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my trip to Mexico—that we’ve got a plan to
do this that’s good for America, good for Mex-
ico, and basically good for our entire region.

But I strongly feel we should certify them.
That’s the recommendation Secretary Albright
has made to me. I think she was right, and
I’m going to do my best to persuade the Con-
gress that we’re right.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s 138th news conference
began at 2:36 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to Prime Min-
ister Binyamin Netanyahu of Israel; Chairman
Yasser Arafat of the Palestinian Authority; King
Hussein I of Jordan; President Hafiz al-Asad of
Syria; and President Ernesto Zedillo of Mexico.

Statement on Senator Wendell H. Ford’s Decision Not To Seek Reelection
March 10, 1997

Senator Wendell Ford has served his home
State of Kentucky with pride and distinction for
four terms as a Member of the U.S. Senate.
He has been a leader in the Democratic Party
and a personal friend for many years. Senator
Ford’s tireless efforts as a veteran, businessman,
Lieutenant Governor, and Governor before com-
ing to Washington have earned him the admira-

tion of all who know him. I will miss his leader-
ship and advice on Capitol Hill but know that
he will continue to find ways to improve the
lives of the constituents he has served so well
for so long. Kentucky and the Nation are better
for his dedication and service. Hillary and I wish
him, his wife, Jean, and their family well in
the years to come.

Letter to Congressional Leaders Transmitting the Report on Peacekeeping
Operations
March 10, 1997

Dear Mr. Chairman:
Enclosed is a copy of the 1996 Annual Report

to the Congress on Peacekeeping, pursuant to
section 407(d) of the Foreign Relations Author-
ization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 (Public
Law 103–236).

Once again in 1996, multilateral peacekeeping
operations proved their worth in helping to de-
fuse conflict and alleviate humanitarian crises
around the world. Our support for the United
Nations and other peacekeeping options allows
us to protect our interests before they are di-
rectly threatened and ensures that others share
with us the risks and costs of maintaining stabil-
ity in the post-Cold War world.

The concerted efforts we have made over the
past few years have brought greater discipline
to peacekeeping decision-making in national
capitals and at the United Nations. Tough ques-
tions about the mandate, size, cost, duration,
and exit strategy for proposed missions are asked

and answered before they are approved. Careful
attention is also given to ensuring that those
responsible for leading the mission—whether
the United Nations, NATO, or a coalition of
concerned states—are capable of doing the job
at hand.

I hope you will find the enclosed report a
valuable and informative account of how the
United States uses peacekeeping to promote sta-
bility and protect its interests. It is important
that peacekeeping remain a viable choice when
we face situations in which neither inaction nor
unilateral American intervention is appropriate.
To that end, I look forward to working with
you on my proposal to continue our reform ef-
forts at the United Nations and to pay off our
peacekeeping debt.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON
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NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Jesse Helms,
chairman, Senate Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions; Strom Thurmond, chairman, Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services; Ted Stevens, chairman,
Senate Committee on Appropriations; Benjamin

A. Gilman, chairman, House Committee on Inter-
national Relations; Robert L. Livingston, chair-
man, House Committee on Appropriations; and
Floyd Spence, chairman, House Committee on
National Security.

Remarks to the Conference on Free TV and Political Reform and an
Exchange With Reporters
March 11, 1997

The President. Thank you. What a gift.
[Laughter] Thank you, Walter Cronkite. Thank
you, Paul Taylor, for your passion and your com-
mitment. Thank you, Senator McCain, Chairman
Hundt, Ann McBride, Becky Cain. And thank
you, Barry Diller, for what you have said about
this important issue. I am delighted to have
the chance to come here today, and I thank
the sponsors of this event.

Again, let me say that I participated in the
last election in the free television offered by
the networks. Thanks to the efforts of Paul Tay-
lor and Walter Cronkite and the members of
the Straight Talk Coalition, Senator Dole and
I were given a unique opportunity to talk di-
rectly to the voters—no gimmicks, no flashy
graphics—a full minute or two at a time. And
I really enjoyed it. I put a lot of effort into
those opportunities, and I’m sure that Senator
Dole did as well. I felt that they were a great
gift.

And Walter and I had a talk backstage before
we came out about how it might even be done
better in the next round of elections. Maybe
my opinions will carry more weight on such
matters since I never expect to run again for
anything. And I do believe that the free tele-
vision was a very important thing. I think if
it could be done, as we were discussing, at the
same time every evening on a given network
and back to back so that the candidates can
be seen in a comparative context, I think it
would be even more valuable.

We have to do some things to improve the
way our political system works at election time
and the way it communicates, or its leaders
communicate, to people all year around. This
should not be surprising to anyone. The Found-
ing Fathers understood that we were an experi-
ment. We’re still around after all of these years

because we have relished the idea that we are
an experiment, that America is a work in
progress, that we’re constantly in the making.
We always have to change.

A lot of good things have happened to expand
participation in the political system from the
time we were a new nation, when only white
male property owners could vote, and we have
to make some more changes now. But if you
look at the changes which have been made in
the last 200 years, we should be hopeful.

Television has the power to expand the fran-
chise or to shrink the franchise. Indeed, that
is true of all means of communications and all
media. We know that television is a profound
and powerful force. We know that we don’t
fully understand all of its implications—even
what you said, Walter, we don’t really know
what the connection is between television and
a diminished voter turnout. It could be because
there is a poll on television every night that
tells people about the election, so some people
think that there’s no point in their voting, be-
cause the person they’re for is going to win
anyway or the person they’re for can’t win any-
way.

We need to think about that, and that’s not
the subject of this meeting, but we need to—
we really need—all of us need more informa-
tion, more research, about why people vote and
why they don’t vote. There was a very—I’ve
seen one survey, done I believe for the Demo-
cratic Leadership Council, of the nonvoters. It’s
a poll that doesn’t pay off. You know, it was
done, after the election, of the nonvoters. But
it was very interesting, and some of the findings
were quite counterintuitive about why people
did or didn’t vote. But I would urge those of
you who are interested in it to get that, look
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