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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.”






