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adversaries would admit, we have been slightly
more active than previous Presidents in the last
several years, and we did it while shrinking the
Government to its smallest size in 40 years—
all because of Al Gore’s leadership.

But what I want you to know is more impor-
tant than all that. I had lunch with this guy
once a week, before he got something better
to do here a few months ago. [Laughter] From
the day I took office until the onset of the
Presidential campaign, I probably know more
about him than anybody but Tipper. I know
what he likes and what he can’t stand. I know
what he loves. I know when he’s having a bad
day and how he deals with it. And by the way,
he knows the same about me.

And all I can tell you is, I feel absolutely
comfortable putting the future of my daughter,
and the grandchildren I hope she will give us,
in his hands. He is the most accomplished and
effective Vice President in the history of the
country. That is not a matter of dispute; that’s
a statement of fact. He is the most well-qualified
candidate we have had in my lifetime. I wish
I’d had half his experience coming into office
in ’93 that he will bring in, in 2001.

But the most important thing of all is, he
understands the future, and he knows how to
take us there. There are big challenges out
there. We have not done all this work to turn
this country around, to fritter away the chance
of a lifetime to deal with the big issues. And
there are huge differences between our parties
and our candidates that will have dramatic, im-
mediate, practical impact on the lives of the
American people—not just those of us who

came here tonight but, keep in mind, those of
us who served us here tonight.

So for all my gratitude to all of you, for all
my gratitude to the American people, for the
chance to serve in a job I love, the most impor-
tant thing is always, for our country, what are
we going to do today and tomorrow? All I have
done for 7 years and 3 months was to try to
get the country I love in the position to build
the future of our dreams for our children. Now
it’s up to you to decide whether we do that.

And believe me, for the rest of the lives of
everybody in this audience, I will be very sur-
prised if you ever get a chance to vote for any-
one for President again who has done so much,
who is such a fine human being, and who so
clearly understands the future that is unfolding
at such a rapid pace. We owe it—we owe it
to ourselves, to the labors of the last 8 years,
and more importantly, we owe it to our children
and the dreams we have for them, to make
sure that the next President of the United States
is Al Gore.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at approximately 8:50
p.m. in the Imperial Ballroom at the New York
Sheraton Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to
Edward G. Rendell, general chair, and Joseph J.
Andrew, national chair, Democratic National
Committee; actor Jon Stewart; singer Tony Ben-
nett; investor Bob Rose; and Nick Theofanis, son
of Dimitrios Theofanis. The transcript released by
the Office of the Press Secretary also included
the remarks of the Vice President, Tipper Gore,
and the First Lady.

Remarks on Proposed Hate Crimes Legislation
April 25, 2000

Thank you very much. Thank you, Amy
Klobuchar and all the other law enforcement
officials, civil rights leaders who are here; Attor-
ney General Reno, Deputy Attorney General
Holder.

Elian Gonzalez
Before I begin my remarks about hate crimes,

I’d like to say just a brief word about the re-
union of Elian Gonzalez and his father. After

5 months, it was long overdue. Now that they
have been safely reunited, I believe it’s time
for all of us, including the media and those
of us in public life, to give this family the space
it needs to heal its wounds and strengthen its
bonds; to work to lessen the pressure on them
as the matter goes forward in the courts.

The thing that really matters now is that little
boy and his life and his family. And I think,
at least for the next several days, the less we
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all say about it and the more time he has to
breathe the air of a normal life, the better.

I would like to commend the Attorney
General and Deputy Attorney General Holder,
the law enforcement, and the INS. They had
a very, very difficult job to do, with no easy
choices. And I am grateful that they were able
to safely reunite the young boy with his father.

Thank you.

Hate Crimes Legislation
We have just had a very, very good meeting

with people who are on the frontlines of law
enforcement in our communities, people with
different responsibilities, very different back-
grounds, different viewpoints, who have all come
to the same conclusion: We need to work to-
gether as partners and as a national community
to fight crimes fueled by hate, and we need
strong Federal hate crimes legislation.

I want to be clear. Most hate crimes are in-
vestigated and prosecuted at the State level. We
support that. In fact, one of the reasons that
I asked Janet Reno to become Attorney General
over 7 years ago is that she had been a pros-
ecutor in Miami for a dozen years. And I want-
ed the Federal Government to have a unified
law enforcement policy with State and local au-
thorities all across this country in an unprece-
dented partnership. I think we have achieved
that.

But in some of the most brutal, hate-moti-
vated crimes, Federal officials have been pre-
vented from teaming up with local law enforce-
ment. That has denied communities the re-
sources and the expertise they need. We can
draw a line against hate by drawing on each
other’s experiences. One important way to en-
sure that hate crimes are punished and justice
is done is to make sure we’re all able to do
our part, and that was the focus of our meeting
today.

Probably, you’ve heard me say many times
by now that the great irony of this very modern
age is that the biggest stumbling block we face
is perhaps the oldest problem in human rela-
tions, our fear of those who are different from
us. It’s not a far leap from that kind of fear
into distrust and then to dehumanization and
then to violence.

We have seen that in case after case across
this land: a man dragged to death in Texas be-
cause he was black; a young man stretched
across a fence in Wyoming because he was gay;

children shot in Los Angeles because of their
faiths; a young Korean-American shot coming
out of church by a man who said he belonged
to a church that didn’t believe in God, but did
believe in white supremacy.

In 1998, the last year for which we have sta-
tistics, over 7,700 hate crimes incidents were
reported in our Nation, almost one an hour.
And it is suspected by the experts that many
more go unreported. These are not like other
crimes, because these crimes target people sim-
ply because of who they are. And because they
do, they strike at the heart of who we are as
a Nation.

Whenever one of these crimes is committed,
it creates a tension and fear that rips at the
fabric of community life. This is not a partisan
statement, but a simple statement of fact. This
is about people who go to work, obey the law,
are good citizens and good neighbors, who ought
to be able to live their lives in dignity and with-
out fear of abuse or attack, but cannot. That’s
why we have worked hard to combat such
crimes.

Two and a half years ago I convened the
first-ever White House Conference on Hate
Crimes. Since then we have increased substan-
tially the number of FBI agents working on
them. We have successfully prosecuted a num-
ber of serious cases, formed local hate crime
working groups in the U.S. attorneys’ offices
around our Nation, worked to help police offi-
cers identify the signs of a hate crime. My budg-
et for the coming year includes funding for hate
crime training for law enforcement.

But we must do more. You have already heard
today, Federal laws punish some crimes com-
mitted against people on the basis of race or
religion or national origin. But they are ham-
strung by needless jurisdictional requirements
for existing crimes. Right now Federal prosecu-
tors cannot prosecute even the most heinous
crimes unless the victim was voting, serving on
a jury, or doing some other Federally protected
activity. That defies common sense.

Today I heard about a case involving three
skinheads in Lubbock, Texas, who declared a
race war in their community, murdered one Af-
rican-American as he was walking down the
street, and injured two others. Local prosecutors
and the U.S. Attorney’s Office decided together
that the case should be tried in Federal court.
The skinheads were convicted and are behind
bars with no chance of parole. But if the victim
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had been inside a friend’s house instead of on
a public street, that would not have been a
hate crime under today’s Federal law. That
doesn’t make sense. It shouldn’t matter where
the murder was committed; it was still a hate
crime. And the resources of the Federal Gov-
ernment were needed.

We also must give Federal prosecutors the
ability to prosecute hate crimes committed be-
cause of sexual orientation, gender, or disability.
These account for a growing number of such
crimes. As the community leaders have told us
today, this is not about taking anything away
from States and communities. It’s about making
sure all our hometowns have the tools they need
to fight hate.

So today I want to announce some new ways
to do just that. First, the American Prosecutors
Research Institute, the research arm of the Na-
tional District Attorneys Association, is releasing
today a resource guide, the first of its kind,
to help prosecutors’ offices handle hate crimes
investigations and prosecutions. This report was
funded by the Justice Department. It highlights
model practices around our country, giving guid-
ance on everything from screening cases and
investigation to trial preparation to help in pre-
venting the crimes in the first place.

Second, I’m announcing the release of a new
guide that highlights promising practices by
communities to confront and reduce hate
crimes. It spotlights five national models, from
California to Maine, for training criminal justice
professionals, treating the emotional and prac-
tical needs of hate crime victims, and taking
creative steps to root out hate from public
schools.

Third, and most important, I am renewing
my call on Congress to pass a meaningful hate
crimes bill. Last year Congress stripped out im-
portant hate crimes protections from a bill that
had already passed the Senate. I vetoed the
bill in part because it did not contain the strong
hate crimes provisions we’re fighting for.

This year America needs action. No one
should be victimized because of how they look,
how they worship, or who they are. The one
thing I regret today is that all of you, and
through our friends in the media who are here,
the American people, could not have heard the
personal testimony of the two law enforcement
officials who came all the way from Wyoming
to be with us, about how the searing experience

of Matthew Shepard’s murder and their respon-
sibility to investigate it—to get to know his
friends, gay and straight alike, and his family,
to understand the circumstances of the inhu-
manity which took his life—how all of that
changed their lives. That is really what this is
about. We need to provide a law that works.
And we need to get beyond the law so that
we all work together. It is profoundly important.

Let me say, in a larger sense, this is part
of our efforts to make our country a less violent
place. I am grateful that crime is at a 25-year
low, that homicides are at a 30-year low, that
gun crimes have dropped 35 percent in the last
7 years. But as we saw just yesterday at the
devastating act of violence at the National Zoo
here in our Nation’s Capital, where seven young
people were shot and wounded in a senseless
act, our country still has too much violence and
too much crime. I’d like to express my concern
and support to the Mayor and the entire com-
munity and, obviously, to the victims and their
families. But whether it’s a random act against
children or a crime driven by hate, it should
be obvious to all of us that we can do more,
and we must do more.

Seven years ago and 3 months now, when
I became President, I think there were a lot
of people who really wondered whether the
crime rate could be brought down in our coun-
try, whether we could become less violent. In
such an atmosphere, maybe reservations about
taking even sensible steps could be justified. But
today, we don’t have any excuses. We know
we can make America a safer place.

But while the crime rate may be at a 25-
year low, and gun crimes may be down 35 per-
cent, and the homicide rate may be down to
a 30-year low, there’s not a single soul in this
room or in this entire country who believes that
our children are as safe as they ought to be,
that people are safe from hate crimes, no matter
what their race, their religion, their condition,
or their sexual orientation, that we have done
all we can to make this the country it ought
to be.

So if you believe that everyone counts and
that everyone should have a chance to live his
or her life, and if you believe we all do better
when we work together, then you’ve got to help
us pass this legislation. It’s very important, and
we don’t have a single excuse not to do it.

Thank you very much.
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NOTE: The President spoke at 2:32 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Amy Klobuchar, Hennepin County

attorney, Minnesota; and Mayor Anthony A.
Williams of the District of Columbia.

Statement on Signing Legislation To Encourage Free and Fair Elections
in Peru
April 25, 2000

Today I have signed into law S.J.Res. 43, ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress on the im-
portance of free, fair, and democratic elections
in Peru. Transparent elections are the founda-
tion of a democratic society.

The people of Peru will go to the polls in
the near future for a second and final round
to choose their president. I urge that the con-
cerns about the electoral process underscored
by the Organization of American States mission
to Peru, and by the U.S. Congress in this resolu-
tion, be fully addressed in preparations for the
second round. The democratic countries of this
hemisphere are united in our hope that the elec-
tion be conducted in a transparent, peaceful,
and statesmanlike manner. Democracy is

strengthened when all Peruvians have the oppor-
tunity to debate and determine the future of
Peru.

The people of the United States look forward
to continuing the excellent relationship we have
enjoyed with the Peruvian people and their
democratically elected leaders and to strength-
ening the bonds that unite our countries.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
April 25, 2000.

NOTE: S.J. Res. 43, approved April 25, was as-
signed Public Law No. 106–186.

Message to the Senate Returning Without Approval Legislation on
Nuclear Waste Policy
April 25, 2000

To the Senate of the United States:
I am returning herewith without my approval

S. 1287, the ‘‘Nuclear Waste Policy Amend-
ments Act of 2000.’’

The overriding goal of the Federal Govern-
ment’s high-level radioactive waste management
policy is the establishment of a permanent, geo-
logic repository. This policy not only addresses
commercial spent nuclear fuel but also advances
our non-proliferation efforts by providing an op-
tion for disposal of surplus plutonium from nu-
clear weapons stockpiles and an alternative to
reprocessing. It supports our national defense
by allowing continuing operation of our nuclear
navy, and it is essential for the cleanup of the
Department of Energy’s nuclear weapons com-
plex.

Since 1993, my Administration has been con-
ducting a rigorous world-class scientific and
technical program to evaluate the suitability of
the Yucca Mountain, Nevada, site for use as
a repository. The work being done at Yucca
Mountain represents a significant scientific and
technical undertaking, and public confidence in
this first-of-a-kind effort is essential.

Unfortunately, the bill passed by the Congress
will do nothing to advance the scientific program
at Yucca Mountain or promote public con-
fidence in the decision of whether or not to
recommend the site for a repository in 2001.
Instead, this bill could be a step backward in
both respects. The bill would limit the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s (EPA) authority to
issue radiation standards that protect human
health and the environment and would prohibit
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