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Week Ending Friday, June 18, 1993

Executive Order 12851—
Administration of Proliferation
Sanctions, Middle East Arms
Control, and Related Congressional
Reporting Responsibilities
June 11, 1993

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America, including section
301 of title 3, United States Code; sections
1701–1703 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991, Public Law
101–510 (50 U.S.C. App. 2402 note, 2405,
2410b; 22 U.S.C. 2797–2797c); sections 303,
324, and 401–405 of the Foreign Relations
Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1992 and
1993, Public Law 102–138; sections 305–308
of the Chemical and Biological Weapons
Control and Warfare Elimination Act of
1991, Public Law 102–182 (50 U.S.C. App.
2410c; 22 U.S.C. 2798, 5604–5606); sections
241 and 1097 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and
1993, Public Law 102–190; and section 1364
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1993, Public Law 102–484,
I hereby order as follows:

Section 1. Chemical and Biological Weap-
ons Proliferation and Use Sanctions. (a)
Chemical and Biological Weapons Prolifera-
tion. The authority and duties vested in me
by section 81 of the Arms Export Control
Act, as amended (‘‘AECA’’) (22 U.S.C. 2798),
and section 11C of the Export Administration
Act of 1979, as amended (‘‘EAA’’) (50 U.S.C.
App. 2410c), are delegated to the Secretary
of State, except that:

(1) The authority and duties vested in me
to deny certain United States Government
contracts, as provided in section 81(c)(1)(A)
of the AECA and section 11C(c)(1)(A) of the
EAA, pursuant to a determination made by
the Secretary of State under section 81(a)(1)
of the AECA or section 11C(a)(1) of the
EAA, as well as the authority and duties vest-

ed in me to make the determinations pro-
vided for in section 81(c)(2) of the AECA
and section 11C(c)(2) of the EAA are dele-
gated to the Secretary of Defense. The Sec-
retary of Defense shall notify the Secretary
of the Treasury of determinations made pur-
suant to section 81(c)(2) of the AECA and
section 11(c)(2) of the EAA.

(2) The authority and duties vested in me
to prohibit certain imports as provided in sec-
tion 81(c)(1)(B) of the AECA and section
11C(c)(1)(B) of the EAA, pursuant to a de-
termination made by the Secretary of State
under section 81(a)(1) of the AECA or sec-
tion 11C(a)(1) of the EAA, and the obligation
to implement the exceptions provided in sec-
tion 81(c)(2) of the AECA and section
11C(c)(2) of the EAA, insofar as the excep-
tions affect imports of goods into the United
States, are delegated to the Secretary of the
Treasury.

(b) Chemical and Biological Weapons Use.
The authority and duties vested in me by sec-
tions 306–308 of the Chemical and Biological
Weapons Control and Warfare Elimination
Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 5604–5606) are dele-
gated to the Secretary of State, except that:

(1) The authority and duties vested in me
to restrict certain imports as provided in sec-
tion 307(b)(2)(D), pursuant to a determina-
tion made by the Secretary of State under
section 307(b)(1), are delegated to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury.

(2) The Secretary of State shall issue,
transmit to the Congress, and notify the Sec-
retary of the Treasury of, as appropriate,
waivers based upon findings made pursuant
to section 307(d)(1)(A)(ii).

(3) The authority and duties vested in me
to prohibit certain exports as provided in sec-
tion 307(a)(5) and section 307(b)(2)(C), pur-
suant to a determination made by the Sec-
retary of State under section 306(a)(1) and
section 307(b)(1), are delegated to the Sec-
retary of Commerce.
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(c) Coordination Among Agencies. The
Secretaries designated in this section shall ex-
ercise all functions delegated to them by this
section in consultation with the Secretary of
State, the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Com-
merce, the Director of the Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency, and other depart-
ments and agencies as appropriate, utilizing
the appropriate interagency groups prior to
any determination to exercise the prohibition
authority delegated hereby.

Sec. 2. Missile Proliferation Sanctions. (a)
Arms Export Control Act. The authority and
duties vested in me by sections 72–73 of the
AECA (22 U.S.C. 2797a–2797b) are dele-
gated to the Secretary of State, except that:

(1) The authority and duties vested in me
by section 72(a)(1) to make determinations
with respect to violations by United States
persons of the EAA are delegated to the Sec-
retary of Commerce.

(2) The authority and duties vested in me
to deny certain United States Government
contracts as provided in sections
73(a)(2)(A)(i) and 73(a)(2)(B)(i), pursuant to
a determination made by the Secretary of
State under section 73(a)(1), as well as the
authority and duties vested in me to make
the findings provided in sections 72(c), 73(f),
and 73(g)(1), are delegated to the Secretary
of Defense. The Secretary of State shall
issue, transmit to the Congress, and notify
the Secretary of the Treasury of, as appro-
priate, any waivers based upon findings made
pursuant to sections 72(c) and 73(f).

(3) The authority and duties vested in me
to prohibit certain imports as provided in sec-
tion 73(a)(2)(C), pursuant to a determination
made by the Secretary of State under that
section, and the obligation to implement the
exceptions provided in section 73(g), are del-
egated to the Secretary of the Treasury.

(b) Export Administration Act. The au-
thority and duties vested in me by section
11B of the EAA (50 U.S.C. App. 2410b) are
delegated to the Secretary of Commerce, ex-
cept that:

(1) The authority and duties vested in me
by sections 11B(a)(1)(A) (insofar as such sec-
tion authorizes determinations with respect
to violations by United States persons of the
AECA), 11B(b)(1) (insofar as such section

authorizes determinations regarding activi-
ties by foreign persons), and 11B(b)(5) are
delegated to the Secretary of State.

(2) The authority and duties vested in me
to make the findings provided in sections
11B(a)(3), 11B(b)(6), and 11B(b)(7)(A) are
delegated to the Secretary of Defense. The
Secretary of Commerce shall issue, transmit
to the Congress, and notify the Secretary of
the Treasury of, as appropriate, waivers
based upon findings made pursuant to sec-
tion 11B(a)(3). The Secretary of State shall
issue, transmit to the Congress, and notify
the Secretary of the Treasury of, as appro-
priate, waivers based upon findings made
pursuant to section 11B(b)(6).

(3) The authority and duties vested in me
to prohibit certain imports as provided in sec-
tion 11B(b)(1), pursuant to a determination
by the Secretary of State under that section,
and the obligation to implement the excep-
tions provided in section 11B(b)(7), are dele-
gated to the Secretary of the Treasury.

(c) Reporting Requirements. The authority
and duties vested in me to make certain re-
ports to the Congress as provided in section
1097 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 and sec-
tion 1364 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 are delegated
to the Secretary of State.

(d) Coordination Among Agencies. The
Secretaries designated in this section shall ex-
ercise all functions delegated to them by this
section in consultation with the Secretary of
State, the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Com-
merce, the Director of the Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency, and other depart-
ments and agencies as appropriate, utilizing
the appropriate interagency groups prior to
any determination to exercise prohibition au-
thority delegated hereby.

Sec. 3. Arms Control in the Middle East.
The certification and reporting functions
vested in me by sections 403 and 404 of the
Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal
Years 1992 and 1993, are delegated to the
Secretary of State. The Secretary of State
shall exercise these functions in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense and other
agencies as appropriate.
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Sec. 4. China and Weapons Proliferation.
The reporting functions regarding China and
weapons proliferation vested in me by sec-
tions 303(a)(2) and 324 of the Foreign Rela-
tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1992
and 1993, are delegated to the Secretary of
State. The Secretary of State shall exercise
these functions in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Defense and other agencies as ap-
propriate.

Sec. 5. Arrow Tactical Anti-Missile Pro-
gram. The authority and duties vested in me
to make certain certifications as provided by
section 241(b)(3)(C) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and
1993 are delegated to the Secretary of State.

Sec. 6. Delegations. The functions dele-
gated herein may be redelegated as appro-
priate. Regulations necessary to carry out the
functions delegated herein may be issued as
appropriate.

Sec. 7. Priority. This order supercedes the
Memorandum of the President, ‘‘Delegation
of Authority Regarding Missile Technology
Proliferation,’’ June 25, 1991. To the extent
that this order is inconsistent with any provi-
sions of any prior Executive order or Presi-
dential memorandum, this order shall con-
trol.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
June 11, 1993.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:26 a.m., June 14, 1993]

NOTE: This Executive order was published in the
Federal Register on June 15. This item was not
received in time for publication in the appropriate
issue.

Statement on Nuclear
Nonproliferation Talks with North
Korea
June 11, 1993

I welcome the successful outcome of talks
between the United States and North Korea
today in New York, which have led to the
agreement of North Korea to suspend its
withdrawal from the Non-Proliferation Trea-

ty. This agreement is a first but vital step
towards ensuring North Korean participation
in a strong international nonproliferation re-
gime, a goal that will benefit all nations.

Preventing the proliferation of nuclear
weapons is one of the highest priorities of
my administration, and we will continue to
press the North Koreans strongly to comply
fully with international standards and to
move towards the goal of a nuclear-free Ko-
rean Peninsula.

The American negotiating team, under the
direction of Assistant Secretary Robert
Gallucci, achieved this important step not
only on behalf of the people of the United
States but on behalf of the entire inter-
national community.

NOTE: The statement referred to Robert Gallucci,
Assistant Secretary of State for Politico-Military
Affairs. This item was not received in time for
publication in the appropriate issue.

Nominations for Five Ambassadorial
Posts
June 11, 1993

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate five career Foreign Service
officers to ambassadorial posts. The five are:

William D. Montgomery, Bulgaria
Richard Boucher, Cyprus
Mark Hambley, Lebanon
Roger Gamble, Suriname
Jeffrey Davidow, Venezuela
‘‘Each of these five men has demonstrated

the high levels of talent and character re-
quired for a sensitive ambassadorial post,’’
said the President. ‘‘I salute them for their
continuing service to the United States, and
thank them for taking on these important as-
signments.’’

NOTE: Biographies of the nominees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary. This
item was not received in time for publication in
the appropriate issue.
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The President’s Radio Address
June 12, 1993

Good morning. Last night the United Na-
tions, acting with American and other coali-
tion forces, successfully attacked the military
positions in Somalia of the warlord Mohamed
Farah Aideed. Our forces, thankfully, have
sustained no casualties.

The U.N.’s action was a response to a sav-
age attack this past week by Aideed’s forces
carried out on U.N. peacekeepers. Aideed’s
attack killed 23 Pakistanis and injured 3
Americans serving in the U.N.’s force. It was
a cold-blooded ambush on U.N. forces who
were delivering food and building peace for
the people of Somalia.

The United Nations and the United States
refuse to tolerate this ruthless disregard for
the will of the international community.
Therefore, following a request from the U.N.
and pursuant to a U.N. Security Council res-
olution, I ordered the participation of our
troops in this action. I commend the decisive
leadership of the U.N. Secretary-General
Boutros-Ghali, the commander of the U.N.
force, Turkish General Bir, and United
States Major General Thomas Montgomery.

With this action, the world community
moves to restore order in Somalia’s capital
and to underscore its commitment to pre-
serve the security of U.N. forces. For if U.N.
peacekeepers are to be effective agents for
peace and stability in Somalia and elsewhere,
they must be capable of using force when
necessary to defend themselves and accom-
plish their goals.

We need to recall why U.S. forces were
in Somalia to begin with and how much has
been accomplished since they first arrived.
Last December the United States first sent
troops to Somalia to help the United Nations
answer a desperate call for help. By the time
we arrived over 350,000 Somalis already had
died in a bloody civil war, shrouding the na-
tion in famine and disease. Over 30,000
American men and women, both military and
civilian, joined with troops and relief workers
from all over the world in an effort to end
the starvation and the hopelessness. They
worked with courage and dedication to quell
the violence, rein in the warlords, and deliver
tons of urgently needed food and medicine.

That humanitarian effort restored hope, ad-
vanced our interests, and represented the
very best of America’s ideals.

Today in Somalia, crops are growing, star-
vation has ended, refugees are beginning to
return, schools and hospitals are reopening,
a civil police force has been recreated, and
Somalia has begun a process of national rec-
onciliation with the goal of creating the insti-
tutions of democracy. As a result, over recent
months, we have been able to reduce our
troop presence in Somalia down to fewer
than 4,000, a small fraction of the total U.N.
force.

While American and U.N. efforts in Soma-
lia have been successful, there remains a
small but dangerous minority of Somalis who
are determined to provoke terror and chaos.
Last night’s action was essential to send a
clear message to the armed gangs, to protect
the vast majority of Somalis who long for
peace, to enhance the security of our forces
still in Somalia, to hasten the day when they
can safely return home, and to strengthen
the effectiveness and the credibility of U.N.
peacekeeping in Somalia and around the
world.

The U.N.’s action holds an important les-
son about how our Nation can accomplish
our own security goals in this new era. Al-
though the cold war is over, the world re-
mains a dangerous place. The United States
cannot be the world’s policeman, but we also
cannot turn a blind eye to the world’s prob-
lems, for they affect our own security, our
own interests, and our own ideals. The U.S.
must continue to play its unique role of lead-
ership in the world. But now we can increas-
ingly express that leadership through multi-
lateral means such as the United Nations,
which spread the costs and expressed the
unified will of the international community.
That was one of the lessons of Desert Storm.
And clearly, that was one of the lessons last
night in Somalia.

On behalf of all Americans, I am proud
of the American forces, who once again have
demonstrated extraordinary courage and
skill. The world thanks them and all of the
U.N. forces in Somalia for their service, for
striking a blow against lawlessness and killing,
and for advancing the world’s commitment
to justice and security.
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NOTE: The President spoke at 10:06 a.m. from
the Oval Office at the White House.

Remarks to Volunteers for
Presidential Correspondence
June 12, 1993

Thank you. Good morning. I want to thank
you all for coming here and for being willing
to help us with what is really a great problem
for democracy. But as all of you know, we
get a lot of mail at the White House. What
a lot of people don’t know is we’re getting
a lot more than anyone ever has. And by the
time we had been here 31⁄2 months, more
letters had come to the White House than
came to the White House in all of 1992.

We’re getting about 40,000 letters a day.
We are desperately working to try to answer
those letters with very limited staff. We’ve
had already about 450 young people from the
area agree to come in and help us in the
past. But today I’m proud to say that there
are over 800 young people who will be work-
ing today to help open and staple the mail
that comes in here, so that then it can be
read and sorted and answered.

We have gotten over 3 million pieces of
mail, with more coming. And that’s good. But
we have to answer all those letters. We have
to let the American people know that they
are being heard, and we’re working very hard
on it. And I might say, that’s after we opened
an E-mail channel, so we’ve got a lot of peo-
ple coming in through E-mail. We’ve got
extra phone lines on for people to call in,
and we’re still getting this much mail.

So you are really going to help make de-
mocracy work today. And all over America,
people will have their letters read and their
letters answered more quickly because
you’ve agreed to come here and help us open
and staple the mail so it can all be processed
more quickly.

I am personally very, very grateful to you
for doing this. You’ve made a real contribu-
tion to helping the White House work for
America better. I hope it’s also a great fun
day for you. And I’m delighted to see all of
you here.

Thank you very much. Have a good day.
Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:42 a.m. on West
Executive Drive at the White House.

Remarks on Signing the Flag Day
Proclamation
June 14, 1993

Good morning. Welcome to the Rose Gar-
den, and thank you for joining us for this
observance of Flag Day. As we begin, I want
to introduce three children, to my left, to
lead us in the Pledge of Allegiance: Chris-
topher Williams, an 8-year-old from
Ketcham Elementary School; Delilah John-
son, who is also 8, from Ketcham Elementary
School; and Sean Mizzer, 10 years old, from
Watkins Elementary School. They are now
going to lead us in the pledge.

[At this point, the students led the Pledge of
Allegiance.]

Good job. Let’s give them a hand. I
thought they did well. Thank you. [Applause]

Thank you. Please be seated. I want to ac-
knowledge the presence of a few of our
guests in the audience today, including Mr.
James Kenney, the national commander of
AMVETS; Mr. Louis Koerber, the president
of National Flag Day Foundation; Mr.
George Cahill, the president of the National
Flag Foundation; and Mrs. Romaine Thom-
as, who is the principal of Ketcham Elemen-
tary School, where two of these children at-
tend school. Thank you all.

On this day in 1777, the Continental Con-
gress adopted the Stars and Stripes as the
official flag of our Nation. Throughout our
history, this flag has been a potent symbol
of America and what it means to be an Amer-
ican. You can hear America’s reverence for
the flag in our music from our national an-
them, ‘‘The Star-Spangled Banner,’’ written
by Francis Scott Key in 1814, to George M.
Cohan’s ‘‘You’re a Grand Old Flag,’’ to John
Philip Sousa’s magnificent march ‘‘The Stars
and Stripes Forever,’’ performed best by his
very own United States Marine Band.
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We owe a great debt to the members of
our armed services, who have defended this
flag through two centuries now. The United
States Army, coincidentally, also celebrates
its birthday today. As we honor the Army’s
218 years of history, let us also remember
the brave Americans who today are defend-
ing the United Nations relief operations in
Somalia. Their efforts are a reminder to all
of us that we are blessed with enormous free-
doms in America.

Think of the pledge we have just made,
words we have known since childhood, words
that come easily to us, so we often recite
them without even stopping to think about
their true memory. A ‘‘republic’’ is a govern-
ment of, by, and for the people. ‘‘One Na-
tion’’: From our myriad diversity, from all of
our differences, we still have a deeper meas-
ure of unity. ‘‘Under God’’: the reminder that
self-government is a sacred trust. ‘‘Indivis-
ible’’: Through a tragic civil war we learned
the wisdom of President Lincoln’s lesson that
‘‘a house divided against itself cannot stand.’’
It is not enough for our house to stand, how-
ever. We must remember that a house stands
strongest when it stands together. ‘‘With lib-
erty and justice for all’’ is a promise that we
must strive to make real, not just in our words
but in what we do.

These ideas have brought new Americans
to our shores from the beginning of our exist-
ence. They make our flag a symbol of hope
to people all around the world. To those of
you here who are recently naturalized citi-
zens, I say, welcome. A few of you even work
here, and we’re proud to have you. I’m proud
to have you on our staff and more proud to
be your fellow citizen and to know that all
of you feel as deeply about this country as
I do.

Since President Truman’s time it has been
customary for the President to sign a procla-
mation designating June 14th as Flag Day
in the United States. I want to do that now,
and then make a presentation.

[At this point, the President signed the proc-
lamation.]

Since we teach citizenship at an early age,
I want to ask Christopher Williams to come
up here and to accept on behalf of his school,
Ketcham Elementary, this flag which flew

above the United States Capitol this morn-
ing. Christopher, I want you to take this flag,
along with your schoolmates, back to your
school and honor it. It symbolizes both your
rights and your responsibilities as an Amer-
ican. You should be very proud of this.

I’d also like any newly naturalized Ameri-
cans to stand up. Do we have any new citi-
zens here? Let’s give them a hand. Look at
them. [Applause] Thank you.

Last night when we had the press party
here at the White House, perhaps the most
moving encounter I had was a couple came
through the line; both of them were born
in South America. But they had their little
child with them who had just been born in
the United States, and the child’s T-shirt said
‘‘Future President’’ on it. [Laughter] There
you are. Look, there he is right there. Give
him a hand, the father of the child. [Ap-
plause]

This is a special day. The children remind
us of it, and so do our new citizens. Thank
you all for coming.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:36 a.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Proclamation 6572—Flag Day and
National Flag Week, 1993
June 14, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
In 1777, the Continental Congress adopt-

ed the Stars and Stripes as the official flag
of the young United States of America. De-
scribing the new flag, the Congress wrote,
‘‘White signifies Purity and Innocence; Red,
Hardiness and Valor; Blue signifies Vigilance,
Perseverance and Justice,’’ with the stars
forming ‘‘a new constellation.’’

The words of the Continental Congress
ring truer to us today than ever before.
Wherever the Stars and Stripes are flown,
they represent the highest ideals of America:
justice, purity, and strength. The flag has
flown over smoky battlefields, peaceful dem-
onstrations, and wherever else Americans
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strive to express their precious freedoms in
the face of adversity. Today, in accordance
with congressional joint resolutions (63 Stat.
492 and 80 Stat. 194), we set aside June 14
as Flag Day and the week beginning June
13 as National Flag Week to honor the colors
and stars that have flown proudly over the
United States for 216 years.

Just as we pay our respects to our flag,
so must we honor our Nation’s Founders, the
brave people who inscribed their names on
the Declaration of Independence and
breathed life into its text. The ideals em-
bodied by the Declaration have served as a
guide for our Nation and an inspiration for
people around the world. This document de-
lineated the very idea of America, that indi-
vidual rights are derived not from the gener-
osity of the government, but from the hand
of the Almighty. The Founders forever aban-
doned their allegiance to the old European
notions of caste and dedicated themselves to
the belief that all people are created equal.

The brilliant men who gathered in Phila-
delphia in 1776 to declare our Nation’s inde-
pendence risked their honor, their fortunes,
and their very lives to create a better future
for their children and grandchildren. We, the
inheritors of freedom’s legacy, owe our lib-
erties to the fact that our Founders saw the
need for dramatic change and acted upon it.

Today, vast changes are sweeping the
globe. Nations that have known only tyranny
for centuries are now dedicating themselves
to the ideals of freedom and democracy. And
wherever freedom is proclaimed, echoes of
the American Declaration of Independence
can be heard. Thomas Jefferson’s words are
being spoken in dozens of nations in hun-
dreds of languages.

We are justly proud of the influence that
our beliefs have had on the world. But the
mission of America is far from complete.
While the world is filled with opportunity,
it is rife with uncertainty. We must dedicate
ourselves to carrying on the dreams of the
Founders and adding our own chapter to the
unfinished American story. By embracing the
changes that are altering the landscape of the
world today, we help ensure a brighter, more
democratic, and more peaceful world. As we
celebrate our independence, I encourage all
Americans to rededicate themselves to the

conviction that our precious freedoms re-
quire constant vigilance and reaffirmation.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim June 14, 1993, as Flag
Day and the week beginning June 13, 1993,
as National Flag Week. I direct the appro-
priate officials of the government to display
the flag of the United States on all govern-
ment buildings during that week. I encour-
age all Americans to observe Flag Day and
Flag Week by flying the Stars and Stripes
from their homes and other suitable places.
I also urge the American people to celebrate
those days from Flag Day through Independ-
ence Day, as set aside by the Congress (89
Stat. 211), as a time to honor America, by
having public gatherings and activities at
which they can honor and pledge their alle-
giance to our country.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fourteenth day of June, 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,
2:02 p.m., June 14, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 16.

Remarks on the Nomination of Ruth
Bader Ginsburg To Be a Supreme
Court Associate Justice
June 14, 1993

The President. Please be seated. I wish
you all a good afternoon, and I thank the
Members of the Congress and other inter-
ested Americans who are here.

In just a few days when the Supreme
Court concludes its term, Justice Byron
White will begin a new chapter in his long
and productive life. He has served the Court
as he has lived, with distinction, intelligence,
and honor. And he retires from public service
with the deep gratitude of all the American
people.
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Article II, section 2 of the United States
Constitution empowers the President to se-
lect a nominee to fill a vacancy on the Su-
preme Court of the United States. This re-
sponsibility is one of the most significant du-
ties assigned to the President by the Con-
stitution. A Supreme Court Justice has life
tenure, unlike the President, and along with
his or her colleagues decides the most signifi-
cant questions of our time and shapes the
continuing contours of our liberty.

I care a lot about this responsibility, not
only because I am a lawyer but because I
used to teach constitutional law and I served
my State as attorney general. I know well
how the Supreme Court affects the lives of
all Americans personally and deeply. I know
clearly that a Supreme Court Justice should
have the heart and spirit, the talent and dis-
cipline, the knowledge, common sense, and
wisdom to translate the hopes of the Amer-
ican people, as presented in the cases before
it, into an enduring body of constitutional
law, constitutional law that will preserve our
most cherished values that are enshrined in
that Constitution and, at the same time, en-
able the American people to move forward.

That is what I promised the American peo-
ple in a Justice when I ran for President, and
I believe it is a promise that I am delivering
on today. After careful reflection, I am proud
to nominate for Associate Justice of the Su-
preme Court Judge Ruth Bader Ginsburg of
the United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia. I will send her name
to the Senate to fill the vacancy created by
Justice White’s retirement.

As I told Judge Ginsburg last night when
I called to ask her to accept the nomination,
I decided on her for three reasons. First, in
her years on the bench she has genuinely
distinguished herself as one of our Nation’s
best judges, progressive in outlook, wise in
judgment, balanced and fair in her opinions.
Second, over the course of a lifetime, in her
pioneering work in behalf of the women of
this country, she has compiled a truly historic
record of achievement in the finest traditions
of American law and citizenship. And finally,
I believe that in the years ahead she will be
able to be a force for consensus-building on
the Supreme Court, just as she has been on
the Court of Appeals, so that our judges can

become an instrument of our common unity
in the expression of their fidelity to the Con-
stitution.

Judge Ginsburg received her undergradu-
ate degree from Cornell. She attended both
Harvard and Columbia Law Schools and
served on the law reviews of both institutions,
the first woman to have earned this distinc-
tion. She was a law clerk to a Federal judge,
a law professor at Rutgers and Columbia Law
Schools. She argued six landmark cases on
behalf of women before the United States
Supreme Court and, happily, won five out
of six. For the past 13 years she has served
on the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia, the second highest
court in our country, where her work has
brought her national acclaim and on which
she was able to amass a record that caused
a national legal journal in 1991 to name her
as one of the Nation’s leading centrist judges.

In the months and years ahead, the coun-
try will have the opportunity to get to know
much more about Ruth Ginsburg’s achieve-
ments, decency, humanity, and fairness. Peo-
ple will find, as I have, that this nominee
is a person of immense character. Quite sim-
ply, what’s in her record speaks volumes
about what is in her heart. Throughout her
life she has repeatedly stood for the individ-
ual, the person less well-off, the outsider in
society, and has given those people greater
hope by telling them that they have a place
in our legal system, by giving them a sense
that the Constitution and the laws protect
all the American people, not simply the pow-
erful. Judge Ginsburg has also proven herself
to be a healer, what attorneys call a mod-
erate. Time and again, her moral imagination
has cooled the fires of her colleagues’ dis-
cord, ensuring that the right of jurists to dis-
sent ennobles the law without entangling the
court.

The announcement of this vacancy
brought forth a unique outpouring of support
for distinguished Americans on Judge Gins-
burg’s behalf. What caused that outpouring
is the essential quality of the judge herself:
her deep respect for others and her willing-
ness to subvert self-interest to the interest
of our people and their institutions.

In one of her own writings about what it
is like to be a Justice, Judge Ginsburg quotes
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Justice Louis Brandeis, who once said, ‘‘The
Supreme Court is not a place for solo per-
formers.’’ If this is a time for consensus-
building on the Court, and I believe it is,
Judge Ginsburg will be an able and effective
architect of that effort.

It is important to me that Judge Ginsburg
came to her views and attitudes by doing,
not merely by reading and studying. Despite
her enormous ability and academic achieve-
ments, she could not get a job with a law
firm in the early 1960’s because she was a
woman and the mother of a small child. Hav-
ing experienced discrimination, she devoted
the next 20 years of her career to fighting
it and making this country a better place for
our wives, our mothers, our sisters, and our
daughters. She herself argued and won many
of the women’s rights cases before the Su-
preme Court in the 1970’s. Many admirers
of her work say that she is to the women’s
movement what former Supreme Court Jus-
tice Thurgood Marshall was to the movement
for the rights of African Americans. I can
think of no greater compliment to bestow on
an American lawyer. And she has done all
of this and a lot of other things as well by
raising a family with her husband, Marty,
whom she married 39 years ago as a very
young woman. Together they had two chil-
dren, Jane and James, and they now have
two grandchildren. Hers is a remarkable
record of distinction and achievement, both
professional and personal.

During the selection process, we reviewed
the qualifications of more than 40 potential
nominees. It was a long, exhaustive search.
And during that time we identified several
wonderful Americans whom I think could be
outstanding nominees to the Supreme Court
in the future. Among the best were the Sec-
retary of the Interior, Bruce Babbitt, whose
strong legal background as Arizona’s attorney
general and recent work balancing the com-
peting interests of environmentalists and oth-
ers in the very difficult issues affecting the
American West made him a highly qualified
candidate for the Court. And I had the un-
usual experience, something unique to me,
of being flooded with calls all across America
from Babbitt admirers who pleaded with me
not to put him on the Court and take him
away from the Interior Department. I also

carefully considered the chief judge of the
first circuit, Judge Stephen Breyer of Boston,
a man whose character, confidence, and legal
scholarship impressed me very greatly. I be-
lieve he has a very major role to play in public
life. I believe he is superbly qualified to be
on the Court. And I think either one of these
candidates, as well as the handful of others
whom I closely considered, may well find
themselves in that position someday in the
future.

Let me say in closing that Ruth Bader
Ginsburg cannot be called a liberal or a con-
servative; she has proved herself too thought-
ful for such labels. As she herself put it in
one of her articles, and I quote, ‘‘The greatest
figures of the American judiciary have been
independent thinking individuals with open
but not empty minds; individuals willing to
listen and to learn. They have exhibited a
readiness to reexamine their own premises,
liberal or conservative, as thoroughly as those
of others.’’ That, I believe, describes Judge
Ginsburg. And those, I too believe, are the
qualities of a great Justice.

If, as I believe, the measure of a person’s
values can best be measured by examining
the life the person lives, then Judge Gins-
burg’s values are the very ones that represent
the best in America. I am proud to nominate
this pathbreaking attorney, advocate, and
judge to be the 107th Justice to the United
States Supreme Court.

[At this point, Judge Ginsburg expressed her
appreciation to the President and discussed
her background and her view of the position.]

Q. The withdrawal of the Guinier nomina-
tion, sir, and your apparent focus on Judge
Breyer and your turn, late, it seems, to Judge
Ginsburg may have created an impression,
perhaps unfair, of a certain zig-zag quality
in the decision-making process here. I won-
der, sir, if you could kind of walk us through
it and perhaps disabuse us of any notion we
might have along those lines. Thank you.

The President. I have long since given up
the thought that I could disabuse some of
you of turning any substantive decision into
anything but political process. How you
could ask a question like that after the state-
ment she just made is beyond me.

Goodbye. Thank you.
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NOTE: The President spoke at 2:07 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Remarks on the President’s Council
on Sustainable Development
June 14, 1993

Thank you. Thank you. Ladies and gentle-
men, thank you very much for being here.
It has been a year since the Earth summit
in Rio. I think you might be interested to
know that a year ago at the Earth summit
in Rio I placed a call to Senator Al Gore
of Tennessee to get a report on the goings-
on there from him and from Senator Wirth
of Colorado and to begin the process by
which we came together as a team. Not very
long after that I asked Al Gore to join the
Democratic ticket, and the rest was history.

I don’t want to make any bones about it.
When we had our first very long meeting,
one thing that then-Senator Gore said was
that he wanted to be part of a ticket that,
if elected, could put the environment back
on the front burner in American public life
and do it in a way that would be good for
the economy, not bad for the economy, do
it in a way that would bring the American
people together, not divide them. All the pol-
icy positions that the Vice President just an-
nounced that we have taken to change the
direction of the previous administrations and,
more importantly, to go beyond politics to
embrace a new philosophy of uniting our
goals of preserving the environment and pro-
moting economic growth would have been
very difficult to achieve had it not been for
his leadership and constant involvement and
faithfulness to this cause. And the American
people owe him a great debt of gratitude.

I would also like to acknowledge the pres-
ence of one other person in this audience
who has not been introduced and is not up
here, but it will become obvious when I say
what I want to say. The Deputy Secretary
of Education, Madeleine Kunin is here. She
is formerly the Governor of Vermont. And
as far as I know, she was the only Governor
in the country that actually had a sustainable
development commission actively operating
on the problems of the people of Vermont
when she was the Governor. And she in many

ways blazed a trail for what we are attempting
to do today. And I thank you for that.

A year ago the United States was in Rio
fighting the Global Warming Treaty and the
Biodiversity Treaty. Our leading economic
competitors were at the Earth summit sign-
ing off on the Global Warming Treaty, sign-
ing off on the Biodiversity Treaty. And while
the United States was fighting to water it
down, change it, or thwart it, they spent all
their time selling environmental technology
to other nations in the world, making money
while we made hot air.

What a difference a year can make. This
morning the Vice President made us all
proud in his opening address before the
United Nations Commission on Sustainable
Development. America is now doing what we
ought to do. We’re leading again, leading the
nations of the world in the pursuit of a great
purpose.

This afternoon I am announcing the cre-
ation of the President’s Council on Sustain-
able Development to help set policies to
grow the economy and preserve the environ-
ment for our children and our children’s chil-
dren, bringing together some of the most in-
novative people from business, from govern-
ment, from the environmental movement,
the civil rights movement, and the labor
movement, people who bring a wealth of ex-
perience and accomplishment to this mis-
sion, people who have developed environ-
mentally sound products, found ways to pro-
tect our air and water, and defended commu-
nities all across the country against pollution
and health hazards.

In the past, many might not have ever had
the chance to sit down at the table and work
together. But now they are working together.
These men and women have real experience
in the real world, and I am counting on them
to achieve real results. I am asking them to
find new ways to combine economic growth
and environmental protection, to promote
our best interests in the world community,
to bring our people together to meet the
needs of the present without jeopardizing the
future. I am asking the Council to be guided
by three principles that form our environ-
mental policies.
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First, we believe a healthy economy and
a healthy environment go hand-in-hand. En-
vironmental problems result not from robust
growth but from reckless growth. And we can
grow the economy by making our people
healthier, our communities more attractive,
and our products and our services more envi-
ronmentally conscious.

Second, America must lead the way in pro-
moting economic growth and environmental
preservation at home and abroad. We live
in an era of global economics, global
environmentalism, global epidemics. Our
lives and our livelihoods depend upon people
throughout the world being healthy and pros-
perous and respectful of the planet we all
share. What is good for the world in this
sense is very good for America.

And third, we must move beyond the false
choices and unnecessary antagonisms of the
past. From American business and American
labor to the world’s wealthiest nations and
the world’s poorest, we all share a common
interest in economic growth that preserves
rather than pollutes our environment. Amer-
ica can set an example by achieving economic
growth that can continue through the life-
times of our children and grandchildren be-
cause it respects the resources that make that
growth possible.

That is what we mean by sustainable devel-
opment. That is why I’m asking this Council
to promote healthy communities and envi-
ronmentally sound products and services that
will do the best in the world to make our
marketplace the best in the world now and
well into the 21st century.

When we talk about environmental justice,
we mean calling a halt to the poisoning and
the pollution of our poorest communities,
from our rural areas to our inner cities. We
don’t have a person to waste, and pollution
clearly wastes human lives and natural re-
sources. When our children’s lives are no
longer cut short by toxic dumps, when their
minds are no longer damaged by lead paint
poisoning, we will stop wasting the energy
and the intelligence that could build a strong-
er and a more prosperous America.

When we talk about environmentally
sound products and services, we mean light
bulbs and computers and refrigerators that
use less energy and automobiles that produce

less pollution. People all across the world
want to buy these goods and services, and
when we make them in America, that means
better paying and more secure jobs and high-
er living standards for all of our people.

Americans take pride in our know-how,
our can-do spirit, and our love of this remark-
able land that God has given us. With leaders
like the men and women here today, we can
put what is best about America to work build-
ing a stronger economy and preserving this
planet for our children and all generations
to come.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:35 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Exchange With Reporters in the
Rose Garden
June 14, 1993

Senator Arlen Specter
The President. [Inaudible]—and obvi-

ously I was very concerned—need for the op-
eration, but our prayers are with him. And
we’re pulling for him.

Q. Have you spoken to his family at all
today?

The President. No, I wanted to wait until,
frankly, until I had all this out of the way
and until there was time to, you know, get
through the operation. Then I thought I’d
call them—later. We have a time scheduled
to call, but I haven’t talked to them yet.

Q. Were you shocked and surprised?
The President. Yes. He was just here last

week, and he was—you know, he brought
in the family from the Make a Wish Founda-
tion. We’ve had a great visit, and we were
talking about a number of different things.

Q. Are you hopeful he’ll come back?
The President. Oh, absolutely. And I

think he will. We’re certainly hopeful.

Supreme Court Nomination
Q. Mr. President, on your nomination, was

it tough for you to pass over Judge Breyer
and Secretary Babbitt? Was it a hard deci-
sion?
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The President. Well, it was hard in the
sense that they were all qualified. And there
were two or three others I thought were ex-
ceptionally well qualified. But once I talked
to her, I felt very strongly about her. This
is not a negative thing on them. And as I
said, out there in the crowd I had a half a
dozen people come up to me and thank me
for leaving Secretary Babbitt at the Interior
Department. They say he’s the best Interior
Secretary they’d ever seen. So that was a real
problem, but I like them all. I thought they
were all superbly well qualified. And I think
that they will be in the future.

There was no negative—it was a positive
position being able to pick the person I
thought would be best at this time, a purely
positive choice. In that sense it was a joy to
make, but not easy. You can see today from—
she’s an extraordinary woman. She has in-
credible inner strength and character. And
I think it will communicate itself and really
help to create a good atmosphere at the
Court.

NOTE: The exchange began at 4:55 p.m. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of this exchange.

The President’s News Conference
June 15, 1993

Economic Program
The President. Thanks for the introduc-

tion, Wolf [Wolf Blitzer, Cable News Net-
work]. [Laughter]

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. I’d
like to make a couple of opening remarks.
First, let me say that this morning I had a
good talk with Judge Ginsburg, compliment-
ing her on her very moving statement yester-
day. And I assured her that we were moving
ahead with this confirmation process. I spoke
with Senators Biden and Thurmond and
Hatch and asked them to work with me to
assure the speediest possible confirmation
consistent with the Senate doing its duty. At
any rate, I am confident that she will be ready
to assume her position on the Supreme Court
when the fall term begins in October.

With regard to the economy, we’ve had,
since last Friday, very good reports on low

inflation in terms of both producer prices and
consumer prices. And in a larger sense, over
the last few months, we’ve seen a continuing
reduction in long-term interest rates, which
have given us a 20-year low in mortgage
rates, a 7-year high in housing sales, and have
mightily contributed to the introduction into
this economy of 755,000 new jobs, well over
90 percent of them in the private sector.

I am confident that the continuation of this
trend depends on our ability to pass a strong
economic program through the Congress
which reduces the deficit, increases invest-
ment in our future, and is fair in terms of
requiring a fair apportionment of the burden.
The plan that the House passed, that the
Senate Finance Committee is now dealing
with, for every $10 that the deficit is reduced,
$5 comes from spending cuts, $3.75 from
upper income people, $1.25 from the middle
class, and families with incomes under
$30,000 are held harmless.

I hope that the principles I have outlined
will be honored as this program moves
through the Congress. The Senate Finance
Committee has some tough decisions to
make. I don’t expect to agree with all of
them, but I think they will produce a bill.
I think the Senate will produce a bill. And
then we can go on to conference and see
what the final shape of the economic plan
that the whole Congress will vote on will be.
I’m encouraged, quite upbeat, by the reports
I’ve received from Senator Moynihan, Sen-
ator Mitchell, and others about the progress
being made there, and I just want to encour-
age the Senate to move forward.

Finally, let me say that the Senate is deal-
ing with another very difficult and very im-
portant issue now, and that’s campaign fi-
nance reform. I have believed for a long time
that we can’t get thoroughgoing economic re-
form in our country until we have political
reform. That requires the lobby reform legis-
lation that is moving its way through Con-
gress but, very importantly, campaign finance
reform to lower the cost of campaigns, re-
duce the influence of special interests and
PAC’s, and open the airwaves to more honest
debate.
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The troubling thing, obviously, is that the
Republican Senators have announced that
they may yet again filibuster a bill. And the
thing that particularly troubles me about this
one is that several Republicans voted for a
bill not unlike this last year, which contained
public financing. If in fact this filibuster oc-
curs, it will be the second time that Repub-
lican Senators who voted for a piece of pro-
gressive legislation when there was a Repub-
lican in the White House have now voted
against it and have filibustered it. The first
was on the motor voter bill where eventually
we were able to work out the problems and
get a bill passed. But I think this is very, very
important. And I very much hope that the
Senators will reconsider and let this bill go
forward. We need to pass a strong campaign
finance reform bill this year. Political reform
and economic reform, in my judgment, over
the long run must go hand-in-hand, and time
is long since past when we should have cam-
paign finance reform.

Now having said that, I think I ought to
give Brit [Brit Hume, ABC News] his follow-
up. [Laughter]

Q. I hope you don’t mind if I follow up
on another subject, sir. In the House——

The President. You know what I’m really
upset about? You got a honeymoon, and I
didn’t. [Laughter]

Q. Yes, sir, but you got to end it. [Laugh-
ter]

The President. Well, let’s extend it then.
Go ahead.

Q. The House liberals in particular, Black
Caucus in particular, seem in a somewhat
mutinous mood as they watch the delibera-
tions in the Senate on your economic pro-
gram. And I’m wondering, sir, what do you
say to them to assure them that the tough
vote they felt they cast for your program was
not in vain and that you haven’t really cut
the rug out from under them?

The President. Well, I’ve not cut the rug
out from under them at all. I have not agreed
to any provision that the Senate Finance
Committee is deliberating. There’s been no
agreement on any issue. I have set out prin-
ciples: $500 billion in deficit reduction; a def-
icit reduction trust fund for all the tax in-
creases and spending cuts, at least $250 bil-

lion in spending cuts, although I would like
some more cuts and some less taxes. Seventy-
five percent of the burden has to fall on
upper income people, and we ought to keep
the incentives for growth and for empower-
ment of the working poor and the incentives
to move people from welfare to work.

Those are the things that I want to see
in the final bill. And what I have assured the
Black Caucus—and let me say, I have talked
to, oh, probably 15 of the members in the
last week or so just in that caucus and many
other Members of the House—is that the
principles that I outlined are still there and
that we’ll do our best to articulate those as
the Senate deals with this bill.

But the real test will be what happens in
the conference and what the final bill looks
like that the House and the Senate will vote
on. And again, I’m quite encouraged that
we’ll get a bill out that they’ll feel good about.
They made it clear to me what they felt most
strongly about. And the two things above all
were the earned-income tax credit for the
working poor, which is an important part of
our welfare reform incentive, and the em-
powerment zones for the depressed urban
and rural areas.

And there are all kinds of parliamentary
issues that, as you know, the Senate has to
consider in all this, but I’m confident that
in the end the bill that they vote on in the
House to send to me for signature will have
those things in it.

Domestic and Foreign Policy Decisions

Q. Mr. President, do you perceive a loss
of public confidence in your Presidency be-
cause of wavering domestically and in foreign
policy? And what do you plan to do about
it if——

The President. No.
Q. ——there is such a thing? You

don’t——
The President. Well, there is no wavering.

If somebody had told you at Christmastime,
Helen [Helen Thomas, United Press Inter-
national], that by June the 1st we’d have un-
employment under 7 percent for the first
time in a year and a half, 755,000 new jobs,
a 20-year low in interest rates, a 7-year high
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in housing sales, that the United States would
have led a global effort to support Boris
Yeltsin, sign the global warming treaty, I
mean, the Biodiversity Treaty—that actually
happened on June the 4th—pass family leave
and pass the motor voter legislation, repeal
the gag rule and the ban on fetal tissue re-
search to allow more science and less politics
in medical research, I’d say most people
would think that was a pretty decisive record;
that we would have moved this budget
through the House of Representatives, sent
it to the Senate—much tougher decisions
than were required in the Reagan budget in
1981, on a faster track, on a faster track, I
think people would have said at Christmas-
time, that’s a pretty good and decisive record.

We haven’t solved the problem in Bosnia
that has plagued everybody. I concede that.
The Europeans wouldn’t go along with my
proposed resolution. I still think they may
be compelled to do that or something very
near like it if they want to get anything done
over there. And I think we’re going forward.
I like the Supreme Court judge that I picked.
I don’t think it shows any wavering at all on
that.

Q. You don’t think there is a public feeling
that you’re indecisive? I mean, on the——

The President. Well, all I’m telling you
is——

Q. ——highly touted issues, the budget,
Bosnia.

The President. Let me tell you something
about Bosnia. On Bosnia, I made a decision.
The United Nations controls what happens
in Bosnia. I cannot unilaterally lift the arms
embargo. I didn’t change my mind. Our allies
decided that they weren’t prepared to go that
far at this time. They asked me to wait, and
they said they would not support it. I didn’t
change my mind.

And as far as the budget, I don’t—how
can you say that? No President’s budget has
been taken seriously in this town for a dozen
years. Three-quarters of the Republicans in
the House of Representatives voted against
President Bush’s last budget. I sent a budget
up there that passed. A budget resolution
passed on time for the first time in 17 years.
And we’re out here fighting for these tough
decisions. How could anybody say—this is
the most decisive Presidency you’ve had in

a very long time on all the big issues that
matter.

And I might say, all the heat we’re getting
from people is because of the decisions that
have been made, not because of those that
haven’t.

Somalia
Q. Mr. President, since the United States

began bombing in Somalia, the Pakistani
peacekeepers on the ground opened fire on
civilians. There have been reports that civil-
ians have died as a result of our action. We
haven’t heard from you since Saturday on
this subject. What is your assessment of the
U.N. action there? And how much longer is
the U.S. bombing going to go on?

The President. Well, the action that we
took was, I think, appropriate in response to
what happened, which is that Pakistani
peacekeepers were ambushed and mur-
dered. There’s no question about that. The
action that we took was designed to minimize
as much as we possibly could any damage
or any injury or any death to civilians.

What happened with the Pakistanis is in
some doubt in the sense that they’re saying
the first time they were ambushed, they were
ambushed by people who stood behind
women and children and used them as a de-
fense. And as I understand it, the U.N. is
trying to get to the bottom of that. I expect
them to do it and to take appropriate action
and to take every appropriate step to make
sure that U.N. peacekeepers do not, do not
cause injury or death to innocent people in
Somalia. That is the United Nations job, and
the United States expects them to do it.

Q. We’ve also gone from being the heroes
in Somalia now to apparently a feeling in the
towns themselves of ‘‘Yankee, go home.’’ I
mean, are you concerned that this action is
sort of becoming counterproductive?

The President. I think that on balance,
I still believe that most people in the country
think that we came in there, we ended starva-
tion, we ended brutalization, we ended vio-
lence, we opened up the country again to
the beginnings of civilization. I am very sorry
about what happened this last week. But we
cannot have a situation where one of these
warlords, while everybody else is cooperat-
ing, decides that he can go out and slaughter
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20 peacekeepers. And so, yes, there have
been some tensions as a result of that. But
we had to take appropriate action. And I
hope very much that we can get back to the
peacekeeping function as soon as possible.

Q. Mr. President, the attack against the
peacekeepers in Somalia raises questions
about the safety of U.N. forces everywhere.
As you send American troops into Macedo-
nia, how much risk are you exposing them
to, and will the United States take action
when U.N. peacekeepers are attacked?

The President. The United States has
made it clear that we would take action if
U.N. peacekeepers were attacked in Bosnia.
And obviously, we’re going to protect our
own soldiers. I believe that the Macedonian
deployment carries minimal risk and carries
maximum gain in terms of the statement that
we don’t intend to see this conflict widen.
But I think that all Americans know and have
to know that whenever we send people
around the world, even if they’re on peace-
keeping missions, there is some risk to them.

Supreme Court Nominee
Q. Mr. President, getting back to Judge

Ginsburg for a moment, I know that you’re
familiar with her Madison lecture and her
rather provocative statements about the judi-
cial reach of Roe versus Wade. Can you tell
me how comfortable you are with her chal-
lenge to the whole theoretical construct to
that landmark ruling and whether you feel
confident that she will, once on the Court,
meet what you had said during the campaign
was your concerns about continuing——

The President. I think if you read the lec-
ture, she is clearly pro-choice in the sense
that she believes the Government should not
make that decision for the women of Amer-
ica. She disagrees with the rationale of the
decision. I’m not sure I agree with her, as
a matter of fact, on that issue, but I thought
it was a very provocative and impressive argu-
ment. As a matter of fact, I have always
thought that Roe v. Wade was the most dif-
ficult case decided in the last 25 years be-
cause it was such a difficult issue and that
the Court did the best it could under the
circumstances. She made a very interesting
alternative suggestion, but there is no sugges-
tion in any of her writings that she’s not pro-

choice. And that was to me the important
thing.

Q. Can I follow? How much did you actu-
ally discuss legal theory with her? Can you
give us some sense of——

The President. I didn’t discuss that with
her. I’d read the writings, and they’d been
widely discussed. When we talked for about
an hour and a half, I talked to her a little
bit and asked her about a couple of cases
that she had been associated with in the busi-
ness law area and a couple of the cases she
fought for women’s rights on, just to sort of
talk about them, to get a feel for it. And we
talked a little bit about one of the religious
liberty cases she dealt with involving the right
of a soldier to wear a yarmulke. Again, I just
wanted to hear her talk about that. That
whole issue of religious freedom is a very big
issue in my judgment, and I wanted to hear
her discuss it.

Q. Did you discuss homosexual rights with
her?

The President. Not at all. It never came
up.

Q. And are you at all concerned about
some of her rulings in that area?

The President. No.

Space Station and Super Collider
Q. Mr. President, we understand you’re

about to make a decision on the future of
the space station, one way you could quickly
cut some Government spending. Could you
let us in on your thoughts? We know there
are various proposals, big, medium, little,
none at all. And also the super collider, since
there’s a considerable amount of opposition
to that as well.

The President. Well, I’ll have statements
on them in the very near future; if not today,
in the next few days. Let me just make one
comment about the space station generally.
As you know, I have supported both projects
in the past. The thing about the space station,
first of all, that I want to say is a word of
compliment to the Vest Commission that just
completed its review, and not only of the
space station but of the management struc-
ture of NASA and how they interrelate. And
they make some very provocative and
thought-provoking and, I thought, very im-
portant recommendations and suggestions
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about how not only this project should be
dealt with but about how NASA should oper-
ate the project and should proceed. So I have
them under review.

I do think it’s important to recognize that
the space station offers us the potential of
working with other nations and continuing
our lead in a very important area and having
a significant technological impact, and that
in the aftermath of all the cutbacks in de-
fense and what they mean for science and
technology, it is something that we should,
in my judgment, consider very carefully.
Keep in mind, a lot of the people who say,
‘‘Well, I don’t like the space station,’’ or ‘‘I
don’t really think the super collider is the
best use of our investments in physics,’’ they
may be arguing about other investments that
they think ought to be made. We’re talking
here about reducing America’s investment in
space and science and technology, and that’s
something I think we need to think about
a long time before we do.

Q. It sounds like you’re going to con-
tinue——

The President. Well, wait and see what
I say. I’m going to issue a very careful state-
ment to the Congress in the next few days
which will outline my position.

Supreme Court Nomination
Q. In regard to Judge Ginsburg, do you

have any regrets about the process that led
to her nomination——

The President. I have one big regret——
Q. ——Mr. Babbitt and Mr. Breyer’s

names as frontrunners——
The President. First of all, I strongly dis-

pute that I hung them out. I regret the leaks.
But it’s not fair to say I hung them out. Any
Senator I talked to will tell you, when I called
to discuss Judge Breyer, I also said, ‘‘I’ve got
someone else I’m looking at.’’ Anybody will
tell you that. I told Bruce Babbitt the first
day I called him, ‘‘I want to know if you agree
to be considered, I don’t know if the country
can afford to lose you as Interior Secretary.’’
The truth is—and I said this yesterday; I will
say it again—I’ve never seen such an out-
pouring of support for any public official in
my adult lifetime as we got for Bruce Babbitt
to continue as Interior Secretary while we

work through the issues in the Northwest and
deal with a lot of these other issues.

I will say again, I think Steven Breyer is
superbly qualified to be on the Supreme
Court. I think both of them would have been
confirmed by very large margins. I have no
doubt in my mind of that. I really believe
that she was the best candidate at this time.
I was immensely impressed with the kind of
inner strength and character that she dem-
onstrated out there in the Rose Garden yes-
terday, and that’s why I picked her. But do
I regret the fact that there were leaks and
that that may have exposed them more than
they would otherwise have been? I certainly
do. And I’d be happy to—you know, we
ought to do better with that. And if some-
body’s got any suggestions about how I can,
I’d like to have them.

Major General Harold N. Campbell
Q. Sir, we have not had the opportunity

to ask you your reaction to the derogatory
remarks about you that were reportedly
made by the Air Force general in Europe.
How did you feel when you heard about that?
And why have you tolerated it the way you
have?

The President. First of all, I have not tol-
erated it. I have simply permitted the Air
Force to handle this in the ordinary course
of business, as I thought was appropriate.
The Air Force is dealing with this issue. I
have been fully briefed on it. I had two feel-
ings about it, frankly. For me personally, I
didn’t care. People say whatever they want
to say about me personally. It had no impact
on me. And I thought, well, here’s a guy
who’s served this country, and you know, so
what if he doesn’t like me, and he doesn’t
know me from Adam’s off ox. So you know,
he’s just repeating something he’s heard.

But for a general officer to say that about
the Commander in Chief is a—if that hap-
pened—is a very bad thing. And so we are—
the Air Force is investigating it. They’re
going to make a report once they have all
the facts, and then there will be some action
taken. But I don’t think that I should person-
ally intervene as long as the Air Force is
doing what is appropriate.

Q. You say you’ve been briefed on the situ-
ation, and we’ve been told by your folks that
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this would be resolved by the middle of June.
We’re at that point now. What have they told
you so far?

The President. Just what I told you, that
the Air Force felt very strongly that someone
should go to Europe, find out exactly what
happened, get all the facts, and take appro-
priate action.

Q. Have they confirmed, though, to you
that he said it?

The President. I don’t know if the fact-
finder has come back from Europe. And I
have not gotten the final report yet. All I’ve
gotten so far is secondhand stuff.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, on Bosnia, could we take

your earlier remarks here today to mean that
you are now revisiting a tougher policy on
Bosnia and that you might go back to the
Europeans to sell them—try to sell them
once again on bombing the Serbs?

The President. I wouldn’t characterize it
quite that way, but let me restate what I said
before. I just want to make it clear that I
don’t think an unwillingness to move alone
in Bosnia on arms embargo issues—and we
supported bombing to support, if you will,
if you remember—the position we had was
that we would support the use of air power
to back up a freeze of heavy artillery in place
while the arms embargo was equalizing the
opportunity that the sides had to work out
their business. We thought that would lead,
frankly, to a cease-fire and ultimately to a
peace agreement.

From the beginning, even after the British
and French said, ‘‘We don’t want to do this
right now, and we will not vote for it or sup-
port it in the United Nations,’’ and the Rus-
sians said the same thing, they all agreed to
leave the option on the table if their other
efforts failed. What I want to reaffirm to you
is that that is still my position. I still think
that may be the only way we can get them
to have a real meaningful cease-fire and a
real meaningful peace agreement. And that
option was never taken off the table. The
British and French and the Russians never
said to me flat out they would never go along.
They said they thought they could do better.
It seems to me that the political situation has
deteriorated since then. And my position has

not changed. But I am willing to work with
them to do what we can do.

NAFTA
Q. Sir, the NAFTA, the agreement with

Mexico, you’re going to take jobs down there
and plants down—they’ll leave the jobs va-
cant here and take the plants down there.
How do you figure that they can make
enough goods in Mexico at those low rates
and the U.S. brought in plants—how do you
figure that they can buy goods up here? We
won’t have anybody up here to sell—we
won’t have anybody up here to make goods
in our plants, our plants—been gone to Mex-
ico. We won’t have anything to sell——

The President. Well, that’s the argument
against NAFTA, but I don’t believe that will
happen, and I’ll tell you why.

Q. ——you see it?
The President. Yes, I can see it. Look

what’s happened in the last 5 years. There
have been any number of plants that have
moved into Mexico. They can continue to do
that now under the present law. The
Maquilladora Line has been extended well
beyond the Rio Grande River. There are lots
of plants down there. But just a few years
ago we had a $5 billion trade deficit with
Mexico. Now we have a $6 billion trade sur-
plus. Last month, they replaced Japan as the
second biggest purchaser of our manufactur-
ing products. There are over 80 million Mexi-
cans. As their incomes go up, they will buy
more from us. If we can work out an agree-
ment with them, we will then be able to
move to similar agreements with countries
even farther from us but in our region in
Latin America, like Argentina and Venezuela
and other countries, and I believe that that
will create far more jobs than it will cost.
There will be some changes, but I believe
that NAFTA will help us to create jobs.

Now, I promised to hear from you, and
then I’ve got to go. Go ahead.

Economic Program
Q. On the budget, although you are com-

mitted, as you say, to a $500 billion deficit
reduction package, it appears that you seem
to be giving an indirect endorsement to con-
tinuing the space station and the super-
conductor collider. If that be the case, then
in a final budget bill are you willing to
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accept a final reconciliation package that in-
cludes a scaled-down energy tax and some
elimination of certain corporate tax incen-
tives, such as suggested by Senator Bradley,
specifically a minimum tax, elimination of
VAT tax, elimination of expensing provisions
in a final bill, particularly if interest rates re-
main low?

The President. The most important thing
is to get the deficit reduction, have the tax
burden be very progressive, fall 75 percent
on the wealthy, and have at least as many
spending cuts as you do tax increases.

Let me answer very specifically your ques-
tions. And let me just tell you that in general,
first of all, I have an enormous respect for
Senator Bradley, and I think the ’86 tax re-
form act did an awful lot of good in eliminat-
ing a lot of loopholes, deductions, and things
that it’s very difficult to argue for and in try-
ing to get rates down.

Now having said that, I still believe that
there is a distinction to be made between
investment and consumption by businesses
and individuals and that the tax system of
this country should at the very least not pe-
nalize investment. I have favored some
changes in the alternative minimum tax be-
cause I believe the way it operates now you
put people in a very difficult position when
they want to go invest in plant and equip-
ment if it triggers the alternative minimum
tax burden, even when they’re just investing.
So, I would like to see some modification
in that.

He may have some ideas about how we
can have a better modification or maybe he
says we don’t need as much money, but I
think conceptually it’s important. The second
thing, the small business community is the
major generator of jobs in America, has been
for the last 12 years. Their job-generating ca-
pacity has slowed recently because it costs
a lot of extra money to hire an employee and
because of uncertainties in the economy. I
believe if we increase the small business ex-
pensing provision from $10,000 to $25,000
that for millions of small business people out
there who are the backbone of this economy,
they will then see the wisdom in continuing
to invest, continuing to expand, and a lot of
people might hire one more person, two

more people, three more people, in ways that
will create jobs for the economy.

In the end this is a jobs package. So, there
is an expensing provision in the Tax Code
right now for small business. I just think it
ought to be bigger, and I think it’s a job gen-
erator.

I’ll see you in a couple of days. I’m sorry.
Thanks.

Q. In a couple of days?
The President. A couple of months.

[Laughter]
NOTE: The President’s 16th news conference
began at noon in the Briefing Room at the White
House.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to
Discussions With Prime Minister
Edouard Balladur of France
June 15, 1993

Cuba
Q. Mr. President, are you willing to talk

to the Cubans about improving relations?
The President. I’m here with the Prime

Minister of France. [Laughter]
Q. [Inaudible]—French about the Blair

House agreement, Mr. President?
Q. [Inaudible]—Cubans’ announcement

today that they’d like to talk about repara-
tions?

The President. I don’t have any reaction
at this time.

Trade Negotiations
Q. Do you think you can find common

ground with the French about Blair House,
sir? About the Blair House agreement?

The President. Well, I was very pleased
to see that the oilseeds portion will go for-
ward. But I think the rest of it we need to
talk about. The United States supports the
Blair House agreement.
[At this point, one group of reporters left the
room, and another group entered.]

President’s Schedule
Q. Mr. President, are you going to France

anytime in the near future?
The President. I wish I could go in the

very near future, but I suppose that depends
on when I can travel again. Of course, I have
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to go to the G–7 meeting in Tokyo, and that
will be my first trip out of the country except
for the brief visit to Vancouver with Presi-
dent Yeltsin. I’d very much like to go back.
I haven’t been in a long time.

NOTE: The exchange began at 3:35 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

Remarks to the College Democrats
of America
June 15, 1993

I want to thank Adam Kreisel and Jamie
Harmon and Jenny Ritter for this gift and
for their leadership in the College Demo-
crats, and I want to welcome all of you here.
I know I’m not the first person to speak to
you. I’ve been over lobbying Members of
Congress and being lobbied by them about
various issues today, and I’m awfully glad to
see all of you here.

The first time I came to these grounds was
in the summer of 1963, 30 years ago next
month, before virtually everybody on these
steps was born, long before most of you were
born. That visit made a lasting impression
on me, and I hope this visit makes a lasting
impression on you. I was raised at a time
when mothers wanted their children to grow
up to be President, and I hope there will
be another time when people want their chil-
dren to grow up to be President. Now there
can be daughters as well as sons who can
really make a difference in our future.

There is around here a wonderful old pho-
tograph of three great Democrats standing
on the steps of this building together: Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt, who was then a
young Assistant Secretary of the Navy, stand-
ing next to his President, Woodrow Wilson,
and alongside them was William Jennings
Bryan, who was then the Secretary of State
in the Wilson administration during World
War I. Between those 3 men, they rep-
resented 9 Democratic Presidential can-
didacies in 13 consecutive elections. Maybe
there’s magic on the steps that will rub off
on some of you someday. I hope so. I hope
some of you will be here.

But I also want to remind you that even
though I am profoundly grateful about the
help you have given to me and to the Vice
President in the past election—and without
the young people of this country voting in
record numbers, we might not have been
able to come here—I remind you that the
reason for your party identification and the
reason for your work in elections is to change
people’s lives for the better. That change is,
under the best of circumstances, never easy.
And after 12 years in which people have been
given siren song after siren song after siren
song about how evil Government is and all
we have to do is just get it out of your lives
and everything will go away, all the problems
will go away, and every year the problems
get worse and worse and worse, still people
get used to being told what they want to hear.
And now the President is not telling people
what they want to hear.

The President is saying we have to bring
down the deficit, find some money to invest
in jobs and education and our future. We
have to be competitive with other nations.
We’ve got to do some tough things. We have
to cut spending and raise taxes. But I have
given the Congress a proposal that essen-
tially, for every dollar of deficit reduction,
takes 50 cents in spending cuts, 37 or 38
cents in taxes on people with incomes above
$100,000, and 12 cents in taxes on the middle
class, and holds people with incomes of
under $30,000 harmless. It’s a proposal that
puts all the money into a deficit reduction
trust fund. It has led to lower interest rates
already. The head of the Federal Reserve was
in to see me last week saying if we could
just keep going and pass an economic pro-
gram that will keep interest rates down, he
believes there will be a significant continu-
ation of our economic recovery.

If someone had told you in December, as
you looked forward to the Inauguration of
the new President and Vice President, that
by June 1st, after 3 years of recession, we
would be on our way to passing a budget
in record time—the first budget to be seri-
ously considered by the Congress since 1981,
presented by a President—if someone had
told you that by June 1st, as a result of the
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serious efforts of this administration to get
the economy going and bring the deficit
down and to do it in a fair way so that those
who benefited most in the 1980’s would pay
most in our efforts to do this, that we would
have a 20-year low in home mortgages, a 7-
year high in housing sales, unemployment
under 7 percent for the first time in a year
and a half, and 755,000 new jobs in the pri-
vate sector, I think you would think that’s
a pretty good record.

And let me remind you of what else has
already happened. We have passed the family
leave bill so people don’t lose their jobs when
they have to go home for a baby or a sick
parent. We overcame a filibuster in the Sen-
ate to pass the motor voter bill to open the
franchise to more people. After thwarting the
attempts to build a responsible global envi-
ronmental policy for years, on June 4th the
United States signed the Biodiversity Treaty
and once again resumed its leadership in the
effort to promote responsible environmental
policies.

And we have introduced into the Congress
a vigorous campaign finance reform bill. And
I pleaded again today with the Republican
Senators who voted for the same sort of bill
last year not to filibuster and kill that bill
this year. We need to lower the cost of politi-
cal campaigns, limit the influence of PAC’s,
open the airwaves to honest debate, and give
the American people their political system
back. If you want economic reform, we need
political reform; the bill is in the Congress.

And finally, the issue which attracted so
many college students to this campaign: The
idea that we ought to open the doors of col-
lege education to all is making its way
through the Congress in two bills. One is the
national service bill, which will be marked
up tomorrow in both the Senate and the
House, with broad bipartisan support, to give
more and more young people, tens of thou-
sands of them, the chance to earn credit
against college, to work in college, or to work
off some of their college loans by giving serv-
ice to their country here at home to rebuild
America. And let me remind you what the
other part of that pledge was, because it is
also in the administration’s economic pro-
gram. It will save $4 billion over the next
5 years in excessive costs to the present stu-

dent loan program and make a deal with the
students of America. It will say anybody,
without regard to income, can borrow the
money they need to go to college and pay
it back, not based on how much they borrow
alone but on what they earn after they go
to work. You don’t have to pay it back until
you go to work, and it’s based on your earn-
ings after you go to work. [Applause] Yes.
Thank you. I think that’s a pretty good record
for 5 months, don’t you?

Yesterday, I had an opportunity to do
something no Democrat since Lyndon John-
son has done, and that is to nominate some-
one to serve on the Supreme Court of the
United States. I nominated Ruth Bader Gins-
burg, a judge on the Court of Appeals here,
whose pioneering work for women in the
1970’s, taking six cases to the United States
Supreme Court and winning five of them,
has a lot to do with the fact that all of you
will be able to grow up and compete with
one another and cooperate with one another
on more equal terms in so many ways. She
symbolizes, in my judgment, the kind of
achievement that we ought to have in this
country. When somebody works hard, when
they play by the rules, when they are per-
forming at a level of excellence that deserves
to be recognized, they ought to be recog-
nized. That should be the rule for everybody
in this country.

All of these things that we’re talking about
today in the end will produce more jobs and
higher incomes, will offer more opportunity
and demand more responsibility of people,
and rebuild the seeds of the American com-
munity. I am tired of our people being di-
vided by race, by region, by income, by party,
and every other way. We’ve got to pull this
country together again. But it can only be
done when people have a sense that if they
work hard and play by the rules, they’ll be
treated fairly.

I hope that the people who have followed
the work of the First Lady and all the health
care task force also believe that that is going
to be an effort to treat all the American peo-
ple fairly. She went to the American Medical
Association and reached out to the doctors.
We’ve reached out to the hospitals. We’ve
reached out to the people who consume
health care, the people who provide it, and
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all the people in the middle. Let me remind
you: If you really want to be able to raise
your children in an environment that is free
of this awful deficit, where there is still
enough money left to invest in our future,
we have got to bring health care costs under
control, and we have got to restore to the
American people a sense of family security.
You cannot have millions of people waking
up every morning terrified that they’re going
to lose their health care if somebody in their
family gets sick or if they lose their jobs.
We’ve got to do something about that if we
really want to build America.

When you leave here I want to ask you
to go back home and gin up some support
among your people for this economic pro-
gram. Call the Members of the Senate, with-
out regard to party, and ask them to do it.
Tell them we cannot afford to turn away from
our obligations to bring the deficit down, in-
crease investment in our future, keep interest
rates down, and rebuild the economy.

This administration came to Washington
to restore hope and jobs, to demand more
responsibility but to reward people if they
do it. We have got to do it. And when they
ask you what we’ve done, give them the list
I gave you. It’s a pretty good list, it’s a good
beginning, and it justifies the faith you put
in Bill Clinton and Al Gore last year. Let’s
keep working, and we can make the kind of
a country we ought to.

Goodbye. Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 5:47 p.m. on the
steps of the Old Executive Office Building. In his
remarks, he referred to organization officers
Adam Kreisel, president; Jamie Harmon, former
president; and Jenny Ritter, vice president.

Remarks at a Reception for Members
of the Diplomatic Corps
June 15, 1993

Thank you very much. I want to welcome
all of you again to the White House, thank
the Marine orchestra for providing the won-
derful music, and tell you how very glad that
Hillary and I are that you could all join us
this evening to renew old friendships, begin
new ones, and celebrate a new and challeng-
ing era in world affairs. I’m especially glad

that we could be joined this evening by the
Vice President and Mrs. Gore, and by Sec-
retary of State and Mrs. Christopher, and by
the dean of our diplomatic corps, Ambas-
sador and Mrs. Pondi. The gathering of the
Washington Diplomatic Corps offers us a
good opportunity to become better ac-
quainted and an opportunity to reflect on the
state of the world we share.

Standing here, we are within sight, just be-
hind us, of the magnificent memorial to our
third President and our first Secretary of
State, Thomas Jefferson. He acutely under-
stood the value of diplomacy to the United
States. He also is the embodiment of our
eternal quest for democracy. His words extol-
ling democracy and human dignity still reso-
nate in the hearts of all Americans and of
people around the world.

None of us here this evening can say we
represent a nation that has arrived at a per-
fect solution for the problems of human gov-
ernance. There will never be a perfect solu-
tion for the problems of people, who them-
selves are not perfect. But among the many
clear facts of the era we all share is the re-
markable worldwide movement toward de-
mocracy, from Russia to southern Africa,
from Eastern Europe to Central and South
America. There is great hope today that gov-
ernments all around the world, beginning
with our own, are becoming increasingly
democratic and responsive to those whom
they govern. And that is a hope I share. This
time of hope is also clearly a time of urgency
for the work we will do and must do in the
months and years ahead.

Today, billions of people look to us, indeed
challenge us, to make progress against one
of mankind’s oldest enemies: poverty, dis-
ease, ignorance, bigotry, or armed strife, and
perhaps all of them at once. And they look
to us as well to make progress against our
new challenges, such as the spread of weap-
ons of mass destruction and the degradation
of the global environment. The urgency of
these problems is evident, and the complex-
ity and difficulty of them is truly daunting.
While none of us has absolute power to make
these problems disappear, each of us has far
too much power to pretend that we can do
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nothing or that the problems do not exist.
And while each of us here may hold only
a piece or two of these troubling puzzles,
surely we must remember that together we
and the nations we represent hold all the
pieces of the puzzles. So this evening, let us
talk. And then tomorrow and the months
ahead, let us try, for ultimately that is why
our nations have sent us here.

I look forward to working with you and
the great nations you represent. I thank you
again for joining us tonight. And I trust that
all of us will always remember that we have
been given great obligations and great oppor-
tunities and that together we can make a dif-
ference for the better.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:01 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House.

Statement on the Death of John
Connally
June 15, 1993

I was saddened to hear of the death today
of former Governor and Treasury Secretary
John Connally, whose life was one of service
to his country and of dedication to the prin-
ciples in which he so passionately believed.
He will be remembered fondly by his State
and his country for the work that he did and
the person that he was.

Statement on International
Broadcasting Programs
June 15, 1993

Today I am pleased to take an important
step in the promotion of democracy by put-
ting in place my proposal for strengthening
one of the most effective foreign policy tools
we have, our international broadcasting pro-
grams, for the spread of our values, our ideas,
and our democratic way of life can help
strengthen our security and support others
around the world in their struggle for free-
dom.

I am pleased to be joined in this effort
by the Director of the U.S. Information
Agency, Dr. Joseph Duffey, and the Chair
of the Board of International Broadcasting,

Congressman Dan Mica. These programs
have been and will be an essential part of
our efforts to promote democracy and ad-
vance America’s interests abroad.

Our plan proposes a proud rebirth of
America’s broadcasting programs to reflect
this post-cold-war era. Our proposal pre-
serves Radio Free Europe and Radio Lib-
erty, which played such an important role in
bringing freedom to Central and Eastern Eu-
rope and to the states of the former Soviet
Union. It retains our other important broad-
casting services, such as Voice of America,
Radio Marti, and TV Marti, which have
played such an important role in bringing
truth and hope abroad. And our plan reorga-
nizes our foreign broadcasting services to
make them stronger, more efficient, and
more capable of meeting this era’s new chal-
lenges of fostering democracy and civic re-
construction.

Our victory in the cold war was due not
only to the strength of our forces but also
to the power of our ideas. While we acted
to contain Soviet expansionism, we also
sought to inspire freedom’s spirit where re-
pression reigned. Voice of America long
played an important role in that effort. And
to advance that same cause, 40 years ago we
began a radio service, Radio Liberty, which
aimed to join freedom’s advocates behind the
Iron Curtain with freedom-loving Americans.
The founders of this and the other American
radio services understood that truth is one
of our most potent weapons in the fight
against communism and totalitarianism.

The heroes of the cold war’s end, such as
Polish President Lech Walesa and Czech
President Václav Havel, have often noted the
importance they attach to Radio Free Eu-
rope and Radio Liberty to their own historic
work on behalf of liberty and democracy.
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty, to-
gether with our other broadcasting services,
have persistently challenged the ability of re-
pressive leaders to deny history, disfigure
truth, and manipulate minds. From Havana
to Ho Chi Minh City, from Pretoria to
Prague, our foreign broadcast services
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helped prove a lesson that Americans must
never forget: An informed and enlightened
populace is the mightiest adversary tyranny
can ever face.

Today, the challenges have changed for
the states that were once held captive behind
the Iron Curtain. Freedom’s work is not
completed. Most of these states are under-
going a difficult process of consolidating de-
mocracy’s gains and building prosperity’s
foundations. The resulting economic and po-
litical tensions in many of these nations have
bred demagogs and warlords who threaten
to reverse democracy’s recent progress.
These states and many others still need a
source of news that is reliably free from the
manipulation of their own governments. No
nation has more credibility to provide such
news than the United States. That is why our
radio and other international broadcasting
services will continue to be vital as we seek
to help strengthen new democracies and bol-
ster the development of democratic institu-
tions where they do not yet exist.

The plan we are announcing today will
make those services stronger and better suit-
ed to this era:

We will continue the operation of Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty. Many of our
broadcasting services, including both of these
radios and Voice of America, will undergo
some changes in structure and budget.

We will create a new and independent
Board of Governors that will oversee not only
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty but
the Voice of America and other foreign
broadcasting services as well. Located within
the United States Information Agency, it will
replace and perform similar tasks to the
Board of International Broadcasting. The
new board, which the President shall appoint
with the advice and consent of the Senate,
will ensure independence, coherence, qual-
ity, and journalistic integrity in our surrogate
and other broadcast services.

This new board will play an important role
in determining the best mix of broadcasting
functions: telling America’s story to the rest
of the world, reporting objective inter-
national news, providing accurate in-country
news where a free press is not yet developed,

and from time to time helping to transmit
our Government’s official views abroad.

This new board will also take a leadership
role in helping to create a new Asian Democ-
racy Radio to provide accurate local and
international information for the people of
Asia whose governments still suppress the
truth.

In addition, we will continue the good
work of our important broadcasting services
aimed at speeding the arrival of freedom in
Cuba, Radio Marti and TV Marti. The cur-
rent structure of these entities and their
boards will remain.

We will encourage the establishment of
independent news-gathering and broadcast
operations in the countries of Eastern Eu-
rope and the new independent states them-
selves, where they can be rewoven into the
fabric of democratic life.

By bringing our broadcasting resources to-
gether under one roof, we can achieve sub-
stantial savings while at the same time pro-
viding for greater flexibility to target and
shape our broadcasts as may be warranted
by changing international circumstances and
audience interests. We can also take better
advantage of the remarkable technological
developments in worldwide broadcasting that
are imminent.

The plan we are announcing today was de-
veloped through the hard work and coopera-
tion of many individuals, but I particularly
want to acknowledge the leadership of Con-
gressman Dan Mica and Dr. Duffey. I also
want to acknowledge the high degree of pro-
fessionalism and dedication among those in-
dividuals who have done so much to create
the excellence of the Voice of America, Radio
Free Europe, and Radio Liberty and our
other broadcasting services. They spent years
of their lives, and often risked their own lives,
to bring accurate news and the message of
democracy to people who have been denied
both, and we will continue to rely on their
excellent service.

I have said that my foreign policy is pre-
mised on promoting democracy, improving
our security, and revitalizing our economy.
The plan we are announcing today assists us
in doing all three.
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Nomination for Under Secretary of
Commerce for International Trade
June 15, 1993

The President announced today that he in-
tends to nominate Jeff Garten to be Under
Secretary of Commerce for International
Trade.

‘‘As we seek to expand free and fair trade
with all of our partners around the world,
I am very pleased to be naming Jeff Garten
to this important post,’’ said the President.
‘‘His combination of hands-on business expe-
rience, sterling academic credentials, and
previous Government service in three admin-
istrations amply equips him to tackle the
challenges that lie ahead.’’

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Nomination for Ambassador to Italy
June 15, 1993

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Reginald Bartholomew, a
senior Foreign Service officer with the rank
of Career Minister, to the post of Ambas-
sador to Italy.

‘‘Reg Bartholomew has served our country
ably in several ambassadorial positions and
many other challenging assignments,’’ said
the President. ‘‘I have full confidence in his
ability to maintain our strong relationship
with Italy, an important ally whose friendship
America highly values.’’

NOTE: A biography of the nominee was made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to
Discussions With President Sam
Nujoma of Namibia
June 16, 1993

Economic Program
Q. Mr. President, there are indications

that the Senate Finance Committee may not
hit your $500 billion target. They may fall
short because of this problem on the gasoline
tax. Would you accept less than $500 billion,
which is one of your main principles?

President Clinton. Well, let’s see what
they do. I think the—and I think ultimately
the conference report will—I think the bill
that the Congress ultimately votes on will hit
the $500 billion.

Q. If they come out under $500 billion—
usually in conference they cut things in
half—it would mean that you would get less
than $500 billion out of the final product.

President Clinton. I’m not—let’s see
what they do.

Space Station and Super Collider
Q. Are you going to have a space station

decision today—super collider?
President Clinton. There is a deadline

sometime in the next 3 days. I don’t know
exactly when it is, but there’s a congressional
deadline, and we’re working on a statement
right now.

Democracy in Namibia
Q. Do you think Namibia can be a model

for South Africa, Mr. President?
President Clinton. I absolutely do. I think

it’s a model for all of Africa. The reason I
asked President Nujoma to come here and
be the first African leader at the White
House is because of the remarkable success
that he and his country have made in promot-
ing democracy and market economies, and
they’ve done it in a multiethnic society with
great complications. But they’ve managed to
do it. And I think they’re a real shining exam-
ple for emerging democracies in Africa and
on other continents as well. I’m very excited
to have him here today.

Somalia
Q. President Nujoma, are you concerned

about the American role in Somalia, Mr.
President?

President Nujoma. We are grateful. In
fact, I have come to express our gratitude
to President Clinton, although the original
initial send-up of U.S. troops to Somalia was
under the Bush administration—Ameri-
cans—American President who did that—
and when he won in the elections, continued
supporting the U.N. action in Somalia, while
we were sitting there, while thousands of
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Somalis were dying every day. And I’m glad
that U.S. Government and the President
Bush saw the need to quickly move the U.S.
troops there to stop the starvation of thou-
sands of Somalis and—the distribution of
food to the people who were in need. And
that today the Somalis seem like anybody
else. And we all see how to us, before the
U.S. troops in Somalia, it was terrible. So we
certainly hope that other situations, Presi-
dent Clinton and the people of the United
States were not to be tired of not making
the great efforts either directly or through
the auspices of the United Nations to ensure
that this—instability throughout the world.

Q. Do you think Aideed, the warlord,
should be arrested?

President Nujoma. If he is, he has a hand
in committing a crime to ambush and to kill
the United Nations peacekeepers, certainly
he should be punished for that.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:40 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

Remarks Following Discussions With
President Sam Nujoma of Namibia
and an Exchange With Reporters
June 16, 1993

President Clinton. Good morning. Today
I am delighted to welcome President Sam
Nujoma of Namibia to the White House.
Here in this city named after George Wash-
ington it is indeed an honor to welcome a
person who is known as the George Washing-
ton of his country. Three years ago, the world
rejoiced at the birth of a new democracy on
the African continent. Millions of Americans
of all ethnic backgrounds celebrated Na-
mibia’s independence as a moment of great
joy and real progress. Since that moment,
President Nujoma has led his country
through one of the most successful political
transitions in recent times. I’m particularly
pleased to have the President here as the first
African head of state received by my adminis-
tration. It underscores my admiration for
what Namibia has accomplished and my
commitment to democracy in Africa and
elsewhere. Namibia’s President and her peo-

ple clearly share that commitment. Their ex-
ample inspires the cause of democracy and
human rights throughout the continent.

Our meeting today coincides with
UNICEF’s annual Day of the African Child.
A brighter future for those children is a goal
we both share. In that regard, I commend
the President for his concern for the future
of Angola’s people as well and particularly
her children who have long suffered from
that country’s civil war. President Nujoma’s
efforts to bring an end to this conflict have
made an important contribution to the cause
of peace.

Our meeting today also comes at a time
of great promise and challenge for another
of Namibia’s neighbors, South Africa. I know
that I join President Nujoma in hoping that
the transition to a nonracial democracy in
South Africa can not only come soon but can
be as peaceful and successful as the birth of
Namibia’s own democracy a short while ago.
South Africa has seen far too much tragedy
and despair for too long. The day is overdue
when it would be a welcome time of renewal,
of prosperity and hope and peace. With its
exemplary experience in recent years, Na-
mibia is truly in a unique position to further
the entire region’s efforts toward democra-
tization, market economies, conflict resolu-
tion, and political stability. Namibia’s suc-
cessful transition to a stable, multiparty, mul-
tiracial, multiethnic democracy offers hope
and optimism for other nations in the region,
throughout the continent, and around the
world.

I also want to say a special word of appre-
ciation for the work that the President and
Namibia have done in promoting their new
system of government, promoting education
among their people. He has just given me
a gift of two games that a young Namibian
citizen has developed for the children there,
board games on the government and Con-
stitution of Namibia and on the governments
of the African continent. And I might point
out that Namibia’s Constitution also has in
it a commitment to preserve the precious
ecosystem of that country, a real ground-
breaking statement of environmental com-
mitment that I, again, believe will be hon-
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ored by people throughout the continent and
throughout the world.

Again, Mr. President, I’m delighted to
have this opportunity to welcome you, a gen-
uine hero of the world’s movement toward
democracy, and I look forward to working
with you on the issues we have discussed and
the issues we’re about to discuss. The micro-
phone is yours.

President Nujoma. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent Clinton. I am particularly grateful that
you have extended an invitation to me, and
through me to my people, to come and pay
an official visit to your great country.

I’m grateful that your Government and
your people have decided when the people
of Somalia were faced with the tragedy of
starvation and death, it was during the Bush
administration when President Bush decided
to send U.S. troops, before U.N. troops went,
to put an end to the civil war and starvation
of the people of Somalia. And later on, the
U.N. sent its own forces which are still there.

Our continent is faced with turmoils. We
have a civil war in Liberia, in Angola, in So-
malia, and elsewhere. And I’m appealing to
you, Mr. President, and to the people of the
United States not to be discouraged but to
continue to support the efforts of the United
Nations in assisting those who are in need
and particularly in preventing further blood-
shed and loss of lives and destruction to prop-
erty in areas such as Angola, Liberia, and oth-
ers.

Mr. President, after a long bloody struggle
for independence, during which there was
massive abuse of human rights, Namibia has
joined the ranks of free and democratic na-
tions in which the right and dignity of human
beings are enshrined in the Constitution of
the Republic of Namibia and protected as
a matter of policy practiced by my govern-
ment. Over the last 3 years of its existence
as a sovereign state, Namibia has scru-
pulously observed and upheld political plu-
ralism which—[inaudible]—multipartisan.
There are seven political parties represented
in our Parliament. All these parties are quite
vocal in their criticism of my government.
But there has not been a single incident of
harassment or intimidation of any one of
these parties by my government. Tolerance

and accommodation are our guiding prin-
ciples in this regard.

We are committed to the rule of law, so
much so that not a single one of the inhuman
apartheid laws, rules, and the regulation has
been replaced with undemocratic issues. Our
Parliament remains the only legal institution
that has the power to repeal, amend, or pass
laws to regulate the political and other activi-
ties of our society. The separation of powers
is the other central principle of our democ-
racy. As such, there has been no interference
by the executive branch of the government
in the affairs of the judiciary. The judiciary
acted independently. Although there were
the draconian laws used by the colonial re-
gime to suppress freedom of the press, there
is today in Namibia no single law that puts
restrictions on that important freedom of the
press. Namibia has, therefore, one of the
most active and critical press towards the
government.

The government of Namibia is committed
to a market-oriented economy. As such,
there has been no interference by the gov-
ernment in the activities of private sector.
Instead, my government is actively creating
infrastructures on the joint venture basis, and
we intend to leave those infrastructures to
the private sector. This is one way we think
we can develop our country.

The government is committed to trans-
ference in governance. In this regard, there
are regular consultations between the gov-
ernment, the private sector, and the civil or-
ganizations on issues of national concern. We
intend to uphold all these democratic prin-
ciples because we are convinced that they
are essential for the maintenance of peace
and stability in our country, as well as for
the social economic development of Na-
mibia.

Mr. President, in order to strengthen de-
mocracy in Namibia, there is an imperative
and urgent need for my government to
produce tangible economic results by en-
couraging private sector investment in the
country. Without such a result we cannot say
that the future of our democracy is secure.
In this connection, my government has just
passed incentives which aim at promoting
foreign investment. We give a guarantee of
repatriation for their dividends and profit.
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And I hope the U.S. business community
members will use the opportunity of coming
into Namibia and join us, either on a joint
venture basis or just purely direct invest-
ment, and make a profit and meanwhile as-
sisting us to develop our country.

I thank you.
President Clinton. Thank you.

Economic Program
Q. [Inaudible]—about whispers that the

economic plan will not hit the $500 billion
target in the Senate Finance Committee. De-
spite repeated suggestions by you and your
administration and your spokespeople that
one of your principles was $500 billion, you
didn’t seem to clearly rule out taking any-
thing less than $500 billion. Can you rule that
out?

President Clinton. No, no. What I
mean—let me make it clear. The actual plan
I believe the House passed was $496 billion.
If it were 497, 498, 495, something in that
range, that’s not—but if it’s considerably
below that, I think that would be a mistake.
But I have no reason to believe the Senate
is going well below that, and I certainly have
no reason to believe that the conference re-
port, that is, the final bill in the economic
plan, would go well below it. That’s the only
point I was trying to make.

Foreign Assistance
Q. On a foreign aid question, international

aid, some Members of Congress are now say-
ing that because of domestic cutbacks, they
may have difficulty in supporting foreign aid.
And the question arises, is your Russian aid
package in trouble on the Hill?

President Clinton. Well, I would hope
not. The United States has some very direct
interests in foreign aid. We have shown some
real restraint in many of our foreign oper-
ations. Yesterday I announced, for example,
the reorganization of our broadcasting oper-
ations. Even though we want an Asian de-
mocracy network along with Radio Free Eu-
rope and Radio and TV Marti and our other
broadcasting efforts, we’re going to reorga-
nize and save some money there. And there
are some other cutbacks in our foreign oper-
ations. But the United States still needs an
aggressive program.

And I would remind you what I have said
before about Russia. That is a good invest-
ment for America. We’re going to make a
lot of money out of that over the long run
because we’ll be able to do joint ventures,
because American companies will be able to
more securely invest there. Just since we’ve
been working, I can see the obstacles clear-
ing for more investments by American com-
panies there in ways that will benefit Ameri-
cans. We will see a continued effort to
denuclearize the Russian nuclear force which
will enable us to continue to do the same
thing. So it’s a very good investment for the
United States. And if democracy were re-
versed, that would be a bad thing for the
United States. So I hope it will pass, and I
think it will.

Major General Harold N. Campbell
Q. Mr. President, there is a long tradition

of Commanders in Chief, Presidents, firing
general officers for gross insubordination.
Now that the Air Force has apparently con-
firmed General Campbell’s remarks—I know
you told us yesterday you didn’t take personal
offense. I’d like to know why you don’t feel
as Commander in Chief you need to take
strong action at this time.

President Clinton. Well, what I feel I
need to do, sir, is to get a report from Gen-
eral McPeak first. And until I do that, I don’t
think I should say any more. This thing has
proceeded in a very orderly fashion. And I
was assured by the Secretary of Defense and
by General McPeak that I would get a
prompt and timely report, and when I do,
then we’ll decide what the appropriate thing
to do is.

Somalia
Q. Can you clarify for us and maybe for

the public what you see as the ultimate goal
of the U.S.-led U.N. operation in Somalia?
Is it to topple General Aideed? Is it to elimi-
nate all his firepower, to bring him back to
talks? What is it that we’re doing?

President Clinton. The ultimate goal is
to restore the conditions of peace which ex-
isted before the Pakistanis were murdered.
The ultimate goal is to make sure that the
United Nations can fulfill its mission there
and continue to work with the Somalis to-
ward nation building and to achieve the ob-
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jectives that President Nujoma spoke so elo-
quently about in the Oval Office just a mo-
ment ago, to make sure that the human needs
of the people can be met and that we can
continue to make progress there.

Q. ——[Inaudible] by his ability to turn
this into something of a public relations disas-
ter for the United States?

President Clinton. Well, I don’t know
that it is that. It may be—the issue is whether
the Pakistani soldiers erred, and that’s for the
United Nations to resolve. And I’m sure that
it will. But you can’t have these kinds of con-
flicts and expect them to be brutal and illegal
on one side and then have a response and
expect that there will be nothing controver-
sial about it. That is not to exonerate or to
condemn. The United Nations is looking into
the Pakistani conduct. There are, I must tell
you, conflicting allegations about what oc-
curred and who was actually responsible for
the deaths of all the civilians there, and we
need to get to the bottom of it. And if proce-
dures need to be changed, if training needs
to be tightened, if discipline needs to be im-
posed, then I think that can be done. But
the fundamental mission of the United Na-
tions in Somalia has not changed. And I still
believe it’s a very important one.

Congressional Black Caucus
Q. Mr. President, in view of the talks that

you had with members of the Congressional
Black Caucus, is it still necessary for you to
meet with the caucus before your plan goes
to the House for a vote?

President Clinton. I honestly don’t know.
I think I’ve now talked to probably 15 of
them in the last several days. I think that
depends, in part, on what the Senate does
with the economic plan and what the under-
standings are about what’s going to come out
of the conference. So I think we’ll have to
wait and see what the Senate Committee
does and then what the Senate actually
adopts on the floor, and then we’ll make a
decision at that time. And of course, anytime
they want to see me they know that there’s
an open door. But whether a meeting is nec-
essary will depend in large measure, I think,
on what the Senate does.

Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr.
Nujoma.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:10 a.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Exchange With Reporters at the
North Portico
June 16, 1993

Campaign Finance Reform

Q. Mr. President, those Senate Repub-
licans, sir, who are now blocking campaign
finance reform even though they voted for
it before, what do you say to them? I mean,
this thing could go down today and be dead.

The President. The real question is what
can they say to the American people. What
possible reasons can they give other than
pure politics for filibustering a bill which they
voted for last year? And as I said, this isn’t
the first time it’s happened. It happened on
motor voter, but we were able to work that
out.

But these are good people, and I think
they must be searching their hearts about it
and about wondering if they can even begin
to defend it on anything other than raw poli-
tics. And I’m hoping that there will be some
change and some breakthrough. I got some
information this morning that it’s at least
somewhat encouraging, and we’ll just keep
working on it and hope we can prevail.

Q. Would you agree to give up any public
funding? Would that be one way?

The President. Well, the only problem
with that is, if you give it all up you have
no control on the amount of money being
spent. And the argument for the public fund-
ing is simply that the Supreme Court has—
that unless you give candidates something,
you can’t condition how much they spend.
So if the object is to control the cost of cam-
paigns, as well as to limit the influence of
PAC’s, and to open the airwaves, it is difficult
to meet all those objectives if you don’t have
some public funding. They’re talking about
the various compromises. I don’t know
whether they can reach one, but that’s why
I hope that Republicans who voted for the
bill last year will think about it. It is essential
to limit the overall costs of campaigns, and
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somehow there’s got to be a public funding
element to it. Thank you.

NOTE: The exchange began at 10:15 a.m. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of this exchange.

Remarks and an Exchange With
Reporters During a Luncheon With
Business Leaders
June 16, 1993

Economic Program
The President. I’d just like to make one

comment to reinforce the importance of
passing this economic plan. We’ve got inter-
est rates now down to a 20-year low and
home mortgage rates. And this new headline,
‘‘Inflation Slows, Rates Holding,’’ that’s the
direction we want. We want a steady recov-
ery. And we have got to pass this economic
plan and do it in the near future to ensure
that that goes on.

Let me just mention one statistic. In the
first 4 months of this administration, we had
130,000 new construction jobs in this country
because of low interest rates. That is the larg-
est increase in 9 years in a 4-month period.
We can bring this economy back if we pass
the plan, get the deficit down, keep the inter-
est rates down, and keep the investment
flowing to create jobs in the country. And
I think it is terribly important. And I just
wanted to emphasize that, to impress upon
the country the importance of what the
United States Senate is grappling with now.
They simply have to pass this plan and go
forward.

Q. Do you think that there will be a deal?
And will it have a significant enough——

The President. I’m encouraged.
Q. ——energy tax to make it worthwhile?
The President. Well, it depends on what

the—let’s look at the final plan. You know,
the Senate is going to change the energy tax,
but if they have enough deficit reduction and
they go to the conference committee, I think
that they will come out ultimately with a bill
that I’ll feel good about.

Supreme Court Nominee
Q. Mr. President, on another subject, were

you influenced by the letter writing campaign
on behalf of Judge Ginsburg? Did that help
persuade you to take another look at her?

The President. No.
Q. Did you read any of the letters?
The President. I read some of the letters

that came in on behalf of many candidates.
But I was unaware of any big letter writing
campaign. I saw seven or eight letters for her.

Q. ——influence your decision at all?
The President. No, only that a lot of peo-

ple thought a lot of her. There were also good
letters for, I would say, 10 candidates that
I read. I read a lot of letters that came in——

Q. The Marines that are now heading——

Campaign Finance Reform
Q. ——campaign financing—the vote on

the Hill?
The President. Excuse me?
Q. On the campaign financing, have you

heard any more about a possible com-
promise?

The President. Just what you have, that
they’re working on it and that they may adopt
one which we would find acceptable. But I
want to see what they do——

Q. ——been in communication with——
The President. A little bit. We know

they’re trying to work it out. And I’m encour-
aged. What I said in response, I think, to
Andrea’s [Andrea Mitchell, NBC News]
question this morning, is that I think those
five Republican Senators who voted for cam-
paign finance reform last year must surely
want to do it again. They know that special
interests, financing, and excessive spending
have really undermined the public’s faith in
the political process. So I think we’ve got a
chance to get one.

Q. Mr. President, 2,200 Marines en route
to the Somali coast. Can you shed any light
on that?

Q. Thank you.
Q. Enjoy your lunch.
The President. Lunchtime.
Q. We don’t get any.
The President. You know, I don’t believe

that. [Laughter]
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NOTE: The President spoke at 12:40 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.

Letter to Representative William H.
Natcher on the Superconducting
Super Collider
June 16, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:
As your Committee considers the Energy

and Water Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year
1994, I want you to know of my continuing
support for the Superconducting Super
Collider (SSC).

The most important benefits of the in-
creased understanding gained from the SSC
may not be known for a generation. We can,
however, be certain that important benefits
will result simply from making the effort. The
SSC project will stimulate technologies in
many areas critical for the health of the U.S.
economy. The superconductor technologies
developed for the project’s magnets will stim-
ulate production of a material that will be
critical for ensuring the competitiveness of
U.S. manufacturers, for improving medical
care, and a variety of other purposes. The
SSC will also produce critical employment
and educational opportunities for thousands
of young engineers and scientists around the
country.

Abandoning the SSC at this point would
signal that the United States is compromising
its position of leadership in basic science—
a position unquestioned for generations.
These are tough economic times, yet our Ad-
ministration supports this project as a part
of its broad investment package in science
and technology. Our support requires mak-
ing sure that the project is well managed and
that the Congress is informed of the full costs
and anticipated benefits of the program. The
SSC previously had an unstable funding pro-
file. The stretched-out funding proposed by
our Administration of $640 million in FY 94
will allow better control of project costs. The
full cost and scheduling implications of this
stretch-out will be complete in the early fall,
and will be examined carefully by the Admin-
istration at that time.

I ask you to support this important and
challenging effort.

Sincerely,

Bill Clinton

NOTE: This letter was made available by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary but was not issued as
a White House press release.

Statement on National Service
Legislation
June 16, 1993

I’ve always said that national service would
be America at its best. In reporting out the
national service legislation, today two key
committees were Congress at its best as well.

National service is not about political par-
tisanship. It is about America and the values
that all of us share. National service will do
so much that must be done: meeting our
country’s needs, paying for our children’s
education, and bringing all of us together in
the common work of citizenship.

Democrats and Republicans joined to-
gether today in a spirit of service to support
this initiative. Senator Ted Kennedy and
Representative Bill Ford continued to pro-
vide exemplary leadership in moving this leg-
islation forward on a bipartisan basis.

We’ve known for a long time that national
service will bring Americans together. It’s
good to see that it brings Congress together
as well.

Statement on Campaign Finance
Reform Legislation
June 16, 1993

I congratulate the Senators from both par-
ties who voted to break the filibuster of cam-
paign finance reform. Today the Senate
showed it has heard the American people’s
demand for change. I have long believed that
we will not give the middle class the eco-
nomic growth and health care reform it
needs unless we also reform our political sys-
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tem. Today’s vote is a breakthrough in the
fight to give the Government back to the
American people.

The stage is now set for passage of cam-
paign finance reform legislation that limits
spending, curbs the special interests, and
opens up the airwaves to greater competi-
tion. Make no mistake: This legislation, while
it necessarily contains compromises, will
change Washington for the better.

This must be only the first step in our ef-
fort to ensure that Washington works for the
national interest and not narrow interests. I
urge the Senate to pass this legislation tomor-
row. I urge the House to act quickly on its
own campaign finance reform bill. And I
urge the Congress to move forward on lobby
disclosure legislation that brings the activities
of lobbyists into the sunlight of public scru-
tiny.

Remarks to Representatives From
the Central Arkansas Radiation
Therapy Institute and an Exchange
With Reporters
June 17, 1993

The President. Hi, kids. Please sit down.
I want to welcome you all to the Rose Garden
and the White House and thank you for com-
ing. Let me say a special word of thanks to
Congressman Thornton for being here with
his constituents. Senator Bradford, it’s good
to see you.

Ladies and gentlemen, it seems like just
a couple of days ago when Hillary and I were
sitting at Trio’s Restaurant in Little Rock,
talking with Robin Armstrong about how ex-
citing it would be to have the CARTI kids
come to the White House. Well, I think
maybe they thought we were kidding, but
here we all are.

CARTI is the Central Arkansas Radiation
Therapy Institute. It’s a not-for-profit, free-
standing radiation therapy center which, in
my home State, is synonymous with treat-
ment of people with cancer. In its 17 years
of service, more than 33,000 people have re-
ceived treatment there. Today I wanted to
especially highlight these young people who
are standing behind me. All of them have

been fighting difficult battles with great cour-
age and good humor.

I’m proud that my wife and I have long
been supporters of CARTI, and our adminis-
tration was when I was a Governor. In 1977,
I addressed the CARTI auxiliary for the first
time. And in 1979, in my first term as Gov-
ernor, our State for the first time supported
with State funds radiation therapy, some-
thing we continued to do throughout the
course of my term as Governor. In 1991, Hil-
lary and I hosted a Celebration of Life picnic
at the Arkansas Governor’s mansion for more
than 1,000 cancer survivors and their fami-
lies. I’m also proud to say that my mother
has received treatment at CARTI and, based
on the results, I’d say it’s been very good
treatment indeed, and I’m very grateful to
them.

I’d like now to ask Robin Armstrong to
come up here, she’s the director of volun-
teers at CARTI, to introduce you to her kids.
[At this point, Ms. Armstrong introduced the
children, who presented the President with
several gifts.]

Campaign Finance Reform
Q. Mr. President, is the Senate version of

campaign finance reform tough enough?
The President. Well, I haven’t had a

chance to review it entirely, but I think it
is a great advance, and I’m elated that the
bill is going on to the House. It reduces the
influence of special interests; it lowers the
costs of campaigns; it at least provides for
some public funding to open the airwaves
if one side in an election violates the cam-
paign spending limits.

So I think there’s some good things about
it. And I’m hopeful that the House will take
favorable action, and then we can come back
with one common bill that will pass both
Houses. Yesterday was a great day for the
American people in the Congress, and I was
encouraged by that.

Space Station
Q. Mr. President, on the space station, sir,

if it came to it, would you be prepared to
fight for it and even seek cuts in some of
your investment programs to save it?

The President. Well, I have a budget pro-
gram that includes the space station. We’ve
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already cut $4 billion out of it, and I intend
to support it. I think it’s a very important
part of our overall science and technology
mission. And if my budget passes, the other
investments will be there, too. And if they’ll
pass all the budget cuts that I’ve put out
there, I think we’ll be all right. After all,
we’ve presented 100 budget cuts of more
than $100 billion. That’s a pretty good clip.

Campaign Finance Reform
Q. The House Speaker is already speaking

against your PAC provision in campaign fi-
nance. How strong will you fight for that?

The President. I’m going to fight for it
hard; I believe in it.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:05 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House. The exchange
portion of this item could not be verified because
the tape was incomplete.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to a
Meeting With White House Fellows
June 17, 1993

Somalia
Q. Mr. President, are you satisfied with

the level of military activity in Somalia, or
do we need to add the Marines that are head-
ing that way?

The President. Well, let me just say that
for now I think I should say that I’ve been
fully briefed on what has happened to date.
I’m encouraged, and I may have more to say
about it this evening.

NOTE: The exchange began at 4:40 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

The President’s News Conference
June 17, 1993

Somalia
The President. Good evening, ladies and

gentlemen. First I want to speak with you
about a situation that all of us have followed
very closely in the last week, and that is the
United Nations action in Somalia.

General Powell reported to me this after-
noon that this operation is over and that it
was a success. The United Nations, acting
with the United States and other nations, has
crippled the forces in Mogadishu of warlord
Aideed and remains on guard against further
provocation. Aideed’s forces were respon-
sible for the worst attack on U.N. peace-
keepers in three decades. We could not let
it go unpunished.

Our objectives were clear: The U.N.
sought to preserve the credibility of peace-
keeping in Somalia and around the world,
to get the food moving again, and to restore
security. I want to congratulate the American
and the United Nations forces who took part
in this operation. In this battle, heroism knew
no flag. And in this era, our Nation must and
will continue to exert global leadership as we
have done this week in Somalia.

Economic Program

Here at home, America is on the move.
These past few days have been an impressive
and important series of victories for the
American people. Congress has taken major
steps to limit the influence of special inter-
ests and their money in our lawmaking and
in our campaigns. Congressional committees
have also approved my plan for more college
loans for the American people and to enable
tens of thousands of them to pay their loans
off by community service to their States and
Nation. But the most important thing I want
to discuss is the progress that is being made,
the remarkable progress, on the economic
plan.

Last month the House of Representatives
passed the plan to reduce the deficit, the first
step toward creating jobs and increasing in-
comes. Yesterday the Senate Finance Com-
mittee cleared the way for action by the full
Senate. Make no mistake about it, this means
that we are putting our economic house in
order. Getting the economy back on track
depends upon Congress passing this eco-
nomic plan. It’s necessary, it’s fair, and it will
work.

I propose, indeed I have insisted upon,
$500 billion in deficit reduction to be locked
away in a deficit reduction trust fund. We
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will be making historic cuts in the deficit by
making historic cuts first in Government
spending, then by making high-income
Americans pay their fair share so middle class
Americans will be treated fairly in the tax
burden for a change. Seventy-five percent of
the new taxes proposed fall on the top 6 per-
cent of the American people, those with in-
comes above $100,000. Now, some of the
critics of this plan in Congress prefer instead
to cut Social Security or health care or tax
benefits for elderly people just above the
poverty line or working people just above the
poverty line so that the wealthy won’t pay
so much. I’m here tonight to say to you and
to the American people that I will draw the
line here. We have to reduce the deficit by
reducing the unfairness of the tax patterns
of the 1980’s and, once again, asking all
Americans to do what is right and fair. We
can’t simply balance the budget on the backs
of the old, the sick, the veterans, and those
who work hard but are just barely making
ends meet. It’s not right.

Let’s look at what’s at stake here. First of
all, this chart shows that if we do nothing,
the inherited deficit, what we found when
I came into office, will go up by 1998 to about
$400 billion a year. If this deficit reduction
plan is passed, we will cut $500 billion out
of the deficit. That’s the difference in this
line and that. As all of you know and as you’ve
pointed out in various ways in the last few
weeks, I just got here. And I may have a
lot to learn, but I didn’t create the red line.
What I’m trying to do is to change the red
line and bring the yellow line in. And let me
say, to get the yellow line down here, we have
to bring about an affordable health care plan
for every American. And that’s the next big
step.

But look what this deficit reduction plan
alone will do. I want to emphasize once
again, because there’s been so much talk
about taxes, that this is the most progressive
tax plan this country has seen in decades.
Two-thirds of the money will be paid by peo-
ple with incomes above $200,000. Seventy
percent of the economic gains of the last dec-
ade went to the top 1 percent of the Amer-
ican people. They are in a position now to
pay more to help make this economy move
again, and they will.

This is the monthly payment, if my full
economic plan is passed, by people with in-
comes above $200,000. And you can see what
happens here to the plan with an actual mod-
est break for people at the bottom end of
the income scale. This is a very progressive
and fair plan.

Now, finally, let me say there’s been a lot
of talk about spending cuts here. If you look
at this plan, for every $10 in deficit reduction,
$5, half of it, comes in spending cuts; $3.75
of the $10 comes in tax increases on the high-
est income Americans, the upper 6 percent;
and $1.25 comes in taxes from the middle
class, people with incomes below $100,000
but roughly above $30,000. Families with in-
comes below $30,000 are held harmless in
this program. Now, that’s the way this pro-
gram works. Five dollars in spending cuts,
$3.75 in taxes from the wealthiest Americans,
$1.25 in taxes from the middle class. It’s fair,
and it’s balanced. And I hope that the Con-
gress will adopt it.

Let me say that, as I open the floor to
questions, the real issue here is whether we
will reverse the pattern of the last 12 years
where Presidents send budgets to Congress
that are never seriously considered and ev-
erybody is afraid to talk about taxes because
they’re afraid, no matter what happens, that
will dominate the agenda; nobody will know
about spending cuts, nobody will know about
deficit reduction, nobody will know about
fairness.

I’ve tried to tell the truth to the American
people. And if this plan passes, you will see
a continuation of what’s happened already in
the last 5 months: low interest rates, in-
creased housing sales, more jobs coming into
the economy. In the first 4 months of this
economy alone we had a bigger growth in
construction employment, 130,000 people,
than we have had in 9 years. Why? Because
we’re serious about bringing the deficit
down. That’s what this last week means. It
means continued victory for the American
people if we can stay on this road.

Bosnia and NATO
Q. Since Vance-Owen is dead, will the

United States approve of a partition of Bosnia
if the three factions meeting in Geneva actu-
ally approve it? And also, isn’t NATO really
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obsolescent now? I mean, hasn’t it outlived—
it can’t stop the slaughter in Europe, it won’t
be the policeman in Europe?

The President. There’s two separate
questions. First of all, as you know, my pref-
erence was for a multiethnic state in Bosnia.
But if the parties themselves, including the
Bosnian Government, agree, genuinely and
honestly agree to a different solution, then
the United States would have to look at it
very seriously.

Secondly, I do not agree that NATO is
dead. NATO was limited in what it could do
in this instance because there was no agree-
ment among the NATO partners, first of all,
and because any organization of states was
limited by the rules that the United Nations
imposed in the former Yugoslavia, on the
arms embargo, for example. The clearest ex-
ample I know to give you that NATO is not
dead was provided by the leaders of all the
Eastern European countries that used to be
Communist that aren’t anymore. When they
came here a few weeks ago for the Holocaust
dedication, every one of those Presidents said
that their number one priority was to get into
NATO. They know it will provide a security
umbrella for the people who are members.
And I think we need to continue to be in-
volved in it.

Q. Who’s the enemy?
The President. Well, there will be dif-

ferent enemies. The enemy will be anybody
that threatens the security and the peace of
the member nations, the values that we hold
important. There are all kinds of possible
problems in the years ahead, from terrorism,
from the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction, from yet unforeseen develop-
ments in countries around NATO. So I don’t
think it’s time to dismantle NATO. I think
it’s very, very important.

Q. Mr. President, doesn’t this plan for
carving up Bosnia send a dangerous message
to separatists around the world, particularly
in the former Soviet Union, that military ag-
gression pays?

The President. I think that this plan
shows that a civil war which has roots going
back centuries, literally centuries, based on
ethnic and religious differences, has not been
resolved in the way that I certainly would
have hoped. I think Serbian aggression has

been rewarded to the extent that the United
Nations resolution permitted the Serbs to
send arms to the Bosnian Serbs and per-
mitted the Croats that were next door to Cro-
atia to have access to more weapons than the
Bosnian Government, predominantly Mus-
lim, had. And I think that was a mistake. But
I don’t think that anybody should overlearn
that lesson. Everyone who looks at this con-
cedes that this is perhaps our most difficult
foreign policy problem.

Tax Package
Q. Mr. President, getting back to your pie

chart, you said that a $1.25 from the tax in-
crease will hurt the middle class. During the
campaign——

The President. I don’t think it will hurt
the middle class. I think that it will help the
middle class because it will be a way of bring-
ing the deficit down.

Q. A dollar and a quarter out of that tax
bite will hit the middle class. In the PBS de-
bate during the campaign, you said, ‘‘The
only thing Paul Tsongas has recommended
that I haven’t is a 3- to 5-cent-a-year gas tax
increase, and I’ll be darned if I understand
why we should do that without giving some
offsetting tax relief.’’ Then, in Putting People
First, which was your campaign manifesto,
you said you opposed a Federal excise gas
tax. I quote, ‘‘Instead of a back-breaking Fed-
eral gas tax, we should try conservation.’’
Why are you now willing to go along with
the Senate plan to keep it moving through
the Senate for a gasoline tax? Do you think
you can defeat it in conference, and if you
do, will you try to restore the Btu tax, as your
Budget Director suggested today? And if so,
won’t you then lose Senators Boren and
Breaux and all the other opponents when it
gets back to the Senate? Isn’t it a no-win situ-
ation?

The President. First of all, I think it is
a win-win situation if the Senate passes a
budget that has $500 billion in deficit reduc-
tion, locks the spending cuts away in a trust
fund, and asks the highest income Americans
to pay their fair share. I think that’s a win-
win situation because I think we’ll go to con-
ference and we’ll get a plan that will meet
those criteria and will also be fairer to middle
class people and to the working poor. There’s
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also a lot of important provisions in there that
I care about that will help to encourage peo-
ple to move from welfare to work.

The Senate bill is very different. It does
have a 4.3-percent fuel tax in it. That is very
different from $.03 a year which is $.15 over
5 years; or $.05 a year, which is $.25 over
5 years. A 4.3-percent tax, flat, is not nearly
as onerous as that. I wish we didn’t have to
do that. But I would remind you that after
the election and before I took office, the ag-
gregate deficit over the next 5 years was writ-
ten up by $165 billion. I’m doing the best
I can to use very conservative, hard-headed
revenue estimates to get the deficit down,
keep interest rates down so that people in
the middle class can save more money than
they’ll pay if they refinance a car loan or a
home loan or take out a business loan with
lower interest rates.

And tonight, there will be millions of peo-
ple who will either watch us or hear about
this tomorrow who have refinanced their
homes just since November. With interest
rates dropping, they’ll save more money in
1 year than they’ll pay in 5 years under this
program. So I still think, on balance, it is
the right thing to do.

Somalia
Q. You say this Somalia operation has been

a success. Does that mean that the United
States and U.N. forces have captured the So-
mali warlord, General Mohamed Farah
Aideed, and his associates, including Colonel
Omar Jess? And if you haven’t captured
them, what are you planning on doing with
them if you do capture them? Are they going
to be put on war crimes tribunal or anything
like that?

The President. No, they have not been
arrested. The purpose of the operation was
to undermine the capacity of Aideed to wreak
military havoc in Mogadishu. He murdered
23 U.N. peacekeepers. And I would remind
you that before the United States and the
United Nations showed up, he was respon-
sible for the deaths of countless Somalis from
starvation, from disease, and from killing.

The military back of Aideed has been bro-
ken. A warrant has been issued for his arrest.
If he is, in fact, arrested, then the United
Nations will have to determine what appro-

priate action to take. That is the decision the
United States is leaving to the United Na-
tions, and one I believe we should.

Health Care Reform
Q. Mr. President, the original deadline for

the unveiling of your——
The President. I’m sorry, that’s a great

tie. I just lost it for a moment there. I wish
the American people could see this tie.
[Laughter] Go ahead. I’m sorry.

Q. Some people believe that that’s what
the White House press corps is all about—
[inaudible]—Mickey Mouse. [Laughter]

The original deadline for the unveiling of
your health care reform plan has come and
gone. When will the plan be unveiled? What
are the prospects for congressional passage
this year? And if you don’t get it done this
year, won’t it be very difficult to do so next
year because of the congressional elections?

The President. Let me answer the first
question. The task force has made its report
to me. They have given me a number of op-
tions from which I must choose before I can
finalize a bill. The White House is continuing
to consult with people who know a lot about
this issue. My wife, as you know, went to
speak to the American Medical Association
just a few days ago.

Is he trying to give me some water?
[Laughter] Let me answer the question first.
Thank you, John. He always wanted to be
on television. I hope his mother—[laughter].

My wife talked to the American Medical
Association recently. We are consulting regu-
larly with both the Democratic and Repub-
lican Members of Congress. She also had a
long meeting with several Republican House
Members just a couple of days ago.

We have determined that, first—and I,
personally, am getting quite close to making
the final choices from among the options
there. I do not believe we can make any seri-
ous attempt to go forward with this until the
economic plan and the budget is in place;
then we will go forward with it. I think be-
cause of all the consultation which has been
done and all the work that’s been done,
there’s a real shot we can act on it this year.
I do not share the view that there’s no chance
Congress will act next year, although I be-
lieve we can do it this year, because I expect
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a lot of Republican as well as Democratic
support for this.

And I think that this issue affects the
American people so deeply. There are mil-
lions of families out there who are terrified
they’re going to lose their health insurance;
who are terrified they can’t afford it; who
are terrified because somebody’s been sick
in their family, if they have to change jobs,
they’ll be without it; as well as all those who
are working for a living without health insur-
ance; as well as all the businesses that are
afraid they’re going to go broke, that the im-
petus behind doing something will be very
great. I think it will be good, not bad, for
the American political system to act on this.
So I think whenever the debate really begins
in earnest, you will see the prospects of pas-
sage intensify, not diminish.

Q. If that does go over until next year,
sir, will that become the issue in congres-
sional elections?

The President. I think that and the condi-
tion of the economy will be the big issues,
and whether we are actually facing up to our
responsibilities in this new global economy.
But that wouldn’t be the worst thing in the
world, except I hope and believe that the
plan will pass before all that political season
starts.

Welfare Reform
Q. Mr. President, Mrs. Clinton recently

said that she hopes to tackle welfare reform
as her next priority. Will she head the admin-
istration’s welfare reform effort? And do you
expect to get that done this year, too, or is
that something that will have to wait until
1994?

The President. Well, that, again, is a sub-
ject that I expect we’ll have broad bipartisan
support on. And I would expect that all of
us will be involved in it. My wife is very inter-
ested in this because it affects children.

But let me say that the first big block of
the welfare reform package is now being con-
sidered by Congress, and that is the earned-
income tax credit. Most Americans don’t
know what that is, but basically it is a change
in the Tax Code that will permit us to say
to working families, if you work 40 hours a
week and have a child in your house, you
can be lifted out of poverty. That will remove

all the financial incentive to prefer welfare
to work, if we can then pass, in the health
care reform, health coverage for all children,
like every other country does, so we remove
that incentive.

But we expect to have a welfare reform
package that will literally end welfare as we
know it, that will put a time limit on welfare,
and after that, people who have been through
the education and training programs will
have to work. And I, again, would like that
if it could be done this year. That will depend
on how warmly embraced it is by Congress.

Let me just make one other point. The
national service bill, which will provide more
college loans and the opportunity to work
them off with service, is moving through
Congress more quickly than most people
thought because we were able to get good
bipartisan support and work out a lot of the
details. If we can do that on welfare reform,
I think we can do it this year.

Economic Program
Q. Mr. President, going back to the budget

for a moment, if you manage to get the budg-
et passed, as it seems to be heading, you will
have achieved two major objectives: deficit
reduction and getting the wealthy to pay a
larger share of the cost of Government. But
there was a third major objective that you
talked about in the campaign and early on
in your administration as crucial for the
health of the economy, which was your in-
vestment package, your new spending that
you proposed, which does not seem to be
faring well in Congress at all. So you seem
to be in a position where you’ve managed
to overturn Reaganomics, but not enact
Clintonomics.

So let me ask you two things about that.
One is why? What’s your analysis of why your
spending programs have not been successful?
And second, what do you propose to do about
it?

The President. If you look at the budgets,
if you look at where we’re going with the
budgets, we had to cut back all spending in
the first 2 years of this 5-year budget period
to deal with the fact that the deficit was high-
er than we thought it would be. And I had
to do that as well. But this is a 5-year budget
for long-term growth of the American econ-
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omy. Over the long run, we do have to in-
crease investment. Let me also say that just
because we are freezing all domestic discre-
tionary spending for 5 years doesn’t mean
there aren’t changes within those categories.
We’re cutting a lot of stuff so that we can
increase investment in things like Head Start
for children and job training for workers and
new technologies to help convert from a de-
fense to a domestic economy. A lot of that
new investment is in there.

Secondly, I expect this bill to treat the
other part of my investment budget, that is,
the private sector part, quite well. I think
there will be an increase in the expensing
allowance for small business, which will really
help small business people to hire more
workers. I think there will be an empower-
ment zone proposal in the final bill which
will finally test whether free enterprise can
go into depressed cities and rural areas and
put people to work and invest and start busi-
nesses. I believe it can.

I think those are the kinds of things that
you will see there. I think the earned-income
tax credit again will pass so that we can lift
the working poor out of poverty. So I expect
a big portion of the investment program to
pass, and I’ll be surprised if it doesn’t.

Q. Mr. President, I’m surprised that for
the first 4 months you came into office you
were saying how bad the economy was and
how important it was for your program to
be enacted to grow the economy. Now, we
hear you in the last week or so talking up
the economy, saying how well things are
going, and yet, your program hasn’t passed.
What are we to make of this? Why have you
changed your mind about the economy?

The President. First of all, I think the
economy is still bad for most Americans. But
the trends are good, and the trends are plain-
ly tied to the determination of this adminis-
tration to bring the deficit down. We began
to see a substantial drop in long-term interest
rates after the election when Secretary of the
Treasury Bentsen announced that we were
going to have a serious deficit reduction plan
that would include entitlement cuts, other
budget cuts, tax increases on the wealthy, and
an energy tax. We saw that. And every stu-
dent of this, starting with the Chairman of
the Federal Reserve, who’s testified before
Congress to this effect, has said that if we

continue and pass this, we will get interest
rates down. So those things have been com-
ing down. That’s why the Home Builders As-
sociation of America—not a Democratic
group, presumably largely a Republican
group—came from all over the country to
Maryland a few days ago to endorse the eco-
nomic program, because it is already begin-
ning to bring interest rates down.

So are most people affected by the eco-
nomic recovery? No. But is it a good thing
that you have 755,000 private sector jobs in
the first 5 months, that you have 130,000 jobs
in the construction industry, the biggest gain
in a 4-month period in 9 years? Yes, it is.
So the point I’m trying to make is we’re tak-
ing the right direction, but we’ve still got a
lot of changes to make.

Somalia
Q. Mr. President, you said a few minutes

ago that you’ve broken the back of the Somali
warlords in Somalia. However, Mohamed
Aideed is still at large. This brings to mind
the same problem that happened with the
previous administration with Saddam Hus-
sein. How can you assure the American peo-
ple that you’re not going to get sucked into
an ever-growing vortex of war in Somalia?

The President. Well, there’s a big dif-
ference there. Aideed is not in control of the
government of Somalia. The United Nations
force is there; they’re still promoting peace.
They’re now going to be able to deliver food,
medicine, do their work, and try to help en-
gage in the long-term process of nation build-
ing. And we never, ever, the United Nations
and the United States never listed getting rid
of Aideed as one of our objectives. In fact,
as long as he was willing to cooperate with
the United Nations, he was able to live and
work in peace right there in Mogadishu.

So what happens, from now on in, will be
a function of, number one, what the United
Nations thinks is appropriate for his conduct
to date and, number two, what he does in
the future.

New Zealand
Q. Mr. President, I have an easy problem

for you, and it’s domestic, too.
The President. There are none. [Laugh-

ter]
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Q. This one’s very easy. A lot of Americans
are not wildly pronuclear and thought the
U.S. may have overreacted in past years in
its very heavyhanded treatment of New Zea-
land. Would you consider meeting now with
a New Zealand leader and discussing the sit-
uation? Isn’t there some way that a com-
promise can be reached so you can agree to
disagree but still restore the political and se-
curity relationship?

The President. I’ve given absolutely no
thought to that question. And I’m afraid if
I give an answer to it, I’ll be in more trouble
tomorrow than I can figure out. [Laughter]

Economic Program
Q. Mr. President, as you point out, your

economic plan would reduce the budget defi-
cit by $500 billion over 5 years, which is a
significant improvement over what we’ve
seen in the past. But your critics would point
out that the budget deficit would continue
to mount by hundreds of billions of dollars
a year; and that your attack on the deficit
is limited to lowering projected spending in-
creases, rather than taking the much harder
tack of making real cutbacks in the budget.
Can’t you do more to deal with the problem
of this deficit and runaway spending?

The President. Let me have the chart
again. The answer to that question—first of
all, let me answer it. You asked two ques-
tions, not one. It is absolutely true that if
this whole thing is adopted or any other defi-
cit reduction plan that has been presented
to date is adopted, by the fifth year the deficit
starts to inch up again, and you don’t get
down to zero.

Now, that is true, but why is that? That
is because primarily of the projected explod-
ing costs in medical care through Medicare
and Medicaid and because we have programs
like Social Security and other retirement pro-
grams where people are given cost-of-living
increases year-in and year-out, something
that most Americans support. But the prime
culprit here is Social Security—I mean, is
medical costs, not Social Security. The prime
culprit is medical costs. They’ve been going
up way faster than inflation.

Now, I want to make two points. Why do
we reduce the deficit only $500 billion over
5 years, even though that’s a huge amount?

Because it was the considered judgment of
the economic team, Secretary Bentsen, Mr.
Panetta, Mr. Rubin, that in a recession there
was a limit to how fast you could contract
the deficit, and that this would be a very
rapid reduction of the deficit in a time where
there’s very slow economic growth around
the globe. We think it will actually lead to
some expansion of the economic activity.
Why? Because there’s so much debt built
into our system at high interest rates that if
people just go refinance all their homes and
their business loans, it will give them a lot
of cash in their pocket, and that will stimulate
the economy to grow.

Secondly, it is our considered judgment
that we cannot get the deficit down to zero,
which is where it ought to be, until we do
something about health care costs, which is
why the next big piece of this administra-
tion’s work is to provide a comprehensive
health care plan that will bring health costs
in line with inflation. If you do that, then
this yellow line here, instead of going up, will
keep going down. And since there is no his-
toric precedent in America, let me ask you
to go back and look what happened in Japan
in the mid-seventies to mid-eighties. They
had about the same size deficit we do in the
mid-seventies. They decided they were going
to wipe it out. They took 10 years to wipe
it out, not 5. But they did it. And today, in
spite of all their economic problems, they are
the only major nation in a surplus position.

We can do it, too, if we do this, then tackle
the deficit. And let me remind you of one
other thing, in September, the Vice Presi-
dent’s task force will make its report on rein-
venting Government and reorganizing the
whole way the Government operates. That
will give us another whole shot to deal with
this issue.

Media Coverage
Q. Mr. President, John F. Kennedy once

said that with the coverage he’d been getting
as President, that he’d been reading it more
and enjoying it less. And many other Presi-
dents have expressed similar sentiments.
Lately, sir, there have been some indications,
at least, that you may be experiencing those
feelings as well. Can you give us your analysis
of that?

VerDate 14-MAY-98 15:16 May 18, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P24JN4.017 INET01



1105Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993 / June 17

The President. I don’t think I could say
it any better than President Kennedy did.
But let me say this: You have to do your job
as you see it. And I’m going to do mine the
best I can. Everybody in America knows, as
I said, that I did not live and work in this
city until I became President. I knew when
I came here that there would be things that
I would need to learn about the processes
and the way things worked. I believed then
and I believe now that if I do the big things
right and deal with the big issues, that even-
tually the other things will also work them-
selves out.

In the meantime, I think the most impor-
tant thing is that we attempt, you and I, to
create an atmosphere of trust and respect
and that you at least know that I’m going
to do my best to be honest with you. And
I think you’re going to be honest with me,
and I expect you to criticize me when you
think I’m wrong. The only thing I ever ask
is, if I have a response and I have a side,
let that get out, and we’ll watch this conflict
unfold. I mean, this is nothing new. President
Jefferson got a rough press, too.

Haiti
Q. Sir, on Haiti, the Security Council of

the U.N. has stated that they’re giving Haiti
until the 23d of this month before they put
real tough petroleum and economic sanc-
tions. Do you think that will solve the prob-
lem, or will we see a multinational force in
Haiti as we did in Somalia?

The President. As you know, since you
asked the question about Haiti, the United
States is pushing for the U.N. resolution to
strengthen the sanctions to include not sim-
ply a freeze on assets and lifting visas but
also to include oil. I think it will make a dif-
ference. And the Members of Congress who
are expert in Haitian affairs and who talk to
people in Haiti believe that it will make a
difference.

Secondly, I have always assumed that to
really facilitate the restoration of democracy
in Haiti, there would have to be some sort
of multinational force there. But I would re-
mind you that recently when that was pro-
posed with the support of the United States,
both sides rejected it. President Aristide re-
jected it and the de facto government re-
jected it, which was a disappointment to us.

So we decided to go back to the drawing
board, look for tougher sanctions.

In the end, since both sides distrust each
other to treat each other civilly, even to keep
from shooting each other, there in my judg-
ment will never be a resolution of that as
long as the main players are who they are,
unless we have a multinational peacekeeping
force.

Former President George Bush
Q. Mr. President, what have you been told

about the plot to assassinate George Bush
in Kuwait? How definitive is the chain of evi-
dence against Iraq, and what do you plan to
do about it?

The President. I have not received the
final report from the FBI, and until I do I
don’t think I should say what I will or won’t
do.

U.S. Leadership Role
Q. Mr. President, in Bosnia the Europeans

did not want to take action because the
United States did not have troops on the
ground. In Somalia, although we turned over
operations to U.N. peacekeepers about a
month ago and it was Pakistani soldiers who
were attacked, the forces that went into ac-
tion were largely American; most of the fire-
power was American. You were just talking
about a multinational peacekeeping force in
Haiti. Is the United States now being put
in the role of enforcer for the United Na-
tions? And what principles or thoughts do
you bring to the table when you consider
committing U.S. troops to enforce not some-
thing that may be strictly a U.S. interest but
something that is the will of the international
community?

The President. I think we have to ask our-
selves, first of all: What are the interests of
the American people? Secondly: What are
the values and humanitarian concerns at
stake? And thirdly: What is the price of doing
what we might be asked to do?

Let me just say on Bosnia, it’s not so sim-
ple as that. We didn’t have an agreement,
ever, about what troops would do. I pledged
to the American people in the campaign last
year, and I reaffirmed repeatedly, that I did
not think we had any business sending troops
into combat in Bosnia. I also said if there
were a cease-fire and a genuine peace agree-
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ment and the United Nations had to guaran-
tee the peace agreement, that the United
States would participate. I don’t think we
should minimize the importance of leading
the way but also setting an example.

Let me tell you, a lot of other countries—
the President of Namibia was here, a very
small country; they sent people to Somalia.
There are people from all over the world who
sent people to Cambodia in very dangerous
circumstances. The Pakistanis are the people
who were murdered in Somalia. So I think
this is a very good thing. Yes, America can
lead the way. But it is very moving to me
to see all these other countries—Ireland
sending people, putting themselves on the
line, not just government employees but peo-
ple working through other organizations to
try to help solve these problems. There is
a remarkable confluence of people trying to
promote democracy and human rights and
freedom and market economics. And I think
that if we can leave that an acceptable price,
that is in our narrow interest and it is cer-
tainly in our broader human interest.

Space Station
Q. Mr. President, now that you’ve made

your decision about the space station, are you
going to appoint a new NASA Administrator?
And if you are, when?

The President. I don’t have any plans at
this time to do that. Let me just make a point
about the space station, if I might. As you
know, I have always supported the space sta-
tion; I realize that some people don’t. The
United States indisputably leads the world
in space. It is an important area of science
and technology. I think it would be a mistake,
after all the work we’ve done, to scrap the
space station.

There is a $4 billion budget cut in my
budget for the space station because we’re
going to redesign it and redesign the man-
agement system of NASA. We’ve brought in
all of these scientists to look at it, to tell us
exactly what ought to be done and exactly
how this thing ought to be run, and we’re
going to have to make some changes. But
I want to tell the American people: We need
to stay first in science and technology; we
need to stay first in space. We’re going to
be able to get more people to come in and

invest with us, and we’re going to have to
make some very tough management deci-
sions at NASA to get that done.

Congressional Black Caucus
Q. Mr. President, many African-American

leaders have expressed their anger or ex-
treme disappointment with the way you han-
dled the Lani Guinier nomination and with
the way you handled the Haiti situation. In
addition, the Congressional Black Caucus has
said it is very angry with the fact that they
voted for your budget package and cast some
very politically difficult votes, only to have
you negotiate a watered-down package in the
Senate. How would you assess your relation-
ship right now with blacks? And what are
you doing to mend fences with the Congres-
sional Black Caucus so that they will not vote
against the conference report on the budget
package?

The President. Well, first of all, I did not
negotiate that bill that the Senate passed.
That is just inaccurate. I did not do that. And
I think you know what I liked about the
House bill, and you know where I have been
on the issues, and you know what the prin-
ciples are I’ve enunciated.

I think Senator Moynihan did a remark-
able job to get a bill out that does have $500
billion in deficit reduction, more spending
cuts and tax increases, and taxes falling pri-
marily on upper income people. I think to
that extent we ought to give him credit. But
there has been no negotiations.

Secondly, and quite to the contrary, when
members of the Black Caucus came to see
me and asked me to pursue sanctions in the
United Nations against Haiti that included
oil, I examined it, and I agreed to do it. They
were the first people who asked me to do
it. And very shortly after the meeting I
agreed to go forward. But they know, the
ones who follow the Haitian developments,
that even before that I offered to have the
United States participate in a multinational
peacekeeping force to restore democracy and
to restore President Aristide, and that he re-
jected that. They know that’s a fact.

Thirdly, I don’t think my commitment to
civil rights is very much open to question.
And I think my actions as President and the
appointments I’ve made and the things I’ve
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stood for document that. And I believe that
over the long run the Black Caucus and the
Clinton administration will continue to be
very close. And I’ve talked to any number
of them personally, recently.

Campaign Finance Reform
Q. On campaign finance reform, now that

most of the public financing provisions have
been removed from the Senate bill, how do
you convince people that this is truly mean-
ingful campaign finance reform? And also,
will you seek at some point in the future per-
haps to put that public financing back into
another measure?

The President., First let’s see what the
House does. Again, this is a bill you’re going
to have to watch come out of conference.
The House will probably adopt a somewhat
different bill.

But let’s talk about what the Senate bill
does do. The Senate bill reduces the influ-
ence of PAC’s and special interests; it limits
the cost of campaigns; it spends public funds,
if necessary. If one party violates the spend-
ing limits, then the other party can get public
funds in the form of communications vouch-
ers so that the airwaves will be open to both
parties and people can hear both sides.

So this is a vast advance over the present
law in breaking the back of special interest
domination of politics and elections. So I like
it in that regard. Let’s see what the House
does. I think we can get a good bill out, and
I hope both sides will vote for it.

Capital Gains Tax
Q. Mr. President, will you support the

Senate’s 10 percent increase in the capital
gains tax?

The President. They imposed a 10 per-
cent surcharge because there’s now a dif-
ference between the capital gains rate and
the income rate. And as you know, the theory
of the Tax Reform Act of ’86 was to level
them. Let’s see what comes out of the con-
ference report. What I want is a tax system
where 75 percent of the burden falls on the
top 6 percent of the American people, at least
that progressive. And if it is that progressive,
then I’m open on the details. But I want to
see what the final bill is. That’s the key thing:
Will the wealthy pay their fair share? Will

it all be in a trust fund to reduce the deficit?
And will the ratio be at least as good as the
one I showed—$5 of every $10 in spending
cuts; $3.75 in tax increases on upper income
people; $1.25 on the middle class.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s 17th news conference
began at 8:02 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. Paul Tsongas was a candidate for the
Democratic nomination in the 1992 Presidential
campaign.

Proclamation 6573—Father’s Day,
1993
June 17, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Traditionally, the third Sunday in June is

nationally designated as Father’s Day. This
year, on June 20th, I call upon all Americans
to thank and honor fathers across the land
for the love, nurturing, guidance, and sac-
rifices they have made in behalf of our Na-
tion’s daughters and sons.

A key prescription for building strong fam-
ilies is honoring one’s parents. As Americans
know and as history has witnessed, the acts
of dedication to family are essential to our
Nation’s endurance and spiritual growth. Re-
affirming our commitment to fathers is an
invaluable element in nurturing the health
of our Nation’s families.

Fathers perform many roles, and they pro-
foundly influence their children and our soci-
ety. As co-creators of life, fathers—accepting
responsibility for the welfare of their off-
spring—serve as economic providers, role-
models, nurturers, coaches, counselors, and
lifelong friends. They also help define and
set standards for their children for personal,
academic, and professional accomplish-
ments.

Because fathers hold a very special place
in our lives, it is fitting that we pay tribute
to all fathers now living, as well as the mem-
ory of those now deceased. In that spirit, let
us as Americans express and demonstrate to
our fathers—through word and action—our
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appreciation for their love and for the con-
tributions they have made to us and our Na-
tion.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
in accordance with a joint resolution of the
Congress approved April 24, 1972 (36 U.S.C.
142a), do hereby proclaim Sunday, June 20,
1993, as ‘‘Father’s Day.’’ I call upon all Amer-
icans to observe this day by demonstrating
our respect for and our gratitude to our fa-
thers.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this seventeenth day of June, 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,
3:28 p.m., June 17, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 21.

Statement on the Space Station
Program
June 17, 1993

At a time when our long-term economic
strength depends on our technological lead-
ership and our ability to reduce the deficit,
we must invest in technology but invest wise-
ly, making the best possible use of every dol-
lar. That’s why I asked for a review of NASA’s
space station program. Concerns over rising
costs and mismanagement raised serious
questions about a program vital to our tech-
nological leadership. I instructed NASA to
redesign the space station program in a way
that would preserve its critical science and
space research and ensure international co-
operation, but significantly reduce costs and
improve management.

NASA has met that challenge, offering a
plan that will substantially reduce costs to
taxpayers, improve management, preserve
research, and allow the United States to con-
tinue to work with its international partners
and keep its international commitments.
That was the conclusion of an outstanding

panel of independent experts who carefully
reviewed NASA’s proposals. And that is my
conclusion as well, after thoroughly consider-
ing their report and recommendations. It will
take not just a redesign of the space station
but a redesign of NASA itself.

I am calling for the U.S. to work with our
international partners to develop a reduced-
cost, scaled-down version of the original
Space Station Freedom. At the same time,
I will also seek to enhance and expand the
opportunities for international participation
in the space station project so that the space
station can serve as a model of nations com-
ing together in peaceful cooperation. Finally,
I will be directing NASA to implement per-
sonnel reductions and major management
changes to cut costs, reduce bureaucracy,
and improve efficiency. The national per-
formance review team, led by Vice President
Gore, has been essential in working with
NASA to develop these management propos-
als. We are going to redesign NASA at the
same time that we redesign the space station.

To make maximum use of our investments
and meet the scientific goals we have set,
the specific design we will pursue will be a
simplified version of Space Station Freedom
recommended by the review panel. We will
work with Congress, NASA, and our inter-
national partners during the next 90 days to
make the very best use of this design. The
details of this proposal will be delivered to
Congress within the next few days. I have
asked Dr. John Gibbons, my Science and
Technology Adviser, to transmit a letter to
NASA with more detailed instructions for
implementing this decision.

The redesigned program will capitalize on
the investments we have already made. How-
ever, with its deep cuts in future develop-
ment and operations costs, this redesigned
program will save more than $4 billion over
the next 5 years, compared with our assess-
ments of what the real costs of funding the
planned Space Station Freedom would have
been. Over the 2-decade life of the program,
these savings will grow to more than $18 bil-
lion.

There is no doubt that we are facing dif-
ficult budget decisions. However, we cannot
retreat from our obligation to invest in our
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future. Budget cuts alone will not restore our
vitality. I believe strongly that NASA and the
space station program represent important
investments in that future and that these in-
vestments will yield benefits in medical re-
search, aerospace, and other critical tech-
nology areas. As well, the space station is a
model of peaceful international cooperation,
offering a vision of the new world in which
confrontation has been replaced with co-
operation.

In making this announcement today, I
want to recognize the extraordinary efforts
of all those involved. Vice President Gore
and Dr. Gibbons assembled an outstanding
team of experts, led by Dr. Charles Vest,
president of MIT, who assessed several cost-
saving options prepared by NASA. This re-
view included not only the design of the
space station but also the structure and man-
agement of NASA itself. Their work and the
work of all those at NASA involved in this
project has been invaluable.

Statement on Senate Action on
Campaign Finance Reform
Legislation
June 17, 1993

Today’s vote is a victory for the American
people and a setback for the special interests.
Government will only serve the middle class
if Washington works for the national interest
and not narrow interests. By breaking the fili-
buster and overwhelmingly passing campaign
finance reform legislation, the Senate has an-
swered the call for change. This legislation’s
sponsors and supporters deserve our grati-
tude.

This bill will end the days when candidates
could crush their opponents with unan-
swered spending by setting voluntary spend-
ing limits for candidates. It severely limits
PAC’s and bans contributions from lobbyists
to the lawmakers they contact. It ends the
abuses of the ‘‘soft money’’ system. I con-
tinue to believe that we should do more to
open up the airwaves to candidates. But all
in all, this legislation is comprehensive, real
reform.

The process of political reform should now
move forward quickly. I urge the House of

Representatives to enact the strongest pos-
sible legislation. Previous Presidents have
blocked and even vetoed political reform. I
look forward to signing it.

Statement on the Voting Rights Act
June 17, 1993

The Voting Rights Act of 1965 has been
a topic of substantial discussion in recent
days. I want to make absolutely clear my full
support for the act.

The Voting Rights Act is central to our Na-
tion’s efforts to eradicate racial discrimina-
tion and secure equal opportunity for all
Americans. As I said last month upon signing
the motor voter bill, the Voting Rights Act
is part of a great tradition of laws that have
widened the circle of liberty to encompass
more and more of our citizens. This adminis-
tration remains unwavering in its commit-
ment to effective enforcement of the act and
the Nation’s other civil rights laws.

The Voting Rights Act was adopted to give
reality to the 15th amendment’s guarantee
of the right to vote, the most basic right of
a democracy. When first adopted in 1965,
the act responded to long-entrenched bar-
riers that systematically denied voting rights
to African-Americans. As more subtle forms
of disenfranchisement came to be employed,
the Congress, with bipartisan agreement,
strengthened and extended the Voting Rights
Act in 1982. The Voting Rights Act offers
two major protections: It imposes a nation-
wide prohibition of any electoral process that
results in discrimination, and requires that
certain specially covered jurisdictions obtain
administrative or judicial preclearance before
implementing voting changes.

I fully and enthusiastically support Attor-
ney General Janet Reno, and the attorneys
of the Civil Rights Division of the Depart-
ment of Justice, in their efforts to enforce
vigorously the Voting Rights Act. Where the
Voting Rights Act is violated, this administra-
tion will continue, as it has in pending Su-
preme Court litigation in which the Depart-
ment of Justice has filed briefs, to seek effec-
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tive relief by applying the full range of rem-
edies available under law, including remedies
that have previously been employed by the
Department of Justice or approved by the
courts. I also look forward to working with
Attorney General Reno and Members of
Congress to enact legislation, as needed, to
clarify and reinforce the protections of the
Voting Rights Act.

In 1965, President Johnson hailed the Vot-
ing Rights Act as ‘‘a triumph for freedom as
huge as any victory that has ever been won
on any battlefield.’’ Effective enforcement of
the Voting Rights Act will allow us to con-
tinue that triumph. Inclusion of all Ameri-
cans in the political process is necessary if
we are to work together as communities,
States, and a Nation to address the difficult
challenges that confront us all.

Remarks on the Nomination of Doris
Meissner To Be INS Commissioner
and an Exchange With Reporters
June 18, 1993

The President. Thank you all very much
for coming. I want to say a special word of
thanks to the Members of Congress who are
here from both parties, demonstrating a
strong bipartisan interest in the subject of
immigration. I also want to recognize Admi-
ral John Kime, the Commandant of the Coast
Guard, and Admiral Robert Nelson, the Vice
Commandant, thank them for coming. And
in a moment I’ll recognize a couple of other
people.

The immigration issue poses real problems
and challenges and, as always, provides great
opportunities for the American people. It is
a commonplace of American life that immi-
grants have made our country great and con-
tinue to make a very important contribution
to the fabric of American life. In one of our
counties, Los Angeles County, there are
today people from 150 different national and
ethnic groups. But we also know that under
the pressures that we face today, we can’t
afford to lose control of our own borders or
to take on new financial burdens at a time
when we are not adequately providing for
the jobs, the health care, and the education

of our own people. Therefore, immigration
must be a priority for this administration.

I am pleased to announce today my inten-
tion to nominate Doris Meissner for the posi-
tion of Commissioner of the United States
Immigration and Naturalization Service. I
want to say that this nomination has the full
support of Attorney General Janet Reno, who
could not be here today because of a previous
commitment to be at the FBI Training Acad-
emy at Quantico. But she has very strongly
endorsed and supported Ms. Meissner’s
nomination.

She has an extensive background in immi-
gration affairs, bringing a unique combina-
tion of management and policy experience.
She served as Acting Commissioner and in
other senior positions in the Immigration and
Naturalization Service between 1981 and
1985. She served at the Department of Jus-
tice as Deputy Associate Attorney General
from 1977 to 1980, and in a variety of other
policy positions at the Justice Department
where she began as a White House fellow
in 1973. Since 1986, Doris Meissner has been
senior associate and director of immigration
policy project of the Carnegie Endowment
for International Peace. She’s authored nu-
merous articles on a wide variety of immigra-
tion issues and has testified before Congress
on many legislative proposals. First and fore-
most, she is committed to the effective man-
agement of the INS and the vigorous and
fair enforcement of our country’s immigra-
tion laws. Her nomination signals my efforts
to ensure that we meet the immigration chal-
lenges facing our Nation and the world.

Before I call Doris up here, I also want
to announce that I have today approved a
plan of action to combat the problem of orga-
nized crime syndicates trafficking in alien
smuggling. The plan involves the coordinated
efforts of 12 departments and agencies of the
United States Government working in co-
ordination with the White House Domestic
Policy Council and the National Security
Council. It responds to a major crime prob-
lem which has existed for almost 2 years but
to date has been dealt with only on an ad
hoc basis.

Alien smuggling is a shameful practice of
unspeakable degradation and unspeakable
exploitation. Migrants and their families must
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pledge up to $30,000 to come to the United
States. Criminal syndicates load these immi-
grants on ships under conditions that run the
gamut from deplorable to life-threatening.
The gangs then place arriving immigrants in
slave-like conditions of indentured servitude
to pay off their debts. Deterring this trans-
port in human cargo and traffic in human
misery is a priority for our administration.

The plan I have approved addresses this
smuggling in multiple ways. We will
strengthen law enforcement efforts in the
United States by expanding our investigative
efforts and broadening prosecution strate-
gies. We will go after smugglers and their
operations at the source. We will take meas-
ures to interdict and redirect smuggling ships
when they are in transit. We will expedite
procedures for processing entry claims and
for returning economic migrants smuggled
into the United States. And we will ask Con-
gress to pass legislation to expedite this proc-
ess further. We will also ask the Congress
to increase penalties for alien smuggling to
allow us to use the Racketeer Influenced and
Corrupt Organizations Act to go after these
smugglers and to permit us expanded author-
ity to seize their assets.

With this plan, the United States signals
its abhorrence of the trafficking in human
beings for profit and its determination to
combat this illegal activity. At the same time,
we reaffirm our commitment to protect bona
fide refugees under our law. This is a good
beginning, but there is much more to do.

I’d like now to invite Doris Meissner to
say a few words. But before I do, I’d like
to ask her husband, Charles, and her daugh-
ter, Christine, to stand and be recognized.
It’s nice to have you with us today.

Chairman Brooks, I want to thank you and
all the Members of Congress who are here.
And I’d like to now introduce our designate
to run the Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Ms. Doris Meissner.
[At this point, Ms. Meissner made brief re-
marks.]

The President. If you have any questions
of Ms. Meissner or me, we’ll take a couple.

Chinese Immigrants
Q. Mr. President, you mentioned that this

problem began or has been going on for 2

years. Was there some event that precip-
itated it?

The President. I just wanted to make it
clear that we were aware of this problem be-
fore the ship came. And I don’t know what
event precipitated it. There have been a lot
of speculation about the Chinese immigrants
themselves and the irony that—it may be that
the increasing prosperity in China may have
something to do with this because more peo-
ple at least have the ability to move into the
coastal cities and to have a little bit of money
to make that first step. No one knows exactly
why this happened. We’ve heard that it may
be because certain ships have been diverted
from other things, because they couldn’t do
what they were doing before and now are
more available to bring immigrants here.
There are all kinds of speculations about
what caused it, but that’s not important.
What’s important is that we try to do some-
thing about it and bring it to an end.

Q. Mr. President, the Chinese problem is
a——

The President. The House Members have
to have a vote.

Q. ——Mexican border. What are you
going to do about that?

The President. The House Members have
to be excused to go to vote.

Go ahead, Sarah [Sarah McClendon,
McClendon News], I’m sorry. You’re next.

Mexico
Q. Sir, I want to point out to you that for

generation after generation, Democrats and
Republicans have refused to face the prob-
lems of immigration on the Mexican border.
And that’s where people come through, not
only from Mexico. A thousand a night at least
get by at one place south of San Diego alone.
And that’s got to be faced up to. But people
come from all over the world to Mexico to
come in here. And they don’t have to pay
$30,000, they just pay the—[inaudible]—
about $500.

Ms. Meissner. Well, obviously we have
a—between the United States and Mexico
is a border between countries with the largest
income differential of any countries that have
a single border. So there’s going to be an
effort for people to come to the United
States. We obviously need to do border con-
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trol, but we also need to be thinking about
development to our south. And the NAFTA
that is going to be debated in the next couple
of months is a very, very important step in
that direction, and I hope that we can sup-
port it.

The President. We did not rehearse this,
but let me, if I might reinforce that. We have
asked for more border guards. I asked for
several hundred more in the jobs package
that I asked the Congress to pass earlier. And
we can do a better job. I think that’s clear.
We can do a better job if we have more peo-
ple. But in the end, I think what Ms. Meiss-
ner said has to be looked at, the pure eco-
nomic realities.

One of the arguments for having the right
kind of trade agreement with Mexico is to
raise incomes in Mexico and create more jobs
there. They’ll not only buy more of our prod-
ucts, but the incentive to leave home to make
a decent living for one’s family will go down
dramatically. So that’s another one of the
very important benefits of NAFTA. And I
swear we did not coordinate our responses.
I didn’t know she was going to say that.

Employer Sanctions
Q. Do you think that employer sanctions

should be made in order to control better
this kind of problem in the United States?

Ms. Meissner. I believe that employer
sanctions is an important enforcement tool.
I think when the Congress passed employer
sanctions in 1986, it realized, and everybody
else who was involved in the debate realized,
that it was simply a first step at the kind of
workplace enforcement that we would need.
We may need to look at ways to perfect the
law. We certainly need to look at whether
we’re enforcing it as effectively as we can.

Cost of Enforcement
Q. Mr. President, a couple of questions.

How much is this going to cost, if you know?
And on your list of priorities, and I know
you have a lot, where do you place this? Is
this close to the top or in the middle or some-
place else?

The President. Keep in mind we have a
large budget already, and we have a wonder-
ful resource in the United States Coast
Guard and a lot of other people who are

working in the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service. So I don’t have a price tag for
what else it might cost. But let me say that
this basically relates to everything else we’re
working on. What our immigration policy is
will affect our ability to create jobs for our
people, will affect our ability to provide
health care to our people, may affect our abil-
ity even to pass a health care program in the
United States Congress. This issue will be
a priority because it is so integrally a part
of so many of the other things that we’re
dealing with in our effort to revive the Amer-
ican economy and strengthen the lives and
the security of the people who live here.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:49 a.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to
Discussions With King Hussein of
Jordan
June 18, 1993

Peace Process
Q. Your Highness, what do you think are

the prospects for peace soon? Does it look
any better to you now?

King Hussein. I believe that some pos-
sible ground has been covered. We are still
a long way from getting there, but there is
no other alternative. I believe that we must
do everything we can not to let the moment
pass without——

Q. What’s the main stumbling block?
King Hussein. It would complicate, pos-

sibly, to attempt to try to explain what the
main stumbling block is. I believe that it’s
one of, hopefully, the Palestinians being able
to feel that they are able to speak for them-
selves and contribute their share in shaping
the peace that is comprehensive, that is so
very, very important to all of us.

Q. Do you think Israel will be amenable
now to recognizing a Palestinian state?

King Hussein. I don’t know what Israel
would accept or otherwise, but I believe that
there is one important element, and that is
that people on either side of the divide feel
that this is the moment and are determined
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to continue to move ahead until a com-
prehensive just peace is—that future genera-
tions can enjoy.

Q. That’s a pretty subdued tie you have
on, Mr. President.

The President. Well, it’s not Mickey
Mouse. [Laughter]

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

Q. Mr. President, how do you feel about
today’s visit and relations with Jordan?

The President. I’m very pleased that the
King is here. I have looked forward to this
visit for a long time. And I am very, very
impressed by the progress which has been
made in Jordan moving toward economic re-
forms, moving toward democracy. And also
I am very grateful for the support of the
peace process that the King has dem-
onstrated so consistently. I have the feeling
that maybe all the parties have now con-
cluded not that they have no difference but
that there is no alternative to peace. And if
we do see this thing through and find some
resolution, that will be in no small measure
because King Hussein for so many years has
persistently pushed us toward peace. And the
United States will do what it can to help
achieve that.

NOTE: The exchange began at 11:56 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

Exchange With Reporters Following
Discussions With King Hussein of
Jordan
June 18, 1993

Budget Proposal
Q. Do you like the budget?
The President. I think in the end, I like

it a lot. It’s not done yet. We’re not even
through the Senate yet. We’ve got a lot of
work to do.

Q. Mr. President, what’s your reaction to
the reprimand accepted by General Camp-
bell?

Q. What do you think about—for Camp-
bell?

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

Q. What did you accomplish today in the
meeting, sir?

The President. Talked a lot about the
peace process. I learned about the King’s po-
sition; he learned about the United States po-
sition. We talked a little about Iraq and the
imperative nature of continuing to enforce
those sanctions and being very tough on
them. We talked about his efforts to democ-
ratize the country and to modernize the
economy and deal with all the things he’s
dealt with over the last 40 years and espe-
cially the last 3. It was a very, very good meet-
ing.

NOTE: The exchange began at 1:50 p.m. at the
Diplomatic Entrance at the White House. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of this exchange.

Message to Congress Transmitting
the 1992 Report of the National
Endowment For the Humanities
June 18, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the provisions of the

National Foundation on the Arts and Hu-
manities Act of 1965, as amended (20 U.S.C.
959(d)), I transmit herewith the 27th Annual
Report of the National Endowment for the
Humanities (NEH) for fiscal year 1992. This
report was prepared by, and covers activities
occurring exclusively during, the previous
Administration. It does not necessarily reflect
the policies or priorities of my Administra-
tion. The Annual Report for 1993, which I
will submit next April, will reflect the goals
and vision of my Administration for the
NEH.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
June 18, 1993.
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Statement by the Press Secretary on
the President’s Meeting With King
Hussein of Jordan
June 18, 1993

President Clinton and King Hussein of
Jordan held a productive meeting which
lasted for 2 hours. The two leaders discussed
a wide range of issues, including their shared
commitment to achieving tangible progress
in the Middle East peace process this year.

President Clinton reaffirmed that the
United States is committed to serving as a
full partner and honest broker in these his-
toric negotiations. He stressed that negotia-
tions are the only viable path to achieve a
comprehensive, just, and lasting peace be-
tween Israel, the Arab states, and the Pal-
estinians.

The two leaders discussed the importance
of strong enforcement of United Nations
sanctions on Iraq. The two countries will con-
tinue to work closely in pursuit of that goal.

The President and King Hussein also dis-
cussed Jordan’s progress toward democra-
tization and respect for human rights. Presi-
dent Clinton expressed his support for the
courageous efforts of King Hussein in this
regard, and noted that this work will encour-
age long-term stability and prosperity in Jor-
dan.

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.

June 12
The President declared a major disaster

exists in Minnesota following severe storms,
flooding, and tornadoes on May 6–19.

June 13
In the evening, the President and Hillary

Clinton hosted a reception for members of
the White House press corps.

June 14
The White House announced the Presi-

dent has directed Secretary of Energy Hazel
Rollins O’Leary to perform the duties of the
office of Nuclear Waste Negotiator.

The White House also announced the
President will visit Seoul, Korea, on July 10–
11 to meet with President Kim Young Sam
and visit American troops stationed at the
DMZ.

June 15
The President sent to the Congress

amendments to the FY 1994 appropriations
requests for international development as-
sistance, the Legal Services Corporation, and
the Department of Justice.

The President announced that physicists
Leon M. Lederman, Harold Brown, and
John S. Foster, Jr., are the winners of the
1992 Enrico Fermi Award.

June 17
In the afternoon, the President had lunch

with the Vice President.

June 18
In the evening, the President and Hillary

Clinton attended the 14th anniversary cele-
bration of the Newport Jazz Festival on the
South Lawn of the White House.

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 15

Robert Riggs Nordhaus,
of the District of Columbia, to be General
Counsel of the Department of Energy, vice
John J. Easton, Jr.
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Submitted June 16

Raymond Leo Flynn,
of Massachusetts, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to the Holy See.

Joseph A. Saloon III,
of Virginia, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Guinea.

Dennis C. Jett,
of New Mexico, a career member of the Sen-
ior Foreign Service, class of Counselor, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Mozambique.

Steven E. Steiner,
of Maryland, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
for the rank of Ambassador during his tenure
of service as U.S. Representative to the
START Joint Compliance and Inspection
Commission.

Jolene Moritz Molitoris,
of Ohio, to be Administrator of the Federal
Railroad Administration, vice Gilbert E. Car-
michael, resigned.

Submitted June 17

Laurence Everett Pope, II,
of Maine, a career member of the Senior
Foreign Service, class of Minister-Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Chad.

Howard Franklin Jeter,
of South Carolina, a career member of the
Senior Foreign Service, class of Counselor,
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Republic of Botswana.

Zachary W. Carter,
of New York, to be United States Attorney
for the Eastern District of New York for the
term of 4 years, vice Andrew J. Maloney, re-
signed.

The following named persons to be members
of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee
Valley Authority for the terms indicated:

Johnny H. Hayes, of Tennessee, for the
remainder of the term expiring May 18,
1996, vice Marvin T. Runyon, resigned.

Craven H. Crowell, Jr., of Tennessee, for
the term expiring May 18, 2002, vice
John B. Waters, term expired.

Submitted June 18

Alan S. Blinder,
of New Jersey, to be a member of the Coun-
cil of Economic Advisers, vice David F.
Bradford, resigned.

Joseph E. Stiglitz,
of California, to be a member of the Council
of Economic Advisers, vice Paul Wonnacott,
resigned.

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 June 15
Announcement of international broadcasting
reorganization

Released June 16
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Released June 17
Announcement of the Space Station Free-
dom redesign decision
Fact sheet on the Space Station Freedom
program redesign

Released June 18
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Fact sheet on the alien smuggling policy
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Acts Approved
by the President

NOTE: No acts approved by the President were
received by the Office of the Federal Register
during the period covered by this issue.
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