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THE INCUMBENT

In 1984, for the first time in his political s . Fressman
Les AuCoin will be facing an e political career, five-term incumbent Cong

. , xperienced, well-financed challenger who will have devoted

four years to running against him and who will put a premium on negative advertising.

Favorable demographies for Republicans in Oregon's First Congressional District and
a viable, experienced opponent would be reasons enough for national Republican
strategists to mark Les AuCoin for defeat in 1984. But there are other reasons AuCoin is
one of 20 Democrats who were targeted in F ebruary of 1983 by the National Republican
cOng_rgssxongl Com.m.lttee; He is a prominent and effective opponent of key
Administration policies, and is well positioned on the House Appropriations Committee to
make his opposition felt.

e Heis a highly successful fighter for the the environment, having used his seat on
the House Interior Appropriations Subcommittee to ban oil drilling off the coast of
northern California and elsewhere, and to deny James Watt funds to open up wilderness
areas for oil and mineral exploration. He is the author of House-passed legislation to
preserve one million acres of Oregon's untouched remaining national forest lands as
wilderness — one of the most important wilderness bills now pending in Congress.

e tle is one of two voices on the H
working to restrain President Reagan's
and floor leader for the nuclear freeze
policies in Central America and an opp

ouse Defense Appropriations Subcommittee

$1.6 trillion military buildup, a national spokesman
and against the MX, a thoughtful critic of U.S.
onent of the "seeret" war in Nicaragua.

e He is_recognized Dy pro-choice groups as one of the top legislators in the House of
Representatives for freedom of choice on abortion and is an unwavering advocate of the
Equal Rights Amendment and the Women's Economic Equity Act.

e He is a prominent advocate for safe, decent and affordable housing; he authored
the Emergency Housing Production Act of 1982, which he steered through Congress and
came within 12 votes of passing over President Reagan's veto.

e Heis a leading voice for expansionist U.S. trade policies, especially in the field of
export finance, and for a renewed federal commitment to public education.

For these reasons and many more, Les AuCoin is one of the key progressive voices
that Republicans have decided to still by means of a well-financed, nationally coordinated
rematch with conservative candidate Bill Moshofsky in 1984.

The AuCoin ecampaign, however, has been gearing up for several months with a
sophisticated fundraising telephone bank and grassroots organizing effort in order to win
in 1984. The race promises to be one of the hardest fought in the West.

This booklet is an abstract of the upcoming eampaign, provided to you in the

conviction that if you believe in progressive government, Les AuCoin is too good to lose.
We ask for your support.



THE DISTRICT AND THE RACE

Occupying eight counties in the northwest corner of O irst Congressional
pistrict is & study in vivid contrasts, i gl el

entrated in the affl ore than two-thirds of the distriet's population is
conc

i i : nomah County) and the
fas{s—gro;vmg satellite communities of eastern Washington County: Beaverton, Tigard and
illsboro. _

More than a half-million People moved to Oregon during the 1970s, with the suburbs
of eastern Washington County as a primary destination. The magnet was, and continues to
be, jobs in electrom_cs and computer firms, many of them transpfanted from California's
silicon Valley. During the decade, firms such as Tektronix, Intel, Hewlett-Packard and
Floating Pom't Systeins spawned dozens of independent, high-technology companies in the
eastern Washington County region, contributing to a population growth rate of 55
percent. By 1? 82., Washington and western Multnomah counties aceounted for 66 percent
of the First District's population.

Keeping pace with the upscale transformation of suburban Washington County, GOP
power increased. By 1981, Republicans outnumbered Democrats for the first time.

Outside the Portland metropolitan region, the 1970s and early 80s were anything but
growth years. Along the Orego

] n Coast, tourism, timber and fishing are the dominant
industries. For the most part, tourism has been a buffer for coastal communities like
Newport, Lincoln City and Seaside during a period of steady decline in Oregon's
commercial fishing and seafoo

d processing industries, and two recessions which shut down
lumber and plywood plants all over the state.

Times have been imuch harder for the inland m
such as Willamina and Sheridan,
Rainier and Clatskanie whose fo
For these cominunities,

ill towns of the Oregon Coast Range,
and the Columbia River communities of St. Helens,
rtunes are tied alinost exclusively to the timber industry.
the Reagan recession was the worst disaster since Hoover's.

In hard-hit Astoria, at the mouth of the Columbia River, the city's last salmon
cannery has closed its doors, and the area's major sawmill, in nearby Warrenton, is
operating under Chapter 11 bankruptey procedures. As described in a recent issue of The
Sunday Oregonian's Northwest Magazine, Astoria was "once the second-largest city in the
state, a community of sea captains, loggers, laborers and merchants. Now civic leaders
nervously measure the city's pulse as the population dips below 10,000 for the first time
since World War I and unemployment climbs above 17 percent." The coastal and lower
Colummbia River counties of Lincoln, Tillamook, Clatsop and Columbia are the strongest

Democratic areas in the First District, but they make up only 22 percent of the district's
population.

Rounding out the district are northern and western Polk County and Yambhill County
in the lower Willamette River valley south of Portland. These are predominately
agricultural areas producing grass seed, hazelnuts and strawberries. Wine production is a
fast-growing enterprise in the two counties and in the rural areas of western Washington
County to the north. Historically, voters in this region prefer Republicans, but Les
AuCoin has been the exception to the rule.



In a larger sens;? » five-term incumbent Congressman Les AuCoin is the exception to
he voting h1§t°l'¥4g the First Congressional Distriet, The distriet favored Nixon over
eGovern, 5 t'z Apgl'(fen_t; Ford over Carter, 54 to 45 percent; and Reagn over Carter,
48 to 38 percent. AuCoin is the only Democrat it has ever elected to Congress.

As the 1982 edition of the Almanac of American Polities observed:

"The district wlas created in almost its present form in 1892, and for 82 years
thereafter ltf& ways elected Republican congressmen. The progressive era, the
Dei’r.istsgotg;e dﬂv:r?t}lgggs'f;he Soldwater debacle — through all these events the 1st
district € Republicans, Tim g ded
Republicans of the Willamette ime after time the Yankee-descen

. Valley outvoted the lumbermen of the coastal area.
That changed in 1974 (with AuCoin's first election)."”

Describing the election of the new pe

. _ mocratic Congressman in that year, the
Almanae characterized Les AuCojp as g year

"tailor-made for the district."

"At 28, he had been elected to the legislature from Washington County and after one
term had become House Majority Leader. So he had home base appeal in the affluent
suburbs that might otherwise go Republican. He had good credentials on
environmental 1Issues. He was against the Vietnam war. And he backed traditional
Deimocratie positions on economic issyes without alienating traditional Republicans.”

By increasing margins of 59, 63, and 66 percent, Les was re-elected to Congress in
1976, 1978 and 1980.

In 1982, Les' victory margin dipped to 54 percent. These were the major reasons:

1) In the redistricting of 1981, Les lo
State University, and western Polk Count
two-to-one in 1980,

st Benton County, home of Corvallis and Oregon
y. Both areas had given him margins exceeding

2) Republican registration overtook Demoecr

atic registration in populous Washington
County in 1981.

3) Les was challenged by a well-financed Republican, Bill Moshofsky, a conservative
timber company executive. After failing to close ground on Les with a conventional

campaign, Moshofsky shifted to an exclusively negative strategy in the closing weeks,
attacking Les relentlessly in television ads.

"In congressional campaigns this year," observed political columnist Ron
Blankenbaker in the Salem, Ore., Statesman-Journal, "one candidate, incumbent Democrat
Les AuCoin in the 1st district, has had so much mud thrown at him by his Republican

challenger he's responded with a television ad showing the mud spatting his campaign
poster,"

4) The district came closer to voting its partisan base. Going into the 1982 election,
Democrats held a 7-point registration margin over Republicans district-wide (Democrats,
47 percent; Republicans, 40 percent; independents and others, 14 percent). AuCoin's
margin of vietory was 8 points. Republican voter turnout in the district was 75.9 percent,
exceeding the state average by 1.4 percent, district Democratic turnout by 3.5 percent
and Independent turnout by 20.5 perecent.



The same factors that worked agai : , o ' 502
. : . gainst Les in 1982 will pertain in 1984, only more SO%
Republicans will t‘;ﬁ"e.mcreqsed their strength, and Republigan candidate Bill Moshofsky is
running again 1S time with three advantages he did not have in 1982:

1) Heightened naine familiarity, Following his 1982 defeat, Moshofsky tapped
corpox:ate"sugport_ers from his campaign to set up the "Coalition for. Responsible
spending," With himself as the paid, full-time executive director. Though the ostensible
urpose of the organization was to lobby the Oregon Legislature to cut state spending,
Moshofsky spent most of his time outside Salem, the state capital, working Rotary groups,

Chainbers of Commerce and the news media in his assumed role as "the only lobbyist in
salem who cares about Oregon's taxpayers."

2) Campaign experience. 1982 was Moshofsky's first campaign for elective office of

any kind. With the ",(|3°ali_ti_°“ for Responsible Spending," he is building upon an established
camnpaign 'E)ase- His "ecoalition" has run paid newspaper ads with Howard Jarvis themes,
featuring "volunteer coupons" for citizens to mail in to join the "anti-spending, anti-taxing
crusade.” Moshofsky has also discovered that negative advertising is a powerful weapon,
and will employ. it throughout the 1984 campaign. On February 15 of this year, one day
pefore announcing the creation of the "Coalition for Responsible Spending," Moshofsky

sent a letter to corporate contributors informing them of his decision to challenge Les
AuCoin again, and solieiting $1,000 contributions.

3) The Ne-ltlonal Republican Congressional Committee, buoyed by Moshofsky's 46
percent share in 1982, has targeted Les for attacks in 1983 and 1984. Using newspaper
and radio advertisements in selected areas of the First District, together with mailings to
AuCoin contributors and news releases, the NRCC has so far falsely accused Les of voting
to raise taxes on working Aiericans while voting for a pay increase for himself, and
conniving to limit the tax deduction homeowners can elaim on mortgage interest. So
reckless was the latter attack — in a state whose leading products are lumber and ply wood

— that three prominent Republican businessmen called a press conference to denounce it
as "a downright disgrace."



New Oregon Districts

(Effective 1982 congressional elections)
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Che Gremonian

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1982

AuCoin in 1st District

The campaign in the Ist Congressi i
trict between Rep. Les Aucoin, fhe i:cl:lﬂnt?el:;
Democrat, and Bil} Moshofsky, his Republican
chlllenger_. Centers on the president's economic
program, its liabilities and assets, anq the philo-
sophical differences and accomplishments of the
two candidates. These .
issues and differences =
add up to reasons The
Oregonians advises
voters to support Au- VO!TE
Coin.

At 39, AuCoin is ,
proud of his record, ar-
guing he has a differ-
ent set of budget pri-

orities than does his
opponent. He opposes
any reduction in Social
Security benefits and
SUppOrts cuts in new
weapons programs that are being paid for out of
social program cuts. He also comes on strong as a
leader of the nuclear freeze movement.

Moshofsky would like to pin a Big Spender
button on his opponent. It is Moshofsky's line
that AuCoin has argued for balanced budgets but
votes the dther way and must take responsibility
for the huge national debt that has helped run up
interest rates and strongly pushed Oregon into a
deep depression.

Moshofsky is critical of most federal spend-
ing, looking with a jaundiced eye even at US.
funding for such worthy local programs as the
veterans hospital and Tri-Met. In the case of the
Banfield light rail project, AuCoin used his posi-
tion on the Appropriations Subcommittee for
Transportation to gain a full funding contract to
keep the project on schedule while at the same
time voting to make other cuts of $7 billion in
the president’s unbalanced budget,

Moshofsky. in some specifics more conserva-
tive than the president, strongly contends that
federal government cuts under Reagan have not
gone far enough. This includes the fat military
budget, for which he proposes specific reduc-
tions totaling $21 billion next year and $193
billion by 1987.

At 58, Moshofsky has acquireG o vast haek-
ground in governmental affairs, both in Salem
and Washington, and an insider’s corporate ex-
perience as counsel for the Georgia-Pacific Corp.
Here, before he resigned to run for office, his
activities ranged across a wide bookcase of sub-
jects, including energy, transportation, wood
processing and environmental .£sues. If elected,
he might well be one of two or three best-

informed members of the House on special prob-
lems of the timber industry.

. Moshofsky's biggest problem, given the qua-
si-seniority system in the Congress, is that he
would start his congressional career relatively
late. The House usually attracts younger persons
who can manage to stay in Washington long
enough to acquire responsibility and clout. The
system does not treat kindly Moshofsky's idea
that he should go to Washington, “do a good job
and then go home.” While he argues that the
nation ought to limit congressional terms, an
attractive thought, there Is no real prospect this
soon will happen.

AuCoin has gained strength in his district in
the traditional ways. He scored heavily in oppos
ing a Reagan administration user-fee plan that
would have crippled the port. Moshofsky, while
generally endorsing Reagan's goals, also later
opposed the scheme.

AuCoin's most successful 1982 effort came

. after he fought 180 days to pass his housing bill

that was later vetoed by Reagan, despite strong
Republican support for the measure in Washing-
ton and Salem. It would have reduced interest
payments for new homebuyers, thereby stimu-
lating housing and putting an estimated 400,000
to work. Its veto was a case of Reagan getting
bad advice.

AuCoin has fought for the clean air act and
moved against various efforts by Secretary of
Interior James Watt to open up Pacific coastal
waters for unlimited o1l leasing. He is against
such programs as the B-1 bomber and the MX
_~ “e, believing some of the funds instead
shoui. go for conventional weapons. Moshofsky,
also opposed to the MX system and harboring
“reservations about the B-1 bomber,” believes
the nuclear freeze issue helpful in getting arms
reductions movement because “we alreadv have
enough weapons to blow up everybody."”

Moshofsky offers a thoughtful conservative
pragmatism in contrast to the incumbent's mod-
erate pragmatism. But AuCoin, who has gained
stature on issues important to Oregonians, is the
most influential congressman from Oregon in the

* House delegation. Moshofsky simply has not

built a convincing case for replacing AuCoin
because of ideological differences or actual per-
formance in office.

While better qualified for Congress than any
opponent AuCoin has faced in recent years, Mo-
shofsky, if elected, would not soon be in any
position to do much about his convictions. The
Oregonian recommends voters in the 1st District
support Rep. Les AuCoin,
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ign Unit Fires Early

Salvos in the War of the Words

blower
By ergo"rol:l{gtrllflfwrlwr
1ica snake pit known as
w%llu Rep. James McC.
2 of the gentlemen. The
d onefreshnwn Den:h:n:]-n_f a
g farmer and son of a
C‘FO]m::linister. is known for
demeanor. 1
' this? A news release
wh\avt;h?:;wn'md Nation-
" Congressional Com-
C that says, “Congress_
(N'l:aC . .). evidently feels that
CI‘ID do nothing to prevent our
ericans from being beaten
w on the streets of our na-

e, ambling through

C]R;l; the Capitol in a pale
seersucker suib simply shakes
und says, “It’s & sorry way
bu;‘l::’:;% is @ high-powered
publicity campaign initiated
NRCC, which organizes and
GOP House races, against 70
Ovambent. Democrts. R
md Democratic pOIItICIl
have mounted such cam-
before, but never has t:he war
20 w[y and so stndently.
than 18 months before the

May 11 news release on
on  red-white-and-blue
Jetterhead, was sent to news-
and radio stations in his dis-
gs well as to several hundred of
- contributors. It attacks his
against an amendment to a jus-
assistance act to increase the
of crime-protection funds
to the elderly.

acknowledges that his vote
*politically hasty.” He said it
the result of confusion over the
of the amendment given
by Judiciary Committee Chair-

Peter W. Rodino Jr. (D-N.J.).
Stan Lundine, a New York
was upbraided in an

NRCC release March 9 for voting
aganst an amendment to the jobs

bill to provide $135 million for

school and hospital izati
T re 8 l{: weatherization,

» “How could an
member of Congress vote to den;

money to keep hospital patients and
school children warm in winter?”

Lundine, a fourth-termer from
Jamestown, said five or six NRCC
releases have been sent to news out-
lets and contributors in his district

“This idea of sending it to your
contributors—it's very close to being
dirty tricks,” he said.

Netvs-relea.se attacks were first
organized into a sophisticated cen-
ti?l?g.ed operation by the NRCC in

It was called “News From
Other Side,” but the Repub!ict::
committee abandoned the tactic dur-
ing the last election cycle as ineffec-
tive. The Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee (DCCC), how-
ever, began sending out negative re-
leases in 1981, making political hay
or: GOP budget and Social Security
votes.

Now the Republicans have started
up again, with the new twist of send-
ing the releases to campaign contri-
butors. The NRCC has sent out
more than 7,000 releases since Feb-
ruary. It is also running paid news-
paper and radio ads attacking in-
cumbents in their districts for voting
“wrong” on various issues,

Rep. Tony Coelho (D-Calif),
chairman of the DCCC, attacked the
GOP campaign as “lies and below-
the-belt tactics.” He said the efforts
“didn’t work in 1982 and won't be
effective in 1983 or 1984 either.”

However, Joseph R. Gaylord, ex-
ecutive director of the NRCC, said,
“We're just using some of the weap-
ons the Democrats used on Social
Security. They found it pretty easy
to take cheap shots, so we can take
cheap shots, too. And we have more
guns.”

The NRCC budget for this year is
$26 million, Gaylord said, raised

mostly through a sophisticated di-

rect-mail operation with 1.2 million
contributors.

I.t already is into candidate re-
cruitment for the 1984 House races,
and has begun training workshops.
Gaylord said direct cash contribu-
tions to GOP races will amount to $8
million and that GOP candidates
will have access to “state-of-the-art”
video equipment to make television
commercials, as well as a new com-
puter service providing daily infor-
mﬁl:m on incumbent Democrats’
votes,

By contrast, the DCCC, which
began late in the direct-mail busi-
Ness, expects to spend only $8 mil-
lion to $10 million for the two-year
plection cycle, and is still formulat-
ing a political game plan. Nonethe-
less, Coelho predicts that the Dem-
ocrats, who gained 26 House seats in
1982, will add five to eight seats in
1984.

Gaylord said his negative media
campaign is “a good tactic. It helps
motivate people at the local level.”

Besides press releases on individ-
ual votes, 20 Democrats were tar-
geted as “the taxing 20” for voting in
favor of the House Democratic bud-
get, which, like the budget favored
by Senate Republicans, included tax
increases that President Reagan op-
poses.

The news release sent to Clarke's
district—identical to those mailed to
the 19 other districts—charged that
Clarke “is forcing his average constit-
uent to cough up $3,560 over the
next five years while making it pos-
sible for him to receive an increase
in his congressional pay of $2,792 in
just the first year.”

There were similar radio ads.
However, in Clarke’s case, WWNC,
the largest station in Asheville, N.C.,
refused to air the ad on the ground
that it was “distasteful.”

That prompted an NRCC release
blasting the station. “The only thing

‘distasteful’ about the ad is the de-
cision of WWNC to become an ed-
itorial censor,” it said.

Several members fought bapk, de-
manding equal air time to point out
that the budget included no congres-
sional pay raise, but allowed for an
across-the-board raise for federal
workers.

In one counter radio ad, Rep. L&a
AuCoin (D-Ore.) said, “I'm not in-
timidated by these lie and smear
tactics . . .. If you're troubled by
this kind of campaign, contact my
Portland office . . .. ”

Freshman Rep. Ronald Coleman
(D-Tex.) got some favorable p_ublgc-
ity from the experience. An editorial
in his home-town paper, the El Paso
Herald-Post, said Coleman was
“rightly incensed” adding that the
congressman “emphasizes that his
concern is to do something about a
whopping deficit that poses serious
threats to the economy.”

Over Memorial Day weekend, an-
other wave of releases went out from
NRCC headquarters to about 20
Democrats’ districts, coupled with
paid newspaper and radio ads charg-
ing that the Democrats proposed
capping interest on mortgage pay-
ments at $10.000.

In fact, the cap was merely listed
as one of many revenue-raising op-
tions in a report issued by the Dem-
ocratic Study Group, an in-house
information service subscribed to by
220 House Democrats.

“How could anyone in their right
minds even think about capping
home mortgage deductions?” the re-
lease asked. “Families depend on
that deduction when they buy a
home.”

The paid ads, which ran in such
papers as the Asheville Times and
Newsday, gave readers the name and
telephone number of their congress-
man and advised them to call and
“tell him to get his own House in
order. And not to tamper with
yours.”
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LES AuCoIN TARGETED BY NATIONAL
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE
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Weekly
Report

| Three-Pronged Strategy:

Wealthy and Well-Organized
GOP Panel Eyes 1984 Elections

Until AuCDin;
Oregon's ISt
pistrict al-
ways elected
Republicans.

Moshofsky

already
running.

* % %

Target: Class of 1974

Meanwhile, the NRCC is taking a
fresh look at the Democrats first
elected in 1974, the year the GOP took
a beating at the polls because the par-
I¥'s image was tarnished by the Wa-
tergate break-in scandal. (1974 Alma-
nac p. 8.15)

“There are many of those Demo-
crats who were elected from what we
believe are essentially Republican ar-
eas, or potentially Republican areas,”
Vander Jagt says.

* %k %

Second-Time Candidates

One of the focal points of NRCC
recruiting efforts for 1984 is the group
of Republicans who lost House elee-
tions in 19820 “This committee has
historically  encouraged second-time
candidacies,” Gavlord savs,

Several of the 1982 losers are seen
by the NRCC as particularly promis-
g prospects for 1984, among them
Bill Moshofsky of Oregon, who won 46
percent of the vote against Demaocratic
Rep. Les AuCoin, and Pat Haggerty of
Texas, who polled 44 percent in an
open, traditionally  Democratic dis-
trict.

Mashofsky and Haggerty, both of
whom say they may run again, were in
a group invited to an April “recap ses-
sion” in Washington, at which the
NRCC staff gought the losers’ com-
ments on the 1982 elections and dis-
cussed prospects for 1984,

Among the anti-incumbent mail-
ings the NRCC has already sent out is
one that accuses 20 Democrats who
voted for the Democratic hudget alter-
mative for fiscal 1984 of favoring a
$300 billion tax increase over the next
three vears; in another mailing, the
NRCC  charged certain  Democrats
with endorsing elimination of the tax
law that allows homeowners to deduct
interest paid on home mortgages from
their taxes.

There has been a howl of Demo-
cratic protest that the NRCC mailings
are misrepresentations. The budget
did not include a specific tax hike fig-
ure, Democrats say, and eliminating
the mortgage interest deduction was
simply an option offered by a party
study group to reduce the deficit.

The NRCC has been studying
records at the Federal Election Com-
mission (FEC), and it is sending its
anti-incumbent mailings to people
listed by the FEC as campaign con-
tributors to the targeted Democrats.
Demaocrats say that practice smacks of
Watergate-era “dirty tricks,” but Van-
der Jagt scoffs at the criticism.

“l would call that making the
record known. To say that is gutter
politics . .. borders to me on despera-
tion.”" He says the practice is proper
because the NRCC is not soliciting
contributions (FEC data may not be
used for that purpose), but simply
providing information,

*“The third wave [of anti-incum-
bent mailings] will be going out
shortly after the August recess,” Van-
der Jagt promises, although the
NRCC has not decided what issue it
will address.

April, 1983:
AuCoin among
20 Democrats
attacked.

May, June
and August:
AuCoin hit
again.

Three NRCC
mailings to
AuCoin givers
so far.



MOSHOFSKY FOR CONGRESS
700 SOUTHWEST MEMORY LANE
PORTLAND. OREGON 7228

February 15. 1983

vear ()

1 have decided to ryp again,

We came Very close to winning last time in a very uphill race.
with the tremendous base of Support we now have, I feel
confident we can win - jf we

capitalize on that base,

That is why I am starting now by retaining one person at least
half-time to (1) develop the in-depth organization we need; (2)
analyze voting results; (3) coordi

: ) ¢ nate opposition research; (4)
handle preliminary funqd falsing among our 3,000 prior
contributors; and (5) work on letters to the editor.

1 have liqed Up & top notch person from the Atiyeh campaign who
can mobilize my supporters as well as Vic's, and handle well
the other assignments.

up raising nearly $600,000 and runnin

g one of the top five
Republican challenger races in the co

untry.

Hope you will help .at the $1,000 level.

Please let me know if
you have any questions,

Sincirelyc

jout

Bill Moshofsky
BM/sp/4253F

A copy of our repant is on tile with the Feders! Election Commission snd evallable for purchese
trom the Feders! Election Commigsion, Weshington, D.C. 20483

Peid tor by MOSHOFSKY FOR CONGRESS, Gardon Jacobeon, Tressurer



first year," Galen said.

‘Americans while protecting their own incomes by doing awa

WAS auCoin to their list of

‘mwf $3,500. That $3,500 would

Jou
into t

effect in 1985,
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THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CoNGRESS
GUY VANDER JAGT, CHA[RMAN IR i)

% : :
Mgﬁd;MMEDIA?E RELEASE : Contact: Nancy Bocskor
Y, April 18, 1983 202-479-7070

LES AUCOIN NAMED AS MEMBER OF *
HINGTON -— The National R

TAXING TWENTY"

epublican Congressional Committee today named

Les the "Taxing Twenty",

. blic ' ; :
qamed to the 1list of 20 Democ Affairs for the NRCC, said AuCoin

: rats because of hi
35 taxes on working Ameri o 1s recent vote to
..creaseé b 3 \1ng €ricans by $2¢5 .
;Zaclrsf while voting himself a a3 pay ﬁike. billion over the next five

“It's outrageous AuCoin would Kote to increase income taxes by
: Pay the grocery bill for a family of four
he end of 1983, " : r > : Y :
p now until t _ » Galen said.
fﬁud have that money go into the It's obvious that AuCoin

= hands of th
he mouths of working families . " € government rather than

A family of four earning $30,000 ip 1983 will iti
. ’ pay an additional
¢3,550 in 1ncome taxes between now and 198g because of zhe recently

sed Democratic budget. The Democratic budget proposal would force the
c:rslc:811ation Of the thlrd year of g P P fo)

the tax cut and would eliminate
indexing tax brackets for the rate of inflation, scheduled to go into

“1f you want to dig into the bud
{s going, you don't have to look any farther chan Les AuCoin's own
pocket. Among other things, AuCoin is forcing his average constituent to
cough up $3,559 over thg next five years while making it possible for him
to receive an increase in his Congressional pay of $2,792 in just the

get and find out where the money

“The Democrats in Congress want to raise income taxes for working

Yy with tax

‘indexing," Galen said. "If indexing is repealed it would mean that the

Democrats would continue to be the primary beneficiaries of

the high
inflation rates they created several years ago."

"All of us who pay taxes are smarting over the amount we had to

-shell out last week to the IRS, and unless we write and call

Congressman AuCoin, we're going to be writing bigger and bigger checks to
the IRS in the years ahead," Galen concluded.

-0-

320 First Street, S.E.
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Which political

party is out to cut
he tax break
for homeowners?

A

Guess again.

One political party doesn't seem to know—or care—what it
costs to own a home these days.

In fact, they're out to make it
ceiling on the tax deduction .
millions depend on that deducti
their American dream.

Which party would do something so unfair?
The Democrats.

Surprised? You shouldn’t be. |

Because it's the Democrats in the House of Representatives
who have a new, big-spending budget to fund. To do that,
they've proposed a list of 41 tax increases.* Cutting back your
homeowner's deduction is just one of their ideas.

Republicans in the House know that's unfair. They realize that
millions of Americans are making ends meet only because of the

‘homeowner's deduction. And that it's wrong to snatch it away
from them. :

a lot costlier. By putting a
e Tage interest. Even though
on to meet the payments on

- -Where does your Democratic Representative, Les AuCoin,
- stand? Call him today at 221-2901 and ask.
You might also tell him to get his own House in order. And
not to tamper with yours.

* Democratic Study Group Special Report. “Revenue Options for FY 1984, March 21,
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FOR IgMEDIATE RELEASE : Contact:  Napcy Bocskor
ursday, May 26, 1983 202-479-7070

GoP ASKS LES AUCOIN TO EXPLAIN DEMOCRAT MORTGAGE CAP SCHEME

,: WAsHINGT(ENR;_rzszzggiigohcy‘making committee of the Democrats in the
L ouse © p ©S, the Democratic Study Group, has issued a list

/5. sed methods of raising federal t ; : !
'Prng deductions for taxpayers. axes including capping home mortgage

ster
. Moré€ thag 2;2 HOE:: gﬁlgograts belong to the Democratic Study Group,
juding Y-S péz 200 oin, (D-Ore.). Dues for full research services
‘;: ¢he group are S<. @ Year, paid for out of tax dollars.

§ 1n a0 offigl:lcngort issued by the group, entitled “Revenue Options for
) qoan, < thE RN S proposed capping interest on mortgage payments at

[0,000-

could anyone in their right minds even think about capping home
deductions?” asked Rich Galen, Director of PublictAffla)frsgfor the
Republican Congressional Committee. “Families depend on that

jon when they buy a home. We've started to see improvement in the
rket since the economy is getting back on the right track, and now
., Democrats want to put on the brakes," Galen said. “AuCoin should tell
P constituents if he's supporting his party's proposal."

" How

¢ almost 25% of families who bought a home in March, 1983, would be

fected Dy the $10,000 cap on interest deduction. With current annual

les of 2.7 million homes, 648,000 families would be affected by the cap.
zven moderate increases 1in inflation and interest rates would drag enormous
pers of homebuyers into this scheme. If we should return to the runaway
tflation and interest rates we had under the Carter Administration the

0,000 cap would affect even more hard-working families who are trying to

'. a home.“

. "The Democrats want us to foot the bill for their new, big-spending
dget," charged Galen. “They've put together a list of 41 new tax

creases for Fiscal Year 1984. Once they get their foot in the door with
jis cap, I'm sure they'll want more and more of our tax dollars."

. "AuCoin's constituents have a right to know if he supports the

mocrats' proposals. Folks who depend on the mortgage deduction so they

an attain the American dream of home ownership should give AuCoin a call to
ind out if he supports his party's pc-ition on this issue," Galen concluded. 1
el :
320 First Street, S.E.

Washington, D.C. 20003
PAID FOR BY THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE
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Contact:
EORdIMMEDIATE RELEASE: mgﬁeve Lotterer
riday, June 24, 1983 202-479-7079

ucom yOTES TAX HIKE FOR MIDDLE INCOME FAMILIES AND SMALL BUSINESS

N -— U.S. Rep. Les A i . , b
WASHINGTO . rep S AuCoin (D-OR) voted today to increase the
oral taxes of m}ddlehlncome families and over 2.4 mill?on small

- cinesses by capping the third year of President Reagan's tax cut.

~ although Democratic leaders claimed the capping vote would “penalize
hefidf” U.S. Treasury Department estimates show that the tax cut cap

4 hit middle 1lncome Americans and small businesses the hardest and
&atwealthy Americans would be exempt from the cap.

. according to the Treasury Department, the tax cut cap AuCoin voted

¢ would raise tax rates to insure that no one's tax cut would be in
cess of $700. H?weXer. the bill would not raise the maximum tax rate of
03, meaning that dfﬁ thy individuals already in that tax bracket would

not b€ affected by the cap.

“The tax cut cap really hits middle America over the head, ' said
ational Republican Congressional Committee Executive Director Joseph
gaylord. "A family with two wage earners earning just over $35,000 would
oo tneir tax rate go up_lz% because of_AuC01n's vote. And since over 85%
¢ the small businesses in the nation file personal. not corporate, income
tax returns. the tax nike would hit 2.4 million small businesses as well.

'1 find 1t unbelievable that the Democrats are trying to pass off
this tax hike as a vote which will only affect wealthy Americans when =-ne
facts gnow the wealthy will be the ones who are excluded f£rom the effects
»f -he cap,” Gaylcrd said.

1 The real reason AuCoin joined Speaker Tip O'Neill in supporting =i
tax cap was to finance the big spending Democratic budget. which AuCoin
also supported,” Gaylord said. "By pretending to penalize the rich,
AuCoin is managiag to dip into the pockets of middle income Americans ==
pay {or more federal spending.”

’ayiord als)> cnarJed that Democratic leaders are out of :zouch wi-
teallly by piacing families earning $35,000 into the category of weait
Atericans. “When a family is struggling to make ends meert, I don't =n
It's fair to label them as 'wealthy'," Gaylord said.

re
at
1)
av
-
-
LR

K

; ‘Because the tax cut hasn't gone into effect yet, AuCoin is gambling
that voters won't know their tax cut has been reduced, " Gaylord said. “We

fon t intend to let that happen." 32w sweer sE.
Wclhﬁgw. D.C. 20003
PAID FOR BY THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE
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2 FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: Contact: \ancy Bocskor
z Friday, August 26, 1983 202-479-7070

CONGRESSMAN LES AUCOIN NAMED AS "RECOVERY KILLER"

—-— The National Republican Con i ' ed U
L . _qton . . gressional Committee today nam
35"1225 pucoin (D-OR) as one of the “recovery killers" in Congress.
gep- .

: fought economic reg ~~v in 1983," sa

squcoin has ; every step of the way in 1983,
] é: en, Director of Public Affairs ror the NRCC. “He has consistently
ichd for higher taxes and more government spending, which could have robbe
Nt sconony of the fuel necessary for continued growth and job creation.”
he =

rndicators of economic performance have improved dramatically over the
gear - The GNP 1increased 9.2% during the second quarter of 1983
t Jion now stands at 3.2%. Interest rates are 11%. Housing starts nave
sased 47%. Monthly mortgage payments have dropped $102. New car sales
-_ngfup almost 40%. Industrial production increased 7.1%. Retail saies are
fiosu higher
n 1983, AuCoin voted for the Democratic budget calling for the

ation of the third year tax cut and indexing--a measure that would hav

sed the income tax for a family of four by over $3,500 over the next
(Congressional Quarterly vote #42)

glimin
| juCoin supported the budget conference report that included a 4% pay ra:
Eor federal civilian employees, as well as tax increases of over $73 billionr
for * e next 3 years. (CQ #204)

. puCoin voted against a measure to reduce government spending by $12
pillion, which, if passed, would have eliminated the need for higher taxes.

(cg #206)

auCoin supported the income tax cut cap, which would have hit
iddle-income families and small businesses the hardest. (CQ #207)

. Obviously, AuCoin would rather have us return to the failed policies of
the past —— policies that caused interest rates so high that families couldn
buy homes. Policies that produced inflation rates so painful that the elde:.
couldn't survive on fixed incomes. Policies that required taxes so exorbit.:
that working Americans could not save for their future and their children’:
future, " charged Galen.

. "We need Congressmen who deeply care about the direction our country is
going, not those who just practice 'politics as usual' and follow the liberal
Democratic leadership," said Galen. "“The NRCC urges AuCoin's constituents t¢
demand an explanation of his irresponsible behavior here in Washington, "
toncluded Galen.

320 First Street, S E.

Washingtgn.D.C. 20003
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BILL MOSHOFSKY RECEIVED

P.0. BOX 8827

PORTLAND, OR EGON 97207 0CT17 1983

October 1983

peal Friend:

In 1982, I thought Les AuCoin should be defeated and replaced in the
Congress: In 1984, I'm sure he can be and I know he must be.

Thanks to the loyal support from you and thousands of Oregonians in
he First Congressional District, we almost retired Mr. AuCoin last year.
| need your confidence and help to finish the job we started in 1982.

we had a lot qf help last year. . . and the fact we gave AuCoin the
toughest race of his career couldn't have happened without you.

Even though the 1982 elections were not very kind to Republicans
overal]- we knocked over 12 percent off AuCoin's 1980 victory margin.

1984 will be better -- it has to be!

president Reagan will be on the ballot. He carried our district by
o percentage points against Jimmy Carter. The President on the ticket
i1l help me, I have no doubt.

The President's economic policies are really starting to cause a
turn-arouna Th the NOrthwest. 1nat was not the case last year. . . and

<wi1] make a difference.

je need Lo gain.only about 4 percent more of the vote than we had in
and 1 am convinced we can do that. I just would not subject my family

1982 )
;ﬁﬁréupporters like you to another campaign if I didn't believe that.

We learned a lot last year and I'm sure we can avoid some first time
candidate mistakes because of it.

The National Republican Congressional Committee (NRCC believes that
t00 0 much soO, as _made u out of all
Thallenger races for 1984, 1I've already been in Washington, D. C. for top
level briefings and training to get ready for next year.

But the heaviest responsibility falls on us here in Oregon. And that's
why I'm writing to you now.

We simply can't wait until next vear to start raising money. And much
as 1 don't want to ask now, I must. f do need your help Nnow. ind that of
over 3,000 people who gave in 1982.

The early $100, $50, or $25 you send today will get us started now.

I haven't formally announced my candidacy, as you know, but we can't

wait for that to ggndug* research, broaden our grassroots organization, and
publicize the incumbent's voting record.



i ittee -- Moshofsk i .
ampaign commit - for Congress --
Tgﬁt?ons will qualify thisTyear Tor Tax crediTe is filed and your
1 AR e ETOe——— .

he real issue is to get moving and expo s .
B:g :0 his Washington D. C. votes. pose AuCoin's Oregon rhetoric
ar

cont’

comp
d 1 know what he does -- he talks of hold
or more and more spending;

jscal responsibility.

ing down the deficit

You an h 3
e votes against a strong defense

votes f
i e
And AuCoin knows that. He's been sending out anti-Moshofsky news

ince March! He plans to raise $100,000 fr i
1ett‘:gzn3ers by the end of 1983, ot iy aner 4ifd SHE

b19
puCoin is telling his supporters he faces the toughest challenge of
i Greer n . on't plan to disappoint him. now you won't
oTther.
while AuCoin has been in Washington, D. C. this year trying to

tart inflation with his big spending votes, I worked here in Oregon
he 1id on state government spending to hold down taxes.

re=3
1o keep t
some said 1 was a voice in the wilderness. But we put a lot of

cessure on state legislators and they cut about $150 million dollars
%0m ctate budget proposals.

1£ 1 can hel hold the line here in Oregon, I know my voice and vote
in Congress _can elp ho e ine on federal spending.

That's why I need your help today!

please make out your check for as much as you can afford to
Moshofsky for Congress and get it in the mail,

I can promise you a strong race in 1984. We know what has to be
done and we're laying a solid grounq work now. Your contribution of
§100, or as much as you can send, will mean much to me and to the campaign

effort.
Thank you. "
EEErEGREETEETTISS ¢ o

Sincerely,

Bi11 Moshofsky

P.S. 1f you have any thoughts about the campaign, or any corrections for
our mailing list, be sure to include them in the envelope. Please don't

delay your contribution. The opposition is moving‘and we can't atford to
g1ve away vatuable time to them.

Paid for by MOSHOFSKY FOR CONGRESS, Gordon Jacobson, Treasurer

TH <



PEACE

ressman Les AuCoin believes that as

. a nation : ;
Coni;e -nd territory of the U.S., deter Slelear Tras y Oudr role in the :world 1s_to defend
the peoP that can lead to to war. » @nd reduce the international
[} ns .
teﬂSlo

nat means having a defe.nse that's second to none,
oy ngyperiority.” Les believes in a lean,
illusoe ational forees, adequate pay, and a fore

gz:‘d’ of the list.

but which does not strive for an
cost-effective military based on

ign poliey that puts arms reductions at the

s fighting five major battles in the 98th
Les is fighting Ll 1€ 9th Congress to advance the prospects for
i and help reduce the $200 billion defieit by trimming the Pentagon's 55)1.6 l:rillion
£:'Jeaporlﬁ‘» build-up-

First, a nuclear freeze. Les co-authored an Oregon ballot measure for the nuclear

in 1982 and led the state campaion t :
apons frecr? M paign that passed it, 60 to 40 percent. Then
wee v?&S one of the key leaders of the successful drive for a nuclear weaponspfreeze
resolution in the House of Representatives.

Second, nerve gas. In the 97!;!1 Congress, and again in the 98th, Les fought to block
appropriations to resume production of nerve gas weapons.

Third, the MX |missi1_e. -Les helped organize and focus opposition in the House to the
multibillion—dollar MX missile, a weapon that he has warned will inerease the risk of
nuclear war, instead of reduce it.

Fourth, El Salvador. Having traveled the region and talked to all sides, Les rejects
the Adininistration's arins requests for the military regime in El Salvador, and is working

with colleagues in the House to (1)_stx_‘engthen the certification process, and (2) base any
form of aid on unconditional negotiations among all parties in the civil war.

Fifth, Nicaragua. _Les is a leading House opponent of the "seeret" war in N icaragua,
which violates internathnal and U.S. law and supports remnants of the Somoza regime and
threatens to ignite a regional war, starting with Nicaragua and Honduras.

Les' record consistently underscores his belief that our vital interests can be protectd
by spending our defense dollars more sensibly. While fighting to delete funds for the MX
and B-1 bomber, he has supported a pay increase for military personnel and increased
funding to upgrade conventional weapons systems which the Reagan Administration is
leaving so weak that even Gen. Bernard Rogers, NATO commander, said may not be
capable of surviving a conventional assault in Europe.

Lesalso...
. . . Backed creation of a National Academy of Peace and Conflict Resolution.
« + . Co-sponsored legislation to create a World Peace Tax Fund.

- - « Supports a foreign policy that respects legitimate aspirations for
self-determination, social justice and economic progress.



pefense

¥ I
find
ar freeze debate dragged

cle n the House
rhe S Chifth day © _
| prov 2,;9 with supporters :l;:{nd c;g)
- on rApl‘ll he measure (H J Res !
1 ﬂ”ﬁents of :ing each other of delaying
§ o accY

] - ouse Foreign Af-
2_ "Cu‘:t day 2 tigd(')hl’:irman Clement J.
: mmlz\ﬁs announced he wHuld
4 e verning floor
| z,bloﬁ‘ - a: e;sgﬂxetiﬁx that would
] debawhomit on furthtl!lr debate over
| the bill.

tirgfics bristled at the sug-
Free]ﬁt they sought merely to de-
fion ¢ approval of the freeze.
43 we already accepted 12 [of
” mendments,” W:}ham S.
sd R-Mich., the senior .For-
, ffair's Committee Republican,
- eig” Ablc,cki. «That shows how im-
g Z:the resolution was that was re-
rt‘;‘é from our Cot "

- pors ¢ Zablocki cited the more than
“ By the House already had spe.nt
pasr” the resolution in four earlier
| debating the first on March 16. “Never
E 35 years [in the Hm{:se] have 1
> myo much time wasted,” he said.
; Seen'I%he House leadership set renewal
| f the freeze debate for May 4.

”

' amendments

3 A As they consistently have bf_:en
] ple to do, supporters of the resolution
;revailed April 28 in what has become

——

—By Pat Towell

a repetitive procedural minuet,
66, p. 860) uet. (Vote

Whatever its final form, the
freeze resolution is deemed certain to
pass the House by a large margin.

But backers of the freeze clearly
fear that a carefully worded amend-
ment could undermine either of the
resolution’s two symbolic corner-
stones:

®The call for negotiation of a
“freeze” on nuclear weapons develop-
ment qnd production before “reduc-
tions” in the number of such weapons;

® Prohibition within any negotiated
fl_'eeze of nuclear arms “moderniza-
tion,” in the sense of replacing exist-
Ing weapons with more lethal ones.

So on April 28, in the same way
that the freeze critics tried to avoid a
straight up-or-down vote on the pro-
posal to “freeze,” the freeze backers
continued to evade a vote on any
amendment in the form proposed by
the freeze critics!

‘Sequence’ Amenauient. By a
215-194 margin, freeze backers. evis-
cerated with an amendment of their
own an amendment to the resolution
by Mark D. Siljander, R-Mich., that
would have deprived the “freeze” of
its primacy over “reductions” as an
arms control goal.

Siljander’'s amendment would
have set a freeze and reductions as co-
equal goals of U.S. arms control nego-
tiators. “All we're trying to make clear
is that we're not talking about a freeze

House Action Elusive on Nuclear Freeze

with no hope of reductions,” he said.

But Jim Leach, R-Iowa, insisted
that the sequence of freeze first, fo!-
lowed by reductions, was essential .lf
the resolution were to keep its basic
character as a vote of no-conﬁdepce in
administration arms control policy. '

“Use of the term ‘reductions
would make room for the administra-
tion’s complete multibillion-dollar
weapons program,” warned Les Au-
Coin, D-Ore.

Modernization Issue. Faced
with an amendment by James G. Mar-
tin, R-N.C., that could have been con-
strued as an indirect allowance of
“modernization” under a freeze, back-
ers of H J Res 13 took another tack.

The amendment provided that a
freeze be negotiated with due reg_ard
for preserving the essential equiva-
lence of the U.S. and Soviet nuclear
forces “at present and in the future.”
Martin said this was intended to take
account of the fact that most U.S. nu-
clear weapons are older than the Sovi-
ets’ and would require replacement
within the scope of any freeze.

But AuCoin minimized the
amendment’s significance, arguing
that even if U.S. weapons were older,
their “technology is so infinitely supe-
rior that they are in no way inferior.”
Then freeze backers deprived Martin’s
amendment of symbolic value as an
“anti-freeze” vote by voting for it un-
animously themselves. The amend-
ment was approved 397-0. |

—Rep. Les AuCoin,

“Use of the
term ‘reductions’
would make
room for the ad-

ministration’s talking ab.out a
complete multi- freeze with no
billion-dollar hope of rgduc’-’
weapons pro- tions.

gram.” —Rep. Mark D.

D-Ore.

“All we’re try-
ing to make clear
is that we’re not

Siljander, R-Mich.
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MX and START Talks

issile in thi : - What the President got
an MX missile in this great bargain that was struck. 8 e
a change in tone, a difference in the rhetoric. [ don't m g,fh‘::g;? apparently has got is

forward with a missile that I think could just as easily be maiched by

ildup of similar kinds of missiles Ii : ;

?!l: barpgaining table. tles like the MX on their part as opposed to an inducement to
LEHRER: I take it then that you don't see what the President said ¢ :
now by Secretary Dean, as anything particularly new or flexible? y. and as explained
Rep. AUCOIN: Well, we're going to have to wait to see the details. So f

tone, but no arms control. That’s better what we had before. We lfad a hirm::rh;‘:ea a;c;ﬁ:;
arms control. But I think what the American people want to see is forget the tone, give us an
arms control agreement that's worthy of its name. And so far the record has not ‘becn good
Flexibility was stressed today, and the Pre :

sident had to do that because he risked n
within the Congress that he recently won for the MX. The problem with flexibility is, :slcl)p\\?odo
you Vel‘ify ﬂCXIbllltyq

LEHRER: Do you still reject Congressman Aspin’s argument that the MX could be a good
bargaining chip with the Soviets or a lever toward arms control?

Rep. AuCOIN: Well, the problem with bargaining chips is, first, that the administration
indicated that this is not a bargaining chip, that it does intend to build the MX regardless of a
treaty on START. That has been what my impression has been. Secondly, the history of the
arms race is that both arsenals are filled with bargaining chips from each side. The MIRV
missile at one point was a bargaining chip by the United States. Now it’s in our arsenal. I just
think the point has come at which we ought to say we don’t need a weapon with the kind of
first-strike capability that the MX represents in order to threaten the Soviet Union. They've
been negotiating since 1969 with us, not because they only fear their silos, but because they
fear the capability of our arsenal to threaten some 690 million Russian citizens.

LEHRER: Congressman, do you think that regardless of what your feeling is on it that the
President is going to get his MX as a result of what he did today?

Rep. AuCOIN: My sense of it is, and it is too close to call. My sense of it is that it could go
either way. And the President was walking on eggshells today. I believe. and for very good
reason. There are a lot of members who are watching very, very carefully. They're sincere
members who want to give him a chance. [ want to give him a chance, too, but I don’t
believe that he needs an MX in order to get the bargaining position or the treaty that he asks
for. My sense of it is that it could come down to a very few votes cither way. Some people
stayed with him last time because it was not a question of procurement of this missile. It was
largely a question of advanced R&D of the basing mode and flight tests and those kinds of
things.
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MX Opponents Call Basing Plan
Too Costly and Short of Objective

By STEVEN V. ROBERTS
*  Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, April 12 — The
recommendation by a Presidential
commission to base 100 MX missiles in
existing silos was criticized today by a
wide range of arms control advocates
and Congressional opponents of the

w%p:geart of the critics’ argument is
that the missiles will not be invulner-
able to Soviet attack and thus are not
worth the billions of dollars they would
cost to build and deploy. In fact, the
critics maintained that the weapons
would increase the danger of war by in-
viting - Soviet attack, while d
from other military needs at a

time of tight budgets and high deficits.

The commission’s report said deploy-
ment of the MX was an interim step
until a less vulnerable weapon could be
developed. Supporters also say the
weapon could persuade the Soviet
Union to. make concessions in arms
limitations talks. ;

«This is the time to kill the MX,”’ as-
serted Representative Les AuCoin, an
Oregon Democrat whois onthe ™ “~oce

~  Subcommittee of the House App.upiic

tions Committee, “Kill it clean, kill it
now.””
Opponents Face Difficulty
But Mr. AuCoin noted that the debate

over the MX was shifting to favorable

ground for opponents. For the last two
. years, the issue has been whether to de-
ploy the missile in one of several new
basing modes. And since each of the
proposed basing systems contained ob-
vious flaws, lawmakers were willing to
vote to delay production of the weapon. .
Now, however, with the recommen-
dation of using existing silos, lawmak-
ers say the question becomes whethier
to kill the missile outright or decide to
move ahead. Critics acknowledge that

this gives supporters a tactical advan- |

tage. ‘

§It’s very to vote no on an ab-
surd basing mode,” said Senator Paul
E. Tsongas, Democrat of Massachu-
setts. *‘It’s more difficult tovotencona
whole system.”

Critics of the MX, which stands for
missile experimental, also concede that
the commission report scored a tactical
victory for supporters in advancing the
MX as an interim weapon only.

Key Role of Midgetman

Representative Joseph P. Addabbo,
Democrat of Queens, a leading oppo-
‘nent of the MX, acknowledged that'sev-
eral Congressional critics had been in-
duced to switch sides because they liked
the concept of a smaller, mobile mis-

- sile, nicknamed Midgetman.

The MX issue will probably reach
Capitol Hill in several forms. Under
legislation passed last December, the
Administration cannot spend $560 mil-
lion for engineering development of the
basing system until Congress specifi-

cally approves a basing plan.

'IheWhlteHmuehasgeldoﬂendors-
ing the commission report until after
Congress deals with two other issues, a
nuclear freeze resolution and President
Reagan’s nomination of Kenneth L.
Adelman to head the Arms Control and
Disarmament A

In a separate action, the Administra-
tlonisexpectedtoaskagrmtonp—
propriate money for the actual pur-
chase dorf)pr‘xg missiles. Those funds
were by Congress last
until the basing question is mlm:{m

Opponents of the MX say budget con-
straints will provide them with one of
their most useful arguments against fi-
nancing the missile. Representative
AuCoin described the MX fight as “the
first test of whether Congress will re-
spond to clear public feeling that they
want less defense spending.”

The main argument of opponents out-
side of Congress to the MX is that the
missiles are not needed because the
United States already has enough weap-
ons to deter a Soviet attack or retaliate
in the event of one. Moreover, they
mnaintained,- the original reason for
developing the MX, to have a missile
that could withstand Soviet attack, is no
longer valid.

Paul -C. Warnke, chief American
arms negotiator under President Car-
ter, said of the MX, ““There is literally
no justification for it.”

Herbert Scoville Jr., a former Deputy
Director for Research at the Central In-
telligence Agency, told a news confer-
ence that the missiles were ‘‘the most
dangerous weapons designed to date’”
and “they make nuclear holocaust
much more likely.”




ENVIRONMENT

gince his days 1n E'he Oregon Legislature, when he helped write and pass Oregon's
k "Bottle Bill," the first such anti-litter, recycling law in the nation, Congressman
landg‘uCoin has been an outspoken and effective defender of the environment. He and
Les irman Sid Yates are r(?cogrllzIed as the strongest environmental advocates on the
cha se Interior Appropriations Sudcomiittee — the panel that controls how the Secretary
l:[nterior uses his budget.
0

gﬁﬁpﬂgl_lllggi .ln the 97th Congress and again in the 98th, Les blocked Secretary
James watt i.‘rom opening up the outer continental shelf off the coast of central and
orthern California for oil and gas drilling, because of the huge environmental risks. With
‘Ees' support, the ban on dnlhn'g was extended recently to Georges Bank off the coast of
\ assachusetts — one of world's most productive fishery areas.

wilderness: Les is a principal sponsor of the Oregon Wilderness Act of 1983, which

e House of Representatives approved March 21 by a vote of 252 to 93. This significant
Jegislation affects the most heavily forested region in the country. Out of three million

eres of roa.dless federal lands in Oregon, the bill perserves one million acres of eritical
wildlife habitat, §almon spawning grounds, =1 nld-growth forests as wilderness, while
opening two million acres for multiple-use nanagcment by the Forest Service. Les also
engineered an ar.nendment to the Interior Appropriations bill for 1984 prohibiting mining
ona drilling in wilderness and wilderness study areas.

James Watt: Les and 28 other douse members were the first to ask President Reagan
on July 31, 1381, to remove Secretary Watt. On Oct 27, 1981, Les officially conveyed to
the House the petition signed by 1.1 million Americans asking Congress to dismiss Watt.

Land and Water Conservation Fund: From his seat on the Interior Appropriations
subcommittee, Les has been instrumental in overturning the Administration's plans to halt
all federal land acquisitions for parks, wildlife sanctuaries and recreation areas. With his
leadership and support, such acquisitions as the Appalachian Trail, the Golden Gate
National Recreation Area, the Great Disinal Swamp, and others across the country have
been inade.

Clean Air: Les sponsored legislation expressing the commitinent of the House to
uphold the standards of the Clean Air Act, at a time when the Administration was
pressing for a major gutting of the law, including a rollback of auto emission standards to
1977 levels and a relaxation of federal enforcement activities.

Coastal Zone Management: Throughout his tenure in Congress, Les has supported
strong coastal zone management. He opposed Commerce Department efforts to weaken
the voice of states in determining what activities should be allowed in coastal waters.
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‘Panel Rebuffs Watt,
OKs Ban On Qil Drilling
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w‘:sto [nterior Secretary James
rebe! ke congressnonal‘panel
watt 2 a ban Thursday against ol
off the Central and Northern
sornia c0aSt The House Interior
c’hmmria.a.tians Subcommittee voted
Apptl‘ﬂ p the ban as a rider to an
oo pudget bill for the Interi-
) m;l)gﬁmentgand related agencies

al year starting Oct. i
'or!?:eﬂsacntiydrilling amendment,
y Rep. Les AuCoin, D-
ore. specifically prohibits W;at:

m spending federal money fo
{::sing. exploration or developmenr:
of four offshore tracts betgee
Morro Bay in San Luis Obispo Coun-

and the Oregon border.

The tracts, totaling 700,000 acres,
include the Santa Cruz basin pff San
Mateo and Santa Cruz counties, the
Bodega basin off Marin and Sopoma
counties, the Point Arena basin qff
Mendocino County and the Eel Riv-
er basin off Eureka.

Watt is leaning in the direction of
opening these offshore areas to
commercial production. He expects
to make a final decision in a few
weeks.

Technically, the secretary coulc
proceed to award drilling leases
under the AuCoin amendment by
acting before Oct. 1. But that might
be a futile gesture because the
amendment would block issuance of
follow-up exploration permits and
other necessary supportive actions
required by long-term drilling oper-
atlons.

Watt had no immediate comment
on the subcommittee's action. A
spokesman declined to speculate on

whether the secretary still might go
ahead with a lease sale before Oct. 1
if Congress adopts the AuCoin
amendment.

Privately, Interior officials told
The Bee the dep.. ... ‘would be
severely hampered to get oil produc-
tion going under the provisions of
the amendment.

The subcommittee’s action repre-
sents the first congressional back-
lash against Watt’'s controversial
moves to expand oil production off
the California coast.

Gov. Brown and members of the
California congressional delegation
staged a strong lobbying drive in
recent days in support of the drilling
ban.

Anti-drilling forces cautioned,
however, that they scored only a
preliminary victory. Getting the
AuCoin amendment through the
House and the Senate will not be an
easy task, they said.

“We took the administration by
surprise,” said Rep. Leon Panetta,
D-Monterey County. “But now that
they've been alerted, it's going to be
tough getting the ban through the
full appropriations committee, the
House, and the Republican-con-
trolled Senate.”

The vote essentially was along
partisan lines. AuCoin had the sup-
port of Subcommittee Chairman
Sidney Yates, D-Ill,, and Reps. Clar-
ence Long, D-Md., Norman Dicks, D-
Wash. and John Murtha, D-Pa.

Voting against the amendments
were Reps. Joseph McDade, R-Pa.;
Ralph Regula, R-Ohio, and Tom
Loeffler, R-Tex.

There was a break in Republican
ranks, however, when Rep. Silvio
Conte of Massachusetts, the ranking
GOP member on the full Appropria-
tions Committee, abstained from
voting — apparently because he
didn't want to take sides openly
against the administration and

members of his own party.

Conte later said he supported
AuCoin’s efforts.

AuCoin said Oregon fishing inter-
ests would be adversely affected by
possible spills from oil drilling off
the California coast.

“I believe in a sensible approach
to conservation and development of
natural resources,” he said.

AuCoin said he didn’t extend his
drilling ban to the Santa Maria basin
off the California coast for which the
Interior Department recently re-
ceived drilling bids from oil firms.
The congressman said he didn't
want to tackle Santa Maria because
some tracts in that area are tied up
in litigation. Potential oil and gas
reserves in Santa Maria, he said. are
also much greater than those in the
other four basins covered by his
amendment.

The Oregon lawmaker said he
can't believe Watt would be “arro-
gant enough” to rush into a leasing
program to beat the Oct. 1 deadline.

He also said Watt's expanded dril-
ling program has run into strong
opposition from cities, counties and
community groups along the coast,
most members of the California
congressional delegation and Cali-
fornia Republican Chairman Tirso
del Junco.

In a related development, Rep.
James Weaver, D-Ore., offered —
but then withdrew — an amendment
on the House floor for a study of the
feasibility of including the four off-
shore tracts north of Santa Maria in
the naval petroleum reserve system.
Panetta said anti-drilling forces
persuaded Weaver that such an
approach simply would transfer
authority over drilling and produc-
tion decisions to another set of feder-
al officials — without any additional
safeguards that some of California’s
most scenic coastal stretches would
be adequately protected.



EDUCATION

agon Congressmanélestﬁu%?g _?{)tained his college education at Pacific University
o;st Grove, Oré. “g‘ ek de g 111 and the college work-study program. A produet
in FOF Jblic schools "and proud ol 1t," he personally understands the good that education

. nine years in Congress, Les has voted consistently to maintai
purins nitment to educational opportunity. d aintsin and strengthen

: ood schools are as important to th ion' i :
es believes & ; e ol 1e nation's long-term security as its
s ry strength, that economic stability is jeopardized without federal support for

Y " and that education is at least as deserving of a place at the cabi
educatiot energy, transportation, labor and justice. ° the cabinet table s

Les rejects flatly tne progosition that the government has no obligation to help those
- due to happenstance of birth, could not otherwise afford to obtain an education.
]

Les sponsored legislation creating the cabinet-level Department of Education in the
ngress. In .the 97 t_h Congress, he was a leading sponsor of legislation to restore
ducation Bill .of Rights. In the 98th Congress, Les is the author of a resolution
ing the principle of equal educational opportunity and a federal responsibility to
or the educational needs of children and youth.

gsth CO
the G E
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Les VOted YES oo

... To create the Department of Education.

... TO eStal‘?liSh an Office of Bilingual Eduecation and Minority Languages in the
Department of Education.

... To create Career Education Programs in elenentary and secondary schools
and to authorize Career Education grants to states.

... To appropriate funds for labor, health and education programs exceeding
the Administration's budget request by $87 million, while voting to make offsetting cuts

elsewhere.
Les voted NO . . .
... To Tuition Tax Credits.

... To cut and consolidate elementary and secondary education programs in
block grants to states.

... To cut Title I compensatory education for the disadvantaged by 33 percent.

l . . . To budget resolutions and r¢ ~~ 'ation bills mandating absolute cuts in
elementary, secondary and higher education programs.



WOMEN

rs — in Congress and in the Oregon Legislature — Les AuCoj has been a
For lzf%,::tive voice for equal rights for women. o has bee
1, €

] .
force te representative, he was floor manager of the Or
As 8 sta f the Equal Rights Amendment in 1973, As a con
’°"r§tifi cation deadline when the right wi

egon Legislature's
gressman, he fought to
ng ;tyrpied the natural ratification

; ; ig sponsor of the
tion of the Equal Rights Amendment in the House of Representatives.

er of the Congressional Caucus on Women's Issues, Les cosponsored the

uity Act to end discrimination against women in pensions, taxes, regulation,
Econon;lietir ement, and insurance.

jitar
mill

A memd
he is recognized as one of the leading House opponents of the New Right's
An% mnake a woman's right to a safe and legal abortion illegal.
efforts

o5 voted YES...

To increase the childeare tax limit.

L

To make it easier for non-working Spouses to establish IRAs.
To repeal the widow estate tax.

To prohibit employment diserimination based on pregnancy.
To create Women's History Week.

To legislation targeted at aiding displaced homemakers.

To appropriate funds for critical programs such as day care, job training,
ily plal.ll;i;lﬂ', maternal and child care, and education, offset and cuts elsewhere.
fami o
Les voted NOusn

To eliminate the Social Security minimum benefit; 90% of the recipients
re women. ;NhO spent years working for low wages.
a

To eliiminate funds for the Women's Educational Equity Act.
To gut the Legal Services Corporation; 67% of those who require this legal
aid are women.

To budget resolutions and reconciliation bills mandating cuts in day care
and job-tre;i;li.ng programs which help women obtain and keep jobs in the workforce.



HOUSING

ges AuCoin has rapidly begome"‘Mr. tousing" in Congress, The issue means shelter,
well 83 jobs in tIEe constrgc}lon. timber and wood produets industries. It means

& conoinic opportunity for imillions of Americans — an opportunity to increase personal

Cealth and get ahead in the world, It means family, neighborhood and basie values,

Since coming to C?ngress in 1974, Les has played an active role in shaping national
housing policy. And he's gotten results — results for homebuilders and homebuyers, for
the pOOF and the elderly, for the handicapped and those in our rural communities.

with an Administration hostile to housing, Les took the lead and orzanized a

pipartisan Congressional Housing Caucus to protect our nation's long-standing
commitment to a national housing policy.

peseee

« « « Authored The Family tousing Production Act of 1982 — a bill vetoed by
president Reagan and narrowly sustained after a furious fight — which would have

injected new life into the depressed housing industry and made the dream of hoie
ownership coine true for millions of Americans,

« » « Wrote the law that allows "single-room occupancy™ hotels and boarding

houses to qualify for federal rehabilitation funds, making housing available to thousands of
elderly and low-income tenants,

« » « Fought for fair housing practices for the handicapped.

« » « Pushed through a bill to extend home ownership and community
development programs to rural residents.

. « « Helped author the Community Development 3lock Grant program.

. « « Enacted legislation eliminating burdensoime government regulations that
drive up the cost of new hoines.

« « o Is sponsoring the Homeownership Incentive Act if 1983 to help first-time

home buyers save for a downpayment on a house through contributions to tax-exempt
Individual Housing Accounts,

. « » Sponsored nortguge revenue bond legislution to make 500,000 additional

homes available to Ainerican failies and help restore some of the 2 million
housing-related jobs lost since 1980,

« « « Opposes any efforts to phase out FHA and GNMA government mortgage

programs which have been instrumental in securing loans for millions of first-tiine
homebuyers.



