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G.O.P. Responsible 
for Economic Woes 
By Deven Klein 
Asst Viewpoints Editor 

You know Republicans 
are in trouble when the 
Democrats can use the 
Republicans' best arguments 
against the Republicans. The 
Republican rhetoric used for the 
last 12 years has run up against 
reality-mainly in the form of a 
stumbling economy that shows as 
much sigh of recovery as a 
deathbed patient. President Bush, 
who professes to be the candidate 
of change, has offered the country 
the same tired ideas of Reagan
style supply-side economic theory 
to bring us out of the recession. 
Bush's economic plan came 45 
months into his Bush's current 
administration, and the President 
wonders why Americans don't 
feel like he's in touch with the 
nation's problems. 

In a classical display of 
ideological difference, Bush's 
economic philosophy was 
summed up when he spoke at the 
Republican National Convention. 
"We offer a philosophy that puts 
faith in the individual and not the 
bureaucracy . . . We start with a 
simple fact-government is too 
big and spends too much." 
Bush's economic policy calls far 
tax cuts across the board for indi
viduals, lower taxes for corpora
tions and a reduction in capital 
gains tax. 

"Trickle down theory," 

as Brietzke's Law and Economics 
gurus know, can only be effective 
if the winners adequately com
pensate the losers. But this is an 
assumption that has long been 
ignored by the Republicans. 
Statistics indicate that the winners 
ignored the losers. In 1970 
12.6% of Americans were poor 
compared to 14.2% in 1991. 
Presently, a total of 35.7 million 
Americans are classified as poor. 
But the losers also included the 
middle class, as income growth 
slowed while expenses increased, 
and benefits such as health care 
decreased. 

Mario Cuomo eloquent
ly described the failed policy of 
supply-side economics when he 
nominated Bill Clinton for the 
Presidency at the Democratic 
National Convention. Said 
Cuomo, "Supply-side operated on 
the naive Republican assumption 
that if we fed the wealthier 
Americans with huge income tax 
cuts, they would eventually pro
duce loaves and fishes for every
one. Instead, it made a small 
group of our wealthiest 
Americans wealthier than ever 
and l.eft the rest of the country the 
crumbs from the tables-unem
ployment, bankruptcy, economic 
stagnation." 

In contrast, Bill Clinton 
seeks a more aggressive role for 

See Woes, Page 15 

The Brainstormer's Paradise: Some Thoughts 
on the Way We Run Our Political Campaigns 
By Jim Ellis 
Columnist 

It appears that all we 
hear from our intellectual candi
dates are complaints about the 
opponent. I am interested in 
issues, new ideas to solve some of 
today's problems. I would like to 
see a "New Ideas" column in the 
paper. The focus would be on 
Solutions to perceived problems, 
and Not Just Complaints. In my 
way of thinking, you (or n have 
No Right to complain unless we 
have spent some time considering 
a potential solution for the prob
lem we would like to expose. 

This column is open to 
any and all who have an creative 
minded idea which focuses at the 
root of a problem by offering 
solutions. 

Anyone else who wishes 
to improve on an idea put forth is 
encouraged to do so. The result 
will be an evolving solution 
which will serve to improve our 
society (ie. like a brainstorming 
session of problem solvers). 

I would like to put forth 
the frrst idea for this column and 
welcome comments via this col
umn. 

I have a specific ques
tion which I would like to see put 
to the Presidential candidates and 
to any other political advocates of 

one side or the other: 
My premise from which 

my question arises: 
I believe campaign 

reform is inevitable. But so far 
the only campaign reform ques
tions continually focus on ''Term 
Limits". I do not believe "Term 
Limits" are at the base of the 
problem. 
Reason: 

Because if we have a 
good candidate in office it would 
be to our benefit to keep them in 
office. 

This leads to the 
Question: 

What allows a candidate 
to stay in office if they are not 
serving the interests of the public? 

My Answer: 
Because the public Voter 

is NOT receiving necessary infor
mation, the voter is unable to 
make an informed choice. 

My Theory: 
Candidates continue to 

spend campaign dollars on pretty 
advertisements which do not 
inform the voter of their position 
on issues. Because (in my opin
ion) they believe that the voter is 
not smart enough to pick the best 
candidate. This is an incorrect 
assumption on their part. 
Campaign costs rise, yet we still 
don't get quality choices (like 
Jack Kemp}. How can we flx this 

problem (or what I perceive as a 
problem)? 

My Answer: ECO-
NOMIC CAMPAIGN 
REFORM 

My Specific Question 
for the Candidates: 

Forget Term Limits for 
the moment. Are you as a can
didate willing to push for ECO
NOMIC CAMPAIGN 
REFORM? 

My Vision of Economic 
Campaign Reform: 

1. Disallow any 
moneys to be given to the candi
date before or after the campaign 
from Special Interest Groups or 
other such groups. 

2. Candidates can 
not use any money of their own or 
any other moneys for their cam
paign. 

3. Representatives 
are not allowed to receive money 
or other benefit of any kind from 
anyone while in office and up to 
one year after they leave office. 

4. For each politi-
cal office a set amount of dollars 
(tied to inflation) will be set aside, 
to be used for any and all candi
dates who wish to run for that 
office. The amount can be gaged 
on the number of voters in the 
area. 

5. As many candi-
dates as wish to run for office 

may run for that office, but in 
order to run they must: 

Get signed peti
tions from 15% {just picked 15% 
out of the air, could be 25%) of 
their voters by a certain date prior 
to election. 

This is to eliminate the 
possibility of someone running a 
candidate just to deplete the avail
able funds for the candidates of 
that office. 

6. All candidates 
with the required petitions share 
equally among the campaign 
funds for that office. 

7. The campaign 
rules will require that each candi
date use l/3rd of their available 
funds for 3 public debates (on 
TV, Radio, or other public place, 
and the public must be informed 
as to the time and place of the 
debate). The 3 debates to be 
equally spaced prior to the elec
tion. 

8. The candidates 
can then use the remaining 2{3rds 
to advertise on TV, Radio, and/or 
Pamphlets, etc., as they determine 
appropriate. 

What do I believe my 
vision will accomplish: 

1. Bring the gov-
ernment back into the hands of 
the public. 

2. Eliminate spe-
cial interest groups buying our 

congressmen and senators. 
3. Keep the public 

well informed because chal
lengers will keep a close watch 
over their opponents and there 
will be many challengers to 
accomplish this task. 

4. Give us better 
choices, of more intelligent candi
dates. Potential candidates who 
avoid politics today because it is 
essentially unavailable to them as 
an average American. We are not 
putting our best minds in the deci
sion making positions. People 
with ideas (problem solvers) can
not be heard, and give up any idea 
of getting into politics. 

5. It will allow us 
(since we are informed) to choose 
whether we want our representa
tives to be reelected to another 
term, or whether WE want to 
limit their term in office because 
they did not represent our inter
ests. So it also gives us the ability 
to impose "Term Limits". 

I know this is not a great 
piece of logic, but what do you 
think about it. How would you 
solve this or any other problem. 
�S�u�~�m�i�t� your ideas to the Forum. 
Let us focus our talents on solv
ing the problems of tomorrow. If 
we don't we may be filing that 
one last big Chapter 7, and then 
where will we be? 


