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at home. We can do that. That is the right
answer.

Mr. Justice Holmes was quoted by Senator
Kennedy. He once said that we must all be
involved in the action and passion of our time
for fear of being judged not to have lived. No
one would ever level that indictment against
John Kennedy.

This is our decisive moment. This is the end
of the cold war. This is the dawn of the 21st
century. There are many complex, frustrating
problems which have very simple and profound
and often painful impacts in the lives of the
people that we have all struggled to serve. But
in these moments, we have to reach deep into
ourselves, to our deepest values, to our strongest
spirit, and reach out, not shrink back. In these
moments our character is tested as individuals
and as a nation. The problems we share today
are widely shared by other advanced nations.
No one has all the answers, but we do know
one thing: We will never find the answer if
we don’t continue on the journey. If we turn
back to a proven path of failure, we will never
know what we might have become in a new
and different age where thankfully, hopefully,
my daughter, our children, and our grand-
children will at least be free of the fear of
nuclear destruction and where at least most of
the competition we face will be based on what

is in our minds, not what is in our hands in
the forms of weapons.

I tell you, my fellow Americans, for all the
difficulties at this age, this is an age many gen-
erations of our predecessors would have prayed
to live in. These are the challenges so many
of our predecessors would have longed to em-
brace. How can we turn away from them?

What we owe John Kennedy today at this
museum is to make the museum come alive
not only in our memories but in our actions.
Let us embrace the future with vigor. Let us
say we can never expect too little of ourselves.
Let us never demand too little of each other.
Let us never walk away from the legacy of gen-
erations of Americans who themselves have
paved the way. Let us be more like those Amer-
icans who came home after the Second World
War and less like those who withdrew after the
First World War.

The 21st century can be our century if we
approach it with the vigor, the determination,
the wisdom, and the sheer confidence and joy
of life that John Kennedy brought to America
in 1960.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:41 a.m. at the
Steven E. Smith Center.

Remarks on NAFTA to Gillette Employees in Boston, Massachusetts
October 29, 1993

Thank you very much. I’ve had a good time
here today. I’m a satisfied customer, that’s true.
And I rarely cut myself, and when I do, it’s
my fault, not yours. [Laughter]

Mr. Zeien and Governor Weld, Senator Ken-
nedy, Senator Kerry, Congressman Moakley,
Congressman Kennedy, and my other friends
here today. This was a good experience for me
for a lot of reasons. I’ve had a wonderful day
today. We dedicated the Kennedy Museum over
at the Kennedy Library. I urge you all to go
and see it. It’s wonderful, improved, accessible.
It’s terrific. And they even put a little clip of
me in there talking, so I like it better. [Laugh-
ter]

And I spoke at the Kennedy Library about
the challenges that President Kennedy faced

over 30 years ago: trying to get America to solve
its problems here at home, which at that time
were largely the problems of civil rights, and
still to be adventuresome when looking toward
the future; when he launched the space pro-
gram, which we’re trying to keep alive and keep
going today; when he agreed to establish and
push for the establishment of the Peace Corps
and the Alliance for Progress in Latin America;
and when he started a trade adjustment program
for people who lost their jobs in trade because
he knew that if we did it right, we’d always
have more winners than losers, but people who
lost their jobs should be retrained so they could
get new and different jobs. And this is the kind
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of replay in some ways of that time, with a
more complex and difficult set of problems.

I feel right at home here, when before—I
tell people, back when I had a life, before I
became President—I was the Governor of what
my opponent in the last election called ‘‘a small
southern State’’ that had 22 percent of its work
force in manufacturing. And my job was essen-
tially schools and jobs. That’s what I did for
a living. I was in plants all the time; I frequently
worked shifts in plants. I understand a little
bit about machine tools and how they work and
how they’re adjusted. I now know what a bam,
a cam, and a pam is.

I had some plants when I was the Governor
of my State that shut down and went to Mexico.
And because it was a small State, I knew who
they were and what they did for a living. I
was quite proud of the fact that before I left
office, I brought one of them back, because
our people were doing a better job in produc-
tivity and product modification, just like you are.

And so I want to talk a little bit today just
as briefly as I can, because Mr. Zeien has al-
ready said how this plant and this company will
benefit if NAFTA passes. Everybody knows
there will be some winners and some losers.
But there’s a lot of sort of fogginess about why
this is good for America or why it’s bad. And
I want to go through this because I need your
help. And the Congress needs your help, not
his help. With all due respect to him, Members
of Congress know most business people are for
NAFTA, but they can figure out that if you’re
smart and you’re running a business, you can
benefit six and one-half dozen of the other. That
is, you could benefit in Mexico or in the U.S.
So the Members of Congress want to know that
you’re going to win if it passes. And you hired
them; so they should want to know if you’re
going to win, right? They work for you, just
like I do.

The first thing I want to say is, I have lived
with the manufacturing changes of the last 15
years. And I would never knowingly do anything
that would cost Americans jobs.

I am for this agreement for quite a few rea-
sons. The first and big reason is this: There
is no evidence whatever that a wealthy country
cannot only grow wealthier but can actually cre-
ate jobs and raise incomes unless it expands
trade and promotes the growth of the global
economy. Why? Because if you have a stagnant
economy, when, as you know, you can move

money around the world in a millisecond—tech-
nology can be adapted around the world, man-
agement can be moved around the world—if
you have a stagnant economy and poorer coun-
tries are growing with new manufacturing, that
means that people in richer countries will work
harder for less money.

That is exactly what has happened in the
United States for 20 years. A lot of hourly wage
earners have worked harder for lower wages.
But guess what, it’s happening everywhere. If
you look at Europe where there’s no growth
today, if you look at France even when they
had growth, the unemployment rate in the last
5 years never going below 9.5 percent, it is
clear that a wealthy country can only grow
wealthier in terms of jobs and income at a time
when the global economy is growing and they
are selling more of their products and services
beyond their borders as well as within their bor-
ders. Nobody has ever been able to demonstrate
the contrary to me in the modern world.

So therefore, one of our biggest problems in
America today is no growth in Europe, no
growth in Japan. One of our biggest opportuni-
ties is that Latin America, including Mexico, is
the second fastest growing part of the world.
And it’s right here handy, and they like to buy
our products.

The second thing I want to say is this: A
lot of the problems people have with this
NAFTA agreement they have because they be-
lieve that the present relationships we have with
Mexico have encouraged people, because wages
and cost of production are lower there, to go
to what is called the maquilladora area. It’s right
across the American border in Mexico. If you
produce there, you can send your product back
into our country duty-free. We created that sev-
eral years ago since we wanted to help Mexico
grow. But in the 1980’s when the global econ-
omy got really tough and the screws were tight-
ened on company after company after company,
a lot of people said, ‘‘Okay, we’ll move down
there.’’

Now, here’s the second reason I’m for
NAFTA. All the problems associated with the
maquilladora issue will get better if we adopt
it, and they won’t if we don’t. That is, forget
about selling razor blades in Mexico. Just imag-
ine what’s going on to the plants that have
moved down there. If this agreement passes,
labor costs in Mexico will go up more rapidly,
environmental costs will go up more rapidly.
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Their requirement that products sold in Mexico
be produced in Mexico will be reduced. We’ll
go from selling one to 50,000 or 60,000 Amer-
ican cars in the first year this agreement goes
into effect. Their tariffs will go down.

So I understand the resentments, the fears,
the insecurities of people, probably a lot of them
who work within 20 miles of this plant. But
we’ve got to read the agreement. The agreement
makes those problems better, not worse. And
that’s the other reason I’m for it.

Finally, just let me say this: There will be
some people who will be dislocated. There al-
ways are. If you have a trade agreement, just
as President Kennedy recognized in 1962, there
always are. I intend to ask the Congress to lit-
erally revolutionize the unemployment and the
training system in this country.

You know, the average person who loses their
job today does not get called back to the same
company. That’s the way it was for 40 years.
It’s not true anymore. The average person who
loses a job today has to go find a job with
a different company. Often it’s a very different
kind of job.

I agree with what Senator Kerry said: It’s
one thing to talk about changing work seven
times in a lifetime and another thing to do it.
If every one of you stays with Gillette until
you retire, I’ll bet you anything you’ll have to
change what you do. If every one of you stays
with this company—some of you are quite
young—for 20, 30, 40 years, you know as well
as I do, 10 years from now the nature of your
work will be different than it is today, even
if you have the same employer. Isn’t that right?

I know how different these machines are.
How long ago was it when there wasn’t anybody
on an assembly line reading a computer? How
long ago was it that you had to do all your
quality checks visually and it took longer and
not as well? I mean, the world is changing.

So as cruel or tough as it is, we can’t pretend
that it’s not going to happen. You could—if we
can’t get all our titles straightened out, you
could give us all—we could all shift and take
one another’s job and we couldn’t repeal the
changes. They’re going to happen.

So we have to decide, are we going to make
these changes our friend or our enemy? Or are
we going to have more Gillettes or more plants
close down? Are we going to find more markets
so we can secure the jobs we’ve got, add more
jobs, and so companies can afford to give pay

raises to their employees, or not? That is what
is at stake.

There are a lot of misconceptions about Mex-
ico. A lot of people say, ‘‘Well, we’ve got a
trade surplus with them now, but only because
they’re buying our plant and machinery so they
can put up plants that 5 years from now they’ll
be shipping all this stuff back here, and we’ll
have a trade deficit.’’ Let me tell you something:
40 percent of the dollar value of our exports
in the entire world are in capital goods, that
is, things that can be used in manufacturing;
60 percent in consumer products. But in Mex-
ico, only 33 percent of their purchases of our
products are in capital goods; two-thirds in con-
sumer products, like razor blades; two-thirds—
more than the global average. That country now
is the second biggest purchaser of American
products. There’s 90 million people there, and
they’re handy.

And you say, ‘‘Well, what do they get out
of this deal?’’ I’ll tell you what they get out
of this deal. If we adopt this deal, it will be
safer and more secure and more attractive for
Americans to invest in Mexico, not along the
border to export to America but down in Mexico
City or over in Vera Cruz or in other places
to put them to work making products for them-
selves. And that’s good for you, too. Why? Be-
cause if more of them have jobs and the more
income they’ve got, the more products of ours
they can buy.

Now, we have a trade problem in America
today, but it’s not with Mexico, and it’s not
with Latin America. Tiny Colombia has in-
creased their purchases of American products
69 and 64 percent in the last 2 years. What’s
our trade problem: $49 billion trade deficit with
Japan; $19 billion trade deficit with China; $9
billion trade deficit with Taiwan. We’ve got a
$5.7 billion trade surplus with Mexico, and we’re
worried about them, when they want to buy
more of our products?

Look, the people that are against this have
legitimate fears and resentments and anger.
There were a lot of workers that were thrown
in the streets over the last 15 or 20 years. We
have gone through two decades when a lot of
hourly workers never got a pay raise. We are
having a tough time creating jobs and income.
But we don’t want to cut off our nose to spite
our face. We can’t let this trade agreement be-
come the flypaper that catches all those fears,
because it will make it better not worse.
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So I say, if you believe that, because you
know what the experience of this company is,
I want you to sit down and write a letter, not
a pressure letter but a nice letter. Really, just
two lines, to the Senators, to the Congressmen,
or collect them all up and send them here and
let them send them in. But they need to know
that there’s somebody out here in Massachu-
setts, somebody out here in south Boston, some-
body in the entire United States that’s going
to make a living out of this deal, that under-
stands that we’re going to get more jobs and
higher incomes and more opportunities if we
do this. Because if we turn it away, it’s really
going to be a terrible thing.

You know, we actually get a trade advantage
over the Japanese and the Europeans in Mexico
if this passes? And if it fails and they still need
the money to develop their country, what are
we going to do, what’s Gillette going to do in
Mexico if they turn around and give that trade
advantage to somebody else? If they offer this
same deal to somebody else, I’ll guarantee you
the Japanese, the European Community would
take this deal in a heartbeat. This is a good
deal. It is no accident that the Ministry of Trade

in Japan has come out against this deal. It is
a good thing for us.

So I ask you to talk to your friends and neigh-
bors, talk to the people who are worried about
it, tell them their fears are well-founded, but
they don’t have anything to do with this agree-
ment. This agreement will make it better. And
meanwhile, we will keep working to build the
security that Americans need.

We’ve already had more private sector jobs
come into this economy in 9 months than in
the previous 4 years. We’re tackling the health
care issue. We’re tackling the deficit issue. Inter-
est rates are at a 30-year low. We are moving
in the right direction. But I’m telling you, noth-
ing I do as your President within the borders
of the United States can create more jobs and
higher incomes unless somebody buys the stuff
we produce. And that requires us to expand
our market. Help us to do that by personally
telling the Members of Congress you’d appre-
ciate it if they vote for the NAFTA agreement.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:20 p.m. on the
factory floor. In his remarks, he referred to Alfred
M. Zeien, CEO, Gillette Co.

Statement on the Situation in Haiti
October 29, 1993

The military and police authorities in Haiti
continue to defy the will of the Haitian people
and the international community. Their per-
sistent obstructionism has prevented democ-
racy’s return, an important United States inter-
est. We have other interests involved as well.
I am committed to ensure the safety of over
1,000 Americans living and working in Haiti.
We must also give Haitians hope in their own
land so they do not risk the perils of the sea
to try to reach our shores.

The continued violence and intimidation by
the Haitian military and police authorities have
made it impossible for President Aristide to re-
turn to Haiti tomorrow, as scheduled under the
Governors Island Agreement of July 3. I have
called President Aristide and Prime Minister
Malval today to reaffirm America’s commitment
to finding a negotiated solution to this crisis.

I welcome and applaud the invitation of U.N.
Secretary-General Boutros-Ghali, announced by
U.N./OAS Special Envoy Dante Caputo, to all
parties to meet next week in Haiti to get the
Governors Island process back on track. The
Haitian military and police leaders must not de-
lude themselves into thinking they have de-
stroyed the Governors Island process. We re-
main firmly committed to that process and the
consolidation of Haitian democracy. Next week’s
meeting offers the opportunity to resolve the
outstanding issues between all sides. I urge all
parties to act in good faith and with flexibility
and with the interests of all Haitians at heart.
President Aristide must be allowed to return
home to the Haitian people who elected him
by a landslide in 1991.

President Aristide’s address to the U.N. Gen-
eral Assembly October 28 reaffirmed his dedica-
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