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stand attacl

By ROBERT L. ROSE

spokesmanAeview Political Editer

Republican congressional candidate
1e! Tonasket attacked incumbent Dem-
.cratie Rep. Thomas 5. Foley Friday for
upporting & $2 bhillion Washington state
rrigation project which he said would
orce farmers off thelr land. *

Tonasket said the Second Bacon Tun-
el and Siphon Irrigation preject, which
would double the present irrigation sys-
em from the Grand Coulee Dam to the
‘ri-Cities, was “"nol economically feasi-
Je.” according to a Washington State
jniversity stu{ly.

ronelheless, Tenasket told the gov-
rnmenial affairs committee of the &po-
‘ane Area Chamber of Commerce, the
overnment “shoved the project down
wr throat. and you and 1 are going to

ave 1o pay for it for & long time Lo
ompe.”

The Colville Indian leader said the
rey time Foley was challenged on the
wwoject he didnt even have the infor-
nation on it . buthe said, ‘T'msure it's
o $2 bilhon” But that's what it's prov-
out o be”

That &2 pillion figure represents the
otal cosi for the project to expand the
rrigaticn systerm. Construction of the

i_unnel and siphon alone costs $43 mil-
ipn.

Tonasket said the way the project
orks, all the farmers along the irriga-
on eanal are inciuded whether they
ant to be or not — and it can run some
them out of business. :

“Dryland farmers are going to be
Lrced to become irrigation farmers.
hey will have to buy expensive new
uipment. (Operating costs (per farm)
bill go up 532,000 a year,” he said. “'l
hake half that much, s0 it's hard for me
b imagine increasing costs $32.000 a
ear.

“These farmers tell me that amounts
fo Lhe government condemning  their
jand. Strong words. But eventually
hey're going to be losing tnore and
hore rmoncy, and then they'll have to
kell pul.”

Tonasket said he couldn't understand
iy Foley,-"one of the most influential.
one of the most powerful — ask him.
ne'll tell you' — men in the House, sup-
ported “such a thing that is going ¢ Con-
demn people’s land.”

The Second Bacon issue came up in
the 1978 campaign, when Tonasket ran
againgt Foloy as an independent. Al that
tirne, a Foley spokesman said farmers
had heen on vecord as supporting the
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sroject: but he added that if farmers
gidn't want thg irrigation project, Foley
’ would withdraw hig support.

Tonasket. who spid Thursday he was

pot throwing mu

h — and I'm not al--

tacking his persorfality, it's his profes-

siopal business {h

Lt I'm attacking” —

conlinued his attagk by saying he didn’t

like the way Foley

“It gripes me -
maybe it's not €X3
but when Tom F4
the 5th District,
be wrong. thal’s
those of us who li
he said.

~That's like sa
Tom Foley. Well,
ally. But I know ¥}
s0 1 can feed my
to work every ¢
part of saciely.

“The elderiy W
know whal they
food on their L3

conducted his affice.

- and this is a gquotc.
ctly word for word -
ley says ‘1 don't vole
he 5th District might
3 clap in the face for
e in the 5th Distriel.”

ying I'm dumber than
I might be, intellectu-
‘hat I need in my house
‘amily. so that Ican g0

ay and be a donating

ha live down the river
need so they can pui
nle, so they cap have

pood health and p reason (o wako up to-

morrow, Tom Fq

ley has not that leghng.

) He doesn't expgrience the day-to-doy

kinds of angu|shes that peopig  BO
through, worryifg whether they're going
to survive tomoy row.” .




RE: HeaTHER FoLEY/CONSTITUENT GeErvICE/FOLEY ' PERSONAL PoLITICAL POWER

SEE! LETTER/PHONE CALL BY Fi -
SOURCE: THE SEATTLE TIMES, A-11 CALL BY FOLEY/KOREAGATE)

date  6/40/80 | (oncE 1 0F 2 PaceS) FUE: .
'QID PRESSURE FROM LawMAKER'S WIFE RESULT IN LoaN APPROVAL?” NPy

by Dean Katz oley, Who es as the

; hal e I T ’congressmn'S'_administr&t'iv'e'as~
Times Washington buyreau’ -~ sistant, said: “T don't think we did
.~ WASHINGTON = When 2 con- anything you don’t normatly do as
| gressman - gets a cag- from -the- a congressional office.” . -
TR S T . She said the partnership seeKing
_home district’ to heip resolve a the loan guarantes thought _the
| constituent probiem, [what starts director of the state F.H.A. office
_out as an aitempt fo- heip cut then, Mike Horan, “'was preju-
. thr{)ugh govemmfent red - tape diced agalnst th?m. All 1 did was
B R get them a hearing.”
SR : o, . " But Foley is chairman of the
- sometimes can turn ipto pressure House Agriculture Committee and
:POIAUCS-' T o T wields significant power over the
' the gﬁ?g ig;’°geigg'ﬂfﬁéﬁ?;‘eﬁ¥ey,- btl.\dget a&d pro%rams of the feder-
2o W lve, 10m al Agriculfu rtment, which
Foley, Spokane Dempcrat; strad- ‘é&ix%trs 'atﬁgg'ie;?s? agencies the
dies the fine line betveen inquiry F.H.A. ' :

and interference, |

"Horan, NOwW an ordhardist in
Mrs. Foley made

péé.\.ted tele- wenatchee, said the loan guaran-

phone calls to federa} officials on tee was rejected three times by
behaif of 2 group © constituents his office but, each time, Was
trying o get a $l.4|million loan wyesurrected” . by, officials ~ in
SOREN R washingten, D.C.. after they re-
guarantee from the Farmers ceived phone calls from Foley’s
Tiome Administrati . The money office. - -
was to be used 1o & tablish a ski “Tt was the most politically
resort cailed Bluew in the Biue influenced ioan during the 9%
Mountains in " ghutheastern -years 1 was staie director,” Horan
- Washington. il ' said. ““There was a lot of political
“The group called [Foley’s office pressure out of Congressman Fo-
{or. help- after statg F.H.A- offi- ley's office.” S
cials expressed corjcerm whether Horan said the state F.IHLA.
the -project- cou d rnake it office’s “analysis was that there

wouldn't be enough business gen-
erated to make it profitable. Even
today, 1 don't think it was @ good
doan.” - : .
Horan said there is *no doubt™
that the national office bent under
the pressure cof the repeated
inquiries. ... . e
““The national office didn’t like

fingncially.
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the loarn, either,” he said. “No
body - did, except the 400 people
who invested.” ‘ '
Horan was appointed under the
Republican . administration of
Richard Nixon, and his father,
Walter Horan, was the incumbent
Republivan congressman =~ whom)
Foley defeated in 194 when he
first was elected to the House. -
But Horan dismissed any sug
gestion that politics was at play in
his " comments, noting -that he
stayed on for nearly two years
after President Carter took office.
" Foley responded: “If he thought
my office was exercising improp-
er pressure on the loan, I think he
had an obiigation to report it to
me. Why didn't he bring it up
then?” : ;
As for Horan's suggestion  of
excessive political pressure, Foley
said: “That's a value judgment. 1
remember that the matter had
come back here a couple of times
for a review. I was aware that the
loan had pone to Washington for
review, but thal’s not unusual,”
Keith Sattier, -a Democraiic
Party chairman in Walla ‘Jy’ai]a
County who was appoinied as
Heran's replacement in lale 197%,
said that on December, 6, 1978, the
state  office sent a letter fo
Washingteh, D.C., which said, in
part: o
CUWe still have many reserva-
“tions’ concerning the broject but
feel that using #n oulside consui-
tant to advise us on how o
proceed sheuld be followed, and
his recommendation is that the
ipan  guaranieé should ' be
approved.” s
"On December 20, the national
office wrote back, authorizing
processing of the loan guarantee,)
Sattler said.
After the application had been
rejected by the state office iiree
times and sent back by Washing-
ton, D.C., for yet another review,
Horan said his office set precondi-
tions for the loan guarantee that
“we thougit no bank would apree
with, but they did, so we approved
it on the fourth try.” T
Sattler, who was zppoinied to-
the state F.H.A. post with Foley’'s
blessing, during an interview read
only a selected part of one letter
in the Bluewood file.
A review of the 4inch-thick file
in federal F.H.A. headquarters
shows that Horan and other
F.H.A. officials at the national

about and oppositign to the pro..

(See PARK LETT
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"Dip PRESSURE FROM,LAWMAKER'S'WIFE RESuLT

IN LoaN APPROVAL?

Heather Foiey suid that when
the Bluewood group contacted her
she called F.H.A. and “asked
them to give the application & fair
review. I calied various people at
the F.H.A., at the most 10 times.
It may have been five times. Bat
never, ever did we ask for them to
make a. décision they didn’t con-
sider in their best judgment”
-+ Mrs. Foley said that puthing
pressure on federal agencies “has
never been Tom's siyle ‘and I
woaldn't Be in the office if I did
something like that.- : )

Foley said he hopes his positioit
as chairman of rhe Agriculture
Committee “carries a little exira
special weight, or I'd be disap-
pointed, -

“As chairman, | have vigorous
ly pursued requests with this and
previous administrations and been
turned down. 1 have made some
strong representations with some
departmenis — right to the point
of introducing special bills, and I
dor’t make any apologies for that
— but never anything that could
be construed as excessive
pressure,

"“On loans, we have always been
extremely careful 1o not ask an
agency o make ang loan they do
not feel is an.dppropriate loan.”

“1 stili don't undersiand, frack-
Iy, what the fuss ig all about .. .
As far as we werg concerned, we
were Lrying to help the economy
of a depressed area. I have no
comnection with any of the people
who ware suppotting this.”

sattter said the business- and
industrial-loan guarantee program
is vsed only if a bank already has
agread to make a loan t¢ the
husiness involved. -

Although the key government
approval was granted in 1976,
Bluewood has not yer met all the
conditions necessary to obtain the
ican puarantee, Sattler sajd. Final
approval is expected from state
F.H.A. officiais before the end of

the month, -
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"Dip FoLEY PLACE For PARK?" | g Tt
- | estigation which alleges Foley said he denied the

' ; i ) ing of the Park in-
By ROBERT ALLEN ' iugbﬁ:::ia:nan gent of the South Korean Tuesday's unsealing
spokesman-Ravisw staif writer

. i the first mention of
- dmak- dictment contained nade -by
ent, giving parties for and mé call allegedly mad
ig::er:;;‘npaigg contributions to mglr ;h:lemlgp::!;iecuﬁve branch official.
i tained in the rican govprnment officials. In ex 24 S, First, Foley's administra-
§. Foley, D-Wash,, 15 con . Ame 2 - <bi been hoping to Willlam S. ¥ i said, *We
. ¥, South Korean busi hange, he is spid to have . istant in Washington, .
secret md';ctmen; gfark which was made ;a;an g{g'vorabl treatment for the South tive ass
nessman Tongsi

A new ﬁllegation égainst Rep. Thomas

i h phone
recollection of any suc
blic ln Washington, D.C., Tuesday. S orean goverjment. - - caarges E:Kﬁﬁ" e
pu Cmdi tment asserts that Perk had - Thirty-six federal corruption ch rges L ot be ":“bed )
F;ﬁ; sm;etime in 1971 or 1972, place 8 .. inqt park gre containe 3 in the in

in Berm
J t. He was vacationing

hope call to *‘an (unnam fficial . Dot In i ley was samed among men d '+

telephone ¢ utive brax(lch :f fl‘:i; c{Jn;ct.ed e ong:.:essmll‘ll E;mynlie:ged}:y cooperated Tuesday, First sai

of the exec :

i 5
in Foley’s office Tuesday wa
e . ) ? X Park scheme. The s_taff F P e
States government' for an “”,Specx{ied with vam:; :;s;t;t: of;l;(e’ e Spokane seargmniozlg.;lrmr;c:?iige;o& o ey
pu;pngéy spckesms-m denied the sllega- na'{?\ﬁa,ct?as previously acknowledged re- could un

id First. But
campaign contribution had requested such a call, sa

tion. - celving 8 970. However, at thattime  so far, nothing had turned up

i " reiterated
Park was indicted Aug. 26 by a federal. ¢.,m Park in reiter

ibuti aWe did not cooperate,”
‘ indi to illegal to accept contnputmns .

t details of the indictment 4, o04 not - : W |
Eﬁzdn?t?ﬁa%i public until Tuesday. - from residents of foretﬁ? incgcountne‘sls ::3 ¥ _ . "
w It charges Park with conspiracy, ,t:?lb-- therefore = a“;h gl;?t he said ‘m_ . ; The letter ;e& uestsé guéz ‘i:{:g:one c

. aring activities, bout receivipg the gift, —_ e e e - o
?n{l- ;:atg ::Z?'gé?:?‘:t{iieigi agent and a 1; an earligr interwei;v, Fkorleiyg giai:lalsg :vner: 3 mentionaned god te mdlcunenaut |
making poli ibuti ' ted that Par ‘ . . |
. 1 contributions which are ¢4 st s uspde ve were & p?r i | . |
’:jﬁ'ﬁii’gl}? iflcweig::n agents. ) been working as aogg?:eiqéeﬁe sl?:rk ) ainst Park @ also lists former Rep.
‘ me

: : ; ; na of California as ag
k is a native South Korean who was ~ Korean Yeg . + Richard E ngnspiramr. ‘
Parkisa ited States. Head- Chung-bee. . jer that Park unindicted co directors
educated in the United Statec. ted  Foley also|has said earlier Park, Hanna and two former direc :
quartered in Washington, D.C., he acf® had asked him to draft two letters, one S To L o Central Intelligence Agen-
as an agent for American compa_mes praising Parlk and the other praising o
selling rice to Korea. i

i 0987 until Dec.

K o governmen y conspired from about 1 |

howev he has been the changes in the Kerean € : t € : . _ |
Recently, however, h =T . i

31, 1975, to bribe; members of the House
and Senate, the ihdictment said.
According to the Associated Press,
Park specifically| was charged with giv-
ing more than $175,000 to Hanna as pay-
ment for Hennd's official statements
boosting the South Korean government
and his efforts tolpromote congressional
trips to South Kpres and influence his
colleagues to assist t: - Park regime.
Foley did visit the Republic of Korea in
1971 as a member of 8 U.S. House of
Representatives gelegation. The Foley
spokesman said the parlismentary ex-
change trip wag|sponsored by former
Speaker of the House Carl Albert. If
Hanna helped anrange the trip, Foley
had no knowledge of it, the spokesman
said Tuesday. )

“We were led
will trip at the

to have Park returned to the United
) States to face the charges.
believe it was a good-

itation of the Korean " Park bas been out of the country for

Generz| Assembly,” he said. about a year, having left ebou! the time
The 30-page ind|ctinent was filled with  the investigation of his alleged activities

27 nemes of present and former mem- Degan. ’

bers of Congress|who received money,  He recently flew from London to Scuth

sometimes in the form of campaign cob-  Korea to visit his ailing mother:

tributions from Park.

- Observers said the unsealing of the
Atty. Gen, Griffin Bell said Tuesday he indictment signals ste -Up pressure
will ask Presidept Carter to contact £ pped-up pressu

X -for Park's return to the United States
South Korean Pregident Park Chung-hee from Seoul. i
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2

“Not based an fact®

. ByROBERT L.ROSE

said. “That’s healthy both ways, whether the

o % tew political adtier . ¢ recommendations come back to ha-}§ the proj-
US. Rep. Thomas S. Foley, D-Wash., said - ect or to go ahead and specialize in certain

Tuseday that Mel Tonasket, 4 GOP candidate  crops to fit within an overall market poten- -

for his job, was, making statementd “not based tial.” s . o

on fact” on the cost and scope of a giant Col- Tonasket said his $2.5 billion figure includ- .

umbia. Basin irrigation project. - |- . . ed not only constructiori costs of the tunnel

~"®warlier Tuesday, Tonasket sai¢ Foley, by

backing the Second Bacon Siphon Jand Tunnel RN o B EEEETeS NEP S

gggject, was promoting “onl?égf the grangeg.t 7 « Cofhlmbna Basin
ndoggles that has ever been presented to = +  °  Jemioq * P

the general public.” = . o . lmgailon pm]e{;t

" The Colville Indian leader, citing a 4-year- o Secti on B., Page 5

old study prepared by professors gt Washing-
‘ton State Bnivefsity in Pullman, shid the plan’ . .
to bring 500,006 acres of land undqr irrigation and siphon system, but also eventual costs of
would eventually cost 32.5 billion and would installation of on-farin distribution systems,
“never be economically feasibie.” | . energy. costs in pumping the water, and “so-
“The econornists who wrote [the report cial costs” of building communities for work-"
pointed out it’s never too late to-sfop the proj- . ers who would carry out final irrigation sys-
ect,” Tonasket told a news confereénce at his  tem construction. | : : :
Spokane campaign headquarters. | Toley, in an interview here, said Congress
However, Tonasket said he was hot askinga already was re-evaluating the Froject, esti-
halt to the project, but merely thaf the project mated to have cost up to $45 million so far, to
be re-evaluated by some agency|outside the see if it should be continued and implemented.
government to see just how much it will cost - “Congress is committed to project costs
and if it is now feasible. nothing like Mr. Tonasket is suggesting” -
“The facts should be brought upjto date,” he _Folevsaid, o o
- N ' . “The project is being constantly reviewed.” '
Foley was asked whether Congresd will say
no to further development if the current re-
views show the project cosis gefung out of
hand. o
“That's exactly right,"” Foley said.
Ao, he sawd, Tonasket was wrong in saving
farmers were being forced into thw irrigation
project. )

“Fracts of the project are approved seg- .
ment-by-segment by the farmers involved and |
by the irrigation districts that will carry on

- the aciual operation and maintenance ofy the
program,” he said. “And they have been nego- .
tizfing with the Department of Interior for
sttue time on the costs. "

“Mr. Tonasket’s statemenis are not based -
sn {act in terms of the operation of the pro-
gram or in his suggestion that farmers are .
foreed into participation against their will. :

“The fact of the matter is, Congress has to
review the matter periodically during the °
course of the development of a project of this
kind, including all questions of feasibility. The =~

individual farmers have to vote on several oc-
castons whether they want to participate.”

.



RE: FOUEY AS DEMOCRAT/DEMod
(SEE:

SOURCE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW
8/6 /30 |

date

By ROBERT L. ROSE

Lpoksuman-Revicw politicat sditor

President Carter will know by the -

end of the first day of the Democrat-
ic National Convention in New York
next week whether he has the nomi-
nation in the bag, or a fight on his
hands, 11.S. Rep. Thomas 8. Foley
said Tuesday

The. Spokane Democrat, who has
the ticklish job of convention parlia-
mentarian, pointed out that the vote
on Rule F(S}c, the controversial rule
requiring Carter delegates te stick
to their man on the first baliot,
comes up Monday.

If it’s defeated, that means a so-

called “open convention,” which
© Sen. Kdward M. Kennedy, D-Mass,,

and other anti-Carterites are calling -

for. It also means the door is open to

Kennedy and other possibles, such

as Sen. Henry Jackson, D-Wash.

“If one assumes that the dele-
gates who are pledged to Jimmy
Carter all vote for the so-called
Rule (3}, then it would be fairly
mathematically certain that the

rule would he applied and that the.
rule would mean a first-ballot nomi--

ration of President Carter,” Foley .
gaid, chousing his words careiuﬂy

“Y have bheen reticent myseld
-about  makigg any  statement

: ings fror the chair, E

FoLEY
(FRONT PAGE)

whether I favor the rule or not or
oppose if, because there may be —
very lik
voived gbout the interpretation of
the rule|and the circumnstances un-
ok it should be considered by
the convention.

ible vul-

" “That| will involve
) want {0 be
cargfdl about that.”

owever, !an one[ootﬂmﬂy
oa'-ga_ch isi &

ly will be — questions in-

fence, }'-“aley

irter’s defegéies in
region to stick by him,
é 6

pointed
~even §
ther ¥
that pk
for the:
whether
ronventi
“Thiat

ot that some delegates,
gh they are pledged o ei-

or Carier, may fee]
ge applies only to his vote
momination -— and not on
there should he an open

the bagis, 1 suppose, on

raTIC ConvenTIon/CamparcN ‘80
RESPONSE/TONASKET OM SECOND BACON SIPHON)

mE.

Tt
flﬁ

- \’ai

REZ THOMAS S, FOLEY
Chooses words carefully

which some people =ee the rul
being rejected and the minority re
port {for an cpen convention) being
adopted,” he said. “Whether tha
will ohtain or no£ is zwt vlear yet.”
Any puesses?
“f'd really rmhw net way”
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S By ROBERT L. ROSE
) . Spokesman-Review political editor Y
. Following are tables of ratings by conserva-

tive and liberal special-interest groups of In-

land Empire members of the U S. Congress. |
~In each case, the higher the score, the more

the legislator is liked by the group that scores

him.. . : - :

The five organizations that did the scoring

chose from 18 to 27 votes, which each consid-

ered representative of its position, and -then

rated the legislators on a scale of 0 to 100.

- The five, listed in order at the top of the

tables, are: RS ,

for Democratic Action

(ADA) -~ Founded in 1947 by a group of liberal

Démocrats, including the late Sen. Hubert H.

Humphrey, D-Minn., and Eleanor Roosevelt. -
I3 vote. tabulations include such’ issues as.

abyprtion, windfall profits tax, a moratorium

orenuclear power and the MX missile.

* 2, COPE (The Committee on Political Fdu- |
-catibn)

—-Formed in 1955 as an arm of the
AEL-CIO, - = ‘ o

~ €OPE concentrated on labor issues but also |

included votes on the economy, civil rights'and’
foreign policy. - o -
3. The Chamber of Commerce of the United

States. — Founded in 1912 to be “a voice for -
organized business in Washington, D.C.”

"~ The ADA, ACA,

It ran two ratings lists on the U.S. Senate
after several members complained it had not
used representative votes in its original tally.
Only the results of the rerun are tabulated
here. The Chamber focused on issues such as
energy, business regulation, spending and in-
flation. . 7 o '
" 4. The Americans for Constitutional Action

(ACA) — Formed in_1958 at the request of a

group of conservative senators to elect more
“constitutional conservatives” to Congress.

Its tabulations covered a wide range of is-
sues including foreign policy, the econoiny, en-

ergy, defense, abortion and domestic spending.

5. The National Taxpayers Union — Found-
ed more than 10 years ago, represents 150,000

. dues-paying members, the NTU says, interest-
ed in reducing taxes, ‘government waste and -
‘spending. . . ‘

. . It said it tabulated “every vote” concerning
-federal spending to come up with a “spending

score” — the higher the score, the more the
legislator voted to cut spending., ,

nd Chamber compiled their
Own scores., : - _
The COPE scores were computed by Con-

.Jists. ‘ o
The NTU supplied its scores to The Spokes-
man-Review. “ : oo
| Senators
.t -Idahe ‘

I | 2.7 3 g 5
Church,D -~ 42 65 29 24 9g
‘McClure, R _ 0 "0 93 8. 64

Montana K | _
Bageus,D ~ 63 89 31 12 93
Melcher, D 58 89 33 33 3
| Oregon ) |
Hatfield, R 58 63 48 40 40
Packwood R. - 32 47.-43 33 33

Washington | _ -
Jackson,D - 68 95 31 - 11 12

* |Magnuson, D 58 94 2 15 20

. -

: Representatives
- Idaho . - o
- T (A T S S
Symms, R - - S 87794 100 78
. Hansen,R - ; S0 5 100 .95 77,
;M_ohtaria . : .
Williams, D 7980 33 .25 296
Mirlenee, R 721 32 72 - 92 56 -
- Oregon - _ Y
AuCoin, D : - 68 58 44 29° 36
Ullman, D 63 67 31 - 4 29
* Duncan,D . - 42 47 75 21 97
Weaver, D . %" g4 75 19 24" 55
Washington. | I
~ Pritchard, R:< . 3230 g2’ ap a3 |
Swift, D - " . - .79 g5 98 19 ST
Bonker,D “: ~ci-..0w  g4® 185 18 . 47 20
McCormack,D .~ *" 58 g5 41 .24 19 |
Foley, D "+ " 53 g0 56 g 1§ _
Dicks,D .~ ... 63 75 .22 93 90
Lowry,D - 84 .8 11 15 14

 Here's how they rated

- gressional Quarterly, the source for ail four







1AFFS OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEES AGRICULTURE 347

SUBCOMMITTEE _E)N LIVESTOCK AND GRAINS
' ‘ Rep. Charles Rose {D N7}, Chairmen
W4JORITY: (12 D.) Representatives Rose, Bedell,| English, Daschie, Stenholm, de la Garza,

'(mmn. Sxalton, Jones (TN}, Nolan, Baldus and Harlce. .
T WmORITY: B R Rapresentatwes Sebelius, Johnspn {CO), Hagedom, Coleman, Symms and

Warlanoo,
- fragpngn, Claude, Jr. Subcom. Consultant LHOB 1301 2252173

SUBCOMI\;“TTEE ON OILBEEDS AND RICE

' Rep. Dawson Mathis {D GA--2}, Chairman !
MJORITY 50.) Hepresentatives Mathis, Jones (NC), Bowen, Whttlay and Stenholm.
© WNORITY: [2 R.) Representatives Findiey, and Thgmas.

garg Leighlon W, . Subcom. Consultant -LHOB - " 1301 225-2171
SUBCOMMITTEE ON TOBACCO
Rep. Walter B. Jones {D NC-—1), Chairman
MﬂITY {6 D) Represantatives Jones {NCI, Whitiey, Mathis, Rose and Baldus,
.- WNCRITY; 12 R.) Representatives Kelly and Hopkipns. - -
Eirmeil, Charlotte M. Subcom. Consultant LHOB 1301 2252101

OPERATIONAL SUHCOMMITTEES

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CONSHRVATION AND CREDIT

Rap. Ed Jones (D TN=7), Chairman

 WAXIRITY: (12 D.} Representatives Jones {TN),| Harkin, Huckaby, Glickman, Hancs, Brown
. A1 Pichmond, Baidus, Bedell, English, Panetta and Daschie,

NORITY: B R.) Representatives Madigan, Jeffqrds, Kelly, Coleman, Marienee and Hopkms
Lawrodniar, Robart A, Subcom Consultant LHOB 1301 225 2171

SUBCOMM!TTEE ON DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATIONS,
" OVERSIGHT, AN} RESEARCH

Rep. E [Kika) de la Garza (0 TX:- 15), Chairman ‘
MASRITY: (7 D) Haprasentatwes de la Garzb, Brown {CAJ, Fithian, Skelton, Glickman,
mgih ond Deschle. :
- WURIT Y (3 /1) Representatives Wampler, He

L Hatnbanio R - Subcom. Consuitant LHOB 1301 2252171

SUBCOMMITTEE ON DOMEST MARKETING, CONSUMER

RELATIONS, AND NUTRITION

Rep. Fraderick W. Richmond {D NY - 14}, Chairman
ﬁkﬁ!h‘ 180 Represontatives Richmond, Ppnetta, Nolen, Glickman, Akaks and Harkin.
RENEAITY: {3 A ) Reprosentatives Symms, HecKler and Grassley. -
SR Ae30pn A, Subcom. Consultan LHO8 1301 225217

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FAMILY FARMS, RURAL DEVELOPMENT,
- AND SPECIAL STUDIES

Rep. Richard M. Nolan (PFL MN ~6), Chairman

: *wdﬁ’“ 18 D.J Representatives Nolan, Akeka, Harkin, Daschle, Anthony, Richmond,
Lurtwi e Panatin, -

WELAITY: Mmﬂnpfese'ﬂauves Grasslay, Sefjolius, Coleman and Thomas, o
Tabirsa i dmes W, ~ Subcom. Consultant. - LHOB “1301-  225-247%
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Nader

By Joel Connelly

. Washmgtons two
1.S. senators scored high
marks in & new congres-.
sional rating by Ralph
Nader’s “Public Citizen”
organization, but several
of the state’s congress
men received low ratings
and reprimands.

The consumer group
gave Rep. Jack Cunning-
ham, R-Seattle, a rating
of 10 (out of a possible
100} one of its lowest ’
scores for any member
of Congress. *

Rep. Tom Foley, D-
Spokane, received &.
. score of 53 but was nom-
inated /or one of Public
Citizen’s five "Biggest
_Drsappomtment of the
-Year” Tds. el T

charged that Foley had

backed off from-
previous support of a =~
federal consumer protec-/

s report “said:

- “Three days after the -

election of a reactionary
Republican from Seattle
(Cunningham),
suddenly released an

intemperate press state-
ment denouncing thé -
consumer office in lan-

_(compared with 49 in

Public Cltrzen »

Foley -

“In this case, the Carter
administration has ener-
getically protected the
consumer-and put dozens
of .consumer activists in
positions of influence.

" *‘The legislation
provided few guidelines
as to how the agency
would operate. The stand-

ards were so vague that

the agency would decide
by itself how the con-

sumer was to bé pro-

tected." :
Two other state con-
gressmen received "low

ratings. Rep. Joel Prit-

chard, R-Seattle, scored a
35 (up from 26 in 1976

and Rep. Mike Mc-
Cormack, D-Richland,

received a 33 rating

guage largely indistin- *

guishable from Chamber

of Commerce propa- -

ganda.”

Nader himself had . -

‘harsh words for Cun- -+

ningham,

o who was
' .elected last May. Nader -

said in a statement ac---
‘companying the ratings .-

that the congressman’

“consistently voted the -

anticonsumer, big busi-

ness position en crucial - -

" consumer legislation.”

Cunningham could not -

_ be reached for comment.
Foley confirmed last

" pight that he did switch

sides on creation of _the

* consumer agency. -

"] feel there should be
a clear ease for the estab- -
lishment of apy new fed- . ~ -

eral agency," said Foley

I

ates (“

. dropped from

1976} S
Rep. Don Bonker, D-
Ridgefield, fell )
to a 70, and . Rep. Lioyd
Meeds, D-Ejerett,
75 to 58,
Rep. Norm Dicks, D-
Bremerton, Washihigton’s
-other first-term| congress-
man, ‘was rated |at 55 :

story. Sen. Henry M.~
Jackson scored a 70

while Sen. rren G.
Magnuson was given a
favorable 65 rating.

*  Public Citizen praised
the senators for votes

against oil industry tax
‘loopholes, support of
low-cost electhical rates
for the elderly, and an
Jackson-

unsuccessful

R

from a 77.

Washmgto ’s Sena-
‘tors tére-a different:’

sponsored amendment
which would have re-
bated revenue from
President Carter’s crude
o0il tax to cOonsumers
rather- than oil com-
panies. .

Nader's- group
marked down different

congressmen for differ-

ent reasons. Pritchard

was praised for votes

-against pork barrel wa-
ter prol_ects but was
labeled “as' “opposing the

pro-consumer position™

on taxation and regula-
tion of oil and gas pro—
‘ducers. -

McCormack was
given-a low rating for
his votes to weaken strip
mining legislation -and

,‘ongressmen

auto emission standards,
and fighting Carter’s

_plan to eliminate the

Chnch River, Tenn,, nu-
clear breeder reactor
program.

Pubuc Citizen de-
scribed Congress’ overall
performance as “*disap-
pomtlng

- Public Citizen rated
senators and congress-

‘men on the basis of '
,about 40 votes. The is-

sues included consumer
protection, government
reform (such as publicly
financed campaigns),
energy policy, tax re-
form, nuclear power,

-ecology and waste in

government.
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By Joel Connelly

Washington s two
U.S. senators scored high
marks in a new congres-
sional rating by Ralph
Nader’s “Public Citizen”
organization, but several
- of the state’s congress-
men received low ratings
and reprimands.

The consumer group
gave Rep. Jack Cunning-.
ham, R-Seattle, a rating
of 10 {out of a possible

100),! one of its lowest -

scores  for auy member
of Congress. *

Rep. Tom Foley,.D-
Spokane, received a
score of 53 but was nom-
inated for one of Public
Citizen"s five "'Biggest
Dlsappomtment

:charged that Foley had

backed off from-
previous support of a =

federa] consumer protec-

s report said:
“Three days after the
election of a reactionary
Republican from Seattle
(é'unningham), Foley
suddenly released. amn

intemperate press state-

ment denouncing the
consumer office in lan-
guage largely indistin-
guishable from Chamber
of Commerce propa-
ganda.”

Nader himself had.
harsh words for Cun- -

ningham, who was
.elected last May.

‘companying the ratings
that the congressman
“consistently voted the
anticonsumer, big- busi-

ness position on crucial -

consumer legislation.”

Cunningham could not -

be reached for comment.
_Foley confirmed last
night that he did switch

., sides on creation of the

consumer agency.

“I feel there should be |

a clear case for the estab-
lishment of any new fed-
eral agency,” said Foley.

Publiec Cltlzen k

Nader -
said in a statement ac- -

by

“In this case, the Carter
adminijstration has ener-
getically protected the
consumer and put dozens
of consumer activists in
positions of influence.
‘“The legislation
provided few guidelines
as to how the agency
would operate. The stand-
ards were s0 vague that
the agency would decide
by itself how the con-

sumer was to be pro-

tected.”

Two other state con-
gressmen received low
ratings. Rep. Joel Prit-
chard, R-Seattle, scored a
35 (up from 26 in 1976)
and Rep. Mike Me-
Cormack, D-Richland,

_received a. 33 rating

{compared with 4% in

Rep Don | Bonker, D-

Ridgefield, fel! from a 77

to a 70, and | Rep. Lloyd
Meeds, D{Everett,
dropped from 75 to 58.,
Rep. Norm| Dicks, D-
Bremerton, Washington's
-other first-ielm congress-
man, ‘was rated at 55

Washingfon’s sena-
‘tors tere a|different
story. Sen.|Henry M."

Jackson scpred a 70
while Sen.
Magnuson

Public Citli
the sepator$ for votes
against oil industry tax
"loopholes, support of
low-cost elegtrical rates
for the elderly, and an
unsuccessfyl Jackson-

sponsored amendment
which would have re-
bated revenue from
President Carter’s crude
0il tax 10 consumers
rather. thau oil com-
panies.

Nader's group
marked down ‘different
congressmen for differ-
ent reasons. Pritchard
was praised for votes
against pork barrel wa-
ter projects, but was
labeled "as “opposing the
pro-consumer position”
on taxation and regula-
tion of oil and gas pro-
ducers.

McCormack_ was
given-a low rating for
his votes to weaken strip
mining legislation -and

CprEessimen

auto emission standards,
and fighting Carter’s

plan to eliminate the

Clinch River, Tenn., nu-

clear breeder reactor

program.

Pubiic Citizen de-
scribed Congress’ overall
performance as “disap-
pointing.”

- Publie Citizen rated

‘senators and congress-

men on the basis of
about 40 votes. The is-
sues included consumeér
protection, government
reform {such as publicly
financed campaigns),
energy policy, tax re-
form, nuclear power,

-ecology and__waste in

government.

-




