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Election ‘96 worst in political memories 

r 

CHRIS HUTCHINSON/Emeraid 

■ UUH UrINIUN: From beginning to end, this 
year’s Election day resulted in grim returns 

Besides 
changing the history of Oregon and 

electing a president for the rest of the century, 
the Nov. 5 election was one of the worst ever 
in our limited political memories. With the 

results ot 23 ballot measures finally in, many 
groups of people as well as certain issues came 

away hurting. And for these, the effects of 
Election ‘96 will surely linger for a long time. 
For others, the election was a success in which 

their causes were validated by millions of voters. 
But for us, this election was a bust — and here’s why. 

Two words — Measure 47: It happened. They 
passed it. And we can’t believe it. But our shock aside, 
real-life solutions must now be found. And we can all 
help in that effort. Before the election, Gov. John 
Kitzhaber vowed his commitment to prioritize public 
schools in future budget allocations. And on Tuesday, 

< he announced the formation of a work- 
ing group of city and state officials to 

help in legislation amid the measure’s 
\ passage. President Dave Frohnmayer 
/ has already expressed his concern, 

including today in the Emerald. Now 
students must join in — voicing their 

concerns and learning about the future. As 
many of us know, the measure will not directly 

affect the University. But indirectly, million of dollars 
could be lost if the state must delve into the General 
Fund — the source of state funding for the University. 

Exactly why the measure passed is debat- 
able. The widespread opposition, includ- 

ing Kitzhaber and school and city offi- 
cials, obviously didn’t do a 

good job promoting their 
cause. And voters didn’t 

do a good job of educat- 
ing themselves of the 

many possible ramifica- 
nuns ui me measure. /\re 

voters greedy? Yes. Do all the 
people who voted yes on 47 hate schools? No. In 

fact, many of them are parents. But after a con- 

fusing opposition and a single-minded support 
team, the measure, or at least the image thereof, 

appealed to the desire for something tangible in 
many voters. A guaranteed 10 percent drop in 

property taxes was too easy to pass up. The 
effects on state services, like public safety and 
education, were portrayed as questionable 
and very negotiable. 

It is true the effects or Measure 47 are open to 

change and to outside forces. And we as the Universi- 
ty community can play a big part in that process. 

A lower-class dilemma: With a higher minimum 
wage and cigarette tax in the future after the approval 
of Measures 36 and 44, many lower-class workers will 
feel the squeeze. Raising minimum salaries to $6.50 
per hour over three years, many small businesses that 
rely on a low wage like $4.75 for their workers will be 
forced to eliminate many jobs initially. Will the status 
quo be eventually raised, raising the quality of life for 
minimum-wage workers? Hopefully. But before that 
happens, many minimum wage workers must deal 
with a 78 percent increase in the state tax on cigarettes 
because many of them smoke. Their ability to handle 
the new tax in an uncertain job market is highly ques- 
tionable. 

forget the environment: Oregon voters overwhelm- 
ingly rejected the expanded Bottle Bill and the ban- 
ning of livestock in streams and other property. The 
opposition campaign to the Bottle Bill, led by many 
out-of-state interests, outspent supporters by a 10-1 
margin. Voters were mislead by big money and con- 

fusing ideas. But nonetheless, the bill that would put a 

deposit on bottled water and non-carbonated bever- 
ages was defeated by uneducated voters. Voters also 
couldn’t envision fences along all streams and water- 
ways, keeping cattle from our already polluted water. 
Farmers convinced voters to shun that image, com- 
plaining of the inconveniences the measure would 
have caused. Despite the bill’s problems, depleted 
salmon runs and rural waterways would be vastly im- 
proved with the measure. Voters didn’t want it nor did 
they want more recycling. That’s a scary commentary. 

A strange aftermath: After the presidential race was 
all but over, voters’ interest lay in state issues, like the 
measures and Senate race. Unfortunately, on election 
night, when public interest was most high, Eugene’s 
television coverage was hopelessly flawed. Local sta- 
tions’ anchors repeatedly misstated incoming figures 
and facts. It seemed without fixed scripts, local TV 
personalities didn’t know what to say. National sta- 
tions weren’t above the fray either, declaring President 
Clinton the winner before West Coast voting stations 
ever closed. They just couldn’t keep the information 
in any longer, despite the pleas by secretaries of state 
all across the West to hold off on the numbers. And on 
a final note, state results were more delayed than ever. 
With an estimated 50 percent of voters using absentee 
ballots, final results of many races weren’t available 
until Friday. Waiting three days for voters’ final deci- 
sions solely because many voters choose not to go to 
their nearest polling station is ridiculous. 
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Measure 47 need not be a disaster, president says 

Last 
week’s election brought the 

University some good news — and 
left us with one major question 
mark. 

On the good news side, the legislative 
races appear to be sending some strong 
supporters of higher education to Salem. 
Even better, voters decisively rejected all of 
the most ill-considered measures dealing 
directly with public employees, some of 
which would have made administering the 

Ffotamayer 

University more diffi- 
cult, and others that 
would have made life 
harder for our faculty 
and staff. 

The question mark 
comes with the property 
tax "cut and cap,” Mea- 
sure 47. 

Passage of this mea- 

sure means an immedi- 
ate SI billion loss over 

two years in revenues 
for Oregon elementary and high schools, 
local governments, parks, libraries, police 
and fire protection. That’s about a 20 per- 
cent cut in local budgets. 

At this immediate stage, Measure 47 will 
have no effect on the University’s budget at 
all. But the state may move to offset most of 
the shortfall in school budgets with state 

it-- 
There is no way of predicting what the 
effects will he with Measure 47. But this 
time 1 believe there is good cause for 
guarded optimism. 

— Dave Frohnmayer 
UO President 
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dollars, and legislators will have to find the 
money somewhere. It is possible they may 
look to the source of state revenue for the 
University — the state General Fund. 

That is what happened six years ago 
when voters passed a similar property tax 
limitation, Measure 5. The result was a sig- 
nificant cut in the University’s budget. In 
response, we were forced to eliminate 24 
academic programs, close one entire 
school, phase out faculty and staff posi- 
tions, trim administrative costs and as you 
know all too well, raise tuition. 

To illustrate the magnitude of what hap- 
pened, consider this: In 1990, state taxpay- 
ers provided one dollar in three of our over- 
all budget. Today, that amount has shrunk 
to one dollar in six. 

There is no way of predicting what the 
effects will be with Measure 47. But this 

time I believe there is good cause for guard- 
ed optimism. 

Things have changed since 1990. This 
year, a booming state economy, rising in- 
come tax revenues and a growing amount 
in the state’s “kicker” bring new sources of 
funds to the table. The governor has 
strongly and publicly supported the case 
of higher education, and we have done a 

good job of convincing legislators of our 
value and the need to stop disinvesting. 

With hard work and wise leadership, 
we can reverse the disinvestment trend 
and make our case that higher education, 
instead of being first in line for budget 
cuts, must be the first in line for substan- 
tial reinvestment. 

I intend to fight for that reinvestment 
and am confident we will see success. I 
know the ASUO will work with me. And I 
look to students and their parents to help 
me as well. Together, we can make certain 
our University receives the support it de- 
serves. 

As always, I hope you will e-mail me 

your thoughts and concerns at pres@ore- 
gon.uoregon.edu. 

Dave Frohnmayeris the president of the 
University. His views do not necessarily 
represent those of the newspaper. 


