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Dawn Lafferty Hochsprung, principal, Mary
Sherlach, school psychologist, Victoria Soto,
first grade teacher, Lauren G. Rousseau,
permanent substitute teacher, Rachel D’Avi-
no and Anne Marie Murphy, teacher aides,
and Charlotte Bacon, Daniel Barden, Olivia
Engel, Josephine Gay, Madeleine Hsu,
Catherine Hubbard, Chase Kowalski, Jesse

Lewis, Ana Marquez-Greene, Dylan Hock-
ley, James Mattioli, Grace A. McDonnell,
Emilie Parker, Jack Pinto, Noah Pozner,
Caroline Previdi, Jessica Rekos, Benjamin
Wheeler, Avielle Richman, and Allison Wy-
att, students, Sandy Hook Elementary
School, who were killed in the December 14
shootings in Newtown, CT.

Statement on the Death of Senator Daniel K. Inouye
December 17, 2012

Tonight our country has lost a true Ameri-
can hero with the passing of Senator Daniel
Inouye. The second longest serving Senator
in the history of the Chamber, Danny repre-
sented the people of Hawaii in Congress
from the moment they joined the Union. In
Washington, he worked to strengthen our
military, forge bipartisan consensus, and
hold those of us in Government accountable
to the people we were elected to serve. But
it was his incredible bravery during World

War II—including one heroic effort that cost
him his arm, but earned him the Medal of
Honor—that made Danny not just a col-
league and a mentor, but someone revered
by all of us lucky enough to know him. Our
thoughts and prayers are with the Inouye
family.

NOTE: The related proclamation of December
18 is listed in Appendix D at the end of this
volume.

The President’s New Conference
December 19, 2012

The President. Good morning, everybody.
It’s now been 5 days since the heartbreaking
tragedy in Newtown, Connecticut, 3 days since
we gathered as a nation to pray for the victims.
And today a few more of the 20 small children
and 6 educators who were taken from us will
be laid to rest.

We may never know all the reasons why this
tragedy happened. We do know that every day
since, more Americans have died of gun violence.
We know such violence has terrible consequenc-
es for our society. And if there is even one thing
that we can do to prevent any of these events, we
have a deep obligation—all of us—to try.

Over these past 5 days, a discussion has re-
emerged as to what we might do not only to
deter mass shootings in the future, but to re-
duce the epidemic of gun violence that plagues
this country every single day. And it’s encour-
aging that people of all different backgrounds
and beliefs and political persuasions have been

willing to challenge some old assumptions and
change longstanding positions.

That conversation has to continue, but this
time, the words need to lead to action.

We know this is a complex issue that stirs
deeply held passions and political divides. And
as I said on Sunday night, there’s no law or set
of laws that can prevent every senseless act of
violence in our society. We’re going to need to
work on making access to mental health care at
least as easy as access to a gun. We’re going to
need to look more closely at a culture that all
too often glorifies guns and violence. And any
actions we must take must begin inside the
home and inside our hearts.

But the fact that this problem is complex
can no longer be an excuse for doing nothing.
The fact that we can’t prevent every act of vio-
lence doesn’t mean we can’t steadily reduce
the violence and prevent the very worst vio-
lence.
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That’s why I’ve asked the Vice President to
lead an effort that includes members of my
Cabinet and outside organizations to come up
with a set of concrete proposals, no later than
January, proposals that I then intend to push
without delay. This is not some Washington
commission. This is not something where folks
are going to be studying the issue for 6 months
and publishing a report that gets read and then
pushed aside. This is a team that has a very
specific task, to pull together real reforms right
now. I asked Joe to lead this effort in part be-
cause he wrote the 1994 crime bill that helped
law enforcement bring down the rate of violent
crime in this country. That plan—that bill also
included the assault weapons ban that was
publicly supported at the time by former Presi-
dents, including Ronald Reagan.

The good news is there’s already a growing
consensus for us to build from. A majority of
Americans support banning the sale of mili-
tary-style assault weapons. A majority of Amer-
icans support banning the sale of high-capacity
ammunition clips. A majority of Americans
support laws requiring background checks be-
fore all gun purchases so that criminals can’t
take advantage of legal loopholes to buy a gun
from somebody who won’t take the responsi-
bility of doing a background check at all.

I urge the new Congress to hold votes on
these measures next year in a timely manner.
And considering Congress hasn’t confirmed a
Director of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms in 6 years—the agency that
works most closely with State and local law en-
forcement to keep illegal guns out of the hands
of criminals—I’d suggest that they make this a
priority early in the year.

Look, like the majority of Americans, I be-
lieve that the Second Amendment  guarantees
an individual right to bear arms. This country
has a strong tradition of gun ownership that’s
been handed down from generation to genera-
tion. Obviously, across the country, there are
regional differences. There are differences be-
tween how people feel in urban areas and rural
areas. And the fact is, the vast majority of gun
owners in America are responsible: They buy
their guns legally, and they use them safely,

whether for hunting or sport shooting, collec-
tion or protection.

But you know what, I am also betting that
the majority—the vast majority—of responsi-
ble, law-abiding gun owners would be some of
the first to say that we should be able to keep
an irresponsible, law-breaking few from buying
a weapon of war. I’m willing to bet that they
don’t think that using a gun and using common
sense are incompatible ideas; that an unbal-
anced man shouldn’t be able to get his hands
on a military-style assault rifle so easily; that in
this age of technology, we should be able to
check someone’s criminal records before he or
she can check out at a gun show; that if we
work harder to keep guns out of the hands of
dangerous people, there would be fewer atroc-
ities like the one in Newtown or any of the less-
er known tragedies that visit small towns and
big cities all across America every day.

Since Friday morning, a police officer was
gunned down in Memphis, leaving four chil-
dren without their mother. Two officers were
killed outside a grocery store in Topeka. A
woman was shot and killed inside a Las Vegas
casino. Three people were shot inside an Ala-
bama hospital. A 4-year-old was caught in a
drive-by in Missouri and taken off life support
just yesterday. Each one of these Americans
was a victim of the everyday gun violence that
takes the lives of more than 10,000 Americans
every year, violence that we cannot accept as
routine.

So I will use all the powers of this office to
help advance efforts aimed at preventing more
tragedies like this. We won’t prevent them all,
but that can’t be an excuse not to try. It won’t
be easy, but that can’t be an excuse not to try.

And I’m not going to be able to do it by my-
self. Ultimately, if this effort is to succeed, it’s
going to require the help of the American peo-
ple. It’s going to require all of you. If we’re go-
ing to change things, it’s going to take a wave of
Americans—mothers and fathers, daughters
and sons, pastors, law enforcement, mental
health professionals, and, yes, gun owners—
standing up and saying “enough” on behalf of
our kids.
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It will take commitment and compromise,
and most of all, it will take courage. But if
those of us who were sent here to serve the
public trust can summon even one tiny iota of
the courage those teachers, that principal in
Newtown summoned on Friday—if coopera-
tion and common sense prevail—then I’m con-
vinced we can make a sensible, intelligent way
to make the United States of America a safer,
stronger place for our children to learn and to
grow.

Thank you. And now I’m going to let the
Vice President go, and I’m going to take a few
questions. And I will start with Ben Feller [As-
sociated Press].

Federal Budget Negotiations/National Economy

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. I’d like to ask
you about the other serious issue consuming
this town right now, the fiscal cliff.

The President. Right.
Q. Haven’t you betrayed some of the voters

who supported you in the election by changing
your positions on who should get a tax increase
and then by including Social Security benefits
now in this mix? And more broadly, there
seems to be a deepening sense that negotia-
tions aren’t going very well right now. Can you
give us a candid update? Are we likely to go
over the cliff?

The President. Well, first of all, there’s no
reason why we should. Remember what I said
during the campaign. I thought that it was im-
portant for us to reduce our deficit in a bal-
anced and responsible way. I said it was impor-
tant for us to make sure that millionaires and
billionaires paid their fair share. I said that we
were going to have to make some tough cuts,
some tough decisions on the spending side, but
what I wouldn’t do was hurt vulnerable fami-
lies, only to pay for a tax cut for somebody like
me. And what I said was that the ultimate
package would involve a balance of spending
cuts and tax increases.

That’s exactly what I’ve put forward. What
I’ve said is, is that in order to arrive at a com-
promise, I am prepared to do some very tough
things, some things that some Democrats don’t
want to see, and probably, there are a few Re-

publicans who don’t want to see either. But the
only way that we’re going to be able to stabilize
the economy, make sure we’ve got a platform
for long-term economic growth, that we get
our deficits under control and we make sure
that middle class families are protected is if we
come up with something that members of both
parties in Congress can support.

And that’s the plan that I’ve put forward. I
have gone at least halfway in meeting some of
the Republicans’ concerns, recognizing that
even though we campaigned on these issues,
even though the majority of Americans agree
with me that we should be raising taxes on the
wealthiest few as a means of reducing the defi-
cit, I have also said that I’m willing to identify
some spending cuts that make sense.

And frankly, up until about a couple of days
ago, if you looked at it, the Republicans in the
House and Speaker Boehner, I think, were in a
position to say, we’ve gotten a fair deal. The
fact that they haven’t taken it yet is puzzling
and, I think, a question that you’re going to
have to address to them.

I remain optimistic, though, because if you
look at what the Speaker has proposed, he’s
conceded that income tax rates should go up,
except right now he only wants to have them
go up for millionaires. If you’re making
900,000, somehow he thinks that you can’t af-
ford to pay a little more in taxes. But the prin-
ciple that rates are going to need to go up he’s
conceded.

I’ve said I’m willing to make some cuts.
What separates us is probably a few hundred
billion dollars. The idea that we would put our
economy at risk because you can’t bridge that
gap doesn’t make a lot of sense.

So I’m going to continue to talk to the
Speaker and the other leaders up in Congress.
But ultimately, they’ve got to do their job.
Right now their job is to make sure that middle
class taxes do not go up and that we have a bal-
anced, responsible package of deficit reduc-
tion.

It is there for all to see. It is a deal that can
get done. But it is not going to be—it cannot
be done if every side wants 100 percent. And
part of what voters were looking for is some
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compromise up here. That’s what folks want.
They understand that they’re not going to get
100 percent of what they want. And for some
reason, that message has not yet taken up on
Capitol Hill.

And when you think about what we’ve gone
through over the last couple of months—a dev-
astating hurricane and now one of the worst
tragedies in our memory—the country de-
serves folks to be willing to compromise on be-
half of the greater good and not tangle them-
selves up in a whole bunch of ideological posi-
tions that don’t make much sense.

So I remain not only open to conversations,
but I remain eager to get something done. I’d
like to get it done before Christmas. There’s
been a lot of posturing up on Capitol Hill and
instead of just going ahead and getting stuff
done. And we’ve been wasting a lot of time. It
is the right thing to do. I’m prepared to get it
done. But they’re going to have to go ahead
and make some adjustments.

And I’ll just give you one other example.
The Speaker now is proposing what he calls
plan B. So he says, well, this would raise taxes
only on folks making a million dollars or more.
What that means is an average of a $50,000 tax
break for every millionaire out there, at the
same time as we’re not providing unemploy-
ment insurance for 2 million people who are
still out there looking for work. It actually
means a tax increase for millions of working
families across the country at the same time as
folks like me would be getting a tax break. That
violates the core principles that were debated
during the course of this election and that the
American people determined was the wrong
way to go.

And so my hope is, is that the Speaker and
his caucus, in conjunction with the other legis-
lative leaders up there, can find a way to make
sure that middle class families don’t see their
taxes go up on January 1; that we make sure
that those things that middle class families
count on like tax credits for college or making
sure that they’re getting some help when it
comes to raising their kids through things like
the child tax credit, that that gets done; and

that we have a balanced package for deficit re-
duction, which is exactly what I’ve put forward.

Q. Will you give more ground if you need to,
or are you done?

The President. If you look at the package
that I put forward, it is a balanced package by
any definition. And the—we have put forward
real cuts in spending that are hard to do in ev-
ery category. And by any measure, by any tra-
ditional calculation, by the measures that Re-
publicans themselves have used in the past,
this would be as large a piece of deficit reduc-
tion as we’ve seen in the last 20 years. And if
you combine that with the increased revenue
from the wealthy paying a little bit more, then
you actually have something that would stabi-
lize our deficit and debt for a decade—for 10
years.

Now, the notion that we would not do that,
but instead the Speaker would run a play that
cuts—keeps tax cuts for folks making 500 or
700 or 800 or $900,000 a year and gives more
tax breaks to millionaires and billionaires and
raises taxes on middle class families and then
has no cuts in it—which is what he says he
wants—doesn’t make much sense.

I mean, let’s just think about the logic for a
second. They’re thinking about voting for rais-
ing taxes, at least on folks over a million, which
they say they don’t want to do, but they’re go-
ing to reject spending cuts that they say they
do want to do. That defies logic. There’s no ex-
planation for that.

I think that any objective person out there
looking would say that we’ve put forward a very
balanced plan and it’s time for us to go ahead
and get it done. That’s what the country needs
right now. Because I think folks have been
through some wrenching times, we’re still re-
covering from a very tough recession, and what
they’re hoping for is a sense of stability, focus,
compromise, common sense over the next cou-
ple of years. And I think we can provide it. But
this is a good test for it. Okay?

Carol Lee [Wall Street Journal]. There you go.

Federal Budget Negotiations/National Economy

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Just to follow
on Ben’s question, what is your next move? Are
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we in a position now where you’re just waiting
for the Speaker to make a move? I mean, be-
cause your staff says——

The President. Well, I’m going to reach out
to all the leaders involved over the next couple
of days and find out what is it that’s holding
this thing up. What is holding it up? The—if
the argument from Republicans is we haven’t
done enough spending cuts, that argument is
not going to fly, because we’ve got close to a
trillion dollars of spending cuts. And when you
add interest, then it’s more than a trillion dol-
lars in spending cuts.

If the argument is that they can’t do—that
they can’t increase tax rates on folks making
$700,000 or $800,000 a year, that’s not a per-
suasive argument to me, and it’s certainly not a
persuasive argument to the American people.

It may be that members of their caucus ha-
ven’t looked at exactly what we’ve proposed. It
may be that if we provide more information or
there’s greater specificity or we work through
some of their concerns, that we can get some
movement then.

But the fact of the matter is, is that what I—
what would violate my commitment to voters is
if I ended up agreeing to a plan that put more
of the burden on middle class families and less
of a burden on the wealthy in an effort to re-
duce our deficit. That’s not something I’m go-
ing to do. What would violate my commitment
to voters would be to put forward a plan that
makes it harder for young people to go to col-
lege, that makes it harder for a family with a
disabled kid to care for that kid.

And there’s a threshold where—that you
reach where the balance tips, even in making
compromises that are required to get some-
thing done in this town, where you are hurting
people in order to give another advantage to
folks who don’t need help. And we had an ex-
tensive debate about this for a year. And not
only does the majority of the American people
agree with me, about half of Republican voters
agree with me on this.

So, at some point, there’s got to be, I think, a
recognition on the part of my Republican
friends that—take the deal. They will be able
to claim that they have worked with me over

the last 2 years to reduce the deficit more than
any other deficit reduction package, that we
will have stabilized it for 10 years. That is a sig-
nificant achievement for them. They should be
proud of it. But they keep on finding ways to
say no, as opposed to finding ways to say yes.

And I don’t know how much of that just has
to do with it is very hard for them to say yes to
me. But at some point, they’ve got to take me
out of it and think about their voters and think
about what’s best for the country. And if they
do that—if they’re not worried about who’s
winning and who’s losing, did they score a
point on the President, did they extract that
last little concession, did they force him to do
something he really doesn’t want to do just for
the heck of it—and they focus on actually
what’s good for the country, I actually think we
can get this done.

Q. You mentioned the 700 and 800,000. Are
you willing to move on income level and are
there specific things that you would do——

The President. I’m not going to get into spe-
cific negotiations here. My point is simple,
Carol, that if you look at Speaker Boehner’s
proposal and you look at my proposal, they’re
actually pretty close. They keep on saying that
somehow we haven’t put forward real spending
cuts. Actually, there was, I think, a graph in the
New York Times today that showed it. They’re
the same categories, right? There’s a little bit
of tweaks here and there; there are a few dif-
ferences, but we’re right there.

And on the revenue side, there’s a differ-
ence in terms of them wanting to preserve tax
breaks for folks between 250 and a million that
we just can’t afford. I mean, keep in mind I’m
in that income category; I’d love to not pay as
much in taxes. But I also think it’s the right
thing to do for us to make sure that people who
have less—people who are working, people
who are striving, people who are hoping for
their kids—that they have opportunity. That’s
what we campaigned about. That’s what we
talked about.

And this is not a situation where I’m unwill-
ing to compromise. This is not a situation
where I’m trying to rub their face in anything. I
mean, I think anybody who looks at this objec-
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tively would say that coming off my election, I
have met them at least halfway in order to get
something done for the country.

And so I noticed that there were a couple of
headlines out there saying, oh, we’re now in
the land of political posturing and it’s the usual
“he said, he said” atmosphere. But look at the
facts. Look at where we started; look at where
they started. My proposal is right there in the
middle.

We should be able to get this done. Let’s get
it done. We don’t have a lot of time.

Carrie [Carrie Budoff Brown, Politico].
Where’s—there you are.

Q. Thank you, Mr. President.
The President. Yes.

Federal Budget Negotiations/National Economy

Q. What is your level of confidence that if
you are able to reach a comprehensive deal
with the Speaker, that he will be able to bring
his members onboard and get it passed? Es-
sentially, do you still trust Speaker Boehner in
this process?

The President. There is no doubt that the
Speaker has challenges in his caucus, and I rec-
ognize that. I’m often reminded when I speak
to the Republican leadership that the majority
of their caucus’s membership come from dis-
tricts that I lost. All right? And so sometimes,
they may not see an incentive in cooperating
with me, in part because they’re more con-
cerned about challenges from a Tea Party can-
didate or challenges from the right, and coop-
erating with me may make them vulnerable. I
recognize that.

But, goodness, if this past week has done
anything, it should just give us some perspec-
tive. If there’s one thing we should have after
this week, it should be a sense of perspective
about what’s important. And I would like to
think that members of their—that caucus
would say to themselves: You know what, we
disagree with the President on a whole bunch
of things. We wish the other guy had won.
We’re going to fight him on a whole range of
issues over the next 4 years. We think his phi-
losophy is all screwed up. But right now what
the country needs is for us to compromise, get

a deficit reduction deal in place, make sure
middle class taxes don’t go up, make sure that
we’re laying the foundations for growth, give
certainty to businesses large and small, not put
ourselves through some sort of self-inflicted
crisis every 6 months, allow ourselves time to
focus on things like preventing the tragedy in
Newtown from happening again, focus on is-
sues like energy, immigration reform, and all
the things that will really make a determination
as to whether our country grows over the next
4 years, 10 years, 40 years.

And if you just pull back from the immedi-
ate political battles, if you kind of peel off the
partisan war paint, then we should be able to
get something done.

And I think the Speaker would like to get
that done. I think an environment needs to be
created within not just the House Republican
Caucus, but also among Senate Republicans
that say, the campaign is over and let’s see if
we can do what’s right for the country, at least
for the next month. And then, we can reengage
in all the other battles that they’ll want to fight.

Q. If you don’t get it done, Republicans
have said they’ll try to use the debt limit as a
next pressure point. Would you negotiate with
them in that context?

The President. No. And I’ve been very clear
about this. This is the United States of Ameri-
ca, the greatest country on Earth, the world’s
economic superpower. And the idea that we
lurch from crisis to crisis and, every 6 months
or every 9 months, that we threaten not to pay
our bills on stuff we’ve already bought and de-
fault and ruin the full faith and credit of the
United States of America, that’s not how you
run a great country.

So I’ve put forward a very clear principle: I
will not negotiate around the debt ceiling.
We’re not going to play the same game that we
saw happen in 2011, which was hugely destruc-
tive, hurt our economy, provided more uncer-
tainty to the business community than any-
thing else that happened.

And I’m not alone in this. If you go to Wall
Street, including talking to a whole bunch of
folks who spent a lot of money trying to beat
me, they would say it would be disastrous for
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us to use the debt ceiling as a cudgel to try to
win political points on Capitol Hill.

So we’re not going to do that, and—which is
why I think that part of what I hope over the
next couple of days we see is a recognition that
there is a way to go ahead and get what it is
that you’ve been fighting for. These guys have
been fighting for spending cuts. They can get
some very meaningful spending cuts. This
would amount to $2 trillion—$2 trillion—in
spending cuts over the last couple of years.
And in exchange, they’re getting a little over a
trillion dollars in revenue. And that meets the
pledge that I made during the campaign,
which was $2 to $2.50 of spending cuts for ev-
ery revenue increase. And that’s an approach
that, I think, most Americans think is appropri-
ate.

But I will not negotiate around the debt ceil-
ing. We’re not going to do that again.

Gun Control/School Shootings in Newtown, CT

Q. Sir, may I ask a question about Newtown,
please?

The President. Yes, I’ve got David Jackson
[USA Today].

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Getting back
to the gun issue, you alluded to the fact that
Washington commissions don’t have the great-
est reputation in the world. What makes you
think this one is going to be different given the
passage of time and the political power of gun
rights groups like the National Rifle Associa-
tion?

The President. Well, this is not going to be a
commission. Joe is going to gather up some key
Cabinet members who have an interest in this
issue. We’re going to reach out to a bunch of
stakeholders. We’re going to be reaching out to
Members of Congress who have an interest in
this issue. It’s not as if we have to start from
scratch. There are a whole bunch of proposals
that have been thought about and debated, but
hopefully, also some new ideas in terms of how
we deal with this issue.

Their task is going to be to sift through every
good idea that’s out there and even take a look at
some bad ideas before disposing of them and
come up with a concrete set of recommenda-

tions in about a month. And I would hope that
our memories aren’t so short that what we saw in
Newtown isn’t lingering with us, that we don’t
remain passionate about it only a month later.

And as soon as we get that—those recom-
mendations, I will be putting forward very spe-
cific proposals. I will be talking about them in
my State of the Union, and we will be working
with interested Members of Congress to try to
get some of them done.

And the idea that we would say this is terri-
ble, this is a tragedy, never again, and we don’t
have the sustained attention span to be able to
get this done over the next several months
doesn’t make sense. I have more confidence in
the American people than that. I have more
confidence in the parents, the mothers and fa-
thers, that I’ve been meeting over the last sev-
eral days all across the country from all politi-
cal persuasions, including a lot of gun owners,
who say, you know what, this time, we’ve got to
do things differently.

Q. What about the NRA?
The President. Well, the NRA is an organi-

zation that has members who are mothers and
fathers. And I would expect that they’ve been
impacted by this as well. And hopefully, they’ll
do some self-reflection.

And here’s what we know: that any single
gun law can’t solve all these problems. We’re
going to have to look at mental health issues.
We’re going to have to look at schools. There
are going to be a whole range of things that
Joe’s group looks at. We know that issues of
gun safety will be an element of it. And what
we’ve seen over the last 20 years, 15 years, is
this sense that anything related to guns is
somehow an encroachment on the Second
Amendment. And I—what we’re looking for
here is a thoughtful approach that says we can
preserve our Second Amendment, we can
make sure that responsible gun owners are
able to carry out their activities, but that we’re
going to actually be serious about the safety
side of this, that we’re going to be serious
about making sure that something like New-
town or Aurora doesn’t happen again.

And there is a big chunk of space between
what the Second Amendment means and hav-
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ing no rules at all. And that space is what Joe is
going to be working on to try to identify where
we can find some common ground.

So I’ve got—I’m going to take one last question.
Go ahead, Jake [Jake Tapper, ABC News].

The President’s Policy Agenda/Gun Control

Q. It seems to a lot of observers that you
made the political calculation in 2008, in your
first term, and in 2012 not to talk about gun vi-
olence. You had your position on renewing the
ban on semiautomatic rifles that then-Senator
Biden put into place, but you didn’t do much
about it. This is not the first issue—the first in-
cident of horrific gun violence of your 4 years.
Where have you been?

The President. Well, here’s where I’ve been,
Jake. I’ve been President of the United States
dealing with the worst economic crisis since
the Great Depression, an auto industry on the
verge of collapse, two wars. I don’t think I’ve
been on vacation.

And so I think all of us have to do some re-
flection on how we prioritize what we do here in

Washington. And as I said on Sunday, this
should be a wake-up call for all of us to say that
if we are not getting right the need to keep our
children safe, then nothing else matters. And
it’s my commitment to make sure that we do ev-
erything can—we can to keep our children safe.

A lot of things go in—are involved in that,
Jake. So making sure they’ve got decent health
care and making sure they’ve got a good educa-
tion, making sure that their parents have jobs—
those are all relevant as well. Those aren’t just
sort of side issues. But there’s no doubt that this
has to be a central issue. And that’s exactly why
I’m confident that Joe is going to take this so se-
riously over the next couple months.

All right. Thank you, everybody.

NOTE: The President’s news conference began
at 12:02 p.m. in the James S. Brady Press
Briefing Room at the White House. In his re-
marks, he referred to Republican Presidential
nominee W. Mitt Romney. He also referred to
the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforce-
ment Act of 1994.

Statement on the Election in South Korea
December 19, 2012

I congratulate President-elect Park Geun-
hye on her success in the election held on
Wednesday. I look forward to working closely
with the Park administration to further enhance
our extensive cooperation with the Republic of
Korea on a wide range of important bilateral,
regional, and global issues. The U.S.-R.O.K. al-

liance serves as a linchpin of peace and security
in the Asia-Pacific, and our two nations share a
global partnership with deep economic, securi-
ty, and people-to-people ties. I also wish to reit-
erate my admiration for all that President Lee
has done to strengthen U.S.-R.O.K. relations
and promote a global Korea.

Remarks at a Reception for Members of the Diplomatic Corps
December 19, 2012

Thank you. Well, good evening, everyone. It
is wonderful to see all of you.

I want to publicly thank Deputy Secretary
Bill Burns. For those of you who don’t know,
Bill is only the second career diplomat in
American history to rise to the level of Depu-
ty Secretary. It is a tribute to Bill’s extraordi-
nary skills. I first met him when I was a new

Senator and I traveled to Moscow. And he
was then the Ambassador in Moscow, and he
immediately impressed me. One of these guys
who doesn’t speak loud, but actually has
something to say—[laughter]—which is hard
to find in Washington. In Washington, you
have a lot of folks who speak loud and have
nothing to say. [Laughter]
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