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of the region have to accelerate their political
and economic reforms, and the donor com-
munity needs to support the region’s efforts.

I am very pleased by the progress that has
been made on both fronts. The Governments
of southeast Europe have begun to take steps
to implement the reforms they have prom-
ised, including those that will improve their
investment climate and strengthen the rule
of law. And today, the donor community, in-
cluding the United States, has reaffirmed its
support for the region. We have agreed to
fund Quick Start Projects ready to begin this
year that will improve regional infrastructure,
fight corruption, and advance reform. Coun-
tries have pledged $2.3 billion for these
projects, out of a broader package of total
assistance to southeast Europe in 2000 esti-
mated at over $6 billion. Over 85 percent
of this assistance is being provided by Euro-
pean countries and institutions together with
international financial institutions. I con-
gratulate our European partners for their
leadership.

The message today from Brussels is clear.
A democratic southeast Europe is on the
road to a better future. While Serbia was rep-
resented at this Conference by the opposi-
tion, we look forward to the day when it will
be represented by a democratic government.

Statement on House Action on the
Supplemental Budget Request
March 30, 2000

I am pleased that the House of Represent-
atives today took action that would meet
many of the essential, immediate needs in
my supplemental budget request, including
helping victims of Hurricane Floyd, pro-
viding energy assistance for families strug-
gling with rising oil prices, helping keep ille-
gal drugs out of our country by supporting
the Colombian Government’s fight against
drug traffickers, and providing for our troops
in Kosovo.

It is vital that Congress avoid delay in
meeting these needs; the costs of delay are
great. A delay in Kosovo funding would soon
jeopardize our current level of military readi-
ness around the world and our ability to help
the people of Kosovo build peace and a bet-

ter future. A delay in support for Colombia’s
antidrug efforts would signal that Colombia
lacks the international support to prevail
against drug traffickers. At home, delaying
funding for the victims of Hurricane Floyd
would leave thousands in temporary housing
possibly through their second winter and
without funding to replenish the program for
home energy assistance. A delay in LIHEAP
funds, would leave many Americans, espe-
cially the elderly and infirm, vulnerable in
the event of an extreme heat wave this sum-
mer.

The bill produced by the House today,
while meeting essential needs, is also flawed.
The House bill is too large—providing un-
necessary funding for certain areas while fail-
ing to fund areas of the highest importance,
including Embassy security for our diplo-
matic personnel in Kosovo and elsewhere in
the region, building peace and stability in
Kosovo to support the efforts of our troops,
and contributing our Nation’s share to the
U.N. peacekeeping force there. In addition,
the House bill fails to provide debt relief for
the world’s poorest nations.

Because the needs in my budget request
are essential and immediate, I urge the Sen-
ate to turn swiftly to its work on the budget
request and to produce a better, right-sized
bill, that includes the necessary level of fund-
ing for Kosovo and debt relief, and that
should pass without delay.

NOTE: In this statement, the President referred
to LIHEAP, the Low Income Home Energy As-
sistance Program.

Remarks at a Democratic National
Committee Dinner in New York City
March 30, 2000

You know what I want to do? I want to
tell you this is Michael—birthday. It’s also—
George, where are you? Is that your name,
George? It’s his birthday, also, and he came
all the way from Alaska to be here. [Laugh-
ter] So I’m trying to think about what I
should do when I leave office, and I think
I’ll do birthday parties. [Laughter] Birthday
parties—no, this is good.

John and Margo have been so good to us,
and this is going to be such a long, arduous
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campaign. and Brian Snyder said to me when
Ed Rendell was talking about how we just
had this wonderful party here, Brian said,
‘‘Well, why don’t you just stand up and sug-
gest to Margo that she just leave the table
settings out’’—[laughter]—‘‘and we’ll be
back several more times.’’ [Laughter]

Let me say to all of you, I’m grateful for
your presence here, but I’m particularly
grateful to John and Margo for being so good
to me and to the Vice President and to the
DNC and also to Hillary. It means a lot to
me. And their son, I’m grateful to him, be-
cause he keeps me in Pokémon cards—
[laughter]—which I give to my nephew,
which raises my status within our family. Far
more important than being President is being
able to give your nephew Pokémon cards. So
I am profoundly grateful for that as well.
[Laughter]

Let me say to all of you, this is my
speech—see, I made my big speech here.
[Laughter] I know that many of you have
come to a lot of these; others may be at your
first one. But I wanted to tell you that I’m
working very hard in this election and not
only because I like and admire and am grate-
ful to my Vice President but because I think
he understands the future and has the knowl-
edge and experience to lead us there, not
only because I want desperately to become
a member of the Senate spouses’ club—
[laughter]—but because I believe in what
we’ve done in the last 7 years.

I didn’t run for President the first time
I had a chance to run, because I didn’t think
I was ready to run. And I had been Governor
for quite a long time in 1988, when the elec-
tion was open, and it looked like we had a
good chance to win, and I almost ran. And
I realized that no one should run for Presi-
dent who does not have a very clear idea,
not only of what the conditions of the country
are and the challenges facing it but of what
you would do on the day after the inaugura-
tion, across a whole broad range of issues.

All of you, in your own ways, have been
quite successful in life or you wouldn’t be
here tonight. And one of the things that I
always tell people when they ask me about
this job is, I say, ‘‘Well, I think a lot of folks
get in trouble because they forget it is a job.’’
I mean, it’s a job like other jobs. And the

only difference is, you have to completely de-
fine to some extent what it is for you. That
is, how you will allocate your time, what you
believe the priorities are, and what you in-
tend to do.

So I speak to you tonight as someone who
is not on the ballot. For the first time in near-
ly a quarter century or more, I won’t be an
active participant in an election as a can-
didate. Most days, I’m okay with it. [Laugh-
ter] So I’m here—as much as I’m here as
President, I’m here as a citizen of this coun-
try who desperately loves America, who is
grateful for the good fortune that we enjoy
at this moment but who has had the unique
perspective, I believe, to know a few things
about where we are and where we’re going
and what’s really at stake here.

So I just want to make a couple of points.
Point number one is, there are real dif-
ferences between these two parties. And
they’re not the differences people used to
believe existed. One of the things I promised
myself when I got elected is, when I left,
nobody would ever be able to say that the
Democrats were weak on spending, weak on
deficits, weak on taxes, weak on defense,
weak on crime, weak on welfare, couldn’t be
trusted to run the country. Well, you don’t
hear anybody even talking about that in this
election.

But—so what are the real differences?
And I would just like to talk to you about
them. And I know you understand it, but I
think it’s worth focusing on. First of all, we
have real differences on the budget, what we
do with your money. We believe that we can
afford a tax cut but that it has to be targeted
and limited so that there is enough money
left to keep paying down the debt, to save
Social Security and Medicare when the baby
boomers retire, and to continue to invest in
what works in education, in science and tech-
nology, in health care, in the environment,
and the other things we have to go forward
with together as a people. That’s what we
believe.

They believe that we should have a tax cut
bigger than the one I vetoed last year, one
which would—frankly, it speaks well of you
that you’re here, because all of you would
come out better with their deal in the short
run. But what would happen is, I mean, I
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think—give yourself a few points here for
being here. You would all come out better
with their deal in the short run. But what
would happen is, we would go back to the
bad old days of deficits, and then they would
have to have big cuts in education, in health
care, in the environment, science and tech-
nology, a lot of which is powering this eco-
nomic boom we’re in. And in addition to that,
they would not have the funds to guarantee
that when all the baby boomers retire, we
wouldn’t impose an unconscionable burden
on our children and grandchildren, through
the cost of medical care, Medicaid, Social Se-
curity.

Now, this is a huge thing. And let me say,
I think it’s important because it’s not like we
don’t have any evidence. We tried it their
way for 12 years, and we had high interest
rates, high unemployment, low growth. We
quadrupled the debt, and we were in a ter-
rible fix.

Now, we have the longest economic expan-
sion in history, 21 million new jobs, a 30-
year low in unemployment and welfare, a 20-
year low in poverty, a 25-year low in crime.
So it’s not like there’s not evidence here, and
yet, that is the issue. That is the issue in the
Presidential race. That is the issue in the Sen-
ate race in New York. That is the issue. Who
is right on the economy and the budget? Are
they right, or are we right?

To pretend that there are no consequences
because things are going well would be the
height of folly. It’s a huge issue. Now, there
are other issues. We have a different view
about America’s role in the world. We agree
on some things, my administration and the
Republican leaders; I’ll give them credit for
that. They’re trying to help me pass the bill
that would permit China to become a mem-
ber of the World Trade Organization.

I think it’s important to our national secu-
rity and real important to our economy. And
one of the things I want all of you to under-
stand, since you may not have been thinking
about it is, we have to lower no tariffs; we
have to lower no trade barriers. This entire
bill involves our letting China into the WTO
in a way that they lower tariffs; they lower
trade barriers; they let us sell things like auto-
mobiles and automobile parts and have dis-
tributorships in China, they didn’t used to

do; and we don’t have to agree to transfer
our technology or put manufacturing plants
up there or anything.

It’s a one-way street. It’s 100 percent in
our favor. The only reason they do it is that
in turn, they get full membership in the
World Trade Organization, which is good for
us, because that means if they violate their
trade obligations, we have an international
body to take it to.

So the Speaker of the House is trying to
help me pass a bill that literally could save
democracy in Colombia by increasing their
capacity to fight the drug traffickers and the
guerrillas and reducing their ability to import
drugs into this country and helping the farm-
ers to find something besides coca to grow.

But on other areas, we’re very different.
I think we ought to support the U.N. and
get people to share our burdens more than
they do. I believe in the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty, and they don’t. That’s a big issue
in the Senate race here, a big issue in the
Presidential race. I think it would be folly
for us to walk away from arms control after
the United States has led the way not just
in my administration, but in previous admin-
istrations, Republicans and Democrats.

This is a departure for the Republicans.
To walk away from the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty and say we’ll just always be able
to build bigger, more sophisticated bombs,
and instead of just a few countries with nu-
clear weapons, there turn out to be a few
dozen, who cares? I care. And I think it’s
a big issue. And you ought to care. You
shouldn’t assume that there will never be an-
other nuclear weapon exploded, no matter
what, if instead of a few countries with nu-
clear weapons, you have a few dozen. So
there are big issues here.

I think we ought to raise the minimum
wage. They don’t. I think we ought to pass
a Patients’ Bill of Rights for the 190 million
Americans in a managed care system. And
at least so far, they don’t. I believe that we
ought to pass commonsense gun safety legis-
lation to protect more kids from violence.
And I believe we can do it without, in any
way, interfering with the rights of sports peo-
ple and hunters.

But I got asked in my press conference
what I thought about all the mean things
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Charlton Heston’s saying about me. [Laugh-
er] And I said I still liked his movies. [Laugh-
er] I still liked his movies, and I liked him.
You know, he came to the White House a
couple of years go, and I thought he was a
delightful man.

I don’t care what they say about me. That’s
part of the cost of doing business and being
President, this being attacked by people who
disagree with you. This is not about me and
the NRA; this is about whether people stay
alive or not. This is a big issue—huge issue
in the Presidential race.

Their position, the Republican position in
Washington is that guns are the only thing
in our national life where there should be
no prevention; it should all be punishment.
Now, if you raised your children on the the-
ory that there should never be any preven-
tion, there should only be punishment, your
kids wouldn’t turn out so good, even if they
had welts across their back from being
punished.

Or as I never tire of saving—they always
say, ‘‘Just enforce the laws on the books. Just
punish people when they violate them.’’
Well, we have increased gun law enforce-
ment over what the previous administrations
have done. And in my budget, I’ve asked for
a lot more people to help us enforce the gun
laws more strongly. And there’s something
to be said for that. You would be amazed
what a small number of gun dealers are re-
sponsible for selling guns to such a large
number of criminals. So there’s something
to be said for enforcement.

But one of the reasons that gun crime is
at a 30-year low is that the Brady bill has
kept a half a million felon, fugitives, and
stalkers from getting handguns. And they
were against that as a party. We only had
a handful of Republicans supporting us in
Washington. And Governor Bush and the
Republican congressional leadership, they’ve
been against closing the gun show loophole,
against banning the importation of large-
scale ammunition clips, which makes a mock-
ery of our law against assault weapons, be-
cause you just bring them in, those clips, and
then modify the guns. And this has a lot to
do with whether your kids are safe.

And again, it’s the difference in the way
they think than we think. Suppose I said that

I agree with the Republican philosophy we
should abandon all prevention and only do
punishment. For example, I’ve been in a lot
of airports in my life, and nearly everybody
I’ve ever met is honest in an airport—99.9
percent of the people in airports are perfectly
honest. They bear me no ill will, and they’re
overcrowded anyway, and people are frus-
trated, and they’re often late. And if you walk
through one of those metal detectors and
you’ve got a big, heavy money clip or an
elaborate belt or something, you’re liable to
set it off three or four times, and you’re angry
and frustrated. And I’m just sick of it, and
so I just think we ought to take those metal
detectors out of the airport. And the next
time somebody blows up an airplane, we
ought to throw the book at them. [Laughter]
That’s the philosophy.

This is a big deal here. It’s a different way
of thinking. I do not believe it is necessary
to demonize them the way some of us have
been demonized in the past and still are. I
don’t want us to have our counterpart of
Richard Viguery, who represents the hard-
core far right and does Mayor Giuliani’s
fundraising letters. You know, thinks my wife
is basically up there with a Communist bri-
gade or something. [Laughter]

We don’t have to do that. We can talk
about the honest differences. But I’m telling
you, there are big differences here. And it’s
not like we don’t have any evidence. What
they’re saying is, ‘‘Don’t bother me with the
evidence. We know where the money is. We
know where the votes are. We know where
the intensity is. Don’t bother me with the
evidence.’’ And to be fair, they just disagree.
I’m not willing to let another child die for
their theory. I think we ought to have a safer
country.

And so—and I think it would be a disaster
for us to give up the fiscal responsibility that
has brought us this far when we can take
this country out of debt in a dozen years for
the first time since 1835 and guarantee all
the young people another generation of pros-
perity. And I could give you lots of other ex-
amples.

But the point I want to make is: There
are big differences, and the record is clear.
The evidence is in. And I hope you will share
that with people. And I just want to make
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one other point, which I try to say at every
turn. In February, we had this big celebra-
tion of beating the longest economic expan-
sion in history. Now, we’ve got the longest
economic expansion in history, and there was
not a war in it, which I’m especially proud
of.

So when this happened, being kind of ob-
sessive about American history, I asked my
Council of Economic Advisers—we were in
there talking about it, and I said, ‘‘When was
the last longest economic expansion in his-
tory?’’ And they said 1961 to 1969, which
many of you in this room remember well and
participated in.

Now, I want to tell you something about
that, why this election is so important. I grad-
uated from high school in 1964 at the high
water mark of that economic expansion.
President Kennedy had just been killed, and
the country was heartbroken, but we united
behind President Johnson. He was wildly
popular, won an historic victory in 1964. In-
flation was low. Unemployment was low.
Growth was high. Optimism was rampant
about the ability of Congress and the courts
to resolve the civil rights challenge of the
country in a peaceful manner. Everybody
thought we were going to win the cold war
as a result of the superiority of our system,
and nobody would have believed that Viet-
nam would tear the heart out of the coun-
try—1964. And so, we all just went merrily
along our way.

Now, within a year, there was the terrible
incident in Selma, Alabama, at Bloody Sun-
day, which I just celebrated the 35th anniver-
sary of. Within 2 years, there were riots in
our cities and the country began to split apart
over Vietnam. Four years later, in 1968, I
graduated from college, 2 days after Robert
Kennedy was killed, 2 months after Martin
Luther King was killed, 9 weeks after Lyndon
Johnson couldn’t run for President anymore
because the country was split right down the
middle over Vietnam.

Then President Nixon won the election on
one of those divisive campaigns. He said he
represented the Silent Majority, which, by
definition, meant that the rest of us were in
the loud minority. And so it was one of those
things of ‘‘us’’ versus ‘‘them.’’ And that’s
something the Republican Party was very

good at. They demonized us real well and
quite effectively all during the eighties, and
they still make a lot of votes making people
think that we somehow don’t share their val-
ues because I’m for things like the hate
crimes bill and ‘‘Employment Non-Discrimi-
nation Act,’’ and I don’t think gay people
ought to be bashed if they’re good citizens.

But that happened. And then, shortly after
that election in early 1969, the longest eco-
nomic expansion in American history van-
ished. And we went on to the oil price shocks,
the inflation of the seventies, the stagflation
of the late eighties, and everything that’s hap-
pened ever since. What’s the point of all this?
The point is that I’ve lived long enough to
know nothing lasts forever, nothing can be
taken for granted, and I have waited for 35
years for my country to be in a position to
build the future of our dreams for our
children.

This is a big election. And you cannot let
people believe that this is something that
they can approach casually, just because
times are good. When times are good, you
have to look to the next generation. We can
take this country out of debt. We can save
Social Security and Medicare for the baby
boom generation. We can dramatically re-
form our schools. We can provide opportuni-
ties in areas that haven’t participated in this
recovery. We can lead the world toward
greater peace and freedom, but we cannot
do it unless we have leadership who under-
stands the future, has the knowledge and ex-
perience to take us there, and is committed
to it.

We dare not risk, by our inaction or our
cavalier attitudes, blowing what is, I know,
the chance of a lifetime. I’ve worked as hard
as I could as President to turn this country
around. I am grateful for the chance I’ve had
to serve. But I really think as a country, we
should view this as the beginning, not the
end, that we’ve sort of turned this thing
around. And now, we have a chance to paint
on a canvas our dreams for tomorrow. That’s
what this whole deal is about.

So if somebody asks you tomorrow why
you were here tonight, say, ‘‘There’s a dif-
ference between the parties. I think the last
7 years were right, and the stakes could hard-
ly be higher.’’ And those of you that are about
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my age, you just think about it. We’ve waited
for 35 years, and we need to seize the chance.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:42 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to
Michael Sherman, president, M.J. Sherman
Group; dinner guest George Beirne; dinner hosts
John and Margo Catsimatidis and their son,
Yianni; Brian Snyder, investor, Biocraft Labora-
tories; Edward G. Rendell, general chair, Demo-
cratic National Committee; Mayor Rudolph
Giuliani of New York City; Charlton Heston,
president, National Rifle Association; and Gov.
George W. Bush of Texas.

Remarks at a Democratic National
Committee Dinner in New York City
March 30, 2000

Thank you, Mark. Thank you, Jeff. And
thank you for coming, all of you.

And I wanted to say a special word of ap-
preciation to all of our musicians here. Thank
you for playing tonight. You did such a won-
derful job. And I want to thank Luther
Vandross. We’ve never had a conversation
about ‘‘Evergreen,’’ but I think it’s the best
love song of the last 25 years. [Laughter] And
so I was very happy when he sang it tonight.

I want to thank all of you for coming here.
And I will be quite brief, because I want to
spend time visiting with you and letting you
say whatever you want to say to me, or ask
questions, or whatever.

But you know, I’m not running for any-
thing this year. [Laughter] And most days,
I’m okay about it. I am campaigning to be-
come a member of the Senate spouses’ club,
however. [Laughter] And I’m feeling better
about that.

But I want to say just a couple things to
you, to amplify what my good friend Ed
Rendell said. When I came to Washington
in January of 1993, our country was, I
thought, in quite a bit of trouble. We had
high unemployment. We had high interest
rates. We had quadrupled the debt of the
country in 4 years. We had no real, serious
technology policy, no real, serious environ-
mental policy, no real, serious long-term eco-
nomic policy. We certainly had no health
care policy.

And our elections were basically—I
thought it almost turned into caricature af-
fairs, where basically for several years, even
decades, the Republicans had succeeded in
convincing enough Americans that the
Democrats were weak on defense, weak on
the economy, weak on the budget, weak on
welfare, weak on crime, weak on this, that
and the other thing. We couldn’t be trusted
with the White House. And the wheels had
to practically come off before any of us could
win. And I happened to be standing there
when the wheels ran off.

It wasn’t quite that simple. But I guess
what I would like to say to you is that all
of you here in your different ways have been
immensely successful, or you wouldn’t be
here tonight. All of you, also, are capable of
looking beyond your immediate self-interest,
or you wouldn’t be here tonight, because the
other guys would give you a bigger tax cut
quicker. And yet you’re here.

So the first thing I want to say to you is
that all these elections are for people to hold
jobs. They’re not to posture. They’re to hold
jobs. It matters what your vision of the coun-
try is. It matters what your vision of the job
is. It matters what you know and how you
go about your business and whether you care.
In other words, it’s a job, the Presidency.

You know, I want Al Gore to be elected
because I know him better than anybody in
this room and most people in the world. And
I think he’s a good man, and I know he’s
a courageous person. And I’m devoted to
him, and he’s been loyal to me. Yes, that’s
all true. But I also want him to be elected
because I think he understands the future
and has not only the ideas but the experience
and the work habits to get us there.

This is a job. It’s not a place just of rhetor-
ical or political posturing.

And the same thing is true of the Congress.
And I go about doing as much work as I can
to try to help all these folks raise enough
money to be competitive. They’re all going
to be outspent. You know, our candidate for
President is going to be outspent. Hillary’s
going to be outspent. They’re all, no matter
how much money we raise, they’re all going
to be outspent.

But in 1998, we were outspent by $100
million, and we gained seats in the House
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