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conditions more favorable for U.S. private in-
vestment and thus strengthen the development
of its private sector.

The Treaty is fully consistent with U.S. policy
toward international and domestic investment.
A specific tenet of U.S. policy, reflected in this
Treaty, is that U.S. investment abroad and for-
eign investment in the United States should re-
ceive national treatment. Under this Treaty, the
Parties also agree to international law standards
for expropriation and compensation for expro-
priation; free transfer of funds related to invest-
ments; freedom of investments from perform-

ance requirements; fair, equitable, and most-fa-
vored-nation treatment; and the investor’s or in-
vestment’s freedom to choose to resolve disputes
with the host government through international
arbitration.

I recommend that the Senate consider this
Treaty as soon as possible, and give its advice
and consent to ratification of the Treaty, with
Annex, at an early date.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
February 28, 1996.

Letter to Representative John Conyers, Jr., on Abortion Legislation
February 28, 1996

Dear John:

I understand that the House is preparing to
consider H.R. 1833, as amended by the Senate,
which would prohibit doctors from performing
a certain type of abortion. I want to make the
Congress aware of my position on this extremely
complex issue.

I have always believed that the decision to
have an abortion should be between a woman,
her conscience, her doctor, and her God. I
strongly believe that legal abortions—those abor-
tions that the Supreme Court ruled in Roe v.
Wade must be protected—should be safe and
rare. I have long opposed late-term abortions
except, as the law requires, where they are nec-
essary to protect the life of the mother or where
there is a threat to her health. In fact, as Gov-
ernor of Arkansas, I signed into law a bill that
barred third trimester abortions except where
they were necessary to protect the life or health
of the woman, consistent with the Supreme
Court’s rulings.

The procedure described in H.R. 1833 is very
disturbing, and I cannot support its use on an
elective basis, where the abortion is being per-
formed for non-health related reasons and there
are equally safe medical procedures available.
As I understand it, however, there are rare and
tragic situations that can occur in a woman’s
pregnancy in which, in a doctor’s medical judg-
ment, the use of this procedure may be nec-
essary to save a woman’s life or to preserve

her health. In those situations, the Constitution
requires that a woman’s ability to choose this
procedure be protected.

I have studied and prayed about this issue,
and about the families who must face this awful
choice, for many months. I believe that we have
a duty to try to find common ground: a resolu-
tion to this issue that respects the views of
those—including myself—who object to this par-
ticular procedure, but also upholds the Supreme
Court’s requirement that laws regulating abor-
tion protect both the life and the health of
American women.

I have concluded that H.R. 1833 as drafted
does not meet the constitutional requirements
that the Supreme Court has imposed upon us,
in Roe and the decisions that have followed it,
to provide protections for both the life and the
health of the mother in any laws regulating
abortions.

I am prepared to support H.R. 1833, how-
ever, if it is amended to make clear that the
prohibition of this procedure does not apply to
situations in which the selection of the proce-
dure, in the medical judgment of the attending
physician, is necessary to preserve the life of
the woman or avert serious adverse health con-
sequences to the woman.

I urge the Congress to amend H.R. 1833 to
ensure that it protects the life and the health
of the woman, as the law we have been elected
to uphold requires.
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Sincerely,

BILL CLINTON

NOTE: This letter was made available by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on February 28 but
was not issued as a White House press release.

Statement on the Northern Ireland Peace Process
February 28, 1996

I welcome the announcement made today by
British Prime Minister Major and Irish Prime
Minister Bruton of a path to negotiations for
a just and lasting settlement in Northern Ire-
land. I want to express my admiration for these
two leaders, who have shown so much courage
and determination in the cause of peace. The
clear path they have laid out leads to inclusive
talks on the future of Northern Ireland, once
the cease-fire has been restored. I am convinced
that this is the path supported by the over-
whelming majority of the people of Northern
Ireland, who have so resoundingly rejected vio-
lence and embraced peace. I call on those who
have resorted to violence to heed the voice of
the people and cease their campaign of terror.

The process that Prime Ministers Bruton and
Major have announced will begin with intensive
consultations among the Governments and the
parties to reach agreement on a broadly accept-

able elective process, which will lead directly
and without preconditions to all-party negotia-
tions by June 10, 1996. The consultations, to
begin early next month, will also address the
framework for those negotiations and whether
to hold a referendum on support for the peace
process. I hope all the parties will commit them-
selves to participate fully in the process an-
nounced today in order to create the lasting
peace the people of Northern Ireland deserve.

The United States remains fully committed
to supporting the search for peace in which
the two Governments, the parties, and the peo-
ple of Northern Ireland have invested so much.
I will remain in close touch with Prime Min-
isters Major and Bruton, who know they have
my full support in their pursuit of peace. We
will continue to work with the parties in the
same cause.

Remarks Prior to a Meeting With Entertainment and Media Executives
February 29, 1996

Good morning. Let me once again welcome
all of you to the White House and thank you
for coming for what is a truly historic meeting.
Many of you have come from a long way away,
and I am gratified by this astonishing and posi-
tive turnout.

Three weeks ago today, I signed the tele-
communications bill. This is, as all of you well
know, truly landmark legislation that will free
the full force of American ingenuity and cre-
ativity. It will help us to better enrich minds,
to create more jobs, to help us understand one
another, to help us enjoy more entertainment,
and to help us grow together into the future.

Those of you who are gathered here today
will be the ones to unleash this American inge-

nuity. Arguably, you are the most powerful cul-
tural force in the world. But we know, too,
that freedom and creativity can truly thrive in
a free society that is also a responsible society.

In the State of the Union Address I chal-
lenged Congress to pass the telecommunications
bill and to include within it the V-chip. Congress
did that, agreeing that we should try the V-
chip to give parents more control over the con-
tent of television programs their children watch,
so that those that young people plainly should
not watch would at least be subject to some
parental control and influence.

I asked you here today so that we could dis-
cuss our common responsibilities to help our
children and our families. I believe the telecom
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