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And in the system we have, I wouldn’t still
be here doing what I’m doing if he didn’t do
what he’s done. You’d be amazed how many
conversations we have where we’re just talking
about the issues. ‘‘Well, how are you doing with
the Middle East peace process?’’ ‘‘Are you going
to get that Patients’ Bill of Rights or not?’’ So
the first thing I want you to know is this guy
believes in what we’re doing. If he didn’t, he
could be over there in the other party and he’d
be making more money, out of raising all this
money, than he’s going to do because of me
and what he’s doing for the Vice President.

The second thing I want you to know is that
he and I have one thing in common that maybe
shows that we both need help. [Laughter] But
we’re crazy enough to think that this is fun
and that we’re lucky to be doing this. I can
just tell you from my point of view, one or
two little other breaks in life and I’d still be
home doing deeds and real estate transfers, you
know. [Laughter] People say, ‘‘Oh, hasn’t it been
horrible?’’ I say, ‘‘Are you kidding? I could be
home writing deeds.’’ [Laughter]

You need to know—McAuliffe goes out to
L.A., and they say we’re having trouble financing
the convention. He’s there 3 hours, and total
strangers are walking up to him on the street
throwing money at him. I mean, it’s unbeliev-
able. [Laughter] Why? Because he’s having a
good time, obviously doing what he believes.

It is a great gift to be able to make people
believe that they can do something important
and enjoy it at the same time. It is a great
gift to make people believe that they have some-
thing unique that they can contribute. It is the

true mark of leadership, since none of us is
indispensable—me included—none of us have
the whole truth, and all of us have something
to give. He is better at making people under-
stand that than any human being I have ever
known.

And Stella was up here bragging about how
he had intelligence and energy and charm. And
I thought, where’s the blarney part? [Laughter]
But I’m telling you, I know this guy. I know
him well. And he’s kind of hot right now be-
cause he’s raising all this money and having a
good time doing it. But what you need to know
is, he believes in what he raised it for. He
believes in what we’ve done here these last 8
years. And he knows that we couldn’t have done
it if he hadn’t done what he did.

And he’s given in unique ways thousands of
us a chance to be a part of changing America
for the better. And I think that’s something that
his wife and his children and his family and
his friends ought to be very, very proud of.
Because this is a better country today because
of Terry McAuliffe.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:15 p.m. in the
Rooftop Ballroom at the Washington Hotel. In
his remarks, he referred to Stella O’Leary, presi-
dent, Irish-American Democrats; John D.
Raffaelli, partner, Washington Group; former U.S.
Ambassador to Singapore Timothy A. Chorba;
Rashid Chaudary, president, Raani Corporation;
former Secretary of State James A. Baker III; and
Mr. McAuliffe’s wife, Dorothy.

Remarks at a Hillary 2000 Dinner
June 21, 2000

That was one of my great jokes—[inaudi-
ble]—that I intended to be president again next
year, president of the Senate spouses club.
[Laughter]

Let me say that I love coming to this magnifi-
cent home. I’m always so happy here. It’s a
happy place. I love being here. And now I’m
here as surrogate-in-chief. Hillary is in New
York tonight, and I was delighted to come by
and have a chance to talk to you at the table.

I would like to just say a couple of things.
First of all, thank you. I am very grateful that
I’ve had a chance to serve as President. And
I’m grateful that I had a chance to get elected
in a moment where I felt that I had some ideas
that would change the country for the better—
and only after I’ve had years and years and
years and years of working seriously on these
ideas so I could test them, and it turned out
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most of them worked out pretty well. And I
feel good about it.

We’ve still got a lot of good things going,
and I think a lot of good things are going to
happen in the next 7 months. You may have
seen yesterday the House—the Senate passed
the hate crimes legislation I’ve been pushing
for 2 years. A couple of days before that, the
House reversed itself and decided to leave my
process of creating national monuments, to pro-
tect land for all time to come, alone. We’re
moving on a lot of the fronts that I hope we’ll
have some progress on. I think we will.

The second point I’d like to make is that
people come up to me all the time and say,
‘‘Well, who is going to win this election or that
election or the other?’’ Except I always say Hil-
lary now, but apart from that—and I believe
that very strongly. But I think my experience
has been that the outcome of elections are large-
ly determined by what the voters believe the
elections are about.

That’s what you were talking to me tonight
on the New York City—what you think the elec-
tion is about may determine more than anything
else which candidate you vote for. And what
I have been trying to hammer home all across
the country, to all kinds of audiences—partisan
audiences, nonpartisan audiences alike—is that
this election must be about what we’re going
to do with our prosperity.

Eight years ago when we were in deep trou-
ble—the economy was down; society was di-
vided; we had all kinds of difficulties—every-
body knew what we had to do. We had to roll
up our sleeves and get out of the ditch. We
had to turn things around. We had to put things
moving in the right direction. Well, now things
are moving in the right direction, and the real
question is, what do we do with it, not just
the budget surplus but the confidence, the ca-
pacity, to deal with the challenges facing the
country, to deal with the big opportunities out
there?

And if the American people think that is what
we should do, then we’re going to have a very
good election. Because that means it’s no longer
necessary to have one of these sort of mud-
slinging campaigns where everybody tries to
convince everybody else that their opponent is
just one step above a car thief. I mean, how
many elections have we had like that? That’s
not necessary. You start with the two Presi-
dential candidates, you go through these Senate

races, these House races, you’ve got people that
make a very presentable case for their point
of view and that argue it out. And so we really
can have an election about the future.

And I worked as hard as I could to turn
this country around, get it going in the right
direction, and that’s really what I want to have.
If you believe that, then there are three things
I want you to know—and don’t laugh. Number
one, it’s a really big election. How a country
deals with its prosperity is as important a test
of its character and judgment as how you deal
with adversity.

There’s not a person around this room tonight
who cannot remember one instance in your life
when you made a mistake not because things
were going so badly but because things were
going so well you thought there was no con-
sequence to the failure to concentrate. If you
live long enough—[inaudible]—everybody knows
that. So this is a big election.

Point number two, there are real and honest
differences between the candidates for Presi-
dent, for Senator, for the House, and people,
historically, pretty well do what they say they’re
going to do when they get in office. Contrary
to a popular expression that all politicians are
a bunch of slugs and don’t keep their word,
by and large, they do. If you look at all the
historical studies, they do pretty much what they
said they were going to do.

One of the proudest days I’ve had as Presi-
dent was in ’95, when things looked so bleak
for us, a scholar of the Presidency and the
media named Thomas Patterson published a re-
port and said I kept a higher percentage of
my promises to the American people than any
of the last five Presidents by ’95, even though
I’d made more, which made me feel very good.
But most people will do most of the things
they say.

And usually when a President doesn’t do it,
you wind up being glad. For example, aren’t
you glad that Abraham Lincoln didn’t keep his
promise not to free the slaves? That was one
of his 1860 campaign promises. Aren’t you glad
that Franklin Roosevelt didn’t keep his promise
to balance the budget in 1932, when we had
25 percent of the people out of work in 1933?
It would have been exactly the wrong thing to
do for him, just like it was the right thing to
do for me. So basically, you’ve got a big, impor-
tant election; you’ve got real differences.
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Now, here’s the third thing: Only the Demo-
crats want you to know what the differences
are. Really. The real differences. You see that
in the way the Republicans are basically trying
to make everybody forget they had a primary
season in which they made a lot of very specific
commitments, and they don’t want to talk about
them anymore.

But I think they’re honorable; I think they’ll
keep the commitments they made in the pri-
maries. And it makes it uncomfortable for them
when, like Mr. LaPierre, the NRA guy, says,
‘‘Well, we’ll have an office in the White House
if Bush wins the election,’’ because they want
him to go away until after the election.

But there are real differences, and by and
large, they relate to how we think we ought
to manage this moment of prosperity.

And I’ll just say a brief word about the Vice
President. I do believe by now I know him
as well as anybody besides his wife, maybe his
children. He’s been, by far—as a matter of his-
torical fact, he’s had, by far, a greater positive
impact on the country in this job than anyone
has ever had—in this job.

Now, I have to make full disclosure. That’s
a very self-serving statement for me, because
the way the job works depends on what the
President asks the Vice President to do. But
I’ve spent a lot of time studying the Presidency,
and I never could figure out why you would
want a Vice President who didn’t get up and
go to work every day. I never could figure out
why the Presidents felt threatened by their Vice
Presidents. I didn’t get all that stuff.

I picked Al Gore because he basically was
in tune with me, and we got along together.
But he knew things I didn’t know. He had expe-
riences I didn’t have, and he has made an abso-
lutely incalculable contribution to whatever good
we’ve accomplished in the White House. And
I think he should be elected because I agree
with his economic plan, as compared with the
alternative, and we need to keep the prosperity
going; because I know he’ll work harder to ex-
tend the benefits of our prosperity to other peo-
ple, whether it’s the differences they have over
the minimum wage or the Patients’ Bill of
Rights or you name it; and because he under-
stands the future. He understands issues like
climate change and the other energy and envi-
ronmental issues, or the Internet privacy issues,
which I predict will be very big for all of you
over the next 5 or 6 years. All of our medical

records and all of our financial records and all
of our other records, everything is on a com-
puter somewhere. I think that’s a big issue. I’m
very pro-high-technology. I’ve tried to do every-
thing I could to create as many jobs, to support
a competitive environment with the Tele-
communications Act and all. But I think these
privacy issues are going to be big.

So I think he’s good because I like his eco-
nomic plan. I think he’ll do more to help every-
body participate in our society, and I think he
understands the future. And it’s really important,
because the next 8 years are going to be dif-
ferent from the last 8. The issue is not whether
we’re going to change; the issue is how are
we going to change.

I wouldn’t vote for anybody that said, ‘‘Hey,
I’d like to be President because I’ll do every-
thing Bill Clinton did.’’ I wouldn’t support a
candidate—that would be wrong. Things are
changing too much. So that’s my take on that.

Now, in Hillary’s case, what I think will hap-
pen is she’ll go through a period of time
where—apparently, just looking, I saw Mr. Lazio
had a film the other day that had me on it
saying something nice about him. Well, I’m not
like them. If a Republican votes on something
that I think’s good, I’ll brag on them. I’m not
ashamed of it. I don’t think you have to say,
just because somebody is a member of the other
party, that they’re right over there with Attila
the Hun.

But I kind of—it was a gas that he would
try to give the people of New York the impres-
sion that I’d prefer him to my wife in the Sen-
ate. [Laughter] Because she would have voted
for my economic plan, not against it, and she
would have voted against the contract on Amer-
ica, not for it. She wouldn’t vote to shut the
Government down and get rid of the Depart-
ment of Education or get rid of the 100,000
police that lowered the crime rate in New York
and other places. So, there, too, there are real
differences.

I think the big issue here on the economic
front for both of them—and it’s one that all
of you need to think about because you could
actually be better off the day after it passed
with the Republican plan, everybody here—the
day after it passed. Because basically, what they
want to do is spend the whole projected surplus
on the tax cut, for Social Security transition
costs, and extra defense costs. And what we
want to do—even though I’m not a candidate,
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I strongly support this—is to set aside at a min-
imum—at an absolute rock-bottom minimum—
at least 20 percent of this projected surplus
which comes then from your Medicare taxes,
and put it in a Medicare Trust Fund, and get
it away from any spending, and use it to con-
tinue to pay the debt down. And then we want
to have a tax cut that’s much smaller, probably
about 40 percent the size of theirs—still sub-
stantial, but not as big as theirs, slightly less
than half of it—and we want to invest more
money in education and research and technology
and health care and the environment.

Now, why is ours better? Because, number
one, we may not have—just because some econ-
omist says we’re going to have $1.9 trillion over
the next 10 years doesn’t mean it’s going to
happen. And I’ll bet you everybody in this room,
in your heart of hearts, says, ‘‘Gee, I hope that
will happen,’’ but it might not. You know, we
might not have 4 years like these last 7 years.

If I tell you—this gentleman was telling me
about his business in Buffalo. If I said, ‘‘What’s
your projected revenue? Are you going to go
out and not only spend it all but borrow money
on the basis of it, no matter what, with no
safety net,’’ you probably wouldn’t do that. And
so I think if we—I believe if you have sort
of a Bush-Lazio tax plan, and it passed, you’d
all be better off the day after because all of
you can afford to come here tonight. But you
wouldn’t be better off if it led to a 2 percent
increase in interest rates. But in 2 years, the
impact it would have on the markets, on the
overall economy, on the unemployment rate,
you’d be worse off. And the overall economy
would be worse off, and we wouldn’t have any
money to do these things.

And the way our crowd has it structured is,
number one, they’re going to save 20 percent
of the money on the front end and put it into
Medicare, as long as it materializes, which is
good because when the baby boomers retire it’s
going to be hard to—[inaudible]—and we’re
going to keep paying the debt down as fast
as we can, which I believe is good. I think
since there’s so much private debt, we should
pay the public debt down and keep interest
rates as low as possible. That’s what I believe.

And most of the people I know that have
done well in this economy, if they have to
choose between low interest rates and a growing
stock market and a tax cut, and if it’s either/
or, they would choose the former every single

time. So this is a big issue, and I think it’s
important.

The second big cluster of issues, I’ll say again:
what do you believe our obligations are to those
who haven’t done as well in this whole thing
as we have, or those that have got the good
jobs, but they have other problems?

The biggest challenge most working families,
even upper class working families that work for
salaries, face today is how to balance the burden
of raising their children and succeeding at work.
Because in the United States we have less sup-
port for that than our competing countries do.
We don’t do as much to help people pay for
child care. We don’t do as much to make sure
they all have affordable health insurance. We
don’t do as much to make sure the kids are
all in preschool or after-school programs. We
don’t do as much to guarantee that they have
family leave options so that if the baby is sick
or the parents are sick or there’s a newborn
baby, that everybody can get pretty much what
they need.

Now, I think this whole cluster of family-
related issues, I’ll predict to you, will be very
big over the next decade, because we’re not
all working just to have money to go spend
it on things; that’s not why people do it. They
find reward from their work, and they try to
run businesses that they’re proud of, and they
want to raise families they’re proud of. And this
all has to be done in the context of a certain
value structure. And if we’ve got a country
where, in order to be a success, you have to
just basically walk away from your responsibil-
ities as parents, we’re in deep trouble here. And
this is a challenge for every business, for every-
body, and we’re going to have to work through
a lot of these issues together.

But one of the reasons that I think Hillary
ought to go to the Senate is that she spent
30 years working on this stuff. She knows more
than anyone I personally know about adoption,
about foster care, about the children’s health
care and emotional and nutritional and edu-
cational needs, about the relationship of early
childhood brain development to whatever the
Government policy is. She has lived with this
stuff.

And I was just kind of surprised when all
those New York House Members came to see
her and asked her to run for the Senate. I
was surprised she’d even think of it. I said,
‘‘Do you know how much this is going to cost
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you?’’ She said, ‘‘You’re talking to me about
money?’’ [Laughter] She laughed at me. She
said, ‘‘You, who have never cared if we had
a nickel in the bank’’—[inaudible]—and we
laughed about it, you know, and we admitted
that in the end we were kind of public service
junkies. It’s what we care about. [Laughter]

And for 30 years she’s worked for me and
worked on the side. The whole time we were
in Arkansas, she gave away lots of potential in-
come every year just to do public service, be-
cause it’s what she wanted to do. And I can
just tell you that in a lot of ways she’s better
than I am on a lot of this stuff, and she knows
things I don’t know. And she will be absolutely
unbelievable.

I know there are still some people in New
York who say, ‘‘Well, why is she doing this,
and why are they coming to New York, and
why is she running for the Senate?’’ It’s not
very complicated. She would prefer to do that
than go out and get real rich. I mean, that’s
basically—she would prefer to do this work than
even be a wonderful commentator and talk
about it. Arguably, in the modern world, people
who have access to communications can influ-
ence more people because they can just talk
to a lot of people and convince them to go
change their behavior. Not her, man. She thinks
she’s supposed to show up for the job, do it
in the old-fashioned way—bam, bam, bam.
That’s what she believes.

All I can tell you is, I’ve been around a lot
of people, and I’ve never seen anybody that
I thought had the gift for public service that
she does. And so what she’s got to do is work
like crazy and just keep meeting people in New
York and basically chip away at the people who
are still questioning, ‘‘Well, why is she doing
this?’’ And at some point between now and elec-
tion day, a critical mass of people will have
been reached, and they will be talking to other
people, who will be talking to other people,
who will be talking to other people.

Did you read that little book, ‘‘The Tipping
Point’’? Have you all read that, how little things
make big changes? At some point, we’ll reach
the tipping point in this whole issue, and it
will vanish, and I think she’ll be elected. But
she can only do it if we can get our message
out, which is why it’s so important.

So, anyway, that’s my pitch. You’ve got a good
Senator. You’ve got a good Presidential can-
didate. It’s a big election. There are big dif-
ferences, and I do want you to know what they
are.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:30 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to
Wayne LaPierre, executive vice president, Na-
tional Rifle Association; Representative Rick
Lazio; and Gov. George W. Bush of Texas.

Message to the Congress on the National Emergency With Respect to the
Russian Federation
June 21, 2000

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to section 204(b) of the International

Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA), 50
U.S.C. 1703(b) and section 301 of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1631, I hereby re-
port that I have exercised my authority to de-
clare a national emergency to deal with the
threat posed to the United States by the risk
of nuclear proliferation created by the accumula-
tion in the Russian Federation of a large volume
of weapons-usable fissile material. The United
States and the Russian Federation have entered
into a series of agreements that provide for the

conversion of highly enriched uranium (HEU)
extracted from Russian nuclear weapons into low
enriched uranium (LEU) for use in commercial
nuclear reactors. The Russian Federation re-
cently suspended its performance under these
agreements because of concerns that payments
due to it under these agreements may be subject
to attachment, garnishment, or other judicial
process, in the United States. Accordingly, I
have issued an Executive Order to address the
unusual and extraordinary risk of nuclear pro-
liferation created by this situation.
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