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eration passes, the young man who just spoke
before me and all of those of his generation
will inherit a rich and abundant Earth.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:30 p.m. in the
United Nations General Assembly. In his remarks,
he referred to General Assembly President Razali
Ismail and Secretary-General Kofi Annan. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of these remarks.

Statement on the Supreme Court
Decision on the Line Item Veto
June 26, 1997

I am very pleased with today’s Supreme
Court decision that turned back the chal-
lenge to the line item veto. This decision
clears the way for the President to use this
valuable tool for eliminating waste in the
Federal budget and for enlivening the public
debate over how to make the best use of pub-
lic funds.

The line item veto enables Presidents to
ensure that the Federal Government is
spending public resources as wisely as pos-
sible. It permits the President to cancel dis-
cretionary spending, new entitlement author-
ity, and certain types of tax provisions that
benefit special interests at the expense of the
public interest.

The line item veto is also a practical and
principled means of serving the constitu-
tional balance of powers. This new authority
brings us closer to the Founders’ view of an
effective executive role in the legislative
process. With it, the President will be able
to prevent Congress from enacting special in-
terest provisions under the cloak of a 500-
or 1,000-page bill. Special interest provisions
that do not serve the national interest will
no longer escape proper scrutiny.

I was pleased to work with Congress to
secure an historic agreement to balance the
budget. The line item veto will help to keep
the budget in balance and provide us with
added discipline by ensuring that, as tight
budgets increasingly squeeze our resources,
we put our public funds to the best possible
uses.

I intend to use it whenever appropriate,
and I look forward to using it wisely.

Statement on the Supreme Court
Decision on the Communications
Decency Act

June 26, 1997

Today the Supreme Court ruled that por-
tions of the Communications Decency Act
addressing indecency are not constitutional.
We will study its opinion closely.

The administration remains firmly com-
mitted to the provisions—both in the CDA
and elsewhere in the criminal code—that
prohibit the transmission of obscenity over
the Internet and via other media. Similarly,
we remain committed to vigorous enforce-
ment of Federal prohibitions against trans-
mission of child pornography over the
Internet and another prohibition that makes
criminal the use of the Internet by
pedophiles to entice children to engage in
sexual activity.

The Internet is an incredibly powerful me-
dium for freedom of speech and freedom of
expression that should be protected. It is the
biggest change in human communications
since the printing press and is being used
to educate our children, promote electronic
commerce, provide valuable health care in-
formation, and allow citizens to keep in touch
with their Government. But there is material
on the Internet that is clearly inappropriate
for children. As a parent, I understand the
concerns that parents have about their chil-
dren accessing inappropriate material.

If we are to make the Internet a powerful
resource for learning, we must give parents
and teachers the tools they need to make the
Internet safe for children.

Therefore, in the coming days, I will con-
vene industry leaders and groups represent-
ing teachers, parents, and librarians. We can
and must develop a solution for the Internet
that is as powerful for the computer as the
V-chip will be for the television and that pro-
tects children in ways that are consistent with
America’s free speech values. With the right
technology and rating systems, we can help
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ensure that our children don’t end up in the
red light districts of cyberspace.

Statement on the Supreme Court
Decision on Physician-Assisted
Suicide
June 26, 1997

I am very pleased with today’s Supreme
Court decision which accepted my adminis-
tration’s position that States may ban physi-
cian-assisted suicide. The decision is a victory
for all Americans—it prevents us from going
down a very dangerous and troubling path
on this difficult and often agonizing issue.

With today’s decision, the Court voices its
concern that there is a significant distinction
between assisting in death and allowing
death to occur. Not only is this an important
legal distinction, it is also a distinction of
deep moral and ethical implications.

I have a great deal of sympathy and a pro-
found respect for those who suffer from in-
curable illnesses and for their families. I have
had a number of family members die from
painful and protracted illnesses. Even so, I
have always expressed my strong opposition
to physician-assisted suicide. I believe that
it is wrong and have always believed it to
be wrong.

This issue is unavoidably heart-rendering,
and we must never ignore the agony of termi-
nally ill patients, but the Supreme Court
made the right decision today. The risks and
consequences of physician-assisted suicide
are simply too great.

Message to the Congress on Libya
June 26, 1997

To the Congress of the United States:
I hereby report to the Congress on the de-

velopments since my last report of January
10, 1997, concerning the national emergency
with respect to Libya that was declared in
Executive Order 12543 of January 7, 1986.
This report is submitted pursuant to section
401(c) of the National Emergencies Act, 50
U.S.C. 1641(c); section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers Act
(‘‘IEEPA’’), 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); and section
505(c) of the International Security and De-

velopment Cooperation Act of 1985, 22
U.S.C. 2349aa–9(c).

1. As previously reported, on January 2,
1997, I renewed for another year the national
emergency with respect to Libya pursuant to
the IEEPA. This renewal extended the cur-
rent comprehensive financial and trade em-
bargo against Libya in effect since 1986.
Under these sanctions, virtually all trade with
Libya is prohibited, and all assets owned or
controlled by the Libyan government in the
United States or in the possession or control
of U.S. persons are blocked.

2. There have been no amendments to the
Libyan Sanctions Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part
550 (the ‘‘Regulations’’), administered by the
Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of
the Department of the Treasury, since my
last report on January 10, 1997.

3. During the last 6-month period, OFAC
reviewed numerous applications for licenses
to authorize transactions under the Regula-
tions. Consistent with OFAC’s ongoing scru-
tiny of banking transactions, the largest cat-
egory of license approvals (68) concerned re-
quests by non-Libyan persons or entities to
unblock transfers interdicted because of what
appeared to be Government of Libya inter-
ests. Two licenses authorized the provision
of legal services to the Government of Libya
in connection with actions in U.S. courts in
which the Government of Libya was named
as defendant. Licenses were also issued au-
thorizing diplomatic and U.S. government
transactions and to permit U.S. companies
to engage in transactions with respect to in-
tellectual property protection in Libya. A
total of 75 licenses were issued during the
reporting period.

4. During the current 6-month period,
OFAC continued to emphasize to the inter-
national banking community in the United
States the importance of identifying and
blocking payments made by or on behalf of
Libya. The office worked closely with the
banks to assure the effectiveness in interdic-
tion software systems used to identify such
payments. During the reporting period, more
than 100 transactions potentially involving
Libya were interdicted.

5. Since my last report, OFAC collected
13 civil monetary penalties totaling nearly
$90,000 for violations of the U.S. sanctions
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