt could backlirc. Bm the~"ll be furr:cd 
0111. into the open if and when Starr presents his rcpon to 
the House. The political stakes will soar if t.hc evidence 
supp'uns :111 in1pcachment inquiry. · 

In thi,; 11netTL1in t:l·n·ir<Jnmcill, each p:1r1v finds it,;clf 
Ldling back 011 the tried-and-true in cr:1fting it,; n:nion;;l 
cnnpaign rhc1nes. "The message of 'Less gc>vernmenl and 
n1ore freedom· succeeds," said Linder, the Honse COP 
campaign boss. "It's instinet.ivcly the conscrv;1tivc mes­
sage." Republican Rep. Bob Inglis, who is challenging Sen. 
Ernest F. Hollings, D-S.C., is one candidate who's using 
conser\•ative talking points.' "Most. govi:rnment. problems 
stem from people's reluctance to t.ake responsibility,'' 
Inglis said during a recess appearance in his home state. ' 

l'he Democrats also have seized upon some ,;Id strate­
gies. Take Sen. Patty Murray, D-\~lash., who first won elec­
·tion in 1992 by selling herself as just a regnlar "mom in 
tennis shoi::s" who wanted to help out "real people.'' She's 
sounding a similar theme in her reelect.ion bid this year. 
"That mom in tennis shoes is still t;tking on the JlOwerful," 
Murray said on a recent campaign swing. 

Sometimes, though, the old rhetoi·ic doesn't. match cur-

~.-,.. ren·t.· ~.·~:.'_ ity. Con.·si .. cle .. ·T. Ot.le familiar bauleg.roun. d: th~ bud~ 
~- get. tWt~li""Tlmlan:!=ed..,budget-deal-passed-Iasq•e<lf-<lm:l-tfb? 

1 • (dcfic·ictoTre_t._o_vei~--fhe GOP-isr;QW struggling to figure oup 
~ 1.') fivharit'Si'iC\V'budget (:ii'inrities·are. (See nd1iter!Stm)';}J':-922jy 
~ y CR<':pnbltcans·are"tn~getteral-agFe~ment~abottt .... taxGs-t:he):::> 

I . ~-~i; 

I 

~wa 11 t;rh--errr-1 ower : tl.t.d3i nt!tLB=Lin t-tlt ey-h;n'C-)':C:t_t6_agn'?e 
tOIFwhat~cx:Cct'IY:"":t<>j)TiSit-for-in-I·9~l9Somc Repttblictlts 
have talked about funding tax cuts out. of the budget sur­
plus, while oth~:rs want ro pay f<.>r cuts with money raised 
from a tobacco -settlement. Some advocate flat tax rates :IS 

wav to simplifi• the code. while others warit. to scrap the cur­
re/ll system a;td instil.tttc a national sales tax. 'There's no 
consensus internally in the party 011 what. direction t.o take 
on that," said GOP pollster Glen Bolger. "It's hard t.o draw 
dist.inctions with the Democrats, when internally we don't 
know, as a pany. how to be unilied 011 the issue." 

Blurring the lines between the panics even more is the 
calculation of manv 1\epuhlicans that they can profit politi­
cally by co-opting some traditionally Democrat.ic t.hcmes 
and making them their own. The public, for instance. 
seems to bc.disench:mted with managed care health insur­
ance companies and with Big Tobacco, and many GOP 
lawmakers arc pursuing legislation Lo impose tougher reg­
ulations on both-even though Republicans in t.he past 
have been allies of those industries. (See Telated slmies, fiji. 
924-25.) And even though most Republicans oppose m<~jor 
campaign finance reform, GOP leaders have been forced 
Lo schedule Senate and House debate this year. 

Republicans acknowledge that. they must work harder to 

stay consistently "on message." A House GOP leadership 
;]ide said: "Dick Cephardt is like an automaton who has 
kept saying the same thing for 10 years. We don't operate 

_the same way as Democrats .... We are afraid of repeaLing 
ourselves. But ouressent.ialmessage is valid, and voters are 
looking for it.." .. 

Democrats, for the most part, are touting the themes that. 
. Clinton omlined in his StaLe of the Union message in late 
January, including a minimum-wage increase and expanded 
Medicare coverage. Even though the legislative prospects 
appear dim for many of the President's proposalS, party 
strategists see t.he agenda as a psychological boost for 
recruiting candidates and raising money. 

Democrat.s, who have been able Lo sel aside 

1r t.heir·own internal differences on 
uch as trade and wclEu'e reform, have 
11round ·a m9stly moderate message for 
campaig11. (;l:-d-0tr'nhin·k-we:re-all-Ne_Jv. 
ra t:s;-bu t:-1-t:hink;-th at:-th e-su rp lu s-and:;> 
~ic growtl'i'"'tha_t:~we've-enjoycd-h~ 
:_Q.ndged_much_Q[Jhe g!!p beti~QL!-he 

,IJ..l.QCr<{ts and-th-e-New+kmQcrat.s;) said 
·;nic media consultant Anita Dunn. 
just as Republicans are frustrated by 
ck of cuuing campaign themes, Dcmo­
ce the s;une problem.· "Issues become 
t.on issues when there is heat, and you 
e heat. wit.h friction," said Democrat.ic 
r Fred Yang. "If the Republicans arc 
n [an issue like legislation regulating· 

;d care], what. kind of friction is there? 
1 criticize them for coming on board 

late, but they are there." 
Consider the Scnat.e race in New 

York. Republican Sen. AlfiHtse M. 
D'Amat.o is a leading sponsor of' 
t.he. health care legislation. While 
t.he Democratic hopefuls, Rep. 
Charles E. Schumer and Geraldine 
A. Ferraro, can ll')' t.o portray t.hcm-
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selves ;ts 111on: vigorous !han D'Am;~lq 
in c!Lt111pioning patient rights, their 
;~biJii.)'.IO IISC the issue is IIIU!Cd. 

i\11 hough. some Democrals privatch· 
cott<:cdc 1ha1 the Monica Lewinsky 
sctti<Ld h;~s turned the sporligln. ai,•ay 
frnnt rl1e Detnocratic- lcgisbtii•c ;~gctt­
da, Rep. t\(trtin Frost, D~Tcxas, sees it 
dillercnt.lv. "Quite frankly, I'm surprise• 
llhe Lewinsk)' swry] has had no impact< 
pnlilical 1hings we'rc.doing," said Fro s 
cliaii'IILIII of 1he Democratic Congrc" 
C;nn pa ig·n Comm i Lice. "People arc in teres 
Washington as i1 reLucs 10 their dailv lives. 

COMPROMISE V. STALEMATE 

How Republicans manage their challen ~ 

Capitol Hill i11 the next two months will J::,. 

ci.;d to how the campaign plays out. One.< 
fur the GQP would be 10 cut deals with 0 
on son1C'kcy issues. Tha~ could deprive 
;ni<lcfile Dcmocrals of some campaign u 
poims. But the blurring of distinctions bo 
the panics could dampen. vo(er turnout, ; ~ 

Republicans as ,,,ell as Democrats. 
lti the wake of the federal government 

downs o'r I 'l~l!i-~Hi, Republicans tried trJ 
their image by agreeing to Democratic I 
ctre ;n1d minimum-wage propos;)ls. _Thi, 
House Speaker Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., an• 
ale Majority Leader Trent Lr)u, R-Miss., ar 
tending they will not truckle to·the DenH 
agenda. But some rank-and-file Repub 
seem to be taking a different approach. Tl-~. 

by Re.p. Charlie Non•mocl, R-Ga., mandating 
more rights for managed care patients, is the most notable show that "they don't want a resolution of the problem, 
example. they want_a political issue." 
r.Gqmpiicati!lg:!ll~:rs-f<~t::J3.epubli_c_;nu:;n:e:.tlre::pcilitical::::::.:;.,. On several kq' issues pending in Congress, i1 might 

GTiil'iiJi_o.ils.of.:tllCII:lead<.ii'S.-Witll-Ging~plol'ilig-a-i)l'es-:::;:;:,. seem that agreements are withi'n reach. Last year's historic 
.d'iiCTifiarl'iicL.and-'-val:ious.scn.ioi:..I=IOIISe;-R~~publican:s~]'6Gkey::? tobacco seu.lement, for example, seemed to open the door 
fiDg;:'f:oi..J.b.e~Iffilcrship_p_osts_tibLwould..:oE~E.::~I-9Y.iiT[!Jjj_--.;.> ·to broad legislation in that area; the recent slew of bank 
de_,J~it·r~ure-;-c~i.o.ns_to-the-opposi.l,ion-c=amp;-6o.i.tld:) mergers appeared to bode well for the enactment of a 
~'],\'t{:';:GOP·stalwarts? long-sought banking deregulatiori effort; and the continu-

Democrat.ic incumbents, meanwhile, also face conflicts ing surge of revenue to the federal Treasury ought. t.n 
when deciding whether it is wise t.o baner with the Repub- make it.. easier for Congi·css to agree on fiscal priorities. 
licans. On the one hand, passing bills lets them brag aboul But legislating often doesn't wo1·k so easily, and there arc 
legislative accomplishmellls. On the other, these accom- plenty of opp~H'I.unities for·gridlock on each measure. 
plishments can make it harder for Democrals to argue that 
they need to regain control of the House _in order to 
:tdvance their agenda. 

Clinton, for his part, doesn't face the reelection pres­
sures that in 1996 tnotivated hini to compromise on legi,s­
htion like the welfare reform bill. Despite occasional 
rhetorical bursts, his preoccupation with his legacy may 
prevail over political hardball in propelling him to cooper­
ate with the GOP Congress. "iY-o:LCJ:C:i'i'OGI:c;i]j~Jl!I::I~'J~ 
.lle~s-:not-,iltterested-ii~is_an_wat:s,:..said-a-sGii-ior .... \<Ve~ 
-~.i0i'6fft'CiaJ·wJm req1Le"~te_d_anonyffii.L)~- ''Tb_e_b_es.t_fi.irt'l~ 

)eg;t"cy·ino-ger-stuffciOil'c."};:> 
Another possibility is legislative stalemate, which could 

produce finger-pointing that energizes the base·in each 
parly, bnL also increases the volatility of the election. 
Bochner, for example, contends l.hat recent \\Illite House 
auacks 011 House Republicans over the tobacco lcgislat.ion 

POLL-WATCHING 

As Rq)ublican Hill leaders plot their 1998 campaign 
strategy,- have they been too complacent in assumiug thai 
the growing economy and the public's upbeat mood will 
keep thcin in control of Congress? Some GOP strategists 

·arc beginning toworry that the answer is )'t:S. 

While polls find Congress receiving a high _jub-approv;d 
rating, some recent surveys· also show voters generally 
favoring Democratic congressional candidates in the 
midten;1 clenions. "There is a mismatch belw;;cn the 
Repttl;iicans' strategic assumption and what the polls arc 
showing," said COP. pollster Frederick T. Steeper. 

A March 25-29 survey f(H· the Pew Research Ccn tcr if>r 
The People & The Press shO\\'ed Democrals with a !>2-40 
pe1: cent ;ulvanlage over Repnblicans, while an i\pr.il H-'J 
CNN-Ti111~< magazine poll by Yankclovich l'ari.IHTS Inc: gave 
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Dcmocrals a 4!l-cH1 per cent lead. Hu1 lilc polls arc not llili­
fnrm o11 this point: An April 17-l~l CNN-USA Today poll, 
ontducled by the Gallup Organir.arion Inc., gave Demo­
..:rals only a 46-44 per cenl edge. 

Steeper, whose own n;uional Slln·ey gives Democrats a 
:i!l-:{4 per cent advantage, said, "Any campai).in. even when 
things are going its way in terms of the gcn(:ral mood, tries 
lo identif}' one-or a few-winning issues that it cm.,take 
rhc offensive on." l-Ie added: "Repuhlic:ins are running as 
though they are rest­
ing on their laurds, 
therefore begging 
for an n psel.. '' 

Steeper said he's 
advising his own 
clie1its to be· ''very 
pro:u.:t ive .. on issues. 
Sen. Christopher S. 
(Kit) Hond, R-Mo., 
for instance, plans to 
highlight proposals 
to improve welfare 
reform a.nd deter 
juvenile crime. 

GOP strategist 
Fierce was optimistic 
that the Republican 
majority Gill regain 
its standing among 
the party faithful with a fe\v legislative· 
maneuvers.· 'The only thing we need are 
votes on 'partial-birth' abortion, tax cuts 
and IRS reform, and that will put us right 
where we need to be;'' he said. 

Even if Republican lawmakers are overwhelmingly re­
turned t6 Washington, party strategists worry that the his-. 
torical midterm election pauerns that should assist the 
GOP's nonincumbcnt candidates may elltde them. ".\•\re 
are 'imitating, rather than innovating,'' said Republican 
pollster Steve Lombardo. "It's hard for voters to make a 
choice between the'two j)arties; and ii1 swing districts held 
by Democrats,. I don't think they arc going to switch." 

Gne Republican politic;il consultant, who requested 
anonymit)', said that in this. climate, Democrats had a 
"decent ~hance" to retake the House. "You. do a seat.·hy-· 
scat analysis, and you could see where Democrats could 
come a long way toward retaking control," he said. "And 
with it few things breaking their '''ay, they're in." . 

Normally, a change in control in Congress is precipitat­
ed by one party's making a b;·oad case that the other 
should be tossed out. oi·· pcnvcr. That message h'<micl nir; 
counter to the public's current mood and to its satisfac­
t.ion with·divided control'9fgovernment. It would also nin 
counter to Clinton's aversion to making party-centric 
<tppeals for Democratic candidates. 

·But because the GOP's m;~jority is so na!Tow, the Demo­
crats don't need to push an overtly part.isan argument. this 
hll. "\<\1ith a five or six net increase in open seats, only a 
few [Republican] incumbents would have to lose," said a 
Dem·ocratic party .strategist, "and voters wouldn't even 
rcaliw they arc throwing out the Republicans." 

What Democraiic stnllegists worry abom most in i.hc elec­
t.ion. is_ the shortage .or financial resm,u:ces that party cam­
·paign committees will be able to spend on candidates .. "The 
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big variable \\'Ill he the extent and magnitude of indcpt:n­
dent and party-relater! expenditures in the course of the 
campaign," said Democratic media consultant Tad Devine. 
'The (Illest ion is whether we can compete on that turf. n!~;H 
least. hold Jrhc Republican money machineJ in check." 

And jnst. as Republicans. ai·c worried :thout. motivating 
'their base, Democrats fear t.hal in a historically luw-t.umout. 
election. some (>f their core constituencies may not he t;xcit· 
ed enough about their agenda to march to the polls. "What 

arc we t;tlking :il>ntll 
to the Hispanic com­
munity, blacks :111d 
llOil-CU Jlcg·c-cd liCit­

·~ ed \\'Uillcn)" !<;iid 
~ Democratic pollster 

Celinda C. Lake. 
In the past, Dcil·lO­

crats have made 
gains in midterms by 
rallying older voters, 
mostuotabl)' in the 
1986 campaign when 
they retook the Sen­
ate .. That may not 
work this )'Car. "We 
gi.ve mixed signals 
when we say the sur­
plus is goi1'1g to go 
for Social Security 

ancl.then we say we'll have a commission on 
ent.itlemelll refonn," said Lake. 

In 1996, Clinton's positive agenda was also 
modest and centrist, as his party's is now, but 
the Democrats spurrei.l theirbase to the polls 

by demonizing Gingrich, who now comes across as less· 
threat.eni'ng. "You don't have the fear l~tctor," said Harold 
M. Ickes, the former White House deputy chief of staff who 
was a principal architect of. the President's rc<;lcct.ion cam­
paign. "There arc pe<,j)Je afraid in the abstract, but whether 
there's enough of that to !l)Otivate people to come 0111 in 
record leveL>.:_probably not, on. a national basis. That will 
depend on individual races and candidates." 

A congressional race in Indiana could be a bellwether. 
Evansville city councilwomat) Gail Rieckc·n--:-a Democrat 
who is taking 011 sophomore GCH' Rep . .John N. Hoslenler in 
a swing clistrin-comends: "Voters look to Washington f(Jr 

leader~hip I(H' ;tverage workitig people. If the Republicans in 
Congress bil to gei the job done, it's a mandate for my cmJ­
paign." If Ricck~n's ;.ight, Republicans could be in trouble 
this yca·r. If she's wrong, Republicans will stay in control. 

According to Conncct.ic1tt state Sen. Mark Nielson-the 
likely Republi<:an challenger lO llrst-term Democratic Rep. 
James H. Maloney-the national message may not he so 
important. "Arc there things that Congress could do that 
would be a beuer found;;tion for my canipaign~ Ye;s," 

Nielsen said, "Bmpeople in my district understand the dif­
ference betwe.cn the pcrformance of this Congress and 
what came before it, wheli Democrats were in control." 
.. In l.hc end, this electinrl year may be one that bears o111. 

, th{: maxi Ill of 'fholllas P .. (Tip) O'Neill, the late Speaker of' 
the House, that "All polit.ics is local." In a year in which neic, 
ther party is charting a course for candidates to follow, !.hey 
are all on their own as they try lo navigate the placid political 
currents. •• 



------------------------------------------------------------------

9TH STORY of Level 1 printed in FULL format. 

Copyright 1998 The Washington Post 
The Washington Post 

April 19, 1998, Sunday, Final Edition 

SECTION: OUTLOOK; Pg. C02 

LENGTH: 1225 words 

PAGE 2 

HEADLINE: Dobson's Choice; Why the Conservative Outsider's Agenda Worries GOP 
Leaders 

BYLINE: Benjami:p. Domenech. 

BODY: 
There is an emerging ·force witl)in the Republican Party, a man who, as he 

attempts to alter the party's entire focus, has managed to escape the attention 
of many inside the Beltway. His is dra~n social conservative 
activists. His cause is abortion. And his words these -- about unkept 
promises -- are making.Republican in Congress extremely nervous. 

The man· is James Dobson. 

Dobson's friends and staffers say the recent whirlwind of meetings he held 
with top party leaders here was designed, in the words of an associate, "to give 
the Republicans an opportunity" to change his mind-about the failure of the 
leadership. But "the'Republicans blew their chance." 

Dobson, 62, i~ president of Focus on the Family, a nonprofit Christian 
ministry organization based in Colorado Springs. He is a child psychologist, 
author, father of two, and arguably the most respected man in the social 
conservative movement - more than Pat Robertson, the televangelist founder of 
the Christian Coalition, whom many conservative lobbyists view as weak and 
inept. 

Although Dobson's international radio program reaches nearly 6 million 
listeners every his 14 books on child rearing and discipline have sold 
several million:· , and his film series "A Focus on the ·Family" was watched 
by more than 70 million viewers; his remains that of an outsider in 
Washington. 

Indeed, until recently he was regarded among many on Capitol Hill as a 
bumpkin who.imagines himself a leader. 

Conservatives know otherwise. Republicans such as Reps. Steve Largent of 
Oklahoma, Mark Neumann of Wisconsin and Jim Ryun of Kansas are big Dobson fans. 
Others, such as Republican Sens. John Ashcroft of Missouri, Jesse Helms of North 
Carolina and Rick Santorum of Pennsylvania closely follow what Dobson says. 

And they were li earlier this year in Arizona when Dobson began to 
preach hellfire about the future of the Republican Party. "[The Republicans) 
laid the foundation for revolt, and I don't even think they know it because 
they're so ·out of touch with the people I'm about," said Dobson, his 
fine-tuned radio voice resonating from the podium at the closed-door meeting of 
around 300 members of the Council for National Policy, a group of conservative 
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leaders. 

He rail·ed against GOP congressional leadership, saying that its avoidance 
of key issues such as abortion was "unconscionable .... If they want our votes 
every two years and then say 'Don't call me, I'll call you,' then I. will take 
the next step," said Dobson, adding "If I go, I'll take as many people with me 
as possible." 

Although the Republican leadership has heard this kind of talk from other 
conservatives for a long time., it is listening, too. And.already the 
ramifications of Dobson's speech are being felt. Dobson has been organizing, 
planning and meeting with leading political activists on the right, such as 
Phyllis Schlafly, Michael Farris and Paul Weyrich, who share his views on the 
Republican Party's inadequacy. 

Late last month, Dobson made his tour of Washington, meeting with 
congressional leaders, with activists both in and out of Congress, sending his 
staffers or his deputy, Family Research Council President Gary Bauer, to the 
meetings he couldn't make. · 

Dobson's concerns and demands were summarized in a letter to Rep. Tom Coburn 
(R-Okla.) . Included were: cutting off funds for Planned Parer).thood ~and "other 
pro-abortion organizations," eliminating ~·so-called safe-sex and condom 
distribution programs," passing legislation requiring parental consent for 
abortion and for contraceptives within all federal programs, banning human 
cloning, stopping federal funding of fetal tissue experimentation and 
"defunding" the National Endowment forth~ Arts. 

The Dobson letter also cited an array of educational issues, including school 
choice, opposition to national testing and to "Goals 2000," eliminating the 
Department of Education and other issl!es "that are so obvious that they require 
no elaboration, such as a ban on partial-birth abortion, the defense of 
traditional marriage, and opposition to any slation that would add 'sexual 
orientation' to any civil rights law, educational program, or any congressional 
appropriation." 

Dobson's choice of issues 'provides some insights into his motivations. He is 
essentially demanding that the Republican leade~ship take an open stand on 
extremely controversial matters, which could easily prompt a backlash from more 
moderate members of the party. 

The list a.lso underscores his outsider statu.s and political inexperience. 
Most politically savvy activists know that Republican leaders dare not tamper 
with the Department of Education because it would be viewed as an anti-education 
move close to an election. 

In any case, his list stands to become the broadsword with which the 
activists intend to strike the GOP. In essence, if their demands are not met, 
Dobson and his disciples are threatening to lead a revolt that could spell 
disaster for the party in the 1998 elections (which most Republican lobbyists 
presently see as "clinched" on their behalf), and not that, in the · 
presidential election of 2000. 

On the morning of Friday, March 20, Republican National Committee Chairman 
Jim Nicholson called together a meeting of the head l'obbyists for the 



PAGE 4 
The Washington Post, April 19, 1998 

so-called "pro-fami}y" groups, includ~ng representatives of the Family Research· 
Council, Eagle· Forum and the National 'Right to Life Committee .. Nicholson was 
tense This meeting was an "emergency" response to. what Dobson had. been saying, 
Nicholson's chance to see how much power he had lost, and how much strength his 
party could retain. Dobson can and will sway the voter bloc Nicholson needs to· 
keep his party under control. 

Unfortunately for the Republicans, Nicholson's concern is not shared by all 
within the GOP. Dobson received different messages from separate meetings he had 
with Majority Whip Tom DeLay of Texas and with his own conservative supporters,' 
in Congress. 

Dobson's supporters told him that he needed to focus on attacking the GOP 
leadership in his speeches, rather than merely the party, reasoning that most 
those outside the Beltway have trouble differentiating. between the two. DeLay 
told him to stop talking, period. 

Dobson wrote in a March 24 ~etter addressed to his "Congressional Friends," 
which was sent out after his visit to Washington, that DeLay was "argumentative, 
defensive and accusatory" and that "instead'of grappling with Republican 
failures . [DeLay] denied that a paralysis had occurred and trumpeted the 
meager accomplishments of the Party." 

Now, Dobson is marshaling his forces. He wields the power to significantly 
damage the Republican Party's chances of success in November. 

"I'm sure some of you would prefer to maintain the .status quo and hope for 
gradual change in congressional leadership, especially since your own seats may 
be jeopardized by voter rebellion," Dobson wrote to his cadre of congressional 
supporters. "To stay the course, however, is to support those who have ridden to 
power on a wave of hypocrisy -- promising that which they had no it:"ttention of 
delivering. It is time to call them on it." 

Benjamin Domenech is a freelance writer whose work has appeared in the 
American'Conservative and Human Events. 

GRAPHIC: Photo, focus on the family; Photo, michael williamson; Photo, ray 
lustig; Photo, robert a. reeder, What do these GOP movers and .shakers (from . 
left, Jim Ryun, John D. Ashcroft, Rick Santorum, Steve Largent' and Jesse Helms)· 
have in common? When James Dobson, pictured below, weighs in on the future of 
the Republican Party, they listen. 
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The question hung in the air like a thundercloud. 

"If we moved to vacate the chair," thereby removing Newt Gingrich as speaker, 
"what would you guys do?" 

Tom DeLay, the House Republican whip -- the man who is the speaker's enforcer 
paused for what seemed endless moments. 

"I can't speak for anyone else," he said to the roomful of Republican 
dissidents; jammed into Rep. Lindsey Graham's office near midnight on Thursday, 
.July 10. 

Another long pause. 

"I think I'd be ready to do it," DeLay ~aid. 

Then he added: "And I think the others would too. " 

;,The others" were the leaders DeLay had just left in order to sound out the 
seriousness of the rebellion: Majority Leader Richard K. Armey, his fellow 
Texan, and Bill Paxon of New York, appointed by Gingrich as chairman of his 
leadership team as a reward for·running the campaigns that brought the GOP into 
power. A fourth member of the leadership, Conference Chairman John A. Boehner of 
Ohio, was out of the loop that night, but his disillusionment with Gingrich was. 
even more public than the others. 

That was ~he moment that precipitated the latest -- if not necessarily the 
last -- act in the ongoing struggle of House Republicans to rescue a 
self-proclaimed revolution that has spun out of ~ontrol. 

The two-week drama concluded Wednesday night in a candid; three-hour, 
closed-door caucus that salved many of the wounds and revived Republicans' hopes 
that finally, Gingrich and. his lieutenants would be more sensitive to the wishes 
of the rank-and-file members and firmer in fighting for their views. 

It is a story full of misunderstandings and deceptions, what one member of 
the leadership described a·s "Kafkaesque." DeLay, for example, now attributes his 
provocative responses to fatigue from a long, nerve-racking day. Key rebels 
insist until they' heard him on that Thursday night, they had no intention of 
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forcing Gingrich's hand right at that moment. 

The individual motivations remain a mat·ter of dispute today, even among the 
principals. All four of them had give~ vent ~rivately to their despair at the 
vagaries of.Gingrich's leadership. But all of.them recognized without Gingrich's 
vision they would still be a minority p_arty. And with their own rival ambitions, 
each had a reason to remain in·the speaker's good graces. 

Although this latest crisis has passed, those ~onditions remain. The tensions 
that spilled ~ver had been building for a long time. Af.ter ·the eu~horia· of the 
first hundred days of 1995, when the first GOP majority in-40 years whipped bill 
after bill through the House, fulfilling the "Contract With America," few things 
had gone right -- for Gingrich or his charges, 

The shutdown of government in the winter of 1995-96 ·Cost Republicans public 
support .. The 1996 election pared the GOP majority to 228 seats, leaving it 
vulnerable to defection by any 11 members. Gingrich began the new year fighting 
off ethics charges that brought him a formal reprimand and a $ 3 00, 00.0 penalty. 
While all but.a handful of Republicans remained loyal through this crisis, 
Gingrich's continuing low poll ratings -- below 30 percent job approval -­
caused many of the members to believe he was too weak to lead the battle against 
the president. In his leadership circle, there were also complaints he made too 
many·decisions impulsively and without consultation. 

Early in the year, 11 conservatives displayed their pique by helping 
Democrats stop action on a routine bill to f~nance House committee operations. 
They became the hard core. of the dump-Gingrich movement, privately disdained by 
Gingrich as "unruly children." But they were not alone. More conservatives were,. 
upset when Gingrich joined President Clinton in an April budget agreement that 
cut taxes and spending less than they had hoped. In June, despite private 
misgivings, Gingrich approved a plan to attach two amendments -- one affecti±;lg 
future government shutdowns and the other the conduct of the 2000 census to a 
bill containing emergency relief for Midwest flood victims. 

When Clinton vetoed the bill because of those GOP riders, Gingrich and Senate 
Majority Leader Trerit'Lott:of Mi~sissippi immediately surrendered, and rumbles 
of dissent grew much louder. Armey complained Gingrichwas "operating 
unilaterally," and on June 12 all of Gingrich's lieutenants voted against his 
decision to give Clinton the stripped-down bill. 

A week later, the leaders met without Gingrich in Boehner's office, a meeting 
that quickly degenerated into a gripe session about the speaker's inadequacies. 
Later, at dinner with Gingrich in the Capitol, they confronted hi~, urging,he 
make changes in the way he ran the House. 

But instead of improvements, GOP lawmakers saw more troubling signs. With 
Clinton's poll number's soaring, House Republicans returned from the July 4 
recess to read a news report that unnamed House GOP leaders were ready.to give, 

\ . 
in to Clinton on a key provision of the tax bill. Gingrich .was not named in the 
story, but many members were suspicious that. the speaker was about to .pull the 
rug .from under their feet. "That caused everybody to go ballistic,~ said one·. 
disillusioned Gingrich supporter. 

A Gathering of Lieutenants , , 
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There is a line somewhere between talk and treason. How far beyond that line 
Gingrich's top lieutenants strayed deperids on the perspective o~ the 
storyteller. But when Armey, DeL~y, Boehne~ and Paxon gathered'i~ DeLay's 
Capitol office on iuly 9, th~~ set in motion fo~ces that soon spun o~t of 
control. 

They were an odd lot who had reached th~ir:positions of power in very 
different ways. Roughly the same age; all four arrived in the House ~n the same 
decade and are rivals for succession. 

Armey, 57; a former economics professor, is the most doctrinaire of 
Gingrich's leaders. Gingrich conceived of the party's "Contract With America," 
but it was Armey who put the ideological flesh on the bones. A folksy country 
and western.music fan. who often walks the halls of C~ngi:-ess in armadillo.:,skin 
cowboy boots, Armey is uncompromising in hi~ beliefs. He· has occasionally voiced. 
doubts ·about Gingrich's allegiance to the conservative movement and in recent 
months has passed up public opportunities to defend the speaker. Gingrich, in 
turn, has described Armey as "clumsy" in his personal relation~. 

DeLay, 50, is a forme~ exterminator with an appearance that fits his title as 
whip -- a muscular physique, hard eyes and·· a motionless hairstyle .. He got off· on 
the wrong .foot with Gingrich by backing Gingrich's opponent for minority whip in 
1989. But Gingrich has learned to· trust D~Lay's head count~ and to· atknowledge 
h~s. conservative following in the House. 

. . 
· Boehner, 47, a chain-smoking, Ohioan who paces restlessly on and off the ··House. 

floor, built a .constituency among business lobbyists during the honeymoon· days 
of· the "Contract With America." ... But at th~ beginn~n·gof this year, Gingr'ich 
removed his portfolio as the communications czar for the House GOP, a move that 
Boehner bitterly resented. 

Paxon, the youngest of the four at 43, was per:sonally closest to the· speaker. 
A telegenic, pragmatic politician unburdened by ideology, Paxoh was viewed as· a 
rising star. Gingrich installed him as chairm'an of the. National Republican 
Congressional Committe'e and together they chat.ted a course to victory in 1994. 
But he also had bonded with the members of the class of i994 --who were .. at th~ 
heart of the rebellion -- and he privately shared many of their criticisms of 
Gingrich. He was perhaps the most conflicted of the le.adership q1,1artet. 

l . 
Boehner was the first of the four to m~et with the dis.sidents July 9: .Reps. 

Tom Coburn of Oklahoma and Sue Myrick of North Carolina.among others vented 
their frustrations and revealed they had asked one of their allies.-- later 
identified as California Rep. T6m.,Campbell -~to prepare· a resolution ·to. depose 
the speaker . 

. Boehner's report produced an agitated discussion among the four leaders; 
others had .heard similar c.ompli:lints and' feared. a floor revolt was. at himd. Some 
were dispatched to gauge the ~trength of.the dissidents. Armey ordered his floor 
assistant to investigate the parliamentar.y process for dealing with such a 
motion to vacate the speakership. According to two accounts, Armey told his 
coll~agues he would :•not lift a finger'; to s~ve Gingrich, . a.lthou~h he has denied 
ever making that statement. ' 

The discussion then moved to the question ·of succession, 'should Bingrich be 
driven out. Armey, an imposing Texan who has spoken of his deep faith, walked. 
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over to a table where~DeLay keeps a copy of the 
two to underscore what he. was about to say. The 
covet. . ,"the second, "Thou shalt not bear 

Ten Commandments. He pointed at 
firs~ begins, "Thou shalt not 
false witness . 

"I do not not covet the speakership," he told his colleagues, and would do 
nothing to undermine Gingrich. But in candor, he added, if something happens to 
Gingrich, he would ~un to succeed him. "I intend to call [House Judiciary 
Committee chairman] Henry; Hyde [of Illinois]. and ask him to nomfnate me," Armey 
said. Then, turning toward Paxon, he added.: "I would call Bill· t~ ask him to 
second the nomination.'• 

DeLay, knowing the odds were against two Texans at the top, said he had no 
intention of tryirig to move up the leadership ladder. Boehner said he did not 
know what he would do, but he bluntly told Armey he doubted the majority leader 
could muster the votes to become speaker. Paxon was silent. 

The four men left DeLay's office shaken by the conversation. One person who 
encountered Paxon described him as "ashen." All of them had bee~ shaped by 
Gingrich's leadership. Now, they seriously were entertaining life in a 
post-Gingrich era. Their political structure was unraveling, and they did not 
know how to respond. 

Warning the Speaker 

Early the next morning, July 10, Gingrich walked a treadmill in the House gym 
unaware of the storm about to engulf him. Even.so, he·knew it would be a 
challenging day. His disgruntled troops were again divided -- this time over 
money for.the arts: It took Gingrich all day to eke out a one-vote victory. 

But the real drama began as night fell. 

About 5 p.m., Armey met in his office with three dissidents who reiterated 
their list of grievances. Armey conc~uded the prospect of an overthrow had grown 
serious and he asked his top aide~ Kerry Knott, to alert Gingrich's chief of 
staff, Arne Christenson. 

Less than two hours later, Re~. Steve La;gent, a former football star from 
Oklahoma and one of the most brazen Republican renegades, approached Rep. 
Christopher Shays on the House floor. The rebels were ready to move -- "next 
week or the week after. We're going to replace the speaker," Largent said .. "Are 
you with us?" 

It proved to be a huge miscalculation on the part of the dissidents. Although 
Shays, a mainstream Connecticut Republican, has been a consistent critic of 
leadership, he is intensely loyal to Gingrich and has no stomach for the 
internecine warfare that has con~umed his party. An emotional Shays raced first 
to Ohio Rep. David L. Hobson, another Gingrich ally, and then to Rep. Mike 
Parke~, a Democrat-turned-Republi~an from Mississippi. They walked to Gingrich's 
office to warn him "something is'up.". 

"He seemed stunned," recalled one participant. Gingrich dispatched Shays and 
Parker to meet with Paxon, the one man on the leadership team who owed his job 
to the speaker. They found him at 9 p.m. and recounted what they had learned. 
Shays, alarmed that Paxon appeared so indifferent to the threat, tried an 
analogy, mentioning Paxon's wife, Rep. Susan Molinari. "If I call Susan and 
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say,. 'Why don't you leave Bill· and run away with me,·' is Susan going to say, 
'This is not the right time,' or is Susan going to say, 'You traitor! You have 
no right to suggest that.' " 

Parker implo'red Paxon: "You·, ve got to· stop this."· Paxon, saying he had a 
meeting, hastily departed. 

As buzzers summoned lawmakers to the floor for votes, Shays and Parker hunted 
for Gingrich. They were told be was downstairs ~n the Capitol and they 
mistakenly concluded he was meeting with the ot~er leaders in Paion's offi~e. 
But soon they ~earned he was dining with friends, including former GOP 
representative Robert S. Walker of Penn.sylvania and 'Strategist Joe Gaylord. 

•. ' . 

It was Hobson who sounded the alarm bells. He locited Walker and told him 
Paxon was· involved with the dis~iqents. 

"Th~t can't be," Walker exclaimed:. 

"Et tu, Brute," Ho~son replied. 

It was close to 11 p.in. when the· vote on arts funding finally occurred. At 
DeLay's request, the reneg~des assembled in Graham'~ office. Characterizing 
himself as th~ emissiry for the other leaders, DeLay urged them not tq force a 
confrontation. According to the dissidents, they never had such a plan. "We had 
decided to .sit back a!fd wait" until the budget and tax package was approved, one 
recalled .. 

But in short' order, DeLay· let them know the leaders shared their frustrations 
over Gingrich's management. They knew, he said, they must "put Newt in a box" to 
minimize· the speaker's irksome off -the-cuff remarks. Then he asked: "How far are 
you guys going to push this?" They, in turn, pressed' DeLay, ·askingwhat hewould 
do if they moved against the sp~aker. 

It was DeLay's response of support that convinced.the iebels that thei had 
turned a critical corner. DeLat, the No. 3 in·the House~ was with them a~d so, 
they believed, was the rest of leadership. "The·expectation was that Tom would 
take it back to leadership.and they would talk to Newt the next day," said one 
participant. "They would talk to Newt and try to give him a graceful way out." 

As the night wore on, Paxon and Armey waited anxiously in Paxon's Capitol 
office uncertain whether they should be preparing to salyage Gingrich's 
speakership or build a new regime. When DeLay· returned at 1:30 a.m., he 
delivered a blunt report: The rebel group had grown in size and diversity; some 
sort of action appeared to be immin~nt. And ther.e was ci third bit of 
intelligence he had gleaned from. the .di~sidents: Th~y ·did· not believe Armey had 
the votes to become speaker; Paxon had more support. 

Near panic, -the jittery lieutenants left the Capi-tol at 2 a.m. knowing only 
that within a few hours they woul~ have tb inform Gingrich of the turn of. 
events·. 

A Decision to Support 

Armey returned to the Capitol later Friday morning after "a night of praying 
with my_ wife." If he. had eve'r been .tempted tq support. the effort to topple the. 



PAGE 7 
The Washiggton Post, July 28, 1997 

speaker, that notion was gone now. He called Gingrich's office to request a 
meeting,. then reached the other four leaders asking them to join him. 

Gingrich arrived at the Capitol about 9:30a.m. and went t·o the majority 
leader's office. Armey assured Gingrich that despite engaging in "what if" 
scenarios, he was now moving to thwart the insurrection. But his rush to portray 
himself as the speaker's lone protector and raise questions about the motives of 
the other leaders only increased the level of distrust. 

About 10 a.m., the leadership convened in Gingrich's office. "Oh, I hear·we 
have a problem," Gingrich said, half-smiling, according to one in the room. 

DeLay then described the late-night meeting with the 17 renegades and warned 
they might make a move on the floor that day. Gingrich's demeanor quickly 
changed to anger and agitation. He was furious at his lieutenants for not 
informing him sooner and told them he was prepared to force a vote of confidence 
in the GOP conference. 

The group decided to summon the dissidents for a dressing down. At 1 p.m., 
Gingrich's five deputies sat down in Armey's conference room with five of the 
rebels: Graham, Largent, Coburn, Myrick and Van Hilleary of Tennessee. Armey 
told them their behavior had been "immoral" and "irresponsible." 

DeLay echoed Armey. What about what you said last night; was any of that 
true, the rebels asked. "They were dumbfounded" by the precipitous retreat,, 
recalled one. "They were laughing at what buffoons the leaders were." Some 
speculated that once Armey realized he would not become speaker, he decided to 
oppose the coup. 

For their parts, Armey, Paxon and Boehner believed the storm had passed at 
least for now. "Another grass fire put out," one leader thought to himself. 

Plotting Leaks Out 

Any hope that the plotting would remain.secret evaporated on Sunday. Some 
GOP leaders knew that Sandy Hume, a reporter for The Hill, a newspaper that 
covers Congress, was working on the story. On Sunday morning •. DeLay appeared on 
"Fox News Sunday." Brit Hume, Sandy's father, asked about the resolutibn to 
declare the speakership vacant. 

"I'm not aw.are," DeLay began. Pressed by Hume, he admitted: "I have heard 
rumors. . " DeLay's tortured response fed the speculation on Capitol Hill. On 
Wednesday morning, July 16, when the story appeared, rank-and-file lawmakers 
were shocked. At a private meeting of House Republicans, Gingrich attempted to 
brush off the report with a joking reference to the movie "Men in Black" in 
which he is compared to a space alien. "It's time to move forward," he said. 

But Rep. James T. Walsh of New York wanted answers. "If the leadership was 
involved in this, they owe us and the speaker an apology." 

Armey denounced the story as "trash" and vehemently denied the leaders had 
any involvement. 

Graham, incensed by what he believed was a blatant lie by Armey, leaped from 
his seat, knocking over several chairs in the Cannon Caucus room as he dived 
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for a microphone' ·but was restrained by colleagues. 

That afternoon, the staff of each of the leaders worked furiously to put the 
best gloss on their boss's behavior while suggesting the others had been 
scheming. 

When DeLay summoned eight deputy whips later that day, he was told: 
"Somebody's.gotta be proven a liar here today." 

By nightfall, the divisions among the leaders were wide open. Gingrich and 
Armey huddled in the speaker's office, while Paxon, DeLay and Il:j.inois Rep. J. 
Dennis Hastert, who had been brought in by the leaders because he is in touch 
with the rank and file, sent in a message begging for a chance to speak to 
Gingrich. He rebuffed them, but when he and Armey left the office, they were met 
by the other three. 

The group moved into a side office, where the simmering suspicions exploded 
in an angry burst of accusations. Paxon and DeLay believed Armey was setting 
them up in news reports that suggested he alone decided to put down the coup. 
They demanded Armey set the record stra.ight, but he balked. Paxon knew he was 
the only member of the leadership team who was appointed and he knew the 
situation around him had grown un~enable. "Maybe I should resign," he said. 
Before Gingrich could reply, Armey blurted out: ~I accept." 

The next morning, rather than rescue his protege, Gingrich sent Christenson, 
his chief of staff; to tell Paxon he was out. 

"The speaker wanted to give Paxon a face-saving way out," explained one 
leadership aide, "but he also wanted to send a signal." 

Later, Gingrich informed Armey, DeLay, Boehner and Hastert he would be 
speaker until 2002 unless he voluntarily stepped·aside. "If you support me," he 
told them, "I will support yOu. " 

Damage Control 

After Paxon's pressured resignation, everyone else in the leadership ci~cle 
ran for cover. DeLay maintained public silence, but gave his version of events 
to every.Republican he could collar. Armey wrote a "Dear Colleague" letter 
implicitly critical of DeLay but exonerating himself from the charges of 
ambitious scheming and dissembling that were being leveled against him. "At this 
point," he wrote, "I couldn't care less whether I'll be speaker, majority leader 
Or dogcatcher, but I'll be damned if I'll let my name and honor be destroyed." 

Gingrich was hearing from some of those whose allegiance had never wavered 
that he ought to c1ean house and make everyone understand that even the 
appearance of complicity in the conspiracy would not be tolerated. But when it 
came to Armey, DeLay and Boehner, he listened to thos~ who said he was safer 
with them inside the tent than he would be c~sting them out. 

It was in this overheated atmosphere that House Republicans gathered last 
Wednesday night in the basement of the Capitol. Instead of the anticipated 
bloodletting, 'it turned into a grou~ therapy session .. As rebel Matt Salmon of 
Arizona put it: "We took off our masks . and were honest.with each other." 
Gingrich and the other leaders all confessed, to errors of judgment. Members 



PAGE 9 
The Washington Post, July 28, 1997 

who were not part of the fateful July 10 meeting stepped to the microphone to 
say they shared the _frustrations with the party's lost sense of purpose, even if 
,they disapproved of the move to dump Gingrich. 

Toward the end of. the meeting, moderate Rep. Sherwood L. Boehlert of. New York 
demanded an explanation from the dissidents. 

It was Graham, one of the ringleade~s, who stood. He had learned the value of 
loyalty in the Air Force, he said, but the political. reality is that Gingrich is 
even less popular in his conservative South Carolina district than Clinton. "If 
I do well in my district, it is in spite of Newt Gingrich," he said. "But I am 
willing to work with the spe;;1ker to try to get through these problems." 

How long will the goodwill'last? At the end of the week, Boehner put it best: 
nit's clear to all the members of the leadership. that some changes have to 
occur." 

Staff writers Kevin Merida and John E. Yang contributed to this report. 

CORRECTION-DATE: July 31, 1997 

CORRECTION: 
An article on Monday about· efforts to depose House Speaker Newt Gingrich 

(R-Ga.) implied .that' Rep. ·sue Myrick (R-N.C.) was one of a group of dissidents 
who were preparing a resolution to vacate the speakership. Myrick participated 
in a·number of discussions between dissidents and other House leaders; but said 
jiesterday she was not involved in promoting or advancing such a resolution. 

GRAPHIC: Photo, robert a. reeder; Photo, ray lustig; Photo, dayna smith, 
Tensions over House Speaker Newt Gingrich's leadership had been slowly building. 
Rep. John A. Boehner was the first of Gingrich's lieutenants to meet with 
dissidents in the House. House Majority Leader Richard Armey, Speaker Newt 
Gingrich and Rep. John Kasich leave a closed.meeting on June 18. Rep. Bill 

.Paxon stands in the hall outside the House Chamber after announcing his 
resignation as a member of Gingrich's House·leadership team on July 17. House 
Majority Whip Tom DeLay let the Republican dissidents know the leaders shared 
their frustrations over-the speaker's mana~emerit style. 
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