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Schwarzenegger must out—muscle the state’s unions

mg: ms_'nny army Would e1ther:

prevaﬂ or perish. -
~It’s-no gréat: exaggeranon to

say 'Gov: Arnold Schwarzenegger:

facesa sitnilarsituation. Formost
of his brief governorshlp, hehas
been flocked in: mortal combat

yroposmon /5, the paycheck—pro— ‘
tection initiative that would force-

the government-employee un1ons

1 P.
money for polmcal purposes A

few days.prior, he announced his’
intention to seek re-election next-

yéar ~— something he could eas-

ily have delayed until after the

special eléction. Around the saime
time, three of his top advisers
took leaves to take the reins of the
governor’s: disjoinited: campaign
apparatus.

“.tens. of milli
- tackads;a
- ¢ takmg hold
egger supporters h
© were the nly. ohe

uf to the ﬁmsh

again wit

Durmg the last: several mornths,

a8’ the pubhc employee unlons

Goverr

“Mr. Schwarzeneggers 1atest

- moves have erased that doubt.

The governor -clearly under-
stands he has crossed the Rubi-

“con, and hasno: option but to de- "
: c1s1vely settle the question: of Who

classes or thelr fi6minal servants

‘= in:state-and-local government-

j employee unions., .

‘In h1nds1ght that has been the
‘atithi f al

Gray: Davls' recall ‘and - Mr.
‘Schwarzenegger’s election; and

continues with the November
special:€election, and next years
general election. ‘

_The stakes in: November are
enormous for both sides. If voters
reject his reform- package Mr.

Schwarzenegger is weakened
--going into 2006, when he grapples
 the unions and the De-
“mocrat legislature over ‘the

chronic budget deficit while run-
ning for:re-election.

On the other hand, voter ap-
proval of Mr. Schwarzenegger’s

i ‘judges:—’as happe
1990 ‘census. — Proposmon 77
- will likely-resultin a much more
-moderate: legislature ‘than our:
-current ohe — whose leade
. ig"to the left. of the old S v1et
e JPohtburo ‘ L
- Thus; Mr. Schwarzenegger
“would enter the 2006 elections -

reform package entails dire con-

sequencesforthe Democrat/pub- -
-licemployee axis, because Prope-
_..sitions:75:and 77 posea very real
‘threat to:their:suzerainty: over

“state government; -
Democratic p011t1c1ans freely:

mit that requiring public-em-

i 3,ployee unions ‘to-obtain prior
“permission before spending
: members dues for political pur-

poses is' a “dagger aimed at the

‘heart” of their party. Further-
. more, by, replacing the current
~gerrymandered legislative dis-

tricts with fair and balanced hnes
drawn by a panel

and budget negottatlonsharmed
ot o

1slature'
governor S %
While it’s refreshmg to- hear

Deéemocratic pohtlclans admit
they utterly depend-on involum:- -

tary political contributions from
government employees, their
fears are nonetheless well
founded. Passage of either one
of these initiatives: is-bad news
for them — passage of-both is a

‘ “ynions will have le t
-spend on more campaigns. This
“simultaneously 'dilutes ‘their in-

fluence while constnctmg a.pri-

hip

‘campaign, but a case of “come

disaster.
Only- a handful of California

‘80 Assembly districts-and 40-Sen-
ate districts are competitive, al-

lowing public-employee unions
to.concentrate their general elec-

‘tion campaign'spending injust-a

few districts: ‘Prop- 77 weuld
vastly ‘increase ‘the number of

- districts in play.for 2006 elec-

tions. and force the:public-em-
ployeé unions to cover far more
campaigns with the same prodi-
glous but finite war chests. ..

At the same time, Prop 75 is

bound to.reduce: thelr war. chest

As a result, public-em

mary source of Demo
palgn finances. -
“'The unions realized for months
that this' election is for all the
marbles. By announcing for re-
electlon and endorsmg paycheck
the f‘

back with ‘your'shield, or on-it.”

Shawn Steel is the immediate
past chairman of the California
Republican Party, co-founder of
Davis Recall and founding direc-
tor of California Club for Growth.



