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Week Ending Friday, June 4, 1993

Proclamation 6567—Emergency
Medical Services Week, 1993 and
1994
May 28, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Emergency medical services personnel

provide a vital public service 24 hours a day,
7 days a week. Traumatic injury is the leading
cause of death and disability for men,
women, and children between the ages of
1 and 44 years. Each year, injuries account
for more than 140,000 deaths, over 2 million
hospitalizations, and more than 80,000 per-
manent disabilities.

Inclusive emergency medical systems play
a significant role in reducing mortality and
disability due to injuries. Quality emergency
medical care saves lives and reduces disabil-
ity by linking pre-hospital, hospital, and reha-
bilitation services that provide optimal care
for all Americans.

Americans benefit daily from the dedica-
tion and immediate care provided by physi-
cians, emergency nurses, emergency medical
technicians, paramedics, fire fighters, edu-
cators, administrators, and others who serve
in coordinated systems of emergency care.
Emergency medical care providers dedicate
thousands of hours to specialized training
and continuing education to enhance and
maintain their lifesaving skills. Two-thirds of
these individuals are volunteers, many of
whom serve in rural areas of the country.

Since the initial efforts to establish emer-
gency medicine as a medical specialty 25
years ago, emergency medical care providers
have continually advanced standards of prac-
tice in the emergency management of trau-
matically injured persons. Their efforts have
resulted in the development of systems to
improve trauma care planning, regionalized

systems of trauma care, and an increased
public awareness of the effects of injury and
their prevention.

We salute our Nation’s emergency medical
services providers. Their daily efforts affect
millions of men, women, and children who
suffer from acute illness or injury by return-
ing them to productive lives.

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution
78, has designated the weeks beginning May
23, 1993, and May 15, 1994, as ‘‘Emergency
Medical Services Week’’ and has authorized
and requested the President to issue a procla-
mation in observance of the event.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the weeks of May 23
through 29, 1993, and May 15 through 21,
1994, as Emergency Medical Services Week.
I call upon all Americans to observe this pe-
riod with appropriate programs and activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-eighth day of May, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:43 p.m., June 3, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 7. This item was not re-
ceived in time for publication in the appropriate
issue.

Remarks Announcing Changes in the
White House Staff and an Exchange
With Reporters
May 29, 1993

The President. Good morning, ladies and
gentlemen. The objective of this White
House and everyone who works in it is to
improve the lives of the American people and
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to change their lives for the better. We have
been working on that from the beginning.
It takes the right people and the right organi-
zation to achieve those objectives. For the
last several weeks the Chief of Staff Mack
McLarty has been working to make appro-
priate changes in the White House to
strengthen our ability to do our job for the
American people.

I am pleased today to welcome to the
White House staff one of the Nation’s most
respected journalists and commentators,
David Gergen. I have known David for many
years. He is a trusted friend and a dedicated
public servant. By agreeing to accept Mack
McLarty’s invitation to join the White House
team he is demonstrating one of the qualities
for which he is well known, a sense of patriot-
ism that transcends partisanship.

David Gergen is a Republican, as well as
a longtime friend of mine. He is a moderate,
prochange, patriotic American. We have
shared many ideas over the years and found
much agreement in the work I have done
as Governor and with the Democratic Lead-
ership Council and in many of the ideas I
espoused in the campaign of 1992. I want
him to help me make those ideas a reality
in the lives of the American people.

The message here is that we are rising
above politics. We are going beyond the par-
tisanship that damaged this country so badly
in the last several years to search for new
ideas, a new common ground, a new national
unity.

I am also announcing that my longtime
and trusted aide, George Stephanopoulos
will be working with me more closely, as he
did in the campaign, on important matters
of policy and strategy and day-to-day deci-
sionmaking, helping me to integrate all the
complicated debates that confront my Office.
One of the reasons for this move is that I
have missed very badly and I have needed
the kind of contact and support that I re-
ceived from George in the campaign, that
I think was absolutely essential to the victory
that was secured.

I’d now like to introduce the Chief of Staff
and thank Mack McLarty for all the hard
work that he has been doing, especially in
the last few weeks to try to strengthen the
White House and make it able to do the

things that we pledged to do for the Amer-
ican people.

Mr. McLarty.
[At this point, Thomas McLarty, David
Gergen, and George Stephanopoulos made
statements in support of the changes in the
White House staff.]

White House Staff
Q. Mr. President, the decision to bring in

a Republican for this key position, does this
mean you’re going back to your centrist or
New Democrat roots that you articulated
during the campaign? And what does it mean
about some of the more controversial deci-
sions recently that suggested you were mov-
ing towards the more liberal wing of the
Democratic Party, specifically your civil
rights Assistant Attorney General nominee
Lani Guinier? Do you still want her to be-
come the Assistant Attorney General for civil
rights?

The President. Today I want to talk about
David Gergen, George Stephanopoulos, and
the White House staff. The announcement
that I have made today with Mr. McLarty—
it was really his idea; I want to give him the
credit for it; I wish it had been mine, but
it wasn’t—signals to the American people
where I am, what I believe, and what I’m
going to do.

I did not get into this race for President
to divide the American people. I got into the
race to unite the American people and to
move this country forward. I have always,
throughout my public life, had supporters
who were independents, who were Repub-
licans, who were interested in ideas and
movement and not in partisan gridlock and
moving the American people apart. That’s
what I’m trying to do. That’s what I’ve always
wanted to do. And that’s what this announce-
ment today means.

President’s Priorities
Q. Mr. President, Mr. Gergen talked

about scorching partisanship on Capitol Hill
and elsewhere in this town. He said that four
of the five last Presidents have been broken
by the weight of the office that you now hold.
Do you feel that you’re at that point? Do
you feel the weight? And do you feel there’s
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a chance that you, too, could be broken by
it?

The President. I don’t know about the
weight. I feel the responsibility. I have made
a deliberate decision to move rapidly to do
things which I think need to be done which
have been neglected, and to push the agenda
forward, especially on the budget. And as you
know, we’re moving forward in a record pace
now with a very tough and difficult set of
choices for the American people that I think
will allow us to reclaim our destiny.

I believe that, when the history of this ad-
ministration is written, we will look back and
see that taking on the tough decisions early
was the right decision for the people of this
country. But I have been very concerned that
the cumulative effect of some of the things
which are now very much in the news has
given to the administration a tinge that is too
partisan and not connected to the main-
stream, prochange, future-oriented politics
and policies that I ran for President to imple-
ment. And that’s what I want to do.

I think that this will help me to be a suc-
cessful President. But the issue is not wheth-
er I’ll be a successful President, it’s whether
we’ll have a successful country. And I believe
we will. And I think this is one big step to-
ward that today.

Improving Communication

Q. Mr. President, with your public opinion
polls fairly low right now, does this change
suggest an inability to get your message out
so far, or change it?

The President. I don’t think that anybody
would be surprised to admit that the major
work of this administration and the passion-
ate concerns of this administration are not
always the things which come to mind in
what’s being communicated to the American
people. So do we want to improve our ability
to communicate what we believe and what
we’re doing? Yes, we do.

When I had the nationally televised town
hall meeting here last week and all those peo-
ple came up to me and said afterward how
much better they felt about their country
having been here and having had a personal
conversation, knowing exactly where I and
where my administration is coming from,

what our values and objectives are, it made
it utterly clear to me that if the American
people knew exactly what we were doing, just
like they did on the night of February 17th,
they would support these tough decisions
and these difficult changes.

On the other hand, I think it unrealistic
ever to assume you can take on the kind of
challenges that we are trying to take on with-
out having some momentary bumps and runs
in the public opinion polls. We can’t be gov-
erned by that. But what I want to know is
that the American people at least know me,
know who I am, where I’m coming from, and
more importantly, know what our administra-
tion is about. Then whatever their opinions
in the polls will be will actively reflect the
reality of who we are and their judgment
about it. That’s all I want. And I think that’s
what the communications can do.

President’s Priorities

Q. Mr. President, you’ve made much of
cutting the White House staff in an effort
to reduce Government spending. With the
addition of Mr. Gergen and the rumored ad-
dition of others, doesn’t that seem out of
keeping with a leaner White House staff?

The President. The White House staff is
going to be much leaner than it was before,
but the number-one task that I have is to
serve the American people. Let me just give
you an example. One of the things we never
could have anticipated is that we’d get more
mail here in 31⁄2 months than the White
House did in all of 1992.

I am cutting the Federal Government. I
am cutting the White House staff. We are
doing that. But I think our number-one ob-
jective is to serve the American people well.
And that’s what we’re trying to do.

I have got to go to West Point. I am going
to be late, and that would be a terrible mis-
take. I owe it to the graduating seniors at
West Point to get them off on their military
careers on time. I’m sorry.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:30 a.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.
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The President’s Radio Address
May 29, 1993

Good morning. This weekend, in solemn
ceremonies and joyful gatherings, families
will honor the military personnel who have
kept us free. In honoring these patriots we
honor what is best in the American spirit.

I’ll be joining those families at West Point
to pay tribute to the officers graduating from
the military academy, at Arlington National
Cemetery to lay a wreath and pray for the
fallen, and at the remarkable memorial to the
men and women who died in Vietnam whose
names are engraved in its polished walls and
whose memories are etched in the hearts of
the American people. These are the heroes
who have protected our borders, defended
our interests, and preserved our values.

Our military strength makes our freedom
possible. But our military might depends on
our economic strength. Just as our liberty
cannot rest upon a hollow army, our strong
military cannot rest upon a hollow economy.
Our ability to remain strong abroad is found-
ed on our ability to remain strong here at
home. For too many years the people in
Washington in both parties have permitted
our strength to ebb. Government of gridlock
and favoritism for the few has caused our
economy to lose its historic promise in a time
of intense global competition when we have
to change and when the status quo isn’t
enough.

Look at the results of the last several years:
middle class families working longer hours
for lower wages; economic growth in this re-
covery slowing to historically low levels; 9
million Americans out of work in the 25th
month of what is supposed to be a recovery.
Thirty-five million Americans go to bed every
night facing a serious illness or injury which
could bankrupt their families because they
have no health insurance, and many, many
millions more fear losing their health insur-
ance if they have to change jobs and they
have a sick person in their family or if their
company goes down.

In the midst of all of these challenges our
National Government too long has given
enormous tax cuts to the wealthiest Ameri-
cans and special interests and, at the same
time, reduced investments in areas essential

to productivity and security of working fami-
lies. And in our cities, small towns, and rural
areas, look what’s happened. In the last 12
years the Government’s debt has grown from
$1 trillion to $4 trillion, in just 12 years. And
what a burden and shackle it has become.

The American economy is in the middle
of the global marketplace, challenged by na-
tions who have made wise investments in
their people, their workers, and their techno-
logical edge, and who have disciplined their
own spending on other things. If we don’t
start getting better, we can fall behind, and
the American way of life will be denied to
this generation and the next. This is the great
struggle of our time. And it is a challenge
I am determined our country will meet, a
battle we will win.

At stake is whether Washington will stop
doing business as usual and put our own
house in order and put our people first,
whether we will be satisfied with the status
quo and let the special interests continue to
dictate our country’s future, or whether we
will expand American prosperity and pre-
serve the American dream.

Just this week, the House of Representa-
tives stepped up to the plate and voted for
change, for growth, for renewal. The House
voted for an economic program that really
reduces the deficit through specific spending
cuts that will lead to economic growth. They
voted for 200 cuts in old spending programs,
$250 billion in deficit reduction through
spending cuts alone. We also asked the
wealthy to pay their fair share because they
are able to pay more and because in the last
12 years taxes have gone down on the wealthy
as their incomes have gone up. Of the money
we raise in taxes 75 percent of it comes from
individuals with incomes above $100,000.

The plan also asks the middle class to make
a modest contribution through an energy tax.
In 1994, a family making $40,000 a year will
pay a dollar a month; the next year, $7 a
month; the next year $17 a month when the
energy tax is fully phased in.

Our plan for economic growth is serious
about deficit reduction, by asking all but the
most meagerly supplied working families and
the poor to make a contribution. We reduce
our deficit by $500 billion. That puts our fis-
cal house in order. It pays down the deficit,
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and at the same time, it does something else
we have to do: we make a down payment
on future economic growth, investing in the
work skills, the education standards, the
technologies that our people need to be able
to compete and win in global markets.

This plan rewards full-time work instead
of lifetime welfare. For the first time, this
plan will make it possible for us to say to
every American family, if you work 40 hours
a week and you have children in the home,
you won’t be in poverty. That means that
people will no longer have an incentive to
prefer welfare to work. In fact, it will be the
other way around.

The House of Representatives deserves
our special thanks for passing our plan. Now
it’s time for the Senators to do the right thing
as well. But unfortunately, even well-inten-
tioned and respected legislators are still
clinging to the illusions of the past, that
somehow there are easy ways out of this and
no-pain decisions. Then other people in the
Senate would actually pay for lower taxes on
the very wealthy by cutting Social Security
benefits for older Americans living barely
above the poverty line. And for working
Americans living barely above the poverty
line, they’d be denied tax benefits so there
could be more to upper-income people. If
we were to protect interest groups from pay-
ing their fair share of taxes by cutting the
earned-income tax credit for low-income
working Americans, we’d just force millions
of low-wage workers back into poverty and
force many into welfare.

These ideas would return us to the failed
policies of the past, policies that increased
our deficit, short-changed our future, and put
narrow interests over national interests. But
those days are over. Gridlock is out. Growth
is in. It’s time for the Senate to join the
House and get with this program.

This is not about politics. It’s about Ameri-
ca’s future, about rebuilding the foundation
of our prosperity, about restoring the con-
fidence of our people in Washington’s capac-
ity to deal with our common problems. It’s
about being strong nationally and about our
families being secure and strong in their
homes and in their lives.

We’re making progress. We’re turning
things around. We’re doing it together like

a family. On Memorial Day, let’s rededicate
ourselves to our Armed Services who are
fighting for our national security and to our
common economic future which makes that
national security possible.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 1:27 p.m. on
May 28 in the Wyndham Franklin Plaza Hotel
in Philadelphia, PA, for broadcast at 10:06 a.m.
on May 29.

Remarks at the United States
Military Academy Commencement
Ceremony in West Point, New York
May 29, 1993

Thank you very much. Please be seated.
General Graves, thank you for that fine in-

troduction and for your outstanding leader-
ship here. General Sullivan and the distin-
guished platform guests, distinguished
guests, all the families and guests of this grad-
uating class, and most of all, to the young
men and women of the Corps of Cadets, it
is a great privilege for me today to join in
this celebration of accomplishment.

To the class of 1993, I want to extend my
heartfelt congratulations. You’ve worked
hard, and you’ve well earned the honor be-
stowed upon you today.

To your parents and your relatives, let me
assure you that however often you’ve won-
dered about it, you really aren’t dreaming.
Your sons and daughters, your brothers and
sisters really made it. And you can take pride
in their graduation and in the strong values
that you must have helped to instill in them
that made this day possible for them.

To the faculty and staff of this wonderful
Academy, let me offer my gratitude for your
dedication as this historic institution grad-
uates its 50,000th cadet. It is said here at
West Point that much of the history you
teach was made by the people you taught.
That’s true and very much to your credit. The
work you and your predecessors have carried
forward since 1802 is truly that of nation-
building, and today your Nation thanks you
once again.
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For the class of 1993, today marks the
completion of an arduous process. I look out
at you and think you endured Beast Barracks.
You passed countless PT tests, none of which
I could pass anymore. [Laughter] You have
met high standards for discipline, for physical
fitness, for academics, and I must say, I am
impressed by your haircuts. [Laughter]

No one is perfect, of course, as even the
President demonstrates from time to time.
I’m reminded that one of your greatest grad-
uates and one of my predecessors as Com-
mander in Chief, General Dwight Eisen-
hower, was punished as a cadet for such ter-
rible offenses as, I quote, ‘‘apparently making
no reasonable effort to have his room prop-
erly cleaned at a.m. inspection,’’ and—I won-
der what a ‘‘reasonable effort’’ is—and sec-
ond, ‘‘being late for breakfast.’’ In the un-
likely event that there have been any such
breaches of discipline on your part, let me
announce today that in keeping with cus-
tomary practice, I exercise my prerogative as
Commander in Chief to grant amnesty to the
Corps of Cadets. [Applause] I hope the as-
sembled crowd is not too troubled that so
many seem to be celebrating. [Laughter]

Two centuries ago at this bend in the Hud-
son River, America’s first defenders
stretched a chain across the river to prevent
British ships from dividing and conquering
our new Nation. Today we add 1,003 new
links to that unbroken chain of America’s de-
fenders, 1,003 new and solid segments in the
Long Gray Line, a line that stretches back
191 years through your ranks and as far into
the future as the Lord lets the United States
of America exist. The Long Gray Line has
never failed us, and I believe it never will.

Like the great chain itself, you have
emerged from the forge, tested and tem-
pered, composed of a stronger metal than
you brought here. Forty-eight months ago,
you came here as young adults. Today when
you leave this stadium, you will be officers
of the United States Army.

West Point has prepared you for a life of
service. And as you well know, West Point’s
graduates have served America in many,
many ways, not only by leading troops into
combat but also by exploring frontiers,
founding universities, laying out the rail-
roads, building the Panama Canal, running

corporations, serving in the Congress and in
the White House, and walking on the Moon.

Yet, no service is more important or admi-
rable than your simple decision to put on the
uniform of this great Nation and to serve
wherever America calls you in defense of
freedom. The willingness to serve and sac-
rifice for the greater good is the ultimate trib-
ute to your character and your efforts. For
those services and sacrifices, those that
brought you here and those that will take you
and our great Nation into the future, you
have the appreciation of all the American
people.

You have stepped forward not only to serve
but to lead. For the hallmark of West Point
has been its tradition of growing leaders of
character. Whenever the Nation called,
members of the Long Gray Line have led
the way. Your predecessors led tight-lipped
troops into the smoke and flame of battle
at Chancellorsville and Gettysburg. They
were first out of the muddy trenches into
the attack at the Meuse-Argonne. They led
the first wave of assaults from Normandy.
They held the line at Pusan and were first
off the helicopters in the Ia Drang Valley and
the Iron Triangle. More recent graduates
were among those who jumped into Panama
and led the charge into Iraq. And the corps
was there as well when the call came from
the victims of hunger, when the call came
from the victims of Hurricane Andrew. From
Florida to Somalia, you have been there.

The 172 battle streamers on the Army flag
commemorate the skill and courage of those
who have gone before you. Marked and un-
marked graves around the world testify to
the corps’ selfless devotion to country. Your
steadfast commitment to duty, honor, coun-
try is our national strength.

My commitment and that of the Congress
and the American people is to stand by you.
That means before we ask you to put your
life and the lives of those whom you com-
mand in harm’s way, it is our solemn respon-
sibility to take your advice, to give you the
tools you need, and then to give you our com-
plete support. That is our pledge to you as
you enter this career.

You are pinning on your gold bars at a time
of remarkable challenge and change for the
United States. On this Memorial Day week-
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end, we all pray that we have sent America’s
sons and daughters to war for the last time.
Yet, history suggests that during your years
of service, we will again need to call upon
America’s weapons and warriors to defend
our national interests.

The changes of recent years allow us to
be hopeful. But common sense reminds us
to be prepared. One way we must be pre-
pared is by ensuring that our forces have
what they need to get the job done, the
equipment and the quality people needed to
ensure that we can achieve decisive victory
should we be called to battle once again. As
our forces must change to meet the chal-
lenges and dangers of a new world, one need
will remain constant, the requirement for
leaders of character.

You will be called upon in many ways in
this era: to keep the peace, to relieve suffer-
ing, to help teach officers from new democ-
racies in the ways of a democratic army, and
still to fulfill the fundamental mission which
General MacArthur reminded us of, which
is always to be ready to win our wars.

But whatever the challenge, I know you
will accomplish your mission, not only be-
cause of your training but because of your
values and character. I will do my part by
doing whatever is necessary to keep our
forces ready—and to keep our microphones
up. [Laughter] I will do my part—and I think
the Congress will, too—to make sure that our
forces are always ready to fight and win on
a moment’s notice. We ought, really, to meet
the standard of one of your classmates, Pat
Malcolm, who came in the clutch and deliv-
ered the goods for you. If we can do that,
you will be able to serve.

If you have the character and will to win,
we owe it to you to make you the best
trained, the best prepared, the best
equipped, and the best supported fighting
force on the face of the Earth.

The budget cuts that have come at the end
of the cold war were necessary, even wel-
come, appropriate in light of the collapse of
the Soviet Union and other changes. But we
must be mindful, even as we try so hard to
reduce this terrible national deficit, that
there is a limit beyond which we must not
go. We have to ensure that the United States

is ready, ready to win and superior to all
other military forces in the world.

In doing that, we can ensure that the val-
ues you learned here and the values you
brought here from your families and your
communities back home will be able to
spread throughout this country and through-
out the world and give other people the op-
portunity to live as you have lived, to fulfill
your God-given capacities.

We must also stay prepared by under-
standing the threats of this new era. We can’t
predict the future. We cannot tell precisely
when the next challenge will come or exactly
what form it will take. Yet, we do know that
the threats we face are fundamentally dif-
ferent from those of the recent past. The end
of the bipolar superpower cold war leaves
us with unfamiliar threats, not the absence
of danger.

Consider what we witness today in the
world you will move into: ethnic and religious
conflict, the violent turmoil of dissolving or
newly created states, the random violence of
the assassin and the terrorist. These are
forces that plagued the world in the early
days of this century. As we scan today’s
bloodiest conflicts, from the former Soviet
Union and Yugoslavia to Armenia to Sudan,
the dynamics of the cold war have been re-
placed by many of the dynamics of old war.
A particularly troubling new element in the
world you face, however, is the proliferation
around the globe of weapons of mass de-
struction and the means for their delivery.
Today, ambitious and violent regimes seek
to acquire arsenals of nuclear, biological, and
chemical warfare.

As we discovered in Iraq, surging stocks
of ballistic missiles and other advanced arms
have enabled outlaw nations to extend the
threat of mass destruction a long way beyond
their own borders. And meeting these new
threats will require a new approach and a
new determination shared by all peace-loving
nations to oppose the spread of these dread
weapons. In the coming months, our admin-
istration will address the dangers from grow-
ing stockpiles of nuclear materials that could
be used in these weapons and the risk of nu-
clear smuggling and terrorism.

We will soon begin negotiations on a com-
prehensive test ban treaty which will increase
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our political leverage to combat this pro-
liferation. We will reform our export controls
to keep weapons-related technologies out of
the wrong hands, while cutting redtape for
legitimate American export activities. And we
must make further changes in how we orga-
nize the Government to reflect the priority
that we place on nonproliferation. For, if we
must contemplate the possibility of sending
America’s men and women once again into
harm’s way, then we owe it to you to do our
best to prevent the proliferation of weapons
that could vastly multiply the dangers and
the casualties of any conflict.

Ultimately, preparedness lies in strength.
And if our Nation is to be strong abroad,
it must also be strong at home. It was Presi-
dent Eisenhower who once said, ‘‘A strong
economy is the physical basis, the physical
basis of all our military power.’’

One of the most potent weapons behind
our victory in World War II was the industrial
might of the United States. What ultimately
enabled us to prevail in the cold war was
the simple fact that our free political and eco-
nomic institutions had produced more pros-
perity and more personal human happiness
than did the confining institutions of com-
munism. In the same way our global era lead-
ership must, must depend on our ability to
create jobs and growth and opportunity for
Americans here at home who, in turn, will
have the finances to make sure we can main-
tain the world’s strongest military.

Unfortunately, for too many years in this
new global economy, we have had difficulty
maintaining opportunity at home. In the face
of intense competition around the world and
the now-familiar problems we have in the
United States, our debt has grown from $1
trillion to $4 trillion, even as we have reduced
military spending and investments in areas
that are crucial to our future in new tech-
nologies, in education and training, and in
converting defense cutbacks into domestic
economic opportunities.

Today we face an especially troubling phe-
nomenon that the United States has never
faced before at home: slow economic growth
which does not create new jobs. We must
refuse to accept this as a pattern that will
be repeated in the future. Just as our security

cannot rest upon a hollow army, neither can
it rest upon a hollow economy.

If we are to sustain the American way of
life that you have been trained so well to
defend, we must do more and do better. We
must cultivate the teacher who can hold her
class’ attention, encourage the entrepreneur
who bets his savings on his own ideas. We
must do right by the middle class families
of this country who work hard and play by
the rules. We must pay down the deficit and
make downpayments on the future, both at
the same time, honoring work, rewarding in-
vestment, and sharpening our competitive
edge. If you can win on the battlefield, surely
America can win in every field of competition
we must face as we march toward the 21st
century.

That is the great challenge facing our
country. And the Congress today is facing
that challenge in dealing with the economic
plan I have presented. The House of Rep-
resentatives, led by concerned Americans
like Congressman Jack Reed, who is the only
West Point graduate in the United States
Congress, has sent a plan to the Senate which
now must be produced from the Senate in
the form of an economic plan to bring this
country back.

In this new era, those of us in political life
need a new strategy, need sound tactics, need
the kind of discipline in implementing it that
all of you have learned to provide for our
Nation’s defense here at West Point. In
short, we must approach the job of rebuilding
our Nation with the same kind of single-
minded determination that you have brought
your skills, your dedication, and leadership
ability to in these 4 years and that you will
bring to the defense of our Nation in the
years ahead. We can do no less for you.

Finally, let me say this. Someday, some of
you out here will be sitting in the Situation
Room at the White House or with the Presi-
dent or with the Secretary of Defense in
some other circumstance. At that moment
you will be called to give your advice on an
issue which may be small but also may be
large and of incredible significance to the fu-
ture of this country. I ask you in all the years
ahead to keep preparing for that day
throughout your careers by continuing study
and continuous listening and continuous ab-
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sorption of every experience you have. The
world is changing rapidly, and if you do not
work to make change our friend, then it can
become our enemy. You represent the very
best of the American people. It will be your
understanding of our Nation’s challenges and
your embodiment of our Nation’s values, en-
riched by what you have learned here,
leavened by the experiences to come, bound
by your commitment to ‘‘Duty, Honor,
Country’’ which will permit you to make our
greatest contribution to the Nation: continu-
ing service. You have earned your turn to
lead, to follow in the footsteps of those who
have been on the Plain before you.

Over the past 4 years, your Nation has in-
vested heavily in you. The skills and dedica-
tion you now bring to the defense of our Na-
tion are more than ample repayment. I am
proud of the work you do, honored to serve
as your Commander in Chief, confident that
all Americans join me in saluting your
achievement, and very, very optimistic about
the future of our Nation in your hands.

Good luck. God bless you, and God bless
America.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:20 a.m. in
Michie Stadium. In his remarks, he referred to
Lt. Gen. Howard D. Graves, USA, Superintend-
ent, U.S. Military Academy; Gen. Gordon R. Sulli-
van, USA, Chief of Staff, U.S. Army; and Pat Mal-
colm, who kicked the winning field goal in the
1992 Army-Navy football game.

Remarks Honoring the Observance
of the 50th Anniversary of World
War II
May 31, 1993

Good morning. Please be seated. It’s a
great honor for the First Lady and for me
to have all of you here in the White House
today. I want to welcome all of you, and a
few by name, beginning with the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs Jesse Brown; the Deputy
Secretary of Defense Dr. William Perry;
Marvin Runyon, the Postmaster General; Lt.
General Claude Kicklighter, the Executive
Director of the World War II Commemora-
tion Committee; Mr. Roger Durbin, a World
War II veteran and the initiator of the World
War II Commemorative Coin legislation.

Also here with me, representing all World
War II veterans, is Admiral Eugene Fluckey.
I’d like to welcome Congresswoman Marcy
Kaptur from Ohio, an ardent supporter of
veterans’ cause who heeded the call of her
constituent, Mr. Durbin, and took the lead
on the legislation to issue the World War II
50th Anniversary Commemorative Coin, to
fund a building of the World War II Memo-
rial here in Washington with no net cost to
the United States Treasury. I wonder if we
might undertake some other programs with
that device. [Laughter]

I’d like to thank our good friend, Senator
Jay Rockefeller from West Virginia, another
great advocate for veterans, for being here
with us; Secretary Shannon from the Army;
Admiral Kelso, wearing both his Chief of
Naval Operations and Navy Secretary hats
today; Secretary Donley from the Air Force;
Admiral Jeremiah, the Vice Chair of the Joint
Chiefs; General Sullivan, the Army Chief of
Staff who took me to West Point on Saturday
for one of the better days of my life, thank
you, General; General McPeak, the Chief of
Staff of the Air Force; General Mundy, the
Commandant of the Marine Corps; and Ad-
miral Kime, the Commandant of the Coast
Guard. I’m delighted to welcome the many
representatives of veteran service organiza-
tions who are here with us today.

I want to say a special word of thanks to
the veterans organizations, and the VA par-
ticularly, for working with the health care
task force that the First Lady is chairing so
closely on health care. Hillary visited the
Washington, DC, VA medical centers on
May 29th, and she talked to me in our brief
stay at Camp David for 30 or 40 minutes
about how impressed she was about what she
saw there. And we are very, very hopeful that
we can work with the active military health
operations and with the VA in working
through this health care issue. I think you
have a major role to play.

I’d also like to say a special word of thanks
to the people who were involved in the May
28th kickoff of this weekend’s Memorial Day
remembrances. There I had the opportunity
to speak with three VA medical centers, a
telephone conversation that initiated a pro-
gram replacing the old system of isolating
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veterans in these hospitals from their families
and friends by replacing it with a system
where telephones are placed alongside their
beds and are usable by veterans even with
severe disabilities. We now are having five
hospitals so equipped, but eventually will
have 174 veterans hospitals where veterans
will be able to call from their bedside to their
families and friends.

This is an important issue. One of the men
I talked with in Queens has three children;
two of them are in the service and are over-
seas. And now, even though he is quite ill,
he’ll be able to talk on this day to both of
his children who, like him, are serving in the
armed services.

In just a few moments I’m going to sign
a resolution and a proclamation designating
this May 31st through June 7th as a period
of national observance, as part of the 50th
anniversary of World War II. But before I
do that, and before Postmaster General Run-
yon and I unveil this year’s additions of the
World War II Commemorative Stamps, I’d
like to say just a few things about the debt
that all of us owe to our veterans.

Fifty years ago, the United States and its
allies were engaged in a monumental strug-
gle to defeat a totalitarian Axis bent on con-
trolling the world, to preserve the dignity of
mankind and to protect individual freedom.
Americans from every walk of life were called
upon to sacrifice their freedoms and their
comforts, to undergo great danger to shore
up our Nation’s future, and to fight for de-
mocracy.

As we observe the 50th anniversary of
World War II, our country must remember
and honor the million who defended democ-
racy and defeated aggression. We learned
from those early defeats in World War II that
we must remain vigilant and always prepared
to resist future aggression and that all nations
dedicated to freedom must stand together.
The freedoms we enjoy today are results of
our victory over aggression, and the efforts
the United States makes today to work with
all other nations who love and believe in free-
dom are a testimony to the wisdom of the
lessons learned then.

We must be committed now to leave our
children a world free of the horrors of war:
hatred, violence, and inhumanity. Franklin

Roosevelt once said, ‘‘We must cultivate the
science of human relationships, the ability of
all people to live and work together in the
same world at peace.’’ I think Admiral
Fluckey, a courageous man, would agree that
while courage and deeds of warriors are in-
deed heroic, the ultimate goal of this courage
is to make it unnecessary for future genera-
tions.

President Kennedy once said, ‘‘It is an un-
fortunate fact that we can secure the peace
only by preparing for war.’’ Our Nation
stands committed to defend itself and our
allies by remaining strong and vigilant and
ready. And therefore, it is very fitting that
this week-long period of national observance
of the 50th anniversary of World War II be-
gins on Memorial Day, a day when we re-
member and honor our Nation’s war dead.
As we work toward a more peaceful future,
it is appropriate that we remember and thank
the brave and selfless patriots who served our
Nation 50 years ago.

During this commemoration, Americans of
all ages must also remember those who gave
their lives and dedicated themselves in other
wars so that our Nation could remain free
and strong, so that the deeds, the commit-
ment, and the sacrifice of those who made
this commitment will not have been in vain.

I have asked the Secretary of Defense Les
Aspin, who is in Brussels today, in conjunc-
tion with the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
Jesse Brown, to continue coordinating the
commemorative events of the 50th anniver-
sary of the Second World War. I want to urge
all the veterans, the Government, the civic,
the business, and the patriotic organizations
to join together in expression so that a grate-
ful Nation will remember. Our Nation will
rededicate itself during this time to studying
the lessons of the past.

I want to say in closing, again, how grateful
I am to have all of you here in the White
House today. This is your house. You have
paid the price for it, and those whom you
represent made the fact that it is still standing
possible. We are all very, very grateful to you.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:15 a.m. in the
East Room at the White House. Following his re-
marks, he signed Proclamation 6568—Time for
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the National Observance of the Fiftieth Anniver-
sary of World War II.

Proclamation 6568—Time for the
National Observance of the Fiftieth
Anniversary of World War II
May 31, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Americans live in an era when there are

no major confrontations between world pow-
ers. This period of peace traces its roots back
50 years to the Second World War. Our
Armed Forces stood strong against totali-
tarian regimes that sought to dominate and
suppress freedom-loving peoples of the
world. Although Americans felt ill-equipped
to take on the vast international responsibil-
ities, we rose to take on world leadership.
In the process, we learned the price of ag-
gression and the benefits of peace.

At the end of the Cold War, it is therefore
fitting to remember the years of World War
II and those brave and selfless American pa-
triots who stood strong and true against tyr-
anny so that we could enjoy a safer and more
prosperous life. President Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt’s thoughts about the time still apply
today:

We are faced with the pre-eminent fact
that, if civilization is to survive, we must
cultivate the science of human relation-
ship—the ability of all people, of all
kinds, to live together and work together
in the same world, at peace. . . .

Our generation and future generations must
heed these words. In a world warmed by the
sunshine of freedom, but threatened still by
ancient hatreds and new plagues, the United
States of America must stand as a beacon
of liberty and justice.

During this period of remembrance and
reflection, it is appropriate that Memorial
Day be included during the ‘‘Time for the
National Observance of the Fiftieth Anniver-
sary of World War II.’’ As we preserve the
memory of the events of World War II and
honor the memory of our loved ones lost dur-
ing that tragic time, I call upon Americans

to study the history of that era so that the
values our Nation defended and the lessons
we learned will never be forgotten. I ask that
we celebrate freedom and peace in our
houses of worship and in our halls of govern-
ment, in private thanksgiving and public
ceremonies, and that we remember and
honor our Nation’s World War II veterans.

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution
80, has designated May 30, 1993, through
June 7, 1993, as a ‘‘Time for the National
Observance of the Fiftieth Anniversary of
World War II.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby designate May 30, 1993, through
June 7, 1993, as a Time for the National Ob-
servance of the Fiftieth Anniversary of World
War II. I call upon all Americans to observe
this period with appropriate programs and
activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this thirty-first day of May, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:44 p.m., June 3, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 7.

Remarks at a Memorial Day
Ceremony at Arlington National
Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia
May 31, 1993

Thank you very much. General Gordon,
distinguished leaders of the armed services,
the Defense Department, the Cabinet, the
Congress, the leaders of our veterans organi-
zations here, to all the veterans and their
families who are here and to all those here
who are family members of veterans buried
in this cemetery or in any other place around
the globe, and to my fellow Americans: We
come together this morning, along with our
countrymen and women in cities across the
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land, to honor those who died that we might
live in freedom, the only way that Americans
can ever truly live. Today we put aside our
differences to better reflect on what unites
us. The lines so often drawn between and
among us, lines of region or race or partisan-
ship, all those lines fall away today as we gaze
upon the lines of markers that surround us
on these hallowed hills. The lines of dif-
ference are freedom’s privilege. The lines of
these markers are freedom’s cost.

Today Americans all across our land draw
together in shared experience and shared re-
membrance. And whether it is an older vet-
eran in Florida, or a teenager in New Mexico,
or a mother in Wisconsin, all today will bow
their heads and put hand to heart. And with-
out knowing each other, still we will all be
joined in spirit, because we are Americans
and because we know we are equal share-
holders in humanity’s most uplifting dream.

Today, as we fly the American flag, some
will recall the pledge we began to recite daily
as youngsters in grade school, with solemn
faith and awkward salute, some of us even
before we learned the difference between
our right and left hands. Others will remem-
ber the flag waving over public gatherings,
large and very small. But on this day, in this
serene and solemn setting, conscious of the
past, conscious, too, of the perils all too
present, what we see most vividly in that flag
are the faces of American soldiers who gave
their lives in battle and the faces of this gen-
eration of young service men and women,
very, very much alive, still training and pre-
paring for possible conflicts tomorrow. From
the first militiaman downed at Lexington to
today’s rawest recruit, the flag unites them,
soldiers living and dead, and reminds the rest
of us that we are all the inheritors of a sacred
trust.

It is with that flag and that trust in mind
that we resolve this May morning to keep
America free, strong, and proud. We resolve
in this era of profound change and continu-
ing peril to be ever vigilant against any foe
that could endanger us and against any un-
dercurrent that might erode our security, in-
cluding the economic security that is the ulti-
mate foundation of our Nation’s strength. We
resolve, as well, always to keep America’s

Armed Forces the finest in the world. And
we resolve that if we ask them to fight in
our behalf, we will give them the clear mis-
sion, the means, and the support they need
to win.

In honoring those who died in the defense
of our country, we must never neglect to
honor as well our living American veterans.
The Nation owes a special debt to the mil-
lions of men and women who took up posts
at home or abroad to secure our defenses
or to fight for our freedom. Because of what
they have done for us, their health and well-
being must always be a cause for our special
concern.

Here by the Tomb of the Unknown Sol-
dier, we renew our Nation’s solemn pledge
also to the POW and MIA families from all
wars, a pledge to provide not just the prayers
and memorials but also to the extent humanly
possible to provide the answers you deserve.
And we vow, with the new Korean War Me-
morial project finally underway, that no fu-
ture conflict, if conflict there must be, must
ever be regarded as a forgotten war. The in-
scription on the Tomb of the Unknown Sol-
dier says that he is, quote, ‘‘Known only to
God.’’ But that is only partly true. While the
soldier’s name is known only to God, we
know a lot about him. We know he served
his country, honored his community, and
died for the cause of freedom. And we know
that no higher praise can be assigned to any
human being than those simple words.

Today we are at peace, but we live in a
troubled world. From that flag and from
these, our honored dead, we draw strength
and inspiration to carry on in our time the
tasks of defending and preserving freedom
that were so nobly fulfilled by all those we
come here to honor in this time. In that effort
and in the presence of those buried all
around us, we ask the support of all Ameri-
cans in the aid and blessing of God Almighty.
Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:30 a.m. at the
Memorial Amphitheater. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Maj. Gen. F.A. Gordon, USA, com-
mander of the Military District of Washington.

VerDate 14-MAY-98 14:12 May 18, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P22JN4.002 INET01



1003Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993 / May 31

Remarks at a Memorial Day
Ceremony at the Vietnam Veterans
Memorial
May 31, 1993

Thank you very much. General Powell,
General McCaffrey, and my good friend Lou
Puller, whom I did not know was coming
here today, I thank you so much.

To all of you who are shouting, I have
heard you. I ask you now to hear me. I have
heard you. Some have suggested that it is
wrong for me to be here with you today be-
cause I did not agree a quarter of a century
ago with the decision made to send the young
men and women to battle in Vietnam. Well,
so much the better. Here we are celebrating
America today. Just as war is freedom’s cost,
disagreement is freedom’s privilege, and we
honor it here today. But I ask all of you to
remember the words that have been said
here today. And I ask you at this monument:
Can any American be out of place? And can
any Commander in Chief be in any other
place but here on this day? I think not.

Many volumes have been written about
this war and those complicated times. But
the message of this memorial is quite simple:
These men and women fought for freedom,
brought honor to their communities, loved
their country, and died for it. They were
known to all of us. There’s not a person in
this crowd today who did not know someone
on this wall. Four of my high school class-
mates are there. Four who shared with me
the joys and trials of childhood and did not
live to see the three score and ten years the
Scripture says we are entitled to.

Let us continue to disagree, if we must,
about the war. But let us not let it divide
us as a people any longer. No one has come
here today to disagree about the heroism of
those whom we honor. But the only way we
can really honor their memory is to resolve
to live and serve today and tomorrow as best
we can and to make America the best that
she can be. Surely that is what we owe to
all those whose names are etched in this
beautiful memorial. As we all resolve to keep
the finest military in the world, let us remem-
ber some of the lessons that all agree on.
If the day should come when our service men
and women must again go into combat, let

us all resolve they will go with the training,
the equipment, the support necessary to win,
and most important of all, with a clear mis-
sion to win.

Let us do what is necessary to regain con-
trol over our destiny as a people here at
home, to strengthen our economy and de-
velop the capacities of all of our people, to
rebuild our communities and our families
where children are raised and character is
developed. Let us keep the American dream
alive.

Today, let us also renew a pledge to the
families whose names are not on this wall
because their sons and daughters did not
come home. We will do all we can to give
you not only the attention you have asked
for but the answers you deserve.

Today I have ordered that by Veterans Day
we will have declassified all United States
Government records related to POW’s and
MIA’s from the Vietnam war, all those
records, except for a tiny fraction which
could still affect our national security or in-
vade the privacy of their families. As we allow
the American public to have access to what
our Government knows, we will press harder
to find out what other governments know.
We are pressing the Vietnamese to provide
this accounting not only because it is the cen-
tral outstanding issue in our relationship with
Vietnam but because it is a central commit-
ment made by the American Government to
our people, and I intend to keep it.

You heard General Powell quoting Presi-
dent Lincoln: ‘‘With malice toward none and
charity for all let us bind up the Nation’s
wounds.’’ Lincoln speaks to us today across
the years. Let us resolve to take from this
haunting and beautiful memorial a renewed
sense of our national unity and purpose, a
deepened gratitude for the sacrifice of those
whose names we touched and whose memo-
ries we revere, and a finer dedication to mak-
ing America a better place for their children
and for our children, too.

Thank you all for coming here today. God
bless you, and God bless America.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:07 p.m. at the
memorial. In his remarks, he referred to Lewis
B. Puller, Jr., Vietnam veteran and Pulitzer prize-
winning author.
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Memorandum on Trade Agreements
May 31, 1993

Memorandum for the United States Trade
Representative
Subject: Presidential Determination Under
Section 1105(b)(1) of the Omnibus Trade
and Competitiveness Act of 1988

Section 1105(b)(1) of the Omnibus Trade
and Competitiveness Act of 1988 (Public
Law 100–48; 19 U.S.C. 2904(b)(1)) (‘‘the
Act’’), provides that the President shall deter-
mine, before June 1, 1993, whether any
major industrial country has failed to make
concessions under trade agreements entered
into under section 1102(a) and (b) of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 2902(a) and (b)) which provide
opportunities for the commerce of the
United States in such country substantially
equivalent to the competitive opportunities,
provided by concessions made by the United
States under trade agreements entered into
under section 1102(a) and (b) of the Act, for
the commerce of such country in the United
States.

Since the United States has not entered
into any agreements under section 1102(a)
or (b) of the Act, I hereby determine that
there has been no failure to make conces-
sions thereunder.

William J. Clinton

Memorandum on the Withdrawal of
Russian Armed Forces from
Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia
May 31, 1993

Presidential Determination No. 93–24

Memorandum for the Secretary of State
Subject: Withdrawal of Russian Armed
Forces from Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia

Pursuant to the Foreign Operation, Export
Financing, and Related Programs Appropria-
tions Act, 1993 (Public Law 102–391) (the
‘‘Act’’), including subsection (e) under the
heading ‘‘Assistance for the New Independ-
ent States of the Former Soviet Union’’ in
Title II of the Act, I hereby certify that sub-
stantial withdrawal has occurred of the

armed forces of Russia and the Common-
wealth of Independent States from Lithua-
nia, Latvia, and Estonia.

You are authorized and directed to notify
the Congress of this determination and to
publish it in the Federal Register.

William J. Clinton

NOTE: This item was released by the Office of
the Press Secretary on June 1.

Remarks to the Community in
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
June 1, 1993

The President. Thank you very much.
Senator Kohl, Congressman Barrett, Mayor
Norquist, ladies and gentlemen, it’s wonder-
ful to be back in Wisconsin and back in Mil-
waukee again for the first time since I be-
came President. I suppose I ought to begin
by thanking the State of Wisconsin for your
electoral votes. I’m very grateful for that. I’d
also like to thank the Metropolitan Milwau-
kee Association of Commerce and the Public
Policy Forum for hosting this opportunity for
me to visit with you, and through you, all
the people of Wisconsin, about the economic
issues facing our country.

I’d like to introduce some other people
who are here, up there somewhere. I asked
Senator Kohl where they were, and he said,
‘‘Up there somewhere.’’ But it’s dark. I can’t
see. I brought with me the former chancellor
of the University of Wisconsin, now the Di-
rector of the Department of Health and
Human Services, Donna Shalala, who is here;
the chairman of the Joint Economic Commit-
tee in the House, your Congressman, David
Obey, is here with me somewhere there; and
we were met at the airport by Congressman
Gerry Kleczka, who is here, Gerry; and Con-
gressman-elect Peter Barca, who is also here
somewhere. Thank you.

You know, a lot of times when I get out
in the country now, people who worked for
me—or who didn’t, who just feel like they
can come up and talk—say, ‘‘Well, aren’t you
worried about getting isolated up there in
Washington? I mean, what’s the real dif-
ference in being President and just being out
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here living?’’ And I had one thing happen
to me a couple of weeks ago that illustrates
the problem of being President or in the
Congress or anything else.

I was in the White House and I was up
on the residence floor. And I got on the ele-
vator, and I was going down to the first floor
where all big—if you’ve ever taken a tour
of the White House, that’s where all the big,
fancy rooms are that the public tours. But
we also use them when they’re not open for
tours, and I was going to a meeting there.
And the young man who was taking me down
in the elevator works for the Usher’s Office,
and of course, they were all hired under my
predecessors. He didn’t know me very well,
and he was a little awkward, you know. So
he took me downstairs, and he opened the
doors of the elevator, and I found myself im-
mediately in the presence of 30 total strang-
ers who were standing there in front of the
elevator. And it turned out that they had
been walking out of a meeting with my wife
on something entirely different. I didn’t
know them. They didn’t—they knew who I
was, but I’d never met any of them. [Laugh-
ter] And there I was. So I said hello to them,
shook hands with them, and they walked by.
And I turned around and looked at the young
fellow running the elevator, and he was all
red-faced. And he said, ‘‘Oh, Mr. President,’’
he said, ‘‘I’m so sorry I let you out in the
midst of all those people.’’ And I looked at
him, and I said, ‘‘John, that’s okay. I used
to be one myself.’’ [Laughter]

I want to say a lot of things that I’ll get
into in a moment, but there are one or two
things I want to say especially about Wiscon-
sin. First, I was very moved by the drinking
water crisis here. And one of the things that
we tried to invest in that I don’t think is a
waste of your money in the next 5 years is
more Federal investment in dealing with
drinking water problems, waste water prob-
lems, and other environmentally related
issues. I think that’s a good investment of
our tax dollars. And I did enjoy my conversa-
tion with your Mayor about that.

The other thing I’d like to do is to—[ap-
plause]. Thank you. I want to say a little more
about this in a moment, but since it was
brought up, I want to compliment Congress-
man Barrett and Congressman Kleczka for

reintroducing the appropriations to fund the
New Hope welfare reform project. It was ve-
toed last year. And I just want to tell you
that, as I said, I want to say a little more
about this in my speech, but the idea of giv-
ing people the tools they need to move off
welfare and then calling a halt to it after 2
years, saying it has to come to an end and
people who can should go to work, I think
is a good thing. And I think we ought to fund
that experiment in Wisconsin and see if it
won’t work. I think a lot of people will be
for it, and I think it will work.

For any visitor who comes here to Milwau-
kee, as I have many times, the church stee-
ples and the factory smokestacks are a vivid
reminder of the faith and the work that made
our country what it is today. People from
every continent have come to our Nation and
come to cities like Milwaukee and Chicago
and Detroit without much money in their
pockets, but filled with the faith that if they
worked hard and played by the rules, they
would find a better life for themselves and
give their children a better chance.

In my part of the country, in the rural
South, when the agricultural economy col-
lapsed in the Depression and then didn’t pick
up after the Second World War, for 30 years
people poured out of the places where my
folks farmed in Arkansas and Mississippi and
southern States and came up here to the
northern cities seeking that same kind of op-
portunity.

Over the years in different ways our coun-
try has dealt with different economic chal-
lenges, but we have always tried to keep alive
that American dream that if you worked hard
and played by the rules you would be re-
warded. If you were especially good you
could get very, very wealthy, but everyone
knew that the country would rise or fall based
on the broad middle class, the small business
people, the factory workers, the farmers, the
people who really lifted the country and
made it work.

We have, to a large extent, in the 20th cen-
tury succeeded in doing that until just re-
cently. Until recently, that is, in the last 20
years, we had succeeded in building the
world’s most diverse society and keeping it
growing together, not coming apart.
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Today, we’re more diverse than ever be-
fore. One county in California, Los Angeles
County, has 150 different racial and ethnic
groups. Today, we still have the strongest,
most vibrant free enterprise economy in the
world. We have some of the most productive
businesses in the world. But we have serious
economic problems, as you all know.

Hard work rewarded by rising living stand-
ards is literally at the heart of what it means
to be an American. It’s at the heart of my
family’s heritage and probably at the heart
of most of your families’ heritage. And it’s
at the heart of the economic philosophy that
compelled me to enter the race for President
in 1991 and that brings me here again to Mil-
waukee today.

Once Americans looked forward to dou-
bling their standard of living roughly every
25 years. As I said, that stopped about 20
years ago, as we began to be confronted with
the highly competitive global economy and
a slower rate of economic growth in our own
country. Now, it will take us about 75 years
to double our standard of living at the
present pace. That means that not only do
you have too many people who want to work
who can’t work, you have too many people
working part-time, and you have too many
people who are working like crazy and falling
further and further behind.

Because I believe we can do better, I asked
the people of this country to give me a
chance to serve as President. As I said, it’s
very important to note what happened and
when. Our real average hourly wages peaked
about two decades ago. And since then,
they’ve either been stagnant or declining as
a whole. Indeed, the average working family
is spending more hours a week on the job
than they were in 1969 for lower real wages
than they were making certainly 12 years ago,
and in many cases, 20 years ago.

This is because, as I said, of changes in
the global economy, more competition from
people who were either more productive
than we are or who work for wages we can’t
live on, or lack of productivity growth, of effi-
ciency growth in our own country, or other
problems with our economy.

Twelve years ago, in 1981, after the Presi-
dential election of 1980—another election
conducted in very difficult economic cir-

cumstances—the American people decided
to give another President the chance to try
an approach to deal with this problem. The
whole idea of Reaganomics was trickle-down
economics, that we should lower taxes on the
wealthiest Americans, depend upon them to
invest in our economy to grow it; we should
reduce domestic spending, but increase de-
fense spending even more than we reduced
domestic spending.

Now, in the last 12 years, that philosophy
was modified around the edges some, but it
maintained itself at the heart of our eco-
nomic dealings. Because the taxes were cut
so much in ’81, they were added back a little
bit over the last 12 years, mostly on the mid-
dle class. And after a while, defense spending
could not be sustained because of the end
of the cold war, so it began to be cut. But
by the time it was cut, health care costs were
exploding. So all the defense cuts were swal-
lowed up by exploding health care costs and
interest payments on the debt.

But the fundamental idea remains, that the
most important thing was not to worry about
investment or the deficit or anything else; the
most important thing was to worry about
keeping taxes low on upper income people
and keeping the Government’s hands off the
economy, except when it was necessary to
invest in defense, and then when it wasn’t
necessary, to even get out of that.

Now, that was the theory, and we now
have had a chance to see how it works. I
think it’s fair to say that the only reason I
was elected in 1992 is that the American peo-
ple thought that it hadn’t worked very well,
that there were problems. I say this—as I
will make clear in a minute, this is not a par-
tisan criticism, because it took bipartisan
agreement at least to go along with the
framework of this. But what had happened
was that we had a good deal of growth in
the early eighties, where we had defense in-
creases and tax cuts, but the deficit got big.
Then when the defense business got cut, all
we did was pay more for the same health
care. No one reinvested in the economy to
give those defense workers something else
to do, and the deficit got bigger and bigger
and bigger.

Now, the American people voted for
change. They wanted me to try to rebuild
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the middle class both in terms of jobs and
incomes, to invest in our own people and our
jobs, to cut the deficit, to open the doors
of education to all, and to deal with the ter-
rible health care crisis, and to make a real
dent at welfare reform, removing people
from dependence and moving them to inde-
pendence.

I was sent to the White House, I think,
to take on brain-dead politics in Washington
from either party, or from both. Some, but
not all, in the national Democratic Party have
placed too much faith in the whole politics
of entitlement, the idea that big bureauc-
racies and Government spending, demand-
ing nothing in return, can produce the results
we want. We know that is simply not true.
There is a limit to how much Government
can do in the absence of an appropriate re-
sponse by the American people at the grass-
roots level. And there is a limit to how many
decisions can be made properly in Washing-
ton. And most of our growth has and always
will come from the private sector.

On the other hand, some, but not all, in
the national Republican Party have practiced
the politics of abandonment, of walking away
from common concerns like dropping test
scores or rising crime rates or an insufficient
infrastructure or taking care of the people
who won the cold war for us and now don’t
have anything to do in the wake of defense
cutbacks, and in simply insisting that as long
as you don’t raise taxes on upper income peo-
ple and don’t talk about it when you raise
taxes on anybody else, everything’s going to
be fine. Well, that’s not right either. We have
to move beyond entitlement and abandon-
ment.

I ran for President basically on the same
things that I found had worked for me when
I was a Governor, not entitlement, not aban-
donment but empowerment, the idea of cre-
ating a new American community by offering
people more opportunity and demanding
more responsibility.

I think we have made a real start at that.
In the first few weeks of this administration
we have passed an important political reform
measure, the motor voter bill, and we have
moving through the Congress a really tough
lobby disclosure bill and a campaign finance

reform bill that are the kind of things Wis-
consin has been famous for for years.

We have tried to support the middle class
in this administration. Only 17 days into the
administration, I signed the family leave bill
to guarantee that people don’t lose their jobs
when they have to take a little time off to
have a baby or when there’s a sick parent.
The Congress is now considering our na-
tional service legislation, which would open
the doors of college education to all, and soon
will have a health care program that will pro-
vide real security to working families.

For the first time in 17 years the Congress
passed the budget resolution, the outline of
our deficit reduction plan and our plans to
invest in the country, on time, for the first
time in 17 years. And that helped to produce
the lowest home mortgage rates in 20 years
and other low interest rates because people
believe we’re trying to bring this deficit
down. So we have made a good beginning.

But to be fair, the hard work is still ahead.
The House of Representatives passed my
economic program last week with some
minor modifications, many of which made
them better, I thought. But the hard work
lies ahead. All the difficulties in this world
are in the details. We can always agree on
generalities. The question is, what are the
specifics?

I came here to ask you to join with me
in trying to tackle the three deficits that are
paralyzing this country today: the deficit of
dollars in our Federal budget, the deficit of
investment in the private and public sectors,
and the deficit of responsibility in our Na-
tional Government.

Now, let’s talk about this deficit, the Gov-
ernment’s budget deficit. Our country last
ran a balanced budget in 1969. We haven’t
balanced our national books since then. But
to be fair, the deficit was not a serious prob-
lem for our economic performance until
1981 when we built permanent deficits into
our Federal Government system.

What happened? President Reagan, in the
midst of a recession, made what has been
a typical proposal by Presidents throughout
American history. He said, ‘‘We’re in a reces-
sion. We ought to have a tax cut.’’ The prob-
lem was, by the time he and the Congress
got through bidding each other up and play-
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ing to the American people’s hatred of taxes,
the tax cut was twice the percentage of our
annual income that he originally proposed.
And it was adopted anyway. Nobody really
thought about what it would do to the struc-
ture of the Federal budget.

And ever since then, we’ve been dealing
with the consequences of that, plus increas-
ing spending, as I said, first in defense, and
then after defense was cut, an absolute explo-
sion in health care costs, which I’ll bet many
of you have also experienced in your private
health insurance premiums as well as your
Government tax dollars.

Listen to this: Over the past dozen years
alone, the annual deficit soared from $79 bil-
lion to $322 billion. The national debt in 12
years, after over 200 years as a nation, quad-
rupled from $1 trillion to $4 trillion. While
Washington cut taxes on the wealthiest indi-
viduals, even after the deficit went up, we
had exploding health care costs, exploding
costs to pay interest on a bigger and bigger
debt. And while the Government was used
as a punching bag—everybody talked against
big Government—no one ever really did any-
thing fundamentally to reform the way it op-
erates or rein in its unnecessary spending.

As this deficit soaked up more and more
of our national savings which could otherwise
have been invested in private plant and
equipment and human skills, we created a
second deficit, an investment deficit. From
the 1960’s to the 1980’s public investment—
that is, the expenditure of your Federal tax
dollars in education and training, in new
technologies for new jobs, and in infrastruc-
ture, things like better water systems and
bridges and roads and airports—dwindled
from 41⁄2 percent to just 2.6 percent of our
annual income.

Every time a company can’t find qualified
workers, every time trucks are rattled by
highways riddled with potholes, every time
a department store closes because a city is
not safe after dark, we see the consequences
of the investment deficit. Our income as a
nation goes down, and we have fewer jobs
as well.

Meanwhile, national policy rewarded com-
panies for their financial strategies, not their
investment strategies; for making deals, not
products; for seeking new mergers, not new

markets. Business investment declined from
7.2 percent of our gross national product in
the 1970’s to only 5.4 percent in the eighties.

The investment deficit also slows the
growth of our workers’ productivity. And in
a market economy, people get paid by what
they can produce by global standards. Com-
pensation per hour, what workers earn in
wages and fringe benefits, grew more slowly
in the last 20 years than in the previous 100.
From 1954 to 1973, hourly compensation
grew at over 3 percent per year. The more
people produced, the more they earned. But
in the last 20 years, as productivity slowed
down, compensation increased by less than
one percent per year.

This low productivity led to higher unem-
ployment, stagnant wages, and—guess
what—lower tax receipts. So the deficit got
bigger, because people weren’t earning
enough money to pay into the Government
to keep the deficit down. They relate one
to the other.

This was aggravated when we cut the de-
fense budget with no plan to put the defense
workers back to work in the new civilian
economy. And in some of our biggest unem-
ployment areas, you see, from Connecticut
to southern California, you see high-dollar
scientific workers, people with advanced de-
grees and very skilled factory workers, with
nothing else to do because there was no
thought given to what these people would
do once the defense work was shut down,
even though we know there are tens of thou-
sands of jobs waiting to be had in the global
economy in new technologies, in aerospace,
in electronics, in biotechnology, and environ-
ment cleanup, just to name four. We know
those jobs are out there. But we know our
competitors are working hard in partnership
with the government and the private sector
to develop them.

At the same time, the exploding costs of
health care and education put a crimp not
only on the growth of average families’ in-
comes and small business incomes but on the
overall health of our economy. Average
health costs per family tripled in the last
dozen years. Too many middle class people
at the same time experienced ‘‘job block,’’
that is, they couldn’t move jobs because
someone in their family had been sick. They
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had what the insurers call a preexisting con-
dition, meaning that if they wanted to have
their health insurance, they had to stay in
the job they were in.

Now, we’re living in a country, folks, where
the average 18-year-old will change work
seven or eight times in a lifetime. If you can’t
change jobs in this kind of an economy, your
future is dramatically constricted, all because
we are the only nation with an advanced
economy that hasn’t figured out how to pro-
vide basic health care at affordable cost to
all of our people.

And look what’s happened to education.
In the 1980’s, the value of an education vir-
tually doubled. By the end of the decade,
the average college graduate was earning
twice the average high school graduate; the
difference between what a college graduate
and a high school graduate earned at the end
of the decade was twice what it was in 1980
at the beginning. And yet, look what hap-
pened to college costs. The cost of public
colleges went up by 109 percent and private
colleges by 145 percent; college drifting,
drifting, drifting out of the reach of ordinary
Americans. And the college dropout rate be-
came more than twice as high as the high
school dropout rate, either because people
were sent unprepared, which was wrong, or
they couldn’t afford to stay, which happened
all too often.

Virtually every economic decision that was
made in Washington, or not made properly,
sent signals to our people that the old re-
wards for hard work and playing by the rules
and responsibility were declining. Most of
the economic gains of the 1980’s went to peo-
ple in the top one percent of the income
brackets, and most of them were not those
that were producing new products and serv-
ices but instead were those who were pro-
ducing financial arrangements, which ex-
ploded the cost of paperwork and didn’t do
much to create more jobs in America.

Too many people who were at the bottom
rung of the ladder and working hard to get
out, which, after all, is where most of our
families started somewhere along the way,
found that their hard-earned wages left them
below the poverty line and removed even
more the incentive to work instead of to be
on welfare. If work doesn’t pay, why not go

on welfare? How many times have we heard
that said in the last 10 or 12 years in the
city streets and in the rural communities of
America?

These are the things, my fellow Americans,
that we have to change. This is a historic mo-
ment. Now that the House has passed this
budget plan to reduce the deficit and to tar-
get investments in our future, and it’s going
to the Senate for further debate, we can
make a decision to seize control of our eco-
nomic destiny. That is why I have asked ev-
eryone in Washington to go beyond politics
as usual, to forget about partisan divisions,
to try to find bipartisan responsibility in place
of bipartisan blame and irresponsibility.

Now, the plan that I have proposed cuts
$500 billion from the Federal deficit, the
largest deficit reduction program in our his-
tory. It makes decisions long delayed and
avoided. The plan is balanced and fair. About
half of the deficit reduction comes from
spending reductions and restraints on entitle-
ments; about half comes from tax increases.
Entitlements—that is, medical programs, So-
cial Security benefits, agriculture benefits,
welfare benefits, food stamp benefits, things
you get because of who you are—those
things, we rein in spending by $100 billion
over the next 5 years. We cut 200 other areas
of the budget by more than $150 billion in
the next 5 years. We cut some very popular
programs in this country, from highway dem-
onstration projects to rural electrification.
But that has to be done. We cut about $47
billion directly out of the operations of the
Federal Government: freezes in Federal pay,
restrictions on Federal retirement, the re-
duction in the Federal work force by 149,000
people over the next 5 years.

All of that has been written into this budg-
et. The plan imposes new discipline on Gov-
ernment spending: no increases in taxes un-
less there are cuts in spending, and all of
it put into a trust fund that must remain there
for the 5-year life of the deficit.

We also adopted a unique mechanism
right at the end of the House of Representa-
tives debate which requires every year, if we
miss this deficit reduction target—and Con-
gressman Obey got a bunch of charts, I wish
he were up here showing them to you, about
how the two previous administrations said
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the deficit would go down to zero three dif-
ferent times, and they never did make a tar-
get—if we miss our target, every year now
the President is legally bound to come in and
offer a correction in the budget to meet that
deficit reduction target, and the Congress has
to vote on it.

Now, I lead with all this—I dare say that
most of you, since all you’ve heard are about
the fights on taxes, didn’t know how much
spending was cut and probably don’t know
what incentives are there for investment. I’ll
get to that in a minute. Some taxes are raised.
No less authority than David Stockman, who
was President Reagan’s Budget Director, was
quoted not long ago as saying, anybody, Re-
publican or Democrat, who thinks you can
get this deficit down without increasing taxes
does not understand what we did to the tax
system in 1981.

Now, those are the spending cuts we had.
The spending cuts are real. There are more
than 200 of them. There are more than I
recommended in the campaign because I
didn’t know in the campaign what happened
right after the election, which is that the defi-
cit miraculously was increased by $165 bil-
lion, announced by the Government before
I took office but after the election. So we
cut spending some more.

And there are some more tax increases,
too. But look how they fall. Seventy-four per-
cent of the money we raise comes from peo-
ple with incomes above $100,000. Over 60
percent of this money comes from people
with incomes above $200,000. Now, that is
not an attack on the wealthy. It is an acknowl-
edgement that people in that income group
had their incomes go up and their taxes go
down in the eighties. Middle class people had
their taxes go up and their incomes go down
in the eighties. So we’re just trying to redress
the fairness of the matter.

Now, let me tell you exactly what you will
pay if you’re a middle class American, if your
family income is under $100,000. I had want-
ed, and I advocated in the campaign, tax re-
lief for middle class families, especially those
with children. I still want that, and I still in-
tend to propose that before I’m done. But
I can’t do it now because the deficit is so
much bigger than it was when I was making
these proposals. It would be irresponsible for

me to advocate a very substantial increase
on upper incomes and not ask the middle
class Americans to make any contribution at
all.

But listen to what it costs. First of all, for
working families with incomes under
$30,000, we have done everything we could
to make sure that the energy tax, which is
the middle class tax here, will cost nothing
by giving an income tax credit to offset the
income tax. One fellow out here has been
heckling me and saying I’m not telling the
truth. So I’ll say, Arthur Anderson, which is
a fairly reputable firm, hardly packed full of
Democrats, has examined my program and
says that a family of three with an income
of $25,000 a year or less will actually get a
tax cut under the Clinton economic plan as
it is now. For a family with an income of
$40,000 a year, if the energy tax passes just
as it is, and if there are four people in the
family, the bill will be a dollar a month next
year, $7 a month the year after that, and $17
a month the year after that. All of the money,
every last red cent of it, will go into a deficit
reduction trust fund to bring down the defi-
cit, every penny.

Now, the question is, is it worth it? Is it
worth it? And here’s my answer to you. You
may say it’s not worth it, but look what’s hap-
pened since November. First, when we an-
nounced the energy tax and the deficit reduc-
tion plan, long-term interest rates started to
go down. Second, after I actually presented
it to Congress in February, they went down
some more. Now, for most of the last 3
months, long-term interest rates have been
at their lowest rate in decades: mortgage
rates at the lowest rate in 20 years; consumer
loans down; college loans down; car loans
down; business loans down. Millions and mil-
lions of Americans are out there breaking
their necks to refinance their home loans and
their business loans, so much so that the busi-
ness analysts say that if we can keep interest
rates down at this level for a year, we will
put $100 billion back into this economy in
lower interest rates because people think
we’re serious about bringing the deficit
down.

What does that mean? What does that
mean? Let’s just say if someone had a
$100,000 home mortgage financed at 10 per-
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cent and they refinanced it at 71⁄2 percent,
that would be a $2,000 saving in one year,
a $2,000 saving in one year. In other words,
there would be more than twice the savings
in one year as this program would cost that
same family in 4 years if it were passed ex-
actly as it is today.

Now, I think that’s pretty good for Amer-
ica. If we don’t do something to get the inter-
est rates down, clean the debt out, and get
control of our economic destiny, we’re going
to be in big trouble.

Now, there are also a lot of incentives in
this program for people to further save
money. Let me just give you a few. Let’s take
a typical farm family in Wisconsin. The fami-
ly’s income net is under $30,000. They will
be eligible for tax credits. A single-family
farm under this program for the first time
will be able to get a tax deduction for their
health insurance premiums, something they
haven’t been able to do before. The expens-
ing provisions for small businesses and farm-
ers will allow them to write off $25,000, not
$10,000, of investment now. So much so that
the average Wisconsin farm, even after they
pay higher energy costs and have agricultural
budget cuts, will wind up with a lower bill
rather than a higher bill if this whole program
passes.

And I think it’s very important to look at
the incentives here. We have more incentives
for small businesses, an historic incentive for
people to invest in new business, real incen-
tives for people to put money into plant and
equipment and hire people in America, in-
stead of just put money into financial trans-
actions or invest money overseas. These are
incentives that will give the American people
the way to lower their taxes by creating jobs
here in America, which is what I talked about
in the campaign. That’s how you ought to
be able to lower your tax bill.

Now, let me also tell you that this plan
invests some new money. You have to ask
yourself whether you think it’s worth it. Is
it worth it for us to invest enough money
at the national level to do the following
things: to try to provide some incentives for
companies who won’t have defense contracts
anymore to develop domestic technologies to
put those high wage workers back to work.
Is it worth it to try to provide jobs in America

in areas where America needs work with new
water systems and new environmental clean-
up systems? Is it worth it to provide a small
amount of money to try to see that America
joins Germany, Japan, and every other ad-
vanced country in saying if you don’t go to
a 4-year college, at least you ought to have
access to 2 years of further education and
training so you can get a good and decent
job? Is it worth it or not? You have to decide.

Now, if you believe all Government spend-
ing is evil and bad, you would say no, it’s
not worth it. But if you look at our competi-
tors and if you look at what works and what
produces growth and the fact that it is clearly
the skill levels of our people which will deter-
mine as much as anything else the economic
future of America, I think you’d have to say
yes, it is worth it. We’ve got too many people
who are not competitive in a global economy
today.

One final thing: This State has always been
a pioneer. People in both parties have always
been interested, at least in my experience as
Governor, in welfare reform, in moving peo-
ple from welfare to work. One of the biggest
problems with welfare reform is this: If you
take somebody off welfare and you put them
in a low-wage job because they don’t have
much education, they have to take that wage
and pay for child care out of it, because
they’re not home taking care of the kids any-
more, and they may not have medical insur-
ance. And the earnings are so low there is
a big incentive not to do it.

This bill, this economic program, makes
a major downpayment on welfare reform,
doing what I want to do, which is to change
the whole system and say after you get edu-
cation and training, if after 2 years you don’t
have a job, you have to go to work in the
public or private sector. This bill starts that
by saying this: If you work 40 hours a week
and you’ve got a kid in your house, the tax
system will lift you out of poverty. We’ll give
you a tax break so that you will not be living
in poverty if you work full-time with children
in your home. What else could be more
American, and what else would do more to
end the welfare dependency we have in this
country?

Now, let’s talk about where we are with
this. This bill’s going to the Senate now. Sen-
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ator Kohl and Senator Feingold are going to
get a chance to work on it. And everybody
in America—if I said, wouldn’t you like it
if we did everything I just said but we did
it with more budget cuts and even less tax,
and you would say, yes; I would say yes. Who
could disagree? Who could disagree? The
question is, what are the details?

Let me try to describe to you what’s going
on. When you hear all this stuff, that this
is a tax program, this is not just a tax program.
This is a budget cutting program. This is an
investment program in your future. This is
incentives for the private sector to create new
jobs in ways that have never been provided
before.

You know, in this bill, if you invest in a
new business and it makes money, and you
hold that investment 5 years, you cut your
tax rate in half under this program. That’s
a real incentive. Under this bill, if you invest
money in a poor neighborhood in Milwau-
kee, if it gets designated an empowerment
zone, you can get all kinds of incentives for
private sector investment that have never
been available before, ever; never proposed
by Republicans or Democrats before to get
private sector investment to rebuild. So
there’s a lot of things in this bill.

But let’s just take the rhetoric. Everybody
would like to do all this with less tax and
more budget cuts. But look behind the rhet-
oric. For example, when the House voted on
my program last week, there was a Repub-
lican substitute. The Republican substitute
purported to have the same amount of deficit
reduction I did with no taxes and all budget
cuts. Guess what. More Republicans voted
against a Republican bill than Democrats
voted against my bill. Why? Why? Because
the Republicans who voted against it thought
it cut too much out of Social Security, too
much out of medical care, too much out of
farm programs, too much out of things that
are part of the fabric of this Nation’s econ-
omy or part of our built-in obligation to one
another. So they disagreed. They couldn’t
agree on that.

Let me give you another example. Some
define less tax and more cuts as lower taxes
on the very wealthy, replaced by reducing
the cost of living increase to Social Security
recipients barely above the poverty line, or

to people barely above the poverty line who
are working, they want to reduce the tax
credits they get.

Let me give you another example. Others
say, ‘‘Well, just cut more Medicare costs.
Don’t give those doctors and hospitals any
more money.’’ Now, that’s got a lot of appeal
to a lot of people. But let me tell you what
happens. If you cut Medicare costs without
reforming the health care system, you can
do it to some extent, but if you do it too
much, you know what will happen? Every
one of you who works in the private sector
who has a private health insurance policy,
will have your premiums go up as a result.
Because if the Government doesn’t pay for
the care that the Government mandates that
people get, what do the doctors and hospitals
do? They put the cost onto private business,
onto private employers and private employ-
ees. And your health insurance premiums
soar.

One of the reasons a lot of you are paying
too much for health care today is that Amer-
ica has 35 million people with no health in-
surance and other people who are being
undercompensated. And as a result of that,
you’re paying more. Because everybody in
this country gets health care, don’t they?
They just get it when it’s too late, too expen-
sive, and at the emergency room. And you
get sent the bill if you have health insurance.
So it sounds good, but it may not be so good.

I could give you a lot of other examples.
The way words are used, for example, the
way our adversaries calculate this, if we ask
upper income Social Security recipients, who
are getting more out of the system than they
put in, plus interest, to pay a little more of
their income to taxation, then that’s a tax.
But if we cut the cost of living allowance to
the poorest Social Security recipients, that’s
a budget cut. Right? That’s the way they de-
fine it.

Now, but most people in this room say,
‘‘Well, if you have to do one or the other,
better to ask people who can pay and who
are getting more back out than they put in
plus interest to give a little more than to take
it out of the poorest ones who are just above
the poverty line.’’ But if you get into these
word games, it sounds terrible if it’s tax and
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cut. It doesn’t sound so bad when you talk
about what it really is.

Here are the principles that I hope the
Senate will honor next week:

Number one, we’ve got to cut the deficit
at least $500 billion, and we ought to put
it in a trust fund so the money can’t be fooled
with for the next 5 years.

Number two, because of what happened
in the last 12 years, any taxes we raise must,
in the end, be progressive. Those who can
pay more should pay more, and we should
minimize the burden on the middle class.

Number three, don’t do anything to the
incentive to move people from welfare to
work. Let’s go ahead and say that if you work
40 hours a week and you have a child in your
home, you don’t deserve to be in poverty.
You’ve played by the rules, and we’ll let you
out of poverty.

Number four, keep the incentives for small
businesses, for new businesses, for invest-
ment in our cities, for housing incentives, for
research and development, keep all those tax
incentives in there to grow this economy.
Don’t take them out.

And number five, when we cut spending,
and we’ll cut some more and raise some, we’ll
cut the taxes and have more spending cuts
next week. But when we do it, let’s leave
the money in there that will shape these chil-
dren’s economic future. Let’s have the
money for education and training, for invest-
ment in technology, for help for the defense
industries that are building down. Let’s re-
build the American economy. Because, after
all, you can cut all the spending you want,
and if people don’t have jobs and they aren’t
earning money, we’re still not going to be
able to balance the budget. So let’s keep the
economic future of the country uppermost
in our minds.

The last thing I’d like to say to you, my
fellow Americans, is that none of this is going
to be easy, but you should not be discour-
aged. After all, these trends, as I said, have
gone through administrations of Democrats
and Republicans for 20 years now. We are
moving away from a set of policies that have
been the rule for 12 years. I’m trying to move
beyond a bipartisan gridlock which has ex-
isted for about a decade.

We are trying to do it in a global economy
where other rich nations have unemployment
rates as high or higher than ours, and there’s
a recession all over the world. This is not
easy, but it can be done. It can be done if
we have the courage to change direction.
And if we will listen and look beneath the
labels to the facts, I believe we can do it.
It is simply a question of asking what we have
to do to regain control of our destiny, what
we have to do to invest in our people, what
we have to do to get jobs and incomes and
health security back into this country again.

And let me just say one last thing in clos-
ing. When I was a Governor for 12 years,
my State in every one of those 12 years had
a tax burden—the State and local tax burden
was in the bottom five in America. We had
one of the toughest balanced budget laws in
the country. And when I asked the people
of my State for more taxes it was always to
pay for something specific, better schools,
better roads, more jobs, in a trust fund. I
never ever dreamed I would be in a position
in my life asking people to pay $1 just to
bring the deficit down. But we got ourselves
in this fix, folks, over a long period of time.
And until we get our interest rates down and
regain control of our economic future and
show that we have the discipline to handle
our affairs, it is going to be very difficult for
us to do a lot of these other things that all
of us want to do.

These decisions are not easy, but we must
make them. So I ask you again, encourage
Senator Kohl and all the other people in the
United States Senate, encourage Senator
Feingold, encourage them all to give me a
good budget with less taxes and more spend-
ing cuts. But remember the principles: make
sure the money goes to deficit reduction; in-
vest some in our economic future, because
that’s important; make sure the people who
can pay do; don’t take the welfare reform
initiatives out of it; and remember that in
the end, the private sector creates the jobs,
so leave the incentives in there.

And let me say this: 50 of the 100 biggest
companies in this country have endorsed this
program. I have been very moved that so
many people in upper income groups, who
are going to pay the overwhelming majority
of these taxes, have endorsed this program,
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because they know that it is imperative to
get control of our future. And I ask you, the
people of Wisconsin, to endorse the program
for the future of your children and our Na-
tion.

Thank you very much, and God bless you
all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:10 p.m. in the
Milwaukee Exposition Convention Center and
Arena. In his remarks, he referred to Milwaukee
Mayor John O. Norquist.

Exchange With Reporters in
Milwaukee
June 1, 1993

President’s Priorities
Q. [Inaudible]—view the whole treatment

where you basically—first with having to deal
day after day with the news accounts that
kind of talk about the haircuts and the Travel
Office and things? No, no, I’m asking you
how important——

Q. That’s a cheap shot. That’s a cheap shot.
You are the President of the United States.
You should——

Q. Can I do my job, please?
Q. Get out of here. We don’t need those

cheap shots. That’s a cheap shot. Get out of
here.

The President. The answer is, I have to
work in Washington, but you have to work
outside, too. The real issue is not so much
what you said, but the real issue is, I secured
agreement early on for about $250 billion in
tax cuts, spending cuts, I mean, a little under,
about $245 billion. And as a result of that,
because they weren’t the focus of con-
troversy, no one knows we did it.

And then we got agreement early on for
the new incentives, for small businesses and
for starting new businesses and for investing
in our depressed areas, reviving the housing
market. Because there was no controversy,
people don’t know we did it. So the only con-
troversy has been over the taxes. It’s impor-
tant that people know that there are budget
cuts in here. It’s important that people know
there are real incentives to the private sector
in here. It’s important that people know what
we still spend money on. And it’s important

for people to know that over 70 percent of
the money is being paid by the top 6 percent
of income earners. If I don’t get out here
and do all that work, they won’t know it. So
that’s what I’m doing.

Health Care Reform
Q. Let me follow, sir. Are you going to

recommend a tax on hospitals to pay for the
health care program on the theory that
they’re going to have a windfall profit from
your reform program?

The President. Well, let me say this, if
we do it right, they will have significantly
lower administrative costs. That is, if we do
health care right, they will have lower admin-
istrative costs. Let me just give you one ex-
ample: The average American doctor in 1980
took home 75 percent of the income that he
or she generated into the clinic. By 1992, that
figure had dropped to 52 percent, all the rest
of it going to administrative costs caused by
insurance companies and the Government
just piling on regulations and rules and pa-
perwork and thousands of different insurance
costs. If we simplify that, their costs will drop
dramatically.

So one of the options that has been rec-
ommended is that we leave some of that
money with them but have some of that
money flow back in to cover the uninsured,
which will also help them because that will
come right back to the doctors and the hos-
pitals in the form of insurance for the unin-
sured. So it would be almost like returning
the money to them in a different form for
services rendered. We’ll just have to see
whether that works out. No final decision has
been made on that.

Q. But you like that idea?
The President. I have made no decision

on it. I don’t want to flame the story any-
more. That is one of the options that has
been presented, and one of ones that, frank-
ly, some hospital people have talked to us
about.

Q. Are you going to hold off the health
plan until the fall, Mr. President?

Q. That’s all. You talk——
The President. Hold it off until what?
Q. Are you going to hold off the plan until

the fall to let the Congress concentrate——
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Q. That’s enough.
The President. Oh, no, no, no. I hope we

move this budget through in a hurry.

Budget
Q. [Inaudible]
The President. [Inaudible]—I think he’s

got some really good ideas. But once he com-
mitted himself to cutting as much as he did,
he actually lost more Republicans than I lost
Democrats.

Q. It’s just the issue of party politics that
you talked about. The Democrats, I feel, are
doing the same thing. So I just think you
should address that part of it. The Democrats
are doing the same thing.

The President. Well, I didn’t let them off
the hook.

Q. I’m just bringing up the point because
the people need to know that.

The President. I have nothing to add over
and above what’s been in the paper already.
I mean, the Senators on the Senate Finance
Committee have discussed with me and also
with the House Members who voted for this
program the options that are there within the
principles that I established. I always said—
on February 17th I said if we can meet these
principles, $500 billion in deficit reduction,
aggressive taxation, incentives to invest in
America, move from welfare to work, lift the
working poor out of poverty, and these tar-
geted investments in technology, jobs, and
education which will meet those principles,
with some less tax and some more spending
cuts, I’m for it. And I think that’s what we’re
working toward.

Q. What would you be willing to accept
in less taxes——

The President. I’m not going to get into
that.

Q. How about——
The President. No, I’m not going to get

into it because Congress is on recess and our
commitment is twofold, of our administra-
tion. One is to work with the Senators of any
party who will work with us and, secondly,
to make sure the Senate Finance Committee
works with all the House Members who
voted for this budget with our solemn com-
mitment that we would all work together in
the Senate to keep these principles intact and
see if these principles can be achieved with

less tax and more spending cuts. So that’s
what we’re trying to do.

Q. Good way to sell your plan here?
The President. Oh, I think so. This was

terrific. I loved it.

Russia
Q. What’s your position on Russia’s not

paying back your $80 billion in debt, loans
that are still outstanding?

The President. They’re broke. They can’t
right now.

Q. What is your feeling on that? Are you
looking for them to repay those loans in the
next 2 years, or is that part of their plan to
balance the budget?

The President. They can’t do it right now.
They have no money. They’re absolutely flat
broke. What we ought to do—I think the
Russians have now undertaken—their recent
credits, in other words, the things that
they’ve gotten since they adopted a free mar-
ket approach, since they got rid of com-
munism, I think they will honor those debts
once they start making money again. But the
history is that countries need a few years to
basically move from a Communist economy
to a free market economy. As they do that
and they begin to acquire some success, then
I think they’ll be able to pay down their debt.
But the dilemma now is if we tried to make
them pay it off now, we’d just drive them
further in the economic hole and run the risk
of having them revert to a dictatorship of
some kind. And we don’t want to do that.

So I wouldn’t let anybody off the hook that
could pay it back, but the point is for them,
they never really—unlike the Chinese, for ex-
ample, who were traders for centuries and
had a whole market history, the Russians es-
sentially went from a feudal agricultural
economy under the Czars to a Communist
economy that then became dominated by
heavy industry. And moving into a modern
free market economy is very difficult for
them.

Q. So we’re going to work with them?
The President. Yes, I think we should.

NOTE: The exchange began at approximately 1
p.m. outside of the Milwaukee Exposition Con-
vention Center and Arena. A tape was not avail-
able for verification of the content of this ex-
change.
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Remarks to the Bay View Community
in Milwaukee
June 1, 1993

The President. Thank you very much. I
want to thank Gerry Kleczka and everybody
else. But I especially want to thank the
Langer family for bringing me to Bay View.
I’m glad to be here. When I was on the way
out here today the mayor said that he was
the mayor of Milwaukee and Bay View and
that I needed to know that if I was going
to come here. So I’m glad to be here. I also
want to introduce to you Wisconsin’s newest
Member of Congress, Mr. Peter Barca, who
just showed up.

I’m sorry you all are in there behind that
fence, and I look forward to getting out and
shaking hands with you. I just wanted to say
one or two things before I do. I was just in
downtown Milwaukee, speaking with several
thousand people about the economic plan
that I have presented to Congress. And there
are two or three things that I want to say
to you about it so you’ll all know, because
there are a lot of things that have not been
brought out that I think you’re entitled to
hear.

First of all, this plan has over 200 spending
cuts. I see all these signs saying, ‘‘Cut spend-
ing.’’ Where were you when we cut them?
It has a lot of spending cuts in it, over $240
billion.

Secondly, the tax increases in this plan all
go to reduce the deficit, and over 74 percent
of the money comes from people with in-
comes above $100,000. Families with in-
comes below $30,000 pay nothing. The other
thing I want to tell you is, if your income
is above $30,000 and below $100,000, de-
pending on the size of your family, the en-
ergy tax that the House approved costs you
a dollar a month next year, $7 a month the
year after that, and for a family of four, $17
a month the year after that. All of it goes
to reduce the debt.

I think it’s worth doing. It’s brought inter-
est rates down to a 20-year low. We have
interest rates at a 20-year low. That means
Americans are going to refinance their
homes, get lower car loans, refinance their
business loans, get lower consumer loans,
lower college loans. It will save $100 billion

for American businesses and individuals this
year if we can keep those interest rates down.
So I want you to support that.

The second thing I want to say about it
is this: We have put forward a program which
will open the doors of college education to
all Americans, just like I promised in the
campaign, lower interest loans, better repay-
ment terms, and giving tens of thousands of
Americans a chance to pay their college loans
by serving their communities here at home,
by working to make their communities a bet-
ter place.

The next point I want to make is that as
soon as this budget is over, just like I said
in the campaign, we’re coming forward with
a plan to provide health care security, afford-
able health care, to the working families of
this country, who have been savaged by high
costs, insufficient coverage, and the inability
to change jobs because somebody in their
family has been sick. This administration is
about jobs, incomes, health care, education,
and training, and bringing this deficit down.

Now, I want to say one last thing. I heard
all this talk in the country about how this
is a tax program. I just want to make this
point. It is not just a tax program. It’s an
economic program. It is over $240 billion in
budget cuts. We’re going to reduce the size
of the Federal Government by 150,000. We
are——

Audience member. Make the cuts first!
The President. We are cutting first. That’s

what the budget resolution is all about. You
can’t raise taxes without the budget cuts. It’s
illegal now. That’s the whole point. We won’t
have the tax increases without the budget
cuts. It’s all going to be put in a trust fund.
And unlike all previous years, if we don’t
make our reduction targets and reduce that
debt, the President by law is now required
to come in and fix it, something previous
Presidents did not have to do. We have
changed the law.

And what you’ve got to decide is whether
you want more hot air, more rhetoric, more
politicians up there telling you what you want
to hear, or somebody who will tell you the
truth, turn the country around, and get the
economy going again. I think that’s what you
want, and I hope you’ll support your Mem-
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bers of Congress and me as we try to do
that.

Let me say one final thing. I think that
a lot of you before I came here today had
no earthly idea that we’d cut all that spending
because the Congress didn’t fight it; they just
did it. I think you did not know also that
families with incomes under $30,000 were
being held harmless because we had support
for that. And you may not know that small
businesses like Langer’s Pharmacy are going
to have tax incentives to reinvest in their
businesses that were not there before if this
plan passes.

This is a good plan for the economy. It’s
a fair plan for the middle class. It asks the
wealthiest Americans to pay their fair share.
And unlike previous plans, it’s not a lot of
hot air. It will do what it’s supposed to do.
I think we’ve had enough hot air for the last
12 years. Let’s do something real and strong
and move this country forward.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:45 p.m. at Jack
Langer’s Pharmacy. In his remarks, he referred
to Representative Gerald D. Kleczka.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to
Discussions With Prime Minister
Brian Mulroney of Canada
June 2, 1993

Prime Minister’s Visit
Q. Is this a hail and farewell visit?
Prime Minister Mulroney. I came down

to see the President about NAFTA and some
trade matters and Bosnia, where we have
troops on the ground, and to work with him.
We agree with the prudent and thoughtful
course he’s been pursuing there. And I’d like
to talk to him about further engagement at
the United Nations and also to say good-bye
and to you, Helen [Helen Thomas, United
Press International]. After a decade I thought
I owed you a trip.

Q. Are you going to miss it?
Prime Minister Mulroney. Pardon?
Q. Going to miss it, aren’t you?
Prime Minister Mulroney. Yes. All politi-

cians suffer from decompression when they
leave office.

Bosnia

Q. Do you agree with the Bosnia policy?
Prime Minister Mulroney. Yes, I do. I

agree that——
Q. You don’t think it should have been

more aggressive on the allied part?
Prime Minister Mulroney. Well, I’ve

been astonished by some American com-
mentators and observers asking for an Amer-
ican solution in Bosnia. There’s no such
thing. There is only a common solution, for
all of us have to get into this together and
accept our responsibilities. It’s unfair to say
that, oh, why don’t we have an American so-
lution to this intractable problem that’s gone
on for hundreds of years. It’s not available.
But there is, perhaps, a better, as the Presi-
dent’s pointed out, a better common ap-
proach that we can develop at the United
Nations Security Council with everybody
pulling his weight or her weight. And that’s
what we’re going to talk about today.

Btu Tax

Q. Mr. President, Senator Boren says now
that there can be no Btu tax—no longer a
compromise, it’s now none.

The President. I don’t have any comment
on that. I had a good visit with him. He called
me the other day, said he was encouraged
by where we were going, and he thought we
would reach agreement. I’m not going to get
into a verbal war of words. The Congress is
out this week, and we’re going to meet next
week and try to work it out.

Health Care Reform

Q. Have you decided to push a health care
plan?

Q. Are you going to pull the nomination
of Guinier?

The President. No, we’re working ahead.
As a matter of fact, I’ve got another meeting,
a big meeting on the health care issue this
week. We are, you know, trying to—we’re
trying to do two things. We’re trying to, first
of all, to get as many of the kinks worked
out as we can before we go forward. It’s an
enormously complicated issue. And then we
want to make sure that we have, you know,
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discussed it with as many people as possible,
many groups and everything, after we’ve
reached some final conclusions, and that
when we present it to the Congress, it’s pre-
sented at a time and in a way that both the
Congress and the American people can focus
on it. But there’s been no decision for a sus-
tained delay here. I’m focusing right now on
passing the budget when the Senate comes
back next week.

Q. Will it be released this month?
The President. I don’t want to get—I’m

not in a time—I don’t want to get——
Q. How about Guinier? Are you pulling

out the nomination of Guinier?
Prime Minister Mulroney. Bye, Helen.

[Laughter] On behalf of all Canadians,
Helen, good-bye.

Q. Nothing ventured—[laughter].

[At this point, one group of reporters left the
room and another group entered.]

Public Perception

Q. Mr. President, are you as certain as the
Prime Minister that NAFTA will pass? And
do you plan on calling on his considerable
experience in dealing with the perils of
unpopularity?

The President. Well, these things go up
and down. I mean, you know, the American
people want something done about the defi-
cit but very often don’t want to—you know,
when the coverage gets negative, because of
the pain of it, it’s something no one wants
to face. I think what I have to do here is
do more of what I did yesterday, force, force
full coverage of—what’s happened in our
country is that there has only been discussion
about the tax increases in the budget plan.
So no Americans really know very much
about all the budget cuts that are in there
and all the tax incentives that are in there
for investment for new jobs. When they know
the whole thing and also when the middle
class knows how small the burden is on them,
then the support for the program and for the
administration goes way up. So I’m laboring
out there under a general perception that the
administration has a tax plan that falls almost
entirely on the middle class when, in fact,

the administration has a plan for spending
cuts, investment incentives to create jobs,
and some taxes, which fall almost entirely on
upper income people. And that’s my prob-
lem. It’s very difficult in the midst of a legis-
lative debate to keep the public focus on that
since the focus is always on controversy. But
that’s my problem, and I’ll fix it.

NAFTA

Q. Why have you not gone out and
fought——

The President. On NAFTA I think we can
pass it with a very concerted effort if the
Congress has some assurances on the envi-
ronmental and labor issues. Keep in mind,
the United States—as far as I know, no coun-
try has ever signed a trade agreement
which—also an investment agreement,
which—at least millions of Americans feel is
an investment agreement that would encour-
age people to invest in another country for
production in our market, not in theirs. And
so that is the tension here that—I keep argu-
ing to the American people that that could
happen anyway, that under our present law,
people, if they choose, can go and produce
in Mexico for the American market. But that
causes great tension here when we’ve had
20 years of virtually flat wages for middle
class working people.

I believe NAFTA will create jobs and raise
incomes in both the United States and Mex-
ico, and I think it will help Canada. I have
always believed that over the long run, the
integration of our three economies and the
potential that gave us to continue to move
south into other market economies in Chile
and Argentina and Venezuela and others was
enormous. And I think eventually we’ll get
there. But it is going to be a very tough fight.

Ross Perot

Q. Why have you allowed Ross Perot to
shape the debate on that——

The President. I haven’t. I haven’t al-
lowed it at all. I don’t agree with his position.
I don’t agree with his assertions, and I don’t
agree with the evidence that he offers. But
you know, in this country we have a free
press. I can’t control who gets what kind of
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press coverage. That’s what the first amend-
ment is all about.

Prime Minister Mulroney. I saw Ross
Perot’s appearance on television the other
night, and I’ve heard every single one of
those arguments from the Socialists and the
protectionists in the Canadian House of
Commons. There’s not a single word that was
new. The fact of the matter is that it’s all
contradicted by the facts. Canada and the
United States entered into a free trade agree-
ment in 1988. We’ve since been mired in
a recession. Even in those 4 difficult years
for both countries, American exports to Can-
ada have increased by approximately 25 per-
cent, thereby creating 1.4 million new jobs
in the United States. And Canadian exports
to the United States have increased by a like
amount. Well, this is clear indication that
prosperity comes through these lowering of
trade barriers and the creating of new pools
of common wealth.

What Mr. Perot’s argument is—I saw any-
way, and I don’t know him and he seems
to be a fine fellow—is that wage rates alone
are a determinant of competitiveness. Wage
rates are one of many considerations of com-
petitiveness, cost of capital, infrastructure,
education, technology. And if wage rates
alone determine the location of industry,
Haiti would be the manufacturing capital of
the world. Our productivity is so far and
ahead above that of Mexico that to make the
argument simply on the basis of wages is mis-
leading in the extreme.

I think the President’s point of view is a
very valid one. It’s one that we support. And
the evidence appears to be there that when
you lower barriers to trade between and
among friendly countries, you create new
pools of wealth, and you raise the living
standards of everybody affected by it. You
don’t lower standards. And so these argu-
ments, I have to tell you—Mr. Perot may
have some better days. But I want to tell you
that his arguments, he might be surprised
to find that he’s been poaching those argu-
ments from the Socialists in the Canadian
House of Commons, and they might sue him
for copyright infringement. [Laughter]

Q. Mr. President, you that Mr. Mulroney
is leaving office——

The President. On NAFTA, let me say
one other thing about NAFTA. President Sa-
linas, when he took over in Mexico, unilater-
ally reduced a lot of very high Mexican tariffs
with the consequence that the United States
went from a $5 billion trade deficit with Mex-
ico to a $6 billion trade surplus. And last
month, Mexico replaced Japan as the second
largest purchaser of our manufacturing prod-
ucts. So we are, in effect, opening our trade
relationships anyway. It’s been, on balance,
beneficial to the United States. And I just—
if you look at where the world is going, where
Europe is going, where Asia is going, there’s
no question that both Canada and the United
States need more trading partners in our own
backyard, and we need for them to be richer,
to grow, to do more, so they can buy more
from us. And I feel very strongly that it’s the
right thing to do, and I’m going to keep plug-
ging away and hope we can pass it. I think
we can.

Haiti
Q. On Haiti, Mr. President. Is it time to

show some muscle on Haiti if diplomacy
doesn’t work?

The President. Well, we thought we had
an agreement on Haiti and, of course, it
didn’t work out, and I’m very disappointed.
We worked very, very hard. And I talked to
the Prime Minister about this on several oc-
casions. It is time to reexamine our options
and consider some others, and I expect the
United States will do that.

Prime Minister Mulroney
Q. Mr. Clinton, any parting words for Mr.

Mulroney now that he’s going to be leaving
office?

The President. I wish him well. He served
well and for a long time, and I wish him well.
And he’s given me a lot of very good advice.
He’s been very helpful.

NOTE: The exchange began at 8:49 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House.
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Remarks and an Exchange With
Reporters During a Luncheon With
Business Leaders
June 2, 1993

Interest Rates
The President. Let me just make one re-

mark. You know, once a week if at all possible
I attempt to have lunch here in the White
House with business leaders from around
America and solicit their views and their
opinions, their suggestions. These lunches
have been enormously valuable to me and,
I think, are helping us develop the kind of
partnership with the private sector we need.

I’d just like to mention two things that I
think support the economic position that I
have taken and the work we’re doing in the
Senate. First of all, there were news stories
today and yesterday pointing out that long-
term interest rates are down again, the stock
market is strong again in anticipation of the
passage of a real deficit reduction package
after the vote in the House. And that means
we’re taking the right course. And I’m look-
ing forward to working with the Senate when
they get back next week.

Secondly, just today we’ve learned that we
had the largest monthly increase in new
housing sales in 7 years, which is clearly the
result of lower interest rates and proves the
point that we’ve been trying to make that
if we can get the deficit down, get the inter-
est rates down, that will be the biggest job
stimulus to the economy. It will put another
$100 billion back in this economy.

So there are lots of things that we have
to discuss and lots of things that perhaps we
can all change for the better. But at least
the general direction, I think, is clearly right.
And I thank these kind business leaders for
coming here today, and I look forward to
continuing to do this every week as long as
I’m President. I think it will be very helpful
to the country.

Thank you very much.

Lani Guinier

Q. [Inaudible]—nomination, Mr. Presi-
dent?

The President. Well, let me say this, I
think that I have to talk to some of the Sen-
ators about it because of the reservations that
have been raised both publicly and privately.
I want to reaffirm two positive things about
her. One is everyone concedes she is a first
rate civil rights lawyer, and no real civil rights
lawyer has ever held that position before,
someone who made a career of it.

Secondly, I think any reasonable reading
of her writings would lead someone to con-
clude that a lot of the attacks cannot be sup-
ported by a fair reading of the writings. And
that’s not to say that I agree with everything
in the writings. I don’t. But I think that a
lot of what has been said is not accurate. On
the other hand, I have to take into account
where the Senate is, and I will be doing that
and talking to them. And I think until I do
that, I should have nothing else to say.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:29 p.m. in the
Old Family Dining Room at the White House.
A tape was not available for verification of the
content of these remarks.

Nomination of Ambassador to
Mexico
June 2, 1993

The President declared his intention today
to nominate Jim Jones, the CEO of the
American Stock Exchange and former House
Budget Committee chairman, to the position
of Ambassador to Mexico.

‘‘A great deal of our economic future,’’ said
the President, ‘‘is bound up in our relation-
ships in this hemisphere, particularly our re-
lationship with Mexico. That is why I have
chosen an Ambassador who is seasoned by
years of economic leadership in both the pri-
vate and public sectors. Jim Jones brings a
unique perspective and uncommon talents to
the continuing dialog with our Mexican
neighbors.’’

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.
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Memorandum on Trade With
Albania, Romania, and Certain States
of the Former Soviet Union
June 2, 1993

Presidential Determination No. 93–25

Memorandum for the Secretary of State
Subject: Determination Under Section 402
(d)(1) of the Trade Act of 1974, as
Amended—Continuation of Waiver
Authority

Pursuant to section 402(d)(1) of the Trade
Act of 1974, as amended (19 U.S.C.
2432(d)(1)) (hereinafter ‘‘the Act’’), I deter-
mine that the further extension of the waiver
authority granted by section 402(c) of the Act
will substantially promote the objectives of
section 402 of the Act. I further determine
that the continuation of the waivers applica-
ble to Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus,
Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova,
Mongolia, Romania, Russia, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, and Uzbekistan will
substantially promote the objectives of sec-
tion 402 of the Act.

You are authorized and directed to publish
this determination in the Federal Register.

William J. Clinton

NOTE: This memorandum was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on June 3.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Trade With Albania, Romania, and
Certain States of the Former Soviet
Union
June 3, 1993

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
I hereby transmit the documents referred

to in section 402(d)(1) of the Trade Act of
1974, as amended (19 U.S.C. 2432(d)(1))
(‘‘the Act’’), with respect to a further 12-
month extension of the authority to waive
sections (a) and (b) of section 402 of the Act.
These documents constitute my rec-
ommendation to continue in effect the waiv-
er authority for a further 12-month period,
and include my reasons for determining that
continuation of the waiver authority and

waivers currently in effect for Albania, Arme-
nia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, Mongolia,
Romania, Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan,
Ukraine, and Uzbekistan will substantially
promote the objectives of section 402 of the
Act.

Sincerely,

Bill Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate.

Exchange With Reporters in
Frederick, Maryland
June 3, 1993

The Economic Plan
Q. Mr. President, speaking of construc-

tion, should Lani Guinier withdraw?
The President. I’ll have more to say about

that later. But this is the most important
thing I’m working on. This is the illustration
of why the economic program is important.
Housing sales at a 7-month high last month,
creating jobs for people like this because of
low mortgage rates. If we can keep the inter-
est rates down by passing the economic pro-
gram, getting the deficit down, you’re going
to see a lot more jobs, a lot more homes,
a lot of money putting into this economy.
That’s the real important thing that this ad-
ministration was elected to do and that’s what
I’m working on.

NOTE: The exchange began at 11:11 a.m. while
the President was touring a house under construc-
tion in Fredericktown Village.

Remarks at Fredericktown Village in
Frederick
June 3, 1993

Thank you very much. Good morning, la-
dies and gentlemen, and good morning, boys
and girls. It’s great to be here in Frederick
today. I want to thank Roger Glunt, the
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President of the National Association of
Home Builders, for being here and for his
support of our economic program, as well as
the support of homebuilders and realtors all
across America who understand what we can
do for the American economy if we can get
interest rates down and keep them there.

I want to thank the Murrays for giving me
a tour of their home before it was finished.
One of the things I did in my former life,
back when I had one—[laughter]—when I
was a young man, was engage in a little bit
of homebuilding. That’s hard work. And I’m
glad to see somebody else doing it back
there. But they did a great job. I want to
say thanks to the Dragers and the Fishmans
and the Taylors, the other families here on
this circle who showed me their home and
talked to me a little bit about their lives. I
want to thank Jim Johnson for being here
and for the wonderful job that he does at
Fanny Mae to help finance homes and make
the American dream come real for Ameri-
cans. And I want to say thanks to Don
Meade, the construction site supervisor, who
hasn’t spoken today. That will make him the
most popular person here. I thank him for
showing me around.

Ladies and gentlemen, last year when I
was out campaigning for the job I now hold,
I think all of us realized that our country was
in a period of short-term recession, which
it lasted for about 3 years, but of long-term
economic problems brought on by some eco-
nomic competition from other countries
around the world and from some problems
that we had created for ourselves and that
it was impossible to point the blame at one
person, that both parties in Washington were
to blame, but that it was absolutely clear that
we couldn’t keep going the way we were
going, where the deficit was going up and
up and up every year, so our debts were pil-
ing higher.

In 12 years, 12 years, we went from a $1
trillion to a $4 trillion national debt. And the
deficit was over $300 billion a year. And at
the same time, we were reducing our invest-
ment in the things that make us a rich coun-
try: in incentives for people to build houses,
in new technologies to compete with other
countries, in the education, and training of
our work force.

So what I tried to do was to turn that
around. It seemed to me that the faith—we
had to begin was to bring down the deficit
with a combination of tough spending cuts
and tax increases that would be mostly on
those who had been more successful, whose
taxes had gone down and were in higher in-
come groups.

This plan that I have presented to Con-
gress does that. But I want to emphasize to
you—I’ll talk a little more about the details
in a moment—but why would the home-
builders be here supporting it if it were bad
for business and bad for America. They
wouldn’t be. They’re here because all these
people building these houses need jobs, and
we need more people like them working.
And if people can work, we wouldn’t have
half the problems we’ve got in this country.

Six million Americans are employed in the
housing and related industry. Homebuilding
is critical to our future and critical to the
dreams of millions of American families. A
year ago, less than half of the American peo-
ple under the age of 35 thought they had
a good chance to buy a home. Today, over
70 percent of them do. And there’s one clear
reason: lower long-term interest rates, which
make mortgage rates as low as they’ve been
in 20 years.

If you think about it, mortgage rates cur-
rently are at about 7.5 percent. Now, if some-
one had a home mortgage at 10 percent and
they refinance that at 7.5 percent, in the very
first year of the refinancing, they’d save
$2,100. That is way over twice as much in
one year as the same family, let’s say, a family
with an income of $40,000 to $60,000 would
pay in new taxes under the energy tax in 4
years under our program.

That is the key to this whole thing. A bal-
anced approach, cut spending, raise money
from people who can afford it, minimize the
burden on the middle class, but ask people
to pay something, but give them back low
interest rates, more jobs, and a growing econ-
omy. That is the idea, and the critical thing
is the interest rates.

Every time mortgage rates go down a
point, an additional 350,000 people are able
to buy homes. In November, shortly after the
election, our administration announced a se-
rious attempt to reduce the deficit based on
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spending cuts, targeted revenue increases.
Long-term interest rates started to drop.
They’ve dropped almost one full point since
the election. Last week, after the House of
Representatives adopted the economic pro-
gram, they dropped again, and the stock mar-
ket went up again because people who con-
trol these decisions began to believe again
that we could take control of our destiny and
really move America forward.

You’ve already heard some of these spe-
cific ideas, but let me just reiterate. In this
bill there aren’t just tax increases; there are
spending cuts, $100 billion in the entitlement
areas, and another $150 billion in 200 spe-
cific cuts in other areas, including a reduction
in the size of the Federal Government by
150,000 employees over the next 4 years, an
across-the-board cut of 14 percent in the ad-
ministrative costs of Government, and hun-
dreds of other specific cuts in spending.

But there are also some incentives in this
program which are important. The small
business community, some of you would be
in that, have been asking for years to increase
the expensing provisions in the tax code so
they could write off $25,000 a year, not
$10,000 a year, if they invested in their busi-
ness to make it more productive. That’s in
this provision.

Larger businesses who invest a lot of
money in new plant and new equipment,
which put people to work, have been asking
for years for us to change the minimum tax
provisions so they won’t have to pay taxes
on investments they make to put people to
work. And we did that in this tax bill, and
that will put people to work.

People in real estate have been asking for
years that they simply be treated on what
are called their passive losses, like people in
every other business in the United States of
America. And that is in this tax bill, and that
will put people to work. These things will
create jobs.

Maybe most important of all, for some-
thing I care a lot about, I’ll bet you that more
than half the people in this audience from
time to time in the last 10 or 15 years, have
complained about the welfare system and
have said sometimes there seems like there
are more incentives to stay on welfare than
off. Well, let me tell you something else this

bill does. Some people stay on welfare rather
than work 40 hours a week, because if they
take a minimum wage job and go to work,
they’ve got to pay somebody for child care;
they don’t have any health insurance, so they
go back on welfare; you pay it through Med-
icaid, and they can stay home with the kids.
It’s not because the welfare check is big, it’s
because of the child care and the medical
benefits. This tax bill says that, look, we’re
going to favor work over welfare forever. If
you go to work, you work 40 hours a week,
you have a child in your house, the tax system
will lift you out of poverty. We’re going to
favor work over welfare. That’s a very impor-
tant thing that this tax bill does.

Now, next week the United States Senate
is coming back into session, and we have to
pass this bill in the Senate. Many Senators
and many House Members and the President
would like to pass the bill with even fewer
taxes and more spending cuts, and we’re
going to look for that. But let me remind
you, look at the results already. The most im-
portant thing is to pass a bill that has real
deficit reduction, real spending cuts, put it
all in a trust fund so the money can’t go to
anything else, and no tax increases without
the spending cuts, and keep the interest rates
down. That is what is important here.

I have been overwhelmed—yesterday I
had lunch again, as I do about every week
with a lot of business executives who them-
selves will have to pay the lion’s share of the
tax bill. Over 60 percent of this money will
come from people with annual incomes in
excess of $200,000, over 75 percent of it from
people in the top 7 percent of the income
bracket. And most of them are willing to pay
as long as they know the interest rates will
go down because the deficit is going down.
So I think it’s important to say, yes, let’s shoot
for more spending cuts and less taxes, but
let’s pass the bill and get the deficit down.

I want to just leave you with this. New
home sales last month reached a 7-year high
in April, 7-year high. That’s worth doing.
Mortgages rates are at a 20-year low. That’s
worth keeping. Well, I ask you, let’s don’t
take our eye off the ball. It is estimated that
in this year alone, if we can keep these inter-
est rates down at this level, it will put $100
billion back into the American economy, in
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people refinancing their mortgages, refinanc-
ing business loans, lower consumer loans,
lower college loans, lower car rates. That’s
what we’ve got to do.

I ask for your support. I ask for your sup-
port not on a partisan basis but to rebuild
the American economy. There is no party
label; there’s just jobs and incomes behind
this. We’ve got to grow this economy.

I thank the people on this stage and all
of you for being here today to make that
point. Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:12 a.m. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of these remarks.

Exchange With Reporters in
Frederick
June 3, 1993

The President. [Inaudible]—deficit down
to keep these interest rates low. Here at this
place, people understand low deficits means
lower interest rates, more jobs and more
money in middle class people’s pockets.
That’s what’s going to happen.

Q. You seemed more adamant and force-
ful in your speech today.

Q. Mr. President, why did you come to
Republican territory?

The President. This is an illustration of
what really counts. Coming here today and
being able to put the charts and the words
and the numbers with real jobs, real homes,
and real people’s lives is what really makes
this go for me. And this is what I got elected
to do. This is why I ran for President. And
I’m doing my best to give real opportunity
and hope back to the American people.

Q. But Mr. President, why did you come
to someplace where you didn’t——

Q.——back off with the Btu tax?
Q. It’s Republican territory.
Q. Why did you come to someplace where

you didn’t succeed in November? You only
got 32 percent of the vote here.

The President. Doesn’t matter, because
even here I wanted to make the point that
it’s not a partisan issue. I mean, I don’t know
that a majority of the homebuilders in Amer-
ica or a majority of the realtors in America
voted for me in November. Most of them

were probably Republicans. But the home-
builders and the realtors, as a group, nation-
wide, are supporting this program because
it’s good for the economy; it means jobs; it
means lower interest payments for middle
class people, for businesses; and it means
economic opportunities. And I wanted to il-
lustrate that this is not a partisan issue. It’s
a bipartisan effort to move this economy for-
ward.

Q. Is it still an uphill battle in the Senate,
sir?

The President. I’m encouraged. I feel
good about it.

Q. Is Lani Guinier a partisan issue, sir?

[At this point, the President continued greet-
ing people and then the exchange continued.]

The President. [Inaudible]—and some—
if there can be—if there are more cuts, and
we’re all trying to agree with that.

Q. What’s the status——
Q. Do you think that Lani Guinier de-

serves a public Senate hearing?
The President. I’m here to talk about jobs

and the economy today.
Q. Hi. I’m State Senator Jack Derr. We’re

happy to have you here in Frederick today.
The President. Good to see you.
Q. Are you reconsidering keeping her, sir?
Q. Are you afraid it’s going to look like

you’re cutting and running in the face of Sen-
ate opposition?

The President. You can’t have it both
ways, folks. You can’t say that I’m brave to
the point of being crazy for offering an eco-
nomic plan that raises taxes, cuts spending,
and changes things, and for taking on issues
like gays in the military and then say we’re
cutting and running. This administration has
taken more tough positions on more tough
issues earlier than any one I can remember.
So I don’t think you can have that both ways.
This is an idea issue, and I will have more
to say about it later.

Q. Are you going to have a speech, Mr.
President, this afternoon?

The President. Lower interest rates and
real growth. That’s what people who don’t
have jobs are worried about.
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NOTE: The exchange began at approximately
11:30 a.m. A tape was not available for verification
of the content of this exchange.

Memorandum on Trade With
Bulgaria
June 3, 1993

Presidential Determination No. 93–26

Memorandum for the Secretary of State

Subject: Presidential Determination Under
Subsections 402(a) and 409(a) of the Trade
Act of 1974, as Amended—Emigration
Policies of the Republic of Bulgaria

Pursuant to the authority vested in me by
subsections 402(a) and 409(a) of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2432(a) and 2439(a)
(‘‘the Act’’), I determine that the Republic
of Bulgaria is not in violation of paragraph
(1), (2), or (3) of subsection 402(a) of the
Act, or paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of subsection
409(a) of the Act.

You are authorized and directed to publish
this determination in the Federal Register.

William J. Clinton

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Trade With Bulgaria
June 3, 1993

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
I hereby transmit a report concerning emi-

gration laws and policies of the Republic of
Bulgaria as required by subsections 402(b)
and 409(b) of Title IV of the Trade Act of
1974, as amended (‘‘the Act’’) (19 U.S.C.
2432(b) and 2439(b)). I have determined that
Bulgaria is in full compliance with the criteria
in subsections 402(a) and 409(a) of the Act.
As required by Title IV, I will provide the
Congress with periodic reports regarding
Bulgaria’s compliance with these emigration
standards.

Sincerely,

William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate.

Proclamation 6569—Suspension of
Entry as Immigrants and
Nonimmigrants of Persons Who
Formulate or Implement Policies
That Are Impeding the Negotiations
Seeking the Return to Constitutional
Rule in Haiti
June 3, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
In light of the political crisis in Haiti result-

ing from the expulsion from Haiti of Presi-
dent Aristide and the constitutional govern-
ment, I have determined that it is in the in-
terests of the United States to restrict the
entry to the United States of certain Haitian
nationals who formulate, implement, or ben-
efit from policies that impede the progress
of the negotiations designed to restore con-
stitutional government to Haiti, and the im-
mediate families of such persons.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
by the power vested in me as President by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States of America, including section 212(f)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of
1952, as amended (8 U.S.C. 1182(f)), and
section 301 of title 3, United States Code,
hereby find that the unrestricted immigrant
and nonimmigrant entry into the United
States of persons described in section 1 of
this proclamation would, except as provided
for in sections 2 or 3 of this proclamation,
be detrimental to the interests of the United
States. I do therefore proclaim that:

Section 1. The entry into the United
States as immigrants and nonimmigrants of
persons who formulate, implement, or bene-
fit from policies that impede the progress of
the negotiations designed to restore constitu-
tional government to Haiti, and the imme-
diate family members of such persons, is
hereby suspended.
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Sec. 2. Section 1 shall not apply with re-
spect to any person otherwise covered by sec-
tion 1 where the entry of such person would
not be contrary to the interests of the United
States.

Sec. 3. Persons covered by sections 1 and
2 shall be identified pursuant to procedures
established by the Secretary of State, as au-
thorized in section 6 below.

Sec. 4. Nothing in this proclamation shall
be construed to derogate from United States
Government obligations under applicable
international agreements.

Sec. 5. This proclamation is effective im-
mediately and shall remain in effect until
such time as the Secretary of State deter-
mines that it is no longer necessary and
should be terminated.

Sec. 6. The Secretary of State shall have
responsibility to implement this proclamation
pursuant to procedures the Secretary may es-
tablish.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this third day of June, in the year
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-
three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
4:30 p.m., June 3, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 7.

Remarks Honoring Central State
University NAIA Champion Athletic
Teams
June 3, 1993

Thank you. Please sit down, ladies and
gentlemen. I want to welcome all of you here
and especially say a word of welcome and
thanks to Senator Glenn and Mrs. Glenn and
their daughter. Senator Glenn made this oc-
casion possible today.

I want to welcome a group of extraordinary
student athletes, the Marauders and Lady
Marauders of Central State University, win-
ners of the NAIA championships in football
as well as men and women’s indoor and out-

door track and field. I want to welcome the
Central State president Dr. Arthur Thomas.

These teams have been remarkably suc-
cessful. First of all, Central State’s football
team captured the 1992 NAIA Division One
national championship with a come-from-be-
hind victory over—what school? [Laughter]
This was no fluke. For Coach Billy Joe,
named Division One Coach of the Year, it
was the second time that he’s won a national
title in 3 years. Coach Joe has guided Central
State to the playoffs for the past six seasons
and to the finals for the past three. His win-
ning formula: the three D’s he preaches to
his players, drive, desire, and determination.
These are good words to live by not only on
the playing field but here in Washington as
well. That is surely what drove the senior
quarterback, Henderson Moseley, to lead his
team to two touchdowns in the second half
of the championship, after being carried off
in the first half with a severe ankle injury.
I’ve been through that sort of campaign my-
self. [Laughter]

Coach Joe, you’ve earned a fourth D for
the Marauders, dynasty. That’s what you’ve
put together. And I must say, I’ve carried
a special interest in this team because you
had to run over the University of Central Ar-
kansas a couple of times in playing for these
championships. So we followed it very inter-
estingly.

Now, let me move on to track. The Ma-
rauders and the Lady Marauders this year
swept the Division One national indoor and
outdoor track and field championships, mak-
ing history. I’m told that this is the first time
any college in any league has won four out-
right team championships in track and field
in one year. What a sweet victory, especially
for Coach Josh Culbreath, a former Olym-
pian who was also named Coach of the Year.
Where is he? You come on down here.

Now, I’m told that Coach Culbreath is
known as Pop, although he doesn’t look old
enough to be my pop. [Laughter] He came
out of retirement 4 years ago to revitalize
track and field at Central State. It’s amazing
what somebody can accomplish in just 4
years.

This was the first national title in both in-
door and outdoor track. At the indoor cham-
pionship, they captured the title by winning
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the mile relay in the final event. They also
swept the 600-yard run behind the winning
pace of team member Neil DeSilva. This
young man went on to clock winning times
in both the 200- and 400-meter dash, to help
them win the outdoor championship.

The Lady Marauders took their indoor
title and also their first, winning 6 out of 16
events with record-setting performance and
double wins by both Carolyn Sterling and
Sherdon Smith. Outdoors, the Lady Maraud-
ers claimed their third consecutive NAIA
championship, a ‘‘threepeat.’’ Dionne Hem-
ming set a world record for the 400-meter
hurdles on her way to earning the title of
Most Outstanding Female Performer. Jump-
ing hurdles can also be a useful skill in this
city. But I understand Dionne could not be
with us here today because she’s in Spain.

On behalf of our Nation, let me salute all
of you for your fine performances. You are
teams with truly a proven track record. As
student athletes at an historically African-
American institution, you can be proud of
your many achievements. Your drive and
your desire and your determination are an
example for all Americans.

I want to congratulate both the coaches,
give them a chance to say something. And
thank you again, Senator Glenn, for bringing
them here today to the Rose Garden.

NOTE: The President spoke at 5 p.m. in the Rose
Garden at the White House.

Remarks Announcing Withdrawal of
the Nomination of Lani Guinier and
an Exchange With Reporters
June 3, 1993

The President. Good evening. It is with
deep regret that I am announcing tonight the
withdrawal of the nomination of Lani
Guinier to be Assistant Attorney General for
Civil Rights.

Earlier this evening I met with Ms.
Guinier to talk through the issues that
prompted my decision. I told her that had
I known all along the intense controversy this
nomination would inspire I would not have
asked her to undergo the ordeal, and I am
sorry that she has suffered as much as she
has.

At the time of the nomination I had not
read her writings. In retrospect, I wish I had.
Today, as a matter of fairness to her, I read
some of them again in good detail. They
clearly lend themselves to interpretations
that do not represent the views that I ex-
pressed on civil rights during my campaign
and views that I hold very dearly, even
though there is much in them with which
I agree. I have to tell you that had I read
them before I nominated her, I would not
have done so.

Now, I want to make it clear that that is
not to say that I agree with all the attacks
on her. She has been subject to a vicious se-
ries of willful distortions on many issues, in-
cluding the quota issue. And that has made
this decision all the more difficult.

The Lani Guinier I know is a person of
high integrity, great intellect, strong char-
acter, and a superb civil rights record. That’s
why I nominated her. I agree with civil rights
leaders and members of the Congressional
Black Caucus that she is a wonderful lawyer.
And I want all of you to know that if this
nomination could be fought out on her char-
acter or her record as a civil rights lawyer,
I would stay with it to the end, if we didn’t
get but one or two votes in the Senate.

It is not the fear of defeat that has prompt-
ed this decision. It is the certainty that the
battle would be carried on a ground that I
could not defend. The dilemma with which
I have struggled basically comes down to this:
Should we have proceeded with a confirma-
tion battle that would give her more ample
opportunity to clarify her views but would
guarantee a bloody and divisive conflict over
civil rights based on ideas that I, as President,
could not defend.

Because the controversy over her aca-
demic writings includes mischaracterizations,
this battle, unfortunately, has already polar-
ized our country. My campaign for the Presi-
dency was based on trying to unite Americans
on the basis of race, opportunity, and respon-
sibility, the idea that we could all work to-
gether to reach common solutions. And I re-
gret very much the bitterness and the divi-
siveness which has occurred already.
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I am well aware that this withdrawal will
upset many people in this country who be-
lieve in Lani and had hoped that she might
be confirmed. I can only pledge to them that
I will continue to work, as I have for nearly
20 years, for the cause of civil rights and that
I want an administration second to none in
its dedication to civil rights.

I will be consulting promptly with the At-
torney General and with other Members of
the Senate and House committees and with
civil rights leaders about a replacement for
Lani. I hope to have an announcement in
the next few days. In the meantime, I want
to again say I take full responsibility for what
has happened here. I want to express my sor-
row about what has happened to Lani
Guinier and to say again I think that she is
one of the ablest civil rights lawyers I have
ever known, and I wish this battle could be
fought over that rather than ideas that I my-
self cannot embrace.

Q. Mr. President, Attorney General Reno
has been a staunch defender of Ms. Guinier.
Did she urge you to keep her on, or is she
fully on board with your decision to abandon
this nomination?

The President. I believe she is. I would
urge you to talk to her about that.

Q. Mr. President, could you just give us
an idea of what part of her writings you really
had trouble with?

The President. Yes, I can give you an idea.
In the Michigan Law Review there was an
article. Lani analyzed the weaknesses of the
present remedies available under the Voting
Rights Act—and many of her analyses I agree
with—but seemed to be arguing for prin-
ciples of proportional representation in mi-
nority veto as general remedies that I think
are inappropriate as general remedies and
antidemocratic, very difficult to defend.

Now, the Supreme Court has obviously
changed the law on that, but the whole thrust
of that kind of argument, it seems to me,
is inconsistent with the arguments that I tried
to make to members of all races all during
my campaign.

Q. Mr. President, what part did your
friendship, yours and Mrs. Clinton’s, with
Guinier play in your decision to nominate her
and perhaps in your decision—or your ne-

glect of her record at the time that you did
nominate her?

The President. Well, Hillary played no
role in this nomination or this decision and
so deserves no blame or credit for it. But
the fact that I have known her since law
school and had actually seen her in action
as a civil rights practitioner played a very
large role in my desire to nominate her. That
is, I thought it would be not only interesting,
but positive to have, for the first time, some-
one who had been a career civil rights lawyer
head that division.

And frankly, I think the fact that I had
known her and cared about her and admired
her probably contributed to the way this
thing has been handled in a kind of a drawn-
out fashion. And it may be the adequacy or
inadequacy of the briefings I received about
this issue is partly based on the assumption
that I must have known everything she’d
written about since I knew her as a lawyer.
I think that’s probably true.

Q. Mr. President, there’s a perception
among some of your critics among the Black
Caucus that your move to the center and
your desire to have conservative Democratic
votes in the Senate for your economic plan,
and your health plan to come, played a large
role in this. And they are saying—Craig
Washington said, for instance, today, that he
was with you in the House vote on the eco-
nomic plan but won’t be with you because
of your decision to, in his view, cut and run
on Lani Guinier. What do you say to those
people and how——

The President. I would say two things.
Number one, this is about my center, not
about the political center. I will say again,
I would gladly fight this nomination to the
last moment, if nobody wanted to vote her,
nobody, if it were on the grounds that I could
defend. If somebody said, ‘‘You know, she
sued the State of Arkansas, and she sued all
these other people, and she came out for
remedies in her law practice that weren’t
right, and she ran over this group and that
group,’’ I would say, ‘‘Fine, let’s fight this
thing out. You know, I know that. I have per-
sonal knowledge of that. You are wrong.’’
And if everybody in the Senate disagreed
with me, I would stay with it to the bitter
end.
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The problem is that this battle will be
waged based on her academic writings. And
I cannot fight a battle that I know is divisive,
that is an uphill battle, that is distracting to
the country, if I do not believe in the ground
of the battle. That is the only problem. This
has nothing to do with a political center. This
has to do with my center.

Now, let me say about Craig Washington,
whatever he does for the rest of his life, I’ll
be grateful to him for what he did and what
he said in fighting that economic problem
through. I know how strongly he feels about
it. I can tell you, I received—if any—there’s
pressure over the issue. I got more pressure
to stay with this than to drop it. But in the
end, I had to do what I thought was right.
Whether I am right or wrong, I tell you to-
night, I have done what I think is right.

Q. Mr. President, did she agree with you?
Q. Did she agree with you?
Q. Has she withdrawn or are you with-

drawing her?
The President. I am—I think you’d better

ask her what she said.
Q. Well, if she comes—have you with-

drawn her name?
The President. Well, she’s in town and

we’ve—I think she’ll probably have a state-
ment later tonight. I have no idea what she
will say.

Q. Did she ask you not to withdraw her
name, sir?

The President. Well, you know what she
wanted. She wanted her hearing. But she was
surprised that I felt the way I did. You know,
this is the first long, detailed conversation
we’ve had about it. It was a very painful thing
between two people who have liked and ad-
mired each other a long time. This was one
of the most difficult meetings I’ve ever had
in my life. But I did what I thought was right.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:05 p.m. in the
Briefing Room at the White House.

Statement on Sanctions Against Haiti
June 4, 1993

One of the cornerstones of our foreign pol-
icy is to support the global march toward de-
mocracy and to stand by the world’s new de-
mocracies. The promotion of democracy,

which not only reflects our values but also
increases our security, is especially important
in our own hemisphere. As part of that goal,
I consider it a high priority to return democ-
racy to Haiti and to return its democratically
elected President, Jean-Bertrand Aristide, to
his office.

We should recall Haiti’s strides toward de-
mocracy just a few years back. Seven years
ago, tired of the exploitative rule that had
left them the poorest nation in our hemi-
sphere, the Haitian people rose up and
forced the dictator Jean-Claude Duvalier to
flee. In December 1990, in a remarkable ex-
ercise of democracy, the Haitian people held
a free and fair election, and two-thirds of
them voted for President Aristide.

Nineteen months ago, however, that
progress toward democracy was thwarted
when the Haitian military illegally and vio-
lently ousted President Aristide from office.
Since taking office in January, the United
States Government has worked steadily with
the international community in an effort to
restore President Aristide and democracy to
Haiti. The OAS and United Nations Special
Envoy, Dante Caputo, has demonstrated
great dedication and tenacity. To support Mr.
Caputo’s effort, Secretary of State Chris-
topher in March named U.S. Ambassador
Lawrence Pezzullo as our Special Adviser for
Haiti.

We and the international community have
made progress. The presence of the Inter-
national Civilian Mission has made a con-
crete contribution to human rights in Haiti.
Mr. Caputo’s consultations with all the par-
ties indicated that a negotiated solution is
possible.

Unfortunately, the parties in Haiti have
not been willing to make the decisions or take
the steps necessary to begin democracy’s res-
toration. And while they seek to shift respon-
sibility, Haiti’s people continue to suffer.

In light of their own failure to act construc-
tively, I have determined that the time has
come to increase the pressure on the Haitian
military, the de facto regime in Haiti and
their supporters.

The United States has been at the fore-
front of the international community’s efforts
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to back up the U.N./OAS negotiations with
sanctions and other measures. Beginning in
October 1991, we froze all Haitian Govern-
ment assets in the United States and prohib-
ited unlicensed financial transactions with
Haitian persons. Today, I am acting to
strengthen those existing provisions in sev-
eral ways.

First, I have signed a proclamation pursu-
ant to Section 212(f) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act prohibiting the entry into the
U.S. of Haitian nationals who impede the
progress of negotiations designed to restore
constitutional government to Haiti and of the
immediate relatives of such persons. The
Secretary of State will determine the persons
whose actions are impeding a solution to the
Haitian crisis. These people will be barred
from entering the United States.

Second, pursuant to the authority of the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act and the Executive orders on the Haiti
emergency, I have directed the Secretary of
the Treasury to designate as ‘‘specially des-
ignated nationals’’ those Haitians who act for
or on behalf of the junta, or who make mate-
rial, financial, or commercial contributions to
the de facto regime or the Haitian armed
forces. In effect, this measure will freeze the
personal assets of such persons subject to
U.S. jurisdiction and bar them from conduct-
ing any transactions whatsoever with the in-
dividuals and entities named.

Third, I have directed Secretary Chris-
topher to consult with the OAS and its mem-
ber states on ways to enhance enforcement
of the existing OAS sanctions program. And
I have directed Secretary Christopher and
Ambassador Albright to consult with the
U.N. and member states on the possibility
of creating a worldwide sanctions program
against Haiti.

Sanctions alone do not constitute a solu-
tion. The surest path toward the restoration
of democracy in Haiti is a negotiated solution
that assures the safety of all parties. We will
therefore strongly support a continuation and
intensification of the negotiating effort. We
will impress on all parties the need to take
seriously their own responsibilities for a suc-
cessful resolution to this impasse.

Our policy on Haiti is not a policy for Haiti
alone. It is a policy in favor of democracy

everywhere. Those who seek to derail a re-
turn to constitutional government, whether
in Haiti or Guatemala, must recognize that
we will not be swayed from our purpose.

At the same time, individuals should not
have to fear that supporting democracy’s res-
toration will ultimately put their own safety
at risk. Those who have opposed President
Aristide in the past should recognize that,
once President Aristide has returned, we and
the rest of the international community will
defend assiduously their legitimate political
rights.

It is my hope that the measures we have
announced today will encourage greater ef-
fort and flexibility in the negotiations to re-
store democracy and President Aristide to
Haiti.

Proclamation 6570—National Safe
Boating Week, 1993
June 4, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Nearly 70 million Americans enjoy rec-

reational boating as a favorite pastime. Amer-
ica’s scenic lakes, beautiful rivers, and vast
waterways provide a wonderful place for
boaters to enjoy family outings, waterskiing,
fishing, and other activities. It is appropriate
that we recognize the many joys recreational
boating affords. At the same time, because
recreational boating can involve risks to per-
sons, property, and natural resources, it is
also important that we reflect upon ways to
ensure safe boating.

The U.S. Coast Guard, the National Safe
Boating Council, and the many State and
local recreational boating organizations allied
in the cause of safe boating have chosen
‘‘Boat Smart’’ as the theme of National Safe
Boating Week. This theme serves as a re-
minder to the millions of Americans who en-
gage in recreational boating that this activity
should be enjoyed in a thoughtful, respon-
sible manner. Many Americans can benefit
from preparation and caution: taking boating
safety courses; wearing personal flotation de-
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vices; following the ‘‘Rules of the Road’’; and
not using alcohol or drugs when operating
boats. Young boaters learn safe boating prac-
tices by example, and today’s boating prac-
tices may affect the well-being of American
families for years to come.

Boating is an activity that directly affects
our precious national water resources and as-
sociated wildlife. Boaters must carefully pre-
serve and protect our rivers, lakes, seashores,
and wildlife by avoiding practices that give
rise to accidents, injuries, and pollution. To-
day’s boaters must take care to preserve our
precious waterways for future generations.

For all of these reasons, I call upon boating
Americans, during National Safe Boating
Week, 1993, to reflect on the importance of
safe boating to the health of our people and
the preservation of our natural resources. We
must commit ourselves to safe and environ-
mentally sensitive boating—for now and for
the future.

To promote boating as a safe sport, the
Congress, by joint resolution approved June
4, 1958 (36 U.S.C. 161), as amended, has
authorized and requested that the President
annually proclaim the week beginning on the
first Sunday in June as ‘‘National Safe Boat-
ing Week.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the week beginning June
6, 1993, as National Safe Boating Week. I
encourage the Governors of the 50 States
and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and
officials of other areas subject to the jurisdic-
tion of the United States, to provide for the
observance of this week with appropriate ac-
tivities. I urge all Americans to become in-
formed boaters and to enjoy safe, thoughtful
recreational boating.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fourth day of June, in the year
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-
three, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and seventeenth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
2:21 p.m., June 4, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation will be published in the
Federal Register on June 8.

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Reporting on Budget Rescissions
June 4, 1993

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
In accordance with the Congressional

Budget and Impoundment Control Act of
1974, I herewith report six proposed rescis-
sions, totaling $176.0 million in budgetary re-
sources.

These proposed rescissions affect the De-
partments of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, Justice, and Transportation. The de-
tails of the proposed rescissions are con-
tained in the attached reports.

Sincerely,

William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate.

Statement by the Press Secretary on
the President’s Task Force on
National Health Care Reform
June 4, 1993

On January 25, 1993, the President an-
nounced the creation of a Task Force on Na-
tional Health Care Reform. The President
asked the task force to provide him with pro-
posals for comprehensive health care reform.
The President also announced on January 25
the creation of an interdepartmental working
group that would gather and analyze infor-
mation and options for the task force.

In over 20 meetings held during April and
May, the task force reviewed materials it re-
ceived from the interdepartmental working
group, formulated proposals and options for
health care reform, and presented those pro-
posals and options to the President. Each of
those task force meetings was noticed in the
Federal Register.

Having completed its mission, the task
force terminated on May 30, as provided in
its charter.

The President is now in the process of re-
viewing the proposals he has received from
the task force and choosing from among the
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policy options that have been presented to
him.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

May 29
In the morning, the President traveled to

West Point, NY, and returned to Andrews
Air Force Base, MD, later that afternoon.
The President and Hillary Clinton then trav-
eled to Camp David, MD, where they re-
mained overnight.

May 31
In the morning, the President and Hillary

Clinton returned to the White House. Later
in the morning, the President visited Arling-
ton National Cemetery, VA, where he placed
a wreath at the Tomb of the Unknown Sol-
dier. In the afternoon, the President partici-
pated in a wreath laying ceremony at the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial.

June 1
In the morning, the President traveled to

Milwaukee, WI, and returned to Washing-
ton, DC, in the evening.

The White House announced that the
President signed H.R. 1378, Making Tech-
nical Corrections in Defense-Related Laws.

The White House announced the public
access to the White House electronic mail
system.

June 2
In the morning, the President went to

Watts Branch Park where he and former
Georgetown University classmates partici-
pated in a clean-up project sponsored by the
Marshall Heights Community Development
Organization.

June 3
In the morning, the President traveled to

Frederick, MD, and returned to the White
House in the afternoon.

June 4
In the afternoon, the President met with

the Vice President, Justice Department offi-
cials, and civil rights leaders.

The White House announced that the
President sent to the Congress requests for
FY 1993 supplemental appropriations.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

The following list does not include promotions of
members of the Uniformed Services, nominations
to the Service Academies, or nominations of For-
eign Service officers.

Submitted June 1

Jean Kennedy Smith,
of New York, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to Ireland.

Checklist
of White House Press Releases

The following list contains releases of the Office
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as
items nor covered by entries in the Digest of
Other White House Announcements.

Released May 29
Transcript of a press briefing by Chief of
Staff Thomas F. (Mack) McLarty and Coun-
selor to the President David Gergen

Released June 1
Statement by Press Secretary Dee Dee
Myers on the President’s signing of H.R.
1378, Making Technical Corrections in De-
fense-Related Laws
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Announcement by the Office of Presidential
Correspondence on public access to the
White House electronic mail system

Released June 2
Transcript of a press briefing by Senior Ad-
viser for Policy and Strategy George
Stephanopoulos

List of business leaders attending the Presi-
dent’s weekly CEO luncheon

Released June 3
Statement by Press Secretary Dee Dee
Myers on the President’s planned meeting
with Lani Guinier

Released June 4
Transcript of a press briefing by Senior Ad-
viser for Policy and Strategy George
Stephanopoulos

Announcement of transmittal of supple-
mental appropriations requests

List of officials and civil rights leaders meet-
ing with the President

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved May 31

H.J. Res. 80 / Public Law 103–34

Designating May 30, through June 7, as a
‘‘Time for the National Observance of the
Fiftieth Anniversary of World War II’’

H.R. 1378 / Public Law 103–35

To amend title 10, United States Code, to
revise the applicability of qualification re-
quirements for certain acquisition workforce
positions in the Department of Defense, to
make necessary technical corrections in that
title and certain other defense-related laws,
and to facilitate real property repairs at mili-
tary installations and minor military construc-
tion during fiscal year 1993
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