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Content should be transmitted freely across
national borders in response to a user’s request.
The Internet will promote cultural diversity by
expanding the selection and reach of low cost
distribution options for content, so trade barriers
to the free flow of content should be avoided.
Governments should not impose stronger restric-
tions on content on the Internet than exist in
the real world. In instances where users do not
wish to receive certain types of content, such
as that which is unsuitable for children, filtering/
blocking systems or other tools should be made
available. On-line service providers should not
be asked to monitor all the content being trans-
mitted over their network, but should be ex-
pected to work with domestic law enforcement
authorities as well as with their international
counterparts to stem the transmission of illegal
content.
10. Electronic payments.

Developments in this area should recognize
the importance of private sector leadership, and
should promote both a competitive market for
and user confidence in electronic payment sys-
tems.
11. Intellectual Property Rights.

Growth of electronic commerce depends on
the adequate protection of intellectual property
rights including industrial property rights and
copyrights. The global protection of patents con-
cerning infrastructure of electronic commerce is
essential for the progress of electronic com-
merce. The protection of copyrights will be as-
sisted by the prompt ratification and implemen-
tation of the WIPO Copyright Treaty and the
WIPO Performances and Phonograms Treaty.
12. Domain Name System.

In order to reach its full potential, the system
for registering, allocating and governing domain

names should be global, fair and market-based
and reflect the geographically and functionally
diverse nature of the Internet. The said system
should also give business the confidence that
trademark rights are to be protected by estab-
lishing a self-regulatory regime on a global basis.
13. Consumer Protection.

Electronic commerce should afford consumers
the same level of protection as is provided in
other forms of commerce.

III. Future Work
We will continue to work together to support

the development of global electronic commerce
in the future, through:
14. Close policy coordination between the
United States and Japan to promote electronic
commerce.
15. Continuing substantive bilateral discussions
at the experts level on issues regarding elec-
tronic commerce.
16. Encouraging private sector leadership
through dialogue and cooperation between the
private sectors of both countries, for example,
the Working Group on Electronic Commerce
of the U.S.-Japan Business Council.
17. Close cooperation between the United States
and Japan at international fora—which may in-
clude, for example, WTO, OECD, WIPO,
UNCITRAL and APEC—to support the devel-
opment of global electronic commerce.

NOTE: This statement was made available by the
Office of the Press Secretary on May 15 but was
not issued as a White House press release. An
original was not available for verification of the
content of this statement.

The President’s Radio Address
May 16, 1998

Good morning. This week I want to speak
to you about a matter of grave concern to the
United States and the international community:
India’s nuclear test explosions. These tests were
unjustified and threaten to spark a dangerous
nuclear arms race in Asia. As a result, and in
accordance with our laws, I have imposed seri-

ous sanctions against India, including an end
to our economic assistance, military financing,
and credit or loan guarantees.

I’m at the G–8 summit of the major industrial
powers in Birmingham, England, where the
major nations here, along with friends and allies
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around the world, have joined us in condemning
India’s actions

This is especially disappointing to me because
I have long supported stronger ties between the
United States and India. After all, India will
soon be the world’s most populous country. Al-
ready it has the world’s largest middle class and
50 years of vibrant democracy to its credit. And
America has been immeasurably enriched by the
contributions of Indian-Americans who work
hard, believe in education, and have really been
good citizens.

For all these reasons, the United States and
India should be close friends and partners for
the 21st century. And they make it all the more
unfortunate that India has pursued this course
at a time when most nations are working hard
to leave the terror of the nuclear age behind.
So in this instance, India is on the wrong side
of history.

Over the past few years, we’ve made remark-
able progress in reducing nuclear arsenals
around the world and combating the spread of
nuclear weapons. Building on the work of the
Reagan and Bush administrations, we entered
that START I treaty into force, lowering both
Russian and American nuclear arsenals. And we
ratified START II to go further. Now, when
Russia’s Parliament approves START II, we’ll
be on course to cut American and Russian nu-
clear arsenals by two-thirds from their cold war
height.

We also worked with Ukraine, Belarus, and
Kazakhstan to return to Russia the nuclear
weapons left on their land when the Soviet
Union broke apart. We extended indefinitely
and unconditionally the Non-Proliferation Trea-
ty, which makes it harder for states that do
not now possess nuclear weapons to acquire
them. And just last month, working with the
United Kingdom and the Republic of Georgia,
we helped to secure a small amount of bomb-
grade uranium in the Republic of Georgia that
could have posed a serious danger if it had
fallen into the wrong hands.

Two years ago I was proud to be the first
national leader to sign the Comprehensive Test

Ban Treaty, first proposed by President Eisen-
hower, advanced by President Kennedy, and
brought to conclusion by my administration
working with almost 60 other nations. This trea-
ty, called the CTBT, bans all nuclear explosions,
thus making it more difficult for the nuclear
states to produce more advanced and dangerous
weapons and much harder for nonnuclear states
to develop them in the first place. Already, 149
other nations have signed on.

The CTBT also strengthens our ability to de-
tect and deter nuclear testing by other countries.
That’s a mission we must pursue, with or with-
out this treaty, as India’s actions so clearly re-
mind us. The CTBT’s global network of sensors
and the short-notice on-site inspections it allows
will improve our ability to monitor and discour-
age countries from cheating.

I submitted the treaty to the Senate last fall.
Now it’s all the more important that the Senate
act quickly, this year, so that we can increase
the pressure on and isolation of other nations
that may be considering their own nuclear test
explosions.

The Indian Government has put itself at odds
with the international community over these nu-
clear tests. I hope India will reverse course from
the dangerous path it has chosen by signing
the CTBT immediately and without conditions.
And India’s neighbors can set a strong example
of responsibility for the world by not yielding
to the pressure to follow India’s example and
conduct their own nuclear tests. I hope they
won’t do that.

We have an opportunity to leave behind the
darkest moments of the 20th century and em-
brace the most brilliant possibilities of the 21st.
To do it, we must walk away from nuclear weap-
ons, not toward them. Let us renew our deter-
mination to end the era of nuclear testing once
and for all.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 11:20 p.m.
on May 15 at the Swallow Hotel in Birmingham,
United Kingdom, for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on
May 16.
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