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Because. of its prominence and because it has resisted so 
many other proposals, including McCain-Feingold, the A.C.L.U. 
would have credibility in promoting a sweeping public plan, 
should it come to terms with the issue. As the excellent lobby- 
ists in the A.C.L.U.5 Washington office get pounded by right- 
wingers supporting the death penalty, evisceration of habeas = 

corpus, a rollback in abortion rights, etc., one hopes the organ- 
.ization will connect the repressive driR of policy with the 
tyranny of conservative wealth over our politics. One compro- 
mise that could potentially convince both the A.C.L.U. and 
even public-finance opponents to back a Maine-style plan would 
be to deregulate the private system completely-that is, repeal 
all contribution limits for candidates who opt out of the public 
system. Thus, some candidates would be part of a public regime 
and others would be candidates from a Wild West roundup 
of money, where millionaires and individual interest groups 
could singlehandedly finance candidacies without restraint. 
Total deregulation-without public financing-is the proposal 
of Representative John Doolittle, and is favored by many 
House Republicans. 

Such deregulation might be a fair trade for instituting a par- 
allel public system that unleashes new political forces-so long 
as there is scrupulous disclosure of private contributors and 
public candidates receive adequate media time and rough parity 
of campaign resources. While it once might have been unthink- 
able for the Democratic Party to back such a proposal, it is now 
more than $12 million in debt, has promised to repay several 

million dollars in dubious donations and is having a rough time 
convincing supporters to open thek, wallets again. 

The virtue of a great compromise would be that the’elec- 
torate would get to choose between privately and publicly ac- 
countable candidates. Over time, the Republicans would probably 
become the party of “private,, candidates and the Democrats 
the party of “public” candidates or, perhaps likely as well, the 
two would merge into a single “private” party, and a new party 
advancing public values and public ethics would emerge. With- 
in the ranks of a new party (the New Party?) would be not only 
the champions of public goods like’ the environment, education, 
workplace rights and civil rights and liberties but also small- 
business people who favor truly free markets and want to stop 
corporate “rent-seeking” by statist big-business industries like 
the military, aeronautics, nuclear energy and so on. Labor 
unions, which right now back one of the “private” parties with- 
out much return on their investment, could put their millions of 
dollars in independent expenditures behind a party of “public”- 
defined leaders. 

The ultimate vision oftwo different classes of candidates is not 
ideal, but it fairly mirrors our social condition. We have flour- 
ishing private schools and struggling public schools, manicured , 

country clubs and unkempt public parks, sleek limo services and 
crowded subways, thriving corporate welfare and vanishing social 
welfare. The private for-profit sector has always paid handsomely 
for its politicians, and no doubt will continue to do so. Isn’t it 
time the rest of us had some candidates of our own? 

HOW DOES CONGRESS REALLY TREAT FUNDERS? THERE WAS ONLY ONE WAY TO FIND OUT. 

Mv Life as an Undercover, 
J 

I KEN SILVERSTEIN I 
n March, Senator Bob Kerrey, head of the 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Commit- 
tee, signed his name to a direct-mail letter 
aimed at people “fed up with the current 
campaign finance system that allows big 

aside.” To combat the “tidal wave of big money,” 
Kerrey urged recipients to: (1) contact Senate 

money special interests to push your interests 

majority leader Trent Lott to demand an end to 
“Republican gridlock on campaign finance re- 
form”; and (2) send the D.S.C.C. a contribution 
of anywhere from $35 to $500. 

At roughly the same time, Kerrey’s committee was sending 
out another letter-this one to a more restricted audience. It in- 
vited big donors to the D.S.C.C.5 April 17 “Taste of the States” 
affair, where for $5,000 per couple participants could sample re- 
gional cuisine from around the country and mingle with Senate 
minority leader Tom Daschle and other prominent Democrats. 

~ 

. Ken Silverstein is the founder and co-editor of “CounterPunch,” a 

Meanwhile, majority leader Lott has been 
sending letters to those who want to help “stop 
Bill Clinton from pursuing the radical liberal 
agenda of big labor and the special interests who 
financed his re-election campaign.” To achieve 
this goal Lott recommends that “patriotic 
Americans” send the Republican Party $25 to 2 $100 or more. Lott-who received $1.7 million 8 in donations from corporate lobbyists last year- 

Fj was simultaneously offering $5,000 tickets to 
$ a mid-April “policy forumy7 that promised par- 

ticipants “plenty of opportunities to share your personal ideas 
and visions” with the majority leader, as well as with Senate 
Finance Committee chairman William Roth and Budget Com- 
mittee chairman Pete Domenici. 

Thus does Washington boldly confront the issue of campaign 
finance reform. While outside the Beltway people hunger for 
change, here the essential problem of money in politics is the 
same as it ever was: how to get more. It is a rigorous challenge, 
particularly when you consider the parties’ extraordinary achieve- 
ments during the last federal election. In 1996 the parties and 

I 
. 

Washington, D. C.-based investigative newsletter. 
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their candidates raised $2.1 billion-an average of $5.75 million 
every day. “The level of fundraising during the last [election] 
cycle was the most frenzied I’ve ever seen,” says Wade Williams, 
treasurer of the accounting f h  Deloitte & Touche’s lavishly~ 
endowed PAC. ‘‘During a single day near the election, I received 
seventy-two phone calls from campaigns” seeking cash. Corpo- 
rate political action committees gave about $100 million to Re- 
publican candidates and $44 million to the .Democrats, while 
labor union PACs shelled out $45.2 millioil to Democrats and 
$3.7 million to Republicans. The big funders ponied up another 
$263.5 million to the parties in soft money. 

Now, even as newspapers carry daily reports of scandal, 
nothing has changed in’washington but the degree of hypoc- 
risy. On March 1 1, President Clinton publicly promoted tougher 
campaign finance laws, and then attended a $25,000-a-plate 
swordfish dinner for the Democratic National Committee. In 
February Republican Party donors of $100,000 and up escaped 
the winter cold during a weekend with party leaders at a Palm 
Beach resort. 

Congressional fundraising also continues at a brisk pace. 
“People are now more careful about soliciting and accepting 
money, especially foreign contributions, but the garden-variety 
type of fundraising around town is extremely heavy,’, says Ken- 
neth Gross, a lawyer specializing in election law and the former 
chief of enforcement at the Federal Elettion Commission. Steven 
Stockmeyer, a corporate lobbyist who works with the National 
Association of Business PACs, concurs: “My mailbox is cluttered 
with invitations. You’d think the election was right around the 
corner and everyone was in dire straits.” 

Many in Congress were involved in tight elections last year, 
and, according to PAC directors and lobbyists, they are trying 
to stock big war chests early to scare off potential opponents in 
1998. There’s also the nuisance of public opinion, which could 
force at least modest reforms this year. As Williams put it, 
“They’re trying to get as much cash in the door as possible be- 
cause they fear the money’s going to dry up.” 

’ 

illie SuGon robbed banks because that’s where the money 
was. For the same reasons, political candidates troll for 
cash in Washington, by far the most bountiful source of 
booty in the country. During the 1994 election cycle, 
$97.5 million-about half of all PAC contributions-poured 

out of the capital. About 20 percent of that came from a single 
ZIP code, 20036, which m s  through the K Street corridor, home 
to dozens of large trade associations and lobby shops. Washing- 
ton also provided candidates with $17.2 million in large indi- 
vidual donations, $2 million more than second-place New York 
and almost twice the amount of third-place Los Angeles. 

For an inside look at the world of political money, I called 
Democratic and Republican party committees saying I worked 
for a PAC affiliated with the fictitious United Broadcasting 
Corporation. Upon hearing my impressive credentials, operatives 
from both parties eagerly sent me material about upcoming 
cash-for-access affairs in Washington and urged me to call any- 
time if I needed assistance. 

The National Republican Congressional Codttee-whose 
list of events is “blast faxed” to PAC directors, lobbyists and other 
high-rollers every Friday-apprised me of forty-four fundraisers. 
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These included the April 15 Defense/Aerospace Industry Dinner 
for Congressman Chris Cannon of Utah ($500 for PACs, $250 for 
individuals); the May 14 Indy 500 Warm-up Reception for Dan 
Burton-leader of the House investigation into the Clinton Ad- 
ministration’s fundraising activities-to be held at the American 
Trucking Association ($500); and the 5th Annual 50th Birthday 
Party for Speaker Newt Gingrich ($1,000). 

undits complain of a lack of civility between Democrats and 
Republicans, but the parties’ bagmen are politely bipartisan. 
Several G.O.P., fundraisers are be@g held at the offices of 
The Dutko Group,, a major Beltway lobbying firm. The I company’s head, Dan Dutko, was national finance vice- 

chainpan of the ClintodGore re-election campaign and was re- 
cently put in charge of the Democrats’ “Victory” fund for the 
1998 midterm elections. 

Although.1 called only to ask about events for individual mem- 
bers of Congress, N.R.C.C. staffer Robert Eppihimer suggested I 
also talk to someone who handles fundraising for the party. “PAC 
or ‘soft’?’’ he inquired, voice aquiver, as to the nature of my com- 
pany’s prospective dollars, before forwarding me to Anne Ekem 
at the National Republican Senatorial Committee (N.R.S.C.). 

Ekem told me that for $5,000 in PAC money, United Broad- 
.casting could join the Republican Senate Council. That would 
entitle my firm to send a representative to a monthly luncheon 
where a G.O.P. Senator would brief participants on “legislation 
or anythmg else that might be going through” Congress. If Unit- 
ed Broadcasting preferred to give $25,000 in soft money, it could 
join the Chairman’s Foundation, an outfit “catered to the C.E.O.” 
She faxed me information explaining that, with the higher con- 
tribution, a top honcho from my company could attend “four or 
five small dinners annually.. .featuring Senators and senior com- 
mittee staff from key committees,” and also take part in four 
major N.R.S.C. meetings a year. 

The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee was 
equally helpful, providing a list of twenty-four fundraisers 
scheduled for April and May. These included a reception for mi- 
nority leader Richard Gephardt at the Naval Heritage Center on 
April 9-price, $1,000 to $5,000-and a cut-rate May 23 golf 
tournament and dinner hosted by West Virginia Congressman 
Nick Rahall($500 for PACs, $150 for individuals). 

Tlie D.C.C.C.3 Erin Graefe sent details about the committee’s 
donor programs. A $15,000 PAC investment will buy you a seat 
in the Speaker’s Club Maxout. Benefits include “bi-monthly 
issue and ,political briefings with Administration members,” 
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“small dinners” with ranking members of Congress, as well as 
invitations to a Colorado ski trip in January, a winter retreat in 
March and a Washington-area golf tournament in May, all with 
Democratic officials and elected leaders. Those who paid up by 
March 1 were to receive a bonus invitation to the Wintergreen 
Golf Tournament, the Skeet and Trap Shoot, the Arizona Golf 
Tournament or a summer retreat in Newport, Rhode Island. 

Thanks to my status as a PAC representative, I was also in- 
vited to fundraising spectaculars planned by the Republican and 
Democratic National Committees. The Democrats are desperate 
for a good turnout at their May 1 affair, which they hope will raise 
$4 million, because the party is $12.7 million in debt and is still 
trying to return $1.5 million & illegal or questionable contri- 
butions made to the D.N.C. last year. .Besieged party leaders 
and their underwriters will gather at the Armory, a site chosen 
less for its symbolic value than its low rent. I’m told the party 
couldn’t comeup with $50,000 to make the deposit needed to 
reserve the Washington Convention Center. 

The 1997 R.N.C. Gala, the G.O.P.3 biggest fundraiser of the 
year, is scheduled for May 13 at the Washington Hilton. Mem- 
bers of the Dinner Committee, who pledge to raise $15,000, 
receive two tickets to a Photo Opporhmity Reception with Con- 
gressional leadership and V;I.P.s, among other benefits. Co- 
chairs, who set a loftier fundraising target of $250,000, win a 
slew of prizes, including‘head-table seating for two at the gala, 
photo-ops with Gingrich and Lott’and lunch with members of 
the House and Senate leadership, who will discuss the G.O.P.3 
strategy for the 1998 elections. 

ince the $1,000 budget provided by 27ze Nation did not allow 
me to attend party or committee events, Idecided to buy 
tickets to two individual fundraisers. But which two? Con- 
gressman Howard Coble’s Tennis Outing at the Belle Haven 
Country Club? The Annual Capitol Check-Up Reception for 

Congressman- John Cooksey, M.D.? The South Carolina Fish 
Fry for Congressman Lindsey Graham? All of those are Repub- 
licans. The Democrats lack the G.O.P.’s party-time buoyancy. 
Financially strapped, they advertise their events as nothing 
more than cash transfers to the candidates. I finally chose to at- 
tend one event on April 8, for Republican Representative George 
Radanovich of Califorqia; and one on April 9, for Democratic 
Representative Ken Bentsen of Texas. (Bentsen’s was one of at 
least fifteen fundraisers, seven Democratic and eight Republi- 
can, held in Washington that night.) 

The Radanovich affair-dubbed a “Wine Reception,” pre- 
sumably because Radanovich is one of Congress’s two wine 
growers as well as a shill for the alcohol industry-was held at 
the offices of McClure, Gerard & Neuenschwander, a Capitol 
Hill lobby shop. The company was founded by former Idaho 
Senator James McClure and represents a host of energy and 
mining companies, including the National Mining Association. 

The site was well chosen. While still in office, McClure once 
said, “We don’t have spotted owls in Idaho because we shoot them 
at the border.” Radanovich himself is a leading practitioner of 
environmental rape’ and pillage, with his campaigns generously 
funded by logging, oil and waste-disposal companies (as well as 
by McClure’s client, theN.M.A.). The Congressman also flacks 
for agricultural interests, which poured $76,808 into his 1996 
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campaign war chest. All told, Radanovich raised $410,000 for 
his re-election bid, a small amount by current standards, but his 
opponent, Paul Barile, spent only $5,340. 

When I arrived at 5:30 for the affair, no one was on hand but 
a few of Radanovich’s staffers and several lobbyists from Mc- 
Clure’s fii-m. Among the latter group was Joe Findaro, who’d 
worked for James Watt, Reagan’s famously rabid Interior De- 
partment chieftain. It was Findaro who greeted Radanovich when 
he turned up a few minutes later, saying, his arm sweeping the 
room, “Mi casu es su casu.” 

Soon, the reception area was filled with about thirty people, 
most of them there at the behest of big business: Enron; Sun- 
kist; the National Roofing Contractors Association; BHI?, an 
Australian-owned mining and oil company; and Safety-Kleen, 
a chemical company. With the exception of myself, guests seemed 
to be well acquainted, and each new arrival brought a tide of 
boisterous welcomes. People chatted around tables amply stocked 
with delicacies and an assortment of ,wines from Radanovich’s 
vineyards. 

The wine was served by the Congressman’s chief of staff, John 
McCamman, who also received envelopes stuffed with checks. 
As he filled my glass with a tasty merlot, McCamman accepted 
an envelope from Ed Bedwell of Pacific Gas and Electric, who 
said that his offering contained checks from several colleagues as 
well. Tribute passed, Bedwell was soon immersed in a lengthy 
discussion with Radanovich about utility issues. 

‘Meanwhile, two Washington old-timers-Bob Schramm, 
now a lobbyist for California agribusitiess, and Miles Dwyer, a 
Democratic fixture since the L.B.J. days-exchanged stories. As . 
he nibbled hors &oeuvres, Schramm recalled how in the early 
1970s, Charles Colson, then Nixon’s special counsel, didn’t even 
answer a letter Schramm wrote to seek an endorsement for a 
friend who was running for office. “When someone I’know calls 
me looking for help, I’m there for them,” Schramni said bitterly. 

“That’s what this town’s built on,” replied Dwyer. 
Although I kept a low profile at the .event, Radanovich’s 

staffers insisted that I meet ,the guest of honor, who enthusiasti- 
cally thanked me for coming. When I asked his staffer, Lisa Ford, 
about the possibility of setting up a future meeting between the . 
Congressman and United Broadcasting officials, she said, “Oh, 
definitely. I usually know where he’s at, so just give me a call.” 
As I prepared to leave, McCamman handed me his card and as- 
sured me that he’d be “easy to find”’if I needed him. 

he following night I attended the Bentsen fundraiser at The 
Monocle, a popular haunt of politicians and lobbyists. While 
Bentsen held court in tKe restaurant’s Federal Room South, 
Senator Tim Johnson of South Dakota was collecting money 
across the hall, in Federal Room North. 
Bentsen is a prddigious fundraiser, spending $1.4 million 

last year to fend off Republican Dolly Madison McKenna. Of 
that amount, $905,734 came from PACs, with labor providing 
$364,050, the biggest chunk. Like his Uncle Lloyd, former Treas- 
ury Secretary and Senator, Ken is an ally of the oil industry, 
which, along with other energy interests, pumped $34,214 into 
his 1996 campaign. Other big Bentsen donors ificlude lawyers 
and lobbyists ($58,000) and bankers ($79,000). 

This donor base was well reflected by the crowd of about 
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The Open Society Institute (OSI), a private operating and grantmak- 
ing foundation established and supported by George Soros to fostex 
the development of open societies around the world, invites letters of 
inquiry for Individual Project Fellowships, awarded to individuals 
pursuing research, writing, or other efforts on issues of importance to 
promoting an open society either in the United States or internation- 
ally. Areas of particular interest include, but are not limited to: 

the promotion of reproductive health and choice 
community participation in reforming public education for inner- 

noncommercial approaches to arts, journalism, and professions 

immigration and civic identity 
the impact on the poor of the devolution of welfare responsibility to 

the expansion of democratic participation 
the enhancement of comfort, dignity, relief from pain, and family 

city youth 

such as law and medicine 

the states 

support for the dying , 

The application process begins with a letter of inquiry, Please do no1 
send unsolicited materials. 
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Robert Masur Fellowship in Civil Liberties. Each year 
the Masur Fellowship is awarded to a law student 
pursuing significant activities during the summer in 
the areas of civil rights and civil liberties. The fellow- 
ship includes a modest honorarium. 

The proposed activities may include a writing or 
research project, work with a public interest organi- 
zation in the area of civil liberties or civil rights, work 
on a civil liberties or civil rights law case under the 
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other work in the area of civil liberties or civil rights. 
The winner may also receive separate funding from 
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posal describing their intended summer project, 
along with a resume and the name of a faculty or or- 
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forty at The Monocle. Labor was represented by the Teamsters, 
the United Auto Workers and the United Food and Commercial 
Workers. Finance money came in the form of Goldman, Sachs; 
Citicorp; and the National Association of Mortgage Brokers. Oil 
and energy contributors included Shell, Enron and Babcock & 
Wilcox. Lobbyists came from such venerable firms as Akin, 
Gump and McDermott, Will & Emery. 

As at the previous night’s gathering, guests huddled to ex- 
change war stories. Two finance sector lobbyists traded tips about 
helpful staffers on Congressional committees, while others talked 
legislative and political strategy with Bentsen and several other 
members of Congress who turned up, including Representatives 
Zoe Lofgren of California, Chet Edwards of Texas and John 
Dingell of Michigan. Steve Verdier of America’s Community 
Bankers explained to Debbie Dingell, John’s wife, that his group 
was wary about prodding Congress too hard since “we pretty 
much got what we wanted” last term. Bill Hamilton of the Team- 
sters asked Edwards whether it might sometimes be useful “to 
have the A.F.L.-C.I.O. saying bad things about you.” 

Brenda O’Lenick, Bentsen’s executive assistant, explained 
to me that these events attract the same people because the pool 
of donors-“other than small contributors, who really believe in 
the candidate”-is tiny. “It’s mostly lobbyists,” she said. “Some 
attend three of these a night. They have to stick with ginger ale, 
otherwise they might end up in trouble. Some of them don’t 
come at all; they just send along a check.” 

Jerry Woods of Northrop Grumman was at the fundraiser for 
only a short period, but he had no problem setting up a meeting 
with Bentsen, for a few days later. O’Lenick, who coordinates the 
Congressman’s schedule, told me that United Broadcasting could 
do the same. I was introduced to another staffer, Vince Willmore, 
who asked, “What are United Broadcasting’s concerns?” I. said 
that others in the company would contact Bentsen’s office about 
those matters, to which he replied, “Just drop on by.” 

Having laid the groundwork for future contacts, I decided to 
‘call it a night. Departing along with me were two lobbyists for 
energy companies. As we reached the street, one sighed and said, 
“Now to La Brasserie,” an eatery favored by power brokers. 
(Some years back, reportedly, a waitress entered the upstairs 
dining room closed for the lunch hour and came upon Senator 
Ted Kennedy in intimate colloquy with a lobbyist for Hanes 
pantyhose.) That evening a consortium of natural gas companies 
was hosting Republican Dan Schaefer of Colorado, one of the 
energy industry’s best friends in Congress. 

s my brief career as a Beltway power broker indicates, Wash- 
ington remains supremely unmoved by the public’s growing 
contempt for business as usual in the capital. Indeed, no one 
here believes that Congress will approve serious campaign 
finance reform anytime soon. “Everybody’s wringing their 

hands and calling ‘for change,” says Kenneth Gross, the former 
F.E.C. enforcer, “but there’s nothing in the cards beyond reform 
around the edges.” He foresees ,no more than a crackdown on 
foreign contributions and some limits on soft money. 

The wild card is public opinion, which if sufficiently in- 
flamed could force more dramatic action. Thus far, however, 
the public appears to be angry but apathetic. “Most Americans 
believe Congress is a cesspool but people are very cynical,” 
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~ says Bill Hogan of the Center for Public Integrity, a D.C. watch- 
dog group. “They don’t believe that anything is going to be 
changed by Congress, which created the current system and all , 

of the loopholes in it.” 

democracy remains a commodity. A Democratic Party official 
once summed up the situation perfectly in explaining to me why 
offering perks to big donors didn’t result in unwarranted access 
for private interests. “It’s like flying,” she said. “Some sit in first 

‘class and some sit in coach.” Meanwhile, for corporate America and other high-rollers, 

A NEW MEMBER OF CONGRESS LEARNS THE TRICKS OF THE TRADE-AND THEN SOME. 

Inside the Money Chase 
The best things in life. arefvee, 
But you can give them to the birds and bees, 
I need money (That 5. what I want). 

-“Money” 
Berv. Gordy and Janie Bradford 

y wife and I have a favorite saying: “It’s 
not the money.” To me, getting money to 
make my first run for Congress in 1992 
was simply something I needed to do to M win. I certainly never intended to become 

I DAIHAMBURG I 
got cool money and everything was cool. , 

Pretty quickly I lost track of where much of 
the money was coming from. I was far too busy 
trying to cover the sprawling seven-county 
district and raise the money.needed to keep an 

. ever-expanding campaign team in place. Some 
money came from wealthy individuals who were 3 known to me simply as “major donors,” some 8 from state and national parties, some from Dem- 

8 ocratic incumbents who iust wanted to make 

the least bit impressed with it or driven by it. After getting 
elected, I was sure I could be a freewheeling progressive. Joining 
what I believed would be legions of my kind in the new Congress 
and a Democratic administration, we would begin to put the 
country right. 

When I ran for Congress, I had never raised more than 
$15,000 for apolitical race. But I knew that Congressional seats 
didn’t come cheap. I contacted an old supporter, Bonnie Raitt, 
and asked her to help me raise money for my campaign. To my 
elation, she said yes and I was off and running. 

Bonnie, along with Holly Near, did several concerts for me in 
early 1992, raising a total of about $60,000. It turned out, in- 
credibly, that no one challenged me in the spring primary. I re- 
member thinking that the money would now flow like wine. It 
was exciting. I had already caught money fever. By June, I was 
broke, my campaign management team having taken virtually 
all the money for their salaries and ancillary expenses. My 
Sacramento-based campaign manager put it this way: “As a can- 
didate, you have two jobs: carry the message and raise money.” 
It was time to raise more. I was learning my job. 

I raised another $800,000 or so for the general election. 
Bonnie helped raise another chunk with a blockbuster concert 
with Jackson Browne on the driving range of a Napa country 
club golf course. Where did the rest of the money come from? 
Environmentalists. Labor. Women. Peace and justice organiza- 
tions. That was my mantra whenever anybody asked me where 
the money was coming from. I said it with pride, as if cool people 

Fomier Representative Dan Hamburg is executive director of VOTE 
Action Committee, a San Francisco-basedfoundation whose mission is 
to help create a progressive electoral altemative. He is a registered 
member of the Green Party in Califoriiia. 

2 sure the party continued to hold the majority in 
the House. About a third of the roughly $900,000 raised for the 
1992 campaign came from PACs. At one point, at the urging of 
Democratic Representative Bill Brewster, I found myself talking 
to the N.R.A. about giving me money because my opponent 
had voted to restrict sales of automatic weapons. Finally, they 
offered me no money, but agreed not to fund my opponent either. 

By the time I won the general election that November, the 
campaign was in debt about $80,000 and I was personally in 
debt another $40,000. But hell, I’d raised nearly a million and 
now I was the incumbent, so no sweat! It took nearly all of 1993 
to clear my ’92 campaign expenses. It turned out that in off- 
years (years in which there is not a House election) much of the 
fundraising had to  be done at in-district events in which sup- 
porters pay and gather around. to hear the celebrity/politician 
expound on the political wars in D.C. 

In September 1993; I went to see the President andvice Presi- 
dent at the White House. This was a small meeting, with about 
eight members of Congress, Bill Clinton and A1 Gore, George 
Stephanopoulos and David Gergen. The day before, I had been 
at the annual picnic of the Operating Engineers, a union that 
“maxed outy7 to me ($5,000 each for primary and general elec- 
tions). At the picnic, several of the union leaders had gone over 
a problem they were having-getting the go-ahead for a freeway- 
widening project in the district. I said I’d do what I could. The 
next day, there I was at the White House arguing for more money 
for “hfiastructure,” including, of course, the project the Operating 
Engineers were pushing. 

’ This is the kind of thing members of Congress do routinely. 
After all, this is how the system is supposed to work. The member 
goes out into the district, talks to the constituents, finds out what 
they need and then fights to get it, especially if it’s for a group that’s 
good for $10,000 the next time election season comes around. I 




