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I am going to venture out and say something. I know I am going to get into trouble for saying
this. You maynot likethe message. I hope you don't kill the proverbial messenger.

To what I am about to say I have givena lot ofthought. As vAth manythings I say, I could be
dead wrong. But as an observer of the political scene over these many decades, I think I owe it to you
to tell you what I believeI see coming.

I think we are on the verge of seeing the development of a new major political party. Now,
please understand, I didn'tsay I was advocating a new political party. I just think a major new party is
awaiting formation and none ofus may be able to do anything about it, even ifwe want to.

The signs are everywhere. First, the Democratic party could be imploding. The recent party
switches are likely to be followed by others, especially in the South. One knowledgeable observer
likened the current Democratic party to the Soviet Union, just before its disintegration, in 1990. The
signsofimplosion were everywhere but those ofus saying it were not believed, just as I do not expect
manywillbelieve me when I makethis forecast.

Pennsylvania Governor Bob Casey came close to running against President BillClinton in the
Democratic primaries. Casey would not have defeated him, but he may have weakened him even
further and ended up disconnecting valuesorientedvoters permanently fromthe Democraticparty.

While the Republicans are getting reasonably high marks for their work thus fer on the
"Contract with America", and Speaker Gingrich should be lauded for a remarkable performance, one
number keeps cropping up in every poll where the question is asked. I have seen polls by Republicans,
Democrats, the media and business interests. Every single poll indicates that between 50 and 60% of
Americans want a new political party.

Not all of these people agree with each other, so that if and when a new party emerged, some
ofthat number would be lost. Still, those are awesome figures. And Ross Perot continues to register
the same 20% of the vote he got in 1992 no matter who the other candidates are. This vote is
unshakable. I would contend that this vote is not just for Perot, the person. It is for a different
approach to politics whichhe personifies.



Moreover, a majority of those registering to vote are now registering as independents or as
members ofthird parties, except inthe South where theRepublicans arepicking up themajority ofnew
r^strants.

As I commented before, the national leadership of the Republicans is focused on economic
issues (albeit important issues) and again wants to duck cultural questions, most especially those
dealing withabortion andhomosexuality.

All ofthisjustjumpsout andsays inbigredletters, "NEW PARTY!"

What isnt clearis whethersuch a partywilldevelop beforeor after1996.

It is still possible that Republicans will paper over their differences enough to avoid a major
schism before the nextPresidentid election. It will take skilled leaderslup to accomplish thiswithBob
Doman and AlanKeyesstirring up the values questions and Pat Buchanan raising the flag ofeconomic
nationalism in addition to social issues.

Yet Republicans may want to win badly enough that th^ will do what is necessary to wia
ThQ^ did so in 1994 and won despite themselves and despite efforts of some of their leaders to give
issues to the otherside (such as crime, for example).

However, they may not paper over their differences. An Arien Specter could well walk ifhe
doesnt get some compromise on the abortion issue. Likewise, Bob Doman has promised fiiends
privately that therewill be bigtrouble ifanyof the Ws areon the ticket(Whitman, Weldor Wilson).

If the Republicans manage to make do for the election, how they willmanage once th^ have
controlofthe WhiteHouse andboth houses ofCongress is anothermatter. It is likely that i^omever
won the WhiteHouse would soon cool the revolutionary fervorwhich has driven House Republicans.
Congressional Republicans onlytend to do well when there is a Democratin the WhiteHouse. When
there is a Republican President, Congressional Republicans become subservient to the Preadent.
Moreover, the sort ofRepublican who would be likely to play ball with the House revolutionaries as
wellas theirSenatecounterparts, is not likely to be nominated or elected.

It could be that the voters will give the Republicans one last chance and then, if th^ find
nothing muchhas changed, the movetowarda new partywill really begin.

It has been a long time sinceanything other than the Republicans or the Democrats have been
the major players. True, there havebeen a numberofmajorparty movements in this Century: the Bull
Moose Progressives under TeddyRoosevelt in 1912, the Progressives under Bob LaFoUette in 1924, the
American Independent movement under George Wallace in 1968 and Perot in 1992. In each case one
of the major parties moved to incorporate that vote into its coalition, thus saving the two party
structure.

This time, however, the Perot vote, although it went for the Republicans overwhehningly in
1994, has re-emerged as an independent block on the national scene. ITie values component of the



GOP (which rq)resents over40% ofthosewhovotedfor Republican candidates in 1992, and a quarter
ofallvoters national^) isveiydisillusioned and ready, even eager, to walk.

The problem for advocates of a new party is that th^ dont have any leaders. Gen. Colin
Powellhas hinted that he might liketo lead a new party. Yet no one knows where he stands on any
issues.

It could be that some one like a Gov. Casey could become the leader of the new party.
Althougih Buchanan denies any interest in a new party, should he do unexpectedly well in Republicans
drcles, the combination ofthe two ofthem is not out ofthe question. Black activist AlanK^es would
probab^ be more opento that suggestion thanwouldBuchanan.

It could happen that the Democratic party would, in fact, disintegrate and that what would be
leftwouldbe the Republicans anda newparty. Tliereverse could alsobe tme, but is lesslikely.

What is likely to happen, whether before or after the next election, is the formation of a new
partybringing elements togetherfrombothof the major parties. TheColdWar kept people togetherin
the samecoition who wouldn't have otherwise beenthere. The post cold war configuration, and the
re-emergence of an America first sort of politics, is bound to challenge the internationalist consensus
that has dominatedboth parties sincethe end ofthe Second World War.

As the culture continues to disintegrate, values questions willbecome increasingly important.
Ben Wattenberg has pointed out that cultural questions were barely a blip on the radar screenin 1980,
but now th^ dominate everypolltaken. The fact that the leadership ofboth partieslargely ignoresthis
reality, is giving impetus to the ideaofa new party.

It should be noted that it isnt easy to organize a competitive party. There are lots of small
partieson both ends ofthe political spectrum but the major parties in recentyearshave passed all sorts
of measures which give themselves, their conventions and their candidate special privileges and
subsidies. These are measures whichdo not applyto new parties.

Stillwhat Perot was able to put together, even after he dropped out of the race and then re-
^tered in the Fall, showsthat the sentiment existsfor an independent course.

At some point, some figure, perhaps a Governor, perhaps one of the new Congressmen or
Senators, is going to see the handwriting on the wall and roll the dice. If such a figure is credible
enough (and by the way, that figure could be out of the business or sports world and not just out of
organized politics ~ who knows maybe Bill Gates will invent the Microsoft party) the process will
begin. When the Republicans cametogether in 1854 it took sixyears before they ran a winning race for
President. With the electronic mediadominance ofour time, the timewould probably be much shorter.

Let me repeat againin casewhat I wrote earlierdidnt sinkin. I am not advocatingthis course.
I am not saying a new party would save the country. I am saying it is ahnost certainto happen. That
bdng the case, some thou^tful people are going to conclude that they may as well lead itrather than
just be a follower.



As events unfold in the 1996 racefor thePresidency, you may want to keep the newpartyidea
inmind asa backdrop to future happenings. I truly believe it is coming and coming faster than any us
believe could happen.

Sincerely,

Paul M. Weyrich


