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Letter to Representative Robert H. Michel on Justice Department Action
on the Trial of Representative Harold Ford
March 6, 1993

Dear Mr. Leader:
This is in response to the March 2 letter

from you and four of your colleagues. In that
letter you express concern about the process
which led the Department of Justice to object
to the impaneling of a virtually all-white jury
brought in from Jackson, Tennessee to try Con-
gressman Harold Ford in Memphis, Tennessee.

Please be informed that when the White
House received inquiries concerning this jury
issue, they were referred, at the direction of
my Counsel, to the Department of Justice for
whatever action the Department deemed prop-
er. I have been informed by Counsel that the
White House made no recommendation to any-
one at the Department of Justice as to how
this issue should be resolved.

The Acting Attorney General, Stuart Gerson
(who, as you know, was a senior member of
the prior Administration and will be leaving of-
fice when a new Attorney General is confirmed),
has informed us that he personally made the

decision to object to the impaneling of the jury
and that he did so strictly on the merits. When
he made his decision, Mr. Gerson wrote that
he was motivated by ‘‘a desire to achieve a prin-
ciple of fairness and uniformity that reflects on
far more than this case’’ and his decision was
based on an ‘‘[un]willing[ness] to say on behalf
of the United States, that justice cannot be ob-
tained from a Memphis jury or, indeed, from
the jury in any city.’’ I am attaching a copy
of his written statement.

I have no reason to question this statement
by Mr. Gerson or his explicit assurance that
political considerations played no role in his de-
cision.

Sincerely,

BILL CLINTON

NOTE: This letter was made available by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary but was not issued as
a White House press release.

Remarks to the Legislative Conference of the National League of Cities
March 8, 1993

The President. Thank you very much, Mayor
Fraser, ladies and gentlemen. It’s a great honor
for me to be here. This is a pretty rowdy bunch.
[Laughter] A vital group, a group more inter-
ested in change than in more of the status quo,
I think. I look around this audience today, and
already, just walking in and looking in the crowd
and saying hello to people here at the head
table, I see people without whom I would not
be standing here today. I thank those of both
parties and those who run as independents for
your support of this plan. And I say again what
I always feel when I’m with a group of people
from America’s cities and small communities or
from the States, and that is I feel very much
at home.

A lot of times my friends ask me what’s the
difference from being President and having any
other kind of job or the life you used to have.

The following thing occurred to me the other
day in the White House. I was down on the
ground floor; I had been out running or some-
thing, and I was going back up to get ready
to start the day’s work. And a group of people
were coming out who had been at a meeting
there, at another meeting with other people.
And I ran into them and stopped and shook
hands with them. It was totally an impromptu
thing. And this man who worked at the White
House said, ‘‘Mr. President, I’m really sorry that
you had to confront those people.’’ And I said,
‘‘That’s all right. I used to be one once.’’
[Laughter] I look forward to being one again
someday. [Laughter]

The work of this White House has been very
much influenced by many of you in this group.
And I assure you that you will be represented
in the future. We have a strong intergovern-
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mental affairs group that works every day with
leaders at the city and county and State level,
including Regina Montoya and Loretta Avent,
who used to work for you. [Applause] Now,
we had a bet coming over here. I said, ‘‘Loretta,
if I mention your name, will they boo or clap?’’
She won. [Laughter]

I came here today to ask you to translate
the support you have given to the program I
have presented to the Congress and to the
American people from support to a commitment
to secure its approval in the Congress and to
make the change that we seek inevitable and
return to the status quo impossible.

All of you are on the frontlines of change.
Every day in every way you have to struggle
with the things which now confront me as your
President. For a long time you’ve been making
tough choices, struggling to balance your books,
trying to spend less on yesterday’s mistakes and
more on tomorrow’s needs. You try to put com-
mon sense into practice. And now I would like
you to ask to help make common sense more
common here in your Nation’s Capital.

I think everyone now recognizes that we can-
not continue on the past course. If we keep
on doing just what we’ve been doing with no
fundamental changes, then by the end of the
decade the Government’s annual deficit will be
$650 billion a year. We will be spending 20
percent of our Nation’s income every year on
health care, and our nearest competitor will be
spending about 10 percent, and we’ll be insuring
fewer people than any country with which we
compete. And over 20 cents of every dollar the
American people pay in taxes to the United
States Government will be expended just paying
interest on the vastly accumulated debt.

We’ve been spending too much and investing
too little for quite a long while now. And the
result has been slow growth and weak job cre-
ation. We’ve had our private sector handcuffed
by high interest rates and inadequate invest-
ment, a work force inadequate to the needs
of the 21st century and an economic program
equally inadequate. If we keep on doing busi-
ness as usual, we’ll just stumble into the next
century burdened by the baggage of the past.
But if we have the courage to change, the next
20 years could be the best in our Nation’s his-
tory.

When I introduced my plan to the Congress
just 19 days ago, I asked all of us to ask of
this plan not what’s in it for me but what’s

in it for us. And people have responded in as-
tonishing ways but I suppose predictable ways
if you look at the history of the American peo-
ple. All across this country people have been
taking off their special interest hats and putting
on their thinking caps. Business and labor, Re-
publicans and Democrats, people from every
walk of life and all points on the political spec-
trum have rallied behind this plan as a vehicle
to move this country forward. I think everybody
who seriously thinks about it understands that
the great issue now is no longer Republican
versus Democrat, urban versus rural, liberal ver-
sus conservative. It is whether we will stay in
this gridlock that you have buttons campaigning
against, or have the courage to change in ways
that allow all our people to live up to the fullest
of their potential. Even if I start preaching, I
promise not to pass the plate. [Laughter]

You would be amazed how many times in
the last year I would be in a little town or
along some country crossroads and people would
say to me they were worried about what hap-
pened in Los Angeles. You would be amazed
how many times I was in a community that
was 99 percent one ethnic group and somebody
would say they wished that we could work out
a way for the ethnic diversity of America to
be a source of our strength. You would be
amazed how many times I was in groups of
people, all of whom had incomes above
$150,000 a year, when they said to me, isn’t
there something we can do about homelessness
in America. I think the people of this country
are dying to come together again and make this
country work again.

Nonetheless, let us be clear on this: There
are people who are honestly debating whether
this three-pronged plan is the right thing to
do for the country. There are some who say,
‘‘Well, of course, I want you to cut spending.
And as a matter of fact, if you’ll cut her spend-
ing more, you could cut mine a little less.’’
[Laughter] And there are others who say, ‘‘Well,
I know you have to raise taxes, but I wish you
wouldn’t raise this one or that one so much.
Raise the upper income taxes less,’’ or ‘‘Do away
with the energy tax,’’ or ‘‘Put it all on gasoline,’’
which is harder on the rural States and the
western States, ‘‘but let natural gas and oil off
the hook.’’

And then there are those—and I want to talk
to you about them today because you are not
among them, but I need your help to deal with
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it—who say, ‘‘Well, if you cut the spending and
raise the taxes and didn’t invest any new money
in anything, you’d have more deficit reduction,’’
or ‘‘If you cut the spending and didn’t invest
any new money in anything, you wouldn’t have
to raise quite so many taxes,’’ and ‘‘After all,
if the Government spends a dollar, it’s Govern-
ment spending.’’

One of the central debates now raging in this
Capital is whether there is any difference in
the kinds of Government spending. Is there a
distinction to be made between, for example,
spending more for the same health care every
year and accelerating the funding of the Surface
Transportation Act? Is there a distinction to be
made between a subsidy that was justified 50
years ago because we needed more wool in our
uniforms and a subsidy that might be justified
tomorrow to give to people who start new busi-
nesses and new high-tech enterprises to grow
jobs for the future?

The people who say we do not need this
economic stimulus plan and we do not need
so much investment either argue one of two
points. They either say, ‘‘All Government spend-
ing is bad, and there is no distinction to be
made,’’ something until recent times every Re-
publican and Democratic officeholder in Amer-
ica, from the top to the bottom, would have
disagreed with. Dwight Eisenhower knew there
was a difference between the interstate highway
system and paying to maintain the status quo
of Government programs that didn’t work. Ev-
erybody always recognized that distinction be-
fore, but there are a lot of people who have
had a lot of sway in this town for years now
who really argued that there are no distinctions
to be made. There are others who say, ‘‘Well,
the economy is recovering anyway and every-
thing is going to be hunky-dory. So all you have
to do is worry about reducing the deficit.’’ Now,
their view of what we ought to do might be
characterized as ‘‘status quo lite.’’ [Laughter]
That is, ‘‘Yeah, I know you’ve got to change
on the cutting side, and maybe we have to have
a little tax increase, but there is no distinction
between kinds of Government spending. And
besides, the economy is in great shape. We just
don’t know it yet.’’ [Laughter]

Now, let’s be candid. We do have some good
economic news in the aggregate. And last
month, for the first time really in a very, very
long time, we had a significant number of new
jobs. But if you look behind those numbers,

you see that while employment is edging up,
an awful lot of those jobs were part-time jobs
with part-time wages which rarely provide the
health care benefits that families so desperately
need today.

To build a stronger recovery with real jobs
and rising incomes, we’ll have to break the grid-
lock that has paralyzed public action, cut the
deficit, and invest more in the future. If you
look at our economic performance over the last
dozen years and you say, describe the ways in
which America has not been competitive with
other nations that are growing faster, and you
had to list them, you just think of what you
would list. You would say, well, the deficit grew
more rapidly than it did in Japan, for example.
And America spent a higher percentage of its
income on health care than any other country
in the world by far, even though we did less
with it in terms of covering people.

You’d also have to say, however, our invest-
ment in the things that make a country rich
and strong actually went down in several areas,
in our infrastructure, in K-through-12 education.
Nine nations in the world invest a higher per-
centage of their income in K-through-12 edu-
cation than we do, even though we have more
diversity by race and income, which would argue
for greater efforts in our Nation.

If you look at the United States budget just
over the last 4 years, you will see we spent
more on Medicaid and Medicare and food
stamps, with over 1 in 10 Americans on food
stamps, and more on interest in the debt, and
relatively less on everything else, the invest-
ments which would make us richer as a country,
which will grow the economy, which will put
people back to work, which will reduce our reli-
ance on public assistance and increase our abil-
ity to support each other.

So I would argue to you, my fellow Ameri-
cans, that we have to argue in this community
where the ultimate decision will be made: num-
ber one, that we need to pass the whole pro-
gram; number two, there are jobs still begging
to be created out there; number three, there
are differences in the quality and character of
government spending, whether it is in the small-
est community of this country or the United
States budget. There are differences.

The stimulus plan I have asked the Congress
to adopt, along with the spending cuts, the in-
vestment increase, and the tax increase itself,
will create a half a million new jobs in the
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short run. The economic program, if it is fully
enacted, will create 8 million jobs over the long
run—that is, in this 4 year period—the vast ma-
jority of them in the private sector.

This plan is based on values that are central
to what makes America work and what has al-
ways made America work: work and family and
faith, responsibility and community and oppor-
tunity. I think the change obviously has to start
at the top. I have presented a budget which
in the next fiscal year will cut the White House
staff by 25 percent and save $10 million in privi-
leges and perks and payroll. I have reduced
the administrative costs of the executive branch
by 14 percent over 4 years and, by attrition,
payroll, 100,000 over 4 years, saving $9 billion.

I have asked the Congress to freeze the pay
of Federal employees next year and then to
lower it by one percent less than would other-
wise be the cost of living for the succeeding
3 years, saving billions more dollars and asking
a substantial, a very substantial sacrifice from
the Federal work force because I thought that
was important before I could ask the taxpayers
to contribute more.

And last Wednesday, I asked the Vice Presi-
dent to head a national performance review of
every Government agency and every Govern-
ment program, not simply to identify more spe-
cific spending cuts but also to identify services
that don’t work and things that can be done
better, to do what the smartest private compa-
nies and the best local governments are already
doing: streamlining operations, eliminating un-
necessary layers of management, empowering
frontline workers in holding our investments up
to the clear light of day to see whether they
make sense.

I have proposed already 150 specific spending
cuts, saving $247 billion. And that’s much more
than the cost of the net new investments I have
proposed. I ask you to join me now in fighting
for these investments and in cutting back the
spending, but not in doing one without the
other.

For example, our plan calls for ending the
designated project program at the Department
of Housing and Urban Development. It spends
over $100 million a year without any published
selection criteria or competitive procedures or
basic accountability. But if you join me in cut-
ting that program, I also ask that you support
what I know you believe in and what we have
to say to the Congress is worth doing: doubling

the number of housing vouchers for working
people on moderate incomes, creating a network
of community development banks, bringing new
opportunities to our communities through enter-
prise zones, and doing something to reinvigorate
the housing programs of this country. These
things can be done together.

I ask you to help me reduce low-priority high-
way demonstration projects by $1 billion; but
also for calling in the new investments we need,
we ought to fully fund the Surface Transpor-
tation Act, and do it quickly. And we should
recognize that transportation offers enormous
economic opportunities to increased productivity
and jobs. So we have to look at mass transit,
high-speed rails, smart cars, smart highways, and
commercial aviation as we move toward the 21st
century. If we want this economy to grow, we
have to do those things.

This plan calls for cutting $300 million in
earmarked small business loans but also calls
for the most dramatic effort in the history of
America that I can determine, at least, from
our research, to help small business create jobs:
a permanent investment tax credit for small
businesses, 90 percent of the employers in this
country with 40 percent of the employees creat-
ing the vast majority of the new jobs; a new
venture capital gains tax for people who will
start new businesses and have the courage to
begin being on the cutting edge of change; and
real steps which we will announce in a couple
of days to try to end the credit crunch and
the lack of availability of credit to small busi-
nesses who have to provide the jobs of today
and tomorrow.

In short, we have to cut, and we have to
invest. We have to reject trickle-down econom-
ics, and we have to reject tax-and-spend eco-
nomics. We have to stop spending money on
things that don’t work, but we have to continue
to invest in things that do.

A lot of the things that we propose to do
are literally direct investment incentives to the
private sector. I mentioned a couple already:
the $3 billion permanent small business invest-
ment tax credit; some significant changes in the
way taxes are computed for our larger businesses
so that when they do invest in new plant and
new equipment and new jobs for our people,
they will be rewarded, not punished, by the
tax system. If people do what’s right, they
should be supported. We should make a distinc-
tion between how private companies spend their
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money. And when they invest to grow and to
create jobs, they should be rewarded for that.
And that’s what we’re trying to do in the tax
system.

In addition to those things I have already
mentioned, I recommended a significant in-
crease, about $2.5 billion—the first one in a
very long time, as all of you know—in the com-
munity development block grant program. I can
say with confidence as a Governor that that pro-
gram was absolutely critical to helping many of
the smaller and moderate-sized communities in
my State attract new jobs in the tough decade
of the 1980’s and that without it I do not know
if we would have been able to do so. There
are people in this audience from my State who
know that is true because they have personally
experienced it. And I think that is true all across
the country.

We simply cannot afford not to invest what
it takes to make our communities attractive to
new businesses and new jobs. And if anyone
here in this community tells you that the econ-
omy is fine in America, tell them where you
live there’s still a little work to be done.

I want to hammer this home as hard as I
can. This is the first recovery, economic recov-
ery, in my lifetime where if you look at the
overall numbers, it really does look like a recov-
ery is underway. Productivity is increasing.
American businesses are doing a better job. A
lot of things are going on, but the jobs them-
selves are not yet being created. And we are
facing other problems which may further put
pressure on some communities, including the
imperative of continuing to reduce the defense
budget. We have got to follow a jobs strategy.
We have got to do that.

Now, one of the things that I’ve tried to do,
as all of you know, is to reduce the deficit,
because if we do we’ll reduce interest rates.
And if you keep interest rates down and people
go out and refinance their businesses, their
homes, their cars, their credit cards, they’ll have
more cash. They can invest it and make this
economy grow. That is also happening.

Interest rates just since the election have gone
down, long term, almost one full point. If we
can keep them down and everybody, all of you
and all of the people you represent, will go
out and refinance all the debt they’ve piled up
in the 1980’s, that will free up another $80
billion to $90 billion to $100 billion this next
year to grow this economy. That’s important,

but we also have to get some real investment
incentives, public and private. Unless we create
jobs, we cannot claim to have done anything
to promote an economic recovery that affects
the lives of the people that you see on the
street every day.

Let me also say, in addition to creating an
economic environment in which there is invest-
ment, we also have to do what we can in com-
mon to prepare our people for those challenges.
And we have to recognize the fact that, in many
ways, America has not done a good job of pre-
paring its people. Example number one, to
begin with children, all the nations in this hemi-
sphere, only two, only two, Haiti and Bolivia,
have lower immunization rates against prevent-
able childhood diseases than the United States
of America, where all of the vaccine is made.
Only two. We have proposed in this program,
starting with the stimulus package, an effort that
will permit us over the next few years to immu-
nize all the kids in this country against prevent-
able childhood diseases.

The estimates are that for every $1 we spend
immunizing children against those diseases, we’ll
save $10 down the road in the care that will
otherwise be spent on them. But in order to
make those estimates right, you have to have
a critical core threshold of young children who
are immunized. And we are running the risk
of falling dangerously below that threshold in
many areas and having new epidemics of disease
break out among our children simply because
we do not provide either the infrastructure in
order to do that or the affordability and avail-
ability of the vaccines. We must do that.

Let me give you one other example. The
Head Start program, where it is fully and firmly
implemented along with other support services,
plainly saves more money than it costs in the
terms of keeping kids in school and making
them successful, in helping them to graduate
and do well. And yet for years we’ve all talked
about fully funding the Head Start program and
supporting other efforts like in-school preschool
programs or parent-based preschool programs,
yet we’ve never really done it. Congress and
the previous administration did expand the Head
Start program some, but there are still enormous
numbers of children who are not able to access
those services. This budget starting this summer
fully funds the Head Start program. And we
ought to pass that.

If we begin this summer and we work for

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 09:59 Oct 16, 2000 Jkt 190399 PO 00000 Frm 00253 Fmt 1240 Sfmt 1240 D:\DOCS\PAP_TEXT APPS10 PsN: PAP_TEXT



254

Mar. 8 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993

the next 3 years, just think what it will be like.
Wouldn’t it be nice to be able to say we’ve
actually done something so we can go and work
on a new problem? Wouldn’t it be nice if in
the next election cycle in 1996, no one could
argue about Head Start or immunization; they
had to argue about something else? [Laughter]
I mean, somebody asked me one time what
my goal as President was, and I said that I’d
like to leave my successor a new set of prob-
lems. [Laughter] You think about it.

This plan will create about 700,000 summer
jobs for people in this country. And we are
attempting to mobilize private sector employers
to match what we’re doing with the goal of
creating over a million jobs. Think about it.
Think about how many young people in this
country have been surrounded by devastating
economic conditions year in and year out for
the last several years. They flip on the television,
and they see another ad telling them what they
ought to say no to. Well, I’m all for telling
them what they ought to say no to. But I think
we should set an example and give them some-
thing to say yes to as well.

This plan will give our country the most ambi-
tious system of lifelong learning we have ever
had: programs for high school dropouts and oth-
ers to learn to read adequately and get their
high school equivalency; programs for young
people to be able to borrow the money they
need to go to college and pay it back on far
more favorable terms or with service to our
country here at home as police officers or teach-
ers or in other forms of community service; pro-
grams for adults who lose their jobs because
of defense cutbacks or because of sweeping
changes in the global economy to get serious,
serious opportunities to retrain in areas where
there are jobs available, tied to incentives to
getting investments for those new jobs in their
communities. Not just talking about it; this plan
gets serious about it. We have almost $5 billion
for the retraining of adults in the work force
alone in the next 4 years in this program, and
it needs to pass.

And anybody who says that this recovery will
just do fine without a serious attempt to retrain
the work force has not been to California lately
to see what’s happened in the industries where
the defense cuts occurred; have not been in
the rural parts of America to see what has hap-
pened when a lot of those low-wage, low-skilled,
high labor-intensive manufacturing plants closed

down and moved overseas with no plans to re-
train or reinvest in those communities; or all
the places in-between.

There is too much work to be done. We need
a partnership, and it has to begin with making
sure the people of this country can compete
and win in the global economy. And that re-
quires some investment. And there is a dif-
ference between whether you spend money
making people stronger and smarter and safer
and more secure and more able to compete,
and whether you just keep spending more
money on the same thing. There is a difference.
And this program is different.

This plan will enable us over the next couple
of years to work with you to put 100,000 more
police officers on the streets of the cities of
this country. There are cities which have actually
seen a reduction in the crime rate, either in
specific neighborhoods or in the cities as a
whole, in the last few years, cities here rep-
resented in this room, when they’ve gone to
community policing strategies. You know it
works. I know it works. And we know most
cities don’t have enough money to do it right.
We’re going to help you through giving people
incentives who are coming out of the service
to be police officers, through giving people in-
centives to be police officers as a way of paying
for their college education, and through, I hope
and pray, passing the crime bill, which didn’t
quite make it through last year, to put these
police officers on the street.

One of the most remarkable aspects of this
program is one that hasn’t received a great deal
of attention and doesn’t involve you directly,
but it will shape the communities you lead and
govern indirectly. And that is the astonishing
increase in this program in the refundable
earned income tax credit for working people,
not only to offset the impacts of the energy
tax on families with incomes under $30,000 but
also so that we can finally say in this country,
if this earned-income tax credit passes as it will
be presented, that if you work 40 hours a week
and you have children in the home, you should
not be in poverty. And the tax system will lift
you out and reward work. It will reward work.
Imagine it! Just imagine, politicians for years
have been saying they wanted to reward work,
not welfare. Now, by adopting a simple bill that
says the tax system will reward work, not wel-
fare, we can give people something new to argue
about. It would be a great thing to do.
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I ask for your help again. The big issue is,
should we do all these things: Should we cut
spending; should we raise revenues; should we
increase investment so that the deficit goes
down while investment goes up. This country
has never tried to do this before. You’ve got
to be fair to the Members of the United States
Congress. We are asking them to do something
our country has never tried to do before, which
is to hammer the deficit down and increase in-
vestment significantly at the same time. But you
know where you live, you can see it every day
that we have to do both. We have to do both.

And so I say again in closing, I thank you
for your endorsement of this program. It made
me feel great. I want every Member of the
United States House and Senate to know that
you not only endorsed it but that you believe
in it, not just because of what you get out of
it but——

Audience member. What about drugs?
The President. You want to talk? I’ll be glad—

this program has a lot in it, actually, about
drugs. It has a significant increase in funds for
drug treatments and gives you, through provid-
ing 100,000 more police officers, the power to
combat drugs on the street. It does both things.
It increases enforcement and treatment, which
I would think you would want.

But that makes a good point: Is that spending,
or is that an investment? You have to decide.
But you have got to give the Congress courage
to do this. And you have to help people under-
stand that in this group there were Republicans
and Democrats and city people and country peo-
ple, people from the frost belt and the sun
belt and the rust belt and the Bible belt, people

like me that have to get bigger belts every year.
[Laughter] You can do that. And if we can do
that, we’ve got a real shot to sit here in honest
discussion year in and year out and face these
problems.

You know, how many years have you been
coming up here and listening to this debate,
and it doesn’t bear any relationship to the life
you live when you go back home? How many,
really? I mean, whether it’s a discussion about
drugs where somebody just talks about getting
tough on crime and nobody ever gets down to
what they’re going to do to help you deal with
the problem where you live; or jobs, and some-
body rails against taxes and the deficit, and then
every year the deficit goes up and so do taxes.
Or just how many years have you been coming
here listening to these debates when nothing
ever changed?

And I just want to tell you, as I said to the
Congress, there is plenty of blame to go around;
this is not about party. And I don’t care who
is to blame. I’m prepared to take responsibility.
I’m more than willing to face the heat, and
if something goes wrong, I’ll take responsibility
for that and change it. But let’s do something,
and let’s do it now.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:15 p.m. at the
Washington Hilton. In his remarks, he referred
to Donald M. Fraser, Mayor of Minneapolis, MN,
and president of the National League of Cities;
Regina Montoya, Assistant to the President for
Intergovernmental Affairs; and Loretta Avent,
Special Assistant to the President for Intergovern-
mental Affairs.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to a Meeting With the Congressional Black
Caucus
March 8, 1993

Spending Cuts

Q. Mr. President, do you agree to the extra
$50 billion in cuts that the House and Senate
leaders want?

The President. I agree that we will have a
budget resolution which will be roughly con-
forming to the reestimates of the CBO in gen-

eral terms and that will still contain the invest-
ment strategy that I want to pursue.

NOTE: The exchange began at 5:11 p.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House.
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