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Week Ending Friday, June 25, 1993

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the Latvia-United
States Fishery Agreement
June 17, 1993

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the Magnuson Fishery

Conservation and Management Act of 1976
(Public Law 94–265; 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.),
I transmit herewith an Agreement between
the Government of the United States of
America and the Government of the Repub-
lic of Latvia Concerning Fisheries off the
Coasts of the United States, with annex,
signed at Washington on April 8, 1993. The
agreement constitutes a governing inter-
national fishery agreement within the re-
quirements of Section 201(c) of the Act.

United States fishing industry interests
have urged prompt consideration of this
agreement to take advantage of opportunities
for seasonal cooperative fishing ventures. I
recommend that the Congress give favorable
consideration to this agreement at an early
date.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
June 17, 1993.

NOTE: This item was not received in time for pub-
lication in the appropriate issue.

Remarks on the 40th Anniversary of
the Newport Jazz Festival
June 18, 1993

Thank you very much. I can say this, that
when she’s listening to my jazz she wishes
I would practice more. [Laughter] I am de-
lighted to have all of you here at this, our
first televised concert from the White House.
Both Hillary and I are very excited and
pleased to welcome you here. It’s especially
appropriate that we should be together here

at America’s house to celebrate that most
American of all forms of musical expression,
jazz.

One of the greatest things that ever hap-
pened to jazz was a simple 2-day event that
took place in Newport, Rhode Island, way
back in 1954. The Newport Jazz Festival was
an immediate hit, and it grew and grew. It
captured the imagination of young musicians
all across the country and eventually across
the world. No event has done more to nur-
ture the careers of jazz artists; none has done
more to thrill and delight jazz fans. The fes-
tival’s influence has been truly profound, in-
spiring more than 2,000 other jazz festivals
every year all around the world. Indeed, the
French Government recently recognized that
impact when it awarded the festival’s pro-
ducer the Legion of Honor.

Tonight we’re having our own White
House jazz festival as a special tribute to the
40th year of Newport Jazz and, of course,
to its founder and its fine producer, George
Wein. George, stand up. Where are you?
There he is.

You know, jazz is really America’s classical
music. Like our country itself and especially
like the people who created it, jazz is a music
born of struggle, but played in celebration.
This unique musical and cultural art form is
now more than a century old. It’s paused pe-
riodically in its evolution to give us ragtime
and boogie-woogie and swing and bebop and
cool and free jazz and fusion, only then to
continue its restless rebirth into forms that
have yet to be named or even imagined.
Original and enduring, adapting and grow-
ing, jazz is simply one of our Nation’s greatest
creations.

Many good people swing to the sound of
jazz and rally to its cause. And one of them
is our host tonight, the son of a jazz legend.
In his father’s name, he’s established an insti-
tute which introduces young people to the
beauty of jazz and encourages up-and-com-
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1118 June 18 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993

ing jazz musicians. And he is a brilliant musi-
cian in his own right and a good friend of
the President and the First Lady. Ladies and
gentlemen, please welcome Thelonious
Monk, Jr.

[At this point, Mr. Monk hosted the musical
program.]

We want to say a wonderful, heartfelt,
happy thank-you to all the performers; thank
you to Thelonious Monk, Jr., the Thelonious
Monk Institute of Jazz, and its executive di-
rector, Tom Carter; and a very, very special
thank-you to George Wein, the producer of
the Newport Jazz Festival. Thank you for the
wonderful tradition that you have created.

You know, if you look at the different ages
and backgrounds of all the gifted performers
assembled on this stage, we’re reminded
once again that jazz is a true reflection of
the American people: a music of inclusion,
a music of democracy, a music that embraces
tradition and the freedom to innovate. That’s
a good thought to end on.

Thank you all for coming, and good night;
bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:45 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House. He was intro-
duced by Hillary Clinton. This item was not re-
ceived in time for publication in the appropriate
issue.

Nomination for Ambassadors to
Iceland and Uruguay
June 18, 1993

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Foreign Service officer
Parker Borg to be the U.S. Ambassador to
Iceland and historian Thomas Dodd to be
Ambassador to Uruguay.

‘‘These two outstanding individuals will
make fine representatives of our Nation,’’
said the President. ‘‘I am very glad to be mak-
ing these announcements today.’’

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.

Announcement for Middle East
Foreign Service Posts
June 18, 1993

The President announced his intention
today to nominate Ed Djerejian, a senior
member of the Foreign Service, to be Am-
bassador to Israel. In addition, Secretary of
State Christopher has asked Dennis Ross to
be his Special Middle East Coordinator.

‘‘This is a crucial time for the Middle East
peace process,’’ said the President. ‘‘It is im-
perative that the United States have talented
diplomats working to ensure that the process
continues to move forward. Ed Djerejian and
Dennis Ross have my complete confidence.’’

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.

The President’s Radio Address
June 19, 1993

Good morning. For 5 months I’ve been
fighting hard for a national economic strategy
to build prosperity for all our people. And
now America’s on the move.

Just this week we scored several significant
victories for the American people in the Con-
gress. The Senate passed a campaign finance
reform bill that limits the influence of special
interests and their money in our lawmaking,
and in our campaigns. Congressional com-
mittees have adopted my plan to make col-
lege loans available to all students at lower
interest rates and better repayment terms
and to make it possible for tens of thousands
of them to pay off those loans through na-
tional service to their communities. Most im-
portant is the remarkable progress being
made on the economic plan to increase
growth, jobs, and incomes through bold defi-
cit reduction. Last month the House of Rep-
resentatives acted courageously to pass this
plan. And now the path has been cleared for
action by the Senate because the plan has
passed out of the Senate Finance Commit-
tee.

VerDate 14-MAY-98 14:23 May 19, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P25JN4.022 INET01



1119Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993 / June 19

Make no mistake about it, Washington is
finally moving to put our economic house in
order. If we want to get the economy back
on track, Congress must pass this plan. It’s
necessary, fair, and it’ll work.

When I first presented this growth plan
back in February, the financial markets took
it seriously, and we saw real improvements
in economic fundamentals, like interest rates.
We now have the lowest long-term interest
rates in 20 years, mortgage rates are at a 20-
year low, and now middle class homeowners
are refinancing their mortgages, and some
are receiving more than $2,000 in annual sav-
ings when they do. Housing sales are at a
7-year high, and employment in the con-
struction industry is up 130,000 people in just
the last 4 months. That’s the largest increase
in 9 years. Inflation is stable, and more than
three-quarters of a million new jobs have
been added to the economy in the first 4
months of our administration. Ninety percent
of them are in the private sector. And unem-
ployment is finally below 7 percent for the
first time in a year and a half.

What explains these optimistic signs? For
the first time in many years, we’re making
tough choices. Our plan makes historic cuts
in Federal spending, $250 billion in spending
cuts in more than 200 specific programs. We
cut virtually every part of the domestic, de-
fense, and foreign aid budgets, including ag-
riculture, veterans, Federal retirement and
compensation plans, Medicare, not because
we want to but because we have to and be-
cause it’s the right thing to do.

Because our program is balanced and fair,
it also raises taxes to avoid unfair cuts that
will damage the elderly, the working poor,
and other vulnerable people in our country.
But unlike the 1980’s, when the rich paid
less and the middle class paid more, we’re
asking the wealthy to pay their fair share to
give the middle class a fair shake. Seventy-
five percent of the taxes are paid by those
in the upper 6 percent of income brackets,
those who exceed $100,000 in annual in-
come. Two-thirds of these taxes are paid by
individuals whose incomes exceed $200,000.
Under this plan, the very wealthiest Ameri-
cans will pay an additional $1,900 a month,
while middle income families will pay only

$17 more a month by 1998 and much, much
less between now and then.

If you’re keeping score, this is how the pro-
gram works. For every $10 in deficit reduc-
tion, we cut $5 in spending, raise $3.75 in
taxes from the wealthiest Americans, and ask
the middle class for $1.25. Let me say that
again: For every $10 in savings, we cut $5
of spending, ask the wealthiest Americans for
$3.75, and the middle class for $1.25. This
cuts the deficit by $500 billion with all the
savings locked up in a trust fund. And unlike
some plans, we don’t cut the cost-of-living
adjustment for Social Security recipients.

Most importantly, if we pass this plan,
there will be a big payoff down the road for
Americans who work hard and play by the
rules. A lower deficit and a healthier econ-
omy means more jobs, lower interest rates,
more opportunity, and more rewards for your
hard work. That’s why I’m fighting for this
change.

But let’s face it, change is hard, and some
people do fine with gridlock instead of
growth. And nobody likes to make the tough
decisions. There are thousands of lobbyists
here in Washington who oppose the plan,
hoping to force hard-pressed Americans to
pay more or give up more so their powerful
clients can pay less. Some of the Senate op-
ponents fight the plan because it really raises
taxes more on wealthy Americans than they
think we should. And some of our adversar-
ies, they don’t even have an alternative.
They’re just playing politics with your eco-
nomic future, screaming old slogans like ‘‘tax
and spend’’ even though they helped to run
our debt from $1 trillion to $4 trillion over
the last 12 years and helped to bring about
a $300 billion annual deficit that I found
when I moved to Washington to go to work
for the first time back in January. The stakes
are just too big to play political games. If
our growth plan gets caught in a web spun
of gridlock and greed, this historic moment
for America to get its fiscal house in order
could slip away. You and I can’t let that hap-
pen.

If Senators are going to oppose my growth
plan, they ought to answer these questions:
What programs would you cut more deeply?
We’ve already cut more than 100 programs
more than $100 million each. Where are your
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tough choices? Will you ask the wealthy to
pay their fair share, or will you put a higher
burden on the middle class? Do you have
a real, comprehensive plan to reduce the def-
icit by $500 billion? Maybe our opponents
should listen to Ted Turner’s advice: Lead,
follow, or get out of the way.

It’s time to get America moving again.
People don’t want 4 more years or 4 more
months or 4 more days of politicians telling
them what they want to hear while all our
problems get worse. It’s time instead to make
a permanent commitment to a growing econ-
omy that produces jobs and a higher standard
of living for our people. That’s what we’re
doing.

Where once there was too much spending,
there’s now a plan with real and deep spend-
ing cuts. Where once there were no invest-
ments in our people, there’s now a plan for
college loans, job training and national serv-
ice, Head Start, and new technologies for
those who are losing their jobs due to defense
cutbacks. Where once there were tax breaks
for the wealthy and tax hikes for the middle
class, now there’s a plan for tax fairness for
all Americans.

Working together, we’re making America
work again and helping this economy to cre-
ate jobs again. And soon, if we stay together,
we’ll make it more prosperous for ourselves
and for our children.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: This address was recorded at 6:45 p.m. on
June 18 in the Roosevelt Room at the White
House for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on June 19.

Remarks at the Northeastern
University Commencement
Ceremony in Boston, Massachusetts
June 19, 1993

Thank you very much. I must tell you, I
have marched in many of these processions
over the years. I don’t think I ever marched
in one that made me any happier than when
we were coming down this line and all of
you were giving me the ‘‘high five.’’ And
when we arrived here on the podium, I
turned to Senator Kennedy, and I said,
‘‘Those are the people I ran for President
to help. I’m glad to see them here today.’’

I want to say a special word of thanks to
President Curry, to the faculty and staff for
the honorary degree and the invitation to
come. To Senator Kennedy and Senator
Kerry, Congressman Frank and Congress-
man Meehan, to Mayor Flynn, and to my
good friend Governor Dukakis, and all others
who are here, but especially to the graduates
and their families. I am so pleased to be here
in the Boston Garden with you here today.
I’m also glad to be here with someone who’s
spent a lot of time thinking about the grad-
uates’ future, the Secretary of Labor, Bob
Reich, whose wife, Clare Dalton, is on the
faculty here at Northeastern. Glad to be
here.

I know it’s warm, and I don’t want to pro-
long the introductory remarks, or any of
them, for that matter. But since President
Curry mentioned Senator Kennedy’s role in
student financial aid, I can’t help but note
that in the last few months, of all the Mem-
bers in the United States Congress, one
stands out at having achieved a phenomenal
amount of support from Republicans and
Democrats for initiatives to make this coun-
try a better place. For out of Senator Ken-
nedy’s committee, with big votes from Re-
publicans and Democrats, have come the
Family and Medical Leave Act of 1993, to
give people the right to have a little time
off when a baby is born or a parent is sick;
a bill that will require the National Institute
of Health to give far greater attention than
ever before to issues affecting women’s
health and their children’s; a bill that will
enable us to immunize all the children of this
country against serious childhood diseases; a
bill that will set national academic standards
for our public schools, to deal with what the
former speaker said we needed to do before
you get to college; and finally, the national
service and student loan bills, which will
open college education to all Americans by
providing loans on more generous terms and
allowing them to be repaid as a percentage
of your earnings, no matter how much you
borrow, so you’ll never go broke repaying
your loans, and allowing more young people
to pay them back with service to their com-
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munities. All of that came through Senator
Kennedy’s committee.

I want to congratulate all of you who’ve
survived this 5-year program, and also I want
to congratulate you on surviving the Boston
traffic jams. That’s the second greatest exam-
ple of gridlock in the United States. [Laugh-
ter]

I want to say, too, that I treasure a degree
from an institution that really exalts public
service, not only by elected officials but by
private citizens as well. This year I received
more than 200 invitations to address graduat-
ing classes. But Northeastern stood out to
me because I believe you are a symbol of
the American dream, built on education and
work and community service, blending work
and learning, having partnerships with the
private sector in this wonderful community
of yours to build people, which is, after all,
the only real product America has ever been
able to depend upon.

When I was working so hard to put to-
gether this provision of student aid to make
college loans available to all on lower interest
rates and better repayment terms and to let
more people repay their loans through com-
munity service either before or during or
after college, it was students like you that
I had in mind: hard-working, good people
from either middle class families that could
otherwise not afford a college education or
from poorer families who want to work their
way into a better life. You symbolize the very
thing that America has always been about
and that we must today get back to if we’re
going to revitalize this great Nation. And I’m
very proud to be here with you today.

I can also tell you that I was deeply im-
pressed by Doug Luffborough, and if I could
sing like him I wouldn’t be up here today
as President. I read an article about Doug
and his mother and his family and his trials
in working his way through college before
I came here. In the article he said he planned
to invite himself and his mother to the White
House. [Laughter] Well, I’m going to beat
him to the punch. I’d like for Doug and his
mother to come to the White House.

If any man in America knows what having
a good, hard-working, strong, loving, and dis-
ciplining mother can mean, I certainly do.
I know it can make all the difference in the

world, as it did for Doug and as it has for
me. I think it would be appropriate just sort
of as a symbol of all the parents who are
here if Doug’s mother, Mrs. Elsa
Luffborough Mensah, would stand up. I
think she’s over there. Stand up! Give her
a hand. See her up there in the white dress?
[Applause]

I must tell you, ma’am, there are a lot of
people of great and famous achievement who
will never know the pride you must have felt
when your son stood up here earlier today.
I thought it was unbelievable, and I appre-
ciate what you did.

To all of you graduates here at North-
eastern, because this is the largest co-op
school in the Nation, you are a breed apart.
By having the chance to work for 2 years
in your field as you have earned your degree,
you have experienced a world that many oth-
ers of your counterparts all across America
only anticipate when they walk up and get
their degree. You embody the growing unity
in this country between work and learning,
based on the clear understanding that the av-
erage American must now change work eight
times in a lifetime and what you earn de-
pends upon what you can learn. Still, even
with the jump your co-op education in this
fine place has given you, some of you must
be wondering whether you’ll be able to find
the right job or any job.

I came here to tell you something very
simple and straightforward: You have done
your part, and you deserve the opportunity
to have that job and to make a better life
for yourself.

For years and years, the challenges of the
global economy and our inadequate re-
sponses to them have put unbelievable pres-
sure on middle class families and middle
class values. Most people have worked harder
for less and paid more for education, for
health care, for housing. For most of the
1980’s, those with less than 2 years of post-
high school education actually saw their in-
comes drop as they worked longer and longer
work weeks. And in the last couple of years,
even college graduates have begun to have
a difficult time finding good jobs with grow-
ing incomes.

Still, we know what works. We know that
in this global economy, a good education
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works. We know that investment in new tech-
nology works. We know that when business
and workers and Government are cooperat-
ing for high productivity, that works. We
know that grassroots efforts to build strong
and safe communities and to give every per-
son a chance work.

A lot of Americans have worked on that,
but we have not done it as a nation. For more
than a dozen years we have spent too much
time from the top down having our leaders
just tell us what we want to hear, that taxes
are bad and somebody else’s spending is bad,
but spending on you is good. And so we’ve
seen the debt go from $1 trillion to $4 tril-
lion, our deficit go from $74 billion to $300
billion a year. And unbelievably, our invest-
ment at the national level in the things that
make us a rich country has not even kept
up with inflation: investment in education,
in environmental cleanup, in the new tech-
nologies that will permit us to convert from
a defense-based to a domestic high-tech
economy. We have not done what we ought
to have done there. We have underinvested
and still seen much of our future eroded by
a massive debt.

We have come to a time, my fellow Ameri-
cans, when we have to bring to our public
life as a nation the same brutal honesty that
Doug’s mother brought to him when she re-
fused to let his difficult circumstances be an
excuse not to succeed. We have to take as
a people the same kind of advice your stu-
dent speaker gave to you: Let’s don’t say, ‘‘I
could have. I should have. I would have.’’
Let’s say, ‘‘We can. We will.’’ And let’s get
about doing it.

We are beginning to move this country,
taking down the obstacles to progress and
prosperity, putting our economic house in
order, moving toward providing a national
plan to provide affordable, quality health care
to all of America’s families and children, pre-
paring ourselves to compete in the global
economy. We have a long road to travel, but
we see some hopeful signs.

Because of the progress of the economic
plan that I have presented to the Congress
to bring down our deficit and increase invest-
ment in our people, interest rates have
dropped to a 20-year low. That means that
when you bring down the deficit and bring

down interest rates, you free up money to
be invested in productive things. What do
lower interest rates mean? They mean lower
home mortgages. They mean lower business
loans. They mean lower consumer loans and
car loans. They mean money that can grow
the economy and create jobs. And it also
means the Government doesn’t have to
spend so much of your tax money paying in-
terest on the debt and can pay more financ-
ing college loans and an economic future that
is worthy of the effort you have made to get
here to this place today.

In the first 4 months of this administration,
over three-quarters of a million jobs were
added to this economy. But we have to finish
the job. The United States Senate is now
coming to grips with the economic plan. It
brings down our national deficit $500 billion
over 5 years. And for every $10 we cut that
deficit, $5 comes from spending cuts, $3.75
comes from the wealthiest Americans whose
taxes were reduced in the 1980’s, and $1.25
comes from the middle class. Two-thirds of
the tax burden comes from people with in-
comes above $200,000 because they can best
afford to pay.

Now, there are some lobbyists and some
legislators who don’t like the plan, and they
say things that are popular, not the kind of
things that your parents told you when you
had to kind of take a deep breath and go
on but popular. They say, ‘‘More cuts, less
taxes,’’ but no details. No details. Then when
you look at the details, you find that the de-
tails hurt the middle class, the working poor,
the vulnerable elderly, do less to create jobs
and ensure our world economic leadership.

So I say to you, we ought to ask of every
American, what is your real alternative, not
rhetoric, not chants that sound good, but give
the American people as a whole the same
sort of truth that every one of your families
gave you or you wouldn’t be here today.
That’s what you’re entitled to, and that’s what
I’m determined to give you as President of
the United States.

My job is to make your future worthy of
the efforts that brought you here today, to
try to help to create a national interest that
triumphs over anybody’s special interests.
You have done your part. It is now time for
the leadership of this country to do ours.
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I ask you only to remember here the les-
sons you have learned here and the lessons
which have already been repeated. Nobody
can create for you an opportunity you are
not capable of seizing. If you don’t continue
to learn throughout a lifetime, you can still
be left behind. And nobody in this country
can fully succeed until more of this country
succeeds. We do not walk alone. We walk
as families, as communities, as neighbor-
hoods, and as a nation, and we had better
start acting like it. We are going up or down
together, and we need to go forward.

In 1960, in November, President Kennedy
delivered the last speech of his Presidential
campaign here in the Boston Garden. He
talked of, I quote, ‘‘the contest between the
comfortable and the concerned, between
those who believe we should rest and lie at
anchor and drift and those who want to move
this country forward.’’ That contest is not
over, and it never will be. But at each critical
juncture in our Nation’s history, whether we
go forward will depend upon whether a new
generation of Americans are willing to take
up that challenge laid down 33 years ago by
President Kennedy.

One of the most distinguished citizens
Massachusetts ever produced was Oliver
Wendell Holmes. He joined the Massachu-
setts infantry during the Civil War, and he
lived to have a conversation with President
Franklin Roosevelt 60 years later. Holmes
said that a person must be involved in the
action and passion of his time for fear of
being judged not to have lived. Well, my fel-
low Americans, the action and passion of
your time is to restore the American dream
and to make it real for everyone who is will-
ing to do what you have done in coming here
today.

When I was in college—and I just cele-
brated my 25th reunion—I had a remarkable
teacher who said that the most important
idea in our culture was the idea that the fu-
ture could be better than the present and
that each of us has a personal moral respon-
sibility to make it so.

And I tell you, when I walked down that
aisle today and I saw your enthusiasm, your
energy, your intelligence, your love for life,
your excitement today, I thought to myself,
you deserve that. You deserve that. But only

you can provide it. And so I say to you today,
let us all, from the President to the students,
to the parents, to every person who works
in this great land, resolve to do our part to
make sure that we have exercised our per-
sonal moral responsibility to make your fu-
ture better than the present.

God bless you, and good luck.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:55 a.m. in the
Boston Garden. In his remarks, he referred to
John A. Curry, president of the university, and
Douglas Luffborough III, student commence-
ment speaker.

Remarks to the Community in
Portland, Maine
June 19, 1993

Thank you very much. Thank you, Senator
Mitchell. Thank you, Congressman Andrews.
Thank you, Mayor Pringle. Thank you, ladies
and gentlemen, for coming out today in such
large numbers. It’s good to be back in Maine,
and I want you to know I walked down this
park in a pair of Dexter shoes made in Maine.
I enjoyed it. I also want you to know that
Senator Mitchell caught me playing golf in
a pair of shoes not made in Maine, and now
I have Dexter golf shoes that I wear every
time I play golf.

I want to thank the convention and visitors
bureau. I want to thank the parks department
for hanging the American flag so high today.
I want to thank the fire department, and I
want to thank all the people who performed
before I got here. I’m sorry I didn’t hear the
Maine humor. I’m sorry I missed the country
music. I’m sorry I missed the jazz music. I’m
glad I didn’t miss you.

I also want to say that behind us there are
students from the Reiche School, who won
one of our blue ribbon excellence awards.
Hear them cheering? Their representatives
were in the Rose Garden a few days ago with
me and representatives of other distin-
guished schools all across America. But I
know you’re proud of your schools and your
students, and I did want to say a special word
of hello to them because they were with me
not very long ago down in Washington.
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It is wonderful to be back in Maine. I’ve
been here when it’s hot; I’ve been here when
it’s cold. This is just about perfect today, and
I’m glad to be back.

I want to say a special word of thanks to
your Senator, the Senate majority leader and
a genuine national treasure, George Mitchell.
You know, he said all that about the election
being about change and the fact that you
gave me your votes in the last election. I’m
very grateful for that. But it is hard for a
President to make change alone. Some things
have to come with the support of Congress.
And thanks to the leadership of George
Mitchell, just this week the American people
had a good week.

First, the Senate passed a campaign fi-
nance reform bill that lowers the cost of cam-
paigns, reduces the influence of special inter-
ests, and when the campaign limits are bro-
ken, helps people who are outspent to get
their access to the airwaves, too. It is a good
bill, and it’s a real advance. And not very long
before that, the Senate passed a bill, finally,
to require all the lobbyists in Washington to
register and say who they are, what they’re
lobbying for, and to report any money they
spend lobbying the rest of us, which I think
is a very good thing to do. That’s a message
you sent in November. But I can’t wave a
magic wand and do that. The Congress has
to go along. And the Senate has, thanks to
Senator Mitchell.

The second thing that happened this week
was that the Senate and the House, by signifi-
cant bipartisan margins, voted out of commit-
tee the bills that I have been proposing to
open the doors of college education to all
Americans. And I want you to know how that
will work. We’re going to be able to save
money by changing the way college loans are
given out and provide them to students, with-
out regard to income, at lower interest rates
and then give students the chance to pay it
back as a percentage of their income, so no-
body will ever be discouraged from borrow-
ing money for fear that they’ll go broke when
they get out of college. And as George Mitch-
ell said, tens of thousands of them will be
able to pay it back with service to their com-
munities, whether in big cities or small towns
or rural areas, through national service, re-
building America from the grassroots here

at home, a domestic peace corps. That’s
going to be the best money we ever spent
to educate America to compete in the 21st
century.

The third thing that happened is that the
Senate Finance Committee took action on
the economic program that succeeded in
passing through the House, thanks to the
leadership of the chairman, Senator Moy-
nihan from New York, and Senator Mitchell,
who besides being the majority leader is also
on the Finance Committee. And next week
the Senate will have a chance to vote on this
economic program, send it to the House so
they can agree on a bill that I think is critical
to this country’s future.

Now, there’s been a lot of talk about this
in the last few weeks, and our opponents
have said a lot of things about my plan that
aren’t true. So I want to say to you who gave
me a chance to be President, here’s my re-
port on what’s really in that plan.

First of all, let me tell you, I didn’t live
in Washington before January, and I didn’t
take the debt from $1 trillion to $4 trillion
or the annual deficit from $74 billion to $300
billion. I was a Governor in a State not very
different from Maine, working hard within
a balanced budget to provide good edu-
cations to our people and good jobs to our
people. And I never had to raise any money
to pay down a deficit. But the plain fact is
that this country is awash in debt. And one
of the reasons it is, is that no President’s
budget has been taken seriously in more than
a decade. It’s all been political rhetoric.

Last year, my predecessor’s budget was
voted against by 75 percent of the members
of his own party in the House of Representa-
tives. Our party passed the budget in the
House, and we’re going to do it in the Senate.
And we’re going to have a comprehensive
economic plan to get this country moving
again, thanks in no small measure to George
Mitchell. And I want you to know what is
in it.

First, this plan reduces our deficit by $500
billion over the next 5 years. It begins with
$250 billion in spending cuts in everything,
in defense, in foreign aid, in veterans bene-
fits, in Medicare. In everything you can con-
ceive of, we have cut across the board, and
it is not very easy. But the Democrats have
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taken the lead in cutting spending. Ask Sen-
ator Mitchell how many Republican amend-
ments there were to cut spending in the Sen-
ate Finance Committee last week. I’ll tell you
how many: zero. We cut the spending, we
did it, $250 billion.

Do we raise taxes? Yes, we do. But how
is it raised? I’ll tell you how. Seventy-five per-
cent of the tax money we propose to raise
comes from the upper 6 percent of income
earners in this country. Over two-thirds of
the money comes from people with incomes
above $200,000 a year, because their taxes
went down and their incomes went up in the
1980’s when we gave 70 percent of the gains
to the top 1 percent of the population. They
can pay now, and they should.

Now, does this plan ask anything of the
middle class? Yes, it does. If your income
is above $30,000 but below $100,000, we ask
for a contribution. Why? Because after the
election, lo and behold, the Government says
the deficit’s going to be $165 billion bigger
in the next 5 years than it was going to be
before the election, and because if we don’t
gain our economic destiny back, if we don’t
get control of our future, if we don’t do some-
thing about this debt, we’re not going to be
able to go on to the other challenges facing
us. But you have to decide if it’s a good deal.

Working families with incomes of under
$30,000 are held harmless in this program.
And I’ll tell you something else that’s awfully
good about it. For the first time in history,
if this program passes, we’ll be able to say
that people who work for a living and still
live in poverty—and there are millions of
them in America—will be lifted out of pov-
erty by the tax system. If you work 40 hours
a week and you’ve got a child in the house,
you can get out of poverty if this economic
program passes because of the changes in the
tax system.

Let me put it to you another way. For
every $10 in deficit reduction in this plan,
$5 comes from spending cuts, $3.75 comes
from the upper 6 percent, $1.25 comes from
the middle class with family incomes above
$30,000. I think that is fair. I think that is
balanced. It will work. And let me tell you
why it’s important. Why is it important? It’s
important because when we start to bring
down the deficit—and we’ve been working

on this since right after the election—interest
rates come down. And when interest rates
come down, it puts money back in your pock-
et and it puts money back into the economy.

Look what’s happened now. We have a 20-
year low in mortgage rates, a 7-year high in
housing sales, 755,000 new jobs in the econ-
omy just since January 20th, 130,000 new
construction jobs. That is a 9-year high in
construction job growth because of these
low-interest rates. And eventually, that’s
going to help the people making a living out
of the wood in Maine and in Arkansas, be-
cause they depend upon people building
things to make a living. That’s why this is
important.

Now, do we spend some money in this
budget? Yes, we do. You can decide whether
you think it’s worth doing. This budget in-
creases, for example, the amount of money
a small business man or woman can expense
every year on the tax return from $10,000
to $25,000. I think it’s a great idea. Why?
Because small business is the backbone of
this economy. Because small business is pro-
viding most of the jobs. Because small busi-
ness stopped providing new jobs to this econ-
omy a couple of years ago, and if you take
that right off from 10 to 25 grand, a lot of
those small business people are going to be
able to hire one more person. And if millions
and millions of them do it, it will be an awful
boon for this economy, and we can get going
again. I think it’s worth spending that money.

It costs some money to change the Tax
Code so that people who work for a living
and are still in poverty are lifted above pov-
erty. But I think it is worth it to say it is
never a good thing to be on welfare. If you
can work, here’s an incentive to move from
welfare to work and to reward the dignity
of work. We’re not going to have a tax pro-
gram grind you into poverty; we’re going to
have it lift you out of poverty if you’re work-
ing for a living. It costs some money, but
I think it’s worth doing.

Maine and Arkansas have some of the
poorest rural areas and small towns in the
country. I’ll tell you something else in this
program that costs money. We have some
enterprise or empowerment zones in this
program that will give real incentives in big
cities and in small rural areas for private sec-
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tor people to come in and invest money to
start businesses and put people to work. I’ve
heard Republicans and Democrats talk for
10 years about why we shouldn’t give people
extra incentives to put private funds into de-
pressed areas, both rural and urban. But no-
body’s ever tried it. So we’re going to try it.
There’s not enough Government money to
rescue the poor and depressed areas in this
country. Let’s see if we can get the private
sector to do it. We’ve got to give them some
incentives. It costs some money, but I think
it’s worth it. And I think we ought to try it.

And let me say this: Even though overall
there’s a 5-year freeze on what’s called dis-
cretionary spending at home, we do spend
some more money on Head Start, on edu-
cation and training, on dealing with the peo-
ple who have lost their jobs because of de-
fense cutbacks, on trying to develop new
technologies so that we can compete and win
in this global economy and so that people
who lose manufacturing jobs can get them
back in a different way, by getting ahead of
the curve instead of being behind like we
have for the last 12 years. It costs some
money. Our competitors are doing it. I think
it is worth the money. We can’t walk away
from what is plainly needed to move this
economy forward. We’re not in the business
of liquidating America; we’re in the business
of growing America. And we better get about
it.

Let me just give you one example that
Congressman Andrews has talked to me
about. In the last 10 years more than 120,000
American shipbuilders and shipyard suppli-
ers have lost their jobs to foreign competition
and cuts in defense spending. And believe
me, our competitors subsidize their busi-
nesses. Now, our Government didn’t do
much to help our folks compete in that global
economy. And we started cutting defense
spending way back in ’86 and went for years
and never did anything to help the workers
and the communities adjust or the businesses
get into new lines of production. And we
want to change all that. Your Congressman,
Tom Andrews, got a bill passed last year—
I want to get the formal title here—called
the Shipbuilding Promotion Act of 1992, or-
dering the Federal Government to establish
a group to look at threats to shipbuilding

jobs. Well, we’re doing that. And we’re going
to do that. And we’re going to come back
and report and see what we can do about
it.

Last year when I was running for Presi-
dent, the Congress passed a bill to appro-
priate $500 billion to communities that were
hurt by defense cutbacks to help the busi-
nesses learn to produce new things, to help
the workers be trained to do new work, to
help the communities redevelop themselves.
And when I became President, not one red
cent of that money had been released, be-
cause they did not believe, the people who
were there before, in investing to help people
to deal with defense cutbacks. So you had
whole areas of State after State after State
in terrible economic trouble. Well, we’re
moving that money.

The Secretary of Labor, Bob Reich, an-
other New Englander, I might add, has ap-
proved $3 million for two defense conversion
grants just to the State of Maine, $2 million
to assist workers at the Loring Air Force Base
and $900,000 to assist those being laid off
from the Bath Iron Works. And that is a good
beginning. But believe me, folks, it is just
the beginning of what we have to do.

Now, our opponents chant like a mantra;
they say, ‘‘Less tax, more cuts; less tax, more
cuts.’’ How in the world could anybody be
against that? It sounds great, except guess
what? There’s only been two versions put for-
ward. In the House of Representatives—un-
like the Senate, at least the House put a plan
out there. And guess what? The House Re-
publican plan, because it was more unfair to
the middle class, to the elderly, to the work-
ing poor, and to the economic climate of the
country, lost more Republican votes than my
plan lost Democratic votes. So it sounds
great, but when the Republicans looked at
it, they didn’t like it very well either. And
then there was this plan floated in the Senate
a few days ago which lowered taxes on upper
income people and cut more out of Medicare
and did other things that would weaken our
economy and be unfair to the elderly and
to working people just above the poverty line.

So I say to people: Where is your idea?
Senator Mitchell will tell you, this week when
the Senate Finance Committee voted that
economic plan out, our opponents on the
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other side, many of whom ought to be help-
ing us, had all kinds of amendments saying
let’s cut this tax, let’s cut this tax, let’s cut
this tax. Guess what? How many amend-
ments did they offer to cut spending? Zero.
And when they were asked, where are your
amendments to cut spending, you know what
they said? ‘‘We don’t want to take any politi-
cally unpopular votes on spending cuts.’’
Folks, we are telling you the truth for a
change. We are telling you the truth. We had
12 years where people said, ‘‘We’re going to
cut your taxes, and we’re going to cut some-
body else’s spending.’’ And what they did was
to increase spending, cut taxes on the
wealthiest Americans, have back-door tax in-
creases on the middle class, and let the econ-
omy go down the tubes. We can do better.
And I need your help and support, and so
does George Mitchell, in making sure we do
better.

And let me tell you, there is more to do.
I want to reemphasize, we are not trying to
deal with these tough issues just to reduce
the debt. When you reduce the debt, you
free up money to invest, to create jobs. You
think about it, there are people in this audi-
ence today who have refinanced their homes
since interest rates started dropping so much
last November. That’s happening to millions
of people all across America, and that frees
up money. People are getting lower business
loans. People are getting lower consumer
loans and lower car loans. And over the next
year and a half, it will help this economy.
It helps the economy if you invest in giving
kids a head start, if you retrain workers, if
you invest in helping companies produce
things for the civilian market if they don’t
have a defense contract anymore. It helps
the economy if you do what it takes to com-
pete with our foreign competitors every-
where. That’s what helps the economy. And
that’s what we are committed to doing.

And let me say this: After this budget fight
is over, as Senator Mitchell just said, I want
us to begin in earnest, and we can do it this
year if we’ll get after it, to provide the secu-
rity that will come to millions of Americans
if we provide affordable, quality health care
to every American family. And we can do
that, too.

We can pass the national service bill and
open the doors of college education to all.
We can pass a welfare reform bill that puts
people to work instead of maintains them in
dependency. We can change the nature of
politics. But you have to stay with us. You
have to say: We want the House of Rep-
resentatives to pass campaign finance reform.
We want the House of Representatives to
tell us where all the lobbyists are and who
they’re giving money to. We want the whole
Congress to pass an economic plan, and we
don’t want you to stop.

Change is hard and difficult. And it’s not
easy to get 218 votes in the House and 51
Senators to agree on anything. They all come
from different places with different interests.
And my job as President is to try to make
sure that the national interest overrides the
particular interest of anybody and any group
in any State, including yours and mine. We
have got to pull this country together again
and be a family again so we can move forward
again.

Thank you very much, and God bless you
all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6 p.m. at Deering
Oaks Park.

Remarks at the National Sports
Awards Reception
June 20, 1993

Good evening and welcome to the White
House, and where appropriate, happy Fa-
ther’s Day. I’m glad all of you could be here
with us tonight to celebrate the tradition of
sport in American life. Hillary and I are de-
lighted to be the honorary cochairs of the
first annual National Sports Awards and to
pay tribute to those outstanding Americans
rightly called ‘‘the great ones.’’

Frankly, I’m thrilled to meet these heroes
of sport. And I have to say that of all the
perks that have come along with being Presi-
dent of the United States, the best one was
being able to play 18 holes of golf with Ar-
nold Palmer this morning. Even if it turned
out to be all downhill from here, I could still
be on a high. I might say, I’m glad I didn’t
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have to play one on one with Kareem or go
15 rounds with Muhammad Ali to justify the
round of golf. [Laughter]

It’s been said that the athlete does not em-
bark upon a sport but upon a way of life.
Tonight we honor five individuals not simply
for their athletic superiority but for the spe-
cial qualities of character and leadership that
have earned them the respect and the admi-
ration of our Nation.

Kareem Abdul-Jabbar led every team he
ever played for to championships. From
Power Memorial High School to UCLA, to
the Milwaukee Bucks, to the LA Lakers, he
dominated the court for the entire 20 years
in the NBA that he played. And he’s hailed
by many fans and players alike as the greatest
center ever to play the game. He led the Los
Angeles Lakers to five championships. And
his teammates used to call him E.F. Hutton.
When Kareem talked, they listened.

When he retired in 1989, he had been a
first team all-star 10 times, college player of
the year twice, earned 6 world championship
rings, 6 MVP trophies, and played more sea-
sons, more games, and more minutes,
blocked more shots, and with his elegant
trademark ‘‘skyhook’’ scored more points
than anybody else who ever played this game.
But for all of us who watched him, we know
he did something more: He brought a tre-
mendous pride and dignity to a game that
will be forever in his debt. And tonight we
offer him our highest praise. Congratula-
tions.

Muhammad Ali may be the most widely
recognized athlete in the world. He captured
the imagination of the world with his distinc-
tive fighting style and with the exhilarating
fights he took to places all over the globe.
He was the first fighter in history to win the
heavyweight title three times. He was a loud,
proud poet who told the world he was the
greatest and was poetry in motion when he
floated around the ring. Sometimes when his
opponents couldn’t hit him, it was hard to
tell whether he was boxing or doing ballet.

He was just as courageous and dignified
and mesmerizing a challenger as he was a
champion. And he’s a man who has unfailing
stood by his principles and his beliefs. It was
written of him that he spoke of God before
his fights; he spoke of man; he spoke of hun-

gry children. He cared about the sick and
the old. He raised the game to drama. And
because he stood for something greater, the
people who climbed upon their chairs for
him felt that they stood, too, for something
greater. Congratulations, Muhammad Ali.

Arnold Palmer revolutionized his sport.
It’s been said that when television discovered
golf, the world discovered Arnold Palmer.
Fans all over the world grew to love his
unique style, his boldness, and his daring. To
many he is the American ideal: the perpetual
underdog falling behind and then charging
down the stretch and tearing up the golf
course. I can identify with that. [Laughter]

Who could forget the 1960 U.S. Open
tournament, where before the final round he
trailed in 15th place, and a reporter said he
was no more in contention than the man op-
erating the hot dog concession. In one of the
most memorable examples of grace under
pressure, he birdied the first 6 out of 7 holes
and then went on to win the tournament.
During the campaign, some people used to
call me the ‘‘comeback kid’’, but I think he
deserves that title much more than I ever
will. He won the U.S. Amateur, the U.S.
Open, the Masters 4 times, the British Open
twice, was named Athlete of the Decade in
1970. He is a remarkably gifted man. And
we are all in his debt.

I must say, I saw today on the golf course
that even today when he tees it up, Arnie’s
army is as faithful and enthusiastic as when
he marched through Augusta to win his first
Masters. We thank him tonight for all he has
given us, for all the thrills. And I can tell
you that on the basis of a wonderful few
hours today, he’s just as much of a gentleman
and a competitor in private as he always
seemed to the public. Congratulations, Mr.
Palmer.

Wilma Rudolph had to relearn to walk be-
fore she could learn to run. The 20th of 22
children, she suffered a childhood bout with
polio, double pneumonia, and scarlet fever,
which left her legs paralyzed. But with resil-
ient spirit and undaunted determination, she
defied all the expectations and beat the odds
to become a great athlete. She was a remark-
able star at a fairly early age, although she
did not take up track until the ripe old age
of 13. Two years later, she won a bronze
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medal at the 1956 Olympics. She had an ex-
traordinary career at Tennessee State Col-
lege. She went back to Rome in 1960 and
became the first American woman to win
three track and field gold medals at one
Olympic games. Her trademark composure
became familiar to people all over the world.
And she became literally an international
heroine.

After retiring from track, she continued to
dedicate much of her time to working with
young athletes. She did more than break
world records. She broke barriers for thou-
sands of women competitors and paved the
way for those who have followed in her foot-
steps. Wilma Rudolph, you are a great one.

Our next honoree is not here, but I want
you to know a little bit about him. There was
a young pitcher new to the major leagues.
He was facing a batter by the name of Ted
Williams. ‘‘Ball three,’’ said the umpire; and
the pitcher walked halfway to the plate and
screamed, ‘‘What was wrong with that
pitch?’’ The umpire dusted off the plate; the
young, frustrated pitcher wound up and
threw; and once again Ted Williams hit it
over the Fenway Park fence. The umpire
walked toward the man and said to the rook-
ie, ‘‘You see, son, when you throw a strike,
you don’t have to look to me; Mr. Williams
will let you know.’’

During his 19 seasons with the Boston Red
Sox, the Splendid Splinter earned 6 major
league batting titles, 2 at the ages of 39 and
40; maintained a batting average of .344, with
2,654 hits, including 521 home runs. These
statistics are awesome, all right, but they’re
even more incredible when you consider that
Ted Williams lost most of 5 seasons and hun-
dreds of hits and home runs because he
wanted to serve his country. He left baseball
twice, first to serve as a fighter pilot in World
War II and then to serve again in the Korean
war. In 1941, he defied all the laws of base-
ball when he batted .406. No one has batted
.400 since. And talk about grace under pres-
sure, at his very last time at bat in 1960, he
hit a farewell home run.

Ted Williams is a great athlete and a great
patriot, and I’m proud to honor him tonight,
as I know all of you are, for what he’s done
for his sport and for his country.

Each of you has honored your sport and
your Nation and left a legacy of greatness.
I hope these National Sports Awards become
an American tradition that will honor the leg-
acy of all those who participate. Today we
must look to the future, the idea of service
performed by young people all across Amer-
ica.

The funds raised by these awards and this
weekend will enable young people dedicated
to service to expand their own efforts in re-
building our more troubled communities, in
caring for those unable to care for themselves
and transforming the lives of people and cit-
ies in need, and in the process, in transform-
ing and improving their own lives.

Some of these young leaders and those
who have mentored them into a life of serv-
ice are here with us. And I urge all of you
on the eve of our Nation’s summer of service
to go forward knowing that you are shining
examples of what it means to be a real citizen
in our country. You are welcome here, too,
tonight. Perhaps there is no way better to
honor the athletes tonight than by supporting
young people who themselves are dedicated
to helping their peers most in need. They
are also great ones.

Although we are blessed with the presence
of these athletes tonight, we are all, I’m sure,
saddened by the absence of another cham-
pion, Arthur Ashe, an extraordinary man who
lived by the words ‘‘thou shalt not close a
door behind you.’’ There will be more said
about Arthur Ashe tonight at Constitution
Hall, but I’m proud that his wife, Jeanne,
is here with us tonight. And thank you so
much for your presence.

In closing let me just say that I have some
people to thank tonight: those who have
agreed to serve on the President’s Council
on Physical Fitness and Sports, including the
two cochairs, Florence Griffith Joyner and
Tom McMillen, who is standing here and
looking short with his friend Bill Bradley as
Kareem is up on the platform. They will ad-
vise me and the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, Donna Shalala, on ways to
enhance opportunities for all Americans, not
just the young, to participate in physical fit-
ness and sports activities.

Finally, let me say to Kareem Abdul-
Jabbar, to Muhammad Ali, to Arnold Palmer,
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to Wilma Rudolph, to Ted Williams, and to
all of you who are here tonight, I thank you
for lending your dignity to this occasion and
for your service to this country and for your
embodiment of the best values of America.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:12 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Senator Bill Bradley.

Interview With Michael Jackson of
KABC Radio, Los Angeles, California
June 21, 1993

Mr. Jackson. Good morning, President
Clinton.

The President. Good morning, Michael.
It’s nice to hear your voice again. And I en-
joyed listening to your callers call in.

Economic Program
Mr. Jackson. Oh, I’m so glad you heard

them, sir. I know the budget is the burning
issue of the moment. You may have seen a
Conrad cartoon; it showed you in caricature,
and the caption was ‘‘Or maybe you’d like
Bush back and another $2 trillion debt.’’ How
could we avoid that and make the whole eco-
nomic climate healthier?

The President. Well, the first thing we
have to do is to gain control over our eco-
nomic destiny again. The deficit is spinning
out of control. It was about $74 billion a year
in 1980; it’s over $300 billion this year. The
debt, as you know, has gone from $1 trillion
to $4 trillion. And because of that, the money
we ought to be investing hasn’t been there.
You can see that very clearly in Los Angeles
and southern California when you had all
these defense cutbacks. We should have
been reinvesting all that money in domestic
technologies to put the people back to work
here at home in high-speed rail, environ-
mental cleanup, all kinds of other things. But
the debt was so big that the money went to
pay interest on the debt and into exploding
health care costs.

So our economic plan is terribly important
to the people of the United States and the
people of southern California because it be-
gins to give us some control back. Already,
the fact that the plan is making progress has

brought down long-term interest rates. I
know one lady who called you said her hus-
band was in construction. Because we are at
20-year mortgage rates lows, there have been
130,000 new jobs come into this economy
in construction in the last 4 months. That’s
the biggest increase in 9 years. Now, it’s
going to take a while to reach southern Cali-
fornia, because that’s one of the most dis-
tressed areas of our national economy. But
it is beginning to turn around.

So you’ve got to bring the deficit down.
You’ve got to do it in a way that is fair to
the middle class, by making upper income
people pay the lion’s share of the burden.
There have to be some incentives in this plan
to grow new jobs in the private sector
through empowerment zones in our cities
and poor rural areas, through new incentives
to small business. And there also have to be
some targeted investments. Over the next 5
years, we still need to spend some money
to try to redevelop the businesses, the com-
munities, and retrain the workers that have
been hurt so badly by defense cutbacks.

So this is a good plan, and it’s still the only
real plan on the table. A lot of people have
criticized it, but it’s hard to quarrel with the
results of it. Just the progress of the plan
is bringing down long-term interest rates.
We’ve got three-quarters of a million new
jobs in the economy since January 20th, and
I am encouraged. We’ve got a long, long way
to go, and we’re dealing with some economic
trends that have been in place for 20 years
in the world economy. But we can turn it
around if we will do so with discipline and
if we’ll stop the delay, if we’ll go forward now
and pass the plan.

Mr. Jackson. Mr. President, you men-
tioned critics. Congressman Henry Hyde,
speaking for the Republicans, claimed over
the weekend that the Senate Democrats are
going to agree to a tax-and-spend, tax-and-
spend program this summer that will result
in another version of the biggest tax hike in
history. In a nutshell, by year’s end, will the
rich be taxed considerably more, heavily
taxed? Will the middle class be further hit?

The President. By year’s end, if the plan
passes, upper income taxes will go up, taxes
on the upper 6 percent of the American peo-
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ple; two-thirds of the tax burden would be
paid for by people with incomes above
$200,000. The tax on the middle class, in the
form of an energy tax, would be phased in
over a 3-year period and would amount to
no more than $17 a month for a family of
four with an income of $50,000 to $60,000,
by the third year of the plan.

By contrast, families with incomes of
under $30,000 would be held harmless, and
there would be an incentive in this tax pro-
gram, for the first time, for people who work
40 hours a week but have children in the
home and are still in poverty. The tax system
would actually lift them out of poverty.

So it’s a very fair tax plan. But the most
important thing from my point of view is that
there can’t be taxes without an equal amount
of spending cuts. And there are substantial
spending cuts in this program in everything
from Medicare to veterans benefits, to agri-
culture, to all the specific programs, just
about, in the Federal Government. People
who say there aren’t spending cuts just
haven’t said it right.

And for Mr. Hyde, whom I like a lot, to
just get on there and chant their old ‘‘tax-
and-spend’’ line, I mean, you know, that’s the
same crowd that presided over the last 12
years where we went from a $1 trillion to
a $4 trillion debt, increased the national defi-
cit every year, and reduced our investment
in the future. I mean, they actually set in
motion the policies which you see manifest
all around you today in southern California.
And I don’t see how they have any credibility
on this.

Last week in the Senate Finance Commit-
tee, there were all kinds of amendments by
the Senate Republicans. They were all de-
signed to increase the deficit by moderating
tax increases with no offsetting cuts. So there
just isn’t another plan out there. We’re either
going to have to make up our mind whether
to do the tough stuff necessary in terms of
budget cuts and fair revenue increases to
bring this deficit down and get control of our
economic future and keep these interest
rates down, or we’re not.

And let me just make one other point. For
anybody who has refinanced a home loan or
refinanced a business loan or gotten a car
loan, a consumer loan, a college loan at lower

interest rates, a lot of people are going to
in the middle class and even some upper in-
come people are going to save more money
on lower interest rates than they’re going to
pay in higher taxes.

That’s the key thing. We’ve got to get the
interest rates down. We’ve got to start invest-
ment in this economy again. And if we don’t,
we’re going to be in real trouble. You had
someone call from Orange County; I see
what’s happened to real estate in Orange
County. Our proposal contains significant in-
centives to get the real estate business in
California up and going again and throughout
the country.

There are all kinds of things in this plan
which are very, very good for business, that
the business community has been asking for
for years. But we do ask people who are earn-
ing income, who have it and whose taxes
went down in the eighties while the deficit
went through the roof, to pay a fairer share
of the tax burden so we can bring the deficit
down.

NAFTA

Mr. Jackson. Relating to the calls we re-
ceived earlier, Mr. President, a blunt ques-
tion: Does Ross Perot concern you? And I
pose it that way because of his stand on
NAFTA, the North American Free Trade
Agreement. He really is claiming that this
country and particularly this State of Califor-
nia is going to lose hundreds of thousands
of jobs that would go to Mexico if the agree-
ment should be ratified.

The President. Well, I disagree with him
on that issue. There are other issues on which
I think we are agreed. We’ve got a version
of the line-item veto in the United States
Senate. I very much hope it will pass; I
strongly support that. I’m pushing for cam-
paign finance reform to reduce the influence
of special interests in campaigns, something
that he and I both talked about in the last
campaign. We’ve got that out of the Senate;
we need to pass it in the House. We’re push-
ing for lobbying reform, something we both
talked about last time. We passed a dramatic
increase in the requirements for reporting of
lobbyists in the Senate. I hope we can pass
it in the House.
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But on NAFTA we just disagree. I believe
that a country like ours, if we want to gen-
erate more jobs, we’re going to have to in-
crease the volume of trade. I understand
what the concern is with Mexico, but I would
say to everyone in California today two
things: Number one, something you know
perhaps better than other Americans, anyone
who wants to shut a plant down and go to
Mexico today for low wages can do it. And
they’ll be able to do it just as well today or
tomorrow as they could after NAFTA is rati-
fied. Number two, as you have seen in Cali-
fornia, as long as incomes are very depressed
in Mexico, you’re going to have a bigger and
bigger problem with immigration that goes
beyond the legal limits of the law. And what
I see happening with NAFTA is a Mexico
that can buy more American products, where
more Mexicans will want to stay home and
be near their families because they’ll be able
to make a living. And Mexico will be the lead-
er of a whole new wave of trading partners
for the United States, going down past Mex-
ico into Central America, into Chile, into
Venezuela, into Argentina, into other coun-
tries. I believe it will create jobs for America.
I wouldn’t do it if I didn’t think so.

And let me also tell you that there’s begin-
ning to be a little bit of a chill in the wind
of people who think that they ought to just
automatically move their plants to Mexico to
save money. There’s a big story just in the
last day or so about General Motors moving
1,000 jobs back from Mexico to the United
States to Michigan, a high-cost State with
very productive labor, to produce some of
their small cars. So I’m very hopeful about
this.

And let me make one last point. About 4
years ago we had a $5 billion trade deficit
with Mexico. Today, because of the trade
barriers that Mexico has lowered, we have
a $6 billion trade surplus, which means we’ve
created more jobs because of trade with
Mexico than we’ve lost because of jobs mov-
ing down there. So my view is that we can
make it a winner.

Now, we don’t want to just have a trade
agreement with no standards. The Mexican
people are going to have to be willing to work
with us on environmental standards and on
labor standards so we don’t just open the

floodgates to move jobs to Mexico in ways
that won’t even raise incomes in Mexico.
That would be a terrible thing to do. But
if we do it right, it will create jobs for both
countries.

International Economy
Mr. Jackson. Mr. President, things are

pretty awful all over. I mean, Europe is in
the worst recession since the 1930’s; Japan
has been hit, too. By contrast, aren’t things
beginning to get better here?

The President. Well, they are beginning
to get better here and they’re beginning to
get better here basically for two reasons.
First off, American industry was really bat-
tered here during the entire 1980’s and in
fact starting back in the mid-seventies. And
there has been a determined effort by people
running our firms in the private sector to be-
come more competitive, so a lot of them are.
And that increased productivity, increasing
output per worker, the increasing ability to
compete with countries around the world,
that is helping things to get better. The sec-
ond thing that’s making things better is that
this administration’s serious effort to bring
the deficit down has helped long-term inter-
est rates to get down to their lowest rate in
20 years, and that’s leading people to refi-
nance, freeing up some money, and we’re
getting some more investment.

But I don’t want to mislead anybody. This
is still going to be a very tough road back.
If you look at southern California, if you look
at Connecticut, if you look at some of the
States that have been hit especially hard by
defense cutbacks of all kinds and other eco-
nomic problems, we’re still going to have to
have a very disciplined plan to invest and
grow our way out of the problems of the last
few years.

But yes, we’re in better shape now than
Europe and Japan. In fact, if we could get
some more growth in those countries, we’d
be in better shape because we’re not selling
as much to them as we would be because
of their economic problems. They don’t have
the money to buy American products. And
when I go to Japan in a couple of weeks to
talk to the leaders of Europe and Japan, one
of the things we’re going to be talking about
is that America is doing what they asked us
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to do, we’re bringing our deficit down. And
we want the Europeans to bring their interest
rates down and the Japanese to invest some
more money in their economy so they can
grow it, because they don’t have the deficit
we do. And if we can work together, we can
grow the world economy and that means jobs
for America.

But you’re quite right, we’re actually in
better shape than Japan and Europe is right
now, except for unemployment rates, Japan’s
still got a lower unemployment rate than we
do.

Mr. Jackson. Mr. President, thank you
very, very much indeed for this, sir.

The President. Thank you, and again, I
want to thank your callers for the thoughts
they expressed. And I want to encourage
them to continue to be active and to question
and criticize me when they think I’m wrong
but also to support me. I really appreciate
the woman who said she didn’t vote for me
but she’s got a stake in the success of this
Presidency. We’re doing what we can to
move this country forward without regard to
party or region. And that’s the kind of sup-
port I need. I’m very grateful for that.

Mr. Jackson. Thank you, Mr. President,
very much, sir.

NOTE: The interview began at 12:16 p.m. The
President spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the
White House.

Interview With J.P. McCarthy of
WJR Radio, Detroit, Michigan
June 21, 1993

Mr. McCarthy. Good afternoon, Mr.
President. How are you?

The President. I’m great. It’s nice to talk
to you again.

Mr. McCarthy. I can’t hear.
The President. Can you hear me now?

I can hear you. Can you hear me?
Mr. McCarthy. Mr. President, I can now.

How are you? We haven’t talked since very
late in the campaign. You were in an auto-
mobile someplace, and you were running out
of voice. But you were in high spirits, and
now we know why. Congratulations.

The President. Thank you very much. It’s
nice to hear your voice again.

Mr. McCarthy. Nice to hear you.
The President. I got to hear a little bit

of your last conversation. That was fascinat-
ing.

Mr. McCarthy. With Bob Talbert?
The President. Yes.

Economic Program

Mr. McCarthy. Mr. President, are you
going to get your tax bill and your budget
bill through the Senate? Carl Levin is on this
program a little bit later. We’ve already taped
that segment. He says, yes, it will be done.
What do you think?

The President. I think it will be done. It’s
not easy ever to make these kinds of tough
decisions. There are $250 billion in budget
cuts in that bill that affect everything from
agriculture to veterans, to Medicare, to vir-
tually all the specific programs in the Gov-
ernment. And there are some tax increases,
as is well-known, two-thirds of them on peo-
ple with incomes above $200,000, three-
quarters of them on people with incomes
above $100,000. I think it’s fair and balanced.
And this will bring the deficit down by $500
billion, and it will keep these long-term inter-
est rates coming down, which is what is so
necessary if we’re going to have reinvestment
in our country and rebuild the manufacturing
sector and get this economy going again.

I think it will pass because, frankly, there
isn’t another alternative. And those who have
tried to fashion other alternatives have come
up with programs that hurt the vulnerable
in our country and the middle class more and
hurt the business economy more. And I think
that’s why we’ve had people from companies
representing the automakers to high-tech
companies in California supporting the pro-
gram. It’s a little-known thing that over half
the 100 biggest companies in the country
have supported the program, that the labor
organizations have supported it, that the
home builders organization, a largely Repub-
lican group, have supported it because it will
bring interest rates down and create jobs and
incomes for the American people.

Mr. McCarthy. But if it does pass the
Senate, and apparently Senator Levin feels
you have enough votes, 50 or more votes,
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it has to go back to the House. It’s been
changed significantly from the bill approved
by the House. We hear the Black Caucus
may be falling out of step. Can it pass the
entire Congress?

The President. I think it can. I think what
you will see is, when the bill passes the Sen-
ate, if we can pass it in the next few days,
then there will be a conference of the Sen-
ators and the House Members. And they will
try to take the best parts of both bills and
come up with a bill which has more budget
cuts than taxes, fair taxes, but still has some
of the incentives we need for small business
job creation, for the high-tech job creation,
for empowerment zones to get private sector
investment into the urban areas and to the
poor rural areas, and also some of the money
for Head Start education and training and
for joint projects with the private sector for
new technologies to help to deal with the
defense cuts. I think you will see that budget
coming out of there. And I expect it to pass
both Houses.

Like I said, these are difficult times, be-
cause for 12 years the American people have
been told one thing and had another thing
happen where the debt just kept getting big-
ger and bigger, and it’s eating us alive. And
interest rates were high, and we couldn’t get
investment, we couldn’t get jobs. We’re going
to turn it around, but it’s not easy.

Mr. McCarthy. A couple of things started
to leak out this weekend on those weekend
Washington shows. One item was that enter-
tainers and sports people, people who make
big salaries for usually a relatively short pe-
riod of time, would be exempt from the new
higher rate of income tax. Is that true?

The President. Not to my knowledge.
Mr. McCarthy. Apparently it was on

‘‘Face the Nation’’ or one of those shows yes-
terday. Not so?

The President. No. There aren’t any ex-
emptions. I think what you’re going to find
is that people who make a lot of money for
just a couple of years may wind up doing
something that many of them already do, by
the way, which is structuring their contracts
so they get paid over a longer period of years
than they play. That’s something that’s hap-
pening now and that may happen. But I know
of no exemptions for any high income people.

Mr. McCarthy. And the surtax on the
capital gains tax, everyone was figuring
maybe there will be a capital gains cut.
Maybe that will be a tradeoff, higher income
tax rates, lower capital gains. Will there be
a surtax on capital gains?

The President. It’s hard to say. That’s in
the Senate bill. But I’m not sure how it will
come out in the end. I think one thing you
can look forward to is a so-called venture cap-
ital gains on new business capital gains tax,
where people who put their money into new
businesses will be given big incentives to do
so. That is, if you take a risk on somebody
and you start a new venture and you hire
some new people to create new jobs in the
economy and you hold that investment for
5 years or more, you’ll be able to reduce your
tax liability if, in fact, it turns out to be suc-
cessful. We have to have more people trying
to start new businesses. And that’s a more
hazardous undertaking. So I think you will
see that.

Mr. McCarthy. Will there be some incen-
tives for new business? Because I heard
from——

The President. Absolutely.
Mr. McCarthy. I asked this morning in

my morning show—I mentioned, of course,
that I would be talking to you. And I said,
give me some questions that you’d like me
to ask the President. And I heard from sev-
eral small business people. They said some-
thing like this: ‘‘Look, I wanted to open two
new businesses this year’’—this was a fellow
who was in the fast-food franchise business,
but he said, ‘‘With all that’s going on relative
to the proposed new legislation on taxes, I’m
afraid to build any more restaurants.’’ Small
businesses are getting hurt. I heard that over
and over this morning.

The President. Let me just mention two
or three things that should be reassuring to
small businesses. If these provisions of my
plan pass, first of all, anybody who starts a
new venture will be able to get investment
for that new venture. And if the investment
is held for 5 years or more, the tax rates will
be much, much lower than the ordinary in-
come tax rates, if it passes.

Secondly, for ongoing small businesses,
today the writeoff for expensing on the tax
form is $10,000 per year. We propose to raise
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that to $25,000. That will be a substantial
reduction in the tax burden of most small
businesses and will be an encouragement, I
think, for them to hire more people.

Thirdly, if someone has a chain of res-
taurants, for example, like the person who
called in, in the plan that I presented to the
Congress that the House of Representatives
adopted, we have some changes in the alter-
native minimum tax provisions which operate
as real incentives for people to continue to
invest their profits in the expansion of their
businesses without running up bigger tax
bills.

So I would urge the small business people
who are listening to us to really look at what
is in that House bill. There are a lot of very
strong pro-business and pro-small business
provisions in the bill that have not gotten a
lot of attention. That’s why, let me just men-
tion, the National Realtors Association and
the National Home Builders Association, two
groups not normally associated with the
Democratic Party, have already strongly en-
dorsed this economic program because of the
incentives for economic growth and because
it’s bringing down long-term interest rates.
That’s the last thing I will say. Any business
person who has to borrow money in all prob-
ability is going to save more money in lower-
interest rates than they’ll pay in higher taxes.

Mr. McCarthy. Mr. President, one of the
thrusts of your campaign was jobs. There
would be more jobs. Jobs, jobs, jobs would
be created. If the business climate isn’t good,
if there isn’t an opportunity for businesses
to do well, to be successful, there will be
fewer jobs. I mean, that’s just simple eco-
nomics, isn’t it?

The President. That’s right, but simple
economics dictate that the President of the
United States stop telling everybody what
they want to hear and start telling the truth.
That’s what simple economics dictate. I
mean, in 1981 we cut taxes and increased
spending and nearly bankrupted this country
over the next 12 years, and we’ve been paying
for it ever since, so that we had very high
long-term interest rates, and credit was ex-
pensive, and job generation was weak. That’s
a problem, by the way, for wealthy countries
throughout the world. Even Japan’s having
trouble creating jobs now. But look what’s

happened since I announced my plan and
it started to pass its way through Congress,
just in the last 4 or 5 months. First, we’ve
had 755,000 new jobs in this economy, over
90 percent of them in the private sector, in
the first 4 months of this administration. In
the previous 4 years, we only had a million
jobs. Second, in construction, part of the
economy very affected by interest rates, in
the first 4 months we had 130,000 new jobs,
that’s the biggest increase in 9 years. Has that
affected every State and every community
yet? No, but it shows that we are really mov-
ing in the right direction. If we can get every-
body in this country to refinance their home
loans, their business loans, to take available
credit because interest rates are lower, that
will put tens of billions of dollars back into
this economy to create jobs.

Mr. McCarthy. What inflation rate, sir—
I don’t mean to interrupt you, but we’re short
on time—what inflation rate would you be
happy with 1 year from now?

The President. The lowest possible one.
But if we got unemployment down to a very
low level and every American had a job, it
might be a tad higher than it is now, but
right now we think we’re in good shape on
inflation. What we need in America are more
jobs and higher incomes, and that’s what
we’re working on. So, this is a job-creating
strategy we’re following, and I believe it will
work.

Counselor to the President
Mr. McCarthy. How is David Gergen

doing in his new job?
The President. He’s doing very well. He’s

a good man. We’ve been friends a long time
and——

Mr. McCarthy. Is the Washington press
corps still braying at the moon, sir? [Laugh-
ter]

The President. I don’t even know how to
answer that. The moon still comes out here,
though, at night, and the sun comes up in
the morning.

Mr. McCarthy. President Clinton, a
pleasure to talk to you today. Thank you very
much for spending the time. I hope you get
a chance to visit us.

The President. Me too. See you.
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NOTE: The interview began at 12:30 p.m. The
President spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the
White House. In the interview, he referred to
journalist Bob Talbert of the Detroit Free Press.

Interview With Phil Adler of KRLD
Radio, Dallas, Texas
June 21, 1993

Mr. Adler. Mr. President, are you there?
The President. I am, Phil.

Btu Tax
Mr. Adler. Good morning to you. We

think that a lot of people responded to a
theme, or at least I think so, in the Presi-
dential campaign of sacrifice to cut the deficit
as long as that sacrifice is equal. The Btu
tax was designed originally on the concept
of equal sacrifice. But then all of these excep-
tions were added, and it really makes it ap-
pear that it’s one of the most complicated
proposals ever. Did you make a mistake al-
lowing all the special exceptions to be in-
cluded in the Btu tax?

The President. Well, I didn’t allow them
all to be included. Some of them were in-
cluded in the House of Representatives bill,
and I didn’t agree with all of them. But let
me say what I think was a good criticism of
the tax and that is that we wanted the tax
to restrain energy consumption in ways that
promoted energy conservation and also sup-
ported fuel switching to more environ-
mentally beneficial and more available natu-
ral gas. That bill, as drawn, would be a big
boon to the natural gas industry in Texas and
Oklahoma and throughout the United States.
And that’s one of the things we were trying
to do. Now, some of the oil companies didn’t
like it, but the people that were in the gas
business liked it. We had a big Texas gas
company, headed by a person who strongly
supported President Bush in the last election,
endorsed the economic program. ARCO and
Sun Oil both endorsed the economic pro-
gram, including the Btu tax.

So Secretary Bentsen, who, as you know,
has represented you in the Senate for a long
time, offered the Senate a modified Btu tax
which, instead of having all those particular
exemptions, would basically have alleviated
the burden of the Btu tax on industry and

agriculture on the production sector but still
given them an incentive to move toward nat-
ural gas wherever possible and would also
have cut the Btu rate and would have re-
placed that with more spending cuts.

From my point of view, unfortunately, we
couldn’t pass that through the committee be-
cause Senator Boren had said he wouldn’t
vote for any tax based on the heat content
of fuel. But I still think it was a good concept,
and it will be interesting to see what happens
if the Senate’s version of the economic plan
passes, to see what happens in the con-
ference and what we come up with.

Mr. Adler. What we have now is a gasoline
tax that’s been passed by the Senate commit-
tee, and you’ve called that regressive in the
past. How can you sell that, if you have to,
to House Members who did risk some politi-
cal capital by supporting you on the Btu tax?

The President. I think anything that
comes out has to be a combination of agree-
ment between the House and the Senate. It’s
hard to get 218 House Members and 51 Sen-
ators to agree on anything that’s tough. I
mean, everybody can talk about cutting the
deficit, but it’s one thing to talk about it and
quite another to do. But I think they’ll be
able to do it. No one was particularly happy
with the form of the Btu tax, or very few
people were, that passed the House, but ev-
erybody thought that Secretary Bentsen
could come up with a plan that would make
it good for the economy and could achieve
what we were trying to do in terms of pro-
moting domestic energy, and I think he did.
The Senate preferred a tax that was a gas
tax and a tax on some other fuels. It, at least,
is small enough so that it is not particularly
unfair to people in rural areas. It’s not as
big as what some had wanted, and certainly
I did not want just a big old gas tax. I thought
that was unfair.

I also think it’s important to point out in
Texas, in light of the rhetoric in the recent
political campaign, that it is simply not true
that there is no spending cuts in this plan.
There’s $250 billion in spending cuts, and
they affect everything. They affect agri-
culture and veterans and Medicare and the
whole range of discretionary spending of the
Government. They affect foreign aid; they af-
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fect defense. There are sweeping, broad-
based spending cuts in this program. And the
tax increases, two-thirds of them, fall on peo-
ple with incomes above $200,000, three-
quarters on people with incomes above
$100,000. Families of four with incomes
below $30,000 are held harmless, and people
who work for a living 40 hours a week and
have kids in the house who are now in pov-
erty would actually be lifted above poverty
by these tax changes in ways that promote
the movement from welfare to work. So this
is a fair and balanced plan.

It was developed, and in a very aggressive
way, by Lloyd Bentsen and by Leon Panetta,
who used to be chairman of the House Budg-
et Committee, to be fair, to have equal
spending cuts in taxes, and to drive the deficit
down so we could bring interest rates down.
That’s good for Texas, and that’s good for
everybody in America. And also, it leaves
some room for investments that are critical
to our future. And as you know, I support—
you were implying this before I got on—I
support the space station and the super
collider projects because I think they’re good
for America’s future. And if you’re going to
spend money on those things, you have to
spend money on them. You can’t play games;
they do cost some money.

Space Station and Super Collider

Mr. Adler. Mr. President, how long can
you guarantee that support for the super
collider and the space station? Will they fall
if that’s the only way to meet your overall
deficit reduction goal?

The President. Well, my overall deficit re-
duction goals can be met in my plan with
the space station and the super collider. I
do want to emphasize that we’ve already
shaved $4 billion off the 5-year budget for
the space station and some money off the
5-year budget for the super collider by rede-
signing the space station, based on a team
of exceptional national experts who analyzed
the project and recommended that it be re-
designed and also that NASA’s management
be changed rather dramatically. And we just
delayed the implementation schedule on the
super collider some, so that none of the op-
ponents of the space station and the super

collider could claim that there had been no
spending cut there.

So we have done that. But I strongly feel
it would be a mistake to abandon those. Now,
I would be less than candid if I didn’t tell
you that there are a lot of people in other
parts of the country who want to cut those
projects. There was always a lot of opposition
to them, and because of the last election and
all of the rhetoric and all the claims in Texas
that there were no spending cuts in this
budget, that has given real energy to the op-
ponents of the space station and the super
collider. It wasn’t true that there were no
spending cuts, but there are a lot of people
up there who have been wanting to kill these
projects for years who are just gleeful at the
way the rhetoric in the last election played
out in Texas. They think that they have been
given a license by the people of Texas to kill
the space station and the super collider. And
it’s going to be very much harder for me to
keep them alive. But I’m doing the best I
can.

Mr. Adler. Mr. President, I’m informed
that our time has run out, by one of your
aides, I believe. Good to talk with you this
morning.

The President. Thank you. I enjoyed it.

NOTE: The interview began at 12:42 p.m. The
President spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the
White House.

Interview With Tim Scheld of WCBS
Radio, New York City
June 21, 1993

Mr. Scheld. Good afternoon. President
Bill Clinton, joining us from the Roosevelt
Room of the White House this afternoon. A
good decision, Mr. President, since it is as
hot and muggy as you’re going to get in New
York City today. Be happy you’re inside and
in Washington, DC.

The President. It’s pretty hot and muggy
here, too, Tim.

Mr. Scheld. I heard you were jogging this
morning in a lot of fog. No fog anywhere
in New York City. We’re looking for some,
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so bring some up here, please, next time you
come.

The President. I had a great time today,
for all the joggers listening to you. I got to
run with John Fixx, who is the son of the
famous runner Jim Fixx, who died about 9
years ago but made a real contribution to
what all of us who love jogging know as the
sport.

Mr. Scheld. Yes, but the question now is
do you run with Michael Jordan tomorrow?

The President. I’d love to do it if he were
willing.

Economic Program
Mr. Scheld. I appreciate you taking the

time with us here on WCBS this afternoon.
The Senate begins debate on the all-impor-
tant economic package, but its ultimate
shape, as you know, will be determined by
the Joint House-Senate Committee probably
beginning the 1st of July. Will we see the
Btu energy tax proposal be reborn out of that
committee, Mr. President? What kind of spe-
cific new energy taxes should the American
people expect?

The President. Well, first let me say that
before we can start that conference, Senator
Moynihan has got to shepherd this bill
through the Senate, and that’s not going to
be all that easy. I think we can do it. But
there’s been so much rhetoric around this
economic program and so much inaccurate
information put out there that it’s not going
to be easy to get the Senators to make the
tough choices to pass the bill. I think they
will do that, and I think in no small measure
they will do it because of the leadership of
your Senator in leading the Senate Finance
Committee.

But after that, the House and the Senate
will get together. And I think they’ll try to
agree on a provision with regard to energy
which will do what all of us agreed to do,
which is to reduce the energy tax somewhat
below where it was in the House version,
have some more spending cuts, make it clear
to the American people there are more
spending cuts than tax increases in this pro-
gram and that they are fair and balanced.

The Secretary of the Treasury, Lloyd
Bentsen, had a good suggestion, I thought,
for reducing the Btu tax, reducing its impact

on jobs through lowering the industry and
agricultural provisions and cutting the rates
across the board on middle class Americans
but still leaving it in there so there would
always be an incentive for energy conserva-
tion, environmental cleanup, and switching
to American natural gas.

But one of the Senators on the Senate Fi-
nance Committee had said he would never
vote for a bill based on the heat content of
energy, which meant that they had to change
the form of the energy levy. And we’ll just
have to see what comes out of the con-
ference. I don’t know what will happen.

Mr. Scheld. This is pretty complicated,
but the American people were so well-in-
formed a couple of months ago exactly how
much it was going to cost. I think people
were—at least in this area, I think we got
the impression that people were willing to
bite their bottom lip and to pay for deficit
reduction. Are you taking that attitude back
to the Senate and saying, listen to the Amer-
ican people?

The President. I’m really trying to. And
I think what happened was that from the
time I gave my speech outlining the plan in
February to the American people directly, in-
cluding telling everybody exactly what we
were going to cut and exactly what it would
cost, after that the details got lost in all the
word games going back and forth and the
shouting. And what I tried to do last week
by giving a prime-time news conference and
doing a number of other things was to let
the American people know exactly what was
in this bill. Maybe it’s worth restating.

There are $250 billion of spending cuts
and $250 billion of revenue increases and
$500 billion of deficit reduction in this pack-
age. Of every $10 in cutting the debt, $5
comes in spending cuts; $3.75 comes from
people with incomes above $100,000; $1.25
comes from people with incomes below
$100,000 but above $30,000. People below
that are held harmless. That’s about how it
works.

Mr. Scheld. One Member of Congress
over the weekend, I think, was quoted as say-
ing that’s engaging in politics of envy, pitting
the higher income brackets against those that
can’t afford it.

The President. No.
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Mr. Scheld. Well, what do you say to that?
The President. I have a clear answer to

that. I don’t seek to punish anybody for their
success. But if you look at what happened
in the 1980’s, we had the reverse of the poli-
tics of envy. In the 1980’s taxes went up on
the middle class while their incomes went
down. Taxes went down on upper income
people while their incomes went up. This has
nothing to do with the politics of envy.

I want it to be possible for people to have
more successes. If you look at this bill that
is moving its way through Congress, there
are big incentives for people to start new
businesses, for small businesses to hire extra
people, for bigger industries to invest in new
plant and equipment, for all private sector
people to actually make money by reinvesting
in our inner cities and our rural areas again.
This is not about the politics of envy. This
is about who can afford to pay the freight.

In the last 12 years, we had tax decreases
on upper income people and tax increases
on the middle class, even though their in-
come trends were just the reverse. So this
is nothing but fairness. This is not about class
war. This is about fairness.

Health Care Reform
Mr. Scheld. Mr. President, on health care

reform, our own Senator Moynihan, you
brought up his name, expressed some doubt
over the weekend that health care reform
would make it to Congress this year. Any up-
date on that?

The President. I still think we can do it
this year if we pass the budget in an expedi-
tious way and if the health care reform pro-
posal is perceived as fair by the vast majority
of the American people and if it deals with
the problems of the country. That is, can we
bring the cost of health care in line with infla-
tion? That’s good for business. Can we re-
move the insecurity that millions of Ameri-
cans have that they’re going to lose their
health insurance because of the cost or be-
cause somebody in their family’s been sick
or because they’re going to change jobs? Can
we provide a way to bring coverage to people
who don’t have it? Seventy percent of them
work for a living. Can we do it in ways that
are affordable and balanced, and can we do
it in ways that don’t in any way affect the

right of Americans to choose their doctors
or to keep very high quality health care?

If we can do that, then I think you will
see a willingness on the part of Congress to
take this up, knowing that the whole job can’t
be done overnight. That is, we could adopt
an omnibus bill and still have to phase in
the actual practical implementation of it so
that if there are problems along the way, they
can be corrected.

Senator Moynihan has a lot of experience
about how slowly Congress acts, but I think
the American people are so hungry and so
hurting for something to be done on health
care that they’d like to see it dealt with this
year, and they’d like to see us at least make
a good beginning. I believe with a little luck
we can get it done this year.

Henry Leon Ritzenthaler
Mr. Scheld. Mr. President, reading the

Washington Post this morning, seeing quotes
from a colleague or a friend of yours and
someone who I know, Betsy Wright, I’m
wondering whether this claim from the Para-
dise, California, man merits any reaction
from you.

The President. I’ll be glad to give you a
reaction, but let me say I have tried to call
him today and have not talked to him yet.
And I think I ought to talk to him before
I make any public statement. But I’ll put out
a statement about it later on today.

Former President George Bush
Mr. Scheld. Fair enough, Mr. President.

Have you heard from the FBI, by the way,
on the inquiry into the alleged plot against
former President Bush in Kuwait a couple
of months ago?

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

Mr. Scheld. So it’s either all the wrong
questions or all the right questions I get to
ask you. [Laughter]

The President. No, they’re both good
questions, and I’m sorry, but it’s not in the
national interest for me to discuss that until
I actually know what I can say about it when
I get the report.
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President’s Visits to New York

Mr. Scheld. Absolutely. One other final
question for you here. It concerns when you
come to New York, and I’m sure you will
be in this area for Governor Florio and for
Mayor Dinkins, campaigning; that’s my
guess, at least. What do you tell the people
who are sitting in traffic sometimes because
of a Presidential visit? It’s a loaded question,
sir.

The President. It really bothers me when
I come there. I told Mayor Dinkins the last
time I was there, I was so concerned that
it required so many police officers and fire-
men. And it seems that the President inter-
rupts the flow of events more coming to New
York than any other place because of the
density of the population and the traffic. It
really concerns me.

One of the things that I can do and one
of the things I did do the last time I came
was to land at the airport and then take a
helicopter in as close as I can to where I’m
driving so that really minimizes the disrup-
tion to the other people and traffic. You
know, I love to come to New York, and I
think it’s a good thing for the President to
be in New York and to be on the streets and
to be with the people, and it’s such an impor-
tant part of our national life. There are so
many people there I need to talk to and see
and listen to. But it bothers me when I incon-
venience a lot of people.

Mr. Scheld. Well, we leave you the invita-
tion to always come back here and talk to
people, but this is a way to get through to
them without causing some traffic problems.
But come here anyway. We’d love to see you.

The President. I’d love to do it. Maybe
we can do it. Maybe radio can be the best
alternative.

Mr. Scheld. Absolutely, sir. Thank you for
taking the time this afternoon.

The President. Thanks.

NOTE: The interview began at 12:49 p.m. The
President spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the
White House. A question referred to newspaper
reports that Henry Leon Ritzenthaler may be the
President’s half-brother.

Interview With Larry King
June 21, 1993

Mr. King. Welcome back to another hour
of ‘‘The Larry King Show.’’ Great pleasure
to have with us—the last time we had him
on a radio show he was in a car in Detroit
during the campaign, getting to the airport.
In fact, he gave us a visual description of the
highway. Do you remember that?

The President. I do remember it.

Economic Program

Mr. King. President Clinton, a couple of
things. First, Senator Phil Gramm last week
on my television show said—the Republican
from Texas—anytime, anywhere, anyplace
he’ll come to the White House, he’ll meet
with you, he’ll sit down to work out a deal
on the economy from the Republican Party
standpoint. He said, you invite him, he’s
there. What about it?

The President. I’m always happy to talk
to Senator Gramm, but the issue is, what are
they for? I mean, there at least was a Repub-
lican budget offered in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and more Republicans voted
against it than Democrats voted against my
budget. There was a bipartisan budget of-
fered in the Senate Finance Committee
which by common consent probably couldn’t
get 20 votes on the floor of the Senate. So
what I want to know is, what are they for?
I have met with the Republican Senators
completely. I meet with the leadership of the
Republicans along with the Democrats all
the time. I am always anxious to discuss this.
But we need to know what the specifics are.
I mean, I put out a plan that has $250 billion
in tax cuts in it that affects agriculture, veter-
ans, defense, foreign aid, the Federal em-
ployee pay, Federal employee retirement,
cuts huge amounts out of all these things.
They’ve been trying to convince the Amer-
ican people that there are no spending cuts.
Senator Gramm tried to do it in his own State
of Texas in the recent election season.

So, if we’re going to have anything to talk
about, we’ve all got to at least say what the
facts are. All I’m saying is I’d be happy to
have any suggestions he has, but we’ve got
to know where we’re going on this.
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Mr. King. You’re saying it would be point-
less to sit down unless they come in with
a preagenda?

The President. The Senate Finance Com-
mittee met last week on the economic plan
and dealt with a lot of Republican amend-
ments after they went all over the country
saying the issue was spending. The Repub-
licans tried to lower taxes in a lot of different
ways, mostly on upper income folks. And ev-
erything they offered would have increased
the deficit because they did not introduce
one single spending cut amendment, because
those are the tough and controversial things,
because they know how much we’ve already
cut spending in this budget.

So, all I’m saying is, you know, I’ll talk to
Phil Gramm; I’ll talk to anybody. He may
want to talk to me this week because I’m
trying to save the space station and the super
collider in his State, two things I believe in.
After having shaved down the space station
by $4 billion and shaved the cost of the super
collider some, I believe they’re important for
America as investments in science and tech-
nology. But there are a lot of people who
are against these projects who are going to
try to take his rhetoric and the rhetoric of
the recent Texas election and use it against
him because of the things they said. So, Sen-
ator Gramm may need me this week because
I agree with him on this issue, and I hope
we can save them for America’s sake. But
the political rhetoric of some of the Repub-
licans in pretending that there are no spend-
ing cuts has made it tougher.

Mr. King. So in other words, what every-
body wants is, they don’t want to pay new
taxes; they don’t want to cut any services. We
just want a free ride.

The President. Yes, and we want to do
it in a way that looks politically palatable. So
they talk about, well, let’s put a cap on all
this spending or limits on all that and not
come up with the specifics. My budget has
200 specific spending cuts over the previous
Bush budget. A hundred of them are more
than $100 million a piece. And I really have
tried to take this thing on. For years we lis-
tened to all this rhetoric about how we could
cut taxes and increase spending and some-
how everything would be all right. And we

took the debt from $1 trillion to $4 trillion.
We had astronomical long-term interest
rates. Ever since we’ve been trying to bring
the interest rates down by bringing the defi-
cit down, you see mortgage rates at a 20-
year low, housing starts at a 7-year high; con-
struction employment is increased at the
highest rate in 9 years. We’ve got 755,000
new jobs coming into the economy. Most of
them are coming in because people are refi-
nancing their debt and freeing up money to
invest in the economy. So we’re moving this
in the right direction. But of course, it’s not
popular to do these difficult things.

International Economy

Mr. King. You’re going to have to go to
Japan in a couple weeks. That’s a major eco-
nomic conference. Let’s assume the Senate
passes this; then they go to House commit-
tee, and that of course won’t be settled by
the time you go there. And you go to a coun-
try where their leadership is going to change.
How much of a ball of wax is that?

The President. Well, it’s going to be a
challenge to get a lot done at this summit.
But I’m convinced we can. We have two or
three issues that we really need to deal with.
We’re trying to come to grips with the need
for a new trade agreement for the world,
which I think is very important, will create
more jobs in America. We’d have more jobs
today if Europe and Japan weren’t in the bad
economics conditions they’re in. Their
growth rates are substantially lower than
ours. If they were in better shape, they’d be
buying more of our products and we’d have
more jobs.

The second thing we’re going to try to deal
with is what we can do, each in our own
countries, to promote global economic
growth. The Europeans and Japanese have
been telling America for years, ‘‘Get your
deficit down.’’ So we’re doing that. Now
they’ve got to lower their interest rates in
Europe so they can grow, and they’ve got
to invest some more money in Japan so they
can grow and buy more of our products. And
if we do it together, we can bring this world
out of the recession it’s in, and that means
more jobs for America.

VerDate 14-MAY-98 14:23 May 19, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P25JN4.023 INET01



1142 June 21 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993

Mr. King. But what part does Japan play
if they’re lame duck?

The President. Well, I think that depends
upon what all the political sides in the coun-
try will say about the negotiations that we’re
on. I mean, it’s pretty clear to me that no
matter who winds up being Prime Minister
of Japan and what faction that person comes
out of, that they’re going to have to continue
to open their economy to our products. And
they’re going to have to continue to stimulate
their economy, because they don’t have a
budget deficit, they’ve got a surplus.

What’s happening in Japan now I think has
more than anything else to do with the legacy
of the various political scandals and the polit-
ical corruption. I think their economic policy
is going to have to take the direction that
we support almost no matter who gets elect-
ed Prime Minister. They can’t withdraw from
the world or shut us out now. They’ve got
too much at stake in expanding into China
and other countries and doing business in a
very complicated world that simply won’t
allow Japan to be the only rich country in
the world with $110 billion a year trade sur-
plus.

Mr. King. So you’re hopeful, no matter
who it is?

The President. Yes, I am. It presents a
challenge to get done the things I wanted
to get done in Japan at the conference. It
will be more challenging, but I still think that
we may be able to do that simply because
of the limits on their economic options.

NAFTA

Mr. King. During the campaign you told
me, in fact, almost the day it happened, when
President Bush signed it in San Antonio, you
said to me the next day that you supported
this fair trade concept with Mexico and Can-
ada on balance. You had some questions. Do
you still have some questions?

The President. Yes, but I’m still for it.
As a matter of fact, I feel more strongly
today, if possible, that it is the right direction
for us to take. The trade agreement, I
thought, had some weaknesses. It was nego-
tiated with a greater concern for our financial
institutions and our intellectual property con-
cerns, that is, patent and copyright concerns,

than for new jobs and environmental clean-
up, things that I thought were real important.

So we’re trying to fix that. We’re trying
to make sure that this trade agreement with
Mexico and Canada has very strong provi-
sions to guarantee appropriate investments
in environmental cleanups, so we don’t have
more pollution in America or we don’t have
people going down to Mexico just so they
won’t have to have any antipollution ex-
penses, and so we have some labor protec-
tions.

But I think we’re getting there. And I be-
lieve that the right kind of trade agreement
can create jobs in America. I don’t agree that
it’ll cost jobs. If you look just in the last cou-
ple of days, there was a notice from General
Motors that they’re closing an operation in
Mexico, bringing it back to the United States,
going to create 1,000 jobs in Michigan and
higher labor costs because of the productivity
and the nearness to the labor parts market,
to the auto parts market. And I think you’re
going to see a lot of that. If anybody wants
to shut a plant down and go to Mexico just
because they have cheap wages, they can do
that today. Nothing is going to change in the
NAFTA agreement. But if you have more
growth on both sides, then you’ll have less
illegal immigration from Mexico, more peo-
ple will be able to get jobs at home and stay
with their families, their incomes will rise,
and they’ll buy more American products.
Last month, Mexico replaced Japan as the
second biggest purchaser of American manu-
facturing products. We have a $6 billion
trade surplus with them. That means we cre-
ate jobs out of our trade with them. So I
think it’s a good deal for America, and I hope
we can pass it.

Media Coverage
Mr. King. One other quick thing. L.A.

Times Mirror poll out today says 51 percent
of the public thinks the press has been unfair
to you, more unfair to you than your prede-
cessors. Any comment?

The President. You know, I always trust
the people in the end. They pretty well get
it right.

Mr. King. You think that’s right, about
right?
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The President. I think the most important
thing now is what I said at my press con-
ference last week. The American people
know if there’s something going on and some
tension that is not—doesn’t have much to do
with their interests. And I think that’s what
they have perceived here. And so what I have
done, clearly, in the last couple of weeks, is
to reach out a hand of understanding to the
capital press corps here and to ask them not
to stop criticizing me, because that’s their job
when they think I’m wrong or they think
there’s a story to be pursued, but to approach
this whole work that we have to do together
with an atmosphere of respect and greater
trust. And I pledge to try to do the same
thing.

I think the American people want to see
the flaws in my proposal, want to see the
contradictions if they are there, want to see
me subject to honest scrutiny. But they don’t
like the feeling of feeding frenzy. They don’t
want that. And so, you know, I’ve done what
I could, and I hope we’ll have the kind of
response that the American people plainly
want.

Chelsea Clinton

Mr. King. Chelsea going to Japan?

The President. Well, I hope so. I think
it would be educational for her, although
some people have said that, you know, we
ought to consider what kind of Asian press
coverage she’ll get and whether that would
prohibit her from learning anything or doing
anything there. But there is a lot of precedent
for previous Presidents’ families going on
trade missions. And I’d like to see her do
it. I think she’d learn a lot from it if in fact
she’ll be able to function when she’s there.
So we’re going to try to figure that out in
the next few days.

Mr. King. Thanks, Mr. President.

The President. Thanks, Larry.

NOTE: The interview began at 1 p.m. The Presi-
dent spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the White
House.

Interview With Bob Levey of WMAL
Radio, Washington, DC
June 21, 1993

Mr. Levey. I’m pleased to welcome you
to Newstalk 630, WMAL. Thanks so much
for joining us.

The President. Glad to do it, Bob.

Economic Program
Mr. Levey. Let’s begin with a question

about the deficit reduction bill. It passed the
Senate Finance Committee last week. Does
this now put you on the high road to passage
of this bill, or are we still trundling along
somewhere below the high road?

The President. Well, I think it is a high
road in the sense that that probably was the
most difficult committee in the Senate to get
such a bill out of. And the fact that they did
it and they did it in a timely fashion is encour-
aging. And I think what we just have to do
now is to try to see that the bill—let the bill
pass the Senate and send it over to con-
ference, where the Senators and the House
Members can discuss what each of them can
live with as well as the principles that I have
laid down. And I think we can come out of
this with a bill which brings the deficit down,
requires upper income people, who are in
the best position to do so, to pay the lion’s
share of the taxes, has more cuts than taxes
in it, protects the middle class and particu-
larly gives an incentive to the working poor
to work their way out of poverty, and has
a lot of economic incentives to grow the
economy, the kinds of things that have led
so many big companies, labor unions, the
homebuilders, the realtors, and others to en-
dorse this plan. I think that it is a very good
and balanced plan, and I think you’ll see that
coming out of the session between the Sen-
ate and the House, if the bill will be passed
in the Senate this week, and of course I’m
hoping it will be.

Mr. Levey. Sir, so you know, of course,
that the Republicans, cheered up by the re-
sults in Texas, are now going around the
country saying that you, President Clinton,
are doing more for them than they can do
for themselves. What’s your reaction to that?

The President. Well, my reaction is that
it is unfortunate that our side was not, in
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effect, defended in Texas. Neither of the can-
didates in the Texas Senate race had voted
for or supported my economic program. So
the voters of Texas, unfortunately, were per-
mitted to cast their ballots in an atmosphere
of unreality, I mean, where one candidate
is running saying the issue is spending stupid,
and we’d cut $250 billion in spending pro-
grams. We’d cut veterans, Medicare, agri-
culture, foreign aid, defense, just about ev-
erything you can see. And it’s going to be
very interesting now, in light of what hap-
pened there, to see the debates that are com-
ing up.

I have been a strong supporter, because
I believe in it, of the space station and the
super collider. We had a qualified panel of
experts. Both those projects are in Texas, you
know, super collider entirely in Texas, space
station largely in Texas. I had a qualified
panel of experts look at the space station.
They recommended ways to redesign the
project that would save $4 billion and to
change the management of NASA in a way
that would make the whole space program
work better. And we also reduced some
spending in the super collider. And I’m hop-
ing I can save those projects now.

But there are strong opponents of those
projects in the Congress, and they’re saying,
‘‘Well, the voters of Texas voted to kill them,’’
because of the unrealistic atmosphere in
which that whole election unfolded. And I
wish that Lloyd Bentsen, who was Senator
from there, had been able to spend full time
down there telling the people of Texas he
put the program together, and he would not
have put a program together which was un-
fair to Texas, unfair to the middle class, and
which didn’t have spending cuts.

When you take tough stands and you want
to make tough decisions, you have to expect
to suffer some unpopularity in the short run
as the rhetoric overtakes the reality. But
every evidence we have is when the voters
know the specifics of the program, that we
prevail. In the race in California for Leon
Panetta’s House seat, where this whole pro-
gram became the issue, the person who was
elected to Congress defended the program,
advertised it. Leon got on television and gave
the specifics of the program. Our opponent
attacked us and said how terrible it was. The

voters gave the guy who took my position
a 10-point margin. And I thought that in view
of all the other problems out there, that was
pretty impressive.

Mr. Levey. Mr. President, I thought you
got off a good line last week. You said that
Washington has become the home of grid-
lock and greed. Are we really that bad, or
is this just political language?

The President. No, I think we’re breaking
that. I think if this economic program passes,
it is fair, it is balanced, and it will bring an
end to gridlock. But what I’m saying is it’s
been more than a decade since a President’s
budget was even taken seriously by Congress.
Nobody ever wanted to talk truth about eco-
nomics to the American people because the
truth is that back in 1981 we cut taxes a
bunch, and we increased spending a lot, and
we went from a $1 trillion to a $4 trillion
debt, and we permitted health care costs to
soar out of control. We haven’t done anything
long-term about our economic health, and
now we don’t have the money we actually
need to be spending on defense conversion,
on education and training, on Head Start, on
giving people incentives to revitalize our cit-
ies.

But if you want to change, it’s tough be-
cause it means we all have to give up a little
something now to get something tomorrow.
What we’re getting is lower interest rates,
more investment, and an economy that will
really produce jobs. But to do it we’ve got
to break a mentality of ‘‘what’s in it for me
today.’’ But I think we’re on the way to doing
that. I think the era of gridlock and greed
is fading into the distance, and I’ll be sur-
prised if we don’t adopt the economic pro-
gram and a lot of other things that need to
be done around this town like political re-
form, lobbying reform, campaign finance re-
form, national service. I think we’ll get health
care reform. I’m hopeful. I’m very optimistic.
But I want the people to understand clearly
that these things don’t happen overnight.

Statehood for the District of Columbia
Mr. Levey. Sir, speaking of things that

need to get done, let’s talk for a minute about
statehood in the District of Columbia, which
you greatly favored and strongly swore that
you would lobby for once you got into office.
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And I have not heard word one from you
or from your office about that since you took
over. Is this still on your list? And, if so, how
high?

The President. Absolutely. I strongly
favor it. I think it ought to be done. Nothing
is clearer to me than when you see the Con-
gress still trying to make up their mind what
the domestic policy of the citizens of the Dis-
trict of Columbia in non-Federal matters
ought to be. I think that the District of Co-
lumbia should chart its own course. And I
still believe all the concerns are very compel-
ling.

I have to tell you that there has always
been substantial opposition in the Congress.
And a lot of Members who might ordinarily
be strongly for statehood are nervous about
whether their own citizens are going to be
taxed by the District of Columbia if it be-
comes a State. I think the question now is,
since this is going to be a major debate that
will require an awful lot of concentration on
the part of the Senators and a lot of focus
to work through the issues, when is the ap-
propriate time for it to be brought up to guar-
antee that it will be seriously considered? Be-
cause unless you get serious consideration,
it won’t pass. That is, the easy thing for a
lot of the Members of Congress will be is
just to vote no. The only way it can win is
if we can bring it up in a relatively calm at-
mosphere where people can really focus on
the practical problems the people living in
the District of Columbia face and on the con-
tribution the District of Columbia makes to
the country in terms of taxes, people in mili-
tary service, and in many other ways.

So I still very much believe that this ought
to be done. But we have to bring it up at
a time when we’ve got a fair shot to prevail.
I mean, I could bring it up and make a
speech for it and let it go down. If we want
it to pass, we have to bring it up at the right
time where people can really focus on it.

President’s Priorities
Mr. Levey. Sir, you said the night before

you took over, that you did not want to be
allowed to become a captive of the White
House. You wanted to be the kind of Presi-
dent who got out. Do you think you’ve suc-
ceeded in that?

The President. To some extent. You
know, early on here, I have to stay here a
lot and just do the work. There’s just so much
work to be done.

Mr. Levey. I guess so.
The President. If you’re trying to change

things as much as we are, if you want to put
on the Nation’s agenda a new economic plan
and a new health care plan and then follow
that with a plan to open the doors of college
education to all, the plan to reform campaign
finance and lobbying, a plan for moving peo-
ple from welfare to work, that requires an
immense amount of effort. And then, of
course, every President has to spend a signifi-
cant amount of time on national security and
foreign policy issues.

But I have traveled some. I expect to do
it more, and I also try to get out and around
in DC a lot. You know, one of the reasons
I try to jog downtown is just so I can stop
and talk to citizens and let them visit with
me and kind of make sure I don’t lose touch
with the real world. I wish I could go——

Mr. Levey. Well, don’t jog when it gets
humid out there.

The President. It’s pretty hot out there.
Mr. Levey. Yes, it is.
The President. But I’m straight. I expect

it to be a never-ending struggle, but I hope
it’s one I can prevail in.

Mr. Levey. Mr. President, we thank you
so much for joining us on Newstalk 630
WMAL.

The President. Thank you. I enjoyed it.

NOTE: The interview began at 1:12 p.m. The
President spoke from the Roosevelt Room at the
White House.

Remarks to the United States-Mexico
Binational Commission and an
Exchange With Reporters
June 21, 1993

The President. Please sit down, ladies and
gentlemen. I want to welcome all of you here
to the Roosevelt Room at the White House
and say a special word of welcome to our
distinguished guests from Mexico.
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Today the U.S.-Mexico Binational Com-
mission is holding its 10th meeting at the
State Department. I want to say how very
proud I am as President to welcome all the
participants here. There is no closer partner-
ship between two nations than that which we
have with our neighbor Mexico. We share
strong ties of history. Our cultures are richly
interwoven. Our people are strong in their
bonds of kinship and friendship. And the
peaceful cooperation of the communities
along our 2,000-mile border is not only im-
portant but is a real tribute to both our peo-
ples.

An important sign of this close relationship
is the Binational Commission itself, which
provides a forum for our Cabinets to meet
annually to work on issues ranging from the
environment to education to telecommuni-
cations. Another sign of that partnership is
our increasingly close cooperation in world
affairs and our commitment to support de-
mocracy here in this hemisphere. We worked
together to help end the war in El Salvador.
Mexico has contributed to the International
Civilian Mission of Human Rights Observers
in Haiti. Mexico’s leadership in the OAS was
critical to the successful collective defense
of democracy in Guatemala. And President
Salinas speaks with a special authority as one
of the world’s leading economic reformers
when he calls for progress in the Uruguay
round to expand world trade.

Mexico and the United States agree that
the movement toward open markets and free
trade in Latin America is vital for the long
term success and strengthening of democ-
racy and human rights in this hemisphere.
The countries of Latin American have al-
ready made tremendous strides. The emer-
gence of democratically elected governments
in this region has permitted Latin America
to modernize and to develop. The Latin
countries have made enormous progress re-
structuring and opening their economics,
controlling inflation, and increasing the com-
petitiveness of their own productive sectors.
In the last 2 years, for the first time in a
decade, Latin America has had real growth
in per capita income.

Democratic governments have achieved
peace, strengthened freedoms, and acceler-
ated the pace of economic integration. With

the support of the OAS and the United Na-
tions, internal conflicts in Nicaragua and El
Salvador have ended and hopefully will soon
end in Guatemala. The OAS routinely ob-
serves the freedom of elections across the
region. Subregional free trade agreements
have emerged throughout the hemisphere.
These are points that were recently very well
articulated by Foreign Minister Solana at the
OAS and those which we in the United States
enthusiastically embrace.

Increasingly today, the line has blurred be-
tween domestic and foreign policies. What
we do abroad directly affects us here at
home. And our success at home directly im-
pacts what we are able to do abroad. No rela-
tionship illustrates better the strong linkage
between foreign and domestic policies than
the relationship between the United States
and Mexico. The interdependence of our so-
cieties and our people are stronger than ever,
and they will continue to grow. Domestic
policies affect the lives and prosperity of
Mexicans, even if they are American domes-
tic policies, in the same way that the domes-
tic policies of Mexico profoundly affect us.

You need only look at the scope and com-
plexity of today’s agenda in this meeting to
understand how important Mexico and the
United States are to each other. We will work
to deepen and expand that partnership. One
of the most productive areas in which we
must work is on trade between our two na-
tions. That has doubled in the last 5 years.
This trade is vital to our economic future,
to Mexico’s economic future, and to our co-
operation in every other area of endeavor.
It is making both of our economies grow. It
is making both of us more efficient and more
competitive in global markets. And it adds
to the resources we can use to address our
common concerns such as the environment.

That is why I am firmly committed to the
North American Free Trade Agreement and
why the American people and Congress will,
I hope and believe, support the NAFTA this
year. We are the world’s number one ex-
porter. Exports are creating more jobs for
us in the last few years than any other source
of economic activity. American workers and
companies want to be able to compete fully
and fairly in global markets. They seek no
special advantage, only a level playing field.
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Mexico has already made important strides
in labor rights and in protecting the environ-
ment. And when we conclude the side agree-
ments which are now the subject of negotia-
tions, we will have an even broader basis for
cooperation and progress and a warmer em-
brace of the NAFTA here in the United
States.

By approving NAFTA, we can cement in
place a new source of jobs and economic
growth for workers in Canada, Mexico, and
our own country. And we’ll do more than
that. We can send a signal to the nations of
the Americas that are on their way to rebuild-
ing their economies, that we are on our way
to work with them to build a hemisphere of
freer trade, more jobs, and higher growth.

Once again, let me say how very grateful
I am to see all of you here. And I know my
administration is proud to be a part of these
negotiations. I look forward to our continued
successes, including the success of NAFTA.
I believe that the future belongs to countries
committed to democracy, to free markets,
and to closer integration of their economies
and more trade. That’s where the jobs and
the incomes are; that’s where the hope of
a better life lies.

Thank you very much.
[At this point, Foreign Minister Fernando
Solana Morales of Mexico made a statement.]

Haitian Refugees
Q. Mr. President, what is your reaction to

the Supreme Court ruling on Haitian refu-
gees?

The President. I haven’t had a chance to
review it. I’m sorry, I haven’t had a chance
to review it.

NAFTA
Q. Are you frustrated by the fact that these

negotiations, the bilateral negotiations, are
taking so long and they don’t seem to get
anywhere yet?

The President. No. I think that everything
takes a little longer around here than I think
it should. But I think we are getting some-
where, and I think that you will see these
negotiations produce successful agreements.
And I think we will go forward with the free
trade agreement this year. I’m very hopeful.

Q. Can I follow up on that, Mr. President?
Don’t you think with the full domestic agen-

da you have and the opposition to NAFTA
in the United States, it’s more likely to get
a ratification, if at all, next year and not this
year?

The President. No. Because I think the
issue has been, in effect, fully aired and de-
bated before it comes up for ratification. And
I think a lot of the questions that have been
raised about it in the Congress are the very
questions that are being debated and dealt
with in the negotiations now going on be-
tween the countries. So I would expect that
we can get successful consideration of it this
year.

And also, you know, I think this is another
one of those battles of ideas in which we’re
engaged. But I believe very strongly that this
will create jobs and increase incomes for peo-
ple on both sides of the border. And I think
if that argument is accepted, it’s just as likely
to be accepted this year as next year.

Henry Leon Ritzenthaler
Q. ——about the half-brother, is this gen-

tleman your half-brother, do you know?
The President. What did you say, Helen

[Helen Thomas, United Press International]?
Q. [Inaudible]—California. Same ques-

tion, basically.
The President. I placed a call today, but

there was nobody home. I don’t think I
should say anything until after the call takes
place.

NAFTA
Q. You do not have the votes in the House

right now. Are you planning on launching a
campaign in order to push forward for ratifi-
cation of NAFTA?

The President. I try to win the things that
I support. When we can bring it up, we’ll
bring it up and try to win it. And I have been
discussing this quite a bit, actually, in per-
sonal conversations with various Members of
the House and Senate and getting advice, be-
ginning to plot strategy. But of course, we’ll
have a campaign to do it. We can’t prevail
without a campaign; we have to try to win
it.

Thank you very much. One person from
the Mexican press, we’ll take one question.
That’s only fair.
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Drug Policy
Q. Mr. President, do you have a new policy

to fight drugs here, or do you have a new
policy towards immigration?

The President. We will, but I believe that
the announcement of that should involve the
drug czar, Mr. Brown, and others. And we
will have something to say about that in the
future.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:10 p.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House.Statement on the Meeting of the
United States-Mexico Binational
Commission
June 21, 1993

Today the U.S.-Mexico Binational Com-
mission is holding its 10th meeting at the
State Department. I want to extend a very
warm welcome to the members of the Cabi-
net of President Salinas and to say a few
words about our warm friendship with Mex-
ico.

There is no closer partnership between
two nations than that which we have with
our neighbor Mexico. We share strong ties
of history. Our cultures are richly inter-
woven. Our people share strong bonds of kin-
ship and fellowship. And the peaceful co-
operation of the communities along our
2,000-mile border is important to both of our
peoples.

An important sign of our close relations
is the Binational Commission itself, which
provides a forum for our Cabinets to meet
annually to work on issues ranging from the
environment to education to telecommuni-
cations.

Another sign of our partnership is our in-
creasingly close cooperation in world affairs
and our commitment to the success of de-
mocracy in this hemisphere. We worked to-
gether to help end the war in El Salvador.
Mexico has contributed to the International
Civilian Mission of Human Rights Observers
in Haiti. Mexico’s leadership in the OAS was
critical to the successful collective defense
of democracy in Guatemala. And President
Salinas speaks with a special authority as one
of the world’s leading economic reformers
when he calls for progress in the Uruguay
round to expand world trade.

Mexico and we agree that the movement
toward open markets and free trade in Latin
America is vital and for the long-term success
and strengthening of democracy and human
rights in this hemisphere. The countries of
Latin America have already made great
strides. The emergence of democratically
elected governments in the region has per-
mitted Latin America to modernize and de-
velop. The Latin countries have made enor-
mous progress restructuring and opening
their economies, controlling inflation, and in-
creasing the competitiveness of their produc-
tive sectors. In the last 2 years, for the first
time in a decade, Latin America has had real
growth in per capita income.

Free trade agreements have contributed
to the progress in regional integration.
Democratic governments have achieved
peace, strengthened freedoms, and acceler-
ated the pace of integration. With the sup-
port of the OAS and the U.N., internal con-
flicts in Nicaragua and El Salvador have
ended and hopefully will soon end in Guate-
mala. The OAS routinely observes the free-
dom of elections across the region. Sub-
regional free trade agreements have emerged
throughout the hemisphere. These are points
that were recently well articulated by For-
eign Minister Solana at the OAS and that
we enthusiastically embrace.

Increasingly today, the line has blurred be-
tween domestic and foreign policies. What
we seek to do abroad directly affects us at
home. No relationship illustrates better the
strong linkage between foreign and domestic
policies than our relationship with Mexico.
The interdependence of our societies and
people are stronger than ever and continues
to grow. Our domestic policies affect the lives
and prosperity of Mexicans in the same way
that the domestic policies of Mexico pro-
foundly affect us. You need only to look at
the scope and complexity of today’s BNC
agenda to understand how important Mexico
and the U.S. are to each other. We will work
to deepen and expand our partnership even
further.

One of the most productive areas in which
we must work closely together is on the trade
between our nations, which has doubled in
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the past 5 years. That trade is vital to our
economic future, to Mexico’s economic fu-
ture, and to our cooperation in every area.
It is making both our economies grow. It is
making us both more efficient and more
competitive in the world market. And it adds
to the resources we can use to address com-
mon concerns such as the environment.

That is why I am firmly committed to the
NAFTA, and it’s why I believe the American
people and Congress will support the
NAFTA this year. We are the world’s num-
ber one exporter. Exports are creating more
jobs than any other source in our economy
today. American workers and companies
want to compete fairly in the international
market. They seek no special advantage, only
a level playing field. Mexico has already made
important strides in labor rights and in pro-
tecting the environment. When we conclude
the side agreements, we will have an even
broader basis for cooperation and progress.

By approving the NAFTA, we will cement
in place a new source of jobs and economic
growth for workers in Canada, Mexico, and
the United States. And we will do more than
that. We will send a signal that the nations
of the Americas are on their way to building
a hemisphere of freer trade.

Once again, I wish to reiterate my deep
personal commitment to continuing the posi-
tive, friendly relations between the U.S. and
Mexico. I look forward to celebrating to-
gether with you the happy occasion of con-
gressional approval of the NAFTA before the
end of this year.Proclamation 6574—Suspension of
Entry as Immigrants and
Nonimmigrants of Persons Who
Formulate or Implement Policies
That Are Impeding the Transition to
Democracy in Zaire or Who Benefit
From Such Policies
June 21, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
In light of the political and economic crisis

in Zaire, I have determined that it is in the
interests of the United States to restrict the
entrance into the United States as immi-

grants and nonimmigrants of certain Zairian
nationals who formulate or implement poli-
cies that impede Zaire’s transition to democ-
racy or who benefit from such policies, and
the immediate families of such persons.

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

Section 1. The entry into the United
States as immigrants and nonimmigrants of
persons who formulate, implement, or bene-
fit from policies that impede Zaire’s transi-
tion to democracy, and the immediate family
members of such persons, is hereby sus-
pended.

Sec. 2. Section 1 shall not apply with re-
spect to any person otherwise covered by sec-
tion 1 where entry of such person would not
be contrary to the interests of the United
States.

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

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

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

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

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

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
10:50 a.m., June 22, 1993]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on June 23.

Teleconference Remarks With the
U.S. Conference of Mayors
June 22, 1993

The President. I’m honored to address all
the United States mayors at your conference.
I want to thank you first for the strong sup-
port that you’ve given the economic plan I
presented to the Congress and to the coun-
try. You supported it not only because it’s
good for the cities but because it’s also good
for America.

Your president, Mayor Bill Althaus, has
certainly earned my respect and support be-
cause he’s looked beyond party labels to sup-
port this plan because it’s good for the people
of his community. I look forward to having
just that good of a relationship with your in-
coming president, my longtime friend Mayor
Jerry Abramson. And I want to say a special
word about your host, Mayor Dinkins, a great
Mayor of a very great city.

As mayors, more than any other public of-
ficials in this country, you have been on the
frontlines of public service. Every day you
hear from people who have lost their jobs,
who live in fear of crime, who desperately
want to improve their children’s schools and
their own way of life. Many of you are trying
to reknit a social fabric that has been unravel-
ing for a long time now. From schools with
metal detectors to hospital emergency rooms
crowded with gunshot victims, to children
bearing children, you know what the real
problems of America are. I often think that
being a mayor today is an act of faith that
somehow our cities’ problems will not over-
whelm their promise. And our cities must al-
ways be the centers of commerce and cul-
ture, magnets for talent and ambition, places
of hope and opportunity. We can’t let the
problems overcome the promise.

I wish I could be with you today in person,
and I will look forward to doing that as you
meet in the future. But my first obligation
to you and to America is to keep fighting
here in Washington for my economic plan.
It will create jobs, increase incomes, offer
hope and opportunity, and give us the free-
dom we need to invest in America, in the
future.

For 12 years we have seen, all of us, you
as mayors and me as a Governor, we saw
what happened as we wrestled with many of
the problems that grip America everywhere
and got a message from Washington, ‘‘You’re
on your own.’’ Washington ran up the na-
tional debt from $1 trillion to $4 trillion and
still reduced investments in the things that
make us stronger and wealthier and more se-
cure as a people. We got make-believe budg-
ets from Presidents and mandates without
money from Congress. And Washington
never was willing to take responsibility for
the future of this country, leaving it to the
mayors and the Governors to make all the
tough choices.

Well, I don’t expect anyone in that room
today with you agrees with everything that
I’m trying to do as President. But I think
all of you understand that because of the
massive debt we inherited, I can’t do every-
thing that I want to do. But I’ll tell you this:
I am determined to establish a new relation-
ship, a new partnership with our Nation’s cit-
ies based on respect and responsibility and
an understanding that you ought to have
more flexibility to do your work without so
much micromanagement and regulation
from the National Government. I also want
to put the Nation’s money where our values
are. I want us to invest in rewarding work,
strengthening families, and restoring our
communities. And I want to set an example
of responsibility by making the tough choices
that have been avoided and evaded for too
long here.

My economic plan is necessary and fair,
and it will work. It brings down the national
deficit by $500 billion over the next 5 years.
For every $10 we cut the deficit, $5 comes
from spending cuts; $3.75 from the highest
income Americans, those in the upper 6 per-
cent of income brackets; and $1.25 comes
from the middle class. Two-thirds of this tax
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burden comes from people with incomes
above $200,000 because they can best afford
to pay. And over 100 specific spending cuts
are over $100 million each.

Now, it’s easy to criticize this plan, maybe
just because I’ve put forward a plan. Most
of my critics don’t have a plan of their own.
Some say they’re willing to cut Social Secu-
rity and Medicare benefits for people just
above the poverty line or cut more in veter-
ans benefits than have been cut already or
cut tax credits for the working poor just to
reduce the tax burden on the wealthy. Well,
I draw the line there. I don’t think that’s fair.
I think that we need a fair tax system, not
because we want to punish success but be-
cause in the 1980’s we ran up the deficit
while raising taxes on the middle class and
lowering them on upper income people.

Now I ask my critics in Congress, where
are your tough choices? What are you going
to do? If you want to reduce the tax burden
on the wealthy, where will you make up the
money? What will you do to reduce this defi-
cit? Are you willing to make the same kinds
of decisions that I have? I wonder what the
middle class, the working poor, the old, the
sick, and the veterans will do if the failed
policies of the past are not abandoned. I also
wonder what they’ll do if we don’t ask all
the rest of us to pay our fair share so that
we can still continue to take care of them.

Make no mistake about it, I want to change
the way Washington works with people all
across this country. I want to move beyond
the politics of both parties in Washington,
beyond the politics of abandonment, of the
politics of entitlement. We’ve got to have a
sense that we’re doing this together. We can’t
do everything for the cities or the people of
America, but we can’t turn our backs on you
either. And frankly, that’s what you’ve had
for the last 12 years.

I want a new spirit of empowerment that
offers you a hand up, not a handout, that
works with you instead of working you over.
I want to offer more opportunity and demand
more responsibility. And I know the mayors
of this country are ready for that kind of ar-
rangement. Just as we need to stop spending
on things that don’t work, we need to invest
more in things that do work.

My plan does cut the deficit, but it finds
the money to invest in empowering people
to build better lives. I want to empower fami-
lies to build better lives for their children
and am fighting to expand the women, in-
fants, and children’s nutrition program so
that every expectant mother who needs help
can get it. I’m fighting for full funding for
Head Start so that every child can start school
ready to learn. I want to empower people
through education. I’m fighting for tough
standards for our students and our schools.
I want to give them the resources they need
to meet those standards. To offer young peo-
ple new hope and teach work habits, I’m
fighting for summer jobs. Congress has ap-
proved 580,000 publicly funded jobs, and
we’re asking for another 215,000 and chal-
lenging the business community to match our
commitment. The Labor Secretary, Bob
Reich, has been there talking to you about
that.

I want to make it possible for tens of thou-
sands of young people to pay off their college
loans by serving the communities in which
they live. That’s the thing your previous
speaker was talking about. The National Gov-
ernment can offer you our greatest resource,
our people, to work in the streets, in the
neighborhoods, in the communities, to work
on programs that really change people’s lives
for the better, programs that you couldn’t af-
ford to have as mayors were it not for national
service. And I’m proud to say that the na-
tional service bill has passed both committees
in the House and the Senate just in the last
few days with real bipartisan majorities.

To provide new opportunities for young
people who aren’t going to college, my plan
contains the boldest national apprenticeship
program our country has ever known, more
funds for training in your communities. I
want to empower low income people by mak-
ing work pay. By expanding the earned-in-
come tax credit, we can establish a principle
that will be important in every city in this
country. If you work 40 hours a week and
you have a child at home, you’ll no longer
live in poverty. We need to encourage full-
time work, not lifetime welfare.

I want to empower communities to protect
themselves, and I’m fighting for $200 million
to help you hire back police officers you’ve
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had to lay off. I want to put 100,000 more
police officers on our streets and promote
community policing programs. That’s the
best anticrime program we can have.

I want to empower our communities to
create new jobs, and I’ve proposed an em-
powerment zone program in excess of $5 bil-
lion, so that communities can work with the
private sector, and we can finally see whether
these incentives can attract businesses and
create new jobs for people in our distressed
inner cities and small towns. I believe they
will. We’re offering bold, new tax incentives
for businesses to create jobs and asking each
of you to create a strategy to rebuild your
own community. We’ve learned that Wash-
ington can’t solve problems from the top
down, but that we have to help you. We also
know you can’t have capitalism without cap-
ital. That’s why I have proposed a $382 mil-
lion funding for a network of community de-
velopment banks all across this country to
provide the credit and the banking services
that are the lifeblood of local economies and
that don’t really exist in too many of our com-
munities.

Almost a year ago, I left another conven-
tion in New York on a bus tour through
America’s heartland, to Mayor Althaus’s
hometown of York, Pennsylvania, to Mayor
Abramson’s hometown of Louisville, and to
many of your own cities and towns. Every
day I go to work in the White House, I think
about how to create jobs and hope and op-
portunities for the people I visited on those
bus tours. I can’t do it alone. I need your
support in the tough choices that are coming
up in Congress. If you’ll stay involved and
vigilant and vocal, we can create a vibrant
economic growth for every community in this
country. We can do it. We can cut the deficit.
We can build on the successes we’ve had.

Just in the last 5 months you see interest
rates down, homebuilding up, 130,000 new
construction jobs—that’s the biggest increase
in 9 years—755,000 new jobs in the economy
in only 5 months, 90 percent of them in the
private sector. This program to bring the in-
terest rates down through deficit reduction
is working. And when we do it, we will then
have the funds we need to invest in the kind
of partnerships that will help us to deal with
the problems that all of you face.

So that’s what I offer you: a partnership,
an economic program that works, and finally,
over the long run, the way to deal with a
lot of these underlying, deeply seated cul-
tural and social problems that I know have
bothered all of you. We have to find new
and different ways, one on one, to help to
deal with the scourges of drug abuse, of
crime, of unsafe streets, and of all these chil-
dren who are out there having children
themselves. But I am very, very hopeful, be-
cause I still believe the most creative and
innovative leaders in America are those at
the grassroots. I’ll work with you, and I’ll try
to be the best partner you ever had in the
White House.

Thank you very much.

[At this point, Mayor Althaus thanked the
President and introduced Mayor David
Dinkins of New York City, who asked the
President to implement a more efficient sys-
tem for distributing Federal funds to cities.]

The President. Mayor, first of all, let me
say a word of greeting to Secretary Brown;
I see him sitting next to you. I understand
five of my Cabinet Secretaries have been
there, and I can’t find anybody on the phone
here in Washington. I hope nothing bad hap-
pens while the mayors conference is going
on.

I wanted to say just a word about that.
As you know, that’s a matter that’s been de-
bated for years among the mayors, the Gov-
ernors, and the Congress. We are in the proc-
ess right now, through the Vice President’s
task force on reinventing government, of re-
examining the way the Federal Government
relates to the cities and the States. And if
I might make a specific suggestion, I think
it would be very helpful if you, or Mayor
Abramson, if that’s the appropriate person
to do it, would designate a group of mayors
to make a very specific proposal to our task
force because—and obviously, we’ll have to
invite people who might disagree to do the
same thing—but I think it’s very important
that we examine this because one of the
things that I’m concerned about is the colos-
sal amount of money we waste every year
trying to micromanage these grants, trying
to have extra layers of regulation. And I think
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that a lot of these things need to be reexam-
ined.

So I think the proper forum for us to do
that in is this one. And it’s on a very fast
track because the report is due in September,
so it’s not anything we’re going to dillydally
around about. And I would like you to make
a proposal to our commission.

[At this point, Mayor Paul Helmke of Fort
Wayne, IN, requested the President’s support
for legislation to prevent unfunded Federal
mandates.]

The President. Well, I haven’t reviewed
the bill, Paul, but I certainly think that we
shouldn’t have unfunded mandates. I spoke
out against them as a Governor. I told the
mayors that I would be opposed to adding
to your burdens. I don’t believe in that. And
I’ll review the bill and see whether or not
we should support the bill, too. But I have
told our administration clearly that I don’t
want us up there on the Hill supporting bills
to load up a bunch of new burdens on the
mayors and the Governors when they’re
broke, when we’re not increasing funding to
the States and the cities as we should. And
I’ve sent a very clear signal on it. And I will
review the legislation.

I also want to thank you and Bill Althaus
and many other Republican mayors for sup-
porting the jobs stimulus program. And let
me say that I think after we pass this budget
we’ll be able, together, in a very bipartisan
fashion, to try to make the argument that was
made there again, which is that there is a
difference between investment and con-
sumption spending, and that while the Fed-
eral Government may be spending too much
on regulation, on the programs of the past,
and on uncontrolled health care costs, we are
actually not anywhere nearly where we need
to be in targeted investments that create jobs
and opportunities not only in the public sec-
tor but in the private sector. And the mayors
were very, very helpful in that regard. I’ll
never forget what you did. And I don’t want
you to think that the battle that you waged
more ferociously than any other single group
in the United States—you did more to try
to help that package—and I don’t want you
to think that the battle you waged was for
nothing, because the battle you waged was

about an idea that we’re still going to have
to fight to get back into our national con-
sciousness. Not all Federal spending is the
same. Not all taxes are the same. We have
to learn to make very rigorous distinctions
if we want to grow this economy. And so I
do want to thank you for that. And I will
review the Kempthorne legislation. Thank
you.

Mayor Althaus. Mr. President, I don’t
know that we’ve ever been called ferocious
before, but we appreciate it. [Laughter]

The President. I can’t believe you were
never called ferocious.

[At this point, Mayor Abramson asked the
President to explain his defense conversion
plan.]

The President. Secretary Brown can dis-
cuss this in greater detail, but let me say that
we have spent a lot of time through the Na-
tional Economic Council, with all the De-
partments that you mentioned, trying to
make sure that we have a coordinated con-
version plan. Some of the work has to be
done in the Defense Department. We are
shifting more research and development into
other areas. We are doing what we can to
make sure that the work that is done in Com-
merce and Energy—Energy has the national
labs, as you know—and the Labor Depart-
ment, that all these things are coordinated
and that you will be able to work with the
National Economic Council or with any Cab-
inet Secretary and still have the benefits of
all of us working together. We really tried
to minimize the turf battles here.

I also asked for quite a large increase in
defense conversion funds over the next 5
years, although I don’t think it’s as much as
we need, and I think we’ll be asking for more
as we go along. And I want to emphasize
basically three things because this is not an
easy issue. I’ve done a lot of work on this
myself as a Governor. We have to be pre-
pared to retrain workers who can’t keep the
jobs they have. We have to be prepared to
invest in companies to help them find dual-
use technologies in the hope that those com-
panies can keep as many workers as possible
and can find new products and services they
can provide. We also have to be prepared
to invest directly in communities that will
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have to develop all new economic strategies.
There are communities which basically don’t
have a diverse economic base today, where
if they lose a base, for example, instead of
a plant, that may have great difficulty in rede-
signing an economic strategy even though
they may have the resource of the base right
there that they can use. So my view is that
there is no silver bullet here. You have to
work on the workers, the companies, and the
communities. And we’ve got to keep working
on this.

I will say this: I think there is a lot of sym-
pathy and understanding of these problems
in the Congress. And I think that the mayors
will be able to have some significant suc-
cesses in the years ahead. If we can go on
and pass this economic program, lock down
our determination to bring the deficit down,
and keep these interest rates down, then I
think we’ll be able to come back to the Con-
gress on conversion issues and do quite well.

[At this point, Mayor Juanita Crabb of Bing-
hamton, NY, asked the President to meet with
mayors and police chiefs to discuss commu-
nity policing programs.]

The President. I think that’s a good idea,
Mayor Crabb. I think the goal can be
achieved, but it’s important that we achieve
it in a way that you feel is maximizing your
ability to do a good job and that we do it
in a way that achieves the ultimate objective,
which is safer streets and more robust and
hopeful communities. So I’d like to have the
meeting with you and, obviously, representa-
tives of the police chiefs.

There are three or four different avenues
that we can pursue to get to our ultimate
goal of having 100,000 more police officers.
And we really need to talk about what’s best
for you, what works best, how you can get
folks with the maximum flexibility to pursue
community policing strategies. I’m very in-
terested in this. This is something that the
Attorney General and I have had several con-
versations about already, and there are a lot
of people in the White House itself working
hard on this. I think we ought to get our
group together and meet with your group
and just talk it out, and we can develop a
coordinated 4-year plan to get the job done.
I’m anxious to do it. It’s one thing we can

do that will literally change the lives of most
Americans who live in the communities af-
fected by it. And we need to continue to work
on it until we get the job done.
[At this point, Mayor Althaus thanked the
President and reaffirmed the mayors’ support
for him.]

The President. Thank you, Mayor. Good-
bye.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:50 a.m. from
Room 459 of the Old Executive Office Building.

Telephone Conversation With the
Crew of the Space Shuttle Endeavour
and an Exchange With Reporters
June 22, 1993

The President. Can you hear me?
Mission Commander Ronald Grabe.

Mr. President, I believe we hear you loud,
but slightly broken up.

The President. Well, we can hear you,
and we are looking at you. And you all look
wonderful.

Commander Grabe. Well, you’re loud
and clear now, Mr. President. That’s much
better.

The President. We want to congratulate
you on a spectacular launch and on looking
so happy. The American people are very re-
assured watching you on television now.

Commander Grabe. Well, thank you sir.
It’s early in the mission, but we’re very ex-
cited about the mission. It’s certainly a multi-
faceted one, and it really does show the ver-
satility of the space shuttle. We’re doing a
little bit of everything on this flight.

The President. I know. I understand one
of the things you’re doing is chasing down
the EURECA satellite that was put up by
the shuttle last July. And I’m especially
pleased about that because it shows what we
can do in the way of international coopera-
tion as well as science. And I want to con-
gratulate you on that and wish you well.

Astronaut Janice Voss. Thank you very
much, Mr. President. We’ve been working
very hard for about a year training for this
rendezvous and retrieval. And we’ve had a
lot of fantastic support, both in our own
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country in our own ground support team and
the international team all over in Europe,
and we’re looking forward to bringing back
great science in EURECA to the Europeans.

The President. We’re looking forward to
that, too. I also understand that David and
Jeff will be outside the shuttle practicing for
the repair of the Hubbell telescope and for
the future assembly of the space station. And
I thought that maybe one of them or both
would like to comment on it so people can
get a good look at you now, and when they
see you outside in your suits they’ll know who
they’re seeing.

Astronaut Jeff Wisoff. Well, Mr. Presi-
dent, we’re looking very forward to the space
walk. We feel proud to be able to represent
America. And we’re very happy of your sup-
port of the space station. We think it rep-
resents the best of America and their pio-
neering spirit. And the NASA team has done
a really great job of preparing us for our
flight. And I think both Dave and I just can’t
wait to get there.

The President. Well, we’re excited about
it. And while you’re up there, we’re going
to be down here trying to support the space
program and the space station. As you know,
we had a very distinguished commission
looking at the whole space station project.
They recommended some redesign and some
management changes at NASA. But I think
this should give us a great deal of credibility.
We’ve got some important votes coming up
in the Congress in the next 2 days. While
you’re up there, we’re going to be down here
voting on this project. And I very much hope
that we can prevail, and I think, frankly, your
success and your work will help us to prevail.
You’re doing as much up there to help us
win the votes down here as anyone, and I
thank you for that.

Commander Grabe. Well, Mr. President,
we’re very gratified by your support of the
space station. We certainly all consider it to
be an immensely important project in con-
tinuing our leadership in science and tech-
nology.

The President. Thank you. Let me just
say one last thing about something that’s very
important to me. I understand that later in
the mission Janice and Brian are going to be
talking with schoolchildren around the world.

And you may know that my daughter is a
big fan of the space program. She’s off at
summer language camp now. But I want to
just tell you how much I appreciate the fact
that you’re making an international education
project out of this mission. That’s very impor-
tant to me.

Astronaut Brian Duffy. Mr. President,
we find that using amateur radio is an excel-
lent way of communicating with children all
around the world, and we’re also able to ex-
cite them by using space and science. In let-
ting them see space and science in action,
we’re able to excite them and hope they’ll
study harder.

The President. You have no idea. You
may be on this mission creating thousands
of scientists for the future just by the power
of your example and by this direct commu-
nication. I think sometimes we underesti-
mate the impact that human contact in an
enormously impressive setting like this can
have on children all across the world, not
only those with whom you’ll talk but millions
of others who will just see it and know that
it happened.

I want to thank all of you for the wonderful
job you’ve done. We’re very proud of you,
and we’re very proud of all the NASA folks
down here who are supporting you. I want
to encourage you and say again that I’m be-
hind you, this administration is behind you,
and I think the American people are behind
you.

Astronaut David Low. Mr. President,
once again, we thank you very much for your
support. It’s a real pleasure to be up here
at your service.

The President. Thank you. Let’s hear
from the last astronaut there.

Astronaut Nancy Sherlock. I just wanted
to add my thanks for your support. We all
feel that the space program has done a tre-
mendous amount for this country, both in
promoting inside the country science edu-
cation and also with the international part-
ners. And it means a lot to us to know that
that support still is around and that we’re
going to have a strong space program in the
future.

The President. I’m committed to that.
The American people, in watching you today,
can see one area of human endeavor in which
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we are indisputably continuing to lead the
world and bringing other countries into part-
nership. And both leadership in technology
and science and partnership with other coun-
tries, those are the keys to our future as a
people, to our standard of living, to our qual-
ity of life, as well as to our ability to continue
the American tradition of exploring frontiers.
And I’m very proud of you, and I wish you
well. And we can’t wait until you get home
safe and sound. But have a great time up
there, and learn a lot, and we’ll all learn from
you.

Good luck, and God bless you all.
[At this point, the telephone conversation
ended.]

Gays in the Military
Q. Mr. President, there’s apparently a

memo circulating over at the Pentagon sug-
gesting that gays should be allowed to serve
in the military if they simply don’t advertise
their status. Is that what you’re likely to rec-
ommend?

The President. I think I should wait until
I get the report from the Pentagon. I have
not received the report. I talked to Secretary
Aspin very briefly just a couple of days ago
and asked him to proceed with this and let
me know as soon as possible. I think the
American people in the military are certainly
ready for a resolution. But I can’t comment
on the specifics until I see it.

Q. Does that sound like a good solution
to you?

The President. I want to see what the de-
tails are. There’s been a lot of very helpful
comment I think on this whole issue, finally,
in the last few weeks. Senator Dole was very
helpful in what he said. I thought some of
the people who testified, interestingly
enough, on both sides of the issue in the last
set of hearings really tried to shed more light
than heat, tried to bring down the emotional-
ism in the debate and get people to look at
the facts. So I think we’re ready to resolve
this and get it behind us. And I hope that
it will happen soon. But I don’t want to com-
ment specifically until I get a specific rec-
ommendation.

Q. But you haven’t changed your mind,
have you?

The President. Absolutely not. And I
don’t see this as a liberal-conservative issue.

I mean, you’ve got a core who was in the
Reagan administration supporting the idea
that there has to be some provisions for peo-
ple who don’t do anything wrong but who
are homosexuals serving in the service.
You’ve got Barry Goldwater, you’ve got a lot
of people who served with great distinction
in the military who are now in the Congress
taking the same position. So I think we’re
coming toward agreement on it, and I’m
hopeful. But I’d like to see it resolved soon.

Henry Leon Ritzenthaler
Q. Sir, have you spoken to this fellow who

claims to be your brother—half-brother?
The President. No. I left word on his an-

swering service in California yesterday. I
didn’t know he was in the air. And I also
left word in New York. And I’d like to talk
to him, and then I’ll have a brief statement
about it. But I think I should—I’d like to
try one more day to talk to him.

Q. I think he’s afraid to call you.
The President. Well, I hope not; I mean,

we left word that it would be fine for him
to call.

Q. He’s showed some reticence.
The President. He’s been, I think, very

appealing and humble the way he’s handled
this whole thing. I’ve been impressed.

Pat Nixon
Q. Any thoughts on the death of Pat

Nixon?
The President. Well, I’m very sad, and

I intend to try to speak with President Nixon
today. I talked with him a couple of times
in the last month, once when he was at the
hospital and once when he had just come
from the hospital in the last month or so,
to ask his advice about various things. You
know, they had a very long and very close
marriage. And this must be a very difficult
time for him. I think the American people
really appreciate the dignity with which she
served as First Lady. And I hope and believe
that the Nixon family has the thoughts and
prayers of all the American people today.

Q. Is Panetta going to tell us anything we
don’t know? [Laughter]

The President. Well, that’s not so much
a condemnation of me as a compliment to
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you. You know everything already. [Laugh-
ter]

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:45 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. The exchange
portion of this item could not be verified because
the tape was incomplete.

Statement on the Death of Pat Nixon
June 22, 1993

The Nation is deeply saddened today by
the loss of former First Lady Pat Nixon.

Patricia Ryan Nixon was a quiet pioneer
whose concern for family and country will
leave a lasting mark on history. Mrs. Nixon
personified a deep reverence for the cher-
ished American traditions of community
service, voluntarism, and personal respon-
sibility to one another.

As First Lady, she was indeed a lady of
‘‘firsts.’’ She was the first First Lady to rep-
resent the President of the United States on
an official overseas visit. She was the first
incumbent First Lady to publicly support the
equal rights amendment. And she was an
early advocate of promoting a woman to the
U.S. Supreme Court.

While always dignified and gracious, Mrs.
Nixon was also a passionate believer in volun-
teer service and the importance of Americans
helping one another. The appearance of the
White House today and its accessibility to
visitors at special times each year owe them-
selves in large degree to her generous and
creative efforts. During her first Thanks-
giving as First Lady she invited 225 senior
citizens from area nursing homes to the
White House for a special meal. She invited
hundreds of families to nondenominational
Sunday services in the East Room. And she
offered the White House as a meeting place
for volunteer organizations dedicated to solv-
ing community problems.

Mrs. Nixon, a mother of two, was also a
loyal and steadfast believer in family. She
traveled extensively with her husband across
the Nation and abroad and was widely
praised for her diplomatic gestures overseas.
As she said in 1971, ‘‘We’ve always been a
team.’’ We are heartened that former Presi-
dent Nixon and Mrs. Nixon were able to cele-
brate their 53d wedding anniversary yester-
day. Our thoughts are with Mrs. Nixon’s fam-

ily today as we remember her many accom-
plishments and contributions to the Nation.

Statement by the Press Secretary on
the President’s Task Force on
National Health Care Reform
June 22, 1993

The United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia ruled today that the
President’s Task Force on Health Care Re-
form, chaired by First Lady Hillary Rodham
Clinton, was not subject to the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act. The Court of Appeals
decision confirms that the task force oper-
ated in full compliance with the law.

In reversing the United States district
court on this issue, the court of appeals held
that Mrs. Clinton is a ‘‘full-time officer or
employee of the Government’’ for purposes
of the advisory committee act. The court of
appeals decision means that the advisory
committee act’s requirements for open meet-
ings and production of documents did not
apply to the task force.

The President announced the creation of
the health care task force, as well as inter-
departmental working groups, on January 25,
1993. The task force held over 20 meetings
in April and May and has presented health
care reform proposals and options to the
President. The President is now in the proc-
ess of reviewing those proposals and options
and will be preparing a final proposal for de-
livery to Congress.

The task force terminated on May 30,
1993. There are no plans to reconvene the
task force.

White House Statement on the
Posthumous Award of the
Presidential Medal of Freedom to
Arthur Ashe
June 22, 1993

The President awarded a posthumous
Presidential Medal of Freedom, the Nation’s
highest civilian honor, to tennis great Arthur
Ashe at the National Sports Awards cere-
mony at Constitution Hall Sunday night.
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Presenting the medal to Ashe’s widow,
Jeanne, the President noted that Ashe ‘‘bat-
tled his way to the top rung of international
tennis, and he did it with an inner strength
and outward dignity that marked his game
every bit as much as that dazzling crosscourt
backhand.’’

Appointment of Cochairs of the
President’s Council on Physical
Fitness and Sports
June 22, 1993

The President has appointed Olympic gold
medalist Florence Griffith Joyner and former
NBA star and Congressman Tom McMillen
to be the Cochairs of the President’s Council
on Physical Fitness.

‘‘It is very gratifying that two such distin-
guished individuals as Florence Griffith
Joyner and Tom McMillen have agreed to
join my team as Cochairs of the President’s
Council on Physical Fitness,’’ said the Presi-
dent. ‘‘They are heroes to millions of Ameri-
cans and deservedly so. I look forward to the
advice that they will provide Secretary
Shalala and myself on how we can enhance
opportunities for all of our people to partici-
pate in physical fitness and sports activities.’’

NOTE: Biographies of the appointees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to a
Meeting With Congressional Leaders
June 23, 1993

Economic Proposal
Q. Mr. President, is there any way the Re-

publicans can put a plan together that meets
your criteria without taxes?

The President. Well, I don’t see how. You
know, we’ve already cut $250 billion in
spending. We’ve cut Medicare, Medicaid,
veterans, farmers, defense, foreign aid, every
part of the Federal Government. The Repub-
lican leader said a couple of days ago he was
willing to raise taxes on the wealthy, but ap-
parently the people in his caucus who want

to protect high income people and the tax
cuts they got in the eighties, while the middle
class got a tax increase, are going to win once
again. So what he’ll have to do is come up
with some version of the same plan they have
in the House. The Republican plan in the
House, I will remind you, lost more Repub-
lican votes than the Democratic plan lost
Democratic votes. And the reason is it was
unfair to the middle class, the working peo-
ple, the elderly, and to others because it pro-
tected upper income people. And I think
you’re going to see the same thing. We’ll see
what they have to say, but I can’t imagine
what else they can do.

We’ve got a 5-year freeze on domestic dis-
cretionary spending. We’re cutting defense
all we should, in my opinion, and then some.
The only thing that’s going up in this budget
is health care next year. The only thing that’s
going up is health care. So it’s going to be
very interesting to see when they have to face
the music what they’ll say. But we’re all ea-
gerly waiting.

Q. When do you think you can get this
reconciliation through a conference commit-
tee, assuming the Senate passes it?

The President. Well, one step at a time.
We have to get it through the Senate first.
We have to get the Senate Finance Commit-
tee bill on the floor, watch the amendments
come forward, see what happens, and try to
pass a bill in the Senate to go on to Congress.
And then once we do that, we’ll talk about
the conference committee.

Q. Leon Panetta said yesterday that one
of the goals was going to be to restore veter-
ans. How are you going to do that, go more
toward the House plan of raising taxes or the
Senate plan, which is more cutting entitle-
ments?

The President. We’re going to do a good
job of that. Just watch.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:45 a.m. in the
Cabinet Room at the White House. A tape was
not available for verification of the content of this
exchange.
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Remarks on the Economic Program
and an Exchange With Reporters
June 23, 1993

The President. I just want to make a cou-
ple of remarks about where we are in the
Congress today. We’re at the eleventh hour
of this budget debate. It’s been going on for
months now. And the Republican Senators
say finally they’re going to offer a plan. The
plan clearly, if you look at all the options,
will be to protect the privileged and to punish
the middle class and the most vulnerable.

The Senate Finance Committee bill which
was reported out last week now has 78.5 per-
cent of the burden of new taxes falling on
people with incomes above $200,000. All the
analysts say that my plan is an honest budget
plan, that it will reduce the deficit at least
as much, if not more, than we’re saying, and
it is fair. And we’re working hard to pass it
in the Senate.

But we ought to have some bipartisan sup-
port. We ought to have some Republican
support for this. And the fact that the Repub-
lican Senators are thinking about coming out
with a plan now, calling it a no-tax plan,
which is really nothing but a shield to keep
the wealthiest Americans from paying their
fair share, even though their taxes went down
for the last 12 years while the deficit ex-
ploded, is a real disservice to this country.

Economic Program
Q. Why, Mr. President, do you think the

Republicans want to protect the privileged?
The President. Well, that’s what they did.

That’s what their 12-year economic policy
was all about. That’s what trickle-down eco-
nomics was based on, that if you just lower
taxes on the wealthy enough and when you
have to increase them, increase them on the
middle class, and that upper income people,
when they get all the economic gains, will
then reinvest it, create jobs, and raise in-
comes. It didn’t work. It has never worked
in the history of the country.

I want to emphasize, I do not want to pun-
ish success. This is not what this is about.
I want to reward success. My plan has real
incentives for small business, for new busi-
ness, for new technology. I want to reward
success, and I want people to make a lot of

money. But we have to have a fair tax system,
and this plan should require the vast majority
of the new revenues to come from people
with incomes above $200,000 because
they’re the ones that got the benefits of the
1980’s.

Q. Do you think their plan will get any-
where? And do you have any Republican
support?

The President. No—well, I mean, look at
what happened in the House when they had
the same sort of thing. The Republican plan
in the House lost more Republican votes
than the Democratic plan lost Democratic
votes.

Q. Are you looking for some kind of mid-
dle ground compromise where you might be
able to bring on some Republicans?

The President. Well, I’m going to try to
pass—what I think we have to do is to get
this bill into conference, come out with a bill
that meets our objectives: $500 billion in def-
icit reduction; more cuts than tax increases;
progressive tax increases; and then real in-
centives to reward work, to reward families,
to reward investments in this economy.
That’s what we’re trying to do. And I think
we’re getting close.

Interest Rates
Q. Are you willing to, sir, accept a mild

increase in interest rates?
The President. For what?
Q. From the Fed.
The President. Well, whatever they do,

I think, long-term interest rates will stay
down. That’s the key to the economy. But
there’s no inflation in this economy now that
we can see.

Q. So they should not raise rates?
The President. That’s a decision they have

to make.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:44 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Remarks at the Presidential Scholars
Awards Presentation Ceremony
June 23, 1993

I want to thank you all for being here and
welcome the Members of Congress who are

VerDate 14-MAY-98 14:23 May 19, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00043 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P25JN4.024 INET01



1160 June 23 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1993

here and those who were here who had to
leave for a vote. I want to say a special word
of—it’s a good vote—[laughter]—I want to
say a special word of thanks to the Marine
Band for being here to play for us today.
Thank you. Since my office is just over there,
when they come out here to play for you,
they also keep me in a far better frame of
mind as I work through the day.

I thank the Commission on Presidential
Scholars for all the work that they have put
into selecting this year’s recipients. I espe-
cially want to thank my good friend Governor
Florio of New Jersey for his work as Chair-
man. I asked him to serve as Chairman be-
cause I admire the courage and conviction
with which he has conducted himself as Gov-
ernor of New Jersey and particularly the
bravery that he showed in dealing with the
educational needs of the people of his State.

The Secretary of Education, Dick Riley,
formerly was Governor of South Carolina,
and in that connection he labored mightily
for years to improve the education of the
children of his State and served as a mentor
of mine. And I thank him for his leadership.

As I look out at this group today of proud
parents and family members and friends and
educators, I’m reminded once again of the
curious mix of things that produces the sort
of achievement that we see embodied in the
young people on this stage today. There are,
unfortunately, still a lot of people in the
United States who believe that how much
you learn and how well you do in life depends
primarily on your IQ. And yet we know that
if you strung all the people on the globe to-
gether from first to last by IQ, you couldn’t
stick a straw between any of the two. A re-
markable combination of ability and intangi-
ble things like encouragement and love and
support as well as personal effort and drive
and commitment go into making up really
gifted learners who are committed to doing
it for a lifetime.

All the young people who have been ac-
knowledged today have great natural talents,
and they should be grateful for what God
has given them. But every person on this
stage today, not only them but me, we’re all
here because of the people who helped us
along the way.

There’s a young man who was supposed
to be here today named Justin Konrad, from
the State of Maine, who on June the 5th was
in an automobile accident that claimed the
life of one of his friends and claimed part
of one of his legs. Today he’s in a hospital
in Maine recovering from his injuries. I
talked to him this weekend when I was up
in Maine, and he’s already talking about
going to Harvard and majoring in govern-
ment and playing sports. When he gave his—
let me see if I can pronounce this—salu-
tatorian’s address at his high school gradua-
tion, he gave a speech about optimism. And
he still has it, and I hope all of you will be
able to keep it as you go through college and
you pursue your careers. Keeping a positive
frame of mind may sound like an obvious
and easy thing. It becomes increasingly dif-
ficult with a difficulty of circumstances, but
more important with every passing day.

Last Saturday, just before I spoke with Jus-
tin by phone, I was speaking at the com-
mencement of Northeastern University in
Boston, and I met another young student
there graduating from college named Doug
Luffborough. He was the person who was
designated by his fellow students at North-
eastern to speak on their behalf. Doug’s
mother is a cleaning woman who earns
$7,000 a year and who, in addition to her
regular job, cleans a private school part-time
to pay tuition for another of her sons. For
a while, the mother and all of her children
were actually homeless.

It’s remarkable that this young man ever
got to go to college at all. The advice he got
from one of his counselors was to give it up
and start looking for a job. But his mother
believed in him and refused to let him aim
low. When she couldn’t get a babysitter, she
took him along to work. And he watched her
day-in and day-out never give up hope, and
by her example he learned a powerful lesson.
When he came to Northeastern University,
the school made it possible for him to work
part-time while going to school, and his on-
the-job experience helped him to get a very
good job when he graduated. He’s shown an
amazing amount of responsibility, but his
mother stood by him, his school stood by
him, and he had an employer who stood by
him.
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So no matter how heroic individuals are,
they still need help to make it, and support.
Chances of success increase dramatically
when other people believe in you, give you
opportunities, and ask you to take the respon-
sibility to make the most of them. And I want
to thank every person here today who made
it possible for these young people to be up
on this stage and to have the kind of life
they’re going to have.

I also want to say that this administration
is working hard to open the doors of college
education to all young people, to make it pos-
sible for them to get loans to go to college
and to pay them back on much more favor-
able terms than has been the case in the past.
And we are trying to pass, with strong biparti-
san support, a national service program
which will make it possible for tens of thou-
sands of young people to earn credit against
those loans before, during, or after their col-
lege years by giving something back to their
communities where they live. Vice President
Gore has just returned from California where
he kicked off our Summer of Service pro-
gram, which is the beginning of this national
service effort.

I know that a lot of you have been involved
in service programs. I want to recognize one
of the scholars, MarLeice Hyde, from Valley
High School in Afton, Wyoming. Where are
you? I want to tell you about her. She orga-
nized the junior volunteer program at her
local hospital, which contributed over 1,000
hours of community service at the hospital,
while holding two jobs, attending evening
college courses, and meeting the responsibil-
ities that come from being the oldest of six
children. Let’s give her a hand. [Applause]
Congratulations.

Finally, let me say a word about our edu-
cators. We often spend our time talking
about what’s wrong with our educational sys-
tem, but we ought to also acknowledge that
there is a great deal that is right with it. And
a lot of these young people today might not
be here were it not for their teachers, their
principals, the people who worked with them
and believed in them. We think that the edu-
cators of America who are trying to do a good
job shouldn’t have to go it alone and should
have some way of knowing whether they’re

meeting the competition around the globe.
That’s why Secretary Riley has worked so
hard with his Goals 2000 program and with
the legislation now moving through Congress
to embrace world-class learning standards
that all American schools will be given the
opportunity to meet and that all American
parents and students can judge their own
progress by. I am very encouraged by that
work and very grateful for the cooperative
spirit that we see now in Washington be-
tween everybody involved in the educational
endeavor. We think that Goals 2000 will turn
a nation at risk into a nation on the move
in education.

Let me say in closing that I’ve thought a
great deal about education this summer be-
cause I just celebrated under this same tent
a couple of weeks ago my 25th college re-
union. I saw some of my classmates: One of
them runs a refugee center for Palestinians
in Jordan; one came all the way back from
Cambodia where he had his life at risk mon-
itoring the elections in that troubled country
where once so many people were killed by
tyranny. Many of them have made incredibly
valuable contributions to their lives. And all
of us were sitting here 25 years later in this
very spot remembering with incredible vivid-
ness actual specific things our teachers had
said to us in class. We had a contest to re-
member how many verbatim sentences we
could remember from different professors
we had. And every one of us concluded at
the end that none of our lives would have
been possible if we hadn’t had the benefit
of a world-class education.

I hope this Presidential scholarship brings
to all of you on this stage those kinds of
memories 25 years from now. I hope you will
do everything you can to make the most of
the opportunities before you. And I hope you
will take some time along the way to enrich
the communities from which you came and
the people who made it possible for you to
be here today.

Thank you all. Congratulations, and God
bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:42 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House.
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Memorandum on Delegation of the
Reporting Function for Federal
Energy Activities
June 23, 1993

Memorandum for the Secretary of Energy

Subject: Delegation of Reporting Function
By virtue of the authority vested in me by

the Constitution and the laws of the United
States, including section 301 of title 3 of the
United States Code, I hereby delegate to you
the authority to transmit to the Congress the
annual report describing the activities of the
Federal Government as required by subtitle
H, title V of the Energy Security Act (Public
Law 96–294; 42 U.S.C. 8286, et seq.).

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

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
3 p.m., June 24, 1993]

NOTE: This memorandum was published in the
Federal Register on June 28.

Announcement of Twenty-Six Senior
Executive Service Appointments
June 23, 1993

The President today announced the ap-
pointment of a total of 26 Senior Executive
Service officials at Departments and Agen-
cies across the Government.

‘‘We are continuing to move forward with
the process of filling all of the positions in
the Federal Government,’’ said the Presi-
dent. ‘‘I continue to be pleased with the ex-
cellence of our appointees, the work that is
being done across the Government, and the
diversity of the administration we are putting
together.’’

The appointees, who do not need to be
confirmed by the Senate, are:

Agency for International Development
Jill Buckley, Director, Office of External

Affairs

Department of Commerce
Jill Schuker, Director, Office of Public Af-

fairs
Ellis Mottur, Deputy Assistant Secretary

for Technology and Aerospace in Trade
Development

Barry Carter, Deputy Under Secretary for
Export Administration

Rita Hayes, Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Textiles, Apparel and Consumer Goods

Paul London, Deputy Under Secretary for
Economics and Statistics

Meredith Jones, General Counsel, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration

Department of Defense
Molly Williamson, Deputy Assistant Sec-

retary for Near-East and South-East
Asian Affairs

Pat Irvin, Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Humanitarian Assistance and Refugee
Affairs

Stanley Roth, Deputy Assistant Secretary
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs

Jane Mathias, Deputy Director, Office of
Legislative Affairs

Gloria Duffy, Deputy Assistant Secretary
and Office of the Secretary of Defense
Special Coordinator for Cooperative
Threat Reduction and Secretary of De-
fense Representative and Deputy Head
to the Safety, Security and Dismantle-
ment Talks

Sarah Sewall, Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Peacekeeping/Peacemaking Policy

Brian Sheridan, Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Drug Enforcement Policy and
Support

Maj. Gen. James Klugh (Ret.), Deputy
Under Secretary for Logistics

Louis Finch, Principal Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Strategy, Requirements
and Resources

Department of Energy
Jack Riggs, Principal Deputy Assistant

Secretary for Policy, Planning and Eval-
uation

Louis Gicale, Deputy General Counsel for
Programs
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Department of Health and Human
Services

John Monahan, Director of Intergovern-
mental Affairs

Portia Mittleman, Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Aging

Melissa Skofield, Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Public Affairs, Policy and
Communications

Department of the Interior
Debra Knopman, Deputy Assistant Sec-

retary for Water and Science

National Aeronautics and Space
Administration

Jeffrey Lawrence, Assistant Administrator
for Legislative Affairs

Department of Transportation
Mark Gerchick, Chief Counsel, Federal

Aviation Administration

Department of Veterans Affairs
Dale Renaud, Deputy Assistant Secretary

for Intergovernmental Affairs
Edward Chow, Deputy Assistant Secretary

NOTE: Biographies of the appointees were made
available by the Office of the Press Secretary.

Remarks to the National Association
of Police Organizations and an
Exchange With Reporters
June 24, 1993

The President. First, let me welcome you
here. And this is our replay from the time
we got weathered-out in March. And I’m
glad you could all come back. I want to thank
you for the work you do and for the support
that you gave to me last year when I was
attempting to become President and for the
support you have given so many of our initia-
tives in the last 5 months.

I have been busily at work for the last sev-
eral days working with the United States Sen-
ate in our attempt to pass our economic plan,
which will reduce the national deficit by $500
billion and provide some significant incen-
tives to turn this economy around, including
keeping interest rates down, which is critical
to our future. We’ve had a dramatic increase

in the number of ordinary Americans, I imag-
ine including some people in this room, who
have, for example, refinanced their homes in
the last 5 or 6 months, because we’ve got
interest rates at a 20-year low, 130,000 new
construction jobs in the economy, 755,000
jobs overall. It is critical that we pass this.
And that’s what we’re primarily involved in
today, as I’m sure you understand.

I also asked the Congress to adopt a modi-
fied bill for making a down payment on our
investment package, which they did, which
included, as I’m sure you know, some $200
million for communities to hire police offi-
cers. That is a down payment on the cam-
paign commitment I made to empower our
communities to hire another 100,000 police
officers over the next 4 years, to go to more
community policing, to provide for safer
streets, and to support you in the work you’re
doing.

I also want to tell you that the Attorney
General and I have been working hard for
the last several weeks with interested Mem-
bers of Congress to bring up a crime bill this
year. Sadly, it did not pass last year, for all
kinds of reasons. That crime bill is still to
be finally defined, but I can assure you it
will include the Brady bill; it will include a
provision for boot camps as alternative pun-
ishment for first-time nonviolent offenders;
it will include a continuing effort to hire
more police officers on our streets and to
expand community policing. I welcome the
ideas, the expertise, and the advice of all of
you in putting this bill together and in push-
ing it through the Congress. It will be a high
priority for the administration, and I expect
it to begin soon.

We can’t really revive the whole fabric of
our economy until we put the society back
together in the places where it’s broken. One
of the things that we’re attempting to do in
this economic bill is to finally test the propo-
sition of whether the private sector can revi-
talize the most distressed areas of our big
cities or our small towns and rural areas with
an empowerment zone concept that would
offer real big incentives for people to go into
a lot of the meanest streets in this country
and invest their money to put people to work,
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to start businesses, to try to make those
places come alive again in positive ways.

We also, as all of you know, are committed
to doing the things that we’ve been talking
about. I think it’s worth just closing with the
thought that there are a lot of people in this
country who are genuinely insecure today.
That shooting at the swimming pool here in
Washington, DC, that I’m sure all of you read
about, is a horrible example of the kind of
mindless behavior that is ripping at the fabric
of society. And now I think of how many chil-
dren are afraid to go back to the pool, a place
where wholesome recreation will occur, a
place where kids can stay out of trouble and
in water in the summertime; how many of
their parents might be afraid for them to go
back.

That is the sort of thing that I hope we
can keep in the minds of our policymakers
as we deal with the crime bill and deal with
these other issues. And I assure you that I
welcome your input into all of them.

I think I’d like to close just by saying a
special word of appreciation to the Justice
Department and the FBI, to the United
States Attorney, and to the New York City
Police Department for the work that they
have done in making the arrests that broke
up a terrorist gang in New York. It was a
very impressive piece of work and a real trib-
ute to the local folks and to the cooperation
that the Federal Government and the local
people had. And I thank them for that, and
thank you.

Now, the Attorney General and I are here.
We’re going to answer your questions. But
first we’re going to answer a few from the
press.

Terrorism
Q. Mr. President, can I follow up——
Q. To follow up on that, do you support

a Federal law for the death penalty for terror-
ists? And can you tell us how and exactly
when you found out about this plot?

The President. First of all, I support the
crime bill. I supported the crime bill last year
which expanded the death penalty in many
different areas. And as you know, I have a
longstanding support for capital punishment.

But let me answer the specific thing. I was
briefed about this operation at about the time

it was occurring, a little before. I knew that
they had been working on it. But all the cred-
it for this goes to the FBI and the local peo-
ple. They did the work. They’ve been work-
ing on this for some weeks now, and I don’t
think I should say more about it. The Justice
Department will have more to say at an ap-
propriate time.

Q. Can you say whether you believe that
everyone has been arrested who was involved
in this? And have you had any communica-
tion, do you plan to have any communication
with President Mubarak or any of the other
possible victims?

The President. I have not yet had any
communications with any of the people that
were on the list. I think any questions about
the nature of the conspiracy and the group
should be answered by the law enforcement
officials, not by me.

Senate Budget Vote
Q. Mr. President, do you have the votes

yet in the Senate for your budget to pass at
this time, now?

The President. I certainly hope so.
Q. Well, I ask the question because your

spokesman said earlier that you didn’t have
them but that you expected to by the end
of the day. Do you have them now?

The President. Who did? Who said that
earlier?

Q. Dee Dee said that—that you didn’t
have them this morning, but you expected
to have them by the end of the day. Do you
have them now?

The President. Senator Mitchell is my ul-
timate authority on that. We’re working our
way through these amendments now, and we
just had, as I understand it, Senators Harkin,
Metzenbaum, and Wellstone just announced
their support for the package, pursuant to
an agreement to reduce the size of the Med-
icaid cuts. There are still about $10 billion
Medicaid cuts over and above what the
House put in, which was about $50 billion.

So that will help, and that puts us three
votes closer. And I just don’t—I can’t say for
sure. We’re going to have a whole series of
amendments which go through today. And
then at the end of the day we may find our-
selves in a position where some Members
want some things which can only come out
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of the conference, and they may have to just
decide whether to let the bill go to con-
ference or not. The House Members had to
make the same sort of decision. But I’m
hopeful. That’s all I can tell you. I’m hopeful.
We’re working hard, and I’m hopeful.

Q. Does that bring it under $500 billion,
sir?

The President. No. Not to my knowledge.
The last time I saw it, it didn’t, Andrea [An-
drea Mitchell, NBC News]. Now, I haven’t
seen the exact details of the last—the last
time I heard about it, about an hour and a
half ago, it did not.

Q. What kind of momentum do you want
from this vote, and do you see this as a real
turning point for your Presidency?

The President. There have been a lot of
those lately. [Laughter] The vote in the
House was, and this will be. We have to go
on to conference. If it passes today, this will
be a very loud statement. It will say that both
Houses of the Congress are committed to the
largest deficit reduction program in history,
to putting the taxes and the spending cuts
in a trust fund, to spending cuts equal to and
now greater than the tax increases, and to
an extremely progressive program where
those who can, best able to pay, are asked
to pay. The Senate Finance Committee bill,
according to the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, distributes 78 percent of the burden to
people with incomes above $200,000 whose
taxes were lowered in the 1980’s while their
incomes went up.

So I think that this is a very, you know,
it’s a very important vote, and I hope we can
prevail. But I never count my chickens be-
fore they’re hatched.

Thank you.
Q. Are you counting any Republicans? Any

Republicans, Hatfield or Jeffords?
The President. I’ve asked; that’s all I

know.
Q. Did you ask in phone calls?
Q. Mr. President, is the final arrangement

on gays in the military going to require them
to stay in the closet, sir?

The President. ’Bye, everybody; no more
questions. I have to answer their questions.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:43 p.m. in the
Indian Treaty Room of the Old Executive Office
Building.

Exchange With Reporters Prior to a
Meeting With the Arkansas Rollin’
Razorbacks Wheelchair Athletes
June 24, 1993

Economic Program
Q. Mr. President, surrounded by all these

winners, do you think you can be a winner
tonight?

The President. Well, I hope so.
Q. What is your latest assessment?
The President. I feel just the way I did

before the House vote. I’m just working. I’m
working. We’re picking up a few and——

Q. Have you called any Republicans?
The President. I think I should answer

that question after the vote tonight.
Q. We don’t want to blow their cover.
The President. I think I should answer

that question——
Q. Mr. President, in retrospect, do you

wish you had reached out more to Repub-
licans early on? Some moderates say they’d
be on board if you had.

The President. I don’t know. I did call
a number of them. And I tried to—after Sen-
ator Boren and Senator Danforth announced
their little coalition—I don’t mean little, I
mean their coalition—I also reached out to
some Republicans then. And I continue to
reach out to some Republicans in the House.
It’s just rare in these first tough budget votes
to get any votes from the other party. And
I hope that this will never happen again. I
hope that it won’t ever happen again.

But you have to understand, we’re also try-
ing to reverse 12 years of, basically, people
being told the easy thing and letting the
country just sort of slowly grind downhill.
And we’re trying to change it. And these
changes are never easy. I never thought
they’d be easy. I’m hopeful for tonight.

Q. What would be—in the conference
committee, sir?

The President. I’ll be glad to answer that
question after we see if we’re going to have
a conference. First, we have to prevail to-
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night. Let’s try to make sure we win tonight,
and then we’ll be able to——

Q. Are you—[inaudible]
The President. I’m only concerned until

there’s a vote. We’re working hard. I think
we’ll prevail, but let’s wait and see what hap-
pens.

NOTE: The exchange began at 5:40 p.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

Remarks Honoring Academic
Decathlon Winners and an Exchange
With Reporters
June 24, 1993

The President. I hope you enjoyed your
tour of the White House. And I’m sorry we
had to start a little late, but as I’m sure you
know, a very important debate is now occur-
ring in the United States Senate on the ad-
ministration’s economic plan, and I had to
make a call or two.

Congressman Beilenson, it’s good to see
you. I bet you’re glad you’re not involved in
that this afternoon and glad to be here with
your folks.

It’s a real honor for me to welcome to the
White House a group of true student ath-
letes: the gold, silver, and bronze medal-win-
ning teams in the 1992–93 United States
Academic Decathlon. The gold medalists are
from Plano East High School of Plano, Texas;
the silver medalists from Taft High of Los
Angeles; the bronze medal winners of Moun-
tain View High School of Mesa, Arizona.

These students have experienced the ex-
citement of competition and the thrill of vic-
tory. And they should be a source of pride
for young people all across our country.
They’ve competed for medals in 10 different
events, from math and science to language
and literature, in an innovative and inclusive
program which fosters competition, en-
hances self-image, and shows how truly excit-
ing the pursuit of knowledge can be.

As I understand it, the team members also
are required to give speeches, both prepared
and impromptu—that’s a good preparation
for being President—write essays and experi-
ence interviews. These young people are

equipped not with javelins or shotputs but
with intellect and knowledge and the ability
to think creatively but with discipline.

The importance of this kind of pursuit of
educational excellence cannot be over-
emphasized. We’re at a moment in our his-
tory when we have to increase the edu-
cational ability of all Americans and in which
it is not simply important how much our peo-
ple know but what they are capable of learn-
ing and how quickly and well they are capa-
ble of thinking through complex problems
that may face them tomorrow but are even
unpredictable today. Because of these kinds
of challenges, we cannot meet our edu-
cational excellence goals through Govern-
ment mandates. We have to meet them
through incentives and through environ-
ments which promote excellence and leader-
ship from teachers and principals, the kind
of group work that we see in this academic
decathlon.

I applaud the academic decathlon, its
president, John Foley, and its executive di-
rector, Ann Joynt. At this time, I want to say
a special word of congratulations to the na-
tional champions, Plano Senior High School
from Plano, Texas—Plano East. They’re right
behind me, right? In the center. When I was
in high school, Plano had a great high school
band. Do you still have a good band? It won
a lot of national awards. Of course, that was
back in the dark ages, but anyway. Under
the coaching of Joyce Gillam and Jack
Worsham, Plano East amassed the highest
total score, capturing seven gold and five sil-
ver medals. One particular youngster, Sunny
Chu, deserves special mention. Sunny’s fa-
ther suffered a severe stroke just days before
the national competition. Nonetheless,
Sunny still managed to win the gold medal
for highest overall score in the Nation. And
I’m pleased to report that Sunny’s dad is back
home recovering. Congratulations to you.
Let’s give him a hand. [Applause]

Now, the group from Taft High in Los An-
geles. That’s you, right? Coached by Michael
Wilson, Taft High pulled in seven gold and
six silver medals. Mara Weiss achieved the
second highest total score in the Nation,
earning a gold medal in the essay event and
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a bronze in fine arts. In fact, I understand
Mara recently wrote to my wife expressing
her frustration that intellectual pursuits in
high school are still seen as the domain of
the male student. Mara, where are you? Did
you really do that?

Ms. Weiss. Yes, I did.
The President. Good for you. I’ll hear

more about that as time goes on. [Laughter]
Let me say that I think that is a real problem.
And there is actual documented evidence of
that, particularly in the math and sciences
areas, as young people move out of grade
school into junior high and high school. And
you deserve a lot of credit for pointing it out.
Just a few days ago in the Rose Garden, how-
ever, I appointed another distinguished stu-
dent and scholar, Judge Ruth Ginsburg, to
the Supreme Court. I think those kinds of
things should do something to shatter the
myth that intellectual pursuits should remain
the exclusive domain of men. And I’m sure
you’ll have a lot to do with that as you go
through your life.

I want to congratulate, finally, the Moun-
tain View High School team from Mesa, Ari-
zona. They’re here to my left. Under the
watchful eye of coach Mary McGovern,
Mountain View netted four gold and seven
silver medals. Senior Tagg Grant amassed the
highest individual point total for his team
with the best event being economics. Where
are you, Tagg? I order you to stay here for
the next 2 or 3 months. [Laughter] This
country needs your help.

I understand that the scholarships are
awarded to the top three overall medal win-
ners in each of three divisions. It just so hap-
pens that eight of those nine scholarship win-
ners are on these three teams. But we’ve in-
dicted the ninth scholarship winner to be
with us today as well. He’s Dan Casey, from
Lower Merion High School in Bala Cynwyd,
Pennsylvania. Where are you, Dan? Wel-
come. I’m glad they took you in over there.
I looked up there and counted; I thought
they had an unfair advantage. [Laughter]
Dan took the silver medal for the second
highest point total in the varsity division.

Each of these young people represents our
best future, our best hopes. They have prov-
en how much people can do when they put

their minds to it, and I am very proud of
them.

I’d like now to invite John Foley to say
a few words, and then I’d like to have some
pictures taken with the teams and say hello
to them. But first, Mr. Foley, thank you for
your work, and come up and have a platform.

[At this point, Mr. Foley thanked the Presi-
dent and explained the history of the pro-
gram.]

The President. Thank you.

Super Collider

Q. Mr. President, the House has voted to
kill the super collider program. Do you have
any reaction, sir?

The President. They did last year. Maybe
the Senate will save it, and we can save it
in conference. I’m not surprised. You know,
I’m grateful to them for saving the space sta-
tion. That was headed for defeat, and we did
a lot of work on it, and I’m glad we were
able to save it. I always anticipated that if
we were going to save the super collider, it
would have to come in a conference after
the Senate did it. So it’s really up to the Sen-
ate now to decide on the super collider.

NOTE: The President spoke at 5:33 p.m. in the
Rose Garden at the White House.

Statement on Credit Availability
June 24, 1993

Today’s announcement by the FDIC is an-
other tangible benefit brought on by the
progress of our deficit reduction plan and the
lower interest rates it has produced. Fewer
bank failures means more and cheaper bank
loans to America’s businesses and commu-
nities. It means billions of dollars more for
new jobs, new businesses, and helping fami-
lies buy new homes. It shows once again how
critically important it is for Congress to lock
in the benefits of lower interest rates and
deficit reduction by approving the Clinton
economic plan.
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Nomination for Ambassador to
Mongolia
June 24, 1993

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Donald Johnson, a career
member of the Foreign Service, to be Am-
bassador to Mongolia.

‘‘Donald Johnson has served our country
with distinction for almost two decades in the
Foreign Service,’’ said the President. ‘‘I am
pleased that he will be taking this ambassa-
dorial post.’’

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

Statement on Senate Action on the
Economic Program
June 25, 1993

Tonight the Senate voted for growth over
gridlock by passing our plan to cut deficit
spending by $500 billion and lock the savings
in a deficit reduction trust fund. By rejecting
both the trickle-down economics of the
1980’s and the tax-and-spend policies of the
past, the Senate sent a strong signal to middle
class Americans that Washington can work
to create jobs, increase incomes, and spur
economic growth.

When this debate began, I challenged the
Senate to pass a plan that met these prin-
ciples: It had to reduce the deficit by $500
billion; it had to be balanced between spend-
ing cuts and taxes; 75 percent of those taxes
had to be paid by the wealthiest 6 percent
of the American people; and it had to encour-
age the creation of jobs and the movement
of people from welfare to work. The Senate
met these challenges, and that’s why this vote
is a victory for the American people.

I want to congratulate Senators Mitchell,
Sasser, and Moynihan for their leadership,
their colleagues for their courage, and the
American people for demanding that the def-
icit come down through tough spending cuts
and a tax code that asks the most from the
people who have the most.

In a matter of days, I will be traveling to
Japan to represent the interests of the United
States in a summit with our economic com-
petitors. Because we are acting to put our

house in order, America will go to that meet-
ing for the first time in years in a strong posi-
tion to lead the world toward growth.

Remarks on the Appointment of
Kristine M. Gebbie as AIDS Policy
Coordinator and an Exchange With
Reporters
June 25, 1993

The President. Good morning. Thank you
very much. First, let me welcome Speaker
of the House and other distinguished Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives here.
I appreciate their coming. I understand they
were able to get a little more sleep than the
Senators were last night. I also want to wel-
come all the rest of you here.

Before I make the announcement that
we’re all here to witness and to be a part
of, I do want to say a word about the vote
that was cast early this morning in the United
States Senate to pass a version of the eco-
nomic plan which I presented to them,
which, to be sure, was changed to some ex-
tent from the House plan but still reflected,
I think, a remarkable degree of courage: $500
billion in deficit reduction in the Senate plan,
over 78 percent of the new revenues coming
from people with incomes above $200,000,
real commitment to significant budget cuts
that were slightly greater than the ones in
the House plan, and now clearly more budget
cuts than tax increases.

The most important thing is that now both
Houses of Congress, under very difficult cir-
cumstances, with the same old rhetoric of the
last 12 years flying at them, had the courage
to try to change this country for the better.
What this means is incalculable. It means we
can now move on to a conference committee
with a clear signal to the financial markets
that its interest rates should stay down and
people should be able to continue to refi-
nance their homes and finance their busi-
nesses at lower interest rates and that for the
first time in a very long time an American
President can go to a meeting of the G–7
nations in a position of economic strength,
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trying to lead a renewal of growth and oppor-
tunity all over the world.

So I very much appreciate that. I want to
compliment Senator Mitchell, Senator Sas-
ser, Senator Moynihan, in particular, for their
leadership and the courage of the Senators
who voted in the way they did, so that we
can go forward.

One of the things that was in this budget
that has received almost no notice is a real
commitment to intensifying our efforts to
deal with the AIDS crisis, even in the midst
of all the budget cutbacks. One of those im-
portant efforts is the naming of a new AIDS
coordinator with a higher visibility, a more
important policy role, and more influence in
the National Government than has been the
case in the past.

It is my distinct pleasure today to an-
nounce the appointment of Kristine Gebbie
as our Nation’s first AIDS Policy Coordina-
tor. This position has never existed before,
but circumstances now require us to look for
unprecedented remedies to an unprece-
dented problem.

Today, as we toil against one of the most
dreaded and mysterious diseases humanity
has ever known, we must redouble our Gov-
ernment’s efforts to promote research, fund-
ing, and treatment for AIDS. The appoint-
ment of Kristine Gebbie is part of our pledge
to do that. She is a proven health care leader
who will bring to the administration years of
experience in the AIDS field. I’m confident
she’ll work hard to ensure that our Nation
no longer ignores an epidemic that has al-
ready claimed too many of our brothers and
sisters, our parents and children, our friends
and colleagues.

I’m particularly pleased that Kristine
Gebbie is so committed to helping our AIDS
effort, for she certainly is no stranger to the
field. To begin with, she hails from the Pa-
cific Northwest, one of our country’s most
progressive regions when it comes to health
care. A former nurse, she became the admin-
istrator of the Oregon health division, a posi-
tion she held for 11 years, and later served
as the secretary of the Washington State de-
partment of health. Currently she serves as
a special consultant to the Department of
Health and Human Services. She’s also spent
a lot of her time and energy on AIDS preven-

tion. Since 1989, she’s served as chair of the
Centers for Disease Control Advisory Com-
mittee on the Prevention of HIV Infection.
She served on the Presidential Commission
on AIDS. She was for 3 years a member of
the National Academy of Sciences AIDS
oversight committee, and she was chair of
an HIV committee of State health officials
around the United States.

AIDS is terrifying. It inflicts tragedy on
too many families. But ultimately, it is a dis-
ease, one we can defeat just as we have de-
feated polio, many forms of cancer, and other
scourges in the history of our Nation. How
can we do it? With commitment and courage
and constancy, and with vocal and respon-
sible leadership from our Nation’s Govern-
ment. Already this administration has re-
quested a large increase in funding for AIDS
research and prevention, even in the face of
our severe budget cutbacks. We are now
moving toward full funding of the Ryan
White Comprehensive AIDS Resources
Emergency Act. Our budget requested in fis-
cal 1994 a 78 percent increase in funding for
Ryan White, an 18 percent increase for AIDS
research, and a 27 percent increase for pre-
vention.

In addition, the upcoming health care re-
form plan will make sure that AIDS sufferers
are not victimized by unfair insurance poli-
cies when they seek treatment for their ill-
nesses. AIDS touches all of us, and no single
group should be discriminated against on the
basis of this disease.

To make Government’s role in AIDS more
efficient, we’re also taking steps to coordinate
AIDS policy. On June 10th, I signed into law
the National Institutes of Health Revitaliza-
tion Act that establishes an AIDS research
office to coordinate all the AIDS research
at NIH. By now appointing an AIDS Policy
Coordinator, we will ensure that one person
in the White House oversees and unifies
Governmentwide AIDS efforts.

Kristine Gebbie will be a full member of
the Domestic Policy Council and will work
closely with the Department of Health and
Human Services—and I’m glad to see Sec-
retary Shalala here today. She has my full
support in coordinating policy among all the
various executive branch departments.
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With the dedication and leadership that
she has shown and that she will bring to this
effort, I believe we will be able to wage the
battle against AIDS with complete resolve.
I look forward to working with her as we
tackle the challenges that are posed to us.
I assure you this is another step in the begin-
ning of our effort, not the end of my personal
commitment. This will guarantee the kind of
focus this effort has long needed.

Ms. Gebbie.
[At this point, Ms. Gebbie expressed her ap-
preciation to the President and gave her per-
spective on a coordinated approach to AIDS.]

The President. Let me also say before we
take a question or two, to Mr. Speaker and
to Congressmen Studds and Frank and
McDermott and Pelosi and Morella and to
all the other Members of the Congress who
have been willing to support increased efforts
for AIDS in the face of these difficult budg-
etary times, I’m grateful for them, too. Be-
cause without the congressional support, we
would not be able to make any progress, in
my judgment, even with this heightened ad-
ministrative effort.

Gays in the Military
Q. Mr. President, as you approach your

decision on gays in the military, have you
reached a conclusion about the directive that
says that homosexuality is incompatible with
military service? Have you decided——

The President. I have not received any
such directive. And until I receive a report
from the Pentagon, I have no further com-
ment on this.

Q. Can I just ask you a broader question,
then, about this?

The President. I’m not going to discuss
it until I receive the report from the Penta-
gon. I have nothing else to say now.

AIDS
Q. Mr. President, I have a question for

Ms. Gebbie, please. During the time that you
served in Washington and Oregon on dealing
with the AIDS epidemic, what will you bring
to this job that you learned there?

Ms. Gebbie. I think one of the biggest
things I learned is that people have to be
able to hear each other, not just talk to each
other but hear each other, and then put that

listening into effect, developing policies that
work. That’s a bit of a global answer, but it
really has to be applied to each piece of this
puzzle. And it’s putting a puzzle together
that’s developing policy around this disease.

Terrorism
Q. Mr. President, yesterday when the

news broke of the terrorist attempts at bomb-
ing various points in New York City, a lot
of Americans felt an increased sense of vul-
nerability. I wonder if you would share with
us your thoughts when you learned about it,
and do you share that increased sense of vul-
nerability to terrorism in this country?

The President. Any free society has al-
ways some exposure to terrorism. I think
what the American people should do,
though, is to feel an enormous sense of pride
in the aggressive work done by the New York
Police Department and all the Federal au-
thorities involved in New York. We are work-
ing aggressively on this issue. We will con-
tinue to work on it in a very tough way, and
we will put whatever resources the United
States has to put in to combating it.

I think one of the problems that has
plagued much of the world in the 1980’s is
random acts of terrorism. And there is always
the possibility with increasing political insta-
bility in various places of increased terrorism.
But I can tell you that I view the action in
New York as reassuring. And all I can tell
you is that we’re going to do our best to be
as tough, as intolerant, as effective in dealing
with these kinds of problems consistently as
the local and the Federal authorities were
in New York.

Economic Program
Q. Mr. President, now that the Senate has

voted, can you tell us where you come down
on the differences between the House and
Senate bills in terms of the gasoline versus
Btu tax, in terms of the level of Medicare
funding, and the other differences in the
bills? And can you tell us, did you win a polit-
ical victory at the possible expense of your
program, in making so many deals that it’s
just complicated the process of getting things
through conference?

The President. Actually, this administra-
tion didn’t make any deals. The Senate Fi-
nance Committee put together a bill that it
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could get out of the Senate Finance Commit-
tee. And then the question was very much
whether we would go on to conference. I
think there was a great sense in the Senate
that they had to go forward with the bill.
There were many Senators who told me they
liked the House bill better. I mean, there
were divisions even in the Senate. There
were a couple of Senators who indicated they
would have voted for the House bill who did
not vote for the Senate bill. There was all
kinds of difference of opinion.

I think what happened was there was an
institutional feeling there yesterday, which
crystallized in the late afternoon, that the
worst thing they could do is not to go for-
ward, and that the worst thing they could
do is not to break the gridlock, not to find
a way to continue to push for real economic
reform. And all this happened rather late last
evening, and no decisions have been made.
I haven’t even had an ample opportunity to
analyze whatever amendments were made
yesterday. But this administration was not
nearly as involved in the details of what came
out of the Senate as was the case in the
House.

I am confident that the conferees will get
together, will produce a bill that in some
ways is superior to both bills and will have
a broader support. That’s what I think will
happen.

Q. Gas tax, sir?
Q. On the budget, assuming that you want

the final bill to resemble your own plan as
much as possible, what is your response to
Senator Moynihan’s observation recently
when he said that he felt that directing one-
third of all tax increases and spending cuts
to investment would be perhaps too exces-
sive?

The President. Well, we’ll see. A lot of
the Senators who came on to the bill late
yesterday were holding out because the in-
vestment incentives have been cut back so
much by the committee. One of the biggest
hurdles was trying to convince some of the
Senators that we might increase the invest-
ment incentives in the conference. So I can
tell you that will be a point of continuing
tension. But I expect there will be some real
effort to try to get the investment and growth
options back in there.

Keep in mind, reducing the deficit helps
you by bringing down interest rates. But still
in the end if you want to grow the economy,
somebody has to invest money and create
jobs and put people to work. If the unem-
ployment rate in this country were 4 percent
instead of 7 percent, we’d have far fewer
problems than we do. And the stagnation
worldwide of economic activity, which has
been going on for some time now, is holding
this country back and requires this country
to make extraordinary efforts if we’re going
to swim against the tide and try to grow more
than other nations to increase incentives to
invest and create jobs and to grow this econ-
omy.

If you take investment out of part of the
country as, for example, you see in California
with the big cutbacks in defense, there needs
to be some offsetting investment. You can’t
create jobs out of thin air. So I think we want
to see in this economic plan two objectives:
really tough deficit reduction, keeping the in-
terest rates down, freeing up money for pri-
vate sector investment, and increasing incen-
tives by the National Government to get
more investment in the economy. And I hope
we see it.

Iraq
Q. Mr. President, there seems to be an-

other standoff in Baghdad between U.N.
weapons inspectors and the Iraqi Govern-
ment. This is the first time this has happened
on your watch. How serious is this standoff?
And what, if anything, do you plan on doing
about it?

The President. It’s quite serious. And the
United Nations—you’ve already heard the
U.N. speak to it, and I would expect that
the matter will have to be resolved one way
or the other in the fairly near future. I do
think that—I don’t have much to add to the
pronouncements that have come out of the
U.N. The United States has to continue to
support compliance with the U.N. resolu-
tions as they apply to Iraq.

G–7 Summit
Q. Mr. President, you said that this is the

first time that we’re going to the economic
summit in a position of economic strength.
Another way to view that is that you had a
tie vote in the Senate; that you’re caught
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going into conference between the demands
for more social spending, more investment,
and those who want more cuts; and that
there’s no margin for error, which is not a
very strong signal of the ability to resolve this
and to get anything that will pass finally both
Houses——

The President. I don’t think any of the
people who have looked at this really believe
that we won’t get a bill out of the conference
that will be marginally changed in ways from
both the House and Senate bills that will
make the bill more passable in the Senate
as well as the House. For example, the House
wanted basically the incentive package that
was there but some less tax and some more
spending cuts. That came out of the Senate.
The Senate obliged the less tax and more
spending cuts but did it at the expense of
cutting so much of the investments out, be-
cause the energy tax had to be reduced as
much as it did, not for the floor of the Senate
but to get it out of the Senate Finance Com-
mittee.

Now, what will happen now is you’ll see
a negotiation, and they’ll try to bridge those
gaps. I don’t think they are particularly large.
I think it’s quite encouraging. And if you look
at the level of aggression this country has dis-
played in trying to do something about its
economic circumstances as compared with
what is going on in these other nations, the
political and the economic problems, I think
the United States should be very proud. It
is not easy to change.

I mean, we’ve been on an incredible roller
coaster ride for 12 years now, just sort of
spending more than we’re taking in and living
by political rhetoric and hot air. And when
you try to change, it’s not easy. You know,
it’s the same—my daughter always says when
she is gigging me a little that old line about
denial being more than a river in Egypt. I
mean, you know, it’s not easy to change.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:43 a.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House.

Proclamation 6575—To Modify
Duty-Free Treatment Under the
Generalized System of Preferences
and for Other Purposes
June 25, 1993

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation

1. Pursuant to title V of the Trade Act of
1974, as amended (‘‘1974 Act’’) (19 U.S.C.
2461 et seq.), the President may designate
specified articles provided for in the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United States
(‘‘HTS’’) as eligible for preferential tariff
treatment under the Generalized System of
Preferences (‘‘GSP’’) when imported from
designated beneficiary developing countries.

2. Pursuant to section 504(c) of the 1974
Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(c)), beneficiary develop-
ing countries, except those designated as
least-developed beneficiary developing coun-
tries pursuant to section 504(c)(6) of the
1974 Act, are subject to limitations on the
preferential treatment afforded under the
GSP. Pursuant to section 504(c)(5) of the
1974 Act, a country that is no longer treated
as a beneficiary developing country with re-
spect to an eligible article may be redesig-
nated as a beneficiary developing country
with respect to such article if imports of such
article from such country did not exceed the
limitations in section 504(c)(1) (after applica-
tion of paragraph (c)(2)) during the preced-
ing calendar year. Pursuant to section
504(d)(1) of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C.
2464(d)(1)), section 504(c)(1)(B) of the 1974
Act shall not apply with respect to any eligi-
ble article if a like or directly competitive
article is not produced in the United States
on January 3, 1985. Further, pursuant to sec-
tion 504(d)(2) of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C.
2464(d)(2)), the President may disregard the
limitations provided in section 504(c)(1)(B)
with respect to any eligible article if the ap-
praised value of the total imports of such arti-
cle into the United States during the preced-
ing calendar year is not in excess of an
amount that bears the same ratio to
$5,000,000 as the gross national product of
the United States for that calendar year (as
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determined by the Department of Com-
merce) bears to the gross national product
of the United States for calendar year 1979.

3. Section 502(b)(7) of the 1974 Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(b)(7)) provides that a country
that has not taken or is not taking steps to
afford internationally recognized worker
rights, as defined in section 502(a)(4) of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2462(a)(4)), is ineligible
for designation as a beneficiary developing
country for purposes of the GSP. Pursuant
to section 504 of the 1974 Act, the President
may withdraw, suspend, or limit the applica-
tion of duty-free treatment under the GSP
with respect to any article or with respect
to any country upon consideration of the fac-
tors set forth in sections 501 and 502(c) of
the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2461 and 2462(c)).

4. Pursuant to sections 501, 503(a), and
504(a) of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2461,
2463(a), and 2464(a)), in order to subdivide
and amend the nomenclature of existing pro-
visions of the HTS to modify the GSP, I have
determined, after taking into account infor-
mation and advice received under section
503(a), that the HTS should be modified to
adjust the original designation of eligible arti-
cles. In addition, pursuant to title V of the
1974 Act, I have determined that it is appro-
priate to designate specified articles provided
for in the HTS as eligible for preferential
tariff treatment under the GSP when im-
ported from designated beneficiary develop-
ing countries, and that such treatment for
other articles should be terminated. I have
also determined, pursuant to sections 504(a),
(c)(1), and (c)(2) of the 1974 Act, that certain
beneficiary countries should no longer re-
ceive preferential tariff treatment under the
GSP with respect to certain eligible articles.
Further, I have determined, pursuant to sec-
tion 504(c)(5) of the 1974 Act, that certain
countries should be redesignated as bene-
ficiary developing countries with respect to
certain eligible articles. These countries have
been previously excluded from benefits of
the GSP with respect to such eligible articles
pursuant to section 504(c)(1) of the 1974 Act.
Further, pursuant to section 504(d)(1) of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(d)(1)), I have de-
termined that the limitation provided for in
section 504(c)(1)(B) of the 1974 Act (19
U.S.C. 2464(c)(1)(B)) should not apply with

respect to certain eligible articles because no
like or directly competitive article was pro-
duced in the United States on January 3,
1985. Last, I have determined that section
504(c)(1)(B) of the 1974 Act should not apply
with respect to certain eligible articles pursu-
ant to section 504(d)(2) of the 1974 Act.

5. Pursuant to sections 502(b)(7),
502(c)(7), and 504 of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C.
2462(b)(7), 2462(c)(7), and 2464), I have de-
termined that it is appropriate to provide for
the suspension of preferential treatment
under the GSP for articles that are currently
eligible for such treatment and that are im-
ported from Mauritania. Such suspension is
the result of my determination that Mauri-
tania has not taken and is not taking steps
to afford internationally recognized worker
rights, as defined in section 502(a)(4) of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2462(a)(4)).

6. Pursuant to sections 501 and 502 of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2461 and 2462), and
having due regard for the eligibility criteria
set forth therein, I have determined that it
is appropriate to designate Albania as a bene-
ficiary developing country for purposes of the
GSP.

7. Proclamation 6517 of December 23,
1992, withdrew the duty-free treatment ac-
corded under the GSP, pursuant to title V
of the 1974 Trade Act, to imports of sulfanilic
acid, provided for in HTS subheading
2921.42.24. Proclamation 6544 of April 13,
1993, made further modifications in the HTS
provisions for such goods. Through technical
error, the HTS provisions created in the an-
nexes to such proclamations were not prop-
erly structured and numbered. Therefore, I
have decided that it is necessary and appro-
priate to modify the HTS to correct these
errors.

8. Section 604 of the 1974 Act, as amended
(19 U.S.C. 2483), authorizes the President
to embody in the HTS the substance of the
relevant provisions of that Act, and of other
Acts affecting import treatment, and actions
thereunder, including the removal, modifica-
tion, continuance, or imposition of any rate
of duty or other import restriction.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
acting under the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and the laws of the United
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States of America, including but not limited
to title V and section 604 of the 1974 Act,
do proclaim that:

(1) In order to designate certain articles
as eligible articles for purposes of the GSP
when imported from designated beneficiary
developing countries, the HTS is modified
as provided in Annex I to this proclamation.

(2)(a) In order to designate certain articles
as eligible articles for purposes of the GSP
when imported from any designated bene-
ficiary developing country, the Rates of Duty
1-Special subcolumn for the HTS sub-
heading enumerated in Annex II(a) to this
proclamation is modified by inserting in the
parentheses the symbol ‘‘A’’ as provided in
such Annex.

(b) In order to designate certain articles
as eligible articles for purposes of the GSP
when imported from any designated bene-
ficiary developing country excluding India,
the Rates of Duty 1-special subcolumn for
the HTS subheading enumerated in Annex
II(b) to this proclamation is modified by in-
serting in the parentheses the symbol ‘‘A*’’
as provided in such Annex.

(c) In order to restore preferential tariff
treatment under the GSP to a country which
has been excluded from the benefits of the
GSP for an eligible article, the Rates of Duty
1-Special subcolumn for each of the HTS
subheadings enumerated in Annex II(c) to
this proclamation is modified: (i) by deleting
symbol ‘‘A*’’ in parentheses, and (ii) by in-
serting in such subcolumn the symbol ‘‘A’’
in lieu thereof.

(d) In order to provide that one or more
countries should no longer be treated as a
beneficiary developing country with respect
to an eligible article for purposes of the GSP,
the Rates of Duty 1-Special subcolumn for
each of the HTS provisions enumerated in
Annex II(d) to this proclamation is modified:
(i) by deleting the symbol ‘‘A’’ in parentheses,
and (ii) by inserting in such subcolumn the
symbol ‘‘A*’’ in lieu thereof.

(3) In order to provide for the suspension
of preferential treatment under the GSP for
Mauritania, to provide for the addition of Al-
bania as a beneficiary developing country
under the GSP, to provide that one or more
countries that have not been treated as bene-
ficiary developing countries with respect to

an eligible article should be redesignated as
beneficiary developing countries with respect
to such article for purposes of the GSP, and
to provide that one or more countries should
no longer be treated as beneficiary develop-
ing countries with respect to an eligible arti-
cle for purposes of the GSP, general note
3(c)(ii) to the HTS is modified as provided
in Annex III to this proclamation.

(4) In order to ensure the withdrawal of
GSP treatment from imports of sulfanilic
acid and to correct technical errors in certain
HTS provisions, as created in the Annex to
Proclamation 6517 and modified in Annex II
to Proclamation 6544, such annexes are here-
by superseded, and the HTS is modified as
set forth in Annex IV to this proclamation.

(5) Any provisions of previous proclama-
tions and Executive orders inconsistent with
the provisions of this proclamation are here-
by superseded to the extent of such inconsist-
ency.

(6)(a) The modifications made by Annexes
I, II, and III(a) to this proclamation shall be
effective with respect to articles both: (i) im-
ported on or after January 1, 1976, and (ii)
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for
consumption, on or after July 1, 1993.

(b) The modification made by Annex III(b)
to this proclamation shall be effective with
respect to articles both: (i) imported on or
after January 1, 1976, and (ii) entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse for consumption,
on or after 60 days after the date of publica-
tion of this proclamation in the Federal Reg-
ister.

(c) The modifications made by Annex IV
to this proclamation shall be effective with
respect to articles both: (i) imported on or
after January 1, 1976, and (ii) entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse for consumption,
on or after January 12, 1993.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-fifth 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,
4:53 p.m., June 25, 1993]
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NOTE: This proclamation and the attached an-
nexes will be published in the Federal Register
on June 29.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Trade With Mauritania
June 25, 1993

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
I am writing concerning the Generalized

System of Preferences (GSP). The GSP pro-
gram offers duty-free access to the U.S. mar-
ket for products that are imported from de-
veloping countries. It is authorized by title
V of the Trade Act of 1974.

Pursuant to title V, I have determined that
Mauritania no longer meets the eligibility re-
quirements set forth in the GSP law. In par-
ticular, I have determined that it has not
taken and is not taking steps to afford inter-
nationally recognized worker rights. Accord-
ingly, I intend to suspend Mauritania indefi-
nitely as a designated beneficiary developing
country for purposes of the GSP.

This notice is submitted in accordance
with section 502(a)(2) of the Trade Act of
1974.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Thomas S.
Foley, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. An
original was not available for verification of the
content of this letter.

Memorandum on Trade With
Mauritania
June 25, 1993

Memorandum for the United States Trade
Representative

Subject: Actions Concerning the Generalized
System of Preferences

Pursuant to sections 502(b)(4), 502(b)(7),
502(c)(5), and 504 of the Trade Act of 1974,
as amended (the 1974 Act) (19 U.S.C.
2462(b)(4), 2462(b)(7), 2462(c)(5), and
2464), I am authorized to make determina-
tions concerning the alleged expropriation

without compensation by a beneficiary devel-
oping country, to make findings concerning
whether steps have been taken or are being
taken by certain beneficiary developing
countries to afford internationally recognized
worker rights to workers in such countries,
to take into account in determining the Gen-
eralized System of Preferences (GSP) eligi-
bility of a beneficiary developing country the
extent to which certain beneficiary develop-
ing countries are providing adequate and ef-
fective means under its laws for foreign na-
tionals to secure, to exercise, and to enforce
exclusive rights in intellectual property, in-
cluding patents, trademarks, and copyrights,
and to modify the application of duty-free
treatment under the GSP currently being af-
forded to such beneficiary developing coun-
tries as a result of my determinations.

Specifically, after considering a private
sector request for a review concerning the
alleged expropriation by Peru of property
owned by a United States person allegedly
without prompt, adequate, and effective
compensation, without entering into good
faith negotiations to provide such compensa-
tion or otherwise taking steps to discharge
its obligations, and without submitting the
expropriation claim to arbitration, I have de-
cided to continue the review of the alleged
expropriation by Peru.

Second, after considering various private
sector requests for a review of whether or
not certain beneficiary developing countries
have taken or are taking steps to afford inter-
nationally recognized worker rights (as de-
fined in section 502(a)(4) of the 1974 Act
(19 U.S.C. 2462(a)(4)) to workers in such
countries, and in accordance with section
502(b)(7) of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C.
2462(b)(7)), I have determined that Panama
has taken or is taking steps to afford inter-
nationally recognized worker rights, and I
have determined that Mauritania has not
taken and is not taking steps to afford such
internationally recognized rights. Therefore,
I am notifying the Congress of my intention
to suspend the GSP eligibility of Mauritania.
Finally, I have determined to continue to re-
view the status of such worker rights in Bah-
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rain, El Salvador, Fiji, Guatemala, Indonesia,
Malawi, Oman, and Thailand.

Third, after considering various private
sector requests for a review of whether or
not certain beneficiary developing countries
are providing adequate and effective means
under their laws for foreign nationals to se-
cure, to exercise, and to enforce exclusive
rights in intellectual property, including pat-
ents, trademarks, and copyrights, I have de-
termined to continue the review of the Do-
minican Republic, Guatemala, and Hon-
duras.

Fourth, pursuant to section 504(f) of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(f)), I am hereby
acting to modify the application of duty-free
treatment under the GSP currently being af-
forded to Israel.

Specifically, I have determined under the
provisions of section 504(f) that the per cap-
ita gross national product for Israel, cal-
culated on the basis of the best available in-
formation, including 1992 World Bank statis-
tics, exceeds the applicable limit provided in
section 504(f)(2). Accordingly, pursuant to
section 504(f)(1)(A), beginning on July 1,
1993, and continuing through June 30, 1995,
the limitations of preferential treatment pro-
vided under section 504(c)(1)(B) of the 1974
Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(c)(1)(B)) shall be ap-
plied substituting ‘‘25 percent’’ for ‘‘50 per-
cent.’’ Furthermore, pursuant to section
504(f)(1)(B), effective July 1, 1995, Israel
shall no longer be treated as a beneficiary
developing country for purposes of the GSP.

Pursuant to section 504 of the 1974 Act,
after considering various requests for a waiv-
er of the application of section 504(c) of the
1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(c)) with respect
to certain eligible articles, I have determined
that it is appropriate to modify the applica-
tion of duty-free treatment under the GSP
currently being afforded to certain articles
and to certain beneficiary developing coun-
tries. Further, in order to convert a prior
Presidential decision taken in terms of the
Tariff Schedule of the United States (TSUS)
into the nomenclature of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States (HTS),
I have also determined that it is appropriate
to convert the waiver of section 504(c) of the
1974 Act with respect to lawn tennis balls
provided for in TSUS 734.85 from Indonesia

into the HTS nomenclature, specifically HTS
subheading 9506.91.00.

Specifically, pursuant to section 504(c)(3)
of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C. 2464(c)(3)), I have
determined that it is appropriate to waive the
application of section 504(c) of the 1974 Act
with respect to certain eligible articles from
certain beneficiary developing countries. I
have received the advice of the United States
International Trade Commission on whether
any industries in the United States are likely
to be adversely affected by such waivers, and
I have determined, based on that advice and
on the considerations described in sections
501 and 502(c) of the 1974 Act (19 U.S.C.
2461 and 2462(c)), that such waivers are in
the national economic interest of the United
States. The waivers of the application of sec-
tion 504(c) of the 1974 Act apply to the eligi-
ble articles in the HTS subheadings and the
beneficiary developing countries set opposite
such HTS subheadings enumerated below.

HTS subheadings and countries granted
waivers of section 504(c) of the 1974 Act

HTS Subheading Country

7202.50.00 Zimbabwe
8521.10.60 Malaysia
8527.11.60 Malaysia

These determinations shall be published
in the Federal Register.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
4:54 p.m., June 25, 1993]

NOTE: This memorandum will be published in the
Federal Register on June 29.

Nominations for Positions at the
Department of Labor
June 25, 1993

The President announced today that he in-
tends to nominate economists Bernard An-
derson and Katharine Abraham to positions
at the Department of Labor. If confirmed,
Anderson will serve as Assistant Secretary for
Employment Standards Administration and
Abraham will serve as Commissioner of
Labor Statistics.
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‘‘Applying adequate enforcement stand-
ards and tracking the well-being of our Na-
tion’s work force are two of the Labor De-
partment’s most important responsibilities,’’
said the President. ‘‘Bernard Anderson and
Katharine Abraham will fulfill them with
rigor and integrity.’’

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 19
In the morning, the President traveled to

Boston, MA. In the afternoon, the President
traveled to Portland, ME, and returned to
Washington, DC, in the evening.

June 23
In the afternoon, the President had lunch

with business leaders.
In the evening, the President received dip-

lomatic credentials from the following Am-
bassadors: Mohamed Benaissa of Morocco,
Roberto Mayorga-Cortes of Nicaragua,
Thomas Kahota Kargbo of Sierra Leone, Li
Daoyu of China, Seung-Soo Han of the Re-
public of Korea, and Adriaan Pieter Roetert
Jacobovits de Szeged of The Netherlands.

June 24
In the afternoon, the President had lunch

with the Vice President. He later met with
Joe Louis Barrow, Jr.

In the evening, the President hosted a re-
ception for congressional leaders.

June 25
In the afternoon, the President had a tele-

phone conversation with Henry Leon
Ritzenthaler.

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 22

Ruth Bader Ginsburg, of
New York, to be an Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court of the United States, vice
Byron R. White, retired.

Andrew J. Winter,
of New York, 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 The Gambia.

David Laurence Aaron,
of New York, to be the Representative of the
United States of America to the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment, with the rank of Ambassador.

G. Edward DeSeve,
of Pennsylvania, to be Chief Financial Offi-
cer, Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment (new position).

Susan Gaffney,
of Virginia, to be Inspector General, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development,
vice Paul A. Adams, resigned.

Submitted June 23

Patrick H. NeMoyer,
of New York, to be U.S. Attorney for the
Western District of New York for the term
of 4 years, vice Dennis C. Vacco, term ex-
pired.

Mary Jo White,
of New York, to be U.S. Attorney for the
Southern District of New York for the term
of 4 years, vice Otto G. Obermaier, resigned.
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Submitted June 24

Ramon C. Cortines,
of California, to be Assistant Secretary for
Intergovernmental and Interagency Affairs
and for Human Resources and Administra-
tion, Department of Education.

Victor H. Reis,
of the District of Columbia, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of Energy (Defense Programs),
vice Richard A. Claytor, resigned.

Robin Lynn Raphel,
of Washington, a career member of the Sen-
ior Foreign Service, class of Counselor, to
be Assistant Secretary of State for South
Asian Affairs (new position).

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 21
Transcript of a press briefing by Secretary
of the Treasury Lloyd Bentsen on the eco-
nomic program

Released June 22
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Released June 23
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Transcript of a press briefing by Director of
the Office of Management and Budget Leon
Panetta

Released June 24
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers

Released June 25
Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Dee Dee Myers
Nominations of Patrick H. NeMoyer to be
U.S. Attorney for the Western District and
of Mary Jo White to be U.S. Attorney for
the Southern District of New York
Statement by Chief of Staff Thomas F.
(Mack) McLarty on changes in the White
House staff

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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