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and could not help remembering again the
magic ceremony on the South Lawn of the
White House 2 weeks ago today and the hand-
shake that electrified the world.

Seven months from today, black and white
South Africans will join in casting their votes
for a genuine multiracial democracy and a new
future for that long-troubled land. New possibili-
ties for peace and progress unfold almost daily.
And the United Nations will clearly play a cen-
tral role in confronting the challenges and seiz-
ing the opportunities of this new era.

Eleanor Roosevelt, a First Lady of ours who
once played a vital role in the birth of the
United Nations, described the United Nations
as a bridge, a bridge that could join different
people despite their differences. Today, the traf-
fic across that bridge is brisk and crowded in-
deed. As with our own Nation and Russia, peo-
ples who once rarely met each other halfway,

now increasingly join to walk across that bridge
shoulder-to-shoulder, joined in common efforts
to solve common problems.

As this grand bridge reaches nearly half a
century in age, we need to modernize and
strengthen it, but let us not lose sight of how
dramatically the view from that bridge has im-
proved. We can see new possibilities for conflict
resolution. We can look toward new break-
throughs and the efforts to make progress
against humankind’s oldest problems: poverty,
hunger, and disease. We can envision an era
of increasing peace.

Those are the sights which have driven the
U.N.’s vision since its creation. Today, I suggest
that we all raise our glass in a toast to make
those visions new and real.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:23 p.m. at the
United Nations.

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister Morihiro
Hosokawa of Japan in New York City
September 27, 1993

The President. Good afternoon. This has been
an exceptional day, and both the Prime Minister
and I had the honor to speak before the 48th
General Assembly of the United Nations at the
dawn of a new era. I’m especially pleased to
have had the opportunity today to have a good
conversation with Prime Minister Hosokawa.
We’ve just renewed our acquaintance and dis-
cussed many of the issues of great importance
to both our nations. I look forward to working
with him in the months ahead to make sure
that the issues that we’re working on together
bear fruit.

I want to begin by saying that I feel a great
deal of respect and affinity for the Prime Min-
ister. We are both former Governors. We were
both elected by our countries with a mandate
for change. Our two peoples recognized instinc-
tively that we’ve entered a watershed period in
our history, when both Japan and the United
States must make changes that are long overdue.

My meeting with the Prime Minister per-
suaded me that he is indeed, as he said in
his campaign, committed to change for the ben-
efit of his people. And I hope that the changes

he brings to Japan can help to redefine the
relationships between our two countries in ways
that improve the economic difficulties which we
have had but strengthen the longstanding secu-
rity and political relationships which have
brought peace and security to the entire Pacific
region.

The meeting that we had offered me the op-
portunity to reiterate my commitment for that
relationship and to explore a lot of the issues
that we are both concerned about. We pledged
to cooperate on a whole range of global issues,
especially including the Middle East peace
agreement, and I thanked the Prime Minister
for the announcement he made in his speech
today of aid from Japan to implement that
agreement.

We also shared a common sense of urgency
to successfully complete the Uruguay round of
GATT by December 15th. And I look forward
to welcoming the Prime Minister to Seattle later
this fall when we will gather to promote Asian
economic integration through the APEC meet-
ing that the United States will host.

We discussed in particular the area of U.S.-
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Japan relations in need of most progress, our
economic relationship. We have the largest bilat-
eral economic relationship in the world, with
our two nations representing about 40 percent
of the world’s GDP. It is critical in this new
era that we get that relationship right. We must
make significant progress regarding our bilateral
trade.

At the Tokyo summit last July, the United
States and Japan agreed to a framework for ne-
gotiation intended to reduce barriers to trade.
Those negotiations began last week. The Prime
Minister and I today reaffirmed our commit-
ment to reach agreements as provided under
the framework, which will open new trading op-
portunities for both our nations.

I also expressed my support for Japan’s re-
cently announced economic stimulus program.
I believe it is a beneficial step. And we also
discussed other things that we could do to pro-
mote greater growth in the global economy.

I was heartened by our meeting. I look for-
ward to working with the Prime Minister in
the weeks and months ahead. I’m very grateful
by the enormous outpouring of popular support
for the reform efforts he was undertaken in
Japan. And I hope that both he and the people
of Japan will be successful in their efforts at
reform, change, and progress.

Mr. Prime Minister.
Prime Minister Hosokawa. Our time was very

limited, but I’m very happy we were able to
have a very candid meeting. At the very same
juncture in history, both of us have taken on
the front stage, one as President and one as
Prime Minister. I believe this is not a coinci-
dence but a necessity in history.

The President is faced with difficult tasks and
exercising leadership. And I said I very much
identify with him, in Japan what my Cabinet’s
trying to do. I explained to him what the historic
mission for my cabinet is. Before anything else,
we must carry through the structural reform of
the systems in Japan. One is political reform,
second is economic reform, and third is adminis-
trative reform. And I explained the contents of
each of these, the contents of political, eco-
nomic, and administrative reforms. We believe
that reform in these areas will benefit not only
just the Japanese but will also generate opportu-
nities for the world as a whole. That should
be beneficial for the entire world community.

On basic relations between Japan and the
United States, we shall steadfastly maintain the

Japan-U.S. security relationship and nurture our
political as well as economic relationship as well
as a global relationship affirmly. We reaffirmed
that intent on both sides.

We had discussions on the economic aspects
of our relationship. In July we struck that frame-
work agreement, and in accordance with that
agreement, I stated that Japan will play its part
in doing its best. Also, we expressed our mutual
hope, and the Japanese Government will do its
best so that favorable results will emerge before
the end of the year, as much as possible, for
the Uruguay round.

We also discussed Russia, China, the Middle
East. We also discussed North Korea. Our dis-
cussions were broad-ranging, indeed, and on
each of these subjects we were able to delve
into pretty much detail.

At risk of repeating myself, for the time being,
our economic relationship is most important,
and to improve our relations in the benefit of
the world economic development is our common
task, I believe. What we are trying to do should
be indispensable for the development and pros-
perity of the United States, as well as the world.
Both countries should cooperate with each other
in order to open up bright prospects for both
of us. And if that is done, that is beyond what
I would hope for.

Thank you very much.

Bosnia and the War Powers Act
Q. [Inaudible]—what form might that agree-

ment take and would it just be consultation of
the leadership or a vote in the Congress? And
could you, as a former law professor, say what
you think the differences are in your view of
the War Powers Act as contrasted with your
predecessor, President Bush, and his prede-
cessor, President Reagan?

The President. I feel like I’ve just been given
an exam in law school. Let me say that I think
it is clear to everyone that the United States
could not fulfill a peacekeeping role in Bosnia
unless the Congress supported it. And I will
be consulting with all the appropriate congres-
sional leadership in both parties to see what
the best manifestation of that is.

With regard to the War Powers Act, I don’t
want to get into a long constitutional description
of it. I had always intended to comply with
it based on our best understanding of it, and
I think we won’t have any problem doing that.
I don’t believe Congress will feel that they’re
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not being properly consulted.
In the interest of partnership, I’d like to just

alternate across the aisle, take one question from
a Japanese journalist and then come back to
the Americans.

Japanese Government
Q. Mr. President, in the course of a few

months you have dealt with two Japanese Prime
Ministers representing two governments. What
difference between the two Japanese leaders and
the two governments in terms of how they re-
spond to your expectations and concern for the
outstanding economic issues between the two
countries?

The President. How can I answer that ques-
tion without getting in trouble in Japan? [Laugh-
ter] Let me just say that I think the real issue
is that Prime Minister Hosokawa’s government
represents obviously a recent and fresh judg-
ment of the people of Japan about changes in
Japanese political and economic life.

I frankly, had a good relationship with the
previous government. Given the fact that there
was no mandate in that government for the
kinds of changes that the Prime Minister and
others agreed to in July, I think they thought
that Japan had to take a new course.

Now, we have a government headed by a
Prime Minister who himself came from a grass-
roots political job—he was a governor, as I
was—with a mandate for change and enormous
public support for that. So I think that we will
be able to work together in a very constructive
way over the long haul because of that mandate.

That’s no criticism of the previous govern-
ment. I enjoyed working with Prime Minister
Miyazawa very much, and I admire him greatly.
But I think having the people of Japan make
a decision in an election that elevates someone
who has committed himself to change and then
gotten elected on that platform makes a big
difference. It gives him more elbow room and
a greater sense of commitment, I think.

Somalia
Q. In light of your comments today, your

speech, can you give us a sense of whether
you believe the right questions were asked be-
fore the United States went into Somalia and
what you see as a situation that needs to occur
before we can get out?

The President. I still believe—let me reit-
erate—I still believe President Bush made the

right decision to have the United States lead
a U.N. mission in Somalia. Keep in mind, well
over a quarter of a million people had died
there from starvation, from murder, from illness,
from famine. And there’s no telling how many
lives have been saved as a result of that humani-
tarian mission.

Because Somalia was viewed as a place where
the political structure had basically disintegrated
and power was broadly shared or fought over
among a variety of clans with two dominant
figures, I think the focus was very much on
whether that could be controlled with a large
number of troops, most of which were American
in the beginning. And I think perhaps too little
thought was given to the long-term need to de-
velop some political alternative.

Although I do want to emphasize, in defense
of the United Nations, that a lot of village coun-
cils have been developed, that a lot of Somalia
is now being, in effect, governed peacefully by
grassroots political organizations, that when we
see the violence and the anger and the anti-
U.N., anti-American expressions on television at
night, that reflects a small percentage of the
people in the land of Somalia. The mission has
largely succeeded in its humanitarian efforts.
But I think the political component of it, that
is, how we end the humanitarian mission or
at least turn over the political responsibility to
the people of Somalia, has lagged a bit.

And so the United States wants there to be
a clear commitment to the political trans-
formation. And we want to do it in ways that
make it absolutely clear we have no intention
of abandoning all those people to the fate that
gripped them before we got there.

I don’t think when a tragedy occurs and peo-
ple see on television in the United States a
few Somalis jumping up and down when an
American has been killed, I think it is a mis-
representation to conclude that that reflects the
opinion of a majority of the people. Most Soma-
lis are living in peace, are living in harmony,
are working at reestablishing a normal life, and
are not involved in what you see.

But nonetheless, it is clear that the U.N. must
have a political strategy which permits us to
withdraw but not to withdraw on terms that
revert the people to the condition they were
living in beforehand.

Japanese Economy
Q. [Inaudible]—did you discuss with the
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Prime Minister—[inaudible]
The President. We did. We discussed—well,

we discussed the stimulus program Japan has
undertaken as well as the review the Prime Min-
ister has ordered of what other options are avail-
able over the long run. Perhaps he would like
to comment on that.

Do you have anything to say, Prime Minister
Hosokawa? He’s a very good politician, you see;
he’s staying out of all these hard questions.
That’s why his popularity is so high in Japan.
[Laughter]

U.N. Peacekeeping Missions
Q. A two-part question, I wonder if you could

clarify a couple things. One on Bosnia. There
have been a lot of leaks lately from your admin-
istration about the conditions under which you
would commit American troops to Bosnia, from
exit strategies to congressional approval. I won-
der if you could state from here today exactly
what are the criteria you envisage for an Amer-
ican commitment there to a peacekeeping oper-
ation.

Then a second part, following up on your
speech today, you implied in that speech that
the U.N. is engaged in some peacekeeping oper-
ations now that maybe are of marginal signifi-
cance. I wonder if you could specify exactly
what operations are not that important and what
should be the criteria for U.N. operations in
the future?

The President. I wouldn’t say that. I would
say that there are—plainly we have gone so far
so fast in peacekeeping through the U.N. that
there are limits to how many new operations
can be undertaken.

For example, there is no question that the
United Nations could not directly manage an
operation the size of the Bosnian operation,
which is why we worked so hard through
NATO, and the French have been involved
there and others, to try to think through how
we would do this.

Most of the criteria which have been dis-
cussed in the press are accurate. I would want
a clear understanding of what the command and
control was. I would want the NATO com-
mander in charge of the operation. I would want
a clear timetable for first review and ultimately
for the right to terminate American involvement
so that we—I would want a clear political strat-
egy along with a military strategy. After all, there
will be more than soldiers involved in this. And

I would want a clear expression of support from
the United States Congress. Now, there are 20
other operational things I would want, but those
are the big policy issues.

What was the other question?
Q. [Inaudible]—what criteria regarding fund-

ing of the operation.
The President. Well, we would have to know

exactly what our financial responsibilities were.
And of course, under our budget law, which
is very strict now, we have to know how we’re
going to fund it and then we would have to
know that others were going to do their part
as well and that at least for the period of the
operation that we were responsible for, that we
were going to do it properly.

I wouldn’t say that any of the peacekeeping
operations here are ill-founded. As a matter of
fact, I mentioned several that have worked very
well. But there are limits to how many things
we can do. There are going to be a lot of
chaotic situations. We had another development
in Georgia today, as you know. And we may
or may not be able to see the U.N. go into
every one of these circumstances. That’s the
only point I wanted to make. We have to really
go into these things with our eyes wide open.

In Somalia, I think that we did go in with
our eyes open. I think we did essentially what
we meant to do. I just think that we may have
underestimated the difficulty of setting in mo-
tion a political transition, which would send a
clear signal to all Somalis that the United States
in particular and the U.N. in general have no
interest in trying to dominate or control their
lives. We just want them to be able to live
normal lives. We have no interest in trying to
tell them how to live or what political course
to take.

Security Council Membership
Q. Do you support the idea that Japan will

join the additional member, a permanent mem-
ber of the Security Council? And if you do
so, will you give me the reason why you think
so.

The President. Yes, I have long supported,
even when I was a candidate for President I
supported Security Council membership for
Japan and for Germany. And I do so because
I think that the conditions which existed at the
end of the Second World War, which led to
the membership of the Security Council as it
was established then, have changed. Our pri-

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 08:07 Oct 23, 2000 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00326 Fmt 1240 Sfmt 1240 C:\93PAP2\PAP_TEXT txed01 PsN: txed01



1623

Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993 / Sept. 27

mary adversaries in that war, Germany and
Japan, have become among the major economic
powers in the world. They have become great
forces for democracy. They have been very gen-
erous in their support of political and humani-
tarian efforts throughout the world. The rest
of the world community depends upon the sup-
port and the leadership of both Japan and Ger-
many to get done much of what we will have

to do in the years ahead. And so I have always
felt in recognition of that that they should be
offered permanent seats on the United Nations
Security Council.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s 27th news conference
began at 4:53 p.m. at the Waldorf Astoria.

White House Statement on the President’s Meeting With Baltic Leaders
September 27, 1993

The President met today jointly with Presi-
dent Lennart Meri of Estonia, President
Algirdas Brazauskas of Lithuania, and President
Guntis Ulmanis of Latvia. It was the President’s
first meeting with the heads of state of the Bal-
tic countries.

The President expressed his admiration for
the remarkable progress the Baltic peoples have
achieved during the last 2 years in establishing
democratic institutions and promoting economic
reform. The President assured them of the
strong U.S. interest in building close relations.
The President reaffirmed U.S. support for re-
form and indicated the U.S. would move for-
ward promptly on the new $50 million Baltic-
American Enterprise Fund. The President also
stated the United States intended to construct
5,000–7,000 housing units in Russia to facilitate
the withdrawal of Russian forces from Estonia
and Latvia.

The President welcomed the recent with-
drawal of all Russian military forces from Lith-
uania. He also reiterated strong U.S. support

for the early, unconditional, and rapid with-
drawal of the remaining Russian forces from
Latvia and Estonia. The President noted that
he had raised this matter in a number of recent
discussions with Russian Federation leaders. The
United States intends to be helpful to all parties
concerned in promoting an amicable resolution
of the withdrawal issue.

The President also discussed concerns raised
by the Russian Government about the treatment
of ethnic Russians in Latvia and Estonia, while
noting that international observers had found no
evidence of human rights violations in those
countries. The President expressed the hope that
practical solutions could be achieved on this dif-
ficult issue. In this regard, the United States
welcomes the constructive role played by the
United Nations, the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE), and the Coun-
cil of Europe (COE) in helping to promote a
resolution of all outstanding differences between
Russia and the Baltic countries.

Designation of Vice Chair and Appointment of Staff Director for the
Commission on Civil Rights
September 27, 1993

The President today announced he will des-
ignate Commission on Civil Rights member
Cruz Reynoso as Vice Chair of the Commission

and will appoint attorney Stuart J. Ishimaru as
Commission Staff Director.
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