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Statement by the Director of Communications on the Death of Justice
Minister Guy Malary of Haiti
October 15, 1993

The President strongly condemns the killing
of Haitian Minister of Justice Guy Malary, a
desperate attempt to thwart the will of the Hai-
tian people for democracy. The United States

remains firmly committed to the Governors Is-
land accord and the return to Haiti of President
Aristide. The President is currently meeting with
his advisers on the situation.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to Discussions With Prime Minister
Tansu Ciller of Turkey
October 15, 1993

Haiti

Q. Mr. President, have you made a decision
on Haiti? Are you going to send U.S. warships
to intercept boats to enforce a U.N. embargo?

The President. I’ll have a statement about it
later this afternoon. When the Prime Minister
and I conclude our talks and our public state-
ment, then I’ll make a statement about Haiti
and take questions on it.

Q. Are you concerned at all about the safety
of supporters for Mr. Aristide following the as-
sassination?

The President. I’ll talk about it later this after-
noon.

NOTE: The exchange began at 11:43 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister Tansu Ciller of
Turkey
October 15, 1993

The President. Good afternoon, ladies and
gentlemen. It’s a great honor for me to welcome
Prime Minister Ciller to Washington today. She
knows our country well from her student days
and many subsequent visits. And we had a very
good first meeting. We agreed to work together
to strengthen our relationship and to develop
an enhanced partnership between the United
States and Turkey.

For centuries, Turkey has stood at the cross-
roads of continents, cultures, and historic eras.
As the winds of change have shaped both East
and West, they have often blown across the
Anatolian Plateau. That is why Turkey has al-
ways offered the world such a rich and fas-
cinating mixture of peoples, religions, art, and
ideas.

Like our own Nation, Turkey is a shining
example to the world of the virtues of cultural
diversity. And out relationship with Turkey
proves that diverse peoples, East and West,
Muslim, Christian, and Jew, can work closely
together toward shared goals.

Since the time 40 years ago when we stood
side by side in Korea, Turkey has served the
cause of freedom as NATO’s southern anchor
and has been a valued ally of the United States.
Turkey was a steadfast member of the world-
wide coalition that drove Saddam Hussein from
Kuwait and instituted international sanctions
against Iraq. And for that, the United States
remains very grateful. We’ve all had to pay a
price for enforcing the will of the international
community, and Turkey in that regard has cer-
tainly done more than its share. And we are
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grateful for its contribution.
We discussed Turkey’s role in helping to play

a stabilizing role in a host of regional trouble
spots, ranging from the former Yugoslavia,
through the Caucasus, into Central Asia and,
of course, toward the Southeast where Iraq and
Iran both continue to pose problems for peace
and stability in the world.

We also discussed the need to work for an
end to the tragic conflict in Cyprus, which is
dividing too many people in too many ways.
I am committed to preserving and strengthening
our Nation’s long tradition of close cooperation
with Turkey.

Our security ties must remain strong, our
friendship and mutual commitment as allies un-
swerving. But the focus of our relationship can
now shift from a cold-war emphasis on military
assistance to an emphasis on shared values and
greater political economic cooperation, respon-
sive to the needs of our own peoples and the
changing world.

Next month the U.S.-Turkish Joint Economic
Commission will convene to work on revitalizing
our economic relationship. And I look forward
to the results of that effort and to supporting
it. The commission will guide a process in which
private enterprise will increasingly become the
dynamic focus of our enhanced partnership. As
an economist, the Prime Minister is ideally suit-
ed to lead this endeavor.

Today, Turkey is on the cutting edge of
change once again. Its commitment to democ-
racy fulfills the ideals of Ataturk as Turkey en-
ters the 21st century. It’s reaching out to the
new states of Central Asia, even as it strengthens
its longstanding ties to the West.

The Prime Minister represents a new genera-
tion of leadership in Turkish politics at a time
when the world needs new leadership for a new
era. And at a point when our relationship with
Turkey is evolving into a new enhanced partner-
ship, it is reassuring to me to know that some-
one is at the helm in Turkey who understands
the needs of the ordinary citizens of that coun-
try, their hopes, their aspirations, and is pur-
suing policies that will give them a chance to
fulfill their dreams.

It is, therefore, a great pleasure, once again,
to welcome Prime Minister Ciller and to present
her to you today.

Madam Prime Minister.
Prime Minister Ciller. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. I appreciate your kind words about my
country and about myself.

President Clinton and I had good talks. I be-
lieve there was a meeting of minds. And I think
it’s natural, since we both represent the genera-
tion of change, both of us want to do things
differently and better, I hope.

Turkey and the United States have a lot in
common. However, without losing my sense of
dimension, since the United States is a continent
and Turkey is a country, I must say that both
are dynamic societies and, in some ways, both
constitute a mosaic.

My visit takes place at a crucial juncture when
our globe is witnessing sweeping and unprece-
dented changes. The collapse of communism is
a victory for democracy and human rights. As
representatives of a new generation of leader-
ship, I know President Clinton joins me in wel-
coming these changes. Yet we both understand
that they bring new uncertainties, challenges,
responsibilities, and opportunities. Keeping
peace is also a challenge. It is in this spirit
that we have sent a unit to Somalia.

During our talks, President Clinton and I dis-
cussed at length our bilateral relations. I stressed
to President Clinton that my government is
strongly determined to develop, diversify, and
further strengthen our relations to our mutual
benefit, in our mutual interest. I am encouraged
to see that the American side wishes to recip-
rocate our political will.

We discussed issues of mutual interest, such
as the Middle East, the Gulf, the Russian situa-
tion, and the Caucasus. And I must say I am
elated about the breakthrough in Arab-Israeli
reconciliation. The United States, over a number
of years, has shown steadfast leadership. The
scene at the White House lawn with President
Clinton, Mr. Arafat, and Mr. Rabin gave hope
to everyone who have longed for peace in the
region.

There is still substantial and difficult work
ahead. On the other hand, the tragic situation
in Bosnia and the aggression in Azerbaijan con-
tinue. Unilateral moves to keep peace, in par-
ticular in the Caucasus, are not acceptable.

Turkey, whose geographic position, literally
centers her in the ring of fires blazing from
the Caucasus and the Balkans, serves as a sec-
ular democratic model for her neighboring
countries, seeking to develop pluralistic political
systems. Likewise, Turkey’s secularism acts to
deflect the rising tide of fundamentalism. We
must help consolidate the democratization proc-
ess
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within the framework of this new era.
Turkey is totally committed to this process

from Central Asia to the very heart of the Euro-
pean continent. And I am confident, Mr. Presi-
dent, that you will agree that we have the com-
plete support of the United States to assist us
in this endeavor. In the long run, strengthening
democracy in my region of the world not only
promotes peace and stability there but also ad-
vances the cause of global peace.

We in Turkey are naturally happy over the
fact that cold war has ended. However, we
didn’t let ourselves be carried away by the eu-
phoria of the times, nor did we minimize the
attendant risks. Events have proved us right.
The threat perception in and around Europe
has changed. But it has changed in different
degrees and manners for each of us. I believe
the world is passing through a truly transitory
phase as recent events in the former Eastern
Europe and in the Caucasus have shown. Dur-
ing such times, it is important for the allies
to stick together.

The Atlantic Alliance continues to be valid.
We attach importance to the transatlantic link
and to continued American engagement and
leadership in global affairs. After all, in the
words of President Wilson, ‘‘America was best
established not to create wealth but to realize
a vision, an ideal, and maintain liberty among
men.’’

Turkey’s founding father, Kemal Ataturk,
shared that vision. Way back in 1923, he ex-
plained it in the following words to an American
journalist, ‘‘The ideal of the United States is
our ideal. Our national pact, promulgated in Jan-
uary 1920, is precisely like your Declaration of
Independence.’’ I believe that Turkey and the
United States can work together in many ways
to the benefit of not only our two countries
but to the benefit of all.

I would like to conclude by thanking Presi-
dent Clinton for the hospitality shown to us
during this visit and by expressing my satisfac-
tion with our comprehensive and very promising
discussions for a more peaceful world.

The President. Helen [Helen Thomas, United
Press International].

Somalia
Q. Mr. President, aren’t you weakening the

Presidential power by committing Congress to
set a cutoff date on a foreign policy mission,
and also to cut off funding? I mean, doesn’t
this lead to future problems?

The President. In this case, I don’t think so,
because it’s clear that the United States mission
in Somalia—when it was announced by Presi-
dent Bush, the American people were told it
might well be over in January, just a matter
of a couple of months. It’s gone on for a long
time now. What I asked the Congress to do
was to express itself without unduly tying my
hands. And I had set a deadline of March the
31st.

The resolution adopted by the Senate last
night prescribes that date, but also says if there
are problems, the President can come back and
ask for an extension. So under these cir-
cumstances, given the unique and traumatic
events of the last several days for America, I
don’t have a problem with the resolution. I was
gratified by the margin by which it passed.

I do caution the American people and the
Congress from becoming too isolationist on eco-
nomic or political fronts. This is a time period,
as I have said to you before I think, that is
something like the time our country faced at
the end of the Second World War, when the
country was weary, we had paid an enormous
price, and we wanted to get back to the prob-
lems at home. Today we paid an enormous
price, trillions of dollars, for the victory in the
cold war. We know that as the threat of nuclear
war recedes and we remain the only country
in the world with a major army, our immediate
physical security is not so much threatened by
other nations, but we have to have a sense of
where our national interests are and where our
values take us.

And I strongly believe that the mission in
Somalia helps to build the notion that nations
working together can promote peace and free-
dom and can reach across religious and racial
lines to build the kind of common conditions
of humanity that we should be supporting.

Turkey has supported us in that. General Bir
is the United Nations Commander. The Prime
Minister and I had—perhaps I won’t embarrass
her by saying this—we had a very candid con-
versation at lunch in which she said the Turkish
people ask the same questions of the Turkish—
why the Turkish soldiers are still in Somalia—
that the American people ask, and we under-
stand that. So the answer to your question is,
the exact wording of the resolution, which was
carefully worked out—and I thank Senator Byrd
and Senator Dole and Senator Mitchell and Sen-
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ator Warner, Senator Nunn, and all those who
worked on it—does not give me pause about
the erosion of executive authority. What would
give me pause is sort of a headlong rush into
an isolationist position that the United States
might live to regret.

Yes, Brit [Brit Hume, ABC News].

Somalia
Q. Mr. President, may we take it from what

you’ve said and not said over the past week
that there will be no consequences for anyone
in your military chain of command as a result
of the firefight that led ultimately to the loss
of 17 American lives in Mogadishu?

The President. I think that when young Amer-
icans are in peril, ultimately the President has
to bear that responsibility. The President is the
Commander in Chief. And even if the decisions
are made down the line somewhere, if they are
made in good faith within a span of authority
granted to a commander, when people are at
risk, it sometimes doesn’t work out. And I know
of no reason why anyone but me should bear
the responsibility for that. If I were to find
out someone had disobeyed orders or displayed
flagrant incompetence, that would perhaps be
a different thing. I have no reason to believe
that that occurred.

I have said to you many times—I said before
the incident in Mogadishu that I thought the
United Nations had erred, and the United States
had not pushed them hard enough in resuming
the political process even while we were at-
tempting to discover who was responsible for
killing the Pakistani soldiers. I still believe that.

Anyone from the Turkish press? We’ll take
a couple of questions from you, too.

Turkey
Q. Mr. President, is the United States inclined

to help Turkey for the losses suffered over the
U.N. sanctions in Iraq, and in what way?

The President. Well, the Prime Minister and
I discussed that today because—and I guess I
should say for the benefit of the American press
something the press knows, but the American
people should be reminded of—we could not
have conducted the successful operation in the
Gulf war, and we certainly could not have con-
ducted Operation Provide Comfort to save the
Kurds in northern Iraq, had it not been for
the indispensable support of Turkey and the
support of Turkey not only for Operation Pro-

vide Comfort but for the embargo on Iraq. They
have paid a significant economic price.

We discussed today some ideas for helping
Turkey in that regard, some of which did not
involve the direct outlay of tax dollars or the
transfer from one government to another. We
agreed there would be further discussions be-
tween our people today and perhaps tomorrow.
And I think if we reach an understanding, I
should let the Prime Minister announce it at
the appropriate time if we can work it out. But
we’re going to have a very serious dialog about
that in an attempt to recognize the significant
price that Turkey has paid for supporting not
only the United States but the world’s policies
in this regard.

Q. Is the U.S. giving enough support to Tur-
key’s fights against international terrorism threat-
ening its territorial integrity? What is the joint
policy toward countries supporting PKK’s ter-
rorism?

The President. To both of us, right? Well,
that question has become far more immediate
and important to the United States just in the
last 24 hours as an American citizen has been
taken hostage by the PKK. I guess I should
start by restating our country’s policies: We
don’t bargain or negotiate with terrorists. And
we intend to work with Turkey. It’s not fair
for us to do, as we’ve done in the past, to
urge Turkey to not only be a democratic country
but to recognize human rights and then not
to help the Government of Turkey deal with
terrorism within its own borders. And so we
discussed some ways today that we might co-
operate further, and I think you will see some
more cooperation between our two nations on
this front.

Q. Actually, I had a question for the Prime
Minister.

The President. Good. The more, the merrier.

Somalia
Q. As someone who has troops stationed in

Somalia, does it concern you at all that the
United States is now so committed to with-
drawing on March 31st? Does it place you in
a difficult position?

Prime Minister Ciller. Well, as Mr. President
pointed out, we had a very candid conversation
on that. And I pointed out to Mr. President
that our people have concern over the issue
as well. But if peace is to be maintained and
if we will pursue the kind of cooperation we
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have shown in history, we should be acting to-
gether. And in that spirit and in the belief that
this will help peace, we sent troops to Somalia.
And we intend to have a peaceful solution there,
and we hope to support that with that belief.

It is true that my people are concerned over
the issue for one more reason. They feel that
if our troops are in Somalia, then why aren’t
they in Azerbaijan as well? Why aren’t we acting
together in Azerbaijan where there is Armenian
invasion? Of course, these are things that we
further discussed, and there are ways of co-
operation on this as well. And I feel that we
should act together on all grounds and try to
have a peaceful solution for the world in gen-
eral.

Q. Are you thinking about withdrawing your
troops around the same time as the U.S.?

Prime Minister Ciller. We haven’t discussed
the details on that during our conversation. As
I said, the troops are there for the making of
peace. And the sooner we make peace, the soon-
er we will be out of that. I know that the Con-
gress has a firm date on that, as of yesterday.
But it is not something that we have taken up
in my country as of yet.

The President. Let me also remind you of
one thing about this. The United States went
there, as I said, with some people representing
that we might even be through within a couple
of months, on a humanitarian mission. The
United Nations has decided to adopt the hu-
manitarian mission and to try to help keep peace
alive to avoid reverting to the conditions that
existed before we went there.

That was inevitable and altogether laudable.
But there are many other things that have to
be done in the world. And the United States
will have borne the great mass of that burden.
And if we stay through March—we may be able
to finish our mission before then, but if we
stay all the way, we will have stayed from De-
cember of ’92 through the end of March of
’94, much, much longer than anyone expected
us to stay in the beginning, adopting a mission
that is somewhat broader than the one we un-
dertook in the beginning. And I think it will
make it easier if there needs to be a smaller
and less militarily oriented United Nations force
continuing to work in a peace process. I think
it will be easier, not more difficult, to do.

So this is not calling a halt to the international
operation itself or to the end of our involvement
in global affairs, but simply to say that to stay

a year and 3 months, 4 months, on a mission
that was originally touted as perhaps as short
as 2 months is quite a long time and enough
in terms of the contribution that we have made
in this area. So that among other things, we’ll
be free to fulfill our responsibilities in other
parts of the world.

Q. Mr. President, in the last couple of days
President Bush, Secretary Cheney, former Sec-
retary Baker have all criticized this administra-
tion’s handling of the Somalia policy, from a
lot of different angles, from naiveté to mission
creep; that they said we just went there to feed
people, and that’s what we should have done.
I’m curious, what is your reaction to that criti-
cism, and do you draw the lesson from your
own experience in Somalia that maybe there
really is no such thing as pure humanitarian
intervention, that some level of political author-
ity building or nation building is almost by defi-
nition necessary in any of these missions?

The President. First of all, I think it would
be inappropriate for me to react to what they
said. I will say this. It may have been naive
for anyone to seriously assert in the beginning
that you could go into a situation as politically
and militarily charged as that one, give people
food, turn around and leave, and expect every-
thing to be hunky dory.

We tried to limit our mission by turning it
over to the United Nations. We recognized that
in turning it over to the United Nations we
would have to stay a little while longer while
the United Nations sought to bring in others
to replace us, so that the feeding and the calm-
ness of life that does pervade almost all of So-
malia could continue. And what happened was,
after the Pakistani soldiers were killed and the
U.N. passed the resolution saying that someone
ought to be held accountable, at the moment
the United States was the only country capable
of serving the police function.

You can say, ‘‘Well, we should have simply
refused to do that and said that was someone
else’s problem.’’ Then the question would have
become, ‘‘Well, what kind of a friend is the
United States?’’ The Pakistanis were there shoul-
der to shoulder with us; they were ready to
put themselves in harm’s way, just as we were.
Should we walk away just because it was them
that got killed instead of us? This was not an
easy question.

The error that was made, for which I think
all of the parties must take responsibility, includ-
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ing the United States, was that when the police
function was undertaken, the U.N. mission low-
ered the political dialog so that the people that
were involved over there in Mogadishu thought,
‘‘This is not police officers,’’ to use an American
analogy, ‘‘this is not police officers arresting sus-
pects in a crime. This is a military operation
designed to take a group out of a dialog about
the political future of Somalia.’’ We never in-
tended that.

And that’s where the U.N. mission went awry.
And that’s where if there was a mission creep,
it happened there, and we did not contain it
quickly enough. I thought I had done so at
my speech to the United Nations. I did my
best there. So I think that, if we’re going to
analyze the error, it seems to me that was where
the error occurred.

And I think we learned a very valuable lesson
there. The United States should avoid whenever
possible being the police officer because it raises
all these superpower military, all these other
questions—and in any case, we can’t go into
any sort of situation like this ever and allow
the political dialog to collapse, because in the
end, all these folks, not just in Somalia but
everywhere else in the world, ultimately have
to resolve their own problems and take responsi-
bility for their own destiny. So that’s the way
I would characterize what has happened and
what I think we have learned.

And in fairness, I think we ought to give
another question or two to the Turkish journal-
ists who are here.

Cyprus
Q. To which extent, Mr. President—to both

of you—did you discuss the Cyprus issue? To
which extent?

The President. Yes, we discussed the Cyprus
issue, and I would like to compliment the Prime
Minister. I was encouraged. As I think you prob-
ably know, this has been an important issue
to me for some time. The Prime Minister ex-
pressed her strong support for having the elec-
tions in northern Cyprus by the end of Novem-
ber and for resuming a dialog on confidence-
building measures and her hope that she would
have a constructive relationship with the new
Government in Greece. And I think for a Turk-
ish Prime Minister, that’s about all I could ask
right now. I was very impressed with what she
said, and I look forward to our common efforts
to try to resolve this in the near future.

Perhaps she would like to say something
about it.

Prime Minister Ciller. Would you want me
to comment on that further?

Q. Yes, please.
Prime Minister Ciller. Well, as I am having

the 50th government and as a new Prime Min-
ister, I feel that a solution in Cyprus should
be found and as soon as possible. We feel that
there are two communities there that need to
come together. Maybe a new methodology can
be searched for as well. But the fact remains
that a solution should be found there at a time
when other crises are emerging elsewhere in
the part of the geography.

I was very happy to find out about what hap-
pened between Israel and Palestine. And I have
to congratulate the leadership that was shown
by the President and the United States through-
out the history for that. But we are dedicated
to finding a solution in Cyprus; very much so.

The only thing that might be of a retardance
in that is using of this variable in domestic poli-
tics. I think we should not let that happen.
We should not let that happen in Cyrus. We
should not let that happen in Turkey. We should
not let that happen in Greece, as well.

Russia
Q. Mr. President, on the way flying here,

our Prime Minister said she has some concerns
about Russian advances in the Caucasus, espe-
cially in Georgia and Azerbaijan, and that this
could lead to a trend of new Russian expan-
sionism. Do you share this concern?

The President. Well, I think Russia is like
most other large countries with several million
people, there are different currents and different
views there. But let me say this: I believe that
President Yeltsin does not want an imperialist
Russia. I think President Yeltsin wants a Russia
that can rebuild itself from within, economically.

As you know, in the conflict in Georgia over
the last year there was all sorts of ambivalence
and mixed signals from the Russian army sta-
tioned there, notwithstanding the position of
President Yeltsin at times when the span of con-
trol seemed in question.

In terms of Azerbaijan, I think the Prime
Minister has made a very important point, that
the Russians should, of course, be involved in
the resolution of that crisis, but that for the
people to feel good about it within the country
and Nagorno-Karabakh and beyond, they can’t
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do it alone. Someone else should be involved
also in some form or fashion. That’s why the
United States has strongly supported the so-
called Minsk process, in the hope that we won’t
have an exclusive solution by anyone but that
there can be a shared sense of responsibility
there.

Thank you very much. Thank you.
Prime Minister Ciller. Thank you. And I have

to thank Mr. President one more time for wear-
ing the Turkish manufactured tie. Good sign
of cooperation. [Laughter]

The President. That’s right. This is my gift
from the Prime Minister today, so I thought
I should wear it.

Prime Minister Ciller. My people will be
proud. Thank you very much again.

The President. Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s 29th news conference
began at 1:48 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to the PKK,
the Kurdish Communist Party.

The President’s News Conference
October 15, 1993

Haiti

The President. Ladies and gentlemen, during
the past few days, we have witnessed a brutal
attempt by Haiti’s military and police authorities
to thwart the expressed desire of the Haitian
people for democracy. On Monday, unruly ele-
ments, unrestrained by the Haitian military, vio-
lently prevented American and United Nations
personnel from carrying out the steps toward
that goal. Yesterday, gunmen assassinated pro-
democracy Justice Minister Malary.

There are important American interests at
stake in Haiti and in what is going on there.
First, there are about 1,000 American citizens
living in Haiti or working there. Second, there
are Americans there who are helping to operate
our Embassy. Third, we have an interest in pro-
moting democracy in this hemisphere, especially
in a place where such a large number of Hai-
tians have clearly expressed their preference for
President. And finally, we have a clear interest
in working toward a government in Haiti that
enables its citizens to live there in security so
they do not have to flee in large numbers and
at great risk to themselves to our shores and
to other nations.

Two American administrations and the entire
international community have consistently con-
demned the 1991 military coup that ousted
President Aristide. In response to United States,
Latin American, and United Nations sanctions
and pressure, Haiti’s military rulers agreed with
civilian leaders on a plan to restore democracy.
That plan was reached under the auspices of

the Organization of the American States and
the United Nations. It was concluded on July
the 3d on Governors Island here in the United
States.

Yesterday the United Nations Security Coun-
cil, upon the recommendations of its special ne-
gotiator for Haiti, Dante Caputo, voted to reim-
pose stiff sanctions against Haiti, including an
embargo on oil imports, until order is restored
and the Governors Island process is clearly re-
sumed.

Those sanctions will go into effect on Monday
night unless Haiti’s security forces put democ-
racy back on track between now and then. I
will also be imposing additional unilateral sanc-
tions, such as revoking visas and freezing the
assets of those who are perpetrating the violence
and their supporters.

The United States strongly supports the Gov-
ernors Island process, the new civilian govern-
ment of Prime Minister Malval, and the return
to Haiti of President Aristide.

I have today ordered six destroyers to patrol
the waters off Haiti so that they are in a position
to enforce the sanctions fully when they come
into effect Monday night. I have also offered
and ordered an infantry company to be on
standby at Guantanamo Naval Base in Cuba just
a short distance from Haiti. The purpose of
these actions is this: to ensure the safety of
the Americans in Haiti and to press for the
restoration of democracy there through the
strongest possible enforcement of the sanctions.

The military authorities in Haiti simply must
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