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Rebuttal

by Mark Herrick
StatePresident, CRL

Shawn Steel, Chairman of the Califor-
nia Republican Party recently authored
an analysis of the 2002 general election.
He said, “The usual suspects in media
and the Republican Party are resuscitat-

Consearvatism cost Smon

ing an equally false notion that Simon
lost because he was too conservative
for California” Asoneof the*usua sus-
pects’, | am required to reply.

Simonv. Davis
Bill Simon was given the gift of alife-
time. He ran against a Governor with

microscopic approval ratings. Daviswas
ethically challenged in the same sense
that rocks are intellectually challenged.
His performance as aleader through the
energy crisisand the budget crisisleaves
one to wonder how anyone could lose
tohim.

Simon had anumber of problems. He

certainly didn’t have access to the kind
of money that Davis did (of course, he
didn’'t have state government to sell). He
was arookie and made rookie mistakes.
But hisbiggest problem wasthe pro-life
albatross hanging about his neck.
Shawn Stedl thinks Simon was helped

Continued on page 10.

Republican
candidate Bill
Simon with
wife following
his defeat to
incumbent
Gray Davis
(Associated
Press).

Dems
SW

CaliforniaDemocrats were one step
closer on Tuesday in securing asweep
of the statewide officesin over acen-
tury. Final returns, subject to absen-
tee ballots, left the state Republican
Party’s last hope of avoiding a shut-
out intheracefor state controller. The
lone Republican statewide office-
holder, Secretary of State Bill Jones,
hasto give up his seat because of term
limits.

The major California newspapers

Continued on page 10.

Abortion abortsGOP chancesin California

By Mark Herrick
StatePresident, CRL

Denial isascary

thefar right practices mental gymnastics
to assert that the pro-life stance is not
hurting the party
and its candi-

human trait. Hu-
man beingscanra-
tionalize almost
any justificationto
deny reality. It
happens all the
timewith battered
wives, who bdieve
that their hus-
bandswill change,
or if they just

“You would think Bill
Simon’slosswould
put an end to the
debate...but denia isa
powerful thing.”
-Mark Herrick

dates.

You would think
that Bill Simon’s
lossto Gray Davis
would put an end
to the debate. Or
GeorgeBush's1.3
million-vote loss
in California. Or
Dan Lungren’'s
loss to Gray

change their own
behavior, then maybetheir husbandswill
stop beating them.

The socia conservative wing of the
California Republican Party is going
through the same sort of denial process.
Believing that the Republicans’ huge
losses in California have nothing to do
with the CRP's stance on abortion. But
as the evidence against them mounts,

Davis. Or Bob

Dole'slosstoBill

Clinton. You would hope that after all

this evidence the social conservatives

would finally accept thefact that the pro-

life position is destroying our chances

of winning. But denial is a powerful
thing.

The social conservatives will still ar-

gue that their candidates have a better

chance in the general election than do
the moderate candidates. They gener-
aly usefour argu-
ments to support

really donot like.

This position is not reasonable be-
cause it assumes
Democratic voters

their reasoning:
First they say
that moderates do
not distinguish
themselves
enough from the
Democratsto con-
vincetheindepen-
dents and Demo-
crats to vote for
them. Thisisnot a

“Social conservatives
(should) accept that
the pro-life positionis
destroying our
chances of winning.”
-Mark Herrick

and independent
voters really do
not care about is-
sues. Has anyone
really ever known
someone to say
that they don’t like
the Democratic
nominee, they ac-
tually prefer the
Republican nomi-

misprint. Theright
wing actually be-
lievesthis.

In other words, the right wing arguesthat
many Democratic and independent vot-
ers do not want to vote for the Demo-
crats, but because the moderate candi-
dates do not distinguish themselves
enough from the Democrat candidates,
people stick with the candidates they

nee, but since the
Republican nomi-
nee did not distinguish himself or her-
self enough they are going to stick with
the Democratic nominee? In other words,
if a candidate agrees with them on five
issues and another candidate agreeswith
them on thirteen, they will still vote for

Continued on page9.
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President’s Message

Obvioudly, thiswas
not a happy election
for Californian Repub-
licans. The past eight
yearsin
California has seen
one of the most dra-
matic declines for a
stateparty inU.S. his-
tory. The elections of
1996, 1998, 2000 and
2002 haveall been di-
sasters for California
Republicans.

In 1994, in Cdifornia, we controlled the Assembly,
the Governor’s office and were | ooking to take control
of the Senate. Today we have become an irrelevant
minority. Californiaiswell onitsway to becoming aone
party state. Why has our party become so distasteful
tothe California€electorate? Isit just
because the Democrats play politics better? Is it be-
cause they organize better, run better campaigns, spin
their message better etc.? Our dramatic decline cannot
be solely attributed to our lack of organization. We are
clearly putting out an image and positions on issues
that the average Californian finds abhorrent. That is
the only way to explain why the el ectorate keeps send-
ing our opponents to Sacramento.

In this election we had the golden opportunity. The

Mark Herrick

budget grew by forty percent in the past year, amid

record budget deficits; there were power outages

through out the state and education diminished. And
the Democrats had no placeto transfer the blame. They
controlled the Assembly, the Governors Office and the

Senate. But even with their monumental screw up, the

Cdliforniavoters refused to turn to us. Even when the

governor planted a “For Sale’ sign for state govern-

ment, people were not buying what we have to

sell. And if we do not come up with something soon

that interests the voters our party is going to go the

way of the Dodo hird.

Itisno mystery to most of you that we at the Califor-
nia Republican League have atheory on what isgoing
wrong and how to fix it. Some will disagree with what
we have to say, but | don’t think anyone can disagree
that we need to change something and we need to start
talking about it now. We need to start this conversa-
tion immediately. We hope that even if you disagree
with us, that everyone that reads this newsletter will
start getting involved in this dialogue about changing
the party. We have no timeto
waste.

As my contribution to the dialogue | have written
four articles (and abrochure) for this newsl etter.

1. “Mr. President, Choose the Moral Choice: Remove
Saddam Hussein by Any Means Neces-
sary.”

2. “The Economic Pro-Growth Task Force” (or “of all

economic systems, Capitalism brings the
most benefits to the most people).
3. “IsAbortion Aborting Republican Chancesfor Vict-
ory inCalifornia?’
4. “Less Abortions, Not More Laws”
5. “World Economic Organizations Benefit Everyone.”
| hope these articles provide you with adifferent per-
spective that you may not have considered. If you have
any insightful comments (pro or con) please send them
to president ublicanleague.org. | would loveto hear
fromyou.
| have been President of the CRL for little more than
oneyear, and it hasbeen awonderful experience. | want
to thank al the volunteers that have helped make this
organization grow so dramatically. We now have thou-
sandsof members, afull time staff, and chaptersthrough-
out the state. | see nothing but good things ahead for
this organization. Thanks again for the support and |
look forward to seeing you at the next CRL event.

Sincerely yours,
T P

Mark Herrick,
StatePresident,CRL

Executive Director’s Message

quickly. Over the next few monthsl| in-

by CatherineBrinkman
ExecutiveDirector, CRL

As the Executive Director | am pleased
to announce the first publication of the
CaliforniaRepublican L eague Newsl et-
ter. Every moderate Republican is yet

again shaking their head, but thereis no
rest for theweary. It isnow that moder-
ates need to begin to planfor 2004. Ear-
lier intheyear it was apparent that mod-
erate Republicans were looking for a
place to become active and they found
what they werelooking for inthe Califor-
nia Republican League. New chapters

are springing up around the state, old
chaptersare being rekindled, the student
division has more than doubled the
amount of collegesthat areinvolved, and
therearetwo new divisionsthat are been
created in the last four months: the CRL
Pro-Choice Caucus and the Economic
Growth Task Force. CRL is growing

vite all moderate republicansto join the
California Republican League and help
organize the state so what happened on
November 5" 2002 will not happenin 2004.
With your effort and support moderate
republicans can win Californiain 2004!
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Dear Gabby...

Gabby

Dear Gabby,

| am so bummed. Republicansall
over the United States had a great
night and herein Californiawelost
again. Republicans got elected in

states that are far more Democratic than
California: Republican Governors were
elected in Hawaii, Maryland and M assa-
chusetts.

Here Republicans were swept in the
statewide races for the first time since
1882 (athough I' m still hopeful about the
Controller’s race). And the top of the
Democrat’sticket wasan ethical idiot.

Welostin 2000, in 1998 andin 1996, so
we are used to losing. But thistime we
seemed to have the opportunity of alife-
time. What should we do differently?
Most importantly, whom should | blame?

Desperately,

CaliforniaRepublican Party

Dear Desperate:

What is wrong with you! Can’t you

seethat you need to lose thoseright wing
zealots like they were yesterday’s gar-
bage? Democrats aren’t as buff as they
think they are. 44% of the voters are
Democrats—that’sthelowest level since
the Depression. But, Honey, you people
are pathetic!

Every two yearsthe Democratsrun ads
against Republicans that talk about a
woman's right to have an abortion and
guns. And then the Republicans lose.
Do you think there just might be arela-
tionship between those ads and those
losses? Hello? Anybody home?

Republicans keep running right wing;
pro-life candidates and you keep losing.
Why don’t you try a moderate candi-
date sometime? Do you remember Pete
Wilson? Thelast CaliforniaRepublican
to win at the top of a statewide ticket?
The moderate pro-choice guy?

You don't choose candidates, but you
do make the party platform. Why not

Who's to blame for GOP losses in California?
Wl Republicans ever know victory again?

take out the abortion plank as a
first step? Show women that you
believethey can makeamoral de-
cision without government assis-
tance.

Any why don’t you join the
California Republican League.
(Www.republicanleague.org) It'sa
group of moderate Republicans
dedicated to social moderation
and fiscal conservatism. It's ex-
actly what Californians want in
their politicians.

You don’t need to blame
anyone...just start making
changes. Drop the right wing
smack in the platform and before
you can say, “I'll be back”, vic-
tory will beyours.

Best,

Gabby

Our members embrace
maost or all of the fellowing
principles:

4 An individual's reproductive system is none af the government's
buginess. Those whe oppose sboition shoudd nol use the
povarnmant to deny othars access to aafe sbortions. Reducing
ahortsans i this country i best achioved by roducng uwantod
pregnanciss, nol by making it Magal (which will simply ehanga the
lneation of abortsone from the hospiial to the back sllay).

2 Government should nol prevent conirecaptive distibution, mo
p tasching adal tha csuiass of pregnancy and saxually
traemitted disoases. Those oiforts, along with oncouraging
ahsiinince among o tsenagers, s thi best ways to roduce
sl ad pragnancies, and therelor. abarikns.

3 now socialy, ihere should be & strict separation of ehurch snd
siate. Current efforta (o probibe abortion, and virtually end birth
conirol, am ihinky disguised ollaris by ceriain individuals to mpose
their raligioug balials on othors.

& 0t & imperatee our gavernmenl establish the framesork 1o
peesarve our Earth for (ulure penevations. This goal iz compaiible
wiith & growing eoplislisi economy snd i is owr duty to make it

happan.

S Education should be & top povarnment priarity, This government
should pursue sirict standards in education, ncluding student
tesiing and ellective toacher svalistion. The educationsl curricu-
lum sheuld focus om the core scademic diaciplines of rosdieg,
writing and ariihmatic. There should be no social promation for
sludents, incompetent teachars should be dismissed, and compe-
teni tomchers hould rcaive o decant and fair salary.

& Oiscrimnation is wiong. No person should be demied the
Amarican dream on the basss of race, gender, creed, national arign,
incoma level, of saxual etiontatbon. Furibar, quotas and proferencas
arn fundamantally in eonflict with this right.

T The governiment shoubd keep taxes a3 low a3 possiie,

8 Tha governmant sheuld not mtoelers in the economic activity of
its citizens nimss sbsolutely mocessary. Thora should be no
subzidies or prica controls of any kind as the government thould be
a eatalysi for wealih erention not wealth re-distribution.

4 Tt gevarmment should exercise 31t Tacal policy of balanced
budgats and 8 monaiary policy focused on low mflation and & sound
dalls.

SHARED BY OUR

MMW
40 The federsl government should caminually and persistanily
pursist intefaatsonal tranlies that promale free markets and human

righis throughain the world

41 Tha govornement should focus on mantaining and axpanding our
eouniry’s infrastructure, such as our highways and waterweys, as
this b one of tha bast ways it can centribute 1a

economic growth,

42 The federal government sheuld spend a sufficient amount f
money on delense o we can ensuro the tecurity of our nation and
knip all our commetments 1a all ouf alles. The lederal govemmant
showld Tocus its resowees an the construction ol a missile defenss
systom because the fwst paority of any natien mast be the
protection of ity cilizens.

13 The govermant theuld alia protect ns citzens from inamal
thraats, by stopping the vast prolilaration of sxsnull wanpons and
olher firmarm, This position doss ot conflict with the second
aimendment and il enables us 10 enjoy ow persenal Ireedom 1
pursue our dreams without lear.

G Tha medical seetor al aur econamy theuld nat bo tecialized
and only medical dociors inot humeswcrats, iNsurance compamy
mprasentotives or nan-medical HMO persorned) thould doterming
which sort ol treatment is bast for their patients.

45 ANl kow onforcement srganizations should be wall funded and
supparied by the community. Th governmant's priority should ba
eommunily policing and vietima’ Aghts. Our liws should provdi far
o life sentonce for these who commit thies viskent falonies or sax
olfenses.

46 Vabd and probative evidence should not be exchided from a
criminal trial basod on technicaliter. Th exchusionaty rule is net
in the L5, Conskution, and tha courts should £16p pratendiag i i

‘ﬂ Treatment, nol ncarceration i the best way to deal with all
drug possessaon offenders.

18 Thu prokiferation of lawaxits in this country has demaged our
#conomy and benafiis tial Lnwyes al tha sapensa of tha rest af tha
comenunity. Steps should be taken 1o ensure that frielows and
grovndbess lowsuits s dismissed from o courls and all cases
should ba diverted to mediation andjor arbitration rather than
proceading directly o triad,

Be sure to check out our site at:
wwwi.republicanleague.org

Eecone a Menben!

Thare am four ways you cam sign up and becoms & member;

1 Cut out this order form below, fill out the requesied infumation
and send it in with & check peyable to the Califamia Repubbean|
League:
Mail to:
Califoméa Repueblican League
T185 Novajs Rosd, Suite L
San Diego 221149

Zﬂm ouil this arder form, Gill it out, and mad o 18 the addmess abo
inath your credit cand misemation written &n the lerm in the spac
provided.

3 Fax in this order foem wiih your credit cand mfeemation watten on
the form in the space povided. Fax number i : (618) BBT- 7855,

Ef‘ Go to ow wehsite st wawcrepublicaniesgue.ong and sign wp therd
using your eradit eand.

Comments or sagpestions s presifen@rapebicaniage oy of
ealf w2 fEROY 3670455

Menlberslip Oarder Fore
Namn:

Addrezs

Ciny:

State Zip Code

Tefephone Numbar:

Fax Numbaer:

Email address:

Flaase mclude yoer emm] afdieis abooe ns esail will be the
primary mesnas ol communicstan amang the CAL mesbership.
I you do nat have email we will ese the U5 Mail

L3475 for an indrwidual membor ~~ C1540 for 8 couple

Ll Ctthar Amond

Credfid card type (cirche onel: Visa Mastercard  JCB
Dimstr's Claly  Carte Blanche
Amarican Express  Discover

Credit Card Numbar;
Expirstian fate:

Sautn your nama puagtiy an o b an Ge pdl cand yay ey s

1¥ you ey papmg By e cand, peane e e pdérens pee premde maichn
i pdérean aed Iefephoo namaer s filp miih pesr credi cond compy,

il tec

Califormia Aepubdcan League,

F105 Mevajo Resd, Suita L San Disge 82710

Fax to; (630) B48-0740
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by Mark Herrick
StatePresident, CRL

The Pro-Life/Pro-Choiceissueisreally not so much
about abortion but is about the wording of the law.
Pro-life people want to make abortionillegal. They be-
lieve that this is the best way to reduce abortions. |
find this ironic because conservatives in general un-
derstand making lawsis often times not the best way to
stop something. The perfect exampleisprohibition. If
the public wants to keep doing something, they are
going to do it no matter how many laws are passed.

| think that if you make abortion illegal, women are
still going to have abortions. You may reduce the num-
ber of abortions somewhat, but you will dramatically
increase the number of women who die because of
botched abortions.

If you doubt this assertion, just look at the statistics.
In the United States before Roe v. Wade
1.2 millionwomen every year obtainedillegal abortions
and over 5,000 died annually because of botched abor-
tions.

| too want to reduce abortions but | do not think that
passing alaw isthe best way to go about it. We need to
look at the root causes of abortion. Abortions occur
because women get pregnant who do not want to be
pregnant. So logically the best way to reduce abor-
tionsis by reducing the amount of unwanted
pregnancies.
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L ess abortions, not more laws

The problem isthat many of the people who want to
reduce abortions are pushing policies that | think are
increasing the number of unwanted pregnancies, and
therefore, abortions.

The best way to avoid an unwanted pregnancy isfor
awoman to avoid sex until sheisready to have ababy.
This is the only sure way to avoid getting pregnant.
However, to expect every woman in this country to
wait to have sex until shewantsto have achildiscom-
pletely unrealistic. There is no way you are going to
stop all teenagersfrom having sex (let aloneolder single
peoplein the community). Inthefifties, when abortion
wasillegal and getting pregnant out of wedlock was a
complete socia stigma, there was still a significant
amount of premarital sex.

In Saudi Arabiasingle men and women are never even
allowed to meet. In addition, women can be executed
for engaging in premarital sex. Even with the execu-
tionsand the ban on fraternization, thereare still agreat
many teenagersin Saudi Arabia finding ways to have
sex. If Saudi Arabiacannot stop their
teenagers by separating them all thetimeand by threat-
ening them with death, how are we goingto do it?

In our society today, the entire culture promotes sex.
TheTV, theMovies, Videos, Advertisements et cetera,
constantly encourage peoplein our community to have
sex. In addition, many people believe that premarital
sex isnot morally wrong, and raise their kidsto believe
that. Therefore, simply promoting abstinenceisn't go-

ing to complete the job.

Many social conservatives argue that we should stop
the media from producing this “immoral” onslaught.
All | can say to that is good luck. The general trend
over the last seventy years has been for the media too
becomeless censored. | don't think you are ever going
to be able to turn back the clock. And even if we went
back to the media censoring standard used in the for-
tieswewould still have ateenage sex issue (likewedid
inthefortiesand fifties).

Whilethesocial conservativeshowl at the moon about
media censoring, we need real solutions now. The best
way to fight the onslaught hitting our teensisto fight
it with more information. That is the first step. Show
them the other side of casual sex that the media does
not show: emotional pain, venereal diseases, unwanted
pregnancies, and sometimes-even death. The second
step is to push for abstinence, but acknowledge the
fact that some people are still going to have sex. For
these people we need to push contraception.

In much of Latin Americaabortionisillegal and con-
traceptionishard to find. Asaresult thereare millions
of abandoned childrenin Latin Americaand their teen
pregnancy rateisalmost triplethe United States. Inthe
Philippines, the botched abortion rate soared when the
government restricted family planning clinics to natu-
ral (rhythm) birth control. Post abortion problems are
now among the ten leading

Continued on pageseven.

UN Rules

|n aunanimous decision, follow-
ing France' srecollection of who
their friendsare, the UN voted on
aresolutionto force Iraq to satisfy
previous mandatesor elseface
consequencesthat would almost
certainly lead towar (Associated
Press).

FreeTrade

Can Bush undo the

by Tim DeRoche
ContributingWriter

One of the most encouraging issues of
the 2000 presidential campaign was
George W. Bush's stated support of free
trade. Persuasively, passionately, point-
edly—then Gov. Bush made freetrade a
central element of hiscampaign.

He took daring stands on specific is-
sues, arguing, for example, that agricul-
tural subsidies should be cut, that
“ American farmers can compete so long
astheplayingfieldislevel.” Even more
importantly, he turned free tradeinto an
issue of national pride:

“Thefearful buildwalls,” hesaid. “ The
confident demolish them.”

But the actions of President Bush have
thusfar fallen far short of his campaign
promises. Given the tragedy of Sept. 11
and the subsequent war on terrorism, it
would be understandable if President
Bush had merely been distracted from
his focus on free trade.

But that hasn't been the case. In the
past year and a half, the president has

actively pursued policiesin direct con-
tradiction to hiscampaign rhetoric. Ear-
lier this year, he signed laws providing
new subsidiesto American farmers, in-
creasing duties on Canadian lumber and
raising tariffsonimported steel. And he's
continued to support the nonsensical
embargo on trade with Cuba.

Given his support of these “walls,” the
question needs to be asked: Has Presi-
dent Bush become more fearful ? Or has
he just lost confidence?
Possibleglobal backlash

Republicans cannot afford these kinds
of lapses on the issue of trade. While
steel tariffs and farm subsidies may
sound to some like minor issues, they
havethe potential to lead toamajor glo-
bal backlash of protectionism.

That's because the United Statesisthe
world leader on thisissue. Historically,
the Republican Party—uwith recent help
from Bill Clinton—has championed free
trade with compelling moral and eco-
nomic arguments:

*Consumers deserve the right to pur-
chase the goods that they want, no mat-

ter where they’ re produced.
*Tariffslead to higher pricesfor consum-
ers, arbitrarily protecting “native” busi-
nesses while discriminating against for-
eigners.

*Government subsidies, liketariffs, pro-
tect certain sectorsof anation’seconomy
fromthedisciplineof thefreemarket, lead-
ing to the inefficient allocation of re-
sources and slower economic growth.
*By alowing developing countries to
compete on equal footing with more de-
veloped countries (especially inagricul-
ture), freetradeisapowerful forceinthe
worldwidewar against poverty and hun-
ger.

These arguments need to be heard,
since there are powerful forcesin virtu-
ally every country that would like to see
particular industries protected. French
farmers, Japanese car companies, and
Europe’sAirbus consortium—all wishto
continueto receive preferential treatment
fromtheir governments.

But how can we ask other countriesto
tear down their trade barrierswhenwe're
erecting similar barriersat home? Theis-

damage he's done?

sue of free trade is mainly amoral one.
By abandoning the moral high ground,
President Bush has significantly weak-
ened our country’s negotiating position.
TradePromotion Authority should help

OnAug. 6, 2002, President Bush signed
into law the Trade Act of 2002, which
had been passed by the House and Sen-
ateinlate July. Thebill grants Trade Pro-
motion Authority to President Bush,
making it much easier for trade dealsto
be approved. The authority gives the
president the power to negotiate trade
deals with an up and down vote from
Congress, freeing the agreements from
congressional tinkering.

In effect, TPA offers the President a
second chance on theissue of freetrade.
While much damage has already been
done, President Bush may yet be ableto
demonstrate political leadership on this
issue. For example, TPA may help Bush
secure anew World Trade Organization
pact or to create a free-trade agreement
in the Western Hemisphere.

But, due to recent lapses, it's not go-

ing to be easy.
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Takeour quiz and find
out where you belong
in the California Re-
publican Party:

1. Bill Smonlost thedectionto Gray
Davisprimarily because:

a. Gray Davishasbeen agreat
Governor and deserved re-election.
b. Bill Simon ran adisastrous cam-
paign.

c. Bill Smonwastoo closely digned
withright wing politics.

d. Not enough Republicanscameout
tovote.

2. GeorgeBushlostin Cdiforniato Al
Gorein 2000 primarily because:

a. Gorewasagreat Vice President
and wasasuperior candidate.

b. GeorgeBush ran adisastrous
campaign.

c. GeorgeBushwastoo closely
aignedwithright wing politics.

d. Not enough Republicanscameout
tovote.

3. Dan Lungrenlost to Gray Davisin
1998 primarily because:

a. Gray Daviswasasuperior candi-
date.

b. Dan Lungrenran adisastrous
campaign.

c¢. Dan Lungrenwastoo closely
aignedwithright wing politics.

d. Not enough Republicanscameout
tovote.

4.BobDolelostinCdiforniatoBill
Clintonin 1996 primarily because:

a. Bill Clintonwasagreat President
and deserved re-election.

b. Bob Doleran adisastrous cam-
paign.

c. Bob Dolewastoo closely aligned
withright wing palitics.

d. Not enough Republicanscameout
tovote.

5. Pete Wilson beat K athleen Brown
1994 primarily because:

a. Kathleen Brown ran adisastrous

campaign.

b. Pete Wilson's campaign team was outstand-
ing.

c. PeteWilson, apro-choice moderate Re-
publican wasthe exact mix of fiscal conserva
tismand socia moderationthat Cdifornia
wants.

d. Hiselectionwasacompletefluke.

6. CaliforniaDemocrats make up 44% of the
electorateand California Republicansmake up
35%. This9-point gapisthesmallest since
FDR was President. And yet Democratshold
all thecongtitutional offices, both Senatorsand
huge mg oritiesin both housesof thelegidature.
Thebest explanationfor thisis:

a. Peopledon’t like political partiesand
Democratsjust run better candidates.

b. Unions. Theunionsarebeating usall the
time

c. Voters, increasingly dissatisfied with Demo-
crats, cannot accept the right wing of the GOP.
d. Not enough Republicanscomeout to vote.

7. The" Sanctity of Life” plank of the Repulbli-
canPaformis:

a. Perfectly worded and should be sent to
every womanin Cdifornia

b. A good internal document to keep our
conservativeactivistshappy.

c. A disaster. Thisplank tellswomen that they
areincapable of making moral choicesand that
government must doit for them.

d. Thisplank isanimportant factor in getting
Republicansout to vote.

8.1n 2000 George Bushlost Californiaby 1.3
million votes. What can the Republican Party
dointhenext

two yearsto preparefor aGeorge Bush
victory inCdiforniain 2004?

a Donothing. Just let it happen.

b. Professionalizetheparty. With more skilled
staff, we can make up the 1.3 million votes.

c. Removetheabortion plank of the platform.
Thisisthemost important thing we cando to
reach out to women.

d. We must brandish our conservative prin-
ciplesmore. Republicansdon’t vote because
wetry to be moderates and our voters cannot
distinguish between Republicansand Demo-
crats.

9. Regarding theabortionissue:

a. Nochangeinour position on abortionis
beneficid.

b. We should just stop talking about abortion.
Letsmoveonto other issues.

c. Wearegoingto continuetoloseelections

CRL’s Political Aptitude Test

What kind of Republican are you? Find out...

until we accept that women are capabl e of
making their ownmora choices.

d. Nochangeinour position on abortion
isbeneficid.

10. My suggestion for the next Republican
Conventionis:

a. Cancdl it. They areawaste of time.

b. We should havelots of workshopsand
seminarson better campaign techniques.

c. Weneed agreat speaker who will
deliver amessage of social moderation and
fiscal conservatismto attract the2.3million
“Declineto State” voters.

d. Weneed agreat speaker who will
deliver amessage of strong Chrigtian
values, adefense of the 2 Amendment
and how environmentalists cause cancer to
attract the 45,000 supporters of Pat
Buchanan.

11. We need to reach out to non-Republi-
canshy:

a. Outreachisfutile. Forget it.

b. We need to create new committees
headed by minoritiesthat will show that we
careabout minorities.

c. Minority outreach will be successful
when we demonstratein our platform and
our policiesthat wearenot intol erant.

d. Wecanwinwithangry whitemales.
Just concentrate on getting out thevote.

Get your score:

For each answer to (a) subtract 15
points.

For each answer to (b) add 5 points.
For each answer to(c) add 10 points.
For each answer to (d) add 2 points.

L essthan O: You arenot a Republican.
Your nameisprobably Art Torres.
Between 0-25: You arenot a Demo-
crat, but you arethe Democr at’sbest
friend. Wewould appreciateit if you
couldjointheir party for awhile.
Between 25-75: You area good Re-
publican, but wesuggest you think big
picture.

75and over: You areCRL material.
You get it.
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Mr. Pressdent, makethemoral
choice: remove Saddam

by Mark Herrick
StatePresident, CRL

Beforethe U.S. getsinvolved in acon-
flict, thereisalwaysastrange debate that
occurs in the United States. People ar-
guethat “war” isimmoral whichisprob-
ably the weakest argument the anti-war
protestors have.

Themoral questioninthissituation can
best be phrased as: when isit moral for
onenation to removetheruler of another
country by force? There are some people
who would arguethat it isnever moral.

People argue that a bad government is
the business of that nation’s people and
we should not get involved. | find this
position ridiculous. On apersonal level,
that would be like saying you should not
stop afather fromkilling his son because
that is a personal family problem and
therefore you should not get involved. |
would argue that if someone sees afa
ther trying tokill hisson, themoral thing
to do isto do whatever he or she can to
intervene.

Many pacifistsbelievein arresting un-
just violence or killing only if one does
not involve violence. In other words, it
is OK to stop the father only if you do
not harm the father. In the international
arenathisview isknown as pacifism.

| would argue that it isimmoral not to
use violence if that isyour only option.
If aman is about to shoot his innocent
son, and you have a gun, and the only
way you can stop thekilling is by shoot-
ing the
man, | believethat the only moral action
to take is to shoot the man. If one does
not act against the use
of violence against another, they are sid-
ing against theinnocent person and with
the perpetrator. By not
intervening to stop evil, you are assist-
ingit.

This proactive philosophy is the posi-
tion taken by our police forces across
the country. If a person is threatening a
life of an innocent person, armed offic-
ers are allowed to use deadly force to
stop him. Every policeforceinthecivi-
lized world appliesthisruleand it would
betotally impractical for themnot to. If a
police force in a jurisdiction were not
given the option to use force, criminals
would soon control that jurisdiction. The
cops would be helpless to stop them. |
guessthat isapacifist’sideaof Utopia: a
placewhere criminalsarein control.

Gandhi argued that non-violenceisthe
only moral stance one cantake against a
hostile force. He even argued that the
Allies should use nonviolence against
the Nazis. Using non-violence is effec-
tivewhen facing aperson or government
with a legitimate moral code or a con-
science (like the British Empire) but is
naive when facing a foe with a moral
vacuum. Canyouimagine Martin L uther
King or Gandhi using nonviolence
against Hitler, Stalin or Pol Pot? They
and their followers would have simply
been exterminated. Can you imaginethe
use of nonviolence to stop the Holo-
caust?

If every democratic nation followed
Gandhi’s advice during World War 11,
Hitler would have been ableto finish the
Holocaust and conquer theworld. Euro-
pean pacifism may have allowed the Ho-
locaust to get as far along as it did. We
could have avoided World War 11 if we

Younglragis
beneath the
propaganda of
their presi-
dent, Saddam
Hussein
(Associated
Press).

had allowed Hitler to conquer theworld.
But would anybody really wanted to
have that kind of peace? Peace by itself
should never beapoalicy goal. Peacewith-
out justice can be worse than war. The
only type of peaceworth havingispeace
with Justice.

Theassistance of evil iswhy | find paci-
fismanimmoral positiontotake. Violence
issometimes
necessary to stop
evil orinjusticeon

citizens of anationwould
be justified in overthrowing their own
government with violence, then any other
country would be justified in removing
that same government with violence. If
the citizens of a nation are justified in
violently overthrowing their govern-
ment, why isitimmoral to assist them?
Therefore, the U.S. was perfectly justi-
fiedinusing forceto take control of Ger-
many away from
theNazis. Without

both a local and
international scale.
Sometimesnations

“The assistance of

interventionin an-
other countriesin-
ternal politics, we

need to evil ISWhy | find would have had to
attack other na- . p- . stop at the German
tionsto sopwhat [P@CIfisSM anim- border

they are doing to fpe Should the U.S.
their own citizenry. moral pOS|t| on tO remove every abu-

Even if Hitler had
not attacked
another country,
war against him
would have been
justified to stop
him from oppress-
ing and killing the
German Jews.
Does the invad-
ing government
need to have clean
handstojustify in-
vading another
county? When

take. Violenceis
sometimes neces-
sary to stop evil or
Injustice on both a
local and interna-
tional scale.”

-Mark Herrick

sive regime in the
world? That might
be the moral thing
to do, but probably
not the most prac-
tical thing to do. |
know that many
liberalswant China
to free Tibet. The
only way that
China would ever
leave Tibet isif it
was pushed out by
force. But | don't
think the U.S.

Vietnam invaded

Cambodia in the

late 1970sthe communist government in
Vietnam may have been atotalitariandic-
tatorship that abused its own people, but
Pol Pot was completely exterminating the
entire adult population of Cambodia.
Vietnam stopped the Cambodian holo-
caust from continuing. Three million
Cambodians had already been extermi-
nated, without the Vietnameseinvasion;
three more million would probably have
beenkilled.

When ismilitary action in the interna-
tional arenajustified? Itismoral for one
nation to remove
another nation’s government if the gov-
ernment in question is committing sys-
tematic and continuous
violence against itsown citizens. Or an-
other way to look at it would be if the

should try and free
Tibet with force
because it would be totally impractical.
China has a sophisticated army of one
million men and nuclear weapons. The
cost to the US would be too high.
| think that it would be moral for usto
remove Saddam Hussein because he is
systematically torturing, oppressing, and
killing hisown people. Thelragi people
would clearly be better of without him.
By leaving Saddam Hussein to torture
andkill the Kurds, the Shiitesin the south
and Sunni political
dissidents, we have to take responsibil-
ity for not preventing it. If it is practical
for usto invade arewe not morally obli-
gated to do so? The only real issue is,
“Is it really practical for us to remove
Saddam Hussein?’
People argue that a U.S. invasion of

Irag would anger the Arab world. First of
all they are aready angry with us. Sec-
ond, most of them want Saddam Hussein
gone; they just aren’t supporting an in-
vasion in case we don’t follow through
with it. They don’t want to be left hold-
ing the bag. Once we get rid of him the
only people that will be upset at his de-
mise will betheterrorists. Third, one of
the reasons that many people of the Is-
lamicfaith areangry withthe U.S., isbe-
cause we have soldiersin Saudi Arabia
(near their holy sites: Mecca and
Medina). We have our soldiersthere be-
cause of the threat Saddam Hussein
poses to Saudi Arabia. If we remove
Saddam, then we can remove our sol-
diers, thereby removing one of the big-
gest complaints pious Moslems have
against the U.S.

People also argue that the American
public is not united behind this war. In
order to prosecute a war you need pub-
lic support. You simply cannot win with-
out it. However, the majority of Ameri-
cans do support removing Hussein with
force. Maybe we should move in while
the support is there.

People aso say we should hold off
because our Allies are against the inva-
sion. Why do we need their support?
TheU.S. hasalarger military force than
all our alliescombined. Itisnot likethey
are going to start a war to stop us, or
institute atrade embargo against thelarg-
est economy intheworld. If theinvasion
is practical and moral why do we care
what Europe thinks?

Right now we have the resources, the
public support, and the momentum to
successfully rid the world of one of its
worst tyrants. Saddam will someday de-
velop an effective weapon of mass de-
struction. Once he does, the window for
invasion will close. Wewon't be ableto
invade because of the fear he will use
such aweapon against our forces. How-
ever, if he does obtain anuclear weapon
he may use it against us anyway. And
we would feel stupid that we had the
chance to knock him off before he hit
one of our military bases or one of our
citieswith anuclear weapon.

Invading Iraq isthe moral thing to do,
the practical thing to do, and the win-
dow of opportunity is closing. Let us
invadewhilewe still can.
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L ess Abortions
Continued from pagefour.

reasons for hospitalization among
Filipinos.

There are many societies that
have highly sexual active teenag-
ersbut have low abortion rates. In
Norway and Sweden most of their
teenagersengagein premarital sex
and yet their abortion rates per
capitaare significantly lower than
the United States. So it has defi-
nitely been demonstrated that con-
dom availability and education re-
duces abortions.

Many conservatives are afraid
that making birth control available
will encourage sex. First of all, in
our society, teenagers have al the
encouragement they need. Second,
you simply makeit clear that absti-
nence is the most effective way to
avoid pregnancies and STD’s but
if youaregoing to have sex, for the
love of God, useacondom (it might
saveyour life).

A study by the John Hopkins
School of Medicine found that
about 90% of teenagers who ap-
pear at family clinics have been
sexually activein advance of seek-
ing professional health. Thissame
study found that in schools with
out family planning programs, teen
pregnancies increased 58%. Con-
versely schools offering compre-
hensivefamily planning programs,
backed by nearby contraceptive
services, experienced a 38% de-
crease in student pregnancies.

In the end, if we make condoms
available, maybe afew more people
will have sex (which | doubt), but
just think of the amount of abor-
tionsthat will be avoided and how
many liveswewill save.

Sex education isthe key. People
who believethat their children will
not learn about sex if they don’t
get it from their teachers are very
naive. They are either going to get
it from ateacher or from one of
their friends. Who do you think is
going to dispense the better infor-
mation?

The abortion rate has decreased
inthe last few yearsin the United
States. A study just released by
the Alan Guttmacher Institute re-
ported that the abortion rate among
teenagersin the last few years has
decreased by forty percent. How-
ever, sexual activity among teen-
agers has not. So what has hap-
pened? One
quarter of the teenagers surveyed
said they were putting off sex while
three quarters said they were us-
ing contraception. The use of con-
traception hasincreased and there-
fore abortions have been reduced.
The bad news is that the abortion
ratewhile overall hasdecreased; it
has increased among the poor.
Why has this happened? Well it
seemsthat Medicaid (healthcarefor
the poor) has stop providing funds
for contraception. In addition,
poorer women have less access to
health insurancethat providescon-
traception. The result: More abor-
tions.

In this day and age we cannot
realistically expect all teenagersto
stop having sex. And if we do not
make contraceptives available to
those that do, we are condemning
them to having an unwanted preg-
nancy or worse, getting an STD
that will kill them.
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GOP ignores people
at own peri|

by William B. Lindley
Contributing Writer

| joined the CaliforniaRepublican League
(CRL) in 1965, shortly after it wasfounded.
These were the days after the 1964 Barry
Goldwater defeat, when the GOP was suf-
fering the pangs of impotence. A few of
us, concerned about the severe imbal ance,
joined the California Republican Assembly
(CRA) in the hope that we could help the
party become alittle more sensible, more
capable of winning elections.

Instead, the CRA lurched even further to
the right — one memorable event was a
prayer breakfast, with everybody neatly
dressed, in which the speaker practically
foamed at the mouth about pornography
while showing us “girlie magazines.” Our
little gang of moderates knew this wasn’t
the place for us; we found out about the

newly formed CRL, and they welcomed
us with open arms. We got busy and
helped then future Governor Pete Wil-
son, who in 1966 defeated a hard-right
candidate in a Republican primary As-
sembly race.

What concerned us then and should
concern us now isthe corrupting nature
of one-party government. When the op-
position party has little chance of win-
ning, the governing party grows ever
more arrogant. Thiswasthe casefor de-
cades in Mexico, and, under President
Lyndon B. Johnson, we feared that
Americawasimitating Mexico rather than
being aworld leader. Evenwhen Presi-
dent Nixon brought the Republicansback
tothe White House, one-party ruleagain
manifested itself in Congress, whose cor-
ruption and arrogance went unchecked
until 1994,

Ironically, although the two parties are
of roughly equal strength nationally, we
facethe same situation herein California
that weall facedin 1965: aDemocretic party
that isstrong, with acommanding lead in
both the Assembly and State Senate and
victories Nov. 5 in all top state offices —
primarily because the state Republicans
haveignored thewill of the people. When
the opposition party doesn’t even care
about winning but merely wants to show
how nobleitis—"“1"d rather beright than
President” (good for aman, bad for apo-
litical party) —weknow we' reintrouble. |
continue to believe that CRL is a better
listener and is sorely needed to keep
Cdlifornia’s political character healthy
under avigorous, cheerfully competitive
political process.

California Republican League's

Newest Chapters
Formed Autumn 2002

San Diego County: Jean Roesch
Orange County: John Phillips

Marin County: Dave Shaver

San Francisco County: Alan Stolzman
Napa County: Alan Swanson

Fresno County: Lynn Storey

jeanr sch@aol.com
jphill9123@aol.com
davewshaver @yahoo.com
alansadventure@hotmail.com
aswanson@pachell.net
plstorey@mediaone.net
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Wor ld economic or ganiza-
tions benefit everyone

Contrary to broad-based criticism, economic
organizations benefit those who oppose them

by Mark Herrick
StatePresident, CRL

| find the massive demonstrations against world eco-
nomic organizations bizarre. The peoplethat have most
to gain from these organizations are the onesthat seem
to complain the most about them. People who care
deeply about the environment or third world poverty
are trying to stop the few institutions that are helping
to alleviate the problems of poverty and environmental
destruction.

THE THIRD WORLD: The poor inthethird world
have the most to gain from these types of organiza-
tions. They allow them access to the markets of the
wealthiest economiesin the world. When these coun-
tries have access to developed country’s markets they
can sell their goods and products enriching their entire
domestic economies. This access creates more jobs,
increases the tax base so there is more money for
schools hospitals et cetera. Access to developed mar-
ketsis much more helpful to these economies than
foreign aid can ever be. It is the difference between
giving these economies fish, or fishing poles
with
well-stocked lakesto go along with the poles.

THEENVIRONMENT: Studieshaveconsis-

tently shown that developed countries treat
their environments much better than third
world countries. In other words, developed
economies are much less destructive to their
environment than underdeveloped countries.
The people in underdeveloped countries are
mainly dependant on wood for fuel causing
them to destroy all the forestsleading to huge
erosion problems. They cannot afford to ro-
tatetheir cropsor use other farming techniques
so they deplete their soil very quickly. The
people in these countries also cannot afford
air pollution reducing devices for their cars,
making their air much less healthy. Freetrade
organizations hel p third world countries grow
intofirst world countries (like Singapore, South
Koreaand hopefully by 2020 Malaysia) mak-
ing them kinder to the environment inthelong
run.

JOBSIN THE DEVELOPED COUNTRIES: These
freetradetreatiesmay move somelow paying unskilled
jobs from developed countries to underdeveloped
countries, but they more than make up for it by deliver-
ing more skilled and
high paying jobs to

our sovereignty when we enter into these treaties be-
cause the United States can pull out of these treaties
any time we want to (it

cetera.

All the IMF does is give loans to third world coun-
tries on the condition that the government in the coun-
try in question implements these proven policies (the
World Bank givesloansfor specific domestic
infrastructure improvements like roads, power plants,
telephone systems et cetera). The countries are not
forced to take theloans. Countriesthat have taken IMF
loans in the past, and followed the IMF rules have
all prospered. Ones that ignored the rules have not.
Third world governments complain about the loans
because it forces them to

would destroy our domes-
tic economy, but we could
doit). All thesetrestiesre-
aly doisstrikedown laws
that interfere with free
trade. In other words,
these treaties insure that
our own government
doesnot interferewith our
own economy. When our

that?’

“These treaties ensure that
we remain free. What could
be more American than

act responsibly, and do
what isright for their coun-
try as opposed to what is
monetarily beneficial to
themselves and their cro-
nies. The biggest com-
plaintsarisswhenthelMF
demands that the country
denationalize their indus-
tries. These industries al-

-Mark Herrick

government tries to raise
tariffs increasing domes-
tic pricesfor the benefit of
some special interest group, these treaties strike these
laws down. These treaties help ensure that we remain
free. What could be more American than that?

World Bank

WTO

Thethreepillarsof theworld economic system.

THEINTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND
AND THEWORLD BANK

BENEFITSTO DEVELOPING COUNTRIES: | find
it even more baffling that

people demonstrate against

that same developed
economy. Our workers
are the most produc-
tive and skilled in the
world, and when we
get into these treaties
many foreign multina-
tionalsbring their best
jobs here. Unions do
not like these treaties
becausethey only rep-
resent people who
have jobs, they do not

mestic security.”

“...For the United States,
supporting the IMF isarea
sonable and inexpensive way
to help ensure our future do-

-Mark Herrick

the IMF. As | pointed out in
our CRL Economic Growth
Taskforce Brochure (included
in this newsletter), econo-
mistsnow agreethat thereare
about 16 policies a govern-
ment can implement to help
grow their domestic econo-
mies. Countries that imple-
ment these policies (like
Singapore, Malaysia, Hong
Kong, Chile etc) experience
incrediblegrowth rates. These

represent the people
that will get thejobs after the treaties areimplemented.
TheUSiscompletely tied to theinternational economy
and our entire standard of living is dependant on the
international economy. The freer world trade gets, the
morewe prosper and thelessfreetrade getsthelesswe
prosper. These treaties increase world trade.

LOSS OF SOVEREIGNTY: Wedo not really lose

growth rates lead to higher
employment with higher paying jobs (which reduces
poverty), and a higher tax base so the country in ques-
tion hasmoretax dollarsfor hedlth, educetion, etc. Coun-
tries that do not pursue these policies (like Angola,
India, Cuba, Burma, Haiti, Pakistan etc) all have poor
domestic economies. The people are in poverty and
thereisno tax base to provide education, healthcare et

most alwaysrun at aloss,

whichforces

the government to subsi-

dize the government owned company to keep it afl oat

(draining taxes away from

important services like health and education). These

industries usualy are inefficient, so the government

hasto protect them with price controls, and other means,

raising the cost of consumer goodsin the country, which
aways hurts the poor the hardest. The
problem is that these companies usually
employ people that helped get the cur-
rent government elected so that same
government does not want to anger these
interests
groups by pulling them out of the gov-
ernment trough.

BENEFITSTOTHEUNITED STATES

Most of theseloans are paid back so pro-
viding them is not very expensive. The
interest paid on the loans that are paid
back, almost coversthe cost of the loans
that are defaulted on. Countries that re-
ceive the loans generally prosper and
thus become a better market for Ameri-
can goods. In other words, these loans
are a cheap way to increase prosperity
throughout the world, and increased
world prosperity is always beneficial to
the United States. Theseloansare much
more effective than foreign aid has ever
proven to be.

WORLD PEACEAND DEMOCRACY: When coun-
triesdevel op successfully they almost alwaysturninto
democracies. When acountry’sper capita GDP passes
$9,000 they consistently throw out their dictators and
hold free elections. Sometimes it happens sooner, but
they always go democratic after the $9,000 mark.
Singapore, South Korea, Chile, Indonesia, Spain and
Portugal all made the change at or around $9,000. So
development clearly leadsto democracy.

Economic devel opment also leadsto world peace. Can
you name a developed economic democratic country
that has ever attacked another similar country? | can-
not. Can you imagine Japan attacking France, or Bel-
gium attacking Denmark? Or Sweden attacking
Singapore? Or the United States attacking Chile? This
would never happen because all these devel oped coun-
tries economies are too intertwined. An attack would
interfere with world trade and hurt the economies of
both countries.

Plus, educated prosperous people know that there is
nothing to gain from attacking another devel oped
democratic capitalist country.

The annual cost to the U.S. of keeping these institu-
tions afloat is about the same cost as afew
F-16s. Therefore, for the United States, supporting the
IMF isareasonable and inexpensive way to help
ensure our future domestic security.
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Abortion

Continued from pageone

the one that agrees with
them on only five issues
“because the other one
did not distinguish them-
selves enough.” This ar-
gument assumesthat “ dis-
tinguishing oneself” is
more important than is-
sues for Democrats and
Independents. That po-
sitionisclearly not defen-
sible.

What the social conser-
vatives do not want to ac-
cept is that independent
voters and Democratic
voters vote for Demo-
cratic candidates because
the Democratic candi-
dates take positions that
the voters prefer to the
Republican candidates’
positions. Inother words,
they usually prefer the
Democratic positions on
choice and other social
issues like separation of
church and state. Polls
show that the majority of
votersin Californiaagree
with the Republicans on
the majority of issues
(crime, national defense,
free enterprise etc.) but
our positions on the so-
cial issueshblock sufficient
voter acceptance.

The second argument
social conservatives make
is that standing up for
principles attracts Demo-

crats and Independents.
Even those who disagree
with us will respect our
resolve. Of course, this
again assumesthat Demo-
crats and Independents
really do not careabout is-
sues. Again, think of the
position in reverse. Paul
Wellstone was a Demo-
crat who honestly be-
lievedinall hisliberal con-
victions and stood up for
them proudly, but did that
make the mgjority of Re-
publican want to vote for
him? Absolutely not.
Many Democrats know
that Pat Buchanan truly
believes what he asserts,
but only 45,000 Califor-
nians voted for him for
President and they
weren’t Democrats.
Thethird argument they
make is the voters really
do not care about “abor-
tion.” There are issues
that aremoreimportant. |
think it is true that there
are issues the voters con-
sider more important, but
almost everyone has a
strong position on abor-
tion. When you bring up
theissue of abortion most
peoplewill either think of
killing babies or a scared
teenage girl going into a
dirty alley gettingkilled by
a botched abortion.
Some social conserva-
tivesarguethat the major-
ity of Cdliforniavotersare
pro-life. But Gray Davis
proudly proclamsinal his

commercials and up and
down the state that he is
pro-choice. Doyourealy
think that Gray Davis
would do this if his han-
dlers had not definitely
determined that the over-
whelming mgjority of Cali-
fornianswere pro-choice?
Gray Davis announces to
the world that he is pro-
choi ce becausethe major-
ity of Cdiforniavotersare
pro-choice.

Look at Bill Simon dur-
ing the last election. He
said hewas“ pro-life” but
he then backpedaled by
saying he would enforce
the laws and not do any-
thing to effect the current
situation. Heasoletit be
known his wife is pro-
choice. Why didn’'t he
continue with the pro-life
rhetoric? Because he
knew that most of thevot-
ersare pro-choiceand his
pro-life position was a
political liability. Why do
al Republicans in swing
districts and statewide
shy away from their pro-
life positions? Because
they know that thepro-life
positionisahandicap. So
why do we have candi-
dates that run with this
handicap?

The other argument the
conservativesmakeisthat
on the social issues:
“Well, we just won't talk
about it”. Thisisavery
naive and unrealistic po-
sitionto take. Itisnot up

to us whether or not this
issue will be discussed in
the campaign. Simon
didn’'t want to talk about
abortion, but Gray Davis
did. It became anissue.
Who has a better record
of winning in swing dis-
trictsor Democratic mgjor-
ity jurisdictions? Pro-
choice Republicans or
pro-life Republicans?
There are many Pro-
Choice Republicans that
win in Majority Demo-
cratic areas. Michael
Bloomberg and Rudy
Giuliani inNew York City.
Governor Pataki in New
York State. Former Gov-
ernor Christine Todd
Whitman in New Jersey.
In Massachusetts, Con-
necticut, and Maine the
Democrats have huge ma-
joritiesbut all their gover-
nors and many of their
Senators are Republican.
And as you probably
guessed, all of these Re-
publicansare Pro-Choice.
For thefirsttimeinitshis-
tory, Hawaii just elected a
Republican Governor.
And what kind of Repub-
lican candidate did it take
towininthisoverwhelm-
ing Democratic state: A
Pro-ChoiceWoman. Can
you name a strongly pro-
life Republican candidate
that hasrecently wonina
strong Democratic dis-
trict?
Cdiforniais clearly a
majority Democratic state.

Our registration is 35 per-
cent Republicans and 44
percent Democrats. So
clearly, in statewideraces,
we need to attract Inde-
pendent votersand Demo-
crats or we cannot win.
Whodowelook to: Presi-
dent Bush? Bush lost in
California by 1.3 million
votes. Lungrenlost by 1.6
million. Dolelost by 1.3
million. Bill Simon? We
know what happened to
him.

In California's Demo-
cratic mgority districtswe
have had Pete Wilson,
State Senator Bruce
McPherson, Assembly-
man Jim Cunneen, Mayor
Richard Riordan and many
more. And of coursethey
areall pro-choice.

When moderates upset a
Democrat, thesocial con-
servativesthink their can-
didates can win too.
When Pro-life Bret
Schundler tried to replace
Christine Todd Whitman
in New Jersey his oppo-
nent crushed him. Helost
in amost every precinct.
InCaliforniawhen pro-life
Dan Lungren tried to re-
place Wilson he got
crushed. When Pro-Life
Bruce Mitchum tried to
replace Brooks Firestone
helost. When isthe pro-
life faction of the party
going to learn that only
pro-choice peoplecanwin
these seats?

Thosewho arguethat all

Republican candidates
should bepro-life, regard-
less of the consequences,
are condemning the Re-
publican Party to a per-
petual minority status in
this state. By staying in
theminority wearelosing
the chance to promote all
the other issues that the
electorate in California
agrees with us on: strict
standards in education,
low taxes, low regulation,
being tough on crime etc.
California voters may be
pro-choice, but they are
fiscally conservative.
They will votefor our can-
didates if we just give
them ones that are more
inlinewith the philosophy
of the average voter in
Cdifornia.

Liberalsloveitwhenwe
run pro-life candidatesin
swing districts or state
wide, because they know
these candidates are
easier to beat. A perfect
example of this is Gray
Davis helping Simon get
the nomination. If we
continue with our dog-
matic position on abortion
the trial lawyers and the
unionsthat run the Demo-
cratic Party will run Cali-
fornia. Isthat the kind of
future we really want for
this state?

CRL Congratulates

rton..

Shirley Ho

For taking the
/8th Assembly seat away
from the Democrats!

Congratulations
tothe
Log Cabin
Republicans
onther

25th

Anniversary!
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Dems sweep
Continued from pageone

scented GOP road kill and de-
scribed the election as a rout.
“DEMS POUND GOP” an-
nounces the San Francisco Ex-
aminer in apost-election article
on November 6 by Seth Hettena
(Associated Press). Others
were quite vivid in their analy-
ses. Lynda Gledhill and John
Wildermuthin“CaliforniaGOP
trying to make sense of Demo-
crats state sweep” in the San
Francisco Chronicle (A5) on
Thursday, November 7, wrote:

Sate Republican officials pon-
dered the shambles | eft of their
party Wednesday after Demo-
crats pulled off one of the most
sweeping partisan victories in
Californiahistory. For thefirst
time ever, Democrats won ev-
ery statewide constitutional
office, from governor down to
insurance commissioner. The
party picked up a seat in Con-
gress and held on to solid ma-

state Legislature. The shock-
ing seriesof GOP victorieselse-
wherein the nation, which gave
Republicans control of the
House and Senate, only high-
lighted GOP problemsin Cali-
fornia.

In fact, the election went so
bad for the state Republicans
that the Democrats on the na-
tional level haveturnedtheir at-
tention to California as a blue-
print for how to take back Con-
gress and the Presidency in
2004. San Francisco Mayor
Willie Brown, Sen. Barbara
Boxer of California, and Rep.
Pete Stark of Fremont were
quoted as saying in the San
Francisco Chronicle, “the na-
tional party should ook to Cali-
fornia, where Democratshave a
lock onall constitutional offices,
the Legislature and the con-
gressional delegation, for tips
on how to organize and present
a clear message.” (“Gephardt
quits House role”’, by Edward
Epstein and Zachary Caile, (A7),
Thursday, November 7, 2002.)
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Election Returns
100.0% (24726 of 24726) precinctsreporting asof Nov 7, 2002 at 4:24 pm

Governor of California
Gray Davis Dem 3,163,190 47.4
Bill Smon Rep 2,833,523 424

Lieutenant Gover nor
Cruz M. Bustamante
Bruce Mc Pherson

Dem 3,273,536 49.5
Rep 2,757,860 41.7

Secretary of State
Kevin Shelley
Keith Olberg

Dem 3,003,235 46.3
Rep 2,739,599 42.3

StateController
Steve Westly
Tom McClintock

Dem 2,942,942 45.4
Rep 2,918,388 45.0

State Treasurer
Philip Angelides Dem 3,171,543 49.4
Phillip Gregory Conlon Rep 2,599,018 40.5

Attorney General
Bill Lockyer
Dick Ackerman

Dem 3,321,432 51.4
Rep 2,607,106 40.3

I nsurance Commissioner

jorities in both houses of the

John Garamendi
Gary Mendoza

Dem 2,993,507 46.5
Rep 2,676,792 41.6

I nformation provided by
the Secretary of State of
California website.

Steel

Continued from pageone.

by his pro-life position. But if that was
s0, why did Simon work so hard to hide
it behind his pro-choice wife and the
strong pro-choicelawsin Caifornia? And
why did Davis keep pounding the issue
against Simon?

Political professionals know that 71%
of Californians are pro-choice. They
know that a pro-life candidate for state-
wide office is extremely vulnerable. |
don’'t know that voters care so much
about abortion itself, but it is used as a
shorthand identifier of right wing and
(mostly) religious conservatives. Davis
clearly pressed the issue to his advan-
tage and it saved him.

Republican gubernatorial candidate
LindaLinglein Hawaii beat an incum-
bent governor who wasfar more popular
than Davisto became the first Republi-
can Governor in Hawaii’'s long Demo-
cratic history. Sheispro-choice. Asin

California, apro-life candidacy isanon-
starter in Hawaii.
M cPher son v. Bustamante

Mr. Steel statesthat “Bruce M cPherson
fits perfectly this theoretical profile of
theideal GOP statewide candidate: Pro-
Choice, strong Moderate credentials,
fawning press coverage, a comparably
well funded campaign and acompelling
personal story. Yet helost to... Lt. Gov.
Cruz Bustamante...” Mr. Steel seemsto
forget however, that Davis negativerat-
ings were consistently over 50% and
Bustimante' snegativeratingswere never
over 20%. So with Simon losing by 5
pointsand M cPherson losing by 8 points,
it is clear that McPherson would have
beaten Davis.
McClintock v. Westly

At thiswriting, Tom McClintock could
still becomethe State Controller (wehope
s0), but he was dealt a far better hand
than McPherson. The race was for an
open seat against someone without any
elective experience. As of Labor Day,

Westly was a complete mystery to 77%
of thelikely voters.

McClintock had a great message and
image to run for controller. Isthere a
better path to State Controller than as a
fiscal conservative? | want the biggest
tightwad to be the controller of a com-
pany, a hon-profit or state government
so that spending won't get out of hand.
McClintock was the perfect fit for this
job, whichiswhy hislosswas so tragic.

The office of State Controller has noth-
ing to do with abortion. But Westly
knew Californiaisapro-choicestate. His
best chance of winning was attacking
McClintock as pro-life. Sadly,
McClintock would have been a great
Controller, but hisright-wing positionon
abortion prevented his election.
TheFuture

Social conservatives just aren’t com-
petitivein swing districtsor statewidein
California. No one knows how many
times we need to learn thislesson. The
Democrats hope we never learniit.

State Republicans seelight in

by Shawn Stedl
Chairman, CRP

While the midterm election was a na-
tional triumph for the Republican Party,
in Californiait played out as a tragedy.
Bill Simon lost the opportunity to defeat
one of the most unpopular governorsin
state history, and the Democrats swept
all statewide offices (except in the till
too-close-to-call controller’s race).

It'simportant to put the resultsin per-
spective. The massive Democratic cam-
paign war chests in California dwarfed
those of their Republican opponents.
Only the Simon campaign amassed asig-
nificant treasury to sustain an effective
TV campaigninthefinal weeks. Conse-
quently, voters were drenched with
Democrat ads but just lightly spritzed
with Republican spots.

Given that disparity, the narrowness of
the Democrat marginin most of the state-
wide partisan races is astonishing. Only
Atty. Gen. Bill Lockyer broke 50%.

Gov. Gray Davis himself can take cold

comfort fromhiswin. His$70-million cam-
paign netted him just 47% of the vote—
less than he received in 1998 and only
five points ahead of Simon. Further, he
remains deeply unpopular, atermed-out
lame duck who facesahostile Democratic
Legidature and statewide officials with
no loyalty to him. Clearly, the Demo-
cratic sweep occurred primarily because
of the fund-raising advantage, not the
fantasy advanced by liberal pundits that
Cdliforniahasmorphedinto aDemocratic
bastion. It's also worth noting that, de-
spite being massively outspent, Repub-
licans gained a state Senate seat and two
Assembly seats, and they may yet pick
up athird. The usual suspects in the
media and the Republican Party are re-
suscitating an equally false notion that
Simon lost because he was “too conser-
vative” for California. It'savariation on
the canard that the Republican Party
must moveeft to beviablein California
— anostrum dispelled by looking at the
election results. For example, take the
fates of Bruce McPherson and Tom
McClintock, the most liberal and most

conservative members, respectively, of
the GOPticket. McPherson perfectly fits
the theoretical profile of the ideal GOP
statewide candidate: pro-choice, strong
moderate credentials, fawning press cov-
erage, a comparably well-funded cam-
paign and a compelling persona story.
Yet helost to gaffe-prone Lt. Gov. Cruz
Bustamante by nine points. In stark con-
trast, the conservative McClintock, the
GOP's nominee for controller, received
more votes than any other statewide
Republican candidate— and may yet eke
out avictory despite having been vastly
outspent by the multimillionaire entre-
preneur Steve Westly, whose ads attack-
ing McClintock’spro-lifestance had little
effect. Republicans have reason to be
hopeful. The relatively strong showing
by GOP candidates will lead President
Bush to vigorously contest California,
and the surprising GOP gains in Con-
gress are a testament to his campaign
prowess. Several U.S. representatives
who would make attractive candidates
are seriously considering challenging
U.S. Sen. BarbaraBoxer in her bid for a

Bruce McPhersonisthe perfect Repub-
lican candidate for California. He won
both an Assembly seat and a State Sen-
ate seat that are considered safe Demo-
cratic seats. He became an Assembly
member intheliberal strong hold of Santa
Cruz where the Democratic registration
was over 50% and the Republicanregis-
tration was only 29%. Statewide, Demo-
crats are at 44% and Republicans are at
35%.

If every Republican candidate could
wininadistrict with 29% Republicanreg-
istration, the Republicans would now
control two thirds of both the Assembly
and the State Senate.

Our futureisin acandidate like Bruce
McPherson—an experienced, knowl-
edgeabl e and arti culate Republican who
isnot swimming upstream witha100 Ibs
pro-life weight in his pocket. Until
Republican’slikemy good friend Shawn
Steel find away to lose the weight, we
will never win astatewideracein Califor-
nia

2006

third term in 2004, and an active Bush
campaign would be ahuge boost to who-
ever wins the nomination. Beyond that,
2006 offers the prospect of the gover-
norship and half the constitutional of-
fices opening up because of term limits.

At the same time, Republicans must
mount acredible ground gameif they are
to prevail. While the Democrats deploy
an army of thousands of paid workers
every election, Republicansrespond with
just a few platoons. Fielding a compa-
rableforcewould be very expensive, but
the priceiswell worth the extrathree to
fivepointsinthepollsit would produce.

Four yearsis along time in politics.
California Democrats were prostrate in
1994 and triumphant in 1998. The pendu-
lum can easily swing back inthe GOP's
direction, especially with apopular presi-
dent giving it a push.
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In the next six pages, take the time to review the

brochures of CRL’s various divisions. For more
information, take a look at our website at

WwWW.republicanleague.org.
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Brochure Section
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Eottesr Lise:
Ecotosic Growll Weortas

ignored the warmings about
“controlled economies”,. like India, have paid the

price by stagnating. staying poor, and sustaining

Mast notably, Singapore, which has

probably the freest economy in the wordd, has
dovaloped into a first world economy from a

South Korea, Hong Kong and Malaysia have
desparately poor third world nation.?

that have ombraced capitalism, like Japan, Taiwan,

dangerously high population growth rates. Countries

Countries that have

prosperad.
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preepeape

sustainad

oconomic growth brings wnparalled benefits, Amaz-
ingly enough, many politicians mther refuse to face

that

Bocause of either their blindness or ignorance, or
pechaps personal ambition, many push policies that

anp countor to sncmoasad prospority.

reality or are just plan ignorant of these facts.

Thare is overwhelming evidence in the world that the

policies  listed abowe work and

PE T

reri-drapir
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=To mducate and influence politicians to adopl pro-

wconimic growth policies,

*To kot the public know which candidates adopt

these policies by giving out endorsamants,

Jain the Feonpmic Growth Taskforce and
holp encourage the right policies that

will give us alf @ better tomoerrow.

=To help eboct candidates that will promote these

In recognition of this problem, the CRL Economic
jpro-aconamic growrth policies.

Growth Taskiorce® has theee goals:
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Environmental

Monagement

Roundtable Brochure

— Sustainable

.u_vw : nﬁﬁu We Aac
tabla forum
Miatghnii%aﬁiah..ﬁuin
* for mainstream Republicans who, like our
‘i _Eiﬂnni!__u: balieve
...ghx;l.iﬁ!iua t f the
e, renubicms
 hava historically assumed the loader .3
..ifui%\!i programs for
. healthy ‘waerld, and wa E_E.d
ﬁigis 20 again,

E I-.ui_ iﬁ electorate in the last primary
indicated that they

idered the pr o of the

.“I-tikcp!e rtant in deciding whether thay
» g!iﬂ'&n..ﬂiﬂﬁin S0 maEny
..“ marican: ii?uew:nw: Party as disinterested in

of the environment? Because

.mini#hqia{ partisans and the Republican right-
-igiga out the vaoices of the vast
_majority of mainstream Republicans, particulardy in
giﬂ%?ﬂq&n s arg committed to cormect:
.i.mw;

5 hawel takan leadership roles in conserva-
oul California, but their contributions

m“..r-i,i!iﬂuili the public’s image of the GOP a

only in business at the expense of __._u

In_ adition, a prowing

..“.%iﬂ.i&tﬂ. fat-out wrong and we aim to

environmental Republican leaders.
ol our ara

-making their %.n 10 our environment a kay issue in

_.“iila_b want you to know their

Tée Eonvinosorsoioand

Erinnel fnlilfle Lo o forsaes
witflio e Califpria
Bepitffivas Leagis for
st lialrease Depadilicasa
witle, £ifie pien poredéicesses,
Thendpre Bovscvely, felicye
E 7 SEFPRFFEWRE LE——
Frescrvation of Te Exrtd these Republicens by lacilitating expert advice. This

W= We
Case Abowd

The Environmental Roundtable is- e Bopaclilicme valaucs.

dedicated 1o the following iszues:

\Resoorce Management: The bogging of our forests, the
mining of cur mountains, and irrigation of our streams
must be diligently mansged 1o minimize adverse sffects on
the ecozystemn.

5. inabie Devel California’s population con
tinues 1o grow and so we must continue to develop, !:
with the proper education and planning we can minimize
suburban sprawl, preserve our wild spaces, and maintain
the quality of our earth, water and air.

Pubffc Hearh: We have a social responzibility B

you can support their election.

i_!u n philosophy is ideally suited
..'u—__i___ B perceived c __!. batwean

1o ouf haalth and that of our children,
regardiess of race or class, from the dangers af
indusiry's environmental pollution, However,
industrial growih alsn benafits eitizens by
infusing capital inte loesl conwmenities. By
supporting suztainable busineszesz that ame
more  efficient &nd ez eovironmentally
hamful we ean achieve hoth poals.

Altarnative .....hn._.u.-m We support develaping
energy tion, ission and
._n-_ao_ﬂ_ ies that n..au e & sustsnable energy

b ...... e Sy i el = oar i
haritage. An h < rting candidates within ow party
who embody thess principals the Republican Party can
lead the way.
=
= £
— 5
B =
—
= s 2
[T = a
= @ =
TR -
a.

e including solar, wind and fuel
cells. This path would clear the way for an
independent energy network and would con
tribute 10 owr national security by lowering our
dependence an foregn sl

We=z We Do
Dizeuss: The E tal Roundiable is designed
to allow Republscans concemed with the cane of our

earth fo discuss environmental issues and sncourage
public debate. This includes inviting eaperts in the
fiehd to meet with us 1o discuss proposed and cutreat
policies.

Eif : Many Republi ially at
the local bevel, do not have the detailed environmenial

hackground (o emabla them o take knowledgesbls
peasitiona. The Envirenmental Roundtable will assist

will not only raise the level of local debate, but as our
candidates rise to higher office. they can mun with a
strong enviconmental track mcond.

Aer: We identily and endorse Republican camiidates who

rir e iad controds, programs and

projocts. We reslize that there may bo times 8 candidate
gets the overall endorsement of CAL but does not gat the
endwsement of the Envifonmenial Roondtable This
position iz token =zo that those of you who put the
anvirsnment bafore .l_ other issues can know that our
andor 1 has

Heow VYoo Cus Hely

@ Don’t let Democrats keep you from being a proud

Republicen, Don't let a few Republicans silence your
support for the environment. Stand with us to demand
that Republican candidates and leadership reflect the
beliefs of the Republican majority. Let's take back the

W izadership of the enviranmental debate.
We understand that our goals are ambitious and

accomplishing them will not be easy, bul we ane
determined and we are gaining momentum. There ARE
other Republicons out there who think like you do. They
ARE the Environmental Roundtable of the CRL, Remembar
thie abd adage, Actions speak louder than Words., Please
join us TODAY!

T T Cor e Sy | D DGO M e vey BT anp  Jom Togbe
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CRL Pro-Choice
CaucusBrochure

CHANGE

L;A the platform

7

RECLAIM
our relevance!
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interest

politics,

but you think
that the
Democrat
mode of
thinking is
outdated and
naive.
Unfortunately,
you also feal
out of place in
the Republican

Party.

Well, you're not the only

one. The majority of
Republicans feels as you

3 <
e £/ =
””r“”ncm_n—.nmm._” _H.“m ‘ h.lﬂ\..ni

small yet vocal )ho

group that has damaged
the image aof the GOP in

* = o The California
Republican League is
dedicated to giving the
silent majority of Republicans
a wvoice in all levels of
government. The CRL wupholds a
unigue mix of progressive and conser-
vative ideals that are consistent with
mainstream Republican values. On
one side, we believe that a woman
should have control over

“The CRL upholds a unigue het o._..___#_._ u__._:, m__i *””“
‘o the 1ar X of progressive and con- il anvironamy
servative ideals that are Should be conserved
rightof the  gpnsistent with mainstream  for future generations.
political Republican values." On the other, we believe
spoctrum. in small and efficient government,
strict standards and accountability in
education, strong national defense,
and a free enterprise system that
creates opportunities where an over-
regulated system stifles them. Obvi-
ously, you cannot be a Democrat if
you advocate the views above, but
you cannot be a stereotypical Repub-

California. Sinca the
1980=, mainstream Repub-
licans have bacome disen:
chanted with the official
California Republican Party
because they have been
outvoted at

conventions by a highly
organized fringe group bant
on shifting
the Party

Az a result, fewer and
fewer Republicans have
been elected to office in
California because the can-
didates fielded

penerally do not represent
the viewpoints held by the

majority of Republican or lican either.
other voters in the state.
[
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For that reason, the CRL makes

“In essence, it easy for you to feel a seanse of
you can belonging in the Republican
personally Party. A subdivision of CRL,

ensure that Associated Students also pro-
the voice of  vides a place on your campus or
mainstream  in your community where you
Republicans is can meet with like-minded

heard at the Republicans who are fiscally
local, state, conservative, but socially
and national enlightened. In terms of getting
levels of involved, you can participate in
ﬂ.ﬂﬁﬂ—.—.——.—.—ﬂ:ﬂ»-: local CRL chapter nfin_!u-._.—u_:
by attending keadership maet
ings with our other young members. You can work
closely with our extensive statewide network of
mentars. You can attend important and exciting
political events. You also have the opportunity to
meat inspiring candidates who uphold ideals you can
actually be proud of. In essence, you can personally
ensure that the voice of mainstream Republicans is
heard at the local, state, and national levels of
government by getting involved with CRL Associated
Students. There is no reason political activity should
be boring or tedious either! We mix political activiam
with countless social activities so that our members
can share many interests in addition to our
Republican philosophy.

If you are still reading this and loving it,
you are the perfect type of person for CRL
Associated Students. We therefore invite
you to join as soon as possible so that you
can help implement real change in Califor-
nia. Thank you for your interest and we"ll
see you around!



