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ful resolution of disputes. Working together
in multilateral institutions like CSCE and
the North Atlantic Cooperation Council will
be an important means of promoting these
goals and values throughout the new Eu-
rope. Also important will be the develop-
ment of a regular bilateral dialogue on ques-
tions of peace and security that would ad-
dress questions of common interest. We will
use bilateral military and defense contacts
to provide advice and assistance in the de-
velopment of civil-military institutions.

As a matter of special urgency and con-
cern, we also will work actively to prevent
the proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction and associated technologies. In
this regard, the United States applauds
Ukraine’s leadership, manifested in its
agreement to ratify and implement the
START and CFE treaties, and its commit-
ment to renounce nuclear weapons and join
the Non-Proliferation Treaty as a non-nu-
clear weapons state at the earliest possible
time. Consistent with these commitments,
Ukraine reaffirms its decision to complete
the removal of all tactical nuclear weapons
from its territory by July 1, 1992, and all
remaining nuclear weapons in accordance
with her relevant agreements and during
the seven-year period of time as provided
by the START Treaty and in the context
of the statement of the Verhovna Rada on
the nuclear status of Ukraine. The United
States will assist Ukraine in these efforts by

utilizing a portion of the $400 million ap-
propriated by the U.S. Congress. The U.S.
will also allocate part of this $400 million
for the establishment of an International
Science and Technology Center in Ukraine.
This Center will help former weapons sci-
entists and engineers in developing long-
term civilian career opportunities that will
strengthen Ukraine’s scientific research and
development capacity. In addition, the
United States will continue its support of
Ukrainian and international efforts aimed at
minimizing the tragic aftermath of the
Chernobyl catastrophe.

By agreeing to cooperate to advance these
common political, economic, and security
interests, the United States and independ-
ent Ukraine have laid the foundation for
a strong and special partnership. For while
relations between our governments may be
new, the ties that connect our peoples are
deep and long standing. We will seek to
broaden these contacts through expanded
people-to-people exchange programs such
as the Peace Corps agreement we have
signed to provide Ukraine with assistance
in small business development and other
areas, such as education. Working together
and with others who share our principles,
we will expand this partnership in pursuit
of an enduring, democratic peace that can
fulfill the aspirations of our two nations and
the entire world.

Teleconference Remarks to the American Newspaper Publishers
Association
May 6, 1992

The President. Thank you, Bob, and thank
all of you for that warm welcome. And I’d
like to say hello to Cathy Black there, the
ANPA CEO and president. I want to con-
gratulate your incoming chairman, an old
friend, Frank Bennack, who takes the gavel
for the ANPA and the new NAA. And it’s
good to be with all of you again, this time
via satellite.

Please excuse the slight delay here. I’ve
just come from a longer than expected press

conference with President Kravchuk of
Ukraine. And incidentally, that was an im-
portant meeting we had, and I think it went
very well indeed. The relationship between
the United States and Ukraine is a develop-
ing one, and it is a very important one. And
I will be seeing him again in a couple of
hours. But that’s why I was a little late here.

Before taking your questions, let me just
give you a brief update on events in Los
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Angeles. As I think back today to when I
spoke with the American people last Friday
evening, I think of the oath that I took as
President, the Constitution’s charge to en-
sure domestic tranquility. This I know: We
cannot and can never condone violence be-
cause without peace there can be no hope.

All of us are grateful that our actions have
brought calm to Los Angeles. The kids are
back in school; city buses are running; the
curfew is lifted. After last week’s shock and
spectacle, we take heart at the willpower
of the people of Los Angeles to join hands
and hearts to mend their community.

Let me focus for a minute on what we’re
doing at the Federal level, working in co-
operation with the Governor and the Mayor
to help in the rebuilding. Through my Presi-
dential disaster declaration, FEMA, the
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
will make assistance available to individuals
and families and the city and county of Los
Angeles. We’ve got a preliminary estimate
of this assistance, and the preliminary esti-
mate is approximately $300 million.

Now, we will make grants directly to peo-
ple hit the hardest by the violence, personal
grants up to $11,500 to meet urgent needs
like food, clothing, and medicine. These
grants will also help with temporary hous-
ing, money to provide shelter for up to 18
months for families who have lost their
homes or money for repairs to minimally
damaged homes. And we’re also helping
with crisis counseling and disaster unem-
ployment assistance for those who are now
without jobs as a result of the disaster.

A disaster field office is already up and
running in Los Angeles. And FEMA’s 800
assistance number is ready to receive calls
in English, Spanish, Chinese, Thai, Korean,
and Laotian. In addition, FEMA will assist
State and local governments to repair and
restore public utilities, like water and elec-
tricity, essential to everyday life. This is a
cooperation program, a program of coopera-
tion with State and Federal and local gov-
ernments.

Beyond these emergency grants, we will
provide low-interest Small Business Admin-
istration disaster loans up to $500,000 for
business losses that exceed insurance cov-
erage and up to $100,000 to homeowners
and renters for damage not covered by in-

surance. Preliminary estimates indicate that
roughly $300 million in loans will be made
in the Los Angeles area.

Finally, the Department of Agriculture
has arranged for delivery of over 2,000 cases
of rice cereal, over 2,000 cases of infant
formula, nearly 250 cases of nonfat dry milk,
and continues to assess emergency food
needs in the city of Los Angeles. So all told,
Federal aid to speed the recovery process
in Los Angeles is estimated at approximately
$600 million.

Now tonight, I’ll be traveling to California
to get a firsthand look at the situation in
Los Angeles. There I’ll be meeting with
members of the community to discuss how
we can continue the work of building a fu-
ture of hope, understanding, and tolerance,
a future where there’s no room for hatred.
That’s a story I know every one of us wants
to see in print.

Let me say this about the desire that all
Americans share to see that what happened
in Los Angeles never happens again: We
all want to solve the problems. This is no
time to play the blame game. It is time
for honest talk. And the fact is, in the past
decades spending is up, the number of pro-
grams are up, and yet, let’s face it, that
has not solved many of the fundamental
problems that plague our cities. We need
an honest, open national discussion about
family, about values, about public policy,
and about race. That’s the only way forward.
And that’s what I intend to do in the days
ahead.

I’ll never forget when Mayor Bradley of
Los Angeles came with some other mayors
to see me a few months ago. And he point-
ed out, as did all of them—small city may-
ors, big city mayors—that the decline in the
family, the dissolution of the American fam-
ily is at the core of the problems the cities
face. And we’ve got to find ways to strength-
en the American family. Barbara does it by
encouraging parents to read to their kids,
and we’re trying to do it through our own
education program and through revising the
welfare system that in the past has encour-
aged families to live apart.

But the family is important in all of this.
And I might add, lastly, so is the private
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sector. Peter Ueberroth talked to me in very
optimistic tones the other day of how the
private sector can now get involved in some
of these areas in job-creating ways that will
offer them hope for the future, not just a
repair mechanism but real hope for the fu-
ture.

So, I approach this with optimism. I know
we’ve got to do better. The whole country
has to do better. And I’m looking forward
to going out there and then making some
recommendations to the country about what
we should do.

But anyway, thank you all very much for
letting me be a part of your 106th conven-
tion. And now I’ll be delighted to take some
questions, Bob.

Q. All right. Thank you, Mr. President.
There is a podium with a microphone here
from which questions can be asked.

Women’s Issues
Q. Mr. President, last night seven women

who know each other only through this con-
vention, for the most part—and we’re from
all over the country, ranged in age from
21 to over 70—had dinner together. During
the course of the evening we found that
we agreed almost 100 percent on the prob-
lems that are facing not just professional
women but all women in this country over
the next few years. I’d like to give you those
problems.

The first one was physical violence, just
the garden variety of crime that we see,
random crime resulting from the rage in
this country. The second was sexual vio-
lence, including rape, sexual harassment,
and job discrimination particularly. The
third is financial violence, including things
like not only just getting along in our strug-
gling economy and making ends meet but
things that are gender-specific like years of
pay discrimination and the fact that more
women are supporting families alone and
living longer than men in a time when serv-
ices are declining and expenses are going
up. And finally, the abortion issue and the
question of whether women will, in private
consultation with their God, have the right
to choose how to manage their own body
or whether our U.S. Government is going
to tell us that.

Mr. President, we’d like to know what

your agenda is for dealing with these issues
facing American women.

The President. I think we’ve got a good
agenda for dealing with these problems.
First, on physical violence, and secondly, on
rape and job discrimination, there are
strong laws on the book. We’re trying to
make them even stronger by passing a
meaningful crime bill that will, in my view,
inhibit crime. I’ve had difficulty with that,
but we’re going to keep on trying to get
such legislation through the United States
Congress.

And I think you’re absolutely correct in
the underlying point that this kind of vio-
lence must end. I am not overly happy with
some of the violence I see in the public
media, and I’ve spoken out against that. I
saw a film the other day, and I’ll spare you
its name, a rather prominent new one that
almost glorified the use of narcotics, cocaine
in this instance. And we have tried very
hard, working with some of the media peo-
ple to eliminate that. There’s a great private
sector effort going on under the leadership
of Jim Burke to try to use the media to
speak out against the narcotics and against
the underlying things that lead to the kind
of violence that both you and I decry.

Financial violence: The answer is to get
this economy going. I’m a little more opti-
mistic about that one right now. I believe
that most people feel that the economy is
starting to move. I was wrong last year. I
thought the economy was starting in a re-
covery about this time and that by the end
of August the recovery would be, if not ro-
bust, pretty steady; and it wasn’t. And I
think 49 of the 50 blue-chip indicating
economists, who are leading economists, felt
the same way.

But I think the answer to financial vio-
lence is equal opportunity. And I hope that
the recovery—and it would have been stim-
ulated, I think, if we could have passed
these very laserlike growth initiatives that
I have proposed and am still proposing. I
hope that will take care of a lot of the finan-
cial violence that we’ve suffered through as
a result of longer than normal recession.

On abortion, you and I just have different
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views on that one, and I am appalled at
the numbers of abortions. I know that oth-
ers view it very, very differently. I have con-
fidence in the court system and, of course,
as President will uphold the Constitution of
the United States. But when I see a 13-
year-old—some of the groups are fighting
legislation that would say to a 13-year-old,
you’ve got to notify your parents; they’re
challenging that law in Pennsylvania. I’m
sorry, I just disagree with it.

And I think that contributes to a weaken-
ing of the family, too. So, I have a dif-
ference. I come down on the side of the
sanctity of life, and others look at it quite
differently. But the matter is in the courts,
and then we’ll see what happens. I don’t
know how broad the Supreme Court deci-
sion will be, but at some point it will go
back out to the States again.

Urban Aid
Q. The New York Times today asserts in

its lead editorial that spending on direct aid
for cities has fallen by more than 60 per-
cent, after adjusting for inflation, since
1981. First, how will you explain that statis-
tic to the people of Los Angeles whom you
will soon be visiting? And second, if many
of them have, in fact, suffered dramatic de-
clines in economic opportunity in the last
decade, they will, of course, want to know
if recent events have convinced you to re-
consider your strategies on Federal aid to
cities.

The President. Well, first place, I’d like
to look at the New York Times editorial.
I have asked the Director of OMB to give
me the amounts by which Federal spending
has increased, and it’s increased dramati-
cally. We may be being judged by whether
you should put money into these hopeless
projects of bricks and mortar that we saw
rot in St. Louis, for example, and deny ev-
erybody dignity.

If you can pick out a program like that
one and say spending is down, you’re cor-
rect. What we’ve tried to do is bring it to
bear in different ways. We’ve tried for block
grants that leave the individual communities
to have a better shot. But overall, I can
certify to you that spending is up. So, I’d
have to see exactly what it is that the New
York Times is talking about.

What was the second part of your ques-
tion? Is she gone?

Q. She’s back. [Laughter] The second
part was, many of the people in L.A. have,
in fact, suffered dramatic declines in eco-
nomic opportunity in the last decade. They
will, of course, want to know if recent
events have convinced you to reconsider
your strategies on Federal aid to cities.

The President. I think we should certainly
reconsider the status quo in terms of Fed-
eral aid to cities. And that’s one of the
things we’ve been trying to do by offering
people HOPE, Home Ownership for People
Everywhere, for offering them enterprise
zones that would actually bring businesses
into the communities. You see, I don’t think
this is a time for blame, as I said in my
remarks. I think it is a time to rethink and
to try some new ideas as to how we cope
with the problems of the cities. I think we
would all agree that it hasn’t worked. It
hasn’t worked in the last 10 years; it hasn’t
worked in the last 30. And so we’ve got
to do what we can.

All the time I have to bear in mind, how-
ever, because of my concern about the Fed-
eral deficit that’s appalling, exactly how
many dollars can be brought to bear in the
community. And this is one of the reasons
I like what Peter Ueberroth is talking—what
we’ve tried to be talking about in terms of
Points of Light, people, neighbors helping
neighbors, in terms of block grants and
fewer mandated programs.

One of the places that I may have a dif-
ference with the New York Times editorial
page, and there may be others, relates to
the concept of mandated programs. You
see, every Governor, every Governor comes
to Washington and says, ‘‘Do not mandate
any more programs. Please do not pass pro-
grams that tell me as Governor or my may-
ors as mayors how they have to spend the
money.’’ So, we have a proposal for a sub-
stantial block grant that has been pending
in the United States Congress, and maybe
that time has come to think new thoughts
and to try that one.

So I would tell them: Look, I’m not happy
with the status quo, and clearly you’re not
happy with the status quo, so let’s try some
new ideas. Let’s try some change. And this
isn’t any time for demagoguery or blame.
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In my view, it’s a time to go out and sen-
sibly and sensitively survey the situation, do
what I have suggested here, which is to
bring the Federal resources to bear on the
problem, and then say: Look, let’s turn over
a new leaf, and let’s see what will heal. And
all the time remembering that we cannot
condone lawlessness and violence. And so
we can separate that out. I will do what
the Federal Government can do to support
the local police, to support the mayors, to
support the Governors in their requests for
support for keeping the peace. So, that’s
one.

And then the other: What do you do
about the problems? How do you bring
hope where there has been hopelessness?
And I think my challenge now is to find
a package of answers that will at least give
these people that you’re talking about a shot
at something new. And I am not pessimistic
about it. I really believe that in our country
sometimes out of despair or out of gloom
comes real opportunity. That’s the way I’m
going to approach it, with no rancor in my
heart, and do what we can to help.

And I must tell you, I am very pleased
at the reaction from both the Governor and
the Mayor about the Federal response. It
is not easy when you want the Federal Gov-
ernment to be a partner, but you don’t want
it to dominate. I think we’ve handled it right
in terms of putting down the violence. And
I hope we’re handling it right in terms of
compassionate help to people that des-
perately need it.

Q. Mr. President, if we have time for one
more question——

Welfare Reform
Q. My question is, you have indicated that

there are some basic flaws with our current
welfare system, and that they are related
to the crisis in Los Angeles. What are your
specific ideas for welfare reform, and how
will they relate to that crisis?

The President. The best answer on wel-
fare reform is to give the States the flexibil-
ity through the waiver process to innovate.
And that’s exactly what we’ve done now
with the State of Wisconsin. We have in-
vited other States to send in requests for
waivers so that we can let them innovate.

In the Wisconsin program, for example,

there was Learnfare, there was Workfare,
as a part of their reform program. Some
were upset because in the program it sug-
gests that if you curtail payments after so
many children that that would be cruel.
Others are saying that that’ll be a disincen-
tive for families that are going to just be
on welfare and be there for decades. But
let’s see it work. This was passed by the
Wisconsin Legislature. Let’s see it work.

So, the Federal role predominantly is to
provide the flexibility to the States that are
required. But underlying my own philoso-
phy is this concept of work incentive, learn-
ing incentive. And I’d like to see us really
go forward on this program because therein,
I think, lies the answer. I do not think that
you’re going to design one-size-fits-all wel-
fare legislation out of Washington, DC.
We’ve got to get past this view. And it’s
tough in an election year when you hear
all the promises of these grand designs,
which means just more Federal spending.
I’m sorry, but I don’t think the highly cen-
tralized Federal answers work, and I don’t
think that they need the support of people
that are hurting, in the future.

So, this one on welfare, we’re trying this
diffused, decentralized approach, underpin-
ning it as the kind of philosophy I’ve out-
lined for you. But I think it’ll be well-re-
ceived by the American people, and I wish
those in Wisconsin who are starting with
this waiver the greatest success with their
approach.

Q. Mr. President, we thank you very
much for taking time out of your schedule
to join us, and we wish you well on your
trip to Los Angeles.

The President. Thank you, Bob. Thank
you very much.

Note: The President spoke at 1:50 p.m. via
satellite from Room 459 of the Old Execu-
tive Office Building to the American News-
paper Publishers Association convention in
New York City. In his remarks, he referred
to Robert F. Erburu, association chairman;
Peter Ueberroth, chairman of the Rebuild
L.A. Committee; and Jim Burke, chairman
of the Partnership for a Drug-Free America.
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