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know, but I blow his hand off.’’ [Laughter]
You think about it.

We made this deal, and now we say, ‘‘We
take it back. We don’t want it. We’re going
to give it to you.’’ We made this incredible
agreement. We’ve been working on all these
problems with China for years. We can’t get
in the markets. We can’t distribute our auto-
mobiles. We can’t distribute our auto parts.
We’ve got to have manufacturing and tech-
nology transfer. It’s all gone, and now we say,
‘‘We don’t want any of that. We’re going to
give it to the Europeans and the Japanese.
Let’s see if they can do a good job with the
deal we negotiated.’’

It’s very important that you understand
this. The main consequence of this will be
to hurt America economically and to dramati-
cally strain our relations with China at a time
when we need to maintain a positive ability
to impact their conduct, to reduce strains
along the Taiwan Straits, and to get the lead-
ers in that country to imagine the greatness
of their country in future terms, not yester-
day’s terms. This is a big deal.

It isn’t like we can stop the modernization,
but we can turn it into a very dark direction.
Or we can run a much bigger risk. You all
think about that story I told you. How many
times have you done that in your life?

Now that I am in the last year of my Presi-
dency and I’m not running for anything, I
can tell you, perhaps with some greater
credibility, that I think we in America gen-
erally tend to overestimate the influence we
have by stiffing people, and we generally
tend to underestimate the influence we have
by reaching out a hand of cooperation, not
in a naive way, not in a blind way, never aban-
doning our values. But just—what was this
DLC all about in the beginning? We were
sick of these partisan, rhetorical bombshells
that dominated Washington politics. We
thought there had to be a way to get under-
neath and beyond that, to join people to-
gether in constructive endeavors. And lo and
behold, it worked. And it’s not different in
the rest of the world.

Now, all I can tell you is, I believe that
if we do this, 20 years from now we will won-
der why we ever had a serious debate about
it. If we don’t do it, 20 years from now we’ll
still be kicking ourselves for being so dumb.

That’s what I really believe. And there is no
point in my being delicate about this; I think
this is a big deal. And our country and my
successors in office, and their ability to do
the right thing by you and by our values, will
turn in no small measure on how we vote
on this. So I realize that in this crowd I’m
preaching to the saved—[laughter]—but if
you want America’s economy to continue to
grow and if you want your country to con-
tinue to be a force for peace and freedom
and prosperity and to have an influence on
people, to get them to give up their irrational
attachment to the animosities of yesterday,
we have to be willing to shoulder our burden
for the future. This is part of it and, ironically,
we will be one of the greatest beneficiaries
by doing what is right for China and for the
rest of the world.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:25 a.m. at the
Tech Museum of Innovation, to the conference
entitled ‘‘New Democrats: Meeting the Chal-
lenges of the New Economy.’’ In his remarks, he
referred to Mayor Ron Gonzales of San Jose; Al
From, president, Democratic Leadership Council;
Santa Clara County Assessor Larry Stone; former
Mayor Toni Casey of Los Altos, CA; Steve Wesley,
vice president of marketing and business, and
Meg Whitman, chief executive officer, eBay; Irwin
M. Jacobs, chairman and chief executive officer,
Qualcomm, Inc.; Eric Benhamou, chairman of the
board and chief executive officer, 3Com Corp.;
former National Economic Adviser Laura
D’Andrea Tyson; Gov. Gray Davis of California;
Charlton Heston, president, National Rifle Asso-
ciation; Gov. Gary Locke of Washington State; and
Gov. Edward T. Schafer of North Dakota.

Remarks to the AFL–CIO Building
and Construction Trades
Department Conference
April 4, 2000

Thank you. Well, the first thing I would
like to say is John Podesta told me that he
emceed this retirement dinner for Bob Sun-
day night. And then Hillary came over here
for breakfast, and I just kind of got lonesome.
Nobody had me come over, so I just thought
I would intrude myself on your meeting. And
I’m glad to be here.
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I want to say I came for two reasons. First
of all, I came to thank you for all the support
you’ve given me and for all the work you’ve
done for America and for all the people you
represent. I have tried, too, to be a builder,
and the builders of this country, to me, em-
body the best of America. So I want to thank
you, because without your help and your sup-
port, none of the good things that have hap-
pened that our administration, that the Vice
President and I have been part of, would
have been possible.

And the second thing I wanted to do was
to say a special word of thanks to Bob
Georgine as he retires after 29 years. Thank
you for your leadership on raising the min-
imum wage, on school construction, on
bringing investment to the new markets of
America that have been left out of our pros-
perity, on the Patients’ Bill of Rights, and
on all the issues that specifically affect your
members and working people.

And I wanted to also thank you for last
Labor Day, where you taught me to use an
electric screwdriver. [Laughter] Now that
I’m moving into my own home and it’s 111
years old, I might need that skill again, before
you know it. [Laughter]

Bob and I are both retiring. And at least
he’s doing it voluntarily. I’m term-limited.
But I tell you, as we look back on the last
7 years, it has been a wonderful experience.
And again I say, we could not have done it
without you. What I’d like for you to do now
is just take a few minutes with me and think
about why we are where we are and where
we need to go.

I have my politics, I suppose, partly from
the way I was raised by my grandparents and
my family, partly from what I’ve learned as
a Governor in my home State of Arkansas
and as President, partly from what I’ve ob-
served about human affairs and human na-
ture. But I have come to believe that there
are basically two big approaches here to
American politics: One is, obviously, from the
bottom up; the other is from the top down.
We’re on the bottom-up side. The other is
unite and lift against divide and conquer. I
think that most of us believe the way we do
because we think everyone counts, everyone
ought to have a chance, everyone has a role
to play in our society, and we all do better

when we help each other. That’s why we
think everyone should have opportunity, and
we should have a community of all Ameri-
cans.

Now, if you think about where we are
today, it seems to me that even though I love
to hear you cheer for me and for where we
are and what we’ve done, the real issue is,
what are we going to do with this moment
of prosperity? You know, people can be test-
ed in adversity, but they are also tested when
times are good. When you build up a great
legacy, what do you do with it? And I’ve
worked as hard as I could for the last 7 years
to try to first turn this country around. Just
remember what it was like when we all—
when Al Gore and I showed up here. We
had high deficits. We had high interest rates.
We had no job growth. We had social divi-
sions. We had political gridlock. I’ve worked
hard to try to turn it around. The country
is moving in the right direction. What are
we going to do with it? And that is the real
issue.

And I would argue that you have a solemn
responsibility in this election season not only
to mobilize your members and their families
but to reach out to the larger American com-
munity to say, ‘‘This is not a time for self-
indulgence. This is a time to concentrate on
our unique ability to meet the big, long-term
challenges of America, for the most vulner-
able among us, for the children like those
children that are in this audience today.’’ And
I’d just like to begin with one—Bob alluded
to it.

In the next 30 years, all the baby boomers
are going to retire, and we’ll only have about
two people working for every one person
drawing Social Security. Not two people
total, but—[laughter]—two people. Even I
couldn’t get that done. [Laughter] Two peo-
ple working for every one person drawing So-
cial Security. And so there will be a great
question here. How are we going to change
that? How are we going to accommodate the
aging of America?

Well, I’m about to sign a bill which re-
moves the Social Security earnings limit, so
people who want to work in their later years
can do so and still draw their Social Security.
I think that’s a good thing to do. But we also
have to recognize that we’re going to have



719Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000 / Apr. 4

to make some changes in order for Social
Security to mean, in the 21st century, what
it has meant to the 20th century.

We’re also going to have to make some
changes in the Medicare program, which was
established when President Johnson was
here, to make it work in the 21st century.
And I’ve asked the Congress, for example,
to dedicate the interest savings from paying
down the debt to the Social Security Trust
Fund. Why? Because right now, we’re paying
more in Social Security taxes than we’re pay-
ing out in Social Security. So as we pay the
debt down, I want to take the interest savings
from paying the debt down, put it in the
Trust Fund. It would now allow us to add
about 54 years to the life of the Social Secu-
rity Trust Fund and take it out beyond the
life of the baby boom generation.

And I hope you’ll talk to the Members of
Congress. I know a lot of Republicans have
supported many of your issues, and you have
relationships with both Republicans and
Democrats. This is not a complicated deal.
The only reason for the Republicans not to
support this is if they want to privatize Social
Security, if they can get the Congress and
the White House. Now, you need to put the
heat on folks to say, ‘‘We’ve got the money
now. Let’s dedicate it now to saving Social
Security and taking it out beyond the life of
the baby boom generation.’’

The other thing we have to do is to mod-
ernize Medicare and add a prescription drug
benefit for our seniors on Medicare. Now,
we just learned last week that Medicare,
which was scheduled to go broke in 1999,
last year. When I took office, they said the
Trust Fund would run out of money in 1999.
We have now taken it out to 2023, and I’m
very proud of that. But, you know, if we were
designing a Medicare program today, no one
would even think about designing Medicare
without prescription drug coverage.

First of all, because there’s been so many
dramatic advances in medication. And sec-
ondly, because, again I will say, the nature
of people over 65 has changed. When Medi-
care was originally designed, people didn’t
live much longer than 65 years, typically, and
this was designed for emergency care or for
critical care, for hospitals and doctors. Now,

any American lives to be 65 has got a life
expectancy of 83.

And more and more, we need preventive
care and chronic care. And more and more,
that is prescription medication. No one—if
we were starting all over again today, we we’d
never even think about having a Medicare
program that didn’t provide a prescription
drug component.

Now, I’ve just come from a meeting with
the Senate Democrats, and the Senate is tak-
ing up the budget today, and the Democrats
are going to try to, first of all, say we should
not spend the surplus on risky tax cuts; we
should first take care of our basic business.
Senator Robb is going to offer an amend-
ment today, supported by Senator Daschle,
that makes this simple statement: After we
modernize Medicare with an affordable,
broadbased, voluntary prescription drug ben-
efit, then we can move forward with sensible
tax cuts that aren’t so big they undermine
our ability to save Social Security, pay down
the debt, and invest in the education of our
children. But first things first.

So the Senate is going to get a resolution
by Senator Robb today that says, say yes to
Medicare and prescription drugs and no to
having a big tax cut first. So I hope you will
support that.

Now, interestingly enough, a number of
people in the Republican majority are saying,
‘‘Okay, well, I’ll go along with the drug pro-
gram as long as everybody doesn’t get it. We
ought to stop at the poverty level or 150 per-
cent of the poverty level or maybe at the
outer reaches, some of them 200 percent of
the poverty level.’’ Let me tell you some-
thing. They want to say that nobody with an
annual income of over $16,700 should get
help with this prescription drug benefit. I just
think that’s wrong.

If you think about it, a lot of you have
parents, uncles, aunts—maybe your older
brothers and sisters, that are on Medicare.
If they have a $300 or $400 a month drug
bill, which is not all that rare, then $16,000
is not all that much money. And since this
benefit is voluntary—again I will say, I don’t
think a widow earning $16,000 or even
$20,000 a year is less deserving of drug cov-
erage than someone who is below the poverty
line.
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So I hope you will stick up for the propo-
sition that all of our seniors should have the
option of buying into this insurance program.
That’s what made Medicare work in the first
place. That’s what made Social Security work
in the first place. It was a universal program
that helped middle class people as well as
low income people. And this is an oppor-
tunity to improve the process of aging in
America in a way that is humane and decent
and completely affordable. So we need your
help to get prescription drug coverage in the
Medicare program this year, in the right way,
for all Americans.

I also want to thank you for your devotion
to the welfare of people on the other end
of life’s age line, for your support for edu-
cation and, in particular, for the work you
have done to build bipartisan support for
school construction and renovation.

This year I have sent a budget to the Con-
gress which will enable us to build or mod-
ernize 6,000 schools and to repair 5,000
schools a year over the next 5 years. This
is terrifically important. We’ve got the largest
school population we’ve ever had. We want
to have high standards and high account-
ability. We want to hook all these schools up
to the Internet.

But there are schools in New York City
that are still being heated with coal—with
coal. The average age of a school building
in Philadelphia is 65 years. I was in a small
town in Florida, visiting an elementary school
where there were 12—12—housetrailers be-
hind the school to take the overflow of the
students. One-third of our schools are in seri-
ous disrepair; a lot of them literally too old
to be wired for the Internet. Other kids in
trailers that need to be in modern class-
rooms.

This is a big issue. We’ve been working
on it for 3 years now. This week the Depart-
ment of Education released a State-by-State
report, telling us that the need has grown
and grown. Enrollment is growing; facilities
are crumbling. Every year we fail to act the
problem gets worse. I am very frustrated by
those who say in the majority in Congress
that this is not a national responsibility. That
is not true.

I’m not trying to tell people how to build
the buildings. I’m not trying to prescribe

the—we’re not trying to micromanage this
program. But the school districts of this
country do not have the money or the means
right now to do what our children need. We
have finally more people in the schools than
we had during the baby boom generation
after World War II. And we cannot expect
them to learn in facilities that are unbearable
and, in many cases, unwireable.

So I asked you to work with me. With your
help, we actually have now a strong bipar-
tisan school construction bill in the House.
And thanks to you, largely, we have both Re-
publicans as well as Democrats supporting
this legislation in the Senate and the House.
The House bill would allocate $24.8 billion
to help communities build or renovate these
6,000 schools.

So now that you’ve gotten us some good
Republican support, we have to get this to
a vote. Once it became obvious on the House
floor that we actually had Republicans sup-
porting this bill and that we could pass it,
then efforts were made to keep it from com-
ing to a vote. So I say to you, there are a
lot of people who believe that this year, be-
cause it’s election year, should be a year
where nothing gets done. And I have chal-
lenged every Member of Congress who be-
lieves that to relinquish his or her salary for
a year, because we didn’t get to where we
are today by taking a year off. You don’t get
to take a year off. Nobody else gets to take
a year off, and everybody’s drawing a pay-
check every 2 weeks. There is no reason not
to continue to move forward.

Believe me, no matter how much progress
we make this year, there will still be signifi-
cant areas of disagreement between our
Presidential candidates and between the two
parties in all the congressional races. So let’s
show up for the American people and do
what we can. There is no reason—no rea-
son—not to pass the prescription drug ben-
efit on Medicare and not to pass the school
construction bill this year. And you can help
us do it. I hope you will.

Now, I would like to close with the point
with which I began, first, with a simple thank
you and, second, with a reminder that this
year, this election year, imposes on all of us
an historic responsibility. We did not get to
where we are today, with 21 million new jobs
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and the lowest unemployment rate in 30
years, the lowest female unemployment rate
in 40 years, the lowest minority unemploy-
ment rate ever measured, highest home-
ownership in history, the lowest welfare rolls
in 30 years, lowest poverty rates in 20 years,
lowest crime rates in 25 years—this didn’t
happen by accident. It happened because we
worked together, and we had the right ideas,
and we were moving in the right direction.
It happened because we believed in uniting
our people and lifting them up and not in
divide and conquer. It happened because we
believed you could be pro-business and pro-
labor, pro-work and pro-family, you could
grow the economy and improve the environ-
ment, you could balance the budget and run
a surplus and still invest more in education
and give tax relief to middle income families.

A study last week said that the percentage
of Federal income tax coming out of average
families’ incomes was the lowest in 40 years.
That’s why we had a unite and lift, not a di-
vide and conquer theory, and because we
kept working. And the only concern I have
about this election year is that people will
say, ‘‘Well, we’ve got the first surpluses we’ve
had in 40 years, back to back. Things are
going well. Why don’t we vote for something
that makes us feel good in the moment?’’

And I just want you all to listen to this,
particularly those of you that are about my
age. In February we celebrated the fact that
we had the longest economic expansion in
American history. And so I had all my eco-
nomic advisers in, and we were sitting around
talking about it. And I said, ‘‘Well, when was
the last longest economic expansion in his-
tory, before this one?’’ You know when it
was? Nineteen sixty-one to 1969.

Now, let me tell you what happened then.
In 1964 I graduated from high school, at the
peak of this economic expansion. We had low
unemployment, low inflation, high growth.
Everybody thought the growth would go on
forever. We had a civil rights challenge at
home, but Lyndon Johnson was President.
He’d united the country after President Ken-
nedy’s assassination, and people believed that
the civil rights challenge would be met in
the Congress and the courts, not in the
streets. We were sort of involved in Vietnam,
but people thought that was a long way away,

and nobody dreamed it would divide the
country. And people thought that we would
win the cold war because our values and our
system were superior, and things would just
rock right along. That’s what we thought in
1964.

Four years later, in this city, I graduated
from college on June the 8th. It was 2 days
after Robert Kennedy had been killed, 2
months and 4 days after Martin Luther King
was killed. Today is the 32d anniversary of
his death. It was 9 weeks after Lyndon John-
son said he couldn’t run for President any-
more, because the country was divided right
down the middle over Vietnam and there
were demonstrations everywhere.

It was a few weeks before Richard Nixon
was elected President on one of those divide
and conquer platforms. And I know a lot of
you probably voted for him if you were of
voting age—that age. But let me just remind
you of what the message was. The message
was, I represent the Silent Majority, which
meant that those of us that weren’t for him,
we were in the loud minority. So there was
‘‘us’’ and there was ‘‘them.’’ And then we had
all those ‘‘us’’ and ‘‘them’’ elections.

Al Gore and I came along and said, ‘‘We
want to put people first. We want to unite,
not divide.’’ But just a few weeks after that
election, in 1968, boom, the longest eco-
nomic expansion in American history was
over.

What’s the point of all that? I’m not trying
to get you down. I want you to be up. There’s
nobody more optimistic than me in this room
today. But we need to have a little humility
and gratitude for this moment we’re in. And
we need to understand that these things can
get away from us. And we need to be re-
solved to make the most of this. This is a
moment for making tomorrows, not a mo-
ment for being distracted or indulging our-
selves but for making tomorrows.

We have a chance to build a future of our
dreams for our children. And the reason I
told you that story about the 1960’s was not
only to remind you that nothing lasts forever,
and you have to make the most of these
things, but to tell you that, not as your Presi-
dent but as a citizen, I have been waiting
for 35 years for my country to have this
chance. And you can make the most of it.
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So in everything you do this year, you re-
member this little story I told you. And you
remember that we have the chance of a life-
time that we should be grateful for. And ev-
eryone you talk to and everyone you touch
and everything you say, remind people: This
is our moment for making tomorrows.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:25 p.m. in the
International Ballroom at the Washington Hilton
and Towers. In his remarks, he referred to Robert
A. Georgine, president, Building and Construc-
tion Trades Department, AFL–CIO.

Remarks on Efforts To Bridge the
Digital Divide
April 4, 2000

Thank you very much. First of all, Julian,
I thank you for your introduction, for your
remarks, and, mostly, for the power of your
example. I find very often when we do these
events in the White House, by the time I
get up to talk, everything that needs to be
said has already been said. And I certainly
thank you.

I want to thank you, Senator Barbara
Mikulski, for being the first Member of Con-
gress to talk to me about the digital divide.
And once I realized you were interested in
it, I stopped worrying about whether we
would address it—[laughter]—because no
one will ever say no to the Senate’s sparkplug
of energy. I want to thank Secretary Herman
for her support. And Secretary Glickman,
thank you for being here. Harris Wofford,
the leader of our national service movement;
and Gene Sperling, my National Economic
Adviser, who has pushed this whole digital
divide issue so passionately.

I want to thank the Members of Congress
who are here. Over to my left, Senator John
Breaux, my neighbor from the Mississippi
Delta, where we are very interested in the
potential of the computer and the Internet.
And we just had a large delegation of House
Members that have come in. They’ve been
voting, and I’m glad they’re here. I hope I
have all their names, but I’d like to introduce
them: Representative Maxine Waters, Rep-
resentative Bart Stupak, Representative
Ellen Tauscher, Representative Lucille

Roybal-Allard, Representative Silvestre
Reyes, Representative John Larson, Rep-
resentative Eddie Bernice Johnson, Rep-
resentative Zoe Lofgren, Representative
Rubén Hinojosa. Thank you all for being
here. Did I get everybody? Thank you. And
Elijah Cummings from Maryland—he’s on
the front row.

I’d also like to thank Governor Angus King
from Maine for being here. He is working
to create an endowment fund in Maine to
provide portable computers and Internet ac-
cess to all seventh graders, so they can actu-
ally be taken home.

There are many other distinguished Amer-
icans here who have worked on this. Bob
Johnson, the head of BET, thank you for
being here. And I want to acknowledge the
presence of former Governor of West Vir-
ginia Gaston Caperton, now the head of the
College Board. West Virginia, under his lead-
ership, was the first State to provide com-
puter access to all elementary school stu-
dents. So we’re glad to have you here, sir.
And I thank you all for being here.

I want to talk about what we’re doing now
as we set the stage for the administration’s
third new markets tour, which will begin in
the week of April the 16th. But before I
begin, I would like to acknowledge two very
important developments yesterday in Amer-
ica’s ongoing fight to protect our children
from the dangers of guns falling into the
hands of criminals and children, one of them
in Senator Mikulski’s home State of Mary-
land.

Last night I called Governor Glendening
and Lieutenant Governor Kathleen Kennedy
Townsend to congratulate them and the
Maryland Legislature for passing legislation
requiring built-in child safety locks on new
handguns, ballistics testing for new guns, and
safety training for gun purchasers. And yes-
terday Massachusetts began enforcing tough-
er consumer product safety rules, banning
junk guns and requiring trigger locks. Next
week I’m going out to Colorado to support
a citizen ballot initiative there that would
close the gun show loophole.

These are all great efforts, and I think it’s
worth pointing out that they are bipartisan
efforts in these States. Colorado, for example,
Republican registration has gone up in the
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