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Week Ending Friday, October 18, 1996

Proclamation 6937—National
Character Counts Week, 1996
October 11, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
One of our most important goals as a Na-

tion is to make this a better world for all
people. Millions around the globe look to
America as a champion of justice, and we
must always strive to encourage the good and
denounce the bad.

This week, as a Nation, we celebrate the
fact that ‘‘Character Counts.’’ Whether in
civic activities or in our daily lives at work
and at home, we all contribute regularly to
our American community and our national
purpose—our sense of who we are as a peo-
ple. In the end, the character of our Nation
is determined by the character of our citi-
zens.

During this special week, we recognize
that character is not a quality we are born
with; we must learn it. This means we must
ensure that it is taught, clearly and thought-
fully, to our youth. Individual character in-
volves honoring and embracing certain core
ethical values: honesty, respect, responsibil-
ity, hard work, fairness, caring, civic virtue,
and citizenship. Americans must do every-
thing possible to create a society in which
these virtues are not only taught but also
acted out in daily life so that our young peo-
ple can witness firsthand their value and
learn right from wrong.

My Administration has made this effort a
top priority. Our Improving America’s
Schools Act promotes initiatives in character
education, just as the Goals 2000: Educate
America Act recognizes the crucial role of
the family in nurturing strong values and en-
couraging children to embrace academic
achievement. Our AmeriCorps national serv-
ice program offers young people a practical

means through which to demonstrate their
beliefs in the civic virtues that traditionally
have given our Nation much of its strength
of character.

The family remains, of course, the core
source of our values. Parents must teach their
children from the earliest age, the difference
between right and wrong. But we all must
do our part. Teachers, religious leaders, and
other early-childhood role models must dis-
play the highest standards of respect for
themselves and others; young people must
commit themselves to dealing nonviolently
with the inevitable problems and difficulties
they will encounter; and both public- and pri-
vate-sector institutions must adopt corporate
behavior that encourages individual char-
acter development.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim October 13
through 19, 1996, as National Character
Counts Week. I call upon the people of the
United States, Government officials, edu-
cators, and volunteers, to observe this week
with appropriate programs, ceremonies, and
activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this eleventh day of October, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-six, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and twen-
ty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:31 a.m., October 15, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on October 12, and
it was published in the Federal Register on Octo-
ber 16.
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Proclamation 6938—National School
Lunch Week, 1996
October 11, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
This school year, schools across the coun-

try are serving more healthful and more ap-
pealing school meals, and school-children are
learning to make food choices for a nutritious
diet. The National School Lunch Program,
which began in 1946, is celebrating its 50th
anniversary year with historic changes that
will reduce diet-related diseases and improve
the health outlook for America’s children.

The 1996–97 school year is the first year
that school meals must meet the Dietary
Guidelines for Americans under the new
School Meals Initiative for Healthy Children.
This initiative, created to help schools make
necessary improvements, is providing nutri-
tion education for children and training and
technical assistance for school food-service
professionals. Early reports from pilot com-
munities tell us that we are getting results.
Food-service professionals are seeing chil-
dren eat more fruits and vegetables. With the
help of dedicated teachers, they are becom-
ing better educated about what their bodies
need.

Improvements in school meals and nutri-
tion education enhance the health of the 50
million children in the Nation’s 94,000
schools—strengthening the safety net for
poor children who rely on school meals as
their primary source of daily nutrition.
Wholesome meals improve our children’s
ability to learn today and brighten their
health outlook for tomorrow.

These improvements are already a reality
at the local level. Team Nutrition Schools—
of which there are now more than 14,000—
reach 8.1 million children. These schools are
community focal points for change, leading
the way in bringing together teachers, par-
ents, health professionals, local businesses,
and industry leaders to promote nutrition
education and to work for more healthful

school meals. These schools benefit from the
resources made available through an innova-
tive network of public-private partnerships.
More than 200 organizations are part of an
extensive support network that dramatically
increases the impact and reach of a relatively
small Federal investment.

Since President Truman signed the Na-
tional School Lunch Act 50 years ago, the
Federal Government and local school food-
service professionals have worked in partner-
ship to meet the nutritional needs of Ameri-
ca’s children. Now, together, they are usher-
ing in an era of historic change and continu-
ous improvement that promise a healthier fu-
ture for all Americans.

In recognition of the contributions of the
National School Lunch Program to the nutri-
tional well-being of children, the Congress,
by joint resolution of October 9, 1962 (Public
Law No. 87–780), has designated the week
beginning the second Sunday in October of
each year as ‘‘National School Lunch Week’’
and has requested the President to issue a
proclamation in observance of that week.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim the week beginning Oc-
tober 13, 1996, as National School Lunch
Week. I call upon all Americans to recognize
those individuals whose efforts contribute to
the success of the National School Lunch
Program and to observe this week with ap-
propriate ceremonies and activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this eleventh day of October, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-six, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and twen-
ty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:32 a.m., October 15, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on October 12, and
it was published in the Federal Register on Octo-
ber 16.
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Proclamation 6939—National
Children’s Day, 1996
October 11, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Our Nation benefits when every American

child is truly valued and cherished. We have
no greater responsibility or hope for our fu-
ture than our children, and the promise of
a better tomorrow depends upon the love,
support, education, and encouragement that
we give to each of them. It is up to all of
us—parents and families, schools, churches,
and community organizations—to join in the
critical endeavor of putting the needs of our
children first. Only when we reaffirm our
commitment to our children’s well-being can
we truly say that we are prepared for the
challenges that await us in the next century.

America is a country of many blessings—
a rich land, a thriving democracy, a diverse
and determined people. Our culture is built
on faith in freedom, and opportunity, and on
the spirit of community. In a Nation of such
infinite promise, too many of our children
face great obstacles in reaching their full po-
tential, and it is imperative that we not turn
our backs on them.

Because safety, health, a clean environ-
ment, quality education, and economic secu-
rity are the keys to a brighter future, they
are necessary investments in the healthy
growth and development of our children.
Through measures such as expanding Head
Start and child care, preserving Medicaid,
enhancing child protection, protecting the
environment, and increasing educational op-
portunity for all students, my Administration
has demonstrated its commitment to ensur-
ing that every child has the tools to become
a productive citizen.

As we work together in a spirit of commu-
nity, let us seek to instill confidence, hope,
pride, and self-esteem in our young people.
Because today’s children are tomorrow’s
leaders, educators, and parents, all of us—
adults and children—forever will benefit
from this commitment.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,

by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim October 13, 1996,
as National Children’s Day. I urge all Ameri-
cans to express their love and appreciation,
not only on this day but also on all days, for
their children and all of the children of this
Nation. I invite Federal officials, State and
local governments, and particularly the
American family, to join in observing this day
with appropriate ceremonies and activities to
honor our Nation’s children.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this eleventh day of October, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-six, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and twen-
ty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:33 a.m., October 15, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on October 12, and
it was published in the Federal Register on Octo-
ber 16.

Proclamation 6940—Columbus Day,
1996
October 11, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Throughout our history, America has been

inspired by the courage and daring of Chris-
topher Columbus. Like him, we are a people
who dare to dream, to chart a bold course,
and to surmount formidable obstacles to
reach new horizons.

Columbus’ arrival in North America not
only confirmed his beliefs about our planet,
but also initiated an epic struggle between
the Old and New Worlds. Yet out of that
triumphant voyage and the meeting of many
peoples developed a Nation and a way of life
vastly unlike those Columbus left behind.

The expedition that Columbus—an Italian
supported by the Spanish Crown—began
more than 500 years ago, continues today as
we experience and celebrate the vibrant in-
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fluences of varied civilizations, not only from
Europe, but also from around the world.
America is stronger because of this diversity,
and the democracy we cherish flourishes in
the great mosaic we have created since 1492.
Americans of Italian and Spanish heritage
can be particularly proud, not only of Colum-
bus’ achievements, but also of their own con-
tributions to our country.

As we honor and remember Christopher
Columbus, let us use his example as a beacon
to help guide us into the 21st century. His
life, his voyages, and—above all—his vision
can inspire us as we prepare for the chal-
lenges that lie ahead. Let us remember that
all of us, regardless of our origins, are impor-
tant participants in that journey, and that our
uncertainty about what lies over the horizon
should not shake our faith that, together, we
will succeed.

In recognition of Columbus’ epic achieve-
ment, the Congress, by joint resolution of
April 30, 1934 (48 Stat. 657), and an Act of
June 28, 1968 (82 Stat. 250), has requested
the President to proclaim the second Mon-
day in October of each year as ‘‘Columbus
Day.’’

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim October 14, 1996, as Co-
lumbus Day. I call upon the people of the
United States to observe this day with appro-
priate ceremonies and activities. I also direct
that the flag of the United States be displayed
on all public buildings on the appointed day
in honor of Christopher Columbus.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this eleventh day of October, in the
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine-
ty-six, and of the Independence of the United
States of America the two hundred and twen-
ty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:34 a.m., October 15, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on October 12, and
it was published in the Federal Register on Octo-
ber 16.

The President’s Radio Address
October 12, 1996

The President. Good morning. Today is
Columbus Day, marking the day an Italian
explorer came upon the New World. It’s a
day that holds special significance and much
pride for Italian-Americans, Spanish- and
Hispanic-Americans, and all Americans who
dare to dream and reach for new horizons.
All of these people have shaped who we are,
and today we all celebrate their contribu-
tions.

We can only imagine the beauty of the
land the explorers found. In the centuries
since as we grew, our environment and re-
sources often paid a price. Some have been
depleted, destroyed, endangered, and some,
thankfully, have been preserved, restored,
and replenished. This doesn’t just happen.
Every generation must work to ensure that
the next generation can enjoy the blessings
of America in clean air and pure water. We
must work to pass upon to our children the
Earth that God gave us.

In just a few moments, I’ll sign into law
a bill to help us protect our environment,
the Water Resources Development Act. And
with me here in the Oval Office is someone
who has devoted much of his life to a better
environment, our Vice President, Al Gore.
I’d like him to tell you what this bill will do.

[At this point, Vice President Gore explained
that the bill would advance the administra-
tion’s commitment to save the Everglades and
Florida Bay by ensuring clean and abundant
water, strengthening the relationship be-
tween the Federal Government and the State
of Florida, and giving the Army Corps of En-
gineers new tools and authority to protect the
Nation’s water resources.]

The President. Thank you, Mr. Vice
President.

This new law reflects our commitment to
manage wisely our Nation’s water resources
and preserve the environment even as we
balance the budget, but our work is not done.
Today I am also announcing my intention to
sign the parks bill which Congress has ap-
proved. This bill will create or improve al-
most 120 national parks, trails, rivers, or his-
torical sites in 41 of our States. It will pre-
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serve the historic Presidio, a former Army
post in San Francisco, by creating a nonprofit
trust to run it as a national park.

This bill will save the Sterling Forest on
the New York and New Jersey border, just
40 miles from midtown Manhattan, where
families go for recreation and which millions
of people depend upon for clean water. This
forest was denuded a century ago by indus-
try, but it grew back, and we must protect
it.

And this bill will help to restore 11,000
acres of the tallgrass prairie in Kansas, an
ecosystem of grass as tall as 9 feet, trees,
flowers, birds, and other wildlife. This bill
will bring back other overlooked natural sites
all around our Nation.

These are our national treasures. When we
maintain our national parks, nourish our
wildlife refuges, protect our water, and pre-
serve places like the Everglades, we are
standing up for our values and our future,
and that is something all Americans can be
proud of. God created these places, but it
is up to us to care for them. Now we are,
and we’re doing it the right way, by working
together.

I’m pleased that Congress turned aside
confrontation to enact these laws in a biparti-
san manner and in the public interest. Five
hundred years ago, no one could have imag-
ined the greatness that would bloom between
our shores, nor foreseen that the nation born
here would become the model for people of
all kinds working together for the common
good. Preserving our environment and re-
storing its wonders are for our common good.

Let us truly celebrate this day as a day
of rediscovery, a day in which we pledge to
keep working across the lines that divide us
to make America more beautiful and better
than ever.

Thanks for listening. Now I will sign the
Water Resources Development Act.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 8:38 a.m. in
the Oval Office at the White House for broadcast
at 10:06 a.m. S. 640, approved October 12, was
assigned Public Law No. 104–303.

Remarks at Red Rocks Amphitheater
in Denver, Colorado
October 12, 1996

The President. Thank you.
Audience members. Four more years!

Four more years! Four more years!
The President. Thank you very much.

Thank you. I must tell you, I have heard a
great deal about this magnificent place, but
nothing I have heard could have prepared
me for how beautiful it is and how beautiful
you are. Thank you for being here.

I want to thank the schools who are here,
the people who are here from Red Rocks
Community College, the people who are
here from Red Rocks Elementary School. I
want to thank Hazel Miller and the band who
entertained us before we came here. They
were good. I thank all of those who join me
here, those who have spoken and others who
are back there: Mrs. Romer, Mrs. Webb, the
county commissioners, the legislators, Lieu-
tenant Governor Schoettler, and others.

Let me just say that, first of all, I was pro-
foundly impressed with what Karoline Smith
had to say and with the life that she has made
for herself. And I thank her for that. Last
month the First Lady was here, and Hillary
had a chance to visit Red Rocks Community
College school-age child care program at the
Stevens Elementary School. And I want to
say more about this in a minute, but I want
you to keep in mind what Karoline said, be-
cause whether you believe what she said—
or remember the story your county commis-
sioner and candidate for Congress, Betty Mil-
ler, said about she and her husband coming
from families that didn’t own cars and what
they made of their lives—I want you to re-
member these stories because they embody
a decision that you have to make about the
future of America.

I want to thank Governor Roy Romer for
being my friend and being your Governor
and being a true inspiration to people all
across America who believe in the nobility
of public service and the possibility of edu-
cational improvement. I thank Mayor Wel-
lington Webb for so many things, for being
a great mayor and for—I want to thank him
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especially for the nice letter he wrote to Sen-
ator Dole before he came out here, detailing
all the things that we had done together to
make Denver a greater city. Thank you, Mr.
Mayor. I like that.

I want to thank Representative Pat Schroe-
der for her service to America in the Con-
gress. Thank you. I want to thank David
Skaggs for his fight for the environment of
our country, for the education of our chil-
dren, and for standing up with me against
the budget that would have divided our
country much more than it did when it shut
the Government down. Thank you, David
Skaggs, for being there when these people
needed you.

I want to thank Tom Strickland—I’ll say
more about him in a minute—but I’m proud
to be running on the same ticket as Tom
Strickland and David and Betty.

Audience members. Joan!
The President. Joan, I mean—I’m sorry.

I heard you.
I want to talk to you now a minute about

the stories I asked you. I had all these notes;
I’m not going to use them. I want you to
think about it. You know, in this great debate
we’re having here, much more is at stake
than whether I become President or Senator
Dole does. What is really at stake here is
what our country will look like when we start
into that new century in a new millennium.
It’s what our Nation will look like when these
children are their parents’ age and when
their children are their parents’ age.

And there are these two different views
about how we should go forward. The one
view is that the Government is basically the
problem in America and you are the solution
and you know better than the Government
how to do everything. And that makes a lot
of sense, except that this is a democracy. The
Government is you. It belongs to you.

The other view at one time might have
been that most of our problems had to be
solved by Government, but we’ve abandoned
that long ago. I wanted to break out of this
old debate when I became President and ask
Americans to look to the future with common
sense and a compassionate heart, to create
a future in which there is opportunity for all,
responsibility from all, and in which we all
have a role to play and a place in this mosaic

of America’s community. And to me, what
we need is a Government that is smaller and
less bureaucratic. And we have, by the way,
reduced the size of the Government and the
burden of its regulations by more than our
friends on the other side did in the 12 years
they had to do it.

But the difference is, I believe that the
Government should be smaller and less bu-
reaucratic, but there are some things that we
can do together better than we can do them
alone. Sometimes we do them in our work
units. Sometimes we do them in our religious
institutions. Sometimes we do them in our
organizations, our clubs, our charities, our
nonprofits. Sometimes we do them in city
and county government. Sometimes we do
them in the State government. But there are
some things that we do better together as
a nation; we do. And that’s the difference.

I think this is a better country because we
made a national commitment to low-cost stu-
dent loans that are even better and more af-
fordable than they were before. That is not
something you could have done on your own.

I believe this is a better country because
we gave people like Karoline Smith a chance
to move from welfare to education to work,
to succeed at home as a parent and in the
workplace. I think that’s a national obligation.
I think we’re better.

I think this is a better country because we
took action to protect Yellowstone National
Park from a gold mine, because I signed a
bill just this morning before I flew out here
to continue our work to recover and preserve
the Florida Everglades, because a few days
ago I followed in the steps of Theodore Roo-
sevelt and took Executive action to protect
the Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument in Utah. I believe it’s a better
country because of that.

I believe this is a better country because
we have invested more in research, because
in the last 4 years we have uncovered two
of the genes which cause breast cancer
among women and which may permit us not
only to cure it but to prevent it in the future.
That’s something we had to do together, and
we did it together.

I believe we’re a better country because
of the money we put into research in dealing
with drugs to help deal with HIV and AIDS,
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and the life expectancy has more than dou-
bled in just 4 years. We are a better country
because of that. We are a better country be-
cause of that.

Many of you just heard at the Democratic
Convention in Chicago Christopher Reeve’s
moving address calling for a recommitment
to medical research. About the same time,
for the very first time ever, a laboratory ani-
mal whose spine had been completely sev-
ered had movement in its lower limbs be-
cause of nerve transplants to the spine from
other parts of the body. This is a better coun-
try. And if we can do that for people, it will
be a much better country. And you can’t do
that by yourself; we have to do that together.
We’re a better country because of that.

So this election is whether we’re going to
build a bridge to the future that we can all
walk across together, or we’re all going to
try to build our separate little bridges. This
election is whether we are better off saying
you’re on your own and anybody you elect
to office immediately becomes your enemy
and a big part of the problem, or whether
you think my wife was right, it does take a
village to build a country and bring us to-
gether and go forward.

It is true, as Tom Strickland said, that
we’re better off than we were 4 years ago.
And I’m grateful for the chance to have been
a part of that. You deserve a lot of the credit.
Our role was to create the conditions and
give you the tools to make the most of your
own lives. But we do have more jobs, lower
unemployment, much higher incomes—av-
erage income finally going up for the first
time in a decade, about $1,600 after inflation
in the last 2 years alone for middle class peo-
ple.

I’m especially proud that last year we had
the biggest drop in inequality among all class-
es of people who are working for a living
in 27 years, the biggest drop in child poverty
in 20 years, and the lowest poverty rate
among American senior citizens ever re-
corded. I’m proud of that. We’re moving in
the right direction.

I’m proud that the crime rate has gone
down for 4 years in a row. And I know and
you know that most of the credit goes to the
people who are out there on the street, the
police officers, the others in the criminal jus-

tice system, the citizens of this country, and
I might add also, the teachers, the parents,
the community leaders who are trying to
keep our kids out of trouble in the first place.
I’m proud of that.

But we had 30 years of evidence. In 30
years before I became President, the violent
crime rate tripled; the police forces of this
country increased by only 10 percent. We
were right to say this is something we should
do together as a nation to put 100,000 more
police on the street, to pass the Brady bill
and the assault weapons ban to make this
a safer country. It was the right thing to do;
we’re a stronger, better country because of
it.

Now, I know when we did some of these
things, a lot of people thought it was wrong
in Colorado. And a lot of people thought it
was wrong in my native State of Arkansas,
where half the people have a hunting or a
fishing license or both—actually, more than
half. And they were all told—I got all these
calls in Washington from people who still call
me Bill, or worse—[laughter]—from home
saying, ‘‘They say you’re going to take my
guns away.’’ I said, ‘‘I’ll tell you what, I’ll buy
you a new rifle if you miss a single hunting
season because of the Brady bill or the as-
sault weapons ban.’’

Well, it’s been 2 years, and you heard the
statistics: tens of thousands of felons, fugi-
tives, and stalkers lost their handguns. We
didn’t take any hunting rifles away; we took
weapons away. And now people who beat up
their spouses and their children can’t buy
handguns either. And I think we’re a better
country because of it. I think we’re a better
country because of it.

So I ask you to think about the future.
Think what happened—I think most every-
body instinctively knows that it’s right—look
what happened in the last couple of weeks
when your voices began to be heard in Wash-
ington; then an agenda that I had been advo-
cating for 2 years all of the sudden became
popular. We said you can’t lose your health
insurance anymore just because you changed
jobs or somebody in your family’s been sick.
We said insurance companies can’t force hos-
pitals to kick women and their newborn ba-
bies out of the hospital after a day. We’re
finally going to help families that have—fam-

VerDate 28-OCT-97 10:48 Nov 07, 1997 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P42OC4.015 p42oc4



2054 Oct. 12 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1996

ilies that need some help with mental health
coverage to get that.

We are finally going for the—we did some-
thing else that I’m particularly proud of for
the very first time in history.

Audience member. Let me hear it.
[Laughter]

The President. That’s good. Keep doing
that. That’s good. [Laughter]

For the very first time in history, in a bill
I signed just a few days ago, we are giving
benefits to the children of American veterans
who were injured because of their parents’
service, because a lot of servicemen in Viet-
nam were exposed to Agent Orange and, ter-
ribly, some of their children got spina bifida.
Finally, after all these years we’re going to
give them health care and disability payments
that they need. And I’m proud of that. That’s
something we had to do together.

I think we did the right thing to raise the
minimum wage for 10 million people. I think
we did the right thing to say that we heard
the cries of small-business people. We made
every small business in the country eligible
for a tax cut if they invest more in their busi-
ness. We made it easier for them to take out
pensions and for their employees to do so
and to keep those pensions when they move
from job to job—really important. Most of
you work for small business today, and only
half the American people have a good pen-
sion plan. And we made people who were
self-employed eligible for a bigger tax deduc-
tion if they have to insure themselves. I’m
proud that we did that. I think we’re a strong-
er country.

I’m also glad we gave a $5,000 tax credit
to people who will adopt children. There are
lots of children out there that need homes,
and we did the right thing.

So I guess Karoline was right: We started
building that bridge to the 21st century 4
years go, but we’ve got a ways to go. Yes,
we’ve reduced the deficit by 60 percent, 4
years in a row, first time that’s happened in
this century. I’m proud of that. But we ought
to go on and balance the budget because that
will keep interest rates down and America
growing and prosperity coming. But we have
to do it in a way that protects our obligations
to each other, the things that we should be
doing together.

We should reform Medicare, not wreck it.
We should not walk away from the guarantee
Medicaid gives to help working families
whose parents are in nursing homes, who
have children with disabilities. We should not
walk away from pregnant women and little
children. We should continue that. And we
definitely should not undermine our invest-
ment in our future by cutting back on edu-
cation, the environment, research, and tech-
nology.

Because the economy is strong and the
deficit has been reduced, we should build
on the tax cuts that have been passed in the
last 4 years. We cut taxes for all small busi-
nesses, for 15 million of our hardest pressed
working families. We can do more. But we
ought to pay for it line by line. We shouldn’t
promise you we can do something we can’t
pay for and then blow up the deficit, wind
up seeing bigger cuts than the ones I vetoed,
weakening our economy.

So I want tax cuts that are paid for in my
balanced budget, targeted to the things you
need the most, to childrearing, to education,
to buying a first home, not paying taxes when
you sell your home, investing in health care.
These are things we can afford. We ought
to have them, and we will have them if you’ll
help us build that bridge to the 21st century.

We have more work to do in helping peo-
ple to succeed at home and at work. I’m very
proud the first bill I signed was the family
and medical leave law. Again, I say, this is
a classic example of this dilemma. If you be-
lieve that the Government is them and you
are us, and you know best and people you
elect don’t know anything, that the minute
you vote for them they lose all sense of con-
nection with you, then you might agree with
my opponent that the family and medical
leave law was a terrible idea.

But I believe the biggest challenge we face
today as a people is helping good, hard-work-
ing people to meet the conflicting demands
of parenthood and work. Most parents are
working. We’re a stronger country because
12 million people got to take some time off
when a baby was born or sick, or a parent
or a spouse was sick, without losing their job.
We’re a better, stronger country, and our
economy proves it. That’s the kind of thing

VerDate 28-OCT-97 10:48 Nov 07, 1997 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P42OC4.015 p42oc4



2055Administration of William J. Clinton, 1996 / Oct. 12

we ought to be doing, and we ought to build
on it and make it stronger.

We passed this welfare reform bill after
we had reduced the welfare rolls by 1.9 mil-
lion—Karoline’s one of them—1.9 million
people moving into a more productive life,
becoming educated, becoming taxpayers in-
stead of receivers of tax dollars.

The new law says this—this is the chal-
lenge for the Governor and others in State
government and for the county commis-
sioners here and people in local govern-
ment—it says we will continue to guarantee
to people who are poor health care for them-
selves and their children and nutrition and,
if they go to work, more for child care than
ever before. But the portion of the Federal
money that used to go to people in a monthly
check will now be sent to the States, where
they and the local communities will have 2
years to figure out how to turn everyone
who’s like Karoline into Karoline—to move
people from welfare to work. That is the right
thing to do. And I have a plan to help create
a million jobs for those people. You cannot
make people go to work unless they have
work. Will you help me do that and build
that bridge to the 21st century? [Applause]

But if you think about the future of Colo-
rado and you look around here in this hal-
lowed place, no two issues more define the
future of this State than the decisions we
make as a people on the environment and,
even more, on education.

You know, when I was talking to Tom
Strickland before we came out here, I said,
‘‘I can’t go out there and ask them to vote
for you just because you’re a Democrat. Most
people don’t care that much about it. Why
do you want this job? Why do you want this
job? Why are you doing this? This other guy’s
a Member of Congress. He’s got all this
money. He’s hard to beat. It’s a rigorous en-
deavor. Why are you doing this?’’

And he said, ‘‘Because I want my children
to grow up in a State and a nation that pre-
serves instead of destroys its natural heritage
and because I want every child in this coun-
try to have the same chance my kids are
going to have. And we cannot afford to con-
tinue the direction that the present Congress
tried to take to undermine the environment
and to walk away from our common obliga-

tion to educate all our people.’’ That’s a pret-
ty good reason to vote for somebody for the
United States Senate. That’s a pretty good
reason.

Folks, those Senators get a long term.
They get 6 years. That’s longer than the
President gets. And they get to run more
than once which means they get to serve
longer than a President can serve. And
there’s something I think you all ought to
think about, whatever your party or philoso-
phy is, when you look at somebody who
wants to go the Senate and says, ‘‘Give me
a 6-year term, and by the way, I might ask
you for another one and I might ask you for
another one after that,’’ you have to imagine
what will happen to this person in those 6
years. Does this person have the capacity to
continue to absorb all the changes that are
going on in America, to feel the needs of
all the people in this country, to understand
when to say yes and when to say no and to
grow into greatness in that role? I think Tom
Strickland does. And that’s another good rea-
son to vote for him for the United States Sen-
ate, and I hope you will.

So let me say to you, the air and the drink-
ing water is cleaner than it was 4 years ago.
Our food safety standards are higher than
they were 4 years ago. We saved an attack
on our national parks, and we’ve done every-
thing we could to expand them with new im-
portant preservation of our previous heritage.
But we have more to do.

Do you know that two-thirds of our toxic
waste dumps are very serious and that 10 mil-
lion children still live within 4 miles of a toxic
waste dump? So if you’ll give us 4 more years,
among other things we’ll do on the environ-
ment is clean up those 500 dumps, so our
kids will be growing up next to parks, not
poison. Will you help us do that? [Applause]

And the last thing I want to ask you to
do is to help me implement our education
agenda. Their education agenda, the other
side, their education agenda was to cut Head
Start, cut back on college loans, eliminate the
AmeriCorps program, the national service
program——

Audience members. Boo-o-o!
The President. ——and eliminate the

Department of Education. That was their
agenda.
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Audience members. Boo-o-o!
The President. My agenda is as follows:

Expand Head Start and keep doing it until
all the kids who need to be there are there;
recognize that 40 percent of the 8-year-olds
in this country still cannot read independ-
ently and mobilize an army of reading volun-
teers to make sure by the year 2000 every
8-year-old can pick up a book and say, ‘‘I
can read this all by myself.’’

I want to hook up every single classroom
and library in this country to the information
superhighway so that every child has access
to the same information every other child
has. And I intend to open the doors of college
to every American of any age who wants to
go.

We ought to say—there’s been a lot of
cheering here for Red Rocks Community
College. But let me tell you, in the next 4
years, if we have the will and vision to do
it, we can make 2 years of education after
high school just as universal as a high school
diploma is today. And I know how to do it.
I want to give the American people a tax
credit, a dollar-for-dollar reduction on their
taxes for the cost of the typical community
college tuition in America. It would be the
best money we ever spent. Will you help me
do that? [Applause] And will you help me
give the American people a deduction of up
to $10,000 a year for the cost of any college
tuition at any level for people of any age,
40, 50, 60, if they need to go back? [Ap-
plause]

Folks, that’s what this election is about.
Does it take a village, or are you on your
own? Does everybody want to build their
own little bridge, or do you want to build
a bridge to the 21st century wide enough,
big enough, and strong enough for every sin-
gle one of us to walk across?

Now, remember, this election is not in 24
days for you; for you, it starts Tuesday. Vote
early, bring others, and lead the way in Colo-
rado for all of America to walk in to the best
days we have ever known.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:55 p.m. In his
remarks, he referred to entertainer Hazel Miller;
Gov. Roy Romer’s wife, Bea; Mayor Wellington
Webb of Denver and his wife, Wilma; Lt. Gov.
Gail Schoettler of Colorado; Betty Miller, Jeffer-

son County commissioner; Representative David
Skaggs; senatorial candidate Tom Strickland; and
congressional candidate Joan Fitz-Gerald.

Statement on Anticrime Initiatives
October 13, 1996

All Americans can be pleased with today’s
report that our Nation’s crime rate is at a
10-year low and we have reduced murder
and violent crime rates to their lowest levels
since 1989. Our anticrime strategy—to put
more police on the street while working to
get drugs, gangs, and guns out of our neigh-
borhoods—is working.

We can be proud of the progress we have
made, but there is still much work to be
done. We must bear down even harder on
violent juvenile crime. Last May, I submitted
to Congress the Anti-Gang and Youth Vio-
lence Control Act of 1996. Enacting that
bill’s tough, new measures is my top
anticrime priority.

NOTE: This statement was made available by the
Office of the Press Secretary on October 11, and
it was embargoed for release until October 13.

Remarks on Departure From
Denver, Colorado
October 13, 1996

Good morning. I’d like to thank Mayor
Webb; Chief Michaud; Sheriff Pat Sullivan
from Arapahoe County; the Denver DA, Bill
Ritter; Pat Alstrom; Aries Zavaras; the mem-
bers of the Denver Police Department and
the Arapahoe County Sheriff’s Office for
being here with me today.

Today I sign legislation to crack down on
criminals who employ illegal drugs in a sick
attempt to facilitate their violent crimes. This
law will strengthen penalties against anyone
who uses the date rape drug, Rohypnol, in
connection with violent crime.

Even though Rohypnol is already illegal to
produce or prescribe in the United States,
sometimes it is illegally obtained by criminals
who use it to incapacitate their intended vic-
tims. We must do everything we can to stop
it. In March, I ordered the Secretary of the
Treasury and the customs department to
seize all Rohypnol coming across our bor-
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ders, and we are succeeding in cutting off
the supply. Now we’ll have the power to
come down hard on those who use the date
rape drug in pursuit of their own illegal goals.

This legislation is another example of what
we can do in Washington to help law-abiding
citizens and local law enforcement officials
fight crime in their own communities. Today
we have more evidence that this strategy is
working. The FBI reports that America’s
crime rate is at a 10-year low. Here in Den-
ver, overall crime is down 13 percent since
1993. The murder rate and the overall crime
rate—violent crime rate—are at their lowest
levels in the United States since 1989.

This is good news for Americans. It shows
that law-abiding citizens working with our
police can take back our streets. It also shows
that we can help. After years of Washington
finger-pointing and rhetoric over who was to
blame for rising crime, we came to Washing-
ton and started out with a different question:
What can we all do together to help people
in their local communities fight crime and
lower the crime and violence rates, put more
police on the beat, put tougher penalties on
the books, get guns off the street, and steer
our young people away from crime and drugs
and gangs in the first place?

Our plan is putting 100,000 police officers
on our streets. We’ve already funded nearly
half of those since 1994. I understand that
all these who are here with Sheriff Sullivan
are among those who have come into law en-
forcement since the crime bill passed with
those funds.

We banned deadly assault weapons, but
not one hunter in Colorado, Arkansas, or any
other State lost his hunting or sporting weap-
on. Sixty thousand felons, fugitives, and stalk-
ers were stopped from buying a gun because
of the Brady bill. We made ‘‘three strikes
and you’re out’’ the law of the land. We
passed the death penalty for drug kingpins
and cop-killers. In the last month we ex-
tended the Brady bill to prevent anyone con-
victed of beating up a spouse or a child from
buying a handgun, and we required drug
testing for all parolees and prisoners as a con-
dition of getting Federal prison construction
funds.

Today’s news shows that we are on the
right track, but we have so much more to

do. Crime and violence in our country are
still too high. Even juvenile crime is starting
to go down, but it’s still too high. We’ve taken
a special aggressive effort to deal with the
problems of domestic violence and violence
against women, but there is still too much
of it. There is too much killing, too much
violence, too much gang-related criminal ac-
tivity.

We must tackle the violent street gangs
that rob too many children of their futures.
We must break the vicious cycle of crime
and drugs. We have to finish putting those
100,000 police officers on the street. We
should ban cop-killer bullets that are de-
signed for one reason only, to pierce the bul-
let-proof vests that police officers wear and
kill them. And we have to work to create
an environment for our children to grow up
in free of crime, drugs, violence and free
from the influences that make them more
likely to get involved in those things or less
sensitive to violence and crime when they
occur.

One of the most remarkable things about
the crime statistics—I’d just like to say in
passing that I commend all of you—is the
percentage of people who are now killed by
people who don’t know them. Just 20 years
ago, about two-thirds of all killings in our
country were people who knew their victims,
family members, friends, others who had
deep, personal feuds. Then in 1990, it had
dropped to just a little over half. In these
latest crime statistics, 55 percent of all the
people who were killed in this country were
killed by people who did not know them, who
were the victims of crimes, drive-by
shootings, random acts of violence. We have
got to do what we can to continue to change
the environment in which our children grow
up as well.

I know we will never eliminate crime com-
pletely, but we proved we can turn it around.
Four years in a row, the crime rate has
dropped. It’s now at a 10-year low. If we can
bring it down for 4 more years, maybe we
will create an America which at least when
people come home from work and turn on
the television news, if the leading story is a
report of a violent crime, they will be
shocked, instead of numb to it as too many
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are today. That’s the kind of America we can
build if we work together.

And again, let me close with my heartfelt
thanks to the law enforcement officials and
the other officials from the city and the State
and county who are here with me today for
the work they do to make our streets safe,
our homes safe, our schools safe, our busi-
nesses safe—and the people they represent
all across the United States. We have dem-
onstrated, all of us working together, along
with all the citizens who work in these citi-
zens groups around America, that we can
lower the crime rate. We need to keep going
until we can bear it and feel that we’re living
in a safe country again.

Thank you all very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:12 a.m. on the
tarmac at Denver International Airport. In his re-
marks, he referred to Mayor Wellington Webb
of Denver; David Michaud, Denver chief of po-
lice; Pat Alstrom, executive director, Colorado
Department of Public Safety; and Aries Zavaras,
executive director, Colorado Department of Cor-
rections. A tape was not available for verification
of the content of these remarks. H.R. 4137, the
Drug-Induced Rape Prevention and Punishment
Act of 1996, approved October 13, was assigned
Public Law No. 104–305.

Remarks to the Community in
Albuquerque, New Mexico
October 13, 1996

The President. Thank you. Hello, New
Mexico! Thank you for making me feel so
welcome. Well, you know, they asked me
back in Washington why I was going to Albu-
querque to prepare for my debate, and I said,
‘‘Well, we’ve done an exhaustive amount of
research all over America, and Mayor Chavez
was holding this balloon event, and there
were going to be 800 balloons in the air at
the same time. And it seemed to me that
that meant that there was more hot air here
already than any other place in the country,
and a little more wouldn’t do any harm.’’ So
I thought I should be here.

I want to thank all of you for coming out
today in this magnificent crowd, stretching
out in all of these directions. I want to thank
those who are here who entertained us, the
Danita Native American Dancers, the God’s

Way Community Church African-American
Choir, Perla Padilla, the Rio Grande High
School Marching Band, the New Mexican
Marimba Band, and Francisco LeFebrve
who painted the murals in front of the ar-
mory. Let’s give them all a hand. They were
great, and I thank them. [Applause]

I am honored to be here with our can-
didates today, with John Wertheim, Shirley
Baca, Art Trujillo, my good friend Eric
Serna. I hope you will support them in this
election just 23 days away. Will you do that?
Will you help us? [Applause]

I want to thank your mayor for his friend-
ship and support and for being one of the
most innovative mayors in the United States.
Thank you for that. I thank Secretary of State
Stephanie Gonzalez for all that she said up
here, for knowing and caring and supporting
the work we are doing to try to build strong
families and protect our children and give
them a better future.

I want to thank my good friend Senator
Jeff Bingaman, and I want to say one thing
about that. Just the other day we an-
nounced—a couple of days ago—a major,
major new contract for Los Alamos here, to
build a new supercomputer with Cray, a new
Cray supercomputer that will create a huge
number of good paying jobs for our country,
move us forward. And I want you to know
not only that Jeff Bingaman had a lot to do
with that contract, but more importantly,
when our friends on the other side finally
got a hold of the Congress and they proposed
among other things to close down the Energy
Department——

Audience members. Boo-o-o!
The President. ——and it was far enough

away from election that they didn’t come
back and say, ‘‘Oh, I didn’t mean New Mex-
ico.’’ It’s interesting, isn’t it? You get close
to the election, it’s amazing how people’s po-
sitions improve. [Laughter] Jeff Bingaman
said, ‘‘I will stand with you to the very end.’’
We are going to save the laboratories of the
Department of Energy, including Sandia and
Los Alamos and the others as well.

I want to thank Bill Richardson for so
many things, but you in New Mexico should
be terribly proud of him that while working
to represent his constituents and this State,
he has also put in double time so that he
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could go all around the world on behalf of
the United States in the cause of peace and
freedom. There is no Member of the House
of Representatives who has done as much
to make this a safer world for our children
as Bill Richardson. And you should be very
proud of that.

Well, folks, I made a joke a minute ago
about the debate, but they’re deadly serious.
You’ve already seen two of these three de-
bates, the first one with Senator Dole and
me and then the Vice President’s debate with
Congressman Kemp. And Al Gore did a good
job, didn’t he? I was proud of him. [Ap-
plause]

What these debates reveal are two very dif-
ferent visions about how we should move for-
ward as a nation into the 21st century. Do
we believe that we ought to build a bridge
big enough and wide enough for all of us
to walk across?

Audience members. Yes!
The President. Or are they right that all

these efforts don’t amount to anything, and
we ought to just say, ‘‘There’s a river. You
figure out how to get across it’’?

Audience members. No-o-o!
The President. Do we believe we’re bet-

ter off being told, ‘‘Well, you’re on your own,
but we hope everything will work out for you.
Good luck’’?

Audience members. No-o-o!
The President. Or was the First Lady

right when she said it does take a village to
raise our children and build our country and
move forward?

These views have dramatic practical con-
sequences that affect us all. And sometimes,
I think, my fellow Americans, we spend too
much time arguing that our opponents are
in the grip of some special interest which
takes hold of their minds and makes them
do something they don’t want to do.

The truth is that we just look at the world
in different ways. And you can see it. Their
budget would have cut Head Start; I just
signed a budget that expanded Head Start.
I believe we were right. They did everything
they could to kill the family and medical
leave law; I signed it because I thought it
would make us stronger, and it has. We’re
better off because of it.

When I tried to change the college loan
program to make it more affordable and to
make it easier for our younger people to
repay their loans and to limit how much they
could be required to repay in a year to a
percentage of their income so that more of
our young people could borrow money to go
to college, they fought against it tooth and
nail. We prevailed. Now millions of young
people can do it. I think we were right, and
they were wrong.

Four years ago, this debate we had was
somewhat theoretical, and you took me in
New Mexico on faith. But now there’s a
record. Now you don’t have to guess any-
more. I see in the audience there are a cou-
ple of people who actually knew me. Besides
the folks on the stage—my former colleague,
Governor Anaya, former Governor Apodaca,
Senator Harris—there are a few people here
I knew. But most of you didn’t know anything
about me, and you couldn’t be sure this
would work.

You don’t have to guess anymore; we’ve
got a record now. There are 101⁄2 million
more jobs than there were 4 years ago. New
Mexico has a much lower unemployment
than it had 4 years ago. We’ve got record
numbers of new businesses and new exports.
We are moving in the right direction.

We learned last week that we had the big-
gest drop in childhood poverty in 20 years
last year—we’re moving in the right direc-
tion—the biggest drop in the inequality of
working people in 27 years.

[At this point, there was audio system dif-
ficulty.]

The President. Is it on? It is now.
And the census department told us that

we have now the lowest rate of poverty
among senior citizens in America since we
started keeping statistics. We’re moving in
the right direction, and we ought to keep
going.

Now, folks, today we learned that the FBI
reports that come out every year say that our
crime rate is at a 10-year low. The crime rate
has gone down for 4 years in a row in this
administration. I am proud of that. There are
one million fewer victims. We’re moving in
the right direction. Our children should not
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be afraid in their homes, in their schools, and
on their streets.

You deserve a lot of credit for what’s hap-
pened. When you stood with me and Jeff
Bingaman and Bill Richardson when they
shut the Government down to try to force
their budget; eliminating the Department of
Education and the Department of Energy
and the Department of Commerce, which
gave us our ability to compete for business
abroad; cutting back on Medicare and Med-
icaid at unacceptable levels; reducing our
commitment to education; crippling our abil-
ity to protect our environment, you stood
with us, and you said, ‘‘We think they’re
right, and those folks that shut the Govern-
ment down to try to force their budget on
America to divide us and weaken us are
wrong.’’ And I thank you for that. You de-
serve the credit for it.

So we began to do sensible things again
right before the Congress was over. Ten mil-
lion Americans got an increase in their mini-
mum wage. Right before the Congress was
over, 25 million Americans will potentially
benefit from the bill we passed that says you
can’t lose your health insurance anymore just
because you change jobs or someone in your
family has been sick. Just before Congress
was over, we finally passed a bill that did
something you had already done in New
Mexico, ending those drive-by deliveries. In-
surance companies can’t force mothers and
their newborns out of the hospital after only
a day anymore in this country.

So we’re moving in the right direction.
And we’re better off than we were 4 years
ago, but we have to do more. And let me
say to you, one of the things that I have tried
to do is to change the way we think about
our purposes and working together as a peo-
ple, the way we think about our responsibil-
ities as citizens. I don’t think like all that de-
bate that goes on, or did go on in Washington
for 10 or 12 years: liberal this, conservative
that; this is a Democratic issue, that’s a Re-
publican issue; this is on the left, that’s on
the right.

You know, if I could go to dinner with any
of those 42 people or 67 people Bill says have
invited me to dinner—I’d like to do that, by
the way—[laughter]—if I could do that and
I could just sit there and not say a word,

I’ll bet you $100 that we wouldn’t have that
kind of sterile rhetoric. People would be talk-
ing about their hopes and their dreams for
their children, the challenges they face on
the job, how they can succeed in raising their
kids and succeed in the work place, what’s
this country going to be like in 20 years. So
that’s the way I’m trying to get folks to talk
and think in Washington.

And my program is simple: opportunity for
all; responsibility from all; an American com-
munity that includes all of us without regard
to our race, our gender, or when we showed
up because, except for the Native Americans
in the crowd, the rest of us are all immi-
grants. That’s what I want to do.

So I say to you, that means that this old
argument about Government that’s been rag-
ing in Washington for 12 years doesn’t have
any relationship to your life. Yes, the Govern-
ment cannot solve all your problems with a
big bureaucracy. That Government is gone.
It was our administration—not our friends
in the other party, our administration—with
the support of Jeff Bingaman and Bill Rich-
ardson, and the opposition of our friends in
the other party, that cut the size of the Fed-
eral Government to its lowest since John
Kennedy was President and reduced more
regulations in 3 years than they did in 12.
We did that.

But I’ll tell you what, I believe that the
National Government’s responsibility is to do
those things that we must do together. My
opponent says, ‘‘Oh, the President thinks the
Government knows best.’’ But I think you
know best. Now, if we fall for that one again,
we ought to be ashamed of ourselves. Their
theory is, you know, that once you get elected
to public office you no longer belong to the
people, you lose all your common sense, and
you become the enemy, unless you’re a Re-
publican, in which case you don’t. [Laughter]

Their theory is that the Government is al-
ways the enemy. Read the Constitution: ‘‘We
the people . . .’’ The Government is you. It
belongs to you. It is a reflection of what you
want. It is nothing more or less than yours.
And I believe that our role is to create the
conditions and then give you the tools to
make the most of your own lives. I believe
that we’re supposed to help communities to
fulfill their dreams and individuals and fami-
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lies to do the same. I’m glad to support more
communities in doing what Albuquerque had
done, for example, in establishing a curfew
that’s lowering juvenile crime and keeping
our kids safer. I think that’s one of my jobs.

I want to finish the job of putting 100,000
police on the street. All we’re doing is fund-
ing it. Those police are working for you on
the streets in all the communities of this
country, and that’s one of the reasons we’ve
got a 10-year low in crime.

Those are the things that we are doing.
The family and medical leave law has helped
12 million American families to get a little
time off from work without losing their jobs
when a baby is born or a baby, a spouse,
or a parent is sick. And we have a stronger
economy because of it, not a weaker econ-
omy. That’s one of our jobs.

I believe there ought to be a national pro-
gram to guarantee that every young person,
and now not-so-young people, who want and
need to go to college—every single person
who is willing to work for it ought to be able
to go. I think that’s a good thing for our coun-
try.

I believe we were right to fight against our
friends in the other party when they tried
to cut the funds for safe and drug-free
schools. I think we need to help our kids in
the beginning and help them stay out of trou-
ble so we won’t have to spend as much time
and money and heartbreak and blood when
they get in trouble. The safe and drug-free
schools program is a good program, and I
think we were right.

And let me say, because I believe we have
to build a bridge to 21st century that will
take us into a time full of greater prosperity
and greater possibility than we’ve ever
known, a bridge that’s big enough for all of
us to walk across, I want to say a special word
of thanks to another community group that
is here. We have hundreds of young people
here today from the Bridge Builders to the
21st Century. Hold your hands up, everybody
that’s here. These young people have joined
together to pledge that they will do every-
thing they can to make their schools drug-
free and to encourage every single citizen of
the State of New Mexico to vote on election
day. Let’s give them a big hand. I’m proud
of them. [Applause] Thank you.

So I say to you, there are big consequences
to which path we choose to take. My bridge-
building calls for the following path:

Should we balance the budget? You bet
we should. It keeps interest rates down,
keeps the economy growing, takes the bur-
den of debt off these children. But we have
to do it in a way that honors our obligations
to each other and continues to invest in the
future. So, yes, balance the budget, but we
can do it without wrecking Medicare, Medic-
aid, education, the environment, or abolish-
ing the laboratories of the Department of
Energy and undermining our research budg-
et.

We should cut taxes, but we shouldn’t em-
brace a big tax scheme that actually raises
taxes on 9 million of our hardest working
people, blows a hole in the deficit which will
increase interest rates and weaken the econ-
omy and require bigger cuts than the budget
I vetoed when they shut the Government
down. Let’s try my tax cut. It’s targeted to
education, to childrearing, to buying a home,
to dealing with a medical emergency, and not
paying taxes on your home when you sell it
if there’s a gain. We can pay for that, and
we need it.

One of the biggest differences I had with
our friends on the other side was their obses-
sion with weakening our ability to work to-
gether to protect our environment. They said
we were hurting the economy by protecting
the environment. Well, all I know is that the
air is cleaner, the drinking water is safer, we
have raised the standards for food safety,
we’ve cleaned up more toxic waste dumps
in 3 years than the previous administration
did in 12. And we’ve still got faster job
growth than any administration under the
previous party had since the 1920’s, in 70
years. It’s a good thing to protect the environ-
ment, and I intend to continue to do it.

Finally, and most important of all, we have
got to build a bridge to the 21st century in
which the education of every single American
is our highest priority. Will you help me do
that? [Applause]

Forty percent of the third graders in
America still cannot read a book independ-
ently. I want to mobilize 30,000 volunteers,
AmeriCorps volunteers, reading specialists,
to work with parents and teachers so that in
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4 years, when we start that new century,
every 8-year-old in this country can pick up
a book and say, ‘‘I can read this all by myself.’’
Will you help me do this? [Applause]

I want to make sure we connect every sin-
gle, solitary classroom and library in America
to the information superhighway; to make
sure we have the computers, the educational
materials, the trained teachers; and most im-
portant, that all these classrooms are con-
nected to the Internet, the World Wide Web,
all these networks.

Now, if you’re not a big computer person,
you may not understand exactly what that
means. Let me tell you what that means in
practical terms. It means for the first time
in history, children in the poorest rural school
districts in America, children in every Native
American schoolroom, children in every
inner-city school, children in every suburban
school, children in the poorest, the most mid-
dle class, and the wealthiest schools, public
and private, in America for the first time
ever, they will all have access to the same
information in the same time in the same
way. Will you help me do that? [Applause]

And finally, we can make a college edu-
cation available to all Americans. And I pro-
pose to do it in three ways: Number one,
I want you to be able to save in an IRA but
withdraw from it without any penalties if
you’re spending your savings for a college
education or medical costs or buying a first-
time home. Number two, I propose to make
2 years of education after high school as uni-
versal as a high school diploma is today by
simply saying, ‘‘You can take off of your tax
bill, dollar-for-dollar, the cost of the typical
community college tuition for 2 years.’’ Will
you help me do that? [Applause] And finally,
I believe you ought to be able to deduct from
your taxes—you ought to be able to deduct
up to $10,000 a year from your taxable in-
come for the cost of college tuition, any kind
of college, for people of any age. Will you
help me do that? [Applause]

My fellow Americans, we are better off
than we were 4 years ago and not just in
economic terms, for this is not just about the
economy. This is about what kind of America
we want our children to live in. And I think
every day—every day I think, what do I want
my country to be like when we start that new

century? What do I want my country to be
like when my daughter is my age, when her
children are my age?

And before you vote, I hope you will take
just a little time and see if you can ask your-
self, ‘‘Can I say in 30 seconds or a minute
what I want America to be like when we start
that new century, when my children are my
age, when my grandchildren are my age?’’
If you will ask the question, I bet you will
get an answer not very different than mine.

And then we will build that bridge to
America’s best days. There are 23 days left.
I ask every one of you here today to take
some time not only to vote but to reach out
to others, to be a good citizen, to influence
those whom you can influence and say, ‘‘Will
you help me build that bridge to the 21st
century?’’

Thank you. God bless you. Thank you,
New Mexico.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:52 p.m. in front
of the KiMo Theater on Central Ave. In his re-
marks, he referred to congressional candidates
John Wertheim and Shirley Baca; senatorial can-
didate Art Trujillo; Eric Serna, New Mexico cor-
poration commission; Mayor Martin Chavez of Al-
buquerque; former Gov. Toney Anaya and former
Gov. Jerry Apodaca of New Mexico. A tape was
not available for verification of the content of
these remarks.

Statement on Signing the Water
Resources Development Act of 1996
October 12, 1996

Today I am signing into law S. 640, the
‘‘Water Resources Development Act of
1996,’’ which authorizes water resources de-
velopment projects and programs in support
of the Department of the Army’s Civil Works
mission.

I am very pleased that the Congress has
passed this important legislation. It rep-
resents the culmination of a 4-year effort on
the part of the Administration and the Con-
gress to enact legislation to preserve and de-
velop water infrastructure needs critical to
the Nation’s safety, environment, and eco-
nomic security. It will serve to improve the
Nation’s water-related infrastructure, create
new jobs for Americans, and encourage both
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economic growth and environmental restora-
tion and protection.

This bill represents another important step
forward for the Florida Everglades—one of
America’s richest treasures. Three years ago,
my Administration made the Everglades one
of our highest environmental priorities, es-
tablishing a special task force to coordinate
Federal activities in the area. In February
of this year, the Vice President announced
our comprehensive program to restore the
Florida Everglades. Several weeks later, I
signed a Farm Bill that provided a $200 mil-
lion downpayment on Everglades restoration;
it was sponsored by the Florida delegation
with support from Republican and Demo-
cratic leaders in the Congress. I called on
the Congress again to enact our comprehen-
sive Everglades restoration plan.

This legislation enacts the majority of that
plan, establishing the Everglades and South
Florida Ecosystem Restoration Program. It
directs the Secretary of the Army to work
in partnership with various State and Federal
agencies participating in the South Florida
Ecosystem Restoration Task Force to coordi-
nate a long-term restoration effort. It author-
izes a number of projects to restore and pro-
tect the South Florida ecosystem.

After decades of decline in the Everglades,
the people of South Florida and the Nation
should take great pride in the steps we have
taken together to bring them back. Restora-
tion will take many years of hard work and
cooperation, but we know we are on the right
track.

Apart from the Everglades provisions, this
legislation also includes revisions to cost shar-
ing, which require non-Federal interests to
provide a minimum of 35 percent of the costs
of both flood control projects and environ-
mental protection and restoration projects
authorized in the future. I would have pre-
ferred that the non-Federal share be in-
creased to 50 percent and that the new cost
sharing apply to projects authorized in this
bill. Nevertheless, the changes here rep-
resent a significant first step toward greater
non-Federal participation in key water re-
source projects of the future. These changes
also represent recognition of the need for
non-Federal beneficiaries to share more fully
in the cost of such projects in these times

of Federal fiscal constraints. Flood control
cost-sharing provisions also require the non-
Federal project sponsors to develop flood
management plans that will help reduce the
potential for future flood damages.

I am concerned about the potential overall
Federal cost of the bill. Under existing budg-
et constraints, many projects and initiatives
authorized by this bill cannot be funded with-
in a reasonable timeframe. Thus, such au-
thorizations may raise unrealistic expecta-
tions for non-Federal sponsors who expect
timely project initiation and completion. I am
also concerned about certain provisions of
the bill that assign responsibilities to the Fed-
eral Government that more appropriately be-
long to State and local governments or the
private sector, that are inconsistent with es-
tablished cost-sharing rules, or that authorize
projects that are not economically justified.

On balance though, this is important legis-
lation that will not only help save the Ever-
glades, but also promote responsible water
resources projects and programs. I appre-
ciate the diligent efforts of all involved to
produce a bill that continues the vital role
of the Army Corps of Engineers in building
and maintaining a strong water resources
program. This legislation will continue and
in many ways strengthen the Federal/non-
Federal partnership principles started in
1986. It will also allow the Army Corps of
Engineers to maintain an orderly program
for the construction of productive water re-
sources projects.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
October 12, 1996.

NOTE: S. 640, approved October 12, was assigned
Public Law No. 104–303. This statement was re-
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary on Oc-
tober 14.

Remarks After Signing the Wildfire
Suppression Aircraft Transfer Act of
1996 and an Exchange With
Reporters in Albuquerque
October 14, 1996

The President. Thank you, Senator Binga-
man and Congressman Richardson. I want
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to thank the representatives of New Mexico’s
firefighting community here from the U.S.
Forest Service, the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
the volunteer firefighters, the New Mexico
State forestry office. And of course, we’ve got
some folks from the Albuquerque Fire De-
partment over there, as well.

I’m delighted to be staying here for the
next few days. As you look around New Mex-
ico you can’t help being awestruck by the
awesome, the breathtaking natural beauty of
this State and of the entire West, the deserts,
the mountains, the play of light and color.
We have to do everything we can to protect
the treasures of New Mexico. The beauty we
see here and, indeed, throughout the West
is very deep, but it’s also fragile. We know
that wildfires can ravage the landscape,
threaten people, devastate homes and farms
and businesses.

This has been the worst year for wildfires
in nearly four decades. I think I need to em-
phasize that because that is the importance
of the legislation we signed today and the
efforts that these firefighters and those whom
they represent have made—the worst year
in almost 40 years. The brave men and
women who are with us today and the thou-
sands of their colleagues put their lives on
the line to protect their fellow citizens, our
natural environment, as they battle these
blazes. We owe them our thanks, and we
should be deeply grateful that during this
past year, despite the huge rash of wildfires,
not a single firefighter lost his or her life in
a wildfire. That’s because their training, their
dedication and because of the equipment
that they have been provided.

We have to make sure that they have the
very best possible equipment at their dis-
posal. We can’t tolerate a situation where any
firefighter is unable to protect the public or
themselves because of a lack of equipment,
especially the air tankers that can muster
such force and power to fight fires.

The legislation I have just signed will help
these and other firefighters to do a better
job with more safety, especially when they’re
faced with wildfires. Today, the Forest Serv-
ice and other agencies rely on an aging and
shrinking fleet of 39 air tankers to fight fires
throughout our Nation. With this measure,
we allow the Department of Defense to sell

excess military aircraft to private contractors
for conversion into air tankers that then can
be leased to our Government to drench the
fires from the sky.

This is a public-private partnership in the
best sense, providing a vital service to the
American public and its safety, using the
skills and resources of the private sector to
maintain a full fleet of modern air tankers
for use by the Forest Service. It’s especially
fitting that this becomes law at the end of
National Fire Prevention Week, a time we
honor fallen firefighters and redouble our
own efforts to be prudent and prevent fires
from happening in the first place.

Again, I want to thank those brave men
and women who are here with me today. I
thank Senator Bingaman for his leadership.
I thank Congressman Richardson, whose dis-
trict has been especially affected. I’d also like
to thank Senators Kempthorne and Craig for
what they did and Senator Lott for making
it possible for us to bring up this bill late
in the congressional session and get it passed
eventually in both Houses on a voice vote.
This was a good thing for America, and I
was glad to sign the bill.

Thank you very much.

1996 Election
Q. Mr. President, Newt Gingrich yester-

day——
Q. Mr. President, Dole says he may make

a renewed effort in California. Do you be-
lieve the race in California has tightened
within 10 points?

The President. Well, I can’t answer that
question. I don’t know. But I will say this,
if California is to become a battleground in
the last 3 weeks of the election, that is some-
thing that I would welcome, because I be-
lieve the people there are fundamentally fair-
minded and forward-looking. And when I be-
came President, California had the weakest
economy in the country. Since I’ve been
President, they’ve had to endure earthquakes
and fires and floods. And in spite of all of
that, they have shown a remarkable turn-
around in so many areas, and I’m very proud
of the partnership we have had.

No administration in history has worked
as hard on so many fronts to make so much
progress as we have. So if that’s going to be
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the issue for the last 3 weeks, I would be
happy to engage in that discussion, and I be-
lieve I know how it will come out.

Q. What are you going to do if Bob Dole
goes negative?

The President. I can’t—I’m going to do
what I always do. I’m preparing to do my
debate, to answer whatever questions may be
asked. As I understand it, the people who
are coming are picked from undecided vot-
ers, a fairly small percentage of people who
still have questions on their minds. Whatever
they ask I’ll do my best to answer. But Sen-
ator Dole will decide his strategy, and I will
decide mine, and we’ll see what the people
have to say afterwards. There’s nothing else
to say.

I look forward to it, just as I looked for-
ward to the last one, and the most important
thing, I hope, is that it will be something
that people will feel better about when it’s
over. Many people said to me after the last
debate that they thought that it had been
fundamentally positive and that people had
really learned from the debate what the dif-
ferences between us are and what practical
impact that would have in the next 4 years.
That’s all any of us could hope for, and that’s
what I hope will come out of this debate.

Thank you.
Q. What’s your reaction to Newt Gingrich,

sir?
Q. Mr. President, you said FBI numbers

show lowest crime rate, but here in Albu-
querque we’ve had a record number of homi-
cides.

Q. Any comment on Newt Gingrich?
The President. It’s election time.
Q. It’s a waste of time, did you say?
The President. It’s election time, I said.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:03 a.m. outside
the Holiday Inn Pyramid Hotel. S. 2078, the Wild-
fire Suppression Aircraft Transfer Act of 1996, ap-
proved October 14, was assigned Public Law No.
104–307. A tape was not available for verification
of the content of these remarks.

Proclamation 6941—White Cane
Safety Day, 1996
October 14, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
In the summer of 1996, the remarkable

display of athletic excellence at the Tenth
Paralympic Games in Atlanta, Georgia, in-
spired viewers around the world. Athletes
from across our country, including many who
are blind or visually impaired, participated
in these games. The tenacity and commit-
ment to excellence that these athletes
showed in Atlanta are rich resources for our
Nation. From their performance in the
Paralympics, and indeed from their many
contributions throughout our Nation’s his-
tory, blind and visually impaired Americans
have demonstrated how much they have to
contribute.

Individuals with disabilities, like all people,
use many tools in their everyday lives, some
simple and some technologically sophisti-
cated. The tool most commonly used by blind
and visually impaired people is the white
cane. This basic instrument enables them to
detect obstacles, steps, drop-offs, and
changes in surface textures. The independ-
ence that blind and visually impaired people
gain through the use of the white cane en-
riches their lives—and those of all Ameri-
cans—by allowing them to participate fully
in and contribute generously to our society.

Blind and visually impaired individuals
make valuable contributions to our society
and our economy. But they need more than
the white cane to achieve their full potential;
they also need equal opportunity and protec-
tion from discrimination. That is why we
must continue to vigorously enforce the
Americans with Disabilities Act, which pro-
hibits discrimination against blind and vis-
ually impaired people and those with other
disabilities, and ensures them access to serv-
ices that all other Americans take for granted.
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To honor the numerous achievements of
blind and visually impaired individuals, and
to recognize the significance of the white
cane as a symbol of their freedom and inde-
pendence in our society, the Congress of the
United States, by joint resolution approved
October 6, 1964, has designated October 15
of each year as ‘‘White Cane Safety Day,’’
and authorized the President to issue a proc-
lamation in observance of this commemora-
tion.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
do hereby proclaim October 15, 1996, as
White Cane Safety Day. I call upon the peo-
ple of the United States, government offi-
cials, educators, and business leaders to ob-
serve this day with appropriate programs,
ceremonies, and activities.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fourteenth day of October, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-six, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twenty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., October 16, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on October 17.

Executive Order 13020—
Amendment to Executive Order
12981
October 12, 1996

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the Unit-
ed States of America, including but not lim-
ited to the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.),
and in order to take additional steps with re-
spect to the national emergency described
and declared in Executive Order 12924 of
August 19, 1994, and continued on August
15, 1995, and August 14, 1996, in order to
amend Executive Order 12981 as that order
applies to the processing of applications for
the export of any commercial communication
satellites and any hot-section technologies for
the development, production, and overhaul

of commercial aircraft engines that are trans-
ferred from the United States Munitions List
to the Commerce Control List pursuant to
regulations issued by the Departments of
Commerce and State after the effective date
of this order, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Amendment of Executive Order
12981. (a) Section 5(a)(3)(B) of Executive
Order 12981 is amended to read as follows:

(B) The OC shall review all license ap-
plications on which the reviewing de-
partments and agencies are not in agree-
ment. The Chair of the OC shall con-
sider the recommendations of the re-
viewing departments and agencies and
inform them of his or her decision on
any such matters within 14 days after
the deadline for receiving department
and agency recommendations. How-
ever, for license applications concerning
commercial communication satellites
and hot-section technologies for the de-
velopment, production, and overhaul of
commercial aircraft engines that are
transferred from the United States Mu-
nitions List to the Commerce Control
List pursuant to regulations issued by
the Departments of Commerce and
State after the date of this order, the
Chair of the OC shall inform reviewing
departments and agencies of the major-
ity vote decision of the OC. As described
below, any reviewing department or
agency may appeal the decision of the
Chair of the OC, or the majority vote
decision of the OC in cases concerning
the commercial communication sat-
ellites and hot-section technologies de-
scribed above, to the Chair of the
ACEP. In the absence of a timely ap-
peal, the Chair’s decision (or the major-
ity vote decision in the case of license
applications concerning the commercial
communication satellites and hot-sec-
tion technologies described above) will
be final.

(b) Section 5(b)(1) of Executive Order
12981 is amended to read as follows:

(1) If any department or agency dis-
agrees with a licensing determination of
the Department of Commerce made
through the Chair of the OC (or a ma-
jority vote decision of the OC in the case
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of license applications concerning the
commercial communication satellites
and the hot-section technologies de-
scribed in section 5(a)(3)(B)), it may ap-
peal the matter to the ACEP for resolu-
tion. A department or agency must ap-
peal a matter within 5 days of such a
decision. Appeals must be in writing
from an official appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, or an officer properly act-
ing in such capacity, and must cite both
the statutory and the regulatory bases
for the appeal. The ACEP shall review
all departments’ and agencies’ informa-
tion and recommendations, and the
Chair of the ACEP shall inform the re-
viewing departments and agencies of
the majority vote decision of the ACEP
within 11 days from the date of receiv-
ing notice of the appeal. Within 5 days
of the majority vote decision, any dis-
senting department or agency may ap-
peal the decision by submitting a letter
from the head of the department or
agency to the Secretary in his or her ca-
pacity as the Chair of the Board. Such
letter shall cite both the statutory and
the regulatory bases for the appeal.
Within the same 5-day period, the Sec-
retary may call a meeting on his or her
own initiative to consider a license appli-
cation. In the absence of a timely ap-
peal, the majority vote decision of the
ACEP shall be final.

Sec. 2. Judicial Review. This order is not
intended to create, nor does it create, any
rights to administrative or judicial review, or
any other right or benefit or trust responsibil-
ity, substantive or procedural, enforceable by
a party against the United States, its agencies
or instrumentalities, its officers or employ-
ees, or any other person.

Sec. 3. Effective Date. This order shall be
effective immediately and shall remain in ef-
fect until terminated.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
October 12, 1996.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., October 16, 1996]

NOTE: This Executive order was released by the
Office of the Press Secretary on October 15, and
it was published in the Federal Register on Octo-
ber 17.

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Transmitting Executive Order 13020

October 12, 1996

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
In order to take additional steps with re-

spect to the national emergency described
and declared in Executive Order 12924 of
August 19, 1994, and continued on August
15, 1995, and August 14, 1996, necessitated
by the expiration of the Export Administra-
tion Act on August 20, 1994, I hereby report
to the Congress that pursuant to section
204(b) of the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(b) (‘‘the
Act’’), I have today exercised the authority
granted by the Act to issue an Executive
order (a copy of which is attached) to revise
the existing procedures for processing export
license applications submitted to the Depart-
ment of Commerce.

The new Executive order relates to my de-
cision to transfer certain commercial com-
munications satellites and jet engine hot-sec-
tion technology from the United States Mu-
nitions List administered by the Department
of State to the Commerce Control List ad-
ministered by the Department of Com-
merce. Specifically, when I made that deci-
sion I also decided to amend Executive
Order 12981 of December 5, 1995, which
set forth procedures for the interagency re-
view and disposition of dual-use export li-
cense applications.

The new Executive order is designed to
provide that the first-level license determina-
tion for the affected commercial communica-
tions satellites and jet engine hot-section
technology would be made by majority vote,
instead of by the Chair of the Operating
Committee of the Advisory Committee on
Export Policy. This change assures that na-
tional security and foreign policy consider-
ations will be fully taken into account with
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respect to license processing in these two
sectors.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. This
letter was released by the Office of the Press Sec-
retary on October 15.

Remarks on the Second Annual
Report on Television Violence and
an Exchange With Reporters in
Albuquerque
October 15, 1996

The President. Good afternoon. I want
to thank Dr. Cole for being here today and
for the extensive study that he has conducted.
I want to thank Senator Paul Simon and the
executives of the four major networks who
agreed that this study should be done and
then saw to it that it was done.

Nothing is more important than strength-
ening our families and helping our parents
to teach their children good values. We know
that television can be a positive force or a
destructive force in the lives of our children.
Every parent knows that exposure to TV vio-
lence can be numbing and send the wrong
message to their kids. And parents whose
children grew up watching programs like
‘‘Sesame Street,’’ as our daughter did, know
that television can teach as well as entertain.

Parents need our help to protect their chil-
dren from harmful or inappropriate forces
from outside the home and help them pass
on their values to their children. This is
something our administration cares deeply
about. Tipper Gore sounded the first alarm
almost a decade ago in her book ‘‘Raising
PG Kids In An X-Rated Society.’’ And Hillary
wrote eloquently about this in her book. To-
day’s comprehensive report shows that where
broadcast television is concerned we are
moving measurably in the right direction,
away from violence and toward more pro-
gramming for children. We have a long way
to go, but we are making progress for our
children.

The study notes several positive trends
over the past year, including a decrease in

the number of TV series and made-for-TV
movies with frequent violence; fewer broad-
casts of violent films originally released in
theaters; fewer children’s series with sinister
combat violence; an increase in the use of
advisories about violence. The picture is not
all bright. Theatrical movies are still the most
violent programs when they’re broadcast on
television. Even promotional ads for these
films are violent. Some primetime specials
have begun to feature real and staged animal
attacks. Emerging broadcast networks are
showing a higher percentage of violent
shows.

So there is work still to be done. But this
work has been begun, and it is bearing fruit.
Everyone has a responsibility in bringing this
kind of change: parents, the entertainment
industry, government, each of us as individ-
uals. Step by step, working together, our ad-
ministration, especially the Vice President
and I, have worked to make television better
for our families, since my first year in office
when I commended the leaders of broadcast
television for their decision to include paren-
tal advisories on violence. We have chal-
lenged the entertainment industry to find
their way back to family programming, and
challenged parents to do their part as well.

We insisted that the Telecommunications
Act require new TV sets to include a violence
chip, a V-chip, that will give parents the abil-
ity to screen out violent or inappropriate pro-
gramming for their young children. In my
State of the Union Address, I challenged
broadcasters to develop voluntary rating sys-
tems that would enable the V-chip to work.
And earlier this year in a conference at the
White House, the entertainment industry
showed very good citizenship in agreeing to
set up a voluntary rating system.

Over a year ago I asked the FCC to broad-
cast air at least 3 hours of educational chil-
dren’s programming each week. Last July, I
invited the leaders of the entertainment in-
dustry and children’s television and others to
meet me in the White House to discuss how
to improve the quality of children’s tele-
vision. As a result, I reached agreement with
the broadcasters on a proposal under which
each broadcaster now will air 3 hours a week
of educational children’s programming. The
FCC adopted the proposal, and the market
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for educational television for children is now
booming.

I want to commend the entertainment in-
dustry for stepping up to this issue. And of
course, I want to thank the thousands of par-
ents across our country who served as a con-
science and a prod for so long. The progress
we’re making shows how we can best meet
our challenges: working together, employing
common sense, and finding common ground.

It accomplishes nothing simply to rail
against violence. That’s like yelling at the TV
or the movie screen alone in a room. We
will continue to sit down, to work with enter-
tainment leaders, to fight for the public inter-
est. I’m confident we will continue to make
progress for our families, and again, I want
to thank Dr. Jeff Cole for the fine work that
he has been doing. I’d like to ask him to come
up now and make a few remarks about the
report.

Dr. Cole?

[At this point, Dr. Jeffrey I. Cole, director,
UCLA Center for Communication Policy,
gave a brief update on the study.]

1996 Election
Q. Mr. President, Bob Dole says that you

are willing to take responsibility for doing
things like this or even the drop in the crime
rate but not for problems, especially ethical
ones, within your administration, things like
firing the Travel Office figures or even to-
wards acceptances of questionable campaign
donations by the Democrats and by the cam-
paign. I wonder what your response to that
is?

The President. Well, we’re going to have
a debate tomorrow night. But I have not only
tried to take responsibility for the things that
I have some responsibility for, good and bad,
but also to share responsibility for the good
news with the American people who are re-
sponsible for helping to create the 101⁄2 mil-
lion more jobs and bringing the crime rate
down, and in the case of where we’re going
to be tomorrow night, in San Diego County,
reducing the problem of illegal immigration.
So I tried to follow a balanced report.

Senator Dole takes the position if it’s good,
I didn’t have anything to do with it, and if
it’s bad, I must have stayed up all night plan-
ning it. So that’s just politics, and we’ll see

some more of that, I’m sure. But we’ll have
time to discuss that in the debate.

Q. Will your campaign contributions be
returned?

Q. Mr. President, I’m wondering if you’re
worried about TV violence tomorrow night.
Specifically, what goes through your mind
when Senator Dole, as he is in a speech right
now, questions your personal integrity and
that of the administration itself?

Mr. President. Well, he’s been doing
quite a lot of that, and I’ll have a chance
to answer that at the appropriate time.

Q. Nothing——
The President. No, what I—again I will

say, you know, my view is this country is bet-
ter off than it was 4 years ago. And we have
worked hard to make it so. And we’ve worked
hard by concentrating on ideas and issues,
not insults. We’ve spent very little time wor-
rying about our opponents. And we spent a
lot more time being concerned about the
American people. I expect to do that tomor-
row: issues, ideas, not insults. And the Amer-
ican people can simply make up their own
mind. They’ll have a lot of time to evaluate
it; they can make up their own mind.

Q. He just finished his toughest attack so
far on your integrity. He called your adminis-
tration self-righteous, self-serving, arrogant,
swaggering. It says you personally do not
keep your word. Are you worried about this
new tact they’re using?

The President. No.
Q. Does Senator Dole get some credit for

speaking out against Hollywood violence?
Would he be entitled to some of the credit
for this plan?

The President. Well, this project in par-
ticular was underway well before Senator
Dole ever said anything. I think that anybody
who speaks out in a constructive way is doing
a responsible thing.

You know, I went to California in Decem-
ber of ’93 and challenged the entertainment
industry to work with me to reduce violence
and to improve the quality of programming.
We had people from all the networks meet-
ing with me in early ’94, and then they
reached this agreement to work with Senator
Simon and Dr. Cole in doing something
which I think is quite important.
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So I would hope that all Americans would
be continually coming to grips with this, be-
cause we want to have total first amendment
freedom of speech, but we also want to have
a society in which the culture supports fami-
lies in raising their children. There is no
more important job; there is no more impor-
tant agenda. So I think anyone who speaks
out in an affirmative way can make a positive
contribution.

And again, I want to say that, Dr. Cole,
it’s rather remarkable to me that this unusual
partnership with all of the networks and Sen-
ator Simon and UCLA has worked out well,
because you can tell by what he said today
that nobody’s attempted to censor him. He’s
been given full freedom to evaluate these
programs, to report on them, and to say what
he thinks.

Do you want to say anything about that?
Dr. Cole. No, I appreciate that, and it has

been an absolutely independent project. We
also extended an invitation to Senator Dole
to be fully briefed on this if he would like,
and we’re waiting to hear if he’s interested.
But he has every opportunity to be briefed
in the same way the President has been.

The President. Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:55 p.m. at the
Holiday Inn Pyramid Hotel.

Remarks on Receiving the
Endorsement of Native American
Tribal Leaders and an Exchange
With Reporters in Albuquerque
October 15, 1996

The President. Thank you very, very
much. Thank you, Congressman Richardson,
for what you’ve said about the record that
we have worked hard to make in partnership
with the Native Americans. Thank you,
Mayor Chavez, for being here. I want to
thank the Native American leaders who have
come here today to offer their support. And
I thank President Hale and Governor Garcia
for the words that they have given.

Let me say that there are many wonderful
things about having the great honor of being
President of the United States. But being
able to be President of a country that in-
cludes the Native American tribes, to have

the opportunity to work with them in a spirit
of genuine respect, to work to improve the
recognition of the integrity of their religious
practices, to work to try to increase the level
of independence and reduce the level of pa-
tronizing practices in the relationship of the
Native American tribes to the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs, all these things are very, very
important to me.

As the 42d President, I was honored to
be the first President since our fifth Presi-
dent, James Monroe, in the 1820’s, to invite
the leaders of every tribe in the United States
to meet with me at the White House. We
have worked hard to expand tribal sov-
ereignty and self-determination. We have
worked hard to make sure every Federal
agency knows that it should consult with trib-
al governments at any time we’re making de-
cisions that affect American Indians and
Alaskan natives.

By working together, we have moved for-
ward. We have kept some bad things from
happening, but we have also made some
good things happen. We have a lot more to
do. But we can be proud of what has been
done in protecting self-determination, in pre-
serving natural resources, in providing edu-
cational and economic opportunity, in de-
fending tribal rights to protect children, fami-
lies, and culture.

America is going in the right direction in
no small measure because every American
and every American family and every Amer-
ican ethnic, racial, and religious group knows
that in our America, they are all entitled to
be treated with dignity and equality. But I
am especially grateful for the Indian nations
for standing with us as we have fought to
preserve our common values, as we have
worked to balance the budget without crip-
pling our investments in people and our obli-
gations to one another.

Now we have to continue the progress and
build upon it. The endorsement of the lead-
ers here and the work we will do together
will be critical to keep our country moving
into the right direction as we move into the
21st century. I value their friendship. I value
their partnership, and I look forward to work-
ing with them.

Thank you all very, very much.
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Gambling on Indian Reservations
Q. Mr. President—[inaudible]—meeting,

and can your administration do anything, any
more to resolve the current logjam?

The President. No. There are some In-
dian gaming issues around the country that
we still have the capacity to resolve. But the
ones here are in the courts. And there’s really
nothing more for us to do except to let them
work their way through the courts.

Q. Mr. President, the so-called dean of
Native American leaders is not here today,
Mescalero Apache President Wendell Chino.
And he wants you to fire U.S. Attorney John
Kelly, the man who shut down his casino and
so do, frankly, some people on the stage with
you today. Is that going to happen, sir?

The President. This issue is in the courts
now, and I have no further comment.

Campaign Contributions
Q. Mr. President, do you seek, in fact, the

disputed $450,000? Everyone in the adminis-
tration said there’s nothing illegal—but
there’s some ethical issues been raised. We
haven’t heard you say much about it.

The President. Well I—first of all, I ex-
pect to have the opportunity to discuss that
tomorrow night. But I believe that the politi-
cal parties should not give back contributions
that were legally made and legally received.
And if they made a mistake and took any
money that shouldn’t have been taken, then
they ought to give that back. I think that
there are clear FEC rules on this. There’s
a law on this. That’s what we’ve got a Federal
Election Commission for. And we know
they’re capable of doing their job because
they’ve taken action this year already.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:40 p.m. at the
Holiday Inn Pyramid Hotel. In his remarks, he
referred to Albert Hale, President, Navajo Nation,
and Leonard D. Garcia, Governor, Pueblo of
Santa Ana, Southern Pueblos.

Exchange With Reporters in
San Diego, California
October 16, 1996

Presidential Debate
Q. Can you tell us what you’re thinking

about—[inaudible]—today?

The President. It’s been a long time since
I’ve done one of these town halls, so I’m
looking forward to that. I’m interested to see
what the people have on their mind, and I’m
looking forward to it. I’ve done my best to
prepare. I’ve still got some reading to do. I’m
going to go back and do a little work now.

Q. If Bob Dole goes real negative how are
you going to respond to that today, Mr. Presi-
dent?

The President. Well, we’re going to re-
spond to the people who are in the audience.
That’s the way this was designed, and we’ll
just see what happens. I’m going to do my
best to respond to their questions and to talk
about what I’m going to do for the next 4
years.

NOTE: The exchange began at 12:30 p.m. en route
to the debate site. A tape was not available for
verification of the content of this exchange.

Presidential Debate in San Diego
October 16, 1996

Jim Lehrer. Good evening from the Shiley
Theatre at the University of San Diego, San
Diego, California. I’m Jim Lehrer of the
‘‘NewsHour’’ on PBS. Welcome to this sec-
ond 1996 Presidential debate between Sen-
ator Bob Dole, the Republican nominee, and
President Bill Clinton, the Democratic nomi-
nee. It is sponsored by the Commission on
Presidential Debates.

We will follow a townhall-type format to-
night. The questions over the next 90 min-
utes will come from 113 citizens of the great-
er San Diego area. They were chosen in the
past week by the Gallup organization to rep-
resent a rough cross-section of voters as to
political views, age, gender, and other fac-
tors. Each said he or she is undecided about
this Presidential race.

They were told to come tonight with ques-
tions. Nobody from the Debate Commission
or the two campaigns has any idea what those
questions are; neither do I. We will all be
hearing them for the first time at the same
time. I met with this group 3 hours ago, and
we spoke only about how it was going to work
tonight. They are sitting in five sections. I
will call on individuals at random, moving
from one section to another with each new
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question, alternating the questions between
the two candidates. My job is to keep things
fair and the subjects as clear and as varied
as possible.

The rules, drawn by the campaigns, are
basically the same as they were for the Hart-
ford and St. Petersburg debates: 90-second
answers, 60-second rebuttals, 30-second re-
sponses for each question. The candidates
are not allowed to question each other di-
rectly. There will be 2-minute opening and
closing statements. The order for this
evening was set by coin toss.

We begin now with Senator Dole and his
opening statement.

Senator Dole.

Opening Statements
Senator Bob Dole. Thank you very much,

Jim.
Let me first give you a sports update: the

Braves, one; Cardinals, nothing—early on.
I want to thank you and I want to thank

everybody here tonight, and I want a special
thanks to my wife, Elizabeth, and my daugh-
ter, Robin, for their love and support, and
thank the people who are listening and
watching all over America.

In 20 days, you will help decide who will
lead this country into the next century. It’s
an awesome responsibility. And you must ask
yourself, do you know enough about the can-
didates? You should know as much as pos-
sible about each of us. Sometimes the views
have been distorted—and millions and mil-
lions of dollars in negative advertising spent
distorting my views—but I hope tonight
you’ll get a better feel of who Bob Dole is
and what he’s all about.

And I think first you should—I should un-
derstand that the question on your mind is,
do I understand your problem? But I under-
stand it if—it occurred to me and I might
just say that I’m from a large family. I’ve got
lots of relatives, and they’re good, average,
middle class, hard-working Americans. They
live all across the country. They’re not all Re-
publicans—maybe all but one. [Laughter]

But in any event, I understand the prob-
lems, whether it’s two parents working be-
cause one has to pay the taxes and one has
to provide for the family, whether it’s a single
parent who just barely pays the pressing bills,

or whether you’re worried about an edu-
cation for your children—are they going to
the best schools, or whether you’re worried
about safe playgrounds, drug-free schools,
crime-free schools.

This is what this election is all about. And
hopefully tonight when we conclude this de-
bate, you will have a better understanding
and the viewing and listening audience will
have a better understanding. Thank you. [Ap-
plause]

Mr. Lehrer. Mr. President, 2 minutes,
opening statement.

The President. I was going to applaud,
too. [Laughter]

Well, thank you, Jim, and thanks to the
people of San Diego for giving us this oppor-
tunity to have another discussion about the
decision we all face in front of people who
will make the decision. Again I will say, I’ll
do my best to make this a discussion of ideas
and issues, not insults. What really matters
is what happens to your future and what hap-
pens to our country as we stand on the brink
of a new century, a time of extraordinary pos-
sibility.

I have a simply philosophy that I tried to
follow for the last 4 years: Do what creates
opportunity for all, what reinforces respon-
sibility from all of us, and what will help us
build a community where everybody’s got a
role to play and a place at the table.

Compared to 4 years ago, we’re clearly
better off. We’ve got 101⁄2 million more jobs;
the deficit’s been reduced by 60 percent; in-
comes are rising for the first time in a decade;
the crime rates, the welfare rolls are falling;
we’re putting 100,000 more police on the
street; 60,000 felons, fugitives, and stalkers
have been denied handguns.

But that progress is only the beginning.
What we really should focus on tonight is
what we still have to do to help the American
people make the most of this future that’s
out there. I think what really matters is what
we can do to help build strong families.
Strong families need a strong economy. To
me, that means we have to go on and balance
this budget while we protect Medicare and
Medicaid and education and the environ-
ment.

We should give a tax cut targeted to
childrearing and education, to buying a first
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home and paying for health care. We ought
to help protect our kids from drugs and guns
and gangs and tobacco. We ought to help
move a million people from welfare to work.
And we ought to create the finest education
system in the world, where every 18-year-
old can go on to college and all of our young-
er children have great educational opportuni-
ties. If we do those things, we can build that
bridge to the 21st century. That’s what I hope
to get to talk about tonight.

Thank you.
Mr. Lehrer. All right, let’s go now to the

first question from this section, and it’s for
Senator Dole.

Yes, ma’am? Yes?
Q. Hello, Senator Dole.
Senator Dole. Hi.

Leadership To Promote Unity
Q. My name is Shannon MacAfee. I’m a

beginning educator in this country, and I
really think it’s important what children have
to say. They’re still very idealistic, and every-
thing they say comes from the heart. I have
a quote for you from ‘‘If I Were President,’’
compiled by Peggy Gavin. A sixth grader
says, ‘‘If I were President, I would think
about Abraham Lincoln and George Wash-
ington and what they did to make our country
great. We should unite the white and black
people and people of all cultures. Democrats
and Republicans should unite also. We
should all come together and think of the
best ways to solve the economic problems
of our country. I believe that when we are
able to come together and stop fighting
amongst ourselves, we will get along a lot
better.’’

These are the ideals and morals that we
are trying to teach our children in these days,
yet we don’t seem to be practicing them in
our Government, in anything. If you are
President, how will you begin to practice
what we are preaching to our children, the
future of our Nation?

Senator Dole. Well, I would say, first of
all, I think it’s a very good question, and I
appreciate the quote from the young man.

There’s no doubt about it that many Amer-
ican people have lost their faith in govern-
ment. They see scandals almost on a daily

basis. They see ethical problems in the White
House today. They see 900 FBI files of pri-
vate persons being gathered up by somebody
in the White House; nobody knows who
hired this man. So there’s a great deal of cyni-
cism out there.

But I’ve always tried, in whatever I’ve
done, to bring people together. I said in my
acceptance speech in San Diego about 2
months ago that the exits are clearly marked.
If you think the Republican Party is some-
place for you to come if you’re narrow-mind-
ed or bigoted or don’t like certain people in
America, the exits are clearly marked for you
to walk out of, as I stand here without com-
promise because this is the party of Lincoln.

I think we have a real obligation, obviously,
public officials. I’m no longer a public offi-
cial; I left public life on June 11th of this
year. But it is very important. Young people
are looking to us. They’re looking to us for
leadership. They’re watching what we do,
what we say, what we promise, and what we
finally deliver. And I would think—it seems
to me that there are opportunities here.
When I’m President of the United States, I
will keep my word. My word is my bond.

Mr. Lehrer. Mr. President?
The President. One of the reasons that

I ran for President, Sandy, is because not just
children, a lot of grownups felt that way. If
you remember, 4 years ago we had not only
rising unemployment but a lot of rising cyni-
cism. I’d never worked in Washington as an
elected official. It seemed to me that most
of the arguments were partisan: Republican,
Democrat; left, right; liberal, conservative.
That’s why I said tonight I’m for opportunity,
responsibility, and community. And we’ve
gotten some real progress in the last 4 years.
I’ve also done everything I could at every
moment of division in this country—after
Oklahoma City, when these churches were
burned—to bring people together and re-
mind people that we are stronger because
of our diversity. We have to respect one an-
other.

You mentioned Washington and Lincoln;
they were Presidents at historic times. This
is an historic time. It’s important that we go
beyond those old partisan arguments and
focus on people and their future. When we
do that, instead of shutting the Government
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down over a partisan fight on the budget,
we’re a better country, and that’s why we’re
making progress now.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator?
Senator Dole. Well, bringing people to-

gether again is obviously a responsibility we
all have. I know you do it. Everybody here
does it. You do a lot of things nobody knows
about. I have a little foundation for the dis-
abled called the Dole Foundation. We’ve
raised about $10 million. We don’t talk about
it. We try to help people with disabilities.
We bring them back into the mainstream of
public life.

So it seems to me that there’s also a public
trust. When you’re the President of the Unit-
ed States, you have a public trust, and you
have to keep that public trust, as George
Washington did and as Abraham Lincoln did.
And I think now that trust is being violated.
And it seems to me we ought to face up to
it, and the President ought to say tonight that
he’s not going to pardon anybody that he was
involved in business with who might impli-
cate him later on.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, the next question
from this section right here. Right there in
the middle, sir. Yes, sir?

Health Care
Q. Dr. Robert Berkeley; I’m a cardiologist

from Fallbrook, California. Mr. President, I’d
like to know if you’d please explain your plans
for—in a substantive fashion, for addressing
the problems with the health care system in
our country.

The President. I will. First of all, let me
say what we have done: In the last 4 years,
we’ve worked hard to promote more com-
petition to bring down the rate of inflation
in health care costs without eroding health
care quality. The Government pays for Medi-
care and Medicaid, as you know, and that’s
very important.

Secondly, we’ve added a million more chil-
dren to the ranks of the insured through the
Medicaid program. We have protected 25
million people through the passage of the
Kennedy-Kassebaum bill that says you can’t
lose your health insurance if you change jobs
or if someone in your family’s been sick. We
just recently ended those drive-by deliveries,
saying people couldn’t be kicked out of the

hospital by insurance companies when they’d
just had babies. So this is—that’s a good start.

In the next 4 years, I want to focus on
the following things: Number one, add an-
other million children to the insured ranks
through the Medicaid program; number two,
keep working with the States, as we are now,
to add 2.2 million more people to the insur-
ance system; number three, cover people
who are between jobs for up to 6 months—
that could protect 3 million families, 700,000
kids; and number four, make sure we protect
the integrity of the Medicare program and
the Medicaid program and not do anything
in cutting costs which would cause hundreds
of hospitals to close, as could have been the
case if the $270 billion Medicare cut that I
vetoed had been enacted into law.

Senator Dole. First, let me say there you
go again, Mr. President, talking about a Med-
icare cut. Now, I’ve heard you say this time
after time, and I’ve heard you say on one
TV appearance, ‘‘The media made me do it.’’
You were trying to defend your cut, which
was not a cut either—a reduction in the
growth of spending. And we always had at
least 7 percent. You’ve said publicly that it’s
now 3 times the rate of inflation, we ought
to cut the growth to twice the rate of infla-
tion. That’s about where we are now. So let’s
stop talking about cutting Medicare. In my
economic plan we increase it 39 percent.

Don’t forget what he tried to do with
health care: 17 new taxes; spend $1.5 trillion;
50 new bureaucracies? Can you believe that?
You couldn’t even have been a cardiologist
because they had quotas. You had—you
couldn’t—if you’re a cardiologist it wouldn’t
affect you. But if somebody wanted to be
a cardiologist, 10 years from now you’d have
to be certain that you complied with some
of the rules in this extreme medical plan the
Government was going to take over for all
Americans. There are things we can do like
the Kassebaum bill, that retains many provi-
sions I authored, to cover preexisting—exist-
ing—portability. And there are other things
we can do. We still need to cover about 20
million people and a lot of children.

The President. I don’t have time in 30
seconds to respond to fix all that. But let me
just say, the American Hospital Association
said that the budget I vetoed could have
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closed 700 hospitals, not me. And on a per-
person basis, it did cut way below the rate
of inflation in medical costs.

But the important thing is, what are we
going to do now? We need to help people
who are between jobs. We need to cover
more kids. We need to provide more preven-
tive care. My balanced budget covers mam-
mograms for ladies on—women on Medicare
and also gives respite care to the million-plus
families who have someone with Alzheimer’s.
These things are paid for in the balanced
budget plan. It will move us forward.

Mr. Lehrer. The next question is for Sen-
ator Dole from here.

Yes, sir?

Armed Forces
Q. Senator Dole, my name is Jason Milli-

gan, active-duty military and a small-business
owner. And my question is, what is your posi-
tion on closing the gap between military and
civilian pay scales?

Senator Dole. Jason, I appreciate that
very much, being a former military man my-
self.

You know, we have 17,000 men and
women today wearing our uniform that re-
ceive food stamps. It shouldn’t happen in
America. We have men and women wearing
our uniform in substandard housing. It
shouldn’t happen in America. And it’s time
we take a look at the pay scales. You did get
a 3 percent increase this year, but that’s not
enough.

If we’re going to ask young men and young
women to protect us and defend us around
the world, and we’ve had more deployments
under this administration than any time in
history—50 times we deployed troops around
the world. Every time you do that, you take
a risk—somebody you know, maybe your son,
maybe your grandson, maybe somebody else.
But I think anybody who wears a uniform
is a great American. Remember Vietnam, re-
member when people almost used to walk
across the street rather than have contact
with somebody who was in Vietnam—that’s
all behind us now, and it should be behind
us—and the forgotten war, the Korean war.
But I guess, I can just answer you very plain-
ly, Jason: Thank you for doing what you’re
doing. America owes you a debt of gratitude.

The President. May I ask you a question?
What kind of—which service are you in?

Q. I’m in the United States Navy, sir.
The President. And what kind of small

business do you have?
Q. I have an Amway business.
The President. Good for you. Well, let

me say—Senator Dole mentioned this. I just
signed a bill that we got through Congress
to increase the amount of pay increase we
could give for military personnel and to make
sure the pay increase this year was above the
rate of inflation. I also had presented to the
Congress, and they adopted, a large package
of quality-of-life improvements which are
very important. I’ve spent a lot of time talking
to military families, as well as military mem-
bers, all over the world and in bases all across
the United States. And I became convinced,
after talking to the families and the personnel
in uniform, that we needed to not only have
the pay raise but we needed to invest more
in child care, housing, and other things to
support families, especially when there are
longer deployments because of the
downsizing of the military.

So we’re going to do better, and we’ll do
better still. But this is a commitment I think
that all Americans share, without regard to
party.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole?
Senator Dole. Well, Jason, I don’t dis-

agree with anything the President said except
he waited 4 years to do these things. And
my view is it ought to be—it’ll be done on
day one. We’ll start working on it on day one
in the Dole-Kemp administration. This is im-
portant. Now, we only have 10 divisions now;
we used to have 18. We had 25 fighter wings;
we’re down to 13. We had 536 ships; we’re
down to 336 ships. I mean, we’ve cut defense
spending too much in the first place. The
President told you in ’92 he would cut it $67
billion; he cut $112 billion. So we’re right
on the edge right now. But the last thing
we ought to do is make those who wear the
uniform sacrifice.

Mr. Lehrer. Next question here for Presi-
dent Clinton.

Yes, ma’am, here on the front row.
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Middle East Peace Process

Q. President Clinton, my name is Cecily
Kelly.

Yesterday Yasser Arafat said in Palestine
that he thinks the key to success in the Mid-
dle East is the commitment of Americans.
Would you, as President, send American
troops to Israel or the West Bank as peace-
keepers?

The President. Let me just take 2 seconds
of my time, because I’m the Commander in
Chief, to respond to one thing that was said.
I propose to spend $1.6 trillion on defense
between now and the year 2002. And there’s
less than one percent difference between my
budget and the Republican budget on de-
fense.

Now, on the Middle East, as you know,
I’ve worked very hard for peace in the Mid-
dle East. The agreement between the Pal-
estinians and the Israelis was signed at the
White House. And the agreement, the peace
treaty with Jordan, I went to Jordan to sign
that, to be there. But—and I think the Unit-
ed States could do whatever we reasonably
can.

I can say this: I do not believe Yasser
Arafat wants us to send troops to the West
Bank. We have never been asked to send
troops to the West Bank.

I saw the agreement that Prime Minister
Rabin and Yasser Arafat signed on the West
Bank. It had 26 separate maps they had to
sign, literally thousands of delineations of
who would do what on the West Bank. And
I believe if the parties will get together and
in a good faith manner make that agreement,
that they’ll be able to do it. If—we cannot
impose a peace on the Middle East.

My position has always been that the job
of the United States was to minimize the risks
of peace. You know, if they ask me to be
part of some monitoring force—as we are in
the Sinai and have been since 1978 to mon-
itor the peace between Egypt and Israel—
frankly, I would have to think about it; I
would have to see what they wanted to do.
But I don’t believe that will be the request.
I think what Mr. Arafat wants us to do is
to make sure that everybody honors the
agreements they’ve already made. That’s why
I brought the leaders to Washington a few

days ago. I think they will, and I think we’ll
get there. Don’t be too discouraged.

Senator Dole. Well, let me, Jason, come
back to you a minute because there is a big
difference in the defense budget. We had $7
billion this year, and $10 billion more than
the President. He puts his money in the out
years—even if he were reelected, you know,
he’d be gone before anything happened. And
nothing’s going to happen, because we don’t
have modernization now. If we don’t build
more B–2 bombers in California—and we
lost about 500,000 jobs out in California be-
cause of this devastation, these big, big cuts.
We had to make cuts; we didn’t have to make
the cuts the President promised he’d make
and then he doubled. And so I think we need
to go back and take a look. We’re increasing
defense reasonably, not too much but we are
increasing defense some, because we want
to be prepared in case somebody here gets
called up, Jason.

I would say I didn’t hear what Yasser
Arafat had to say, but I don’t want to—you
know, I think foreign policy is something we
want to be very careful about. And I’m not
here to argue about the President on some
ongoing foreign policy matter. What I want
the President to do, and I think he may have
done it in his last statement, is call for an
unconditional end to the violence and have
the parties keep on talking as they should
talk and have a resolution. The last thing we
want to do is commit more forces anywhere.

But let’s sort of keep this out of politics,
because it’s pretty dicey right now.

The President. When the change of gov-
ernment occurred in Israel, the people of Is-
rael were saying, ‘‘We don’t want to abandon
the peace process. We want more security.’’
Then, a lot of mutual distrust developed. A
lot of things happened which maybe
shouldn’t have happened.

When I asked Yasser Arafat and Prime
Minister Netanyahu to come to Washington
and got them together and they talked alone
for 3 hours, I was convinced that they had
to have a chance to make that peace. Again,
I’d say if they ask us to play some reasonable
role, I don’t know how I would respond. It
would depend entirely on what they ask us
to do. But the real secret there is for them
to abide by the agreements they’ve made and
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find a way to trust each other. And they’re
going to have to spend some time and trust
each other.

Prime Minister Rabin gave his life believ-
ing that that trust could be materialized, and
I still think it can be.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, next question from
this section, and it is for Senator Dole. Back
in the back. Yes, sir, right there. Yes, sir.

Tobacco
Q. Senator Dole, Oscar Delgado.
Senator Dole. Oscar.
Q. Ex-smoker for 30 years. About 30 years

ago I was a pack-plus-a-day man, okay? You
mentioned in a statement, you said some
time ago that you didn’t think nicotine was
addictive. Would you care to—you still hold
to that statement, or do you wish to recant
or explain yourself?

Senator Dole. Oh, that—that’s very easy.
My record going back to 1965 in the Con-
gress, the first vote we had was whether or
not you should put a little notice on cigarettes
that they may be dangerous—I voted—I
voted for everything since that time.

In fact, in 1992 we had a bill come before
us that all the States had to comply or they’re
going to lose certain money. We sent it to
the Clinton administration for implementa-
tion. They waited 31⁄2 years. And during that
period about 3,000 young kids every day
started smoking. If you add it up, that’s about
3 million—not until again 1996.

I don’t want anybody to smoke. My broth-
er probably died partly because of cigarettes.
I was asked a technical question: Are they
addictive? Maybe they—they probably are
addictive. I don’t know; I’m not a doctor. You
shouldn’t smoke. You ought to be glad you
quit, Oscar—30 years?

Q. Yes.
Senator Dole. And it seems to me that

what we need to do is to talk about not only
tobacco but drugs, because drug use in 12-
and 17-year-olds has doubled in this adminis-
tration, the last 44 months. Marijuana use
is up 141 percent; cocaine use, up 160 per-
cent. They’re your kids. It’s all happened in
this administration because they cut funding
and they cut interdiction.

When I’m President of the United States,
we’re going to use the National Guard and

whatever resources we need to stop some of
the drugs coming into America. If you stop
the drugs, nobody is going to use the drugs.
So don’t smoke, don’t drink, don’t use drugs.
Just don’t do it.

The President. Oscar, the question of
what the Federal Government should do to
limit the access of tobacco to young people
is one of the biggest differences between
Senator Dole and me.

We did propose a regulation 6 months
after I became President under the law he
mentioned. It simply says all these States—
it made it illegal for kids to smoke—now they
have to try harder if they want to keep getting
Federal funds. Then we took comments, as
we always do, and there were tens of thou-
sands of comments about how we ought to
do it. That’s what drug it out.

Meanwhile, we started, also in ’93, to look
into whether cigarettes were addictive
enough for the Federal Food and Drug Ad-
ministration to ban the ability of cigarette
companies to advertise, market, and distrib-
ute tobacco products to our kids. No Presi-
dent had ever taken on the tobacco lobby
before. I did. Senator Dole opposed me. He
went down and made a speech to people who
were on his side, saying that I did the wrong
thing. I think I did the right thing.

On drugs, I have repeatedly said drugs are
wrong and illegal and can kill you. We have
strengthened enforcement, and everybody in
San Diego knows we’ve strengthened control
of the border. We’ve done a lot more; I hope
we get a chance to talk about it.

Senator Dole. Well, they also know, if
they live in San Diego, Mr. President, if
you’re caught with 125 pounds of marijuana
or less, you go back to Mexico; you’re not
prosecuted. You have a U.S. Attorney here
that sends them back home. So I think that’s
pretty important. That’s a lot of marijuana.
That’s a big supply.

But don’t—you know, don’t get into this
smokescreen here, Oscar. The President, in
the election year, decided, ‘‘Well, I ought to
do something. I haven’t done anything on
drugs. I’ve been AWOL for 44 months. So
let’s take on smoking.’’

But see, they haven’t even done it. They
haven’t said what’s going to happen, whether
they’re going to have it declared addictive,
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it’s going to apply just to—once it’s a drug,
does it apply only to teenagers or to every-
body in America?

Nobody should smoke, young or old. But
particularly, young people should not smoke.
And my record is there. It’s been there. I’ve
voted 8, 10 times since 1965.

Mr. Lehrer. The next question is for
President Clinton, and it comes from right
here. Yes, sir?

Social Security and Medicare
Q. President Clinton, my name is Jack

Fleck. I’m a retired Air Force pilot. Sir, it’s
officially forecast that our annual Medicare
and Social Security deficits are measured in
the trillions of dollars next century. Depend-
ing upon who you listen to, Social Security
will be bankrupt in either 2025 or 2030. I
feel this is grossly unfair, especially to our
younger generations, who are losing faith in
the system.

My question is this: Assuming you agree
that our entitlement programs are on an
unsustainable course, what specific reforms
do you propose?

The President. First of all, they’re two dif-
ferent things. Social Security and Medicare
are entirely different in terms of the financial
stabilities. Let’s talk about them separately.

Social Security is stable until, as you point-
ed out, at least the third decade of the next
century. But we’d like to have a Social Secu-
rity fund that has about 70 years of life in-
stead of about 30 years of life.

What we have to do is simply to make
some adjustments that take account of the
fact that the Baby Boomers, people like me,
are bigger in number than the people that
went just before us and the people that come
just after us. And I think what we’ll plainly
do is what we did in 1983, when Senator
Dole served—and this is something I think
he did a good job on—when he served on
the Social Security Commission and they
made some modest changes in Social Secu-
rity to make sure that it would be alive and
well into the 21st century. And we will do
that. It’s obvious that there are certain things
that have to be done, and there are 50 to
60 different options. And a bipartisan com-
mission, to take it out of politics, will make

recommendations and build support for the
people.

Medicare is different. Medicare needs
help now. I have proposed a budget which
would put 10 years on the life of the Medi-
care Trust Fund; that’s more than it’s had
a lot of the time for the last 20 years.

It would save a lot of money through more
managed care but giving more options, more
preventive care, and lowering the inflation
rate in the prices we’re paying providers
without having the kind of big premium in-
creases and out-of-pocket costs that the
budget I vetoed would provide. Then that
will give us 10 years to do with Medicare
what we’re going to do with Social Security:
have a bipartisan group look at what we have
to do to save it when the Baby Boomers re-
tire. But now we ought to pass this budget
now and put 10 years on it right away so
no one has to worry about it.

Senator Dole. Well, again, you know, if
you’re somebody thinking about the future,
I think it’s fair to say that it’ll be—we’ll work
it out. I mean, this is a political year, and
the President’s playing politics with Medi-
care. But after this year’s over we’ll resolve
it just as we did with Social Security in 1983.
It was a nonpartisan commission. Ronald
Reagan got together with Tip O’Neill and
Howard Baker—two Republicans and one
Democrat—and they formed a commission.
I was on that commission. We resolved—we
rescued Social Security. We suggested—I
think it’s been over a year ago now—we do
the same with Medicare, and the White
House called it a gimmick. Now last week,
I guess it was, Donna Shalala said, ‘‘Well,
we’ll cut Medicare a hundred billion, and
we’ll appoint a commission.’’

It will probably have to be done by a com-
mission. Take it out of politics. I think if I
were a senior citizen I’d be a little fed up
with all these ads scaring seniors, scaring vet-
erans, and scaring students about education.
But when you don’t have any ideas, when
you don’t have any agenda, and all you have
is fear, that’s all you can use. We have ideas
in the Dole-Kemp campaign, and we’ll res-
cue Medicare as we did Social Security.

The President. Their idea was to have the
poorest seniors in the country pay $270 more
a year this year. Their idea was to budget—
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that the American Hospital Association said
could close 700 hospitals. Their idea was to
charge everybody more out-of-pocket costs
in their budget that I vetoed—not in an elec-
tion year, sir, I told them in early ’95.

Senator Dole said 30 years ago he was one
of 12 people that voted against Medicare and
he was proud of it. A year ago he said, ‘‘I
was right then; I knew it wouldn’t work.’’
American seniors have the highest life ex-
pectancy in the world. We need to reform
it, not wreck it.

Mr. Lehrer. Next question from here, and
it’s for Senator Dole. Yes, ma’am, right here.

Q. Me?
Mr. Lehrer. Yes.

Welfare Reform
Q. Senator Dole, my name is Suzanne

Gonzalez, and I would like to know what you
are—what would be your first step in reform-
ing welfare.

Senator Dole. Well, we’ve taken the first
step. We took it three steps. Twice we sent
welfare reform to the President, and he ve-
toed it. On the third time we sent welfare
reform to the President, he signed it but an-
nounced he would change it next year. And
the Vice President said they were going to
do something else through the line-item veto,
which I’ve never understood, but that’s sort
of inside baseball.

What we need to do is make certain we
try to return people to work. And I’m stand-
ing here as someone who a long time ago,
as the county attorney in Russell, Kansas, one
of our jobs every month was to go through
all the welfare checks and sign them. And
three of those checks were my grandparents’.
So I know what it’s like to have to look wel-
fare head-on.

Obviously some people are going to need
help. This is the United States of America.
You’re not going to go without food, and
you’re not going to go without medical care.
This is America. But at the same time, if you
want to get off Medicare, get back in the
mainstream, we’re going to provide jobs.
We’re going to say you have a 5-year limit
that you can be on welfare. You’ve got 2 years
to look for a job. We provided more money
for day care in the bill that passed the Senate

and was vetoed. Then it came back, and the
President signed pretty much the same bill.

But this is an important issue. I don’t think
we ought to be giving welfare payments to
illegal immigrants. I mean, it puts a heavy
burden on a State like—except for emer-
gencies. It puts a heavy burden on States like
California. It costs California taxpayers $3
billion a year.

Mr. Lehrer. President Clinton?
Senator Dole. I’ll get out of your way

here.
The President. It’s illegal right now and

has been for years for illegal immigrants to
get welfare benefits.

Let me say that this is one of the most
important issues in the world to me. I started
working on welfare reform in 1980 because
I was sick of seeing people trapped in a sys-
tem that was increasingly physically isolating
them and making their kids more vulnerable
to get in trouble. So I’ve been working on
it when I was a Governor for a long time.

When I became President, I used the au-
thority I had in this law to get out from under
certain Federal rules to help States move
people to work. We’ve reduced the welfare
rolls by 2 million already. Now I’ve got a plan
with this new welfare reform law to work
with the private sector to give employers spe-
cific tax incentives to hire people off welfare
and to do some other things which will create
more jobs in the private sector, at least a mil-
lion, to move more people from welfare to
work. It’s very important. And I hope we get
a chance to talk about this more. There is
not a more important issue.

I still remember a woman that I met 10
years ago who said she wanted to get off wel-
fare so her kids could tell—give an answer
when they say, ‘‘What does your mother do
for a job?’’ I met that woman again. She’s
got four kids. One’s got a good job; one’s
studying to be a doctor; one’s in technical
school; one’s an honor student in high school.
I want to make more people like that woman,
Lillie Harden. So I’ve got a plan to do it.
And it’s just beginning.

Senator Dole. Well, another thing we can
do—we talk about growth—we’ve got a great
economic package which I hope we’ll discuss
later: across the board tax cut; child credits,
$500 per child under 18; reduce the capital
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gains rate; create more jobs and opportuni-
ties for people on and off welfare.

And we have other provisions: less litiga-
tion. The trial lawyers—big supporters of the
President—the trial lawyers, of course they
like lawsuits, so every time they have a bill
that they want vetoed, the President vetoes
it for them.

We’ve got to understand in America that
we’ve got to have growth, create more jobs
and more opportunities in the private sector.
The President takes credit for all of these
people off welfare—the Governors did that.
Federal Government doesn’t do that. And
the Government doesn’t create jobs, they’re
created in the private sector.

Mr. Lehrer. This section, question? Yes,
ma’am, on the back row. This is for the Presi-
dent.

Capital Gains Tax
Q. Mr. President, my name is Pamela

Johnson, and I’m a landlord. My question is,
does your party have any future plans to re-
duce the capital gains tax, especially for re-
tired Americans?

The President. First of all, we have a big
plan to reduce the capital gains tax when peo-
ple sell their homes. Part of my tax package,
which is paid for in my balanced budget plan,
would exempt up to half a million dollars in
gains for people when they sell their home,
which I think is the biggest capital gains ben-
efit we could give to most ordinary Ameri-
cans.

We also have a capital gains now for people
that invest in new small businesses and hold
the investment for 5 years. It was part of our
other economic plan. And these are things
I think that will go a long way toward helping
America build a stronger economy and a bet-
ter tax system.

I think the most important thing to empha-
size, though, is that we also have to help peo-
ple in other ways to build a stronger econ-
omy. And we can’t have any tax cut that’s
not paid for. One of the big differences be-
tween Senator Dole and myself is that I told
you how I’m going to pay for every penny
of the tax cuts I recommend. We’ve worked
hard to bring this deficit down, and that’s
helped people in the real estate business, be-
cause the interest rates are lower. We’ve got

home ownership at a 15-year high. We’ve got
this country going in the right direction.

So we can have a tax cut, but my priority
would be to help the families who need it
with childrearing and education and buying
a first-time home and helping for health care
costs. So from your business, helping in buy-
ing the first-time home, exempting the cap-
ital gains on the sale of the home would be
the most important things that you asked
about. Thank you, Pamela.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole.
Senator Dole. Well, Pamela, what the

President didn’t tell you is that all his tax
cuts expire at the year 2000, but all his in-
creases go on forever. That’s the liberal ap-
proach. You know, give you a little tax cut,
give you a couple of years, then make the
tax increases go on forever. So the net tax
increase in his plan is somewhere between
$60 billion and $80 billion.

We have in the Dole-Kemp economic
plan, unless your home is worth over
$500,000—and if it is, I appreciate it, con-
gratulate you—but in any event, no tax. And
it’s a good idea. They saw it, and they picked
it up and put in theirs, but it’s only tem-
porary. Ours is permanent.

Ours is a good plan: create jobs and oppor-
tunities; capital gains rate, cut it in half, cut
it from 28 percent to 14 percent. There are
$7 trillion in assets locked up in America.
If we cut the capital gains rate—I’m told
every day, I got a letter from a former con-
stituent in Kansas saying, ‘‘I want to sell
property in California, put it in my business
in Kansas. I can’t because the capital gains
rate is too high.’’

We need to get the economy going. That
will help Social Security. That will create
more jobs. That will help people who want
to get off welfare. It’s the American way.

The President. Before Senator Dole left
the Senate, he and Mr. Gingrich also were
recommending that we pass these tax cuts
only insofar as we could pay for them. And
we all assume that the tax cuts will be perma-
nent, but we have to prove we can pay for
them.

After he left the Senate, we abandoned
that. That’s why most experts say that this
tax scheme will blow a huge hole in the defi-
cit, raise interest rates, and weaken the econ-
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omy. And that will take away all the benefits
of the tax cut with a weaker economy. That’s
why we have to balance the budget. And I’ll
tell you how I’m going to pay for anything
I promise you line-by-line. You should expect
that from both of us.

Mr. Lehrer. All right. The next question
is for Senator Dole. Yes, ma’am, right there.

Responding to American Youth
Q. My name is Melissa Lydeana, and I’m

a third-year student out at UC-San Diego.
And I just want to say that it’s a great honor
representing the voices of America. My ques-
tion is concerning you, Mr. Dole, all the con-
troversy regarding your age. How do you feel
you can respond to young voices of America
today and tomorrow?

Senator Dole. Well, I think age is very—
you know, wisdom comes from age, experi-
ence, and intelligence. And if you have some
of each—and I have some age, some experi-
ence, some intelligence—[laughter]—that
adds up to wisdom.

I think it also is a strength; it’s an advan-
tage. And I have a lot of young people work
in my office, work in my campaign. This is
about America. This is about—somebody
said earlier, one of the first questions, we’re
together. It’s one America, one nation.

I’m looking at our economic plan because
I’m concerned about the future for young
people. I’m looking about drugs. The Presi-
dent’s been AWOL for 4 years. I’m looking
about crime. He’ll claim credit now for crime
going down, but it happened because mayors
and Governors and others have brought
crime down. Rudy Giuliani, the mayor of
New York, brought crime down 25 percent
just in New York City, but of course the
President will take credit for that.

My view is we want to find jobs and oppor-
tunities and education. This year the Repub-
lican Congress, as far as student loans, went
from 24 billion to 36 billion over the next
6 years—a 50 percent increase; the highest
appropriation ever, $6 billion for Pell grants.
Very, very important. And we also raised the
amount of each Pell grant.

In our economic plan, the $500 child cred-
it can be used for young people. Rolled over
and over and over—of course, not this age,
but if you have a child 2 years old, 7 percent

interest, it would be worth about $18,000 by
the time that child was ready for college.

The President. I can only tell you that
I don’t think Senator Dole is too old to be
President. It’s the age of his ideas that I ques-
tion.

You’re almost not old enough to remember
this, but we’ve tried this before, promising
people an election-year tax cut that’s not paid
for——

Senator Dole. We tried it last time you
ran.

The President. ——telling you you can
have everything you got—and let me just say
this. Did you hear him say the Congress just
voted to increase student loans and scholar-
ships? They did, after he left. The last budget
he led cut Pell grants, cut student loans. I
vetoed it when they shut the Government
down.

My plan would give students a dollar-for-
dollar reduction for the cost of the typical
community college tuition, a $10,000 deduc-
tion a year for the cost of college tuition,
would let families save in an IRA and with-
draw tax-free to pay for the cost of education.
And it’s all paid for.

My whole administration is about your fu-
ture, it’s about what the 21st century is going
to be like for you. And I hope you’ll look
at the ideas in it.

Thank you.
Senator Dole. Well, when you don’t have

any ideas, I guess you say the other person’s
ideas are old. As I said earlier, they don’t
have any ideas. Their idea is to raise taxes
and spend more money. That’s the liberal
philosophy. If that’s what you like, you’ve got
a perfect candidate.

President Clinton came to California in
1992 and said, ‘‘The centerpiece in my first
4 years is going to be a middle class tax cut.’’
Now, to all you who got that tax cut, con-
gratulations, because you got a big tax in-
crease. You got a $265 billion tax increase.
And he stands here and says politicians who
make promises like that ought to be ignored.
Well, he made the promise.

I keep my word, and you’ll have a tax cut.
It will help you in whatever you’re going to
do in the next few years. Thank you.

Mr. Lehrer. Next question is for President
Clinton, and it’s from—yes, ma’am? Yes?
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Affirmative Action
Q. Hello. My name is Chessie Sanders,

and my question is do you feel that America
has grown enough and has educated itself
enough to totally cut out affirmative action?

The President. No, ma’am, I don’t. I am
against quotas; I’m against giving anybody
any kind of preference for something they’re
not qualified for, but because I still believe
that there is some discrimination and that not
everybody has an opportunity to prove they
are qualified, I favor the right kind of affirm-
ative action.

I’ve done more to eliminate programs—
affirmative action programs that I didn’t
think were fair and to tighten others up than
my predecessors have since affirmative ac-
tion has been around, but I have also worked
hard to give people a chance to prove that
they are qualified.

Let me just give you some examples.
We’ve doubled the number of loans from the
Small Business Administration, tripled the
number of loans to women business people,
no one unqualified. Everybody had to meet
the standards. We’ve opened 260,000 new
jobs in the military to women since I’ve been
President, but the Joint Chiefs say we’re
stronger and more competent and solid than
ever.

Let me give you another example of what
I mean. To me, affirmative action is making
that extra effort. It’s sort of like what Senator
Dole did when he sponsored the Americans
with Disabilities Act that said to certain
stores, ‘‘Okay, you’ve got to make it acces-
sible to people with wheelchairs.’’ We
weren’t guaranteeing anything—anybody
anything except the chance to prove they
were qualified, the chance to prove that they
could do it.

And that’s why I must say I agree with
General Colin Powell that we’re not there
yet. We ought to keep making those extra-
effort affirmative action programs the law
and the policy of the land.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole.
Senator Dole. Well, we may not be there

yet, but we’re not going to get there by giving
preferences and quotas. I supported that
route for some time, and again, I think it
gets back to experience—a little experience,
a little age, a little intelligence. And I noticed

that nobody was really benefiting except a
very small group at the top. The average per-
son wasn’t benefiting. People who had the
money were benefiting. People who got all
the jobs were benefiting.

It seems to me that we ought to support
the California civil rights initiative. It ought
to be not based on gender or ethnicity or
color or disability. I’m disabled. I shouldn’t
have a preference. I would like to have one
in this race, come to think of it. But I don’t
get one. Maybe we can work that out. I get
a 10-point spot. [Laughter]

This is America. No discrimination. Dis-
crimination ought to be punished, but there
ought to be equal opportunity. We ought to
reach out and make certain everybody has
a chance to participate. Equal opportunity,
but we cannot guarantee equal results in
America. That’s not how America became
the greatest country on the face of the Earth.

The President. I have never supported
quotas. I’ve always been against them. They
don’t favor equal results. But I do favor mak-
ing sure everybody has a chance to prove
they’re competent. The reason I have op-
posed that initiative is because I’m afraid it
will end those extra-effort programs.

Again I say think of the American with
Disabilities Act. Make an effort to put a ramp
up there so someone in a wheelchair can get
up. You don’t guarantee that they get the job;
you guarantee they have a chance to prove
they’re competent.

And as I’ve said, this is not a partisan thing
with me. General Powell, Colin Powell said
the same thing. He fears that the initiative
would take away the extra-effort programs.
No preferences to unqualified people, no
quotas, but don’t give up on making an extra
effort till you’re sure everybody has a chance
to prove they’re qualified.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, the next question
is for Senator Dole, and it comes from this
section right here. The back row, there, in
the blue shirt. Yes, sir.

Senator Dole’s Tax Cut Proposal
Q. My name’s Tim David. I’m a mechani-

cal engineer. Senator Dole, how do you re-
duce taxes and balance the budget?

Senator Dole. Oh, I’m glad you asked.
The President. So am I. I am too.
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Senator Dole. What’s your first name?
Tim?

I first want to say the President didn’t
quite give you all the stuff on quotas, because
the Justice Department entered what we call
the Piscataway case up in New Jersey. It’s
pretty clear that was a quota case. And just
because one teacher was white and one
teacher was black and they had the same
qualification, you know, they decided who
would stay there. It shouldn’t be that way.

Now, the President can say, well, he wants
to mend it, not end it. There are 168 Federal
programs that allow quotas. He ended one.

Now this economic package, Tim, I’m glad
you asked because you look like the type that
might be able to benefit from the 15 percent,
across-the-board tax cut and $500-per-child
tax credit for, you know, State tax relief,
which you’re not interested in right now, but
capital gains rate reduction—if you’re taking
care of an elderly parent, you get a $1,000
deduction. We think that’s very important
because a lot of people take care of their
parents.

How do we pay for it? We’re going to have
a constitutional amendment to balance the
budget, which the President opposed and de-
feated. He twisted arms, got six Democrats
to vote with him. We lost by one vote. We’re
going to balance the budget by the year 2002.

The President wants to spend 20 percent
more over the next 6 years; I want to spend
14 percent more and give that 6 percent back
to the people. Remember, it’s your money.
It’s not his money, and it’s not my money.
It’s your money, and you shouldn’t have to
apologize for wanting to keep all you can of
it, but he ought to apologize for wanting to
take more and more. He wants to give you
sort of a Government tax cut which really
doesn’t mean anything.

The President. You know, one of the re-
sponsibilities of growing older, it seems to
me, is being able to tell people something
they may not want to hear just because it’s
truth. When they had a $250 billion tax
scheme—that is half the size of this one, this
one is 550—they passed a budget that had
$270 billion in Medicare cuts, the first edu-
cation cuts in history, cut environmental en-
forcement by 25 percent, took away the guar-
antee of quality standards in nursing homes,

took away the guarantee of health care to
folks with disabilities.

Don’t take my word for this. The Econo-
mist magazine polled lots of economists.
Seven Nobel Prize winners have said, if this
tax scheme passes, it will require huge cuts—
40 percent—in the environment, in law en-
forcement, in education. It will require big-
ger cuts in Medicare than I vetoed last time.
My targeted tax cut gives tax cuts for edu-
cation, childrearing, buying a first-time
home, paying for health care costs, and it’s
paid for. And I’ve told you how I’ll pay for
it. He won’t tell you because he can’t.

Senator Dole. Your targeted tax cut, Mr.
President, never hits anybody. That’s the
problem with it. Nobody ever gets it.

But I must say I’m a little offended by this
word ‘‘scheme.’’ You talked about—last time
you talked about a risky scheme, and then
Vice President Gore repeated it about 10
times in St. Petersburg. If I have anything
in politics, it’s my word. My colleagues,
Democrats and Republicans, will tell you that
Bob Dole kept his word. I’m going to keep
my word to you. I’m going to keep my word
to the American people.

We’re going to cut taxes and balance the
budget. We’re not going to touch Medicare.
It’s going to grow 39 percent, and Social Se-
curity is going to grow 34 percent.

Now, the President doesn’t have any ideas
so he’s out trashing ours. This isn’t going to
blow a hole in the deficit. He promised you
a tax cut in 1992, and if you got one, you
ought to vote for him.

Mr. Lehrer. Sir.
The next question is for the President.
Yes, sir, right there—white shirt.

Family and Medical Leave Act
Q. My name is Dwayne Burns. I’m a mar-

tial arts instructor and a father. Mr. Presi-
dent, could you outline any plans you have
to expand the family leave act?

The President. Thank you.
Well, first let me say that I signed the fam-

ily leave act. It was my very first bill, and
I’m very proud of it because it symbolizes
what I think we ought to be doing.

I don’t take credit for all the good things
that have happened in America, but I take
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credit for what I’ve tried to do to work with
others to make good things happen.

The most important good things that hap-
pen in America happen in families. Just about
every family I know, the main concern is how
am I going to succeed at work and still do
right by my children? Family and medical
leave has let 12 million families take a little
time off for the birth of a child or a family
illness without losing their job. I’d like to see
it expanded in two ways: I’d like to say you
can also take a little time off without losing
your job to go to a regular parent-teacher
conference or to go to a regular doctor’s ap-
pointment with a family member; I’d also like
to see the overtime laws change so that we
could have some more flextime so that at the
discretion of the worker—the worker—if you
earn overtime you could decide whether you
want that time to be taken in cash or in time
with your family if you’ve got a family prob-
lem.

I never go anywhere, it seems like, where
I don’t meet somebody who’s benefited from
the family leave law. In Longview, Texas, the
other day, I met a woman who was almost
in tears because she had been able to keep
her job while spending time with her hus-
band who had cancer. One of the people
who’s here with me today met a woman in
the airport saying that her son just was able
to be present at the birth of his child because
of the family leave law.

So yes, I think it should be expanded. We
have to help people succeed at home and
at work.

Senator Dole. Well, 88 percent of the
people the President claims, or 11 million,
are already covered. And only 5 percent—
keep in mind, only 5 percent of the employ-
ers were even affected by the family leave
act.

We had a better idea. We didn’t win, but
we had a better idea. Now we have a major-
ity; we need to get a President. That was a
tax credit to the employer. Instead of the
Federal Government reaching out, we had
a tax credit to pick up some of the cost, be-
cause if you have to hire a replacement work-
er, that’s a cost. This is the way it ought to
work. Give more power back to the States
and back to the people, back to the taxpayers,

not always the long arm of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

But keep in mind this bill covers 5 percent
of the employers; 95 percent of the employ-
ers and all those employees they employ are
not covered in this act. And according to In-
vestors Daily, which I read just a couple of
days ago, 88 percent of the people he claims
credit for were already covered in collective
bargaining agreements or other agreements.

We had family leave in our office. I’m cer-
tain—I see my friend Senator Mitchell. He
had family leave. I work every day with peo-
ple. I spent a lot of time in hospitals. I know
what it’s like to be in a hospital. Sure, we
want family leave, but there’s a better way
to do it.

The President. I only have 30 seconds.
I can’t fix the statistics. It covers the majority
of the work force. Employers of under 50
are exempted. The bill originally covered em-
ployers of 25 and more, but because of oppo-
sition, we went up to 50. Senator Dole led
the opposition to it. He filibustered it. He
said it was a mistake. He said it would hurt
the economy. We’ve had record numbers of
new small businesses and 101⁄2 million jobs.
It didn’t hurt the economy. He still believes
it’s a mistake. I believe it was right. You can
decide which of us you think are right. It’s
up to you.

Mr. Lehrer. Next question for Senator
Dole.

This side. Yes, ma’am.

Domestic Manufacturing
Q. Hi. My name is Bridget Gianotti, and

I’m a wife and mother of two sons from
Carlsbad. And my question for you, Senator
Dole, is as the wife of a San Diego business
owner, I see one of our biggest problems is
the U.S. does not manufacture enough of our
own products. How would you help this
problem out?

Senator Dole. Well, right, we’ve lost
357,000 manufacturing jobs. And the Bureau
of Labor Statistics said today that they made
a mistake, it’s probably going to be a much,
much higher figure. So we’re talking about
all these new jobs, we’d better wait and see
what the results are.

We’re going to do that with a more aggres-
sive trade policy. We’re going to do that with
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an economic package. We’re going to do that
with regulatory reform. You know, regula-
tions cost the average family—right here,
Democrat or Republican, about $7,000 a
year—7,000—it’s like a tax. Put a lot of peo-
ple out of business.

I met a lady in Colorado Springs about
7 weeks ago, now. She had a small business
with 63 employees. She finally gave it up.
Why? Because of paperwork and regulation.
Congress passed the Paperwork Reduction
Act. The President exempts the IRS, which
creates three-fourths of the paperwork.

We’re going to have regulatory—we’re
going to have litigation reform.

You know, I fell off a platform out in Cali-
fornia, in Chico, a while back. Before I hit
the ground, my cell phone rang, and this trial
lawyer says, ‘‘I think we’ve got a case here.’’
[Laughter] You know, we’ve got to stop some
of these frivolous lawsuits. They’re putting
people out of business, men and women. Get
the economy going, cut the capital gains rate,
create more jobs and opportunities for every-
body in America—that’s what we will do, and
my word is good. I keep my promises. I don’t
break my promises after the election, and I
don’t make new promises on an election year.

We’re going to get it done; we’re going
to grow some of these jobs in America be-
cause we need to get it. They’re going the
wrong way.

The President. Let’s look at the facts. We
lost a lot of manufacturing jobs in the 12
years before I became President. We’ve
gained manufacturing jobs since I’ve been
President. We’ve negotiated over 200 sepa-
rate trade agreements.

Let’s just take California. In California, we
made $37 billion worth of telecommuni-
cations equipment eligible for exports for the
first time. We’re selling everything from tele-
phones to CD’s to rice in Japan. We’re selling
American automobiles in Japan now. I visited
a Chrysler dealership in Japan. We’re num-
ber one in automobile manufacturing, pro-
duction, and sales around the world again for
the first time since the 1970’s. Why? Because
we’ve had tough, aggressive trade policies,
and because we got interest rates down, and
we had a good, stable economic policy, be-
cause we’ve reduced the deficit 4 years in

a row for the first time in the 20th century
that a President’s done that in all 4 years.

And that’s why I don’t want to see us blow
a big hole in the deficit with a tax program
we can’t pay for so your interest rates will
go up and you’ll have to pay back in higher
interest rates what you allegedly will get in
a tax cut.

So I say keep working on expanding the
markets. More than half of these 101⁄2 million
new jobs were in higher wage areas, and we’ll
have more manufacturing and more sales at
home and around the world.

Senator Dole. Well, you may think the
biggest employer in America is General Mo-
tors, but I’ve got news for you. It’s Manpower
Services, hiring people temporarily who’ve
lost their jobs and they go to work for 30
days or 60 days. That’s a good economy? I
don’t think so. They’re setting new records
this year.

We have the worst economy in a century.
We have the slowest growth, about 2.5 per-
cent. The President inherited a growth of
over 5 percent. We don’t have the S&L crisis
anymore. Republicans have cut $53 billion
in spending. That’s why the budget can look
good. It didn’t look too good the first 2 years
when we had a Democratic President and
a Democratic Congress.

Mr. Lehrer. The next question is for
President Clinton. Yes, sir?

Gay Rights
Q. I’m Bob Goldfarb. I’m a travel agent.

And can you please explain your policy on
the Employment Non-Discrimination Act
that would have prohibited discrimination,
would have prohibited people from being
fired from their jobs simply for being gay or
lesbian?

The President. I’m for it. That’s my pol-
icy. I’m for it. I believe that any law-abiding
taxpaying citizen who shows up in the morn-
ing and doesn’t break the law and doesn’t
interfere with his or her neighbors ought to
have the ability to work in our country and
shouldn’t be subject to unfair discrimination.
I’m for it.

Now, I have a little time left, so let me
just say that I get attacked so many times
on these questions it’s hard to answer all
those things. In February—Senator Dole just

VerDate 28-OCT-97 10:48 Nov 07, 1997 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P42OC4.017 p42oc4



2086 Oct. 16 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1996

said we had the worst economy in a century.
In February he said we had the best economy
in 30 years—just February. And I don’t want
to respond in kind to all these things. I could;
I could answer a lot of these things tit for
tat. But I hope we can talk about what we’re
going to do in the future. No attack ever cre-
ated a job or educated a child or helped a
family make ends meet. No insult ever
cleaned up a toxic waste dump or helped an
elderly person. Now, for 4 years that’s what
I’ve worked on. If you’ll give me 4 years
more, I’ll work on it some more.

And I’ll try to answer these charges, but
I prefer to emphasize direct answers to the
future, and I gave you a direct answer.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole?
Senator Dole. Well, I’m opposed to dis-

crimination in any form, but I’m—but I don’t
favor creating special rights for any group.
That would be my answer to this question.
And I’m—you know, there’d be special rights
for different groups in America, but I’m to-
tally opposed to discrimination, don’t have
any policy against hiring anyone—whether
it’s lifestyle or whatever, we don’t have any
policy of that kind, never have had in my
office, nor will we have in the future.

But as far as special rights, I’m opposed
to same-sex marriages, which the President
signed well after midnight one morning, in
the dark of night—he opposed it.

But I’ll get back to the economic package
because I—again, I think this is very impor-
tant. If there is anything that’s going to
change America, it’s get the economy to
grow. The President inherited a good econ-
omy—sure. The S&L crisis ended, we were
selling assets, we had a Republican Congress
cutting spending finally, and he says we’ve
had the best 4 years ever. That’s not true.
We had over 1.2 million bankruptcies—set
a new record. Credit card debt has never
been higher. I just told you about this manu-
facturing job loss which is going to increase.

We need a good, strong economic pack-
age. Let the private sector create the jobs.
And they can do it.

Mr. Lehrer. Mr. President?
The President. If you believe that the

California economy was better in 1992 than
it is today, you should vote for Bob Dole.

I have worked so hard out here to help turn
this economy around.

Let me just give you one tiny example. In
San Diego, where we had some defense cut-
backs, we funded a project with the Univer-
sity of California, San Diego to use airplane
composite materials to build lighter, stronger
bridges—a little project, and a program that
Senator Dole opposed—and that composite
now is going to be built around the bridges
on the Santa Monica freeway to help mini-
mize the impact of earthquakes and create
more jobs. That’s just one tiny example.
Maybe we’ll talk about some more before it’s
over.

Mr. Lehrer. The next question is for Sen-
ator Dole and it’s from this section.

Yes, ma’am? Yes?

Health Care
Q. Senator Dole, I am Verda Stratigus and

I work in health care. And it’s truly an honor
to be here tonight to address both of you.

Senator Dole. Thank you.
Q. Being in health care, we have talked

a little bit about health care tonight, but
mainly MediCal and Medicare have been
mentioned, but the private sector is a prob-
lem. Managed care is taking over, especially
in California, and because of that, the quality
of care is going downhill. There are many,
many people who cannot get the tests that
they need when they need them. And be-
cause of that, they are dying needlessly.
There are many, many more lawsuits being
presented against the managed care industry
because of this. And I think it’s a real prob-
lem that needs to be addressed. What would
you do if you were President?

Senator Dole. Well, one thing I did was
to oppose the Government takeover of health
care that President Clinton offered in 1993,
which created 17 new taxes and 50 new bu-
reaucracies and price controls, because we
were afraid the very thing you mentioned
would have happened. Everybody would
have been forced into managed care. You
couldn’t have chosen your own doctor. And
that would have been the end.

And I think right now we’ve got to go
back—I know they’ve appointed a commis-
sion to take a look at managed care. Maybe
that’s part of the answer. But it seems to me,
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if we start to take choices away from people
and if we drive them into one type care, if
we eliminate fee-for-service altogether or
eliminate the fact you can go to your own
doctor, you’ve got to go somewhere else,
then I think we’ve taken a giant step back-
ward in the United States of America.

We have the best health care delivery sys-
tem in the world, and we want to keep it
that way. That’s why we opposed the Govern-
ment takeover health care plan that Presi-
dent Clinton tried and tried and tried to get
through Congress.

Didn’t get it done. When it ended up we
had more votes than he had, then they de-
cided to pull the plug. It was a big, big mis-
take. Now, whether or not he’ll do that again,
I’ve heard some of the people say, ‘‘Well,
that’s the model we ought to use.’’ And if
he’s reelected, maybe he’ll come back and
try it again. I hope not. I hope not in both
cases. But it does seem to me that you’ve
raised a very important point that needs to
be addressed. We’re going to have watch it,
going to have to take a look at all the man-
aged care going on in California, or we’re
going to end up losing our best care that we
have in the world.

The President. I’m just curious. How
many of you are under managed care plans?
Raise your hand if you’re in managed care.

Senator Dole. Probably the young people
here.

The President. How many of you like it?
Well——

Senator Dole. Two.
The President. ——one of the things that

I tried to do was to make sure that everybody
in the country who was under a managed
care plan should at least have three choices
of plans and would have the right to get out
without penalty every year. Now that’s not
a Government takeover, that’s like the family
and medical leave law. It just tries to set the
rules of the game.

I’m strongly in favor of a Federal bill to
repeal the—any gag rules on providers. In
other words, I believe that doctors should not
be able to be kicked out of managed care
plans just because they tell the patients what
they need and what more expensive care op-
tions might be.

If we’re saving money and managing re-
sources better, that’s a good thing. If we’re
saving money and depriving people of care,
that’s a bad thing. A good place to start is
to say no managed care provider can gag a
doctor and kick the doctor out of the man-
aged care plan for the doctor telling the pa-
tient, ‘‘You need a more expensive test, you
need a more expensive procedure. Your
health requires it.’’

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole?
Senator Dole. Well, I don’t have any

quarrel with that. I think that would help.
But I think what we want to avoid is falling
back into this nationalized health care system
that President Clinton wanted to give us in
1993. If that isn’t a liberal idea, I’ve never
heard one: 17 new taxes; price controls; 50
new bureaucracies. We’d have that trouble
all over America.

We need to deal with managed care. It
not only happened in California, it’s happen-
ing in other States that we visit too. It’s a
national problem, not just a State problem.

Mr. Lehrer. The next question is for
President Clinton, and in this section. Yes,
ma’am. Yes.

Participation in Electoral Process
Q. All right, I’d sort of like to—Coleen

O’Connor. I teach history and political
science at San Diego Mesa College right up
the road here. And I’d like to tee off from
the original question by another teacher and
speak for those people that aren’t here to-
night. Sixty-three percent of the American
people are not participating, that are eligible
to vote, not even participating in the process.
Several parties can’t even get into the debate:
the Green Party, the Reform Party, the Natu-
ral Law Party. All of these people have basi-
cally opted out of what we’re still participat-
ing in.

And if we in fact are going to bring the
country back together and be all faces around
the table, the new American family, what do
you see as something the President can do
to begin that process to bring them back in?

The President. First of all, I think it’s im-
portant to make voting more accessible.
That’s why I strongly supported the motor
voter law. There was a big story, I think, in
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USA Today about the millions of people
who’ve now registered because of it.

Secondly, I think we need to look at mak-
ing the elections more accessible. You know,
several States now are letting people vote
over 3 weeks. A lot of people are busy, and
it’s hard for them to just get there and vote.

The third thing I think we need is more
forums like this, which is one of the reasons
I have so strongly supported campaign fi-
nance reform, because if you want to cut the
cost of campaigns, you have to open the air-
waves, because what drives the cost of a cam-
paign are the costs of advertising on tele-
vision, radio, newspaper, mass mailing. And
if you open the airwaves to more things like
this—you see, it’s not just you that are par-
ticipating here. For every one of you who
stood up here and asked a question tonight,
I promise you, there’s 100,000 Americans
that said, ‘‘I wish I could have asked that
question.’’

So I think we have to change the nature
of politics. The last thing I think we should
do is something I’ve been trying to do since
I’ve been President, is every time I do some-
thing in a public way, I try to have a real
American citizen there who is directly af-
fected by it so that people can see the con-
nection of what happens way across the coun-
try in Washington with more police on the
street in San Diego, clean up the sewage here
in San Diego, doubling the border guards
here in southern California, that there is a
connection between what we do way back
there and what we do here.

Those are my best ideas about it.
Senator Dole. Well, I don’t know of any

perfect solution. I’ve been in politics for
some time, and I worry about people who
don’t vote. And I wonder if it’s our fault, the
candidates’ fault. People say ‘‘I don’t care.
One vote doesn’t make a difference.’’ I can
give you hundreds of cases—you can prob-
ably give me 200 cases where one vote made
a difference. I know it made a lot of dif-
ference many times in the Congress. Cam-
paign finance might help, might help con-
tributions coming in from Indonesia or other
foreign countries, rich people in those coun-
tries, and then being sent back after the L.A.
Times discovers it—$250,000.

But maybe there ought to be more de-
bates. I’d be willing to have another debate
this year where we’d invite all of the can-
didates and talk about the economy. If we
don’t get the economy to grow, if we don’t
cut taxes, and give people child credits, and
cut the capital gains rate, and get this econ-
omy growing, we’re going to limp into the
next century. If we grow the economy, it’s
going to help Social Security, it’s going to
help jobs, it’s going to help everything.

The President. Let me make one other
suggestion. As you’re a teacher, you can have
an impact on that.

One of the things I think that really frus-
trates people is that so often, political cam-
paign seem to be more about the politicians
that are running than the people. Now, there
is a connection, and I think what we have
to do is convince people there’s a big dif-
ference. If you vote one way, you will have
a Department of Education in the 21st cen-
tury; if you vote the other way, you won’t.
If you vote one way, you’ll have an expansion
of family leave; if you vote the other way,
you’ll be lucky to save it.

But these are important questions, and
people have to decide. I think that the Amer-
ican people also need to be a little more re-
sponsible and think about whether there’s a
connection in their lives and what we do in
Washington.

Mr. Lehrer. For Senator Dole, in this sec-
tion. On the back row, yes, ma’am.

Social Security and Alternatives
Q. I’m Iris Seiffert, and I’m unemployed.
Senator Dole. Iris?
Q. Iris. Senator Dole, we talked about So-

cial Security for us Baby Boomers, but
shouldn’t we be saving and investing for our
own retirement as well? Are you planning
any incentives to encourage us to take care
of ourselves rather than to rely on the Gov-
ernment and on Social Security when we re-
tire?

Senator Dole. Well, we have in our eco-
nomic pack, individual retirement accounts
where we think it’ll encourage savings. You
could also use those accounts for health care
or education or a first home. We’re doing
that precisely. And I think one thing sooner
or later we’re going to have to consider is
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to take a look at the Social Security system,
because we’ve got a lot of people advocating
that, well, we don’t want to put our money
into Social Security. Now, you’ve got to be
very careful about that, because you have to
protect the people who are already in the
pipeline. But it’s something you might con-
sider. I’m not suggesting it will be done, but
at least we ought to look at it.

It’s been looked—when I was chairman of
the Finance Committee, which handles So-
cial Security, we looked at all these options,
and one thing we’ve got to make certain—
when I used to go home, my mother would
tell me, ‘‘All I’ve got is my Social Security;
don’t touch it.’’ And we didn’t touch it. We
preserved it.

And I’m an optimist. Your Social Security
is going to be there when you retire. We’ll
fix it. It will probably happen in the year 2012
or 2015. In 1983, we thought we had a 75-
year fix. It didn’t work—much, much less.
But at least we fixed it for some time, and
37 to 40 million people get their checks on
time.

So we need to preserve the system, and
we need to make it stronger. But we also
need to look at some options whether or not
we—it would depend on what the options
are. In fact, they’ve got a commission right
now in Congress, a bipartisan commission,
looking at all the different options they’re
going to present to the next Congress. So
I think we’ll wait and see what they present,
take a look at it.

The President. Our—this is one where we
have some agreement, I think. Only about
half the people in this country have pension
plans, and Social Security is not enough for
a lot of people to live on, or at least it’s not
enough for them to maintain anything like
their previous lifestyle. So we’ve got to figure
out how we’re going to have more people
with pension plans. And pension coverage
has been declining as more and more people
work for small businesses and fewer people
work for big businesses.

So what is in my plan—and I think it’s
almost identical to what’s in Senator Dole’s
plan—is we make more people than are now
eligible to save in an IRA, and we’d let cou-
ples—married couples save more, and then
they could withdraw from it tax-free if they

needed to for medical emergencies or to buy
a home or for an education, but they could
also save to supplement their retirement.

In addition to that, we just passed a sweep-
ing small business reform that makes it easier
for small-business people to take out 401(k)
plans for themselves and their employees and
then much easier for employees to carry it
from job to job. My best friend from grade
school is a computer software salesman, and
he told me last time he changed employers
it took him 9 months to figure out how to
transfer his 401(k) plan. Now, none of that
will happen anymore. And so I hope that over
the next 10 years you’ll see a big increase
in the percentage of people that have pension
plans plus a secure Social Security System.

Senator Dole. Did you say you’re unem-
ployed? The first thing we ought to do is get
you a job. And that’s the economic package
again: Create jobs and opportunities, reduce
the capital gains rate, reduce regulatory re-
form, stop some of this senseless litigation,
and let people work in America. And I think
that’s the thrust we will make.

Obviously, Social Security is a very impor-
tant program. It should—it’ll be preserved,
Democrats or Republicans. It’ll be pre-
served. We want to make certain we protect
those in the pipeline, just as we did back in
1983. And we did it on a bipartisan basis.
We took it out of politics. People get so tired
of politics. And we ought to do the same with
Medicare. Maybe we could make a deal here
tonight.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, the question is for
President Clinton. Does anybody have a for-
eign affairs question in this section? Yes, sir.

Trade With Japan
Q. Good evening. I’m Michael Smith. I’m

an electronics technician in the Navy. My
question was how you plan to deal with the
trade deficit with Japan?

The President. Let me tell you what we
have done. We have concluded with Japan
21, about to be 22 trade agreements now.
And since we did that, in the areas where
we concluded trade agreements, our exports
to Japan have gone up by 85 percent in the
last 4 years, and our trade deficit with Japan
has gone down. Until about 5 months ago,
the Japanese economy was in a deep reces-
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sion. It’s coming back now, so they can buy
even more American products, and I think
it’ll go down more.

But I’m very—that’s one of the real suc-
cess stories here of the work we’ve done.
We’re selling Japanese rice from California
for the first time. I visited a Chrysler dealer-
ship in Tokyo. I visited a Jeep plant, the old-
est auto plant in America, in Toledo, Ohio,
where they’re going to export 41,000 right-
hand-drive Jeeps this year, and they’ve got
700 new jobs because of it.

There is no easy way to do this. When
you’re dealing with an economy that’s tradi-
tionally been more closed and one that’s tra-
ditionally been more open, you just have to
gut it out issue by issue by issue. We just—
but we agreed in principle on our insurance
agreement, and we’re working on three or
four other areas now. But the way you have
to do it make sure you’re competitive—we’re
the most competitive country in the world
now—and then just fight to open those mar-
kets and go try to make the sale. And that’s
what our Trade Ambassador, our Commerce
Secretary, and all the other people in our
administration have tried to do.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator?
Senator Dole. Well, the bottom line is

we’ve got to stop exporting jobs. We need
to keep jobs here. I said there are 357,000
good jobs, manufacturing jobs, which were
lost. And I assume some of those because
of our trading partners; we didn’t have access
to their markets. We ought to insist on ac-
cess. If we don’t have access to their markets
the same way they have access to our mar-
kets, we ought to say, ‘‘Wait, that’s enough.
Time out. When you give us access, we’ll give
you access.’’

It’s very hard to get into the Japanese mar-
ket, as everybody knows. They want to get
into our market. They sell a lot of auto-
mobiles here, create a lot of jobs—those who
sell exports. And it’s very important to the
economy. But I think we want to make cer-
tain.

I supported the President’s trade policy,
but we’ve got to be more aggressive. Once
you have a policy, then you’ve got to go out
and be aggressive and enforce that policy.
There are American jobs that are being lost.
This is what Ross Perot complains about. And

I’d say to the Reform Party, take a look at
the Republican Party. We’re the reform
party, and we’re going to make things better.
And one of the things we’re going to do is
stop exporting jobs in America.

The President. Let me say again, we’ve
had over 200 separate trade agreements in
the last 4 years, by far the largest number
in American history, not just the big ones
you’ve read about but a lot of smaller ones.
And now what we have to do is to focus on
those things we’re real good at and make sure
we’re getting a fair deal.

We just had a pretty serious dispute with
China because they were copying our CD’s
and costing thousands of jobs in places like
California. But we said, ‘‘You know, if you
want to keep doing business and selling your
products over here, you’re going to have to
quit pirating our CD’s.’’ And they agreed to
do a number of things and to let us verify
that they’d done it. But I think they’re going
to make the problem much better.

But there is not a simple, easy answer. You
just have to work on this day-in and day-out,
every month, every year, every issue to make
sure that we have not only free trade but
fair trade. I’m proud that we’re better off
on that than we were 4 years ago.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, the next question
is for Senator Dole, and it’s in this section.
Yes, sir.

President as Role Model
Q. Ron Kite, minister.
Senator Dole. Hi, Ron.
Q. This great Nation has been established

by the Founding Fathers, who possessed very
strong Christian beliefs and godly principles.
If elected President of the United States,
what could you do to return this Nation to
these basic principles? And also, do you feel
that the office of the President has the re-
sponsibility to set the role example to inspire
our young people?

Senator Dole. Well, no doubt about it,
our Founding Fathers had a great deal of
wisdom. And in addition to what you men-
tioned, they also were concerned about this
all-powerful central Government in Wash-
ington, DC, that would in effect confiscate
your property. So I carry around in my pock-
et—I can’t pull it out, I’d violate the rules—
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a copy of the 10th amendment, which says
that we ought to return power to the States
and power to the people—people here. You
ought to make more decisions.

Honor, duty, and country: that’s what
America is all about. Certainly the President
of the United States, in the highest office
in the world, the most important office in
the world, has a responsibility to young peo-
ple, as we talked about earlier—to everyone,
by example. And when it comes to public
ethics, he has a responsibility. When you
have 30-some in your administration who’ve
either left or are being investigated or in jail
or whatever, then you’ve got an ethical prob-
lem. It’s public ethics—I’m not talking about
private, we’re talking about public ethics—
when you have 900 files gathered up by some
guy who was a bouncer in a bar and hired
as a security officer to collect files. In Water-
gate, I know a person who went to jail for
looking at one file, one FBI file. There are
900 sequestered in the White House—900—
people like you. Why should they be rifling
through your files?

So the President has a great responsibility.
And it’s one that I understand and would cer-
tainly carry out.

The President. This is the most religious
great country in history, and yet, interestingly
enough, we have the most religious freedom
of any country in the world, including the
freedom not to believe. And now we have
all these people—just up the road in Los An-
geles County we’ve got people from 150 dif-
ferent racial and ethnic groups, and they’ve
got tons of different religions. But the fun-
damental tenets of virtually every religion are
the same. And what I’ve tried to do is to
support policies that would respect religion,
and then help parents inculcate those values
to their children. Let me very briefly give
you some examples.

One of my proudest moments was signing
the Religious Freedom Restoration Act,
which says the Government’s got to bend
over backwards before we interfere with reli-
gious practice. So I changed a Justice De-
partment effort to get a church to pay back
a man’s tithe because he was bankrupt when
he gave it.

I’ve supported character education pro-
grams in our schools, drug-free schools pro-

grams. I’ve supported giving parents a V-chip
on their television so if they don’t want their
young kids to watch things they shouldn’t
watch, they wouldn’t have to. That’s the kind
of thing we need to do, give people like you
and our families the power to give those val-
ues to our children.

Senator Dole. Well, I think it’s—you
know, before I came in tonight, my wife and
daughter and I had a prayer because if it’s
God’s will, whatever happens—if it’s God’s
will, it will happen.

A constitutional amendment for voluntary
prayer in school in my view would be a great
idea. I support it, and the President opposes
it. I mean, it seems to me the President, who-
ever the President may be, this is one of his
highest responsibilities. People look to the
President of the United States more than any
other person in America. And that’s the way
it’s always been, and that’s the way it always
will be.

Mr. Lehrer. All right, this is our last ques-
tion. It goes to President Clinton, and it’s
from this section.

Yes, ma’am?

‘‘Special Rights’’
Q. My name is Evette Duby, and I too

am a minister; I’m with the Universal Fellow-
ship of Metropolitan Community Churches.

President Clinton, perhaps you can help
me with something tonight. I’ve heard Mr.
Dole say several times, ‘‘all of us together.’’
And when he was asked if he would support
equal rights in employment for gay and les-
bian people, you said that you favored that,
and he said that he did not believe in special
rights. And I thought the question was equal
rights for all people, and I don’t understand
why people are using the term ‘‘special
rights’’ when the question is equal rights.
Could you help me in understanding that?

The President. I want to answer your
question, but let me say one other thing. We
don’t need a constitutional amendment for
kids to pray. And what I did was to have the
Justice Department and the Education De-
partment for the first time every issue a set
of guidelines that we gave to every school
in America saying that children could not be
interfered with in religious advocacy, when
they were praying, when they were doing
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whatever they could do under the Constitu-
tion just because they were on a public school
grounds. And I think anyone who has experi-
enced this would tell you that our administra-
tion has done more than any in 30 years to
clarify the freedom of religion in the public
square, including in the public schools.

Now I think I have to let Senator Dole
speak for himself. It wouldn’t be fair for me
to do that. I would wind up—I mean, it’s
the last question, and I’d mischaracterize it
to try to make you happy.

Let me tell you what I feel. We have a
lot of differences in our country, and some
of us believe that other people’s decisions are
wrong, even immoral. But under our Con-
stitution, if you show up tomorrow and obey
the law, and you work hard, and you do what
you are supposed to do, you’re entitled to
equal treatment. That’s the way the system
works.

All over the world, people are being torn
apart—Bosnia, the Middle East, Northern
Ireland, Rwanda, Burundi, you name it—be-
cause of all their differences. We still have
some of that hatred inside us; you see it in
the church burnings. And one of the things
I’ve tried hardest to do is to tell the American
people that we have to get beyond that, we
have to understand that we’re stronger when
we unite around shared values instead of
being divided by our differences.

Mr. Lehrer. Senator Dole?
Senator Dole. Well, I hope I made my

answer clear. I said I’m opposed to discrimi-
nation. You know, we’ve suffered discrimina-
tion in the disability community. There are
43 million of us. And I can recall cases where
people would cross the street rather than
meet somebody in a wheelchair.

So we want to end discrimination. I think
that answers itself. No discrimination in
America. We’ve made that clear. And I would
just say that it seems to me that that’s the
way it ought to be. We shouldn’t discrimi-
nate—race, color, whatever, lifestyle, disabil-
ity. This is America, and we’re all proud of
it. But we’re not there yet. What we need
is good, strong leadership going into the next
century.

I’m sorry we didn’t have a foreign policy
question, because just this week Secretary
Christopher said, ‘‘Well, we really didn’t

know much the first couple of years about
foreign policy.’’ Now, that was quite an ad-
mission. It underscores what I had to say in
the Hartford debate, that there is really no
foreign policy in this administration. It’s sort
of ad hoc: ‘‘Whatever comes up, we’ll deal
with it.’’ Unfortunately, we didn’t have more
questions on that.

The President. Let me say again, there
is no more important responsibility for the
President than to say if you believe in the
Constitution, the Bill of Rights, and the Dec-
laration of Independence, that’s all we need
to know. And you can be part of our America,
and you can walk across that bridge to the
21st century with us.

And we are not well served when we attack
each other in a kind of an ad hominem way.
It doesn’t create jobs. It doesn’t educate chil-
dren. It doesn’t solve problems. We need to
be disagreeing on ideas honestly and talking
about the future. The future will be the
greatest time in this country’s history if we
can beat this division that is bedeviling the
whole rest of the world.

Mr. Lehrer. All right. Now we go to the
closing statements. Senator Dole, you’re first.
Two minutes, sir.

Closing Statements
Senator Dole. Well, let me thank every-

body here at the university, and Jim, thank
you, all the people who may still be watching
or viewing. This is what it’s all about. It’s
not about me. It’s not about President Clin-
ton. It’s about the process. It’s about select-
ing a President of the United States.

So we have our differences. We should
have our differences. I mentioned other par-
ties. They have their differences. If we all
agreed, it’d be a pretty dull place. We should
have more debates. Maybe we’ll have an-
other debate on the economy.

But I would just say this: This is the high-
est honor that I have ever had in my life
to think that somebody from Russell, Kansas,
somebody who grew up living in a basement
apartment, somebody whose parents didn’t
finish high school, somebody who spent
about 39 months in hospitals after World
War II, somebody who uses a buttonhook
every day to get dressed, somebody who un-
derstands that there are real Americans out
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there with real problems, whether soccer
moms or the single parents or families work-
ing or seniors or people with disabilities,
whoever it may be.

But there are some very fundamental dif-
ferences in this campaign. President Clinton
opposes term limits. President Clinton op-
poses a constitutional amendment to balance
the budget. President Clinton opposes a vol-
untary prayer amendment. He opposes an
amendment to protect the flag of the United
States of America. People give their lives—
a couple of servicemen here—they sacrifice,
they give everything for America. We ought
to protect the American flag with a constitu-
tional amendment.

But beyond that, we need to address the
economy. And I would just say, with my time
running out here, it’s a very proud moment
for me. And what I want the voters to do
is to make a decision. And I want them to
be proud of their vote in the years ahead,
proud that they voted for the right candidate,
proud that they voted, hopefully, for me.

And I’ll just make you one promise. My
word is good. Democrats and Republicans
have said Bob Dole’s word is good. I keep
my word. I promise you, the economy is
going to get better, we’re going to have a
good economic package, and we’re going into
the next century a better America.

Thank you.
Mr. Lehrer. Mr. President.
The President. Thank you, Jim. And

thank you, ladies and gentlemen, and all the
people who are watching.

One thing I’d like to say is I agree with
what Senator Dole said. It’s a remarkable
thing in a country like ours that a man who
grew up in Russell, Kansas, and one who was
born to a widowed mother in Hope, Arkan-
sas, could wind up running for President,
could have a chance to serve as President.
So the first thing I want to say is thank you
for giving me the chance to be President.

This election is about two different visions
about how we should go into the 21st cen-
tury. Would we be better off—as I believe—
working together to give each other the tools
we need to make the most of our God-given
potential, or are we better off saying, ‘‘You’re
on your own’’? Would we be better off build-
ing that bridge to the future together so we

can all walk across it, or saying, ‘‘You can
get across yourself’’?

If you don’t leave this room with anything
else tonight and if the people watching us
don’t leave with anything else, I hope you’ll
leave with this: This is a real important elec-
tion. The world is changing dramatically in
how we work and how we live, how we relate
to each other—huge changes—and the deci-
sions we make will have enormous practical
consequences.

So we’ve talked about our responsibilities
tonight. I want to talk about your responsibil-
ity and your responsibility. Your responsibil-
ity is to show up on November 5th, because
you’re going to decide whether we’re going
to balance the budget now but protect Medi-
care, Medicaid, education, and the environ-
ment. You’ll decide whether we’re going to
keep fighting crime with the Brady bill, the
assault weapons, and finish putting those
100,000 police; whether we’re going to move
a million people from welfare to work;
whether we’re going to give our families
more protection for their kids against drugs
and tobacco and gangs and guns; whether
we’re going to give our children world-class
education where every 8-year-old can read,
every 12-year-old can log in on the Internet,
every 18-year-old can go to college.

If we do those things, we’ll build that
bridge to the 21st century, and the greatest
country in history will be even greater.

Thank you.
Mr. Lehrer. Thank you, Senator. Thank

you, Mr. President.
This concludes—this is the last of the

three 1996 Presidential and Vice Presidential
debates.

NOTE: The debate began at 6 p.m. at the Shiley
Theatre at the University of San Diego. In their
remarks, the debaters referred to Chairman Yas-
ser Arafat of the Palestinian Authority and Prime
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu of Israel.

Remarks to the Community in San
Diego, California
October 16, 1996

Thank you, San Diego. Thank you for
being here tonight. Thank you for your sup-
port and your concern for our country. You
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had a pretty good seat at the debate, didn’t
you?

The first thing I want to say is, I hope
you were proud of your fellow Californians
who were the citizens on that debate. They
did a good job. They asked good questions
and it made me feel good about it.

I want to thank the people who are here
with us tonight. Thank you, Deputy Mayor
Valerie Stallings, for your comments and for
being here. Thank you, Lieutenant Governor
Gray Davis. Thank you, Congressman Bob
Filner, the best advocate this county ever
had. If you had any idea how much time Bob
Filner spends burning my ear about some-
thing for this area, you would double his pay
and cut his hours. It’s amazing what he does.
I also want to say a special word of apprecia-
tion to Peter Navarro, who is also running
for Congress, and I want you to help him
get elected. Stand up, Peter.

We have some other congressional can-
didates in the audience. I know Dan Farrell,
Rita Tamerius, Darity Wesley. Are they here
still? Good for you. Thank you for running.
Thank you, Howard Wayne, for running for
the Assembly. I know you’re here. Thank
you, Representative Richard Katz, for being
here. And Susan Davis, thank you for being
here. Thank you, State senator and the leader
of the State senate, Senator Lockyer. Thank
you for being here. And thank you, Kathleen
Connell, for your leadership in the State con-
troller’s office.

Ladies and gentlemen, I want you to join
me in thanking the people who provided our
music—the Lincoln High School Gospel
Choir. Where are they? The Scripps Ranch
High School Marching Band. That’s how we
build a crowd, you know. You bring a band
and all their relatives come and their friends.
It’s great. And Little Feat, weren’t they
great? Give Little Feat a hand. [Applause]
They were terrific.

Folks, I’m so glad to see you here tonight.
I’m so glad to see so many young people here
tonight. It’s your future we’re fighting for.

You know, I have had a lot of good and
some very moving days in California since
I have been President. I’ve had a lot of great
days in this county since I first started coming
here as a candidate. And I was thinking to-
night—hoping that I would get some ques-

tions about it—but I want to say to you, the
people of this county have worked with our
administration, and that’s why we’ve been
able to double the border guards here, why
we’ve been able to invest in cleaning up the
environment here, why we’ve been able to
help put more police on the street here, why
we’ve been able to guarantee that there will
be more contracts with that shipyard here,
so that those folks who asked me not to forget
them will have jobs into the 21st century.
And I thank all of you who had anything to
do with that.

You know, tonight you heard two very dif-
ferent visions of our future. And what you
also heard was what I think is the last debate
I’ll ever be in as a candidate—unless I run
for the school board some day. [Laughter]
But while it was my last debate, I hope it
was the beginning of a lot of conversations
that all of you will have about what our coun-
try is going to be like in the 21st century.
There are enormous tactical consequences to
the ideas that we have—whether you really
believe that we’re better off on our own or
whether we’re better off when we work to-
gether to give each other the tools to make
the most of our lives and our families and
our communities.

There’s a lot of significance to whether you
believe we should build a bridge to the future
we can all walk across, or just show people
the valley and say, ‘‘I hope you can find some
way to get over it;’’ whether you believe that
we’re out there on our own because the Gov-
ernment is intrinsically our enemy or wheth-
er you think that the Government is just an-
other part of this great partnership we call
America. And Hillary was right: it does take
a village to raise a child and build a commu-
nity and build a future.

I want all of you to know, especially the
young people that—I want you to know that,
as someone who is not so young anymore,
I am more idealistic today about the promise
of this country than I was the day I took the
oath of office as President. I have more con-
fidence today in our ability to work together
to make good things happen for America
than I did the day I took the oath of office.
I have more conviction today that our best
days are still ahead. And I know that 20 days
from now, if we decide that together we’re
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going to build that bridge, that our best days
are still ahead, and your best days are still
ahead and America will still be the greatest
country in human history in the 21st century.
Will you help me build that bridge? Will you
help me do it for 20 more days? [Applause]

Thank you, and God bless you all. Thank
you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:47 p.m. in the
Organ Pavilion at Balboa Park. In his remarks,
he referred to Peter Navarro, candidate for Cali-
fornia’s 49th Congressional District; Dan Farrell,
candidate for California’s 48th Congressional Dis-
trict; Rita Tamerius, candidate for California’s
51st Congressional District; Darity Wesley, can-
didate for California’s 52d Congressional District;
and Susan Davis, candidate for California State
Assembly. A tape was not available for verification
of the content of these remarks.

Notice—Continuation of Emergency
With Respect to Significant Narcotics
Traffickers Centered in Colombia
October 16, 1996

On October 21, 1995, by Executive Order
12978, I declared a national emergency to
deal with the unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security, foreign policy,
and economy of the United States con-
stituted by the actions of significant foreign
narcotics traffickers centered in Colombia,
and the unparalleled violence, corruption,
and harm that they cause in the United States
and abroad. The order blocks all property
and interests in property of foreign persons
listed in an Annex to the order, as well as
foreign persons determined to play a signifi-
cant role in international narcotics trafficking
centered in Colombia, to materially assist in,
or provide financial or technological support
for or goods or services in support of, the
narcotics trafficking activities of persons des-
ignated in or pursuant to the order, or to
be owned or controlled by, or to act for or
on behalf of, persons designated in or pursu-
ant to the order. The order also prohibits any
transaction or dealing by United States per-
sons or within the United States in such
property or interests in property. Because the
activities of significant narcotics traffickers
centered in Colombia continue to threaten

the national security, foreign policy, and
economy of the United States and to cause
unparalleled violence, corruption, and harm
in the United States and abroad, the national
emergency declared on October 21, 1995,
and the measures adopted pursuant thereto
to deal with that emergency, must continue
in effect beyond October 21, 1996. There-
fore, in accordance with section 202(d) of the
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C.
1622(d)), I am continuing the national emer-
gency for 1 year with respect to significant
narcotics traffickers centered in Colombia.

This notice shall be published in the Fed-
eral Register and transmitted to the Con-
gress.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
October 16, 1996.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:15 a.m., October 17, 1996]

NOTE: This notice was published in the Federal
Register on October 18.

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Transmitting a Notice on Colombian
Narcotics Traffickers
October 16, 1996

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides for
the automatic termination of a national emer-
gency unless, prior to the anniversary date
of its declaration, the President publishes in
the Federal Register and transmits to the
Congress a notice stating that the emergency
is to continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this provision,
I have sent the enclosed notice to the Federal
Register for publication, stating that the
emergency declared with respect to signifi-
cant narcotics traffickers centered in Colom-
bia is to continue in effect for 1 year beyond
October 21, 1996.

The circumstances that led to the declara-
tion on October 21, 1995, of a national emer-
gency have not been resolved. The actions
of significant narcotics traffickers centered in
Colombia continue to pose an unusual and
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extraordinary threat to the national security,
foreign policy, and the economy of the Unit-
ed States and to cause unparalleled violence,
corruption, and harm in the United States
and abroad. For these reasons, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to maintain in force
the broad authorities necessary to maintain
economic pressure on significant narcotics
traffickers centered in Colombia by blocking
their property subject to the jurisdiction of
the United States and by depriving them of
access to the U.S. market and financial sys-
tem.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. This
letter was released by the Office of the Press Sec-
retary on October 17.

Remarks in Santa Ana, California
October 17, 1996

Thank you. Good morning. What a crowd.
Thank you for being here. Thank you. Mayor
Pulido, thank you for that wonderful wel-
come. Thank you for your leadership of this
great city. And let me say that the mayor was
a little too modest. I want to brag on him
a little more. We have had a great partner-
ship with this city. Among other things, our
program to put 100,000 police on our street
has brought 54 here, and the crime rate has
gone down by 50 percent in Santa Ana.
Thank you, Mayor, for your leadership and
your work here. I’d like to thank Lieutenant
Governor Gray Davis for being here. Senator
Chris Dodd is here, all the way from Con-
necticut, the chairman of the Democratic
Party. Thank you, sir, for being here. Thank
you, Art Torres, our Democratic Party chair,
for being here.

I’d like to say a special word of thanks to
the mayor of Tustin, Tracy Worley, for being
here. She spoke earlier. Thank you, Mayor.
God bless you, and thank you so much. I’d
like to thank the other congressional can-
didates who are here, Sally Alexander, Tina
Louise Laine, Dan Farrell. I thank Steven
Weber for speaking earlier. And I want to
thank the Santa Ana High School Marching

Band, the Saddleback High School Road
Runners. Thank you both for being here.
Thank you both. Thank you.

I’d like to thank all the young AmeriCorps
volunteers who are here for the work you’re
doing to make our country a better place.
Thank you, Lou Correa, for your speech and
for what you’re doing. Give him a hand, folks.
He did a good job. [Applause] And I was
watching Loretta Sanchez give her speech,
and I thought, boy, I’m glad she’s not run-
ning against me. [Laughter] Thank you for
running for Congress. Thank you for your
commitment to give this congressional seat
back to all the people of this congressional
district. Thank you, Loretta Sanchez.

Ladies and gentlemen, a lot of people have
asked me what I thought about the debate
last night. And what I thought was that every-
body in California should be very proud of
those 123 citizens from San Diego and the
surrounding area. They did a fine job, and
they spoke for all of America, and I was very
proud of them. I know you were, too.

When I came to Orange County in 1992,
many people said, ‘‘Why are you going there?
It’s the most Republican county in the coun-
try.’’ And I said, ‘‘Because I’m trying to
change our country, and Orange County has
got to be a big part of America’s future.’’ I
came because I was tired of the politics of
blame and division and name calling that had
dominated Washington for far too long, be-
cause people being put into little boxes and
labeled gave everyone an excuse not to work
together to solve our problems and move this
country forward. I did it because I believed
that you could go beyond the tired rhetoric
of yesterday’s politics, that the real issue was
how you could be both good for business and
good for working people, how you could both
grow the economy and protect the environ-
ment. I believe that you could be a fiscal con-
servative and still be progressive enough to
meet the challenges of today and tomorrow
for all these young people in the audience.
That’s what I believed then; that’s what I be-
lieve now.

And so, in 1992, I came to California and
Orange County saying that I wanted to create
a country in which there’s opportunity for
all, responsibility from all, and an American
community in which everyone has a place.
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Do you feel that we’re better off than we
were 4 years ago? [Applause] You know 4
years ago, the people of California had to
take me on faith, but now there is a record.
There has never been a partnership between
the National Government and the people of
any State like the one we have forged over
the last 4 years. A lot of it was born of neces-
sity, of earthquakes and fires and floods, of
the economic dislocation caused by defense
cutbacks, of the terrible recession you were
facing when I came here. But little by little,
day by day, month by month, we worked to-
gether to meet the challenges the people of
California faced. And look at the difference
4 years can make.

Four years ago, we had high unemploy-
ment and rising frustration. We still have a
lot of challenges, but compared to 4 years
ago, we have lower unemployment, 101⁄2 mil-
lion new jobs, a 15-year high in homeowner-
ship, the biggest drop in childhood poverty
in 20 years, the biggest drop in inequality
among working Americans in 27 years, the
lowest rates combined of unemployment, in-
flation, and home mortgage interest rates in
27 years. We are on the right track to the
21st century.

After inflation the typical family’s income
is up over $1,600. Nearly 2 million people
have moved from welfare to work. The crime
rates have gone down for 4 years in a row.
And we have invested more money in edu-
cation and research and in environmental
protection while holding Government spend-
ing to slower growth than my two Republican
predecessors did. And we brought the deficit
down every year for 4 years, the first time
in the 20th century any administration has
done that.

Our friends on the other side, they com-
plain about Government all the time. They
set it up as the enemy; it’s Government ver-
sus the people. The last time I checked, the
Constitution said, ‘‘of the people, by the peo-
ple and for the people.’’ That’s what the Dec-
laration of Independence says. That’s why,
even though we have abolished more regula-
tions, ended more programs, and reduced
the size of the Government more than our
predecessors did, we have also done more
to create opportunity, to reinforce respon-
sibility, and to bring the American people

into a community together instead of always
dividing us. I am tired of that. I want us to
go forward together, and I think you do, too.

Let me say, I was just looking at this mag-
nificent new courthouse that’s coming up up
here, and I want to give special credit to one
citizen of Orange County, a Republican,
Roger Johnson, who worked in our adminis-
tration and had a lot to do with the progress
of the last 4 years. He’s not here today, but
I want to thank him for what he did.

Ladies and gentlemen, the FBI reported
last week that our crime rate is at a 10-year
low. In California it’s dropped to a 25-year
low. We can change this country. You don’t
have to wonder anymore about whether what
we do and you do together can make a dif-
ference to make life better. Four years ago,
it was simply a matter of faith. Today you
have a record.

Now, I’m glad we’ve got some of our
friends in the opposition over there, and I
understand why they have to try to shout us
down every now and then, because for them
the evidence hurts. But let’s talk about the
evidence and welcome them here.

But the question is not what have we done,
but what will we do? Last night, I was so
moved by the questions, because repeatedly
what people wanted to know was, what are
you going to do about this, that, or the other
thing; how does what you do affect how I
live; how does what you do, Mr. President,
affect the world my children will live in.

And I was so impressed because the peo-
ple who asked questions were not just con-
cerned about what’s going to happen next
week or next month, they were also worried
about what the world would be like in 20
years, in 30 years. And I tell you what I try
to think about every day—and I recommend
this to all of you, before you vote on Novem-
ber the 5th, you ought to try this: Every day
I ask myself, can I say in 30 seconds or a
minute what my vision is for America in the
21st century? Can I say in a minute what
I want my country to look like when my
daughter is my age, when our children are
our age? What do you want to be able to
say about America and be absolutely sure it’s
true when we go roaring into this new cen-
tury?
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The young people in this audience today,
many of them will be doing jobs that have
not been invented yet. Some of them will
be doing work that has not even been imag-
ined yet. And what we have to do is to create
a world that will enable all of them to live
up to the fullest of their God-given potential,
a world in which all citizens take responsibil-
ity not only for themselves and their own
families but for bringing us together and
moving us forward.

As I said, I think you saw two very different
visions of the future last night, two honestly
different visions. We need not say bad things
about our opponents to say we just have dif-
ferent views. We just have different views.

I believe the most important things in all
of our lives are the personal things—that
your individual life, your family life is clearly
the most important thing. I believe many
things have to be done at the grassroots level
by people in the private sector, by religious
and community organizations and civic orga-
nizations, by local government. But I believe
the National Government is not your enemy;
it is your servant, your partner. I believe it
does take a village to raise our children and
build our future.

And let me say to you, what does that
mean in practical terms? It means I’m proud
of the fact that we lowered the deficit for
4 years in a row, but I want to finish the
job of balancing the budget, to keep interest
rates down and the economy growing. Cali-
fornia has not come all the way back. Not
everybody who wants a good job has one.
We’ve got to balance the budget, but we do
not have to wreck Medicare or Medicaid or
cut education or environmental protection or
research and turn our back on our future to
do it. And we should not blow a hole in it
with his $550 billion tax scheme. We should
keep going.

I believe we have to help our families. I
go all over the country talking to people, and
whenever I go home, I also spend a fair
amount of time talking to people I grew up
with. Most of them are just solid middle class
citizens leading the lives that we all assumed
we would lead when we were children. And
everybody I talk to, when they talk about
their real concerns, somehow or another it
always gets around to: Can I succeed at home

and at work? Can I raise a successful family
and have a good career? Will I be able to
do well enough financially to take care of my
family, but will I have enough time with my
family so that the money means something
to me? I hear it everywhere in different ways.
That’s why I’m proud the first bill I signed
was the Family and Medical Leave Act, an
honest difference between my opponent and
me.

So what are we going to do about it? First
of all, we ought to have a tax cut, but it ought
to be one we can afford and still balance the
budget, one targeted to childrearing, to edu-
cation, to buying a home, to dealing with
medical costs.

Secondly, we ought to keep working to
protect our children from the dangers of
crime and guns and gangs and drugs and to-
bacco. We need to finish the job. We have
only funded about half of those 100,000 po-
lice. The opposition believes we’re making
a mistake putting these police on the street.
The mayor knows better. I say let’s finish the
job of putting 100,000 police on the street.
Will you help me do that? [Applause]

The second thing we ought to do, we
passed the Brady bill and the assault weapons
ban and this country is safer because of it.
But our police officers are not as safe as they
ought to be, and we ought to ban bullets
whose only purpose is to pierce the bullet-
proof vests that police officers wear and pro-
tect them.

We ought to continue to expand the safe
and drug-free schools program so that in
every grade school in this country there’s a
D.A.R.E. officer, there’s somebody in a uni-
form telling our kids that drugs are wrong,
drugs can kill you, giving them somebody to
look up to. We shouldn’t cut that program
back for 23 million kids, as our adversaries
tried to do. I say let’s stay with the safe and
drug-free schools program. Will you help me
do that? [Applause]

We ought to continue until we have finally
put into effect a set of legally binding rules
that will stop tobacco companies from adver-
tising and distributing tobacco to children.
Three thousand kids a day start smoking ille-
gally; 1,000 will die sooner because of it. It
is illegal. It is wrong. We should not reverse
course. That’s another difference between
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me and our friends on the other side. Will
you help us prevail in that fight? Will you
stick up for our future? [Applause]

We ought to expand the family and medi-
cal leave law so parents can take a little time
off from work without losing their jobs to
take their children to regular doctors’ ap-
pointments and to go to parent-teacher con-
ferences at the schools. That’s important, too,
and our economy will be stronger if our par-
ents are happier at work because they know
their kids are doing better. Will you help me
do that? [Applause]

We passed health care reform to say you
can’t have your health insurance taken away
just because you changed jobs or someone
in your family gets sick. Twenty-five million
Americans could be helped by it. We stopped
insurance companies from forcing hospitals
to kick mothers and newborn babies out of
the hospital after just a day. They can’t do
that anymore.

But we have more to do. Our balanced
budget plan will provide coverage to families
when they’re between jobs for up to 6
months, will add another million children to
the ranks of health-insured instead of unin-
sured, will provide mammograms for women
on Medicare, and will help families who are
caring for a member with Alzheimer’s. And
it’s all paid for in the balanced budget. Will
you help me do that? [Applause]

We’ve worked with States all over the
country, without regard to party, including
California, to move nearly 2 million people
from welfare to work. I signed a welfare re-
form bill that says, we’ll still guarantee to
poor families health care and nutrition, but
the money that the Federal Government
used to send to the States for a welfare check
now has to be turned into a paycheck within
2 years for able-bodied people. That’s a good
thing to say, but you have to have the jobs
there if you’re going to make people take
them. I have a plan to say that this is the
beginning, not the end of welfare reform. We
have to create at least another million jobs
in the private sector with tax incentives and
other support. Will you help me do that?
[Applause]

We have made the air and the water clean-
er. We have made our food safer. We have
cleaned up more toxic waste sites in 3 years

than the previous administrations did in 12.
But 10 million American children still live
within 4 miles of a toxic waste dump, and
that is wrong. We have a plan, paid for in
our balanced budget plan, to clean up the
500 worst sites in this country so that we can
say by the 21st century the children of Amer-
ica, rich, poor, or middle class, are going to
grow up next to parks, not poison. Will you
help us do that? [Applause]

And finally, and most important of all, we
have got to guarantee that every child in this
country has access to the finest educational
opportunities in the entire world in part—
in part, because we are more than ever a
nation of immigrants, 40 percent of our chil-
dren cannot read independently by the third
grade. That means that everything they try
to learn later on in life, they are handicapped
in learning. It is wrong for us to permit chil-
dren to leave the third grade not being able
to read on their own.

I have a plan to mobilize 30,000 trained
reading tutors, including AmeriCorps volun-
teers, to enlist a million volunteers across
America so that we can go into the schools
of America and teach our children. We did
this in a rural county in Kentucky, and within
a year the average child had increased their
reading level by 3 years—3 years. We can
do this.

So I ask you, will you help me put a million
people out there so that every 8-year-old can
say, ‘‘This is a book, and I can read it all
by myself’’? Will you help me? Will you help
us to hook up every classroom and library
in every school in the United States, free ac-
cess to the Internet, to the World Wide Web,
so that every child in America can be part
of this new technology age? [Applause] And
to grownups here who aren’t as expert in
computers as a lot of the kids are, let me
tell you what that means. That means, if we
can say that every 12-year-old in America can
log on to the Internet, let me tell you what
that means in practical terms. It means for
the first time in the entire history of the Unit-
ed States, for the very first time, we can say
that every child in America, rich, poor, or
middle class, in every community in America,
now has access to the same learning at the
same level of quality at the same time. It
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will revolutionize education in America. Will
you help me do it? [Applause]

And finally, we must open the doors of
college education to all Americans of any age
who need further education. I want to give
every family the ability to save for an IRA
but withdraw tax-free if the money’s used to
pay for college or health care or buying a
first home. I want to make 2 years of edu-
cation after high school just as universal as
a high school diploma is today. And we can
do it in only 4 years if we’ll simply say we’re
going to let you deduct from your tax bill
dollar for dollar the cost of a typical commu-
nity college tuition. Will you help me do that?
[Applause] And we should make any college
cost, any college tuition tax deductible up to
$10,000 a year for any Americans of any age,
including older people who need to go back
and get school. Will you help us do that?
[Applause]

Now, this election is 19 days away. And
they always tell you when you’re 19 days
away, just come in like this, give a whoop-
dee-doo speech, talk 3 minutes, leave—no
more issues. But I’m telling you, the big
question is 19 days is, who’s going to show
up. Are you going to show up? Are you going
to show up? [Applause]

And example, after example, after exam-
ple—some of which I was able to cite last
night—the people of the State of California
can say, ‘‘There is a direct consequences be-
tween the vote I cast, the person who is in
charge in Washington, and the decisions
made here on the streets of Santa Ana and
every other city in this State that affect my
life.’’

So I ask you—I talk a lot about our respon-
sibilities—it is your responsibility to go vote,
your responsibility as a citizen, your respon-
sibility to be there, your responsibility to
build that bridge to the 21st century. In 19
days let’s do it.

Thank you and God bless you. Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:26 a.m. at the
Old Orange County Courthouse. In his remarks,
he referred to Mayor Miguel Pulido of Santa Ana;
actor Steven Weber; State Assembly candidate
Lou Correa; and former Administrator of General
Services Roger Johnson. A tape was not available
for verification of the content of these remarks.

Proclamation 6942—To Amend the
Generalized System of Preferences
October 17, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
1. Sections 501(1) and (4) of the Trade

Act of 1974, as amended (‘‘Trade Act’’) (19
U.S.C. 2461(1) and (4)), provide that, in af-
fording duty-free treatment under the Gen-
eralized System of Preferences (GSP), the
President shall have due regard for, among
other factors, the effect such action will have
on furthering the economic development of
a beneficiary developing country and the ex-
tent of the beneficiary developing country’s
competitiveness with respect to eligible arti-
cles. Section 502(c)(2) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(c)(2)) provides that, in deter-
mining whether to designate any country as
a beneficiary developing country for pur-
poses of the GSP, the President shall take
into account various factors, including the
country’s level of economic development, the
country’s per capita gross national product,
the living standards of its inhabitants, and any
other economic factors he deems appro-
priate. Section 502(d) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(d)) authorizes the President to
withdraw, suspend, or limit the application
of duty-free treatment under the GSP with
respect to any country after considering the
factors set forth in sections 501 and 502(c)
of the Trade Act. Section 502(f)(2) of the
Trade Act (19 U.S.C. 2462(f)(2)) requires the
President to notify the Congress and the af-
fected country, at least 60 days before termi-
nation, of the President’s intention to termi-
nate the affected country’s designation as a
beneficiary developing country for purposes
of the GSP.

2. Section 502(e) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(e)) provides that the President
shall terminate the designation of a country
as a beneficiary developing country if the
President determines that such country has
become a ‘‘high income’’ country as defined
by the official statistics of the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development.
Termination is effective on January 1 of the
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second year following the year in which such
determination is made.

3. Section 502(c)(7) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(c)(7)) provides that, in deter-
mining whether to designate any country a
beneficiary developing country under this
section, the President shall take into account
whether the country has taken or is taking
steps to afford internationally recognized
worker rights to workers in the country.

4. Section 502(a)(1) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(a)(1)) authorizes the President
to designate countries as beneficiary develop-
ing countries for purposes of the GSP. Sec-
tion 503(c)(2)(F) of the Trade Act (19 U.S.C.
2463(c)(2)(F)) authorizes the President to
disregard the limitations provided in section
503(c)(2)(A)(i)(II) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2463(c)(2)(A)(i)(II)) with respect to
any eligible article if the aggregate appraised
value of the imports of such article into the
United States during the preceding calendar
year is de minimis.

5. Section 502(a)(2) of the Trade Act (19
U.S.C. 2462(a)(2)) authorizes the President
to designate any beneficiary developing
country as a least-developed beneficiary de-
veloping country for purposes of the GSP
based on the considerations in sections 501
and 502(c) of the Trade Act.

6. Pursuant to section 502(d) of the Trade
Act, and having considered the factors set
forth in sections 501 and 502(c)(2), I have
determined that Malaysia is sufficiently ad-
vanced in economic development and im-
proved in trade competitiveness that contin-
ued preferential treatment under the GSP
is not warranted, and that it is appropriate
to terminate the designation of Malaysia as
a beneficiary developing country for pur-
poses of the GSP effective January 1, 1997.
In order to take into account the termination
of benefits under the GSP for articles im-
ported from Malaysia, I have determined
that it is appropriate to: (i) terminate the des-
ignation of Malaysia for GSP purposes as a
member of the Association of South East
Asian Nations (‘‘ASEAN’’) and to modify
general note 4(a) of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (‘‘HTS’’) to
reflect such termination, (ii) delete from gen-
eral note 4(d) of the HTS and from pertinent
HTS subheadings all references to particular

products of Malaysia which are currently ex-
cluded from preferential tariff treatment
under the GSP, and (iii) to terminate any
waivers of the competitive need limits grant-
ed to Malaysia pursuant to section 503(d) of
the Trade Act (19 U.S.C. 2463(d)).

7. Pursuant to section 502(e) of the Trade
Act, I have determined that Cyprus, Aruba,
Macau, the Netherlands Antilles, Greenland,
and the Cayman Islands meet the definition
of a ‘‘high income’’ country as defined by the
official statistics of the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development. As a re-
sult and pursuant to section 502(e) of the
Trade Act, I am terminating the preferential
treatment under the GSP for articles that are
currently eligible for such treatment and that
are imported from Cyprus, Aruba, Macau,
the Netherlands Antilles, Greenland, and the
Cayman Islands effective January 1, 1998.

8. Pursuant to section 502(d) of the Trade
Act, and having considered the factors set
forth in sections 501 and 502(c)(7), I have
determined that it is appropriate to suspend
some of Pakistan’s GSP benefits because of
insufficient progress on affording workers in
that country internationally recognized work-
er rights. In order to reflect the suspension
of benefits under the GSP for certain articles
imported from Pakistan, I have determined
that it is appropriate to modify general note
4(d) of the HTS and pertinent HTS subhead-
ings so that Pakistan will no longer receive
preferential tariff treatment under the GSP
with respect to certain eligible articles effec-
tive July 1, 1996.

9. Pursuant to section 502(a)(1) of the
Trade Act, I am acting to correct the name
of Guinea-Bissau and the Republic of Yemen
in the HTS, beneficiary developing countries
previously proclaimed. In addition, I have
determined that it is appropriate to disregard
section 503(c)(2)(A)(i)(II) of the Trade Act
with respect to certain eligible articles from
certain beneficiary developing countries
based on imports for calendar year 1994 and
to restore preferential treatment under the
GSP to imports of such articles from such
countries.

10. Pursuant to sections 502(a)(2) and
502(d) of the Trade Act, and having consid-
ered the factors set forth in sections 501 and
502(c), I have determined that Botswana and
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Western Samoa should be deleted from the
list of least-developed beneficiary developing
countries and Angola, Ethiopia, Madagascar,
Zaire, and Zambia should be added.

11. Section 604 of the Trade Act, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 2483), authorizes the
President to embody in the HTS the sub-
stance of the relevant provisions of that Act,
and of other Acts affecting import treatment,
and actions thereunder.

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
States, including but not limited to section
301 of Title 3, United States Code, and Title
V and section 604 of the Trade Act, do pro-
claim that:

(1) In order to terminate the designation
of Malaysia as a beneficiary developing coun-
try under the GSP and to modify the list of
beneficiary developing countries designated
as least-developed beneficiary developing
countries for purposes of the GSP, the HTS
is modified as provided in Annex I to this
proclamation.

(2) In order to terminate the designation
of Cyprus, Aruba, Macau, the Netherlands
Antilles, Greenland, and the Cayman Islands
as beneficiary developing countries under
the GSP, the HTS is modified as provided
in Annex II to this proclamation.

(3) In order to reflect the suspension of
benefits under the GSP for certain articles
imported from Pakistan, the HTS is modified
as provided in Annex III to this proclamation.

(4) In order to correct the name of Guin-
ea-Bissau and Republic of Yemen and to re-
store preferential treatment to certain eligi-
ble articles from certain beneficiary develop-
ing countries as a result of granting of de
minimis waivers to such articles, the HTS is
modified as provided in Annex IV to this
proclamation.

(5) I delegate to the United States Trade
Representative the powers granted to me in
section 502(f)(2) of the Trade Act to notify
a country of my intention to terminate that
country’s status as a beneficiary developing
country for the purposes of the GSP.

(6) 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.

(7) The modifications to the HTS made
in paragraphs (1) through (4) of this procla-
mation shall be effective with respect to arti-
cles both: (i) imported on or after January
1, 1976, and (ii) entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse for consumption, on or after the
date specified in the respective Annex.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this seventeenth day of October,
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
and ninety-six, and of the Independence of
the United States of America the two hun-
dred and twenty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., October 18, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation and its annexes were
published in the Federal Register on October 21.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
the Generalized System of
Preferences
October 17, 1996

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
The Generalized System of Preferences

(GSP) program offers duty-free treatment to
specified products that are imported from
designated developing countries. The pro-
gram is authorized by title V of the Trade
Act of 1974, as amended.

Pursuant to title V, I have determined that
Malaysia should be graduated from the GSP
program because it is sufficiently advanced
in economic development and improved in
trade competitiveness. I have also deter-
mined that certain products from Pakistan
should be suspended from duty-free treat-
ment under the GSP program because it is
not making sufficient progress in protecting
basic labor rights. In addition, I have deter-
mined that Botswana and Western Samoa
should be deleted from the list of least-devel-
oped beneficiary developing countries and
Angola, Ethiopia, Madagascar, Zaire, and
Zambia should be added to that list. Finally,
I have determined that Cyprus, Aruba,
Macau, the Netherlands Antilles, Greenland,
and the Cayman Islands meet the definition
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of ‘‘high income’’ country as defined by the
statistics of the International Bank for Re-
construction and Development and are sub-
ject to mandatory graduation.

The action regarding Malaysia and des-
ignation of least-developed beneficiary devel-
oping countries is effective January 1, 1997.
The action against Pakistan is retroactive to
July 1, 1996. The mandatory graduation of
high income countries is effective January 1,
1998.

This notice is submitted in accordance
with the requirements of title V of the Trade
Act of 1974.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate.

Proclamation 6943—Honoring the
Filipino Veterans of World War II
October 17, 1996

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
During the dark days of World War II,

nearly 100,000 soldiers of the Philippine
Commonwealth Army provided a ray of hope
in the Pacific as they fought alongside United
States and Allied forces for 4 long years to
defend and reclaim the Philippine Islands
from Japanese aggression. Thousands more
Filipinos joined U.S. Armed Forces imme-
diately after the war and served in occupa-
tional duty throughout the Pacific Theater.
For their extraordinary sacrifices in defense
of democracy and liberty, we owe them our
undying gratitude.

Valiant Filipino soldiers fought, died, and
suffered in some of the bloodiest battles of
World War II, defending beleaguered Bataan
and Corregidor, and thousands of Filipino
prisoners of war endured the infamous Ba-
taan Death March and years of captivity.
Their many guerrilla actions slowed the Japa-
nese takeover of the Western Pacific region
and allowed U.S. forces the time to build and
prepare for the allied counterattack on Japan.
Filipino troops fought side-by-side with U.S.

forces to secure their island nation as the
strategic base from which the final effort to
defeat Japan was launched.

This month, as we mark the anniversary
of General MacArthur’s return to the Phil-
ippines, we acknowledge the important role
Filipino soldiers played in turning back ag-
gression, defending liberty, and preserving
democracy, and we extend to them our abid-
ing thanks.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim October 20, 1996,
as a day Honoring the Filipino Veterans of
World War II. I urge all Americans to recall
the courage, sacrifice, and loyalty of Filipino
veterans of World War II and honor them
for their contributions to our freedom.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this seventeenth day of October,
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
and ninety-six, and of the Independence of
the United States of America the two hun-
dred and twenty-first.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., October 21, 1996]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on October 18, and
it will be published in the Federal Register on
October 22.

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.

October 12
In the morning, the President traveled to

Denver and Morrison, CO. In the afternoon,
he traveled to Englewood, CO.
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October 13
In the afternoon, the President traveled to

Albuquerque, NM.

October 15
The President declared a major disaster in

Florida and ordered Federal aid to supple-
ment State and local recovery efforts in the
area struck by storm surge, heavy rains, and
wind damage associated with Tropical Storm
Josephine on October 7 and continuing.

October 16
In the morning, the President and Hillary

Clinton traveled to San Diego, CA.
The President announced his intention to

appoint Donald J. Barry as U.S. Federal Rep-
resentative to the Great Lakes Fisheries
Commission.

The President announced the following re-
cipients of the 1996 Malcolm Baldrige Na-
tional Quality Awards: Dana Commercial
Credit Corporation of Toledo, OH; ADAC
Laboratories of Milpitas, CA; Custom Re-
search, Inc., of Minneapolis, MN; and Tri-
dent Precision Manufacturing, Inc., of Web-
ster, NY.

October 17
In the morning, the President traveled to

Tustin, CA. In the afternoon, he traveled to
Los Angeles, CA. In the evening, the Presi-
dent returned to Washington, DC, arriving
early the next morning.

October 18
In the afternoon, the President met with

Prime Minister Rafiq al-Hariri of Lebanon.
The President announced the appoint-

ment of Donna H. Cunninghame to be the
Chief Financial Officer of the Corporation
for National and Community Service. Ms.
Cunninghame will serve as a recess ap-
pointee.

The President announced the appoint-
ment of Karen Shepherd to be U.S. Execu-
tive Director of the European Bank for Re-
construction and Development. Ms. Shep-
herd will serve as a recess appointee.

The President announced his intention to
appoint Jean A. Riezman to the Advisory
Committee on the Arts of the John F. Ken-
nedy Center for the Performing Arts.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

NOTE: No nominations were submitted to the
Senate during the period covered by this issue.

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 October 14

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry, Clinton/Gore ’96
Press Secretary Joe Lockhart, and White
House Director of Political Affairs Doug
Sosnik

Released October 15

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry, Clinton/Gore ’96
Press Secretary Joe Lockhart, and White
House Director of Political Affairs Doug
Sosnik

Released October 17

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry, Clinton/Gore ’96
Press Secretary Joe Lockhart, and White
House Director of Political Affairs Doug
Sosnik

Released October 18

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
announcing the upcoming Friends of Leb-
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1 These acts were not received in time for inclu-
sion in the appropriate issue.

anon conference in Washington on Decem-
ber 16.

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved October 111

H.R. 543 / Public Law 104–283
National Marine Sanctuaries Preservation
Act

H.R. 1514 / Public Law 104–284
Propane Education and Research Act of
1996

H.R. 1734 / Public Law 104–285
To reauthorize the National Film Preserva-
tion Board, and for other purposes

H.R. 1823 / Public Law 104–286
To amend the Central Utah Project Comple-
tion Act to direct the Secretary of the Interior
to allow for prepayment of repayment con-
tracts between the United States and the
Central Utah Water Conservancy District
dated December 28, 1965, and November
26, 1985, and for other purposes

H.R. 2297 / Public Law 104–287
To codify without substantive change laws re-
lated to transportation and to improve the
United States Code

H.R. 2579 / Public Law 104–288
United States National Tourism Organization
Act of 1996

H.R. 2779 / Public Law 104–289
Savings in Construction Act of 1996

H.R. 3005 / Public Law 104–290
National Securities Markets Improvement
Act of 1996

H.R. 3159 / Public Law 104–291
To amend title 49, United States Code, to
authorize appropriations for fiscal years 1997,
1998, and 1999 for the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board, and for other purposes

H.R. 3166 / Public Law 104–292
False Statements Accountability Act of 1996

H.R. 3259 / Public Law 104–293
Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1997

H.R. 3723 / Public Law 104–294
Economic Espionage Act of 1996

H.R. 3815 / Public Law 104–295
Miscellaneous Trade and Technical Correc-
tions Act of 1996

H.J. Res. 198 / Public Law 104–296
Appointing the day for the convening of the
first session of the One Hundred Fifth Con-
gress and the day for the counting in Con-
gress of the electoral votes for President and
Vice President cast in December 1996

S. 39 / Public Law 104–297
Sustainable Fisheries Act

S. 811 / Public Law 104–298
Water Desalination Act of 1996

S. 1044 / Public Law 104–299
Health Centers Consolidation Act of 1996

S. 1467 / Public Law 104–300
Fort Peck Rural County Water Supply Sys-
tem Act of 1996

S. 1973 / Public Law 104–301
Navajo-Hopi Land Dispute Settlement Act
of 1996

S. 2197 / Public Law 104–302
To extend the authorized period of stay with-
in the United States for certain nurses

Approved October 12

S. 640 / Public Law 104–303
Water Resources Development Act of 1996

S. 1505 / Public Law 104–304
Accountable Pipeline Safety and Partnership
Act of 1996

Approved October 13

H.R. 4137 / Public Law 104–305
Drug-Induced Rape Prevention and Punish-
ment Act of 1996
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Approved October 14

H.R. 4083 / Public Law 104–306
To extend certain programs under the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act through
September 30, 1997

S. 2078 / Public Law 104–307
Wildfire Suppression Aircraft Transfer Act of
1996
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