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Presidential

hat does the 1992 elecrion
campaign mean for peoplc
with disabilities?

The Americans with Disabilities Act
is now in force. We re all waiting to scc
how well it will bec implemented and
enforced. What other issucs arc there?
What should we be asking Bill Clinton
and Al Gore. George Bush and Dan
Quayle?

Traditionally, people in the disability
community have largely camped out
with the Democratic Purty. Butin recent
years (hat reality has become blurred
and muddled.

Remember, that it was
Republican George Bush who
acted as a catalyst 1o get the
Americans with Disabilities Act
cnacted into law. Democriuts
controlled the Congress which
passed the ADA in the first
place. but ADA had bipartisan
support from some Republicans
all the way. Bush gets a lot ot
credit lor geuing ADA signed

Questions

If you could ask
the candidates
about the key
disability issues,
what would
you ask?

senior advisor — George Covington —
on disability issues.

On the other hand. Kemp hus com-
pluinced that the White House some-
times doesn’t take him seriously
because he is disabled. And Quayle is
reported to have helped weaken Hous-
ing and Urban Affairs guidelines for
access to multi-family housing for

vanauard of support. In 1988 Michael
Dukakis made no attempr 1o appeal to
the disability constituency. Now what
about Rill Clinton this season?

In his acceprance speech to the
Democratic convention in New York,
Clinton made references to people with
disabilitics. Bur his remarks suggested
that he considers people with dis-
abilities as pcople to be raken care ol.
not as people of active independence.
te said hc wants government to help
pay collcge costs for energetic young
pcople who can rcwurn to their com-

munitics and work off the debt
by hclping the poor, the frail

People with disabilities need
to consider the candidates
carefully with regard to the issues

that concern us most.

and the people with disabilities

What kind ol autitude does
that suggest?

Remember, too. that Clinton
was a target ol a sit-in protest ai
the Governor's Office in Litle
Rock late last year. People with
disabilities were demanding
Clinton reverse a decision o
slash funding for attendant care

and implemented.

Bush has also appointed
people with disabilities in his
administration, for example. Evan
Kemp as chairman of the Equal
Emplovment Opportunity Commission.
And Vice-Presidept Dan Quayle has a

September 1992

people with disabilities.

Some Democrats in Congress have
demonsirated strong support for people
with disabilitics. but the natonal
leadership has not exactly been in the

services. Clinton did reverse

the decision. but what docs this
cpisode say about his ideas and
attitudes about people with disabilities?
So the politicul landscape this vear is
difficult to read clearly. People wilh
disabilitics need to consider the can-
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didates carcfully with regard to the is-
sues that concern us most,

What are those issucs?

To find out, MAINSTREAM asked
readers from araund the nation what
questions they would ask the candidates
if they had the chance.

We ve got a solid list of questions.

" They were suggesied by the following

people: Gary McNichols of Concord.
CA, director ol risk management for
TOSCO refining company; Richard
B. Offner, director of the Rural In-
stitute on Disabilities. University of

Justin Dart, Jr.

Montana; Paul Longmore, historian,
Palo Alto. CA: Diune Coleman, attor-
ney and co-director of the Center for
Assistive Technology Project, Nash-
ville. TN: Delbert Lewis. member of
Arkansas Advisory Committee to U.S.
Civil Rights Commission, Littic Rock,
AR; and Mark Johnson, advocacy and
community af(airsspecialist, Shepherd
Spinal Center, Atlanta. GA.

Here, then, are the questions these
MAINSTREAM readers want the
presidential candidates to answer:

09/08,92 12:50
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l. Would you describe people with dis-
abilitics as ordinary people? Is it
government's duty to eliminate bar-
riers for disabled people OR to pro-
vide long-term cure for disabled
people?

2. Mapy persons with disabilitics are
dependent on their Mcdicare
coverage which has become one of

Quayle Is

reported to have
helped weaken
Housing and Urban
Affairs guidelines for
access to mulfi-family
housing for people
with disabilifies.

“Andependence’

Companion allows the specch disabled
to answer phoncs, order hamburgers,
ask directions, request help or simply say,
“{ love you."

In any language, at any agc, the
Companion speaks out for all.

At areally low price; $165!

the mujor disincentives to work/mar-
riage. Do you support federal legis-
lation to remove work/marriage
cligibility requircments for Medicare
so that Mcdicare is available to more
peaple with disubilities? .

Gain independence, call now: 800/25-VOICE.

,Companion Products International

@ 717/686-4713 Fax 717/686-4718 800/258-8423 '
Post Office Box G, Milford, PA 18337-0208

3. Do|you plan to appoint pcople with
disabilities 0 your administration?
Will you appoint a person with dis-
a'bifilics to oversee disability policy”
Ar¢ any people with disabilitics now
serving in your election campaign?

MORE INDEPENDENCE
FOR QUADRIPLEGICS!

New Electric Leg Bag Emptier

TRis inexpensive, ightweigin, clectric valve mournss
cn e apen end of your leg bag The valve
operatin un 12i249-volt whealchusir batze=ies.

A umple wheelchair-mountea switch operates

the valve. V.ive comes complete with switch,
wining, and tubirig It 15 made of stamniless

MPE] ARG CATNES A ONe year warranty.

4. Do|you think people who need as-
sistance in daily living should be
able o choose between facility or
hotne care. and how much control
should people with disabilities
haye over the people who arc assist-
ing them?

5. Dd you support national legislarion
mandating states to support person-
nal assistance services?

* Ligneweight ® F3sT emptying @ Easily disassembled for
Cleoning « Easily mstallec und removed ¢ small size

New Speclal Order Features:
Rechargcable Battery and Charger — Use
our Electric Leg Bay Emptier on a manual chair
Puff Switch — Operate Electric Leig Bag
Ermnptier using mouth only.

Call us for detalls)

6. Should federal funding for the Assis-
tive Technology Act of 1988 con-
tinue insiead of being passed olf w

§ RIC $190.00 ' . the states for support? Currently. uc-

i CTS to assistive technology is a

privilege. What would you do to

R.D. Equipment, Inc. ¢ 230 Percival Dr. ¢ West Barnstable ¢ MA 02668 » [S0B) 362-7498 v . p
make it a right?
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. With so many right-to-die cascs now

appearing in the courts. should
people with disubilities have the
same access 1o suicide prevention
services as everyone else? '

. Wouldn't it be best to unify all the

disubility programs (HUD., Vocation-
al Rehabilitation, SSI. Medicare
educalion.,.) underone agency? How
would you envision that agency - as
a protection, welfare agency, or civil
rights agency?

9. The Americans with Disabilitics Act

of 1990 has established the civil
rights of persons with disabilities.
What will your administration do to
ensure that these rights will be

Justin Dart, Jr.
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such a critical budgetary time for this
country?

l1. Many of the major issues ol dis-

abilily are the same as those related
to poveny (c.g.. limited access to
health care, substandard housing. un-
employment. etc.). How will your
administralion integrate disability
policy with your poverty agenda. in-
cluding mainstream programs for
employment and cconomic em-
powerment?

protccted under the provisions of !

the Act? Please provide specific
refercnce to protection of American
Indians with disabilitics when
sovercign American Indian reser-
vations arc excluded from the
provisions ot the Act. and to the
empowerment of persons with dis.
abilities by smalf employers (those
with less than 1S emplovees) that
predominate in rural areas that arc
exempl from Title | of the Act

. ..Clinton was

a target of a sit-in
protest at the
Governor’s Office
in Liftle Rock iate
last year,

development has been u significant
catalyst for improving education.

10. Federul spending on rescarch and :

and heulth and buman services for .
Americans with disabilities. Balunc-
ing the federal budger and reducing

the deficit clearly are among the
most pressing demands on the
Presidency. How do you think the
federal government can continue i1s
leadership in supporting research
and development thar benerits the
lives of peaple with disabilities in

12:51 Po4

12. Currently 70 pereent of people with
disabilities are oul of the work force
or uncmployed. What do you think
the baTriers to employment are and
what would you do to remove them?

13. The Fair Housing Act mandates
minimal access in all new multi-
family|construction. Would you sup-
port lcgislation that required
minimal access in all new single-
family|dwellings?

Compiled by Scot Hurs,

A Revolutionary Chord
for Fast, Easy Data Entry
with Only One Hand!

You only need one hand 10 enter
data on the Bat, a 7" x 7°, seven key
Chord KeyPad™ which uses
chord technology and ergonomics
principles to emmulnte @ complefe 101
PC or Macintosh extended keyboard.

SPECIAL FEATURES:
e Fach hand is o complete keyboard.

® No looking down at keyboard.

® The BAT Chord KeyPod can be learned in less than an haur,
o Eliminates the need 1o learn standard tauch-typing skifls.
® Helpful in physical therapy for rehabilitating the use of hand movement.
» Ergonomically designed to minimize foligue and sirain.
o The BAT allows even novice users to become highly efficient and productive.

o The BAT is availoble for Macintosh, IBM PC’s, compatibles, and olher platforms.

Explore the freedom the BAT can offer.
Single Chord KeyPad™ $295.
Dual Chord KeyPad™  $495.

|
KeyPad-

Infogrip, Inc.

1 « 800 ¢ 3970921
5047664228 Fax

5800 Ore Perkins floce, Suite SF, Baton Rouge, LA 70808
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n the Scene M Hng

by Mary Jane Owen, M.S.W.

A few years ago "disability”
asn’t “news.” Suddenly our con-
ms are being confronted. Ara we
prepared to discuss ourinterests with
candor and insight?

Lotsofuswere “On The Scene™as
the two political parties established
iha ground rules and issues for the
presidential campaign. What will we
gel in exchange tor our voles? This
time “disability® mada it to the
podium at both conventions.

In New York thara were refer.
ences by Governor Clinton in his ac-
ceplance speech to the need for sor-
vices forthose of us with disabilifles.
One of the major addresses was da-
livered by the brilfiant and disabled

Barbara Jordan., But the candidata’s .
tallure 1o movse beyond a medical or_

service mous! of disadility. was un~
fortunate’ The public got a strongar
Image of our health needs than our
aspirations for self determination.
Somearuocaiag feediotake the Cirgon
16am acide and bring them up lo date.

Andthenwe tumed onthe Repub-
licans down_in Houston.

. Barbara *

Justin Dart, Jr.
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another case where-advocates within
the Party are essential in keeping the
process moving forward.

Early in the last presidential
campaign Governor Dukakis had
sirong disability support. But In
none of his major \elevision appear-
ances did ha mention the hopes of the
disability eommunity. Too many of
those potential voles slipped out of
his back pockel like forgorten golden
coins, They were sufficient to have
made the difference batween doleat
and victory, In contrast, advisors o
then Vice Prasident Bush, well aware
of tha signilicance of a Hamis and
Associales survey, encouraged this
candidate 10 mention the untapped
potential of 43 million Americans
wilh disabilities and his intenlion fo
put their areams of inclusion on his
apenda.

That survey indicated the dis-
ability community was more inier-
estad than the general public in poli-

. tics and elections and was frustrated

in 3ttempts 1o Iearn what politicians
running for office had in mind for

Bush, in running through her Bgt of _ ' moving them beyond stagnation and

reasons 1o celebrate her husband’'s
pastiour years reminded all America
of Georna's suppon of the Amaricans

with Disabilities Act. #And the.Presi-.,

dont and other rnajol speakers in-
cluded menlion of it in their remarks
from the podum. But were disabled
viewars assured that programs as-
sontial to their advancemsnt would
continue to be supponed? Perhaps

" poventy. Sincethe newspapers wara

ignoring this concern, the only way 1o
break through the curtain of igno-
rance was by making statements about

.disability on national television.

Would it pay off in garnering a lot ol
votes? Apparenily it did.

We can be pretty sure it worked
hecausa, forthe firsttime in history,
the shifts in voter prelerence was

the News -

301-217-0464
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tracked among those
ties. To the surprise ¢

ity while Dukakis contihued to ignore
those among his stat! who suggested
he empioy the same sirateqy.

Maybe we ali should keep score
and tick off the number of limes the
two candidates recognize the poten-
llal ana inherent value of thoge of
their constituency who hava disabilli-
ties. But simple tally sheets are
obvicusly not a magic formulae. Will
those aspirations be better served
under a “New Covenant” orynder the
“Big Tent?” And can we expect the
print media to take us seriously this
time around?

Onepredicamentwe faca is a back-
lash out thesa which must be ac-
knowladged befors it can bs conq

dln.é the

fronted. Simple insistence on our
*rights™ may prove 1o be coumell
productiva. We. are not the fir.
group striving for clvil rights andw
have seldom reached outin sofidarity
to creale a common voice with thos
who have aexplorad the tricky 1errai
we find beforae us.

The movement 1oward full inclu
sion and meaningiui civil rights i
slill down the road and the path 1
freedom has always required sacri
fices. Wa have only 1o lock to the
efforts of ourcompanions on the trail
Black Americans faced angry mobs
sheritis’ stun guns. tear gas. wczous
anack dogs and death a= they marchad
peacelully, insisting on the vate and

tull ciizenship. Yel segregation anq

discrimination are stillrampant. The -

earliest feminists padlocked them-
selves to the gates of the White Hous
in their demands 1o get the vote ani
hoped thal would move them towari
equily. Their bartle ground is sti
cluttered with decades of viclims. An
the *glass ceiling” of limited oppof
tunities in the market place and th
harsh questions raised by the Anit
Hill fiasco still raise doubts as 1o th
reality ol the apparent gains maage.
Were we so naive as to think all w
neededlodowas getthe ADApassedan
the new age of equily would arrive

There ar2 several examples J
tne probiems anead. A senes of AD

O WO A=A a0

P = oW

arnendmems has alfeady been pro-
posed In Congrass. ' They seek 10 re-
peal or emascuiate the protections’
which we thought were cumrenily
guarameed. Can unraalisticdemands -
be suificient to tight the fear which
tuels thasa attacks? There Is dis-
agreament in answermg that ques-
tion.

Probably we shouldnt have been
gurprised when the bulldog of many
uitra right Republicans, Willlam
Dannameyer from Orange County CA
Introduced his Americans with Dis-
abilities Act Amendment (H.R. 4593)
this Spring. He is ratiring this year,
but his waming of plans fo take the
pawar out of this civil rights law was
clearly issued attha Congressional hear-
Ings and floor debates. His parting gint
Is another savo in a baffle many may
not have anticipated. While the
Dannameyer bill *merely” aims at
legislatively delining some flexible con-
cepts lika “reascnable accommoda-
lions,” nigid standards will limil the
promise of ADA,

In June an even more disturding
bill was imroduced by the Repubkcan
congrassman from OCklahoma City.
Mickay Edwards. Firstelectedin 1976,
he quickly made a name lor himselt as a
laader in the ideclogical right and has
served as chair of the American Con-
servalive Umon. Currently the cnarr ot
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the Republican Policy Commillee, heis
the founh highes! rarking Republican
in the House. Obviously a man with
considerable power and influence, his
bill would repeal ADA. Such drastic
action is *justitied™ on the basis of his
consfituancy's fear 1hat the financial
burdens of implementation of the ADA
will barkrupt Oktahoma City business!

Some of the more mean spirited
speeches at the Republican Convention
ieft fittle doubt the far right has staked
ou a large plot of influence under the
idealistically Inclusive “Big Tent." How
effective will thay be in moving our
fnends in the Republican Party away
from their previous commitments to
the digability eommunity? How suc-
cossful will they be in moving the Pany
further away from supporting current
federal repuiations? These manare

haveatramendouspolentalimpaciupon -

ADA protections.

Waomustrecognizethatihe enemies
of ADA are siill oul there, .gathering
their forces and premching thelr mes-
szge that the feared coxts of equily are
too tamrible to justify the yaet unseen
benefits of civit ights. We thenface a
political/policy dilemma. If our eivil
rghts laws are to be sustalned and
improved, those political forces which
have betriencied us must be reassured
and defended against those who wauld
aftack them for their eupporn of our
issues.

As H this were not enough to debate
and worry about, in the August Sth
iszue of "The Washinglon Post™ and
other national newspapers, undsr the
tile of *Dousing A Poim of Light”
Kenin W. Concannon suggestad some of
us with disabilities had done a terrible
thing in opposing the Oregon appica-
tion 10 “reform” medical services.
Many withinthe disability fights move-
merthave opposedthat Medicaid Waivet.
Touled as & "rational” method 1o deal
with the escalaling costs of medcal
care, it would have provided a isting of
those medical condiions which would
Dbe appropriale and have biocked others
trom furxiing. Of course, there were
some good festures but a major diffl-
culty was that i wouid have begun a
dangerous process of institutonalizing
and legaizing tha concept that some of
uB are *more etigiblo™ and others ot us

Justin Dart, Jr.

are “less eligible” for essential medi-
cal sarvices. Those with sevare or
unusyal disabilities wouki have been
placedin everincreasing jeopardy. The
Oregon Waiver would have established
the principal that there are two classes
ot poor people - the “treatables” and
the "hrow aways.” Most of us know
where we might fall in such an evau-
alion.

Obviously a credentialed and re-
specied pubikcpolicy analyst, Concannon
suggesied the Bush administralion's
dacision not to allow this rationing
mechanismwas based upon pofitics, not
policy, andthat the disabled community
was misledin their oppositionto such a
neal plan.

There Is no way t© determing who
among us May play a more viaal role

‘within our famiies and communities.

Raaders ol these colunMS KNOW My views
on the power and necessity of human
wulngrability in building stronger com-
munities and tamily connections. Per-
soraly, | am opposed 10 any Jasmgt 1o
judga anyono as more eligible than any
other individual for any rehabilitation
or other gervices, But sfill some com-
piain, *So you don't like this pian. How
would you make the decisionwheniund-
ingis limited?" And rmy reply is ready:
A lottery!

Watkt before you laugh. Such a plan
would reinforce the reality of lile. Each
day is full of happenstance and there is
no way to weigh ona persan’s potential
value against another. And as lbhgas a
society “thinks® it has a trustwonnhy
formulaa for calculating such a ditier-
ence In meril, it is in moral jeopardy
and may res! contant with the decisions
of those who dedlare thomsehves ex-
pens.

The lottery of life makes it a glori-
ous gamble. Every time we get on an
airplane of make lova or drive a car
down the Beltway or cross the street we
are at isk. We heed to remember that
¥ais fragile and we are allintha same
keftla. Society, ike stew, it most sa-
vory whaen variety and the happan-
gance of the Scoop ane mainaingd. And
it might bring to the controversy of
medical costs a [ile more creative
exarminaton.

Years ago | suggested wo simply
reunite the U.S. Depantments of EQuca-

09/08/92 12:52

tion ang Heanh and Human Services and
hen swilch names between thal new
apency and the Depanrmem of Defense
Surely a healhy, productive and wel
educated citizenry is the major source
o! national defense. We would put in-

temational strength slighily behind !hq
basic neeas of those who live within ou
boundaries.

1 found in Concannon's editorial an
angryfinger pointed atthe newly gained
sense of selt getermingtionwhich many
of the 43 million Americans with dis
abilities are just gaining. But it als
poims out a hew and evolving reality:
we are goingto play inthe nationalgame
of politics, we have {o become sophisﬁ}
cated and articulate our policy isgues
clearty and graphically. Andws have n'?
ingist that ourissues be covered with
a level of knowledge and sensitivi
which has rarely been shown by th
media or the policy experts.

Al base, our major probiem is i
illustrating that each human lile holds
potertial valve. When we buy into the

pPos
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idea that one person with a less iminng
impairment is more valuable than an-
other, we have slaned nibbling away a:
the moral plaiform upon which ou:
movemer is based. Both the Africar.
Americanandwomen's movements have
hadtoleamnthatits notjusthe efite who
must be infegrated -t mustba ab. As
long as one woman is trealed in a disre-
spectiul way and her value is dimin-
ished by her community, all women
must fear the misstep which may move
them over the edge into Genigration.
Each time the African American
community's advance towards equity of
opportunity is measured only by the
graduates ol Harvard and notintlerms of
a din farmers son in Alabama, the
battie for equity has not been won. And
as ong as any of our companons in
disahility are viswed as not az good a5
"us.” we have given away the moral
power which couid protect us when our
sirength fails and we too need help.

Keep on keeping on - And I'l see ya
*On The Scene.”
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The following is recommended as an Op-Ed piece:

PRESIDENT GEORGE BUSH: CHAMPION FOR
AMERTICANS WITH DISABILITIES

by Michael Marge
Syracuse University

During his terms as Vice President from 1984-88 and

President from 1989 to present, George Bush has been an ardent

supporter of programs and services for persons with
His theme has always been to provide opportunities
persons with disabilities may realize a full measur

personal, and economic independence. Although he i

disabilities.

S

o- that

e of social,

s best known

for his support of the AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA),

President Bush has accumulated an impressive record

accomplishments in many other areas of disability.

In 1986, the National Council on Disability, tl

committee on disability policy whose members are ap
President and confirmed by the United States Senate
report to the President and the.Congress entitled,
Independence, An Assessment of Federal Laws and Pro

e A
Wa il

Affecting Persons Disabilities~-With Legislati

Recommendations." The Report was based on thousand
interviews and discussions with persons with disabi
their advocates from all sections of the United Sta
number of studies about the social, personal and ec
of Americans with disabilities were consulted in th

of the Report. The recommendations for improved pr

services for children and adults with disabilities

of

he top Federal
pointed by the
, published a
"Toward

grams

ve
s of
lities and
tes. Also, a
onomic needs
e development

ograms and

covered the




" President, he continued his steadfast and dedicated

Op-Ed: George Bush
Michael Marge

following topics: (1) Equal Opportunity Laws, (2) Employment, (3)

Disincentives to Work Under Social Security Laws, (4) Prevention

of Disabilities, (5) Transportation, (6) Housing, (7
based Services for Independent Living, (8) Educating
with Disabilities, (9) Personal Assistance--Attendan

Readers, and Interpreters, and (10) Coordination of

) Community-
f Children
1t Services,

Federal

Programs Concerning Disability Policies and Programs. After

presenting this Report to the White House, it was then Vice

President Bush who worked closely with the National

Council in

implementing the recommendations. And when he was elected

the goals and objectives'spelled out in the Report,

commitment to

"Toward
Independence." TLet us review the record of accomplishments in
each of the recommendations of the Report.
The recommendations for Equal Opportunity Laws), Employment,
and Transportation urged that the President and the| Congress .
enact législation which guarantees the civil rightsi create

opportunities for employment and improves transportation for

persons with disabilities. This led to the creation of the

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT. The first draft was submitted

to the White House for review in 1987. It was expanded and

submitted to the Congress in 1988 for review and discussion.

After hearings and negotiations, it was signed into

President George Bush in July 1990. It is landmark

law by

legislation
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which eliminates discrimination based on disability

accessibility to opportunities for persons with disa
jobs, public services, transportation, and telecommu

As Vice President and then President, George Bush su

effort from its inception.
support of the ADA,

other initiatives of substance and significance.

It has been known for years that the majority o

with disabilities who were on welfare wished to work

discouraged by the provisions of the Social Security
" person with a disability decided to take an entry le
he or she would lose their benefits, including health coverage

under Medicaid. If. they lost their entry level 3jok

But although he is known

as we have said earlier he has s

and assures
bilities in
nications.
pported this
for his

upported many

f persons
but
If

7 Laws. a

vel position,

5, it would

take months, and in some instances, years to recover their status

on welfare and its benefits. As a result, many per

ons with

severe disabilities were discouraged from séeking employment.

President Bush and his associates worked with the S

Administration and the Congress in changing the law
regulations so that a person with a disability may
employment without facing the penalty of losing all
a long period of time in the event they are unsucce
employment. Disincentives to work under Social Sec

removed and incentives for employment and personal

independence were introduced. The good work of Soc
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and economic

ial Security



' general population and to prevent additional complic

Op-Ed: George Bush
Michael Marge

Commissioner Gwendolyn Xing, a minority woman appoin
President Bush, must be acknowledged in workiné out
initiative to bring persons with disabilities into t
and off the welfare roles.

Another landmark in his support of persons with
and Americans in general, is the President’s support
National Program to Prevent Primary and Secondary Di
In 1988, this Program was launched by the U. S. Publ
Sgrvibe Centers for Disease Control fo institute pro

state and in each community. to prevent disabilities

conditions in persons who are already disabled. Cur

tee of
this

he work force

disabilities
of the
sabilities.
ic Health
grams in each
in the

ations or

rently 22-

states are supported, including New York State which has received

funding from this Program since its inception.

Onondaga County are benefitting from this Program wi

prevent head and spinal cord injuries in school age

the long term disabling effects of cerebral palsy.

In the area of housing, President Bush’s Admini

Syracuse and

th grants to

children and

stration has

introduced improved regulations in making housing available and

accessible to persons with disabilities. President

Secretary of Housing, Jack Kemp, has been a leader i

Bush’s

n protecting

the rights of persons with disabilities, including accessibility

to housing.

Centers for Independent Living have become a major force in




Op—~Ed: George Bush 5
Michael Marge

our communities to implement many programs and services on behalf
of persons with disabilities. Presideht Bush and his
Administration have continued to increase support for these
centers because he believes that the action takes pllace, not in
Washington, DC, but at the community level. Our independent"
liﬁing center in Onondaga County, ARISE, has greatly benefitted
from the efforts of the President to support these enterprises.

i ) Children with disabilities have been a considerable concern
to the President as evidenced by his'support of increased budgets
for Special Education Programs within the Department of Education

" and his massive increase to Head Start which is required to
incorporate at least 10%:of children with disabilities into its
programs. Both the President and the First Lady, Barbara Bush,
have repeated their commitment to special education|and have
demonstrated that commitment with Federal support in funding and
humanpower.

During the past year, the Bush Administration has been
formulating legislation which provides support for personal
assistance to persons with disabilities. individuals whose
disabilities require a full-time or part-time attendant to assist
| in some activities of daily living or employment would be covered
by the provisions of the prqposed legislation. These serviqes
include a personal atteﬁdant for an individual with| a severe

physical disability affecting body, arm, leg and hand movements,




Op-Ed: George Bush
Michael Marge

a reader for a person with a vision disorder, and an interpreter

who uses sign language and lip reading for a person
hearing disorder. Under the Rehabilitation Act and

with Disabilities Act, accommodations for persons w

with a
the Americans

ith

disabilities include personal assistance. But the new

legislation being contemplated would support programs of personal

services for those who are in great need for assist
they work or not.
This impressive record of support for improvin

opportunities and the quality of their lives for pe

ance whether

g

rsons with

disabilities must be communicated to the American public. It is
a testament to President Bush’s capability of implementing his

long-standing commitment to a population of Americans who have

been ignored, dismissed and discriminated against.

Wwith this

substantial record, the lives of the estimated 43 million

Americans with disabilities are better protected an
opportunities for independence have rapidly increas
At a time, when Americans are rightfully anxio

economy and jobs, we should not ignore other signif

which need our attention. The issue of eliminating

d their
ed.
us about the

icant issues

discrimination against 17% of our population and improving the

quality of their lives, is of paramount importance

not only to

the 43 million persons with disabilities but also to an estimated

100 million members of their families.




Op-Ed: George Bush
Michael Marge

It is this record and my personal acquaintance

with George

Bush which compels me to support his reelection as President.

Besides his follow-through on his commitment to per

disabilities, he is compassionate, thoughtful, hone

trustworthy, highly intelligent, and most of all,'e

handle the difficult years ahead for our Nation.

***************************************************

Dr. Michael Marge, Professor of Special Education and

Rehabilitation, Syracuse University, Syracuse, NY,

sons with
st and

xperienced to

kkhkkkhhhhhkkhkk

served as a

Member of the National Council from 1982 - 1987, and continued as

a professional consultant to the National Council u
was appointed by H. Douglas Barclay (who is Chair o
State Bush-Quaylé 92 Victory Campaign) as Chair, Ne
Bush—-Quayle 92 Coalition for Americans with Disabil
also serves as a Member of the Bush-Quayle 92 Advis
Washington, DC. He has been a resident of DeWitt,

since 1974.

ntil 1991. He
f the New York
w York State
ities. He

ory Committee,

New York,
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Republican
National
Committee

Richard N. Bond
Chairman

September 8, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR REPUBLICAN LEADERS
FROM: RICH BOND

SUBJECT: The heat is on

- Our two weeks in Houston last month provided the party and campaigns throughout the
country with a momentum and spirit that we must maintain and strengthen. I want to
share some key items with you that will give us some fuel to keep the fire burning
brightly:

o This week, the Clinton campaign conceded that President Bush is accurate in his claim
that Bill Clinton has raised taxes and user fees 128 times as governor of Arkansas.
Don't shy away from this argument or the bottom-line point of it: Bill Clinton is a tax-
raiser by instinct.

Since the platform meetings convened on Aug. 10, Michael Kinsley has tried twice to
poke holes in our claim and George Will has also attempted to nit-pick it. I've
enclosed their opinion pieces for your review, and my response to their weak charges
by way of an op ed piece in the Sept. 5 edition of 7he Washington Post. Also included
is the list of 128 individual increases and talking points that underscore the integrity
and veracity of the list.

o The Clinton campaign has released a new TV ad, and predictably, its claims are
distorted. Enclosed in the packet is an analysis of the message, and the untold facts
that tell the true story.

o The cover story from the August edition of American Spectator magazine, entitled
"The Lady Macbeth of Little Rock," by Daniel Wattenberg.

@ Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center ¢ 310 First Street Southeast ® Washington, D.C. 20003 ¢ (202) 863-8700
TDD: (202) 863-8728 ¢ FAX: (202) 863-8820




e The Aug. 31 edition of the New Republic included a very thoughtful piece by Richard
Vigilante about the President's accomplishments in his first term, and his abilities as a

leader. "The Case for Bush" should be required reading for anyone
the campaign to re-elect George Bush.

who believes in

« We are very fortunate to have the talents of Sam Skinner as our general chairman, and
his travel schedule this fall will be rigorous. I have enclosed his biography for your

information.

Keep the flame high -- and we'll send as much kindling as we can to fuel it between now

and Election Day.




- Michael Kinsley

Anatomy of a Smear

How many times did Clinton—and Bush—raise taxes:

u [Massachusetis Gov. William) Weld repeatedly
referred to the 43 tax increases Clinton signed
during 11 years as governor. i

. —USA Today

u Bill Clinton as governor of Arkansas raised lax-
es something like 128 different lsmes.
- —Dan Quayle

w Well, take taxes. We're mad at GeorgeBush'be-

cause he raised tazes once. Bill Clinton has signed

121 tax increases. A hundred and twenty-one!
—Rep. Newt Gingrich

Like Joe McCarthy counting communists in the
State Department, Republicans have had a hard
time deciding exactly how many tax increases to
accuse Bill Clinton of. They have settled on the
number 128, and the Bush-Quayle campaign has
issuedalist. . :

The exact number of tax increases in Arkansas
while Clinton was governor is a meaningless .
question in any event, but the Republicans obvi-
ously think it's a telling point. As McCarthy un-
derstood, a number lends phony precision_ thag
gives weight to the general indictment—in this
case, that Clinton is a “tax raiser.” So the accura-
cy of the number is important, not for what it
says about Clinton but for what it says about
Bush. Bush has decided to campaign on the
theme of “trust.” Bear with me while we analyze
the “128 tax increases,” and see if you can trust
George Bush.

The Bush-Quayle list is hilariously shoddy. My
favorite items are three (numbers 31, 86 and
91), which aren't items at all. They are just plac-
es where the description of an alleged tax in-
crease took more than one line. Similarly, num-
ber 78 is a verbatim repetition of number 74 (a
25-cent tax increase per gallon on “light wine”).
*Tax increase” number 92 is a $1 per-conviction
court costs fee imposed on criminals. One dollar,
and the Bushies are complaining! These people
are supposed to be tough on crime?

Item number 46 is 2 1987 law lengthening the
season for dog racing. This is apparently a “tax
increase” on the theory that a longer season in-
creases state gambling tax revenues, Other sup-
posed tax increases either never actually took ef-
fect (number 71) or replaced another tax of equal
size (number 117). A fuel tax increase is counted
as two because it applies to both gasoline and die-
sel. A general booze tax increase weighs in at
five if you count such categories as wine coolers
separately—as they do.

Dick Alexander, an Arkansas law professor
working for the Clinton campaign, figures a true
count would be 55 or 59 increases in various tax-
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es and fees while Clinton wds governor, depend-
ing on how you figure. He eyen includes 10 the
Republicans somehow overlooked.

But in the real world, as opposed to Republican
propaganda fantasies, taxes Eo down, too. Alex-
ander has produced a list of 48 tax cuts during
Clinton’s governorship. These include such
George Bush favorites as tax breaks for enter-
prise zones and capital gain . They also include a
general cut last year that requced or eliminated
income taxes on 374,000 |0\Iv-income Arkansas
citizens. Since seven of Clinton’s 55 (or 59) tax
increases have expired or been repealed, the ac-
tual number of tax “increases” and the number of
tax “cuts” are about equal. If you care.

Arkansas is a very low-tax state. It ranks 49th
in per capita state and local taxes and 50th in per
capita expenditures. Even measuring taxes asa
share of personal income, Arkansas ranks 47th.

A “Factsheet” put out by the Bush-Quayle com-
mittee augments the “128 tax increases” canard
with the assertion that: “Taxes are $397.1 mil-
lion higher on an annual basi'? than when Clinton
took office.” This figure reflects inflation and
growth as well as real tax increases. By the same
moronic calculus, federal taxes are $476.4 billion
higher than when Ronald Reagan and George
Bush took office.

In fact, the.absurdity of this whole count-the-
taxes exercise is illustrated by applying it to
George Bush's tenure as president. Just one tax

crease was 73 separate increases. And Bush
signed tax bills in 1989 and 1991 as well, each
one with multiple provisions, Who can forget his
decision in 1989 to “limit nonrecognition treat-.
ment when securities are received in certain Sec-
tion 351 transactions™ That one was a $1.4 bil-
lion taxincrease over five years.

There have been dozens of federal excise tax
increases during Bush’s reig#a. For example, in
1990 he imposed a two-stage tax increase on
both small and large cigars—distinct categories
in the statute. By the Bush-Quayle rules, that
counts as four separate tax increases.

Overall, by my count using his rules, Bush has
raised taxes 133 times—more often in just four
years than Clinton did in'11. And that doesn’t
even include increased fees for government ser- }
vices such as National Parks. Nor does it include
criminal fines.

Every day the Bush-Quayle machine puts out
stuff like this malarkey about“'128 tax increas-
es,” and every day Republican sound-bite artists

fan out to spread the word, The Clinton-Gore ma-
chine is no less efficient, but I believe it is less
dishonest. If anyone has a counterexample, I
would like to hear of it. M Iwhile, when Bush
talks of “trust,” I am reminded of Reagan's old
mantra about negotiating control with the
Soviets: “Trust, but verify.” ‘
©1992; UFS/The New Republic, Inc,
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increase? Forget it. The notgrious 1990 tax in-
\
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George F. Will

Serious People I lmch

When George Bush's campaign slithered
through Georgia, Rep. Newt Gingrich rose to
the challenge of lowering still further the tone
of it. Gingrich, whose high rank in the Republi-
can leadership is the only good reason for hop-
ing Democratic control of the House continues,
told a Bush rally that Woody Allen is “a perfect
mode! of Bill Clinton Democratic values” and
that “Woody Allen having non-incest with a
non-daughter to whom he was a non-father be-
cause they were a non-family fits the Demo-
cratic platform perfectly.”

That would cost Gingrich his reputation for
seriousness if he still had one, and it illustrates
how cynicism at the top of the Republican tick-
et pervades the entire party. Gingrich did not,
in any meaningful sense, mean what he said. He
was just emitting the sort of noise that charac-
terizes what Bush calls his campaign about
“trust.”

Gingrich's synthetlc sincerity was further
displayed as he hyperventilated about Clinton’s
joking remark, months ago, that maybe he
should have inhaled that marijuana (thereby es-
caping the ridicule his “ didn’t inhale” has
evoked). Gingrich calls Clinton’s remark “the
single most destructive action by a politician in
my lifetime.” Gingrich's lifetime began in 1943.
Make your own list of the evils Gingrich consid-
ers less significant.

After Gingrich regaled the crowd with his
Woody Allen japes, a Bush aide said, “The pres-
ident does not want to make Woody Allen an is-
sue,” There they go again, dancing the Bush
Two-Step. The campaign always disassociates
itself from the stream of dishonesty that is
steady.

Nothing new here. In 1988, when Bush’s fo-
wa campaign smeared Elizabeth Dole, Robert
Dole asked Bush, on the Senate floor, if Bush
had authorized it. Said Bush: Maybe I did and
maybe I didn’t. That is how Bush's various

campaigns have talked to the nation: down.
Read my curled lip.

On television last Sunday Robert Teeter,
Bush campaign co-chair, was asked about the
constant attacks on Hillary Clinton at the Re-
publican Convention. Teeter, two-stepping,
said, “I personally don’t think Hillary Clinton is
much of—part of an issue of this campaign, and
I've said that a number of times.” And no doubt
will have occasions to say it, piously, an addi-
tional number of times before November.

Can't Bush's people be honest about any-
thing? Mrs. Clinton is an issue and should be.
She is an experienced, outspoken advocate
about various causes and she probably would
influence the tone and direction of a Clinton ad-
ministration.

The problem is not that the Bush campaign
obviously thinks she is an issue, but that the
campaign is so mendacious when portraying
what she has written, (A bulletin: She does not
think 12-year-olds should be able to sue parents
if asked to take out the garbage.) Peter Hart,
the Democratic consultant, says this is Republi-
can strategy: Instead of running Bush-Quayle

- against Clinton-Gore, Republicans want to

eclipse their least popular and the Democrats’
most popular candidate, running George and
Barbara against Bill and Hillary.

Mrs. Clinton is being “borked.” The verb “to
bork” means to lie about the writings of a public
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figure. There is rough justice in what she is un-
dergoing. Lots of her friends participated in the
borkingiof Robert Bork, and she no doubt en-
joved it, Still, Bush campaigners are lying about
her record.

Soon|Bill Clinton will have to say to Bush
what Dole publicly said to Bush in 1988: “Stop
lying about my record.” Bush says Clinton has
raised taxes 128 times. Bush says this even
though coiummist Michael Kinsley has demon-
strated that the list of “tax increases” is a tissue
of falsehoods. (Some taxes are counted several
times; components of a tax are counted as sepa-
rate taxes; minor fees, such as the $1 court
cost 1mpo%ed on convicted criminals, are count-
edas taxes ) By the tendentious criteria used
by the Bush campaign, Bush has raised taxes
more oflten in four years than Clinton has in 12.

So, what does Teeter say of the 128 num-
ber? “We're not going to quit saying it about
Mr. Clinton.”

Bushoperatives constantly whine about the
media but Bush is benefiting from the mock so-
phistication of journalists who, striking a world-
weary stance, say of his campaign dishonesty,
“[t was ever thus in American politics.” Even if
that were true, it would be no excuse, and it
isn’t true. This is extraordinary.

Today honorable conservatives feel the sort
of fury flelt by honorable conservatives 40 years
ago when Joe McCarthy was giving anti-com-
munism| a bad name. There is a strong case to
be made against Clinton concerning school
choice, term limits, protectionism, automobile
fuel effici iciency standards, his ties to trial law-
yers, hIS running mate’s environmental hyste-
ria and much more. But serious people flinch
from being associated with the intellectual slum
that is the Bush campaign, with its riffraff of
liars and aspiring ayatollahs

Bush calls his campaign “a crusade to bring
back values His campaign is powerful evi-
dence of the need for such a crusade.




*-Michuel Kinsley

’ 128 Skidoo
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A phony number
and George Bush’s

bottomless cynicism

*Who do you trust in this election? The candidate who
raised taxes one time . . . or the other candidate who
raised taxes and fees 128 times. .. 2"

—George Bush

“ ‘How can 1 help seeing what is in front of my eyes?
Two and two are four." ‘Sometimes, Winston. Some-
times they are five. Sometimes they are three. Sometimes
they are all of them at once.””

—George Orwell, “1984",

All politicians lie. Bill Clinton, in my view, has at
least shaded the truth about the draft and about
Gennifer Flowers. But George Bush's acceptance
speech line about the 128 tax increases is a lie of
gemlike purity and distilied cynicism. It was false, he
(or his speechwriters) knew it was false and knew it
was widely known to be false, and he said it anyway.

In 1988 Michae! Dukakis said the election was about
competence, not ideology, then ran an incompetent
campaign. In 1992 George Bush says the election is
about “trust” and “character” (as opposed to, say, the
economy), then neatly demonstrates his defects in
exactly those departments. In doing so, he revealed
not just his contempt for the truth, but his contempt
for the American political process and his fellow
citizens as well. We shall find out if that contempt is
deserved.

The week before Bush’s speech, when the 128-to-
one canard was already circulating among Republican
soundbiters—1I wrote a column establishing beyond all
honest doubt that both numbers are wildly inaccurate,
There's room for quibbles about the exact tally, but
however you measure it, Bush has presided over more
separate tax increases in his four years as president

. than Clinton has in his 12 years as governor.

I do not flatter myself that the president of the
United States reads my column. But I do know that the
people who prepared Bush’s speech had read it, be-
cause they cited the column in a supporting document
released with the speech text. This document as-
serts—as if a sufficient refutation—that the piece was
“written by liberal columnist Michael Kinsley, and his
research assistant, a Clinton campaign volunteer, “Re-
search assistant? It's true that I contacted (and
quoted) the Clinton campaign. I also got “research
assistance” from the Bush campaign. In the journalism
business, we call this “reporting.”

No “research assistance” was necessary to see that
the list of 128 alleged Clinton tax increases circulated
by the Bush-Quayle people is a joke. A glance does it.
To take the most egregious cases, three of the
numbers on the list have no words attached to them at
all. Another item is a verbatim repetition of a previous
item.

Maybe Bush didn’t know when he spoke the words
that they had been publicly established as untrue. But
he knows now. What did he do when he found out? Did
he perchance think, “What would my idol, Harry
Truman, have done?” Did he call someone on the
carpet and say, “How dare you put lies in my mouth?”
Apparently not, because the Bushies are still, incredi-
bly, claiming that the statement was accurate. “We
stand by the figure 128,” said White House spokesman
Marlin Fitzwater more than a week after Bush’'s
speech. .

The_ Bush campaign has circulated a four-page memo
rebutting my previous columnf. It is headlined: “Clin-
ton’s 128 Taxes and Fees: Undeniable.” It asserts that
“every single substantive char'ge Michael Kinsley has
leveled against the tax and fee list . . . is false or
grossly misleading. The list is sfuelid."

But in fact the memo does not defend—how could
it?—the three totally nonexistent items. Nor does it
challenge my count—133—of Bush'’s own tax increas-
es. It engages in scholastic quibbles about some—but
not all—ather items I questioned, and I could quibble
back. It refuses to back down from the preposterous
claim that an extension of dog:racing season was a “tax
increase.” It dismisses a counter-list of 40-odd Clinton
tax cuts on the odd grounds that most of them “apply
exclusively to businesses, ”as |if that doesn’t count and
as if Bush objects to business tax cuts.

This memo can’t be intended seriously to persuade
anyone. The Bush campaignis purpose is merely to
create the impression that|there is some honest
controversy—which there isn't—about the truth of
Bush'’s original sally. In thisl the Bush people have
taken cynical advantage of certain conventions of the
press.

Journalists have actually done a good job of noting
that the 128-taxes figure has been challenged, but they
are hampered by a reluctance to say flat-out that the
president is a liar. The New York Times did say the
figure is ‘false, based on tricklery. *But more common
are such descriptions as "ex?‘ggerated” (Washington

Post), ‘highly misleading ”(Wall Street Journal —which
itself exposed the fraud early on), and ‘at best a
distortion of Clinton’s record * ﬁBoston Globe).

Keep the phony dispute g ing and eventually the
press throws up its hands and declares wearily that
both sides have called the other one dishonest for long
enough and it's time to move on. This has now
happened. Meanwhile, voters \Yho haven’t followed the
issue with my own neurotic obsession are left with the
vague impression that Clinton};as raised a lot of taxes
and who cares exactly how many.

This is not about taxes. It [is about, as Bush says,
character and trust. If Bush would knowingly tell an
established faisehood in one of|the most important and
widely watched addresses of his life—and stick by it
afterward—what wouldn't hé say? Honesty rarely
counts for enough with any politician, but with George
Bush it apparently counts for nothing.

Am [ belaboring a rather small point? I don’t think
so. Some lies are complicated, [like Bush's assertion in
the same speech that Congress forced the 1990 tax
increase on him. Some essentially dishonest state-
ments are technically truthful, like his assertion that
the Democratic platform doesn’t contain the letters
G-0-D. (It doesn’t, but it do:es contain the letters
F-A-I-T-H, referred to as one of “the basic values that
built this country and will always make it great,” and a
similar passage in praise of R-E-L-I-G-I-0-U-S I-N-S-
T-I-T-U-T-I-0-N-S.)

The 128-tax-increases-to-one lie may be 2 small lie
as these things go, but it is crystal-clear. As such, it is
a test of character not just for Bush but for those
around him. There are decent people among the Bush
campaign and Republican leadership, and others who
wish to be thought of as decent. Do they care if the
president lies? If they remain|silent—or defend the
lie—we'll have our answer.

©1992, UFS/The New Republic, Inc.




128 —We Stand By It

Let me repeat it one more time: As
Arkansas’ governor, Bill Clinton in-
creased taxes and fees 128 times.

Despite the cacophony of protests
from your paper [“The Actual Clinton -
Tax Record,” editorial; “128 Skidoo,” op-
ed, Sept. 3], Bill Clinton is a tax raiser by
instinct.

The list of tax and fee increases was
recorded and documented by the Arkan- . -

sas Bureau of Legislative Research. Yet
your editorial said those in the Bush
campaign “know they are making a fraud-
ulent argument.” . )
On the oped page Michael Kinsley !
takes an even more extreme position. He

are defending a lie. :
Well I reject that proposition. In the
first place, the Clinton campaign has

already agreed with the number of tax -

increases listed. The Bush-Quayle cam-

we're willing to defer to his number on
thatone. .
“"Fees are not taxes, but to most Ameri-
cans they have the same effect. Few
people in Arkansas see a significant dif- -
ference between Clinton’s envu'onmenta_lh

assurance fee on gasoline and his in-
crease on sales tax. And since Clinton’s
1979 fee hike of 30 percent on vehicle

registration led directly to his defeat in

1980, Arkansans certainly considered it
consequential.

‘Your editorial claims, “Arkansas was a
Jow-tax state when Mr. Clinton was first
elected governor-in 1978 ... and by
most measures it still is.” The only rea-

son Arkansas’ per capita revenues re---

main low is that after 12 years of Clin-
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the ‘most regressive of all taxes—state
sales tax on groceries. He even |taxed
food stamps until the Reagan-Bush ad-
ministration made him stop in 1987

“A 1988 study by the Citizens f(Jr Tax
Justice -found Arkansas among tflxe 10
most . regressive states with regard to

. sales taxes. Is it any wonder that Arkan-

sas papers have said his “taxes| were
raised inhumanely” [Arkansas Gazette,
March 31, 1991] and “reality is that in

" the Clinton era the state tax syste:m has

become more and more regressive . . . a

. pretty bad system, stacked against the

ordinary taxpayer and consumer, sltacked

- for the rich and the .special interests”

says that if we defend these figures, we ° [Arkansas Gazette, March 4]

Since the state legislature is controlled

overwhelmingly by his own party—the

..state assembly is 91 Democrits to ‘nine

.;Republicans—your paper, m accepting
“. “Clinton’s claim that he has workced for a
" ‘more progressive system, is, in Clinton's
paign listed 58 Clinton tax increases. The .+ PoBt Ve )
Clinton campaign actually admits to 59— ¢

words, “not inhaling.”™ ~ ¥
 Your.editorial goes from the untrue to
the absurd when it asserts that Arkansas’

-+ gasoline tax isdbout thé median. In 1990,

before yet another Clinton gas tax hike in
1991, Arkarisas ranked 15th worst in the

* nation in motor fuels ‘taxes as a percent-

_age of personal income. : %"

ton’s administration, the state continues '

to be among the poorest in the country.
* This is hardly a bragging point.
""" Your paper goes on to say that in taxes

as a share of personal income, Arkansas

ranks 46th. What a distortion! The rank-

ing is‘for state and local taxes.: State

taxes; the only ones under Clinton’s con-
* trol, ranked 25th in 1990. -

Your editorial concludes with this rhe-
torical babble: “That’s the recc#rd. It's
better than ordinary, pretty progressive
and represented a turnaround for a state
that badly needed one. If anythix'lg. Gov.
Clinton could be criticized more easily for
-having failed to raise taxes enough than
for having raised them too much, since
_the state's need for public services re-
mains acute.”
* 1 have already documented the errone-
ous idea that Bill Clinton in any way
represents progressive tax reform. Asto

i whether he has helped the state, let me

claim that “on several occasions. [Clinton},

has proposed that more of the burden be
shifted onto income taxes and that those

__be made more progressive.” This is one.

"of the most blatantly. misleading media
assertions to have been made in this

year’s campaign. Here’s why: Bill Clinton
l_la§ \(igorously opposed removal of one og e

cite a 1988 study by the Center on
Budget and Policy Priorities, which found
that “low income families face| greater:
state and local tax burdens in Arkansas
than in most other states, . . . Moreover,
Arkansas’ rank among the states is wors-

Your. editorial . also. makes the false . ening”

“The GOP is not distorting Clinton's
récord: The facts—accurately ’preSent—'

“ed—will give pause to any thoughtful

vo_ter,-or honest reporter: -
. —Richard Bond
" The writer is cha|iman of
the Republican National Comniittee,



- e

Clinton Tax and Fee Increases

—_— O

Increased the vehicle registration fee by 30 percent

Imposed a new title transfer fee

Increased the motor fuels tax (gas tax)

Act 440 increased the motor vehicle trip permit fee by 30 percent
Act 870 established licensing fees to be administered by the Electrical Examing
Board

Act 911 imposed fees for cigarettes and tobacco permits

Act 120 increased the inspection fee for all commercial feed stuffs
Act 942 raised various insurance license fees

Act 759 levied a tax on the extraction of sea water to make bromine
Act 113 set the permit fee to drill or plug an oil or gas well

Act 355 increased the assessment on soybeans

13
14.
15.

16.

5
18.

19.
20.

74 ¥
22,
23
24.

25;
26.

Act 63 increased the state's compensating use tax from 3% to 4%
Act 63 increased the sales tax from 3% to 4%

Act 399 increased the cigarette tax to $10.50 per $1,000 cigarettes sold

Act 88 levies the sales tax upon the sale of computer software and upon the
service, repairing, maintaining of computer equipment

Act 424 increased from 6% to 7% the amount "of all wagers" credited to the
state

Act 863 increased the minimum corporate franchise tax from $11 to $17

Act 844 increased the tax on beer having an alcoholic content of more than
3.2% but not more than 5% by weight to $8.85 per barrel of 32 gallons.

- Act 844 increased the tax on spirituous liquor to $2.87 1/2 on each gallon

Act 844 increased the Mixed Drinks supplemental tax to 12% and provided that
wine shall not be defined as a Mixed Drink. :

Act 160 authorized the beef council assessment at the rate of 25 cents per head.
Act 685 authorized the highway user Equalization Tax

Act 120 increased the inspection fee for commercial feed stuffs

Act 560 levied an additional severance tax on coal in the amount of 8 cents per
ton

Act 761 levied additional severance tax on stone and crushed stone

Act 874 increased the severance tax on salt water used as raw material for
bromine
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Act 63 increased the Aviation sales tax to 4%

2.
30.

31.
32.

33,
34.
35,
36.

Act 893 establishes new license fees for trailers
Act 1052 increased the gallonage tax on "native wine" to 75 cents/gallon.

Act 1000 levied an additional 3% mixed drink tax for the period July 1, 1985
through December 31, 1985.

Act 804 increased various license fees collected by the Insurance Department.
Act 456 increased the liquified Gas Special Fuels tax by 4 cents/gallon and
imposed additional fees

Act 456 increased the motor fuel tax by four cents per gallon

Act 112 removed the motor fuel tax exemption on gasohol

Act 1004 establish the fee schedule for Alarm System Licences

Act 27 increased the state's "takeout" share to 6.00 percent for the 1986 racing
session only

i §

38.
39,
40.

41.
42.

43.

45.

46.

47.

48.

Act 27 imposes the gross receipts tax upon interstate phone calls, and requires
out of state vendors who solicitate sales within the state to collect the tax

Act 7 repeals the gross receipts tax exemption on cigarettes

Act 188 imposes the gross receipts tax upon cable T.V. services

Act 191 levies a 2% gross receipts tax until June 30, 1989 on telephones
shipped into the state for repair.

Act 372 requires a deposit of $250 for the issuance of a new sales tax permit
Act 13 imposed the gross receipt tax upon the lease or rental of tangible
personal property tax

Act 628 imposed the 16% Tobacco Products Tax on snuff

Act 1045 levied a tax of 25 cents per package of cigarette papers

Act 274 provides that between July 1, 1987 and July 1, 1991, an additional 25
cents shall be charged on each application or renewal of any motor vehicle
operators or chauffeur's license

Act 383 increases the number of days of dog racing for the City General Fund
and the Mental Retardation Fund

Act 794 increased from $100 to $200 the fee for new or renewal alarm system
licenses and increased from $13 to $26 the registration fee and the change of
employer fee

Act 144 authorized the levy of an annual license fee of $500 for each abortion
clinic




49.

50.

a1,

32.

33
54.

a3,
56.
ay e

58.
39:

61.

62.
63.

65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.

1
42

s
74.

Act 146 authorized the collection of $10 for each water sample submitted for
coliform examination and a fee of $35 for each water sample submitted for
asbestos analysis

Act 219 levied a $5 fee for the issuance of birth certificates for persons born in
foreign countries and persons whose adoption is effected pursuant to an
Arkansas court order

Act 320 increased the Nursing Home Administrators License from $50 to $100
Act 345 provided for the licensing of air ambulance services. The fee for
issuance and renewal of licenses is not to exceed $100

Act 397 levied an additional fee of $5 for each marriage license

Act 399 increased to 1% of the estimated cost the fee charged by the Health
Department to review plans required to be reviewed by the Board of Health

Act 435 levied an annual registration fee of $100 on septic tank manufacturers;
Act 435 increased from $25 to $50 the annual fee for septic tank installers;

Act 435 levied a fee for the issuance of a review certificate ranging from a
minimum of $15 to a maximum of $500

Act 451 increased the fee for food salvagers from $100 to $150

Act 504 establishes the various fees for the use of radioactive material and x-ray
equipment

Act 534 increased the fees for frozen dessert manufacturers to $30 minimum -
$600 maximum

Act 534 increased the Dairy Plant License for various categories (cream, fluid
milk, etc)

Act 623 levied a $25 annual public swimming pool permit fee

Act 634 increased from $5 to $10 the fee for each sample of Grade "A" milk
analyzed

Act 634 establislished a $100 permit fee for single service plants not paying hte
Milk Inspection Fee

Act 677 levied a fee of $2/visit to local health units, or $10/client to cover all
visits for one year

Act 714 increased from 10 cents to $160 per bed the license fee for nursing
homes

Act 903 increased the food products permit fee to $15 per location, up to a
maximum of $75

Act 956 established increased fees for home health agencies

Act 122 increased boat registration fees

Act 729 levied an additional real estate transfer tax of $1.10/$1,000 of
consideration

Act 35 postpones until 1989 the phase-in exclusion of capital gains.

Act 899 requires the withholding of 7% for income tax purposes from dog and
horse racing winnings.

Act 424 imposed the $7.50/32 gallon barrel tax upon "Light Beer".

Act 424 imposes a tax of 25 cents per gallon on all "Light Wines" and wine
coolers.
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76.
i

78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.

84.
85.

86.

87.
88.

89.
90.
91.

. 4

Act 424 imposes a tax of $1/gallon on pre-mixed spirituous liquor and 50
cents/gallon on light spirituous liquor.

Act 424 levied a 5 cent per case tax on "Light Alcohol".

Act 424 imposes the 5 cent per case enforcement tax on "Light Wines" and
wine coolers.

Act 424 imposes a tax of 25 cents/gallon on all "Light Wines" and wine
coolers.

Act 424 levied an additional 3% Mixed Drink Tax for the period July 1, 1987
through January 1, 1988 inclusive.

Act 424 imposes the 5 cent per case tax on "Light Wines" and wine coolers.
Act 456 increased various Insurance Department fees.

Act 346 Established the Manufactured Housing Recovery Fund to pay claims
against installers, dealers, and manufacturers of manufactured homes.

Act 108 established the Central File Farm Lien system in the Office of the
Secretary of State and provided for the new fee schedule:

Act 1068 increased various corporate filing fees. The Act sunsets 12-31-87.
Act 987 Arkansas Business Corporation Act, contains the same corporate filing
fee increases as Act 1068 and becomes effective January 1, 1988.

Act 447 increased various fees collected by the Securities Department from the
sellers of checks and money orders.

Act 449 increased various renewal fees for brokers, dealers and agents.

Acts 910 & 939 fixed the resident hunting and fishing license at $10.50 and the
combination annual hunting license at $17.75.

Act 3 increased the Beef Council assessment from 25 cents/head to $1/head of
cattle sold.

Act 1985 levied an additional court cost of $1 upon each conviction, plea of
guilty, nolo contendere, or bond forfeiture in felony and misdemeanor cases.
Act 1040 authorized the taxing of any property used by a church in its
operation of a business or commercial enterprise.

Act 29 increased various corporate franchise taxes

93.
94.
95,

96.
9%

98.
99.

100.

Act 510 imposes additional sales tax on short term rentals of motor vehicles
Act 769 expands tax on cable TV

Act 908 levies an additional tax of 4% on the gross receipts from the sale of
alcoholic beverages sold for on-premise consumption

Act 241 increases Driver's search fee

Act 850 requires used car dealers to post a $25,000 bond with the revenue
department

Act 103 establishes registration fee for commercial semitrailers

Act 385 incresed fee for duplicate licenses

Act 173 established the environmental assurance fee at 2/10 of 1 cent per gallon
of motor fuel




101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.
107.
108.

109.

Act 577 authorizes the Health Department to levy a fee for the maintenance of
breath testing instruments

Act 742 provides for $200 filing fee for application for a Certificate of Public
Convenuence

Act 301 increases Secretary of State fees

Act 544 sets fees on persons soliciting atheletes to enter professional sports
Act 534 increases fees under the uniform commercial code

Act 219 increases hunting and fishing fees

Act 736 levies, until July 1, 1990, a fee of $1.00 per head of cattle sold in the
state

Act 102 levies an assessment of 2 cents per bushel on all soybeans grown in
state
Act 38 authorized a 2 percent tourism tax

110.
111.
s 112:
13
114.
115,
116.
117
118.
119,
120.
121.

122.
123,

124.

125.

126.

127.
128.

Act 3 increased the use tax by 1/2 percent
Act 3 increased the state sales tax by a half cent

Act 3 imposed sales tax on used cars, mobile homes and airplanes

Act 1211 increased the excise tax on cigarettes to 22 cents per pack

Act 1052 increased the corporate income tax rate

Act 3 increased the avaition sales tax

Act 364 increased the gasoline tax by 5 cents per gallon

Act 219 increased the diesel tax by 6 cents per gallon

Act 560 increased various Boiler inspection fees

Act 833 increased the tax on casualty insurance premiums

Act 191 increased various fees under the grade "A" milk program

Act 328 increases fees charged for the regulation, licensing and inspection of
manufactured milk plants

Act 1001 increased various fees for water system operator

Act 1053 authorized the Health Department to collect various fees from public
water systems

Act 889 imposed a 15 percent excise tax on the state's share of medicaid
reimbursements to health care providers

Act 1004 authorized the levy of an excise tax of 50 percent upon the gross
receipts from the delivery of personal care services to residents of residential
care facilities

Act 300 increased various inspection fees collected by the Liquefied Petroleum
Board

Act 1225 established pet store registration fees

Act 1105 established fee of $1 per head on all sows and boars sold at livestock
markets




TALKING POINTS:
BILL CLINTON DID RAISE TAXES AND FEES 128 TIMES

AN UNBIASED GATHERING OF FACTS

e The list of 128 tax and fee increases is not a Republican product -- it was assembled
by the Arkansas Bureau of Legislative Research.

* Some members of the media have dared to say the President and his campaign
staff are lying on this issue -- they need to do their homework!

* There are 58 tax increases documented by the Arkansas bureau.

e The Clinton campaign itself has admitted to 59 tax increases (perhaps he's
dreaming of future taxes).

TAX OR FEE -- OUT OF THE POCKETS OF WORKERS

* The press wants to nit-pick over the difference between a tax and a fee.

* But Americans understand that whether it's Clinton's environmental assurance
fee on gasoline, or his increase on sales tax, the result is still less money in the
pockets of wage-earners and their families.

* Clinton's 1979 fee hike of 30 percent on vehicle registration led directly to his
defeat in 1980 -- it is clear the people of Arkansas considered it a tax increase.

MEDIA TAKE SHOTS WITH BLANKS -- JUST A LOT OF NOISE

¢ Liberal journalist Michael Kinsley complained that a fuel tax increase is counted
twice -- once on gasoline and once on diesel.

e If Mr. Kinsley had a better understanding of how government works, he would
know that gasoline and diesel are always treated separately.

* In fact, diesel itself has three categories of taxation -- boat, truck and railroad diesel
are taxed separately (the thinking is, why should a boat owner pay what amounts
to a road tax?). Aviation is yet another category of fuel with its own rules of
taxation.

* Mr. Kinsley charges Republicans with hypocrisy for including a $1 court cost fee
Clinton imposed on convicted criminals. The charge of hypocrisy, Kinsley says, is
because we are "supposed to be tough on crime." We are. But let's not change the
subject. The Bush Quayle list simply counts Clinton's tax and fee increases.

* Besides, a one dollar fee is not likely to reverse Arkansas' crime rate, which saw a
95 percent increase under Clinton from 1981 to 1991.



THE MEDIA ARE "SPINNING" OUT OF CONTROL

* Some so-called reporters say Arkansas is a low tax state, citing the per capita tax
burden as 48th in the country. However, they miss this important point -- this
standing is due to Arkansas' high poverty rate. Not many Americans would use
poverty as a tax dodge.

e Other media pundits say Arkansas ranks 47th for taxation. This is a distortion of
fact. The ranking is for state and local taxes. State taxes, which are the only ones
under Clinton's control, ranked 25th in 1990.

* Michael Kinsley (who's being used by other journalists as an expert on this topic)
says the "$397.1 million annual tax increase" includes additional revenues
attributed to economic growth, not Clinton tax increases. He couldn't be more
wrong. Excluding inflation and economic growth, Arkansas' state taxes in 1992 are
$397 million higher as a result of Clinton's tax and fee increases -- nearly 20
percent of the Arkansas state budget.

e If Mr. Kinsley had bothered to look at the increase in Arkansas state revenues --
before leveling false accusation against the Bush campaign -- he would have seen
that between 1983 and 1990 alone, state revenues increased by $854 million.

CREDIT FOR WHAT???

* Kinsley says the Bush campaign should have counted Clinton's tax cuts -- we'll be
glad to! Most are special interest tax exemptions for Clinton's political
contributors!

¢ The media want Republicans to credit Clinton with a 1991 tax cut for low income
individuals. No way. The credit goes to Ronald Reagan and George Bush who
took millions of low income families off the tax rolls in 1986!

* The GOP won't give credit to the Arkansas governor who took five years to align
the Arkansas tax code with the federal tax code.

* The media would serve the public better if they would turn away from the highly
biased and error-ridden Mr. Kinsley and instead use the Arkansas Bureau of
Legislative Research.

WHAT HAVE THE NETWORKS MISSED?

* They've missed the increasing regressiveness of the Arkansas tax structure since
Bill Clinton became governor.

* Arkansas papers have labeled his tax policies "inhumane" (Arkansas Gazette,
3/4/91) and said "if Congress followed the example Bill Clinton has set as
governor of Arkansas, it would pass a tax program that would hit the middle class
hardest." (Pine Bluff Commercial, 5/24/91)

* A 1988 study by the Citizens for Tax Justice of sales taxes in all 50 states found
Arkansas among the 10 most regressive states with regard to sales taxes.

* Clinton has opposed removing the sales taxes from groceries his entire political
career.

* The Arkansas governor even taxed food stamps until the Reagan-Bush
administration made him stop in 1987.

W R




Slick Willie Strikes Again
RNC Rebuttal To The Clinton Campaign's First Television Advertisement

The Clinton campaign's new ad entitled "Change" contains the same old lies and
deceptions that have earned Bill Clinton the title "Slick Willie."

The Lies:

"Eight million new jobs in the next four years."

o The truth is Clinton's plan will hurt the economy and cost 2.6 million new jobs.
He actually claims his massive cuts in defense will create jobs, when in fact his
gutting of national defense will destroy over 1 million jobs. The Clinton-Gore
environmental extremism (higher CAFE standards) will cost at least 300,000 jobs,
and the "massive" tax increase -- at least $154 billion -- Clinton proposes will cost
another 1.3 million jobs.!

- "Those making over $200,000 a year have to pay more. The rest of us get a break."”

o The truth is Bill Clinton has proposed a tax increase for every single worker in
America. He's proposed a payroll tax to pay for national health care and a worker
training payroll tax. His top economic advisor, Robert Shapiro, has said that his
income tax hike would hit individuals earning $90,000 a year -- not $200,000 a
year. Does Bill Clinton really think the American people are going to believe you
can have the largest one year and four year tax increase in American history -- and
only have it hit the top one percent of income earners in this country?

The Deceptions

e As usual, Slick Willie doesn't bother telling the whole truth about his record in
Arkansas. The whole truth is job growth and income growth in Arkansas have
slowed dramatically since Clinton became governor.

Jobs:
"Arkansas now leads the nation in job growth"”

o In recent months some sectors of the Arkansas economy have performed slightly
ahead of the national economy. But Bill Clinton doesn't want to talk about his
record over his twelve years as governor, because it stinks!

1Senate Budget Committee Minority staff & OMB publication "The President Comprehensive Health
Reform Program."




o Between 1979 and 1990, when Bill Clinton first took office, durable goods
manufacturing jobs have increased only .05 percent (Source: U.S. Bureau of the
Census).

» During the 1970s, manufacturing employment in Arkansas increased 22.7 percent.
During the 1980s, however, manufacturing employment increased by only 9.2
percent. In other words, job growth in manufacturing was cut in half under Bill |
Clinton (Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census).

o In the 1970s, employment in Arkansas increased 22.7 percent. During the 1980s,
however, employment only increased by 13.4 percent. Nationally, employment
increased 17.5 percent (Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census).

o Wage growth was also cut by almost 30 percent under Bill Clinton. In the 1970s,
real wages in Arkansas increased 12.5 percent. During the 1980s, however, real
wages increased by only 9 percent (Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census).

o Whatever job growth there has been in Arkansas, it didn't come from Bill Clinton -
--- it came from Don Tyson. Food and kindred products manufacturing jobs
increased 33 percent between 1979 and 1990. Considering what the poultry
industry has done to Arkansas' rivers, it's hardly a bragging point for the "putting
people first" governor (Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census).

e The unemployment rate in Arkansas has remained above the national average every
year but one since Clinton regained office in 1983.2 Unemployment in Arkansas
today stands at 7.6 percent (Bureau of Labor Statistics -- June, 1992).

o Unemployment in the rural farming areas, almost half the state, still ranges from 8
percent to 16.9 percent, compared with a national average of 7.8 percent.3

Income:
"Incomes are rising at twice the national rate”
o Before Bill Clinton became a candidate for President, he told the truth about his
record. He said "If you ask me what has not been done, I'd say .... in the 1980's
we didn't make gains in per capita income."4

o Arkansas currently ranks 47th in per capita personal income.’

» Personal income grew slower in Arkansas than the national average in every year
but one since Clinton regained office in 1983.6

2Bureau of Labor Statistics

3Washington Times, 7/26/92

4Arkansas Times, July 1990 -- A Clinton Advertisement
3 Arkansas Gazette, 4/26/92




e Manufacturing wages were 79.8 percent of the national average when Clinton
regained office in 1983. By 1990, manufacturing wages had fallen to 78.5 percent
of the national average.” Arkansas manufacturing wages in 1990 were a full 20
percent below the national average.

e In 1990, Arkansas' average hourly earnings in manufacturing ranked 15th out of the
16 Southern states, ahead of only Mississippi.?

e Arkansas ranked dead last in the South in manufacturing wages for durable goods --

almost 30 cents an hour behind Mississippi.?

Arkansas hasn't made any gains in per capita personal income relative to the
rest of the nation

J Arkansas

B United States

Welfare:

"17,000 people moved from welfare to work."

e Since 1980, the number of people on government welfare has increased twice as
much in Arkansas as in the country at large. The number of welfare recipients in
Arkansas increased 17.2 percent between 1980 and 1990, compared with an 8.1
percent increase nationally. !0

6 Arkansas Personal Income handbook & 1992 Economic Report of The President
TRegional Economic Analysis: Average Hourly Earnings in Arkansas Manufacturing
8Regional Economic Analysis: Average Hourly Earnings in Arkansas Manufacturing
9Regional Economic Analysis: Average Hourly Earnings in Arkansas Manufacturing
10Washington Times, 7/26/92



Clinton claims he's moved 17,000 people from welfare to work. That's amazing,
considering that since 1989, when his "project success" welfare reform program
began, Arkansas' welfare rolls have actually grown by 12 percent.!!

Arkansas' Medicaid rolls have grown by 25,000 over the last year alone. 2

11U.S. News & World Report, 4/20/92
12AP 8/18/92
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Daniel Wattenberg

The Lady Macbeth of Little Rock -

‘Hillary Clinton’s hard-left past and present.

illary Clinton has been
likened to Eva Perén,
but it’s a bad analogy.

Evita was worshipped by the
“shirtless ones,” the working
class, while Hillary’s charms
elude most outside of an elite
cohort of left-liberal, baby-
boom feminists—the type who
thought Anita Hill should be
canonized and Thelma and
Louise was the best movie
since Easy Rider. Hillary reck-
ons herself the next Eleanor
Roosevelt. But, standing well
to the left of her husband and
enjoying an independent pow-
er base within his. coalition,
Hillary is best thought of as the Winnie Mandela of Ameri-
can politics. She has likened the American family to slav-
ery, thinks kids should be able to sue their parents to resolve
family arguments, and during her tenure as a foundation of-
ficer gave away millions (much of it in no-strings-attached
grants) to the left—including sizable sums to hard-left orga-
nizers. She is going to cause her husband no end of political
embarrassment between now and November—and who
knows how long afterward.

aides—David Wilhelm, George Stephanopolous, Eli
Segal, and Stanley Greenberg—had had enough of
Susan Thomases and Harold Ickes, two ultra-liberal cam-
paign aides who had fastened themselves to Hillary. Accord-

B y the moming of June 5, four top Clintori campaign -

Daniel Wattenberg is a writer for Insight.

around” the campaign, say
who just doesn’t get any of
sage.” Ickes, son of Roosev

ing to a Clinton insider, the
four had concluded that “Susan
Thomases is running this cam-
paign with Harold Ickes
through Hillary,” and gave Bill
Clinton this ultimatum: “Either
[Thomases] goes, or we're all
going and she can run the cam-
paign.” Ever the Conciliator-
in-Chief, Clinton managed to
avert a mass resignation by the
top echelon of his campaign
staff. “They papered all this
over for the time being, but it
won’t last,” says the insider.
Thomases, a New York

1 lawyer, is “the most doctri-

naire liberal or old-line thinker
S a Clinton adviser. “Someone
the reform/New Covenant mes-
elt’s New Deal Interior Secre-

tary Harold Ickes, is anathema to many centrist Democrats
who rallied early to the Clinton candidacy. In 1988 he was
Jesse Jackson’s convention manager. In 1972, he was a key

delegate selector for George

McGovern, bending party rules

to disestablish traditional Democratic constituencies—mid-

dle-class and socially cons

rvative—in favor of student,

feminist, and minority activists. A Clinton insider calls him
“the most evil man on the face of earth,” adding: “He has

done more single-handedly f
than anyone else.” ‘
The immediate cause of
national poll that the four,
worked on with Thomases.

o destroy the Democratic party

the threatened walk-out was a
along with Frank Greer, had
'When, despite opposition from

Thomases, the others prepared to run the poll, Thomases
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complained to Hillary. The latter interceded with her hus-
-band, and the poll was killed. But the poll was small pota-
toes compared to the strategic coup that Hillary and her al-
lies pulled off in blocking the move of Clinton’s campaign
headquarters from Little Rock to Washington, a move many
considered inevitable after Clinton’s victory in the New
York primary. In Little Rock, lines of authority are fuzzy,
and Hillary’s temple dogs roam free. By keeping the cam-

paign in Little Rock, they simultaneously froze out ideolog- -

ical adversaries linked to the centrist, Washington-based
Democratic Leadership Council (DLC) and a group of sea-
soned national campaign professionals. “Hillary’s probably
the only person in this campaign who wanted it to be in Lit-
tle Rock. The DLC crowd and the centrists—all of ‘Wash-
ington—have basically been left high and dry,” says a cam-
paign source.

An influx of senior political talent would have left Mrs.
Clinton’s politically inept allies licking envelopes—
Thomases is the political gemus who guided Bill Bradley, a
New Jersey institution since

party. The only big scandal to blow in her diréction con-
cemed her errant husband, and that should have earned her
general sympathy. The New York Times did do a page-one
story about Hillary’s involvement on behalf of a client with
a case before the Arkansas Securities Commission. But that
went right over most heads, arid she was home free until
Jerry Brown dinged her about it and she answered, infa-
mously, “I suppose I could have stayed home and baked
cookies and had teas.”

Hillary Clinton is a self-detonating explosive. The con-
descending comments and snide innuendos that have landed
her in such trouble (the Tammy Wynette crack, her insinua-
tion in a Vanity Fair profile that Barbara Bush’s husband
was an adulterer too) have been volunteered. “She seems. to
be poised and intelligent,” laments a Clinton adviser, “and

yet she always seems to be one smart remark away from

getting in trouble.”
While Clinton has abandoned the husband-and-wife team
presidency concept implicit in the slogan “Buy one, get one
free,” and while on-back-

his All-America days at
Princeton, to a 50-47 re-
election squeaker over un-
derfunded, unknown chal-
lenger. Christine Todd
Whitman in 1990. And mov-
ing the campaign to Wash-
ington would have meant
more conventional wife-of
duties for the gaffe-prone
Hillary. “You bring it to
Washington and the first thing you do is you get the Tom
Donilons, the John Sassos, and all the grown-ups involved
with real experience. They’re: going to—number one—kick
out the Thomaseses and the Ickeses,” explains an insider.
“Number two, they’re going to put Hillary in a very differ-
ent position in the campaign.”

Hillary Clinton’s unfavorable poll ratings have risen as
high as 29 percent in recent months. “Negatives” of 40 per-
cent are generally fatal for a candidate; for a new-to-the-
national-scene wife of a candidate, negatives in the 30
range are disastrous. The image of Mrs. Clinton that has
crystallized in the public consciousness is, of course, that
of Lady Macbeth: consuming ambition, inflexibility of pur-
pose, domination of a pliable husband, and an unsettling
lack of tender human feeling, along with the affluent femi-
nist’s contempt for traditional female roles.

age problem, it is the result of searching investiga-

tive reporting, leaks, revelations, scandal: Dan
Quayle’s National Guard service; John Tower’s drinking
and womanizing; Nancy Reagan’s new china, borrowed de-
signer gowns, and astrology. The surprising thing -about
Hillary’s image problem is that it is self-generated. No one
in the press has really-scrutinized her twenty years of politi-
cal activism in the far left border regions of the Democratic

Usually when a public figure develops a chronic im-

Standing well to the left of her husband
and enjoying an independent power base
within his coalition, Hillary is best
thought of as the Winnie Mandela of
American politics.

ground speculation about
cabinet posts for Hillary has
been squelched, protecting
the campaign from her bouts
of public tactlessness re-
mains “a continual topic of
conversation day in and day
out” within the campaign,
according to one source. But
how do you tell her to knock
it off? Very carefully. “Peo-
ple who wrote memoranda which kind of gently.raised that
topic had them returned saying, ‘You need to take those two
paragraphs out, because Hillary will see them, and if she
sees them, you’ll be dead.” ”

Centrist Democrats fear that internal advocates of a 34-
percent strategy (placate the liberal base, concede the cen-
ter) have found a powerful and untouchable champion in
Hillary, guaranteeing continuing wrangling in the campaign.
“There is a general notion below the surface of a 34-percent
strategy, meaning go to the left and energize the base to win
this thing, versus 51 percent,” says an insider “There was
always a marriage of expedience and principle in the DLC
world: You had to get back the Reagan Democrats by going
to the center. But the expedience and principle have been
decoupled, because now the expedient may be to go for 34
percent.”

Many in and around the campaign have the disquieting -

sense that Clinton is powerless to check his wife’s growing
influence because he needs her to fulfill the public role of
forgiving wife stariding by her man through marital vicissi-
tudes. Could it be that Hillary is exploiting this unusual
form of leverage to maximize her clout? A source replies,
“It would be the first time I’ve heard that without an out-
right expletive in the sentence.”

How could the party’s moderate wing have signed on
with such enthusiasm to a campaign that is penetrated at
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high Ievels by the nutty left? “We didn’t know Hillary at
all,” confesses a Clinton adviser.

‘ ’ rh’ en the spunky, young Hillary Rodham left Park
Ridge, Illinois, for college in 1965, she was by
all accounts a Goldwater conservative. Four
years later, as Wellesley’s first-ever student commencement
speaker, she took her leave of the school in a valedictory
cloud of disjointed sixties rhetoric. What happened to
Hillary at Wellesley? “What happens to everybody at
‘Wellesley,” says her close college friend, Eleanor “Eldie”
Acheson (granddaughter of Truman Secretary of State Dean
Acheson). “They become right-thinking.”
The times they were a-changin’, and a naturally ambitious
but intellectually impressionable college girl like Hlllary was
made to order for a faculty

Every protest, every dissenfE . . . is unabashedly an attempt to
forge an identity in this particular age. That attempt at forging
for many of us over the past; four years has meant coming to
terms with our humanness. Within the context of a society that
we perceive—now we.can talk about reality, and I would like to
talk about reality sometime, authentic reality, inauthentic reatity,
and what we have to accept|of what we see—but our perception
of it is that it hovers between the possibility of disaster and the
potentiality for imaginatively responding to men’s needs.

This part isn’t much better:

‘Words have a funny way of rapping our minds on the way to our
tongues, but there are necessary means even in this multi-media
age for attempting to come ﬂo grasps [sic] with some of the inar-
ticulate maybe even ma.rucullable things that we’re feeling.

But she springs free from

mind-sweep. Hillary was a po-
litical science major at a time
when virtually all departments
at Wellesley, according to
Acheson, were being swamped
by “a ton of younger assistant
professors and lecturers and in-
structors who came to that col-
lege with a lot of new ideas and
some very aggressive, advoca-
cy-oriented ways of teaching.”
Pursuit of knowledge for its
own sake was giving way to the
pursuit of Relevance. “Whatev- |
er the course, one needed to
draw a current application from
it. How did it relate to where we
are today in the United States of
America and the world at
large?”

Hillary’s 1969 commence-
ment speech offers a glimpse
of the results of her undergrad-
uate education. After initial re-
sistance and much negotiation, the Wellesley administration
finally agreed to a student commencement speaker, on two
conditions: the speaker and her remarks were to reflect a
consensus of the graduating class and the remarks were to
be “appropriate” and not embarrass the college. The stu-
_ dents selected Hillary, the president of College Government,
to speak. But the main commencement speech, delivered by
the late Senator Edward Brooke of Massachusetts, a liberal
Republican, flunked the “relevance” test. “Senator Brooke
gave an address that was pretty close to being just absolute-
ly disconnected with the four years of our experience at
Wellesley,” says Acheson. “Hillary decided it could not go
unremarked upon, and before her speech, gave an extempo-
raneous critique of Brooke’s remarks.”

Although Acheson defends her friend, Hillary’s speech,
read today, appears barely intelligible, even by sixties stan-
dards:

the mind-word-tongue trap to
express her impatience with
empirical analysis as a basis for
radical change:

‘What does it mean to hear that
13.3 percent of the people in
this country are below the

" poverty line? That’s a percent-
age. We're not interested in so-
cial reconstruction; it’s human
reconstruction. How can we talk
about percentages and trends?

It gets even more interesting:

There are some things we feel,
feelings that our prevailing, ac-
quisitive and competitive corpo-
rate life, including tragically the
universities, is not the way of
life for us. We’re searching for
more immediate, ecstatic, and
penetrating modes of living,

(Hillary must look back now with some amusement on
the anti-corporate, anti-acquisitive rhetoric of her youth.
Until a few months ago, she served on three corporate
boards—French chemical|giarit, La Farge; Little Rock-
based yogurt kings, TCBY; and the Wal-Mart Corporation,
source of the recently deceased Sam Walton’s fortune,
perennially the largest personal fortune in the United
States. Between 1986 and 1991, Hillary collected more
than $129,000 in directoﬁr’s fees. “Hillary has always

made out like a bandit,” says a tax expert familiar with
the Clintons’ returns. “Director’s fees have been a really
big source of income to them over the years, particularly
since the mid-eighties.”)

In quest of more immediate, ecstatic, and penetrating
modes of living, Hillary went from Wellesley to, of all
places, Yale Law School. Here she met her future husband,
and the story of their first meeting—she made the first
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move—is well known. Law school professor Burke Mar-

"shall took her under her wing, and she flourished academi-

cally. Marshall, a Kennedy family confidante, is the first
‘person Ted Kennedy called after driving Mary Jo Kopechne
off Chappaquiddick Bridge.

At Yale, Hillary slipped into an intellectual milieu

markeéd by way-out and sometimes vicious left-wing -

polemics and activism. While leading campus protests
against everything from the Vietnam war to the absence of a
Tampax dispenser in the women’s law school john, she
found time to serve on the board of editors of a law school
quarterly called the Yale Review of Law and Social Action.

The Spring 1970 issue featured articles by Duncan
Kennedy (now a leading figure in Harvard Law’s Marxist
critical legal studies circle) and Robert Borosage (a radical
left Jesse Jackson adviser based at the Institute for Policy
Studies in Washington). Another article, “Jamestown Sev-
enty,” proposed “political migration to a single state for the
purpose of gaining political control and establishing a living
laboratory for experiment.” Impatient with the countercul-
ture, the authors hungered for an Amencan style Kam-
puchea:

Now a new frontier must be found to foster further experimen-
tation, an environment relatively unpolluted by conventional
patterns of social and political organization. Experimentation
with drugs, sex, individual lifestyles or radical rhetoric and ac-
tion within the larger society is ani insufficient alternative. Total
experimentation is necessary. New ideas and values must be
‘taken out of heads and transformed into reality.

As a member of the editorial board, Hillary provided a “de-
tailed sympathetic critique” of the article, according to a
source at the journal, Her main problem with the piece was
that it was “long on rhetoric, short on action,” according to
the source. Hillary, it seems, had found an appropriate labo-
ratory for the “human reconstruction” she championed at
Wellesley.

Hillary Rodham is listed as an associate editor in a special

double issue of the journal, much of it devoted to the Black

Panther murder trials then taking place in New Haven. Sev-
eral drawings depict policemen as pigs. In one, rifle-toting,
hairy-snouted pigs with nasal drip march in formation emit-
ting “oinks” and thinking to themselves, “niggers, niggers,
niggers, niggers . . .” Another shows a decapitated and dis-
‘membered pig squealing in agony. It is captioned, “Seize the
Time!” If Hillary approved of her colleagues’ artwork, then
she appears to have foreshadowed by about twenty years
such contemporary traffickers in cop-killing imagery as rap-
pers NWA and Ice-T.

n the New York Review of Books, Garry Wills touted
Hillary as “one of the more important scholar-activists
of the last two decades” for her work in the field of

children’s rights and family policy. On federal children’s.

policy, she repeatedly expressed the radical’s contempt for
fainthearted liberal approaches to federal programs for chil-
dren. She rejected piecemeal testing and evaluation of pro-

. ’

grams targeted on needy children in fz;vor of ‘rcomprehen-
sive programs—those that provide services for the entire
child population.”

In “Children’s Policies: Abandonment and Neglect”
(Yale Law Journal, 1977), she chastises the Brookings Insti-
tution’s Gilbert Steiner for his iook-before-you-leap attitude
toward federal intervention in the family: “Steiner posits
that ‘non-intervention serves as a basic guiding principle
rather than an absolute.” Steiner’s rejection of absolutism is
welcome, but it is his cautious attitude toward governmental
involvement in child-rearing that implicitly molds his analy-
sis.” And later: “There is nothing wrong with pressing for
better programs for the needy, but Steiner sets his sights too
low.”

Underlying Hillary’s demands for a sweeping range of
federal children’s programs now is the same impatience
with empiricism she exhibited in her adieu to Wellesley
(“What does it mean . . . 13.3 percent . . . .are below the
poverty line? That’s a percentage . . .”). The flaws in Stein-
er’s analysis, she writes, can be pinpointed by

examining two familiar corollaries of the non-interventionist
principle, both of which help shape Steiner’s evaluation of fed-
eral policy toward children. . . . The first corollary is that in or-
der to overcome the non-interventionist impulse the evidence
supporting proposed or-ongoing children’s programs must be
greater than that necessary to overcome resistance to change in
other areas of public policy. . . . The second corollary . . . is that
children’s programs; once underway, should be judged more
quickly and harshly than other programs.

It’s worth noting in passing that her second corollary merely
restates part. of her first, an embarrassing logical lapse in a
finely tuned legal mind.

In any case, the empirical threshold is just a blind for
sentimentalists: “Apparently we share so much apprehen-
sion about potential harm to cherished, albeit fantasized,
family values that programs for children must demonstrate
immediate success or risk extinction.”

pansion of federal child-care programs was relative
tinkering compared to the radical redefinition of the
relationship between state and family that she called for as a
champion of the “children’s rights” movement. In “Children
Under the Law” (a 1974 essay reprinted by the Harvard Ed-
ucational Review in 1982) she proposed three measures for
obtaining “children’s rights™: (1) the immediate abolition of
the legal status of minority and the reversal of the legal pre-
sumption of the incompetence of minors in favor of a pre-
sumption of competence; (2) the extension to children of all
procedural rights guarantéed to adults; (3) the rejection of
the legal presumption of the identity of interests between
parents and their children, and permission for competent
children to assert those independent interests in the courts.
(In effect, when parents and their teenage kids don’t agree
on who’s the boss, a judge steps in.)
The relationship between her first and third proposals

B ut Hillary’s advocacy of massive and immediaté ex-
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forms a powerful wedge for the courts to intercede between
parents and children to resolve intra-family disputes. It
works like this: Under proposal No. 1 (the reversal of the
presumption of incompetence), competence would be decid-
ed case by case by the courts. Hillary accepts that infants
will in most cases be deemed incompetent, but when it
comes to kids 12 and over, she leans to. the view that they
are more like adults than kids and that their presumed com-
petence ought to withstand challenge in most cases. Under
proposal No. 3 (the rejection of the presumption of the iden-
tity of interests between parents and their children), when
the interests of parents and children diverge, competent
children—that’s most teenagers, remember—are free to tes-
tify against Mom and Dad and the courts will decide be-
tween them.

In a 1979 article, “Children’s Rights: A Legal Perspec-
tive,” Hillary—by this time over 30 and wife of the gover-
nor of Arkansas—answered

fects” criterion would exclude take-out-the-garbage cases.
Maybe the most irresponsible thing about Hillary’s writ-
ing in this field is that she never attempts to calculate the

“chilling effect” of what
parent-child tiffs are acti

she proposes. In a world where
nable by legally competent. chil-

wishes on matters of importance? Or even insignificant

dren, will parents have :Enerve' to oppose their children’s

matters? How will they
important and the trivial?

ow where the line is between the

I have read all she has written on children’s rights and
can only conclude that Hillary suffers from a massive mis-
understanding of the function of parents. “The presumption
of incompetency has profound significance not just because

children are reliant on adul

Its to exercise their right for them,

but because a child denied the opportunity to exercise re-
sponsibilities is effectively denied the opportunity to mature

into a responsible aduit,”

she writes. She seems to miss the
obvious: as children ma-

critics who feared her brand
of children’s rights would el-
evate family squabbles into
legal battles:

The fears that many people
have about . . . a law of chil-
dren’s rights arise from their

- concern about increasing
govemment control over
such intra-family disputes.
A letter sent out several
years ago about the Child and Family Development Act urged
persons to oppose the proposed bill because it would, according
to the writers, allow children to take parents to court if they
were ordered to take out the garbage. Family disagreements
that result in legal battles are, of course, of a more serious na-
ture. . . . The most recent example of disagreement between
parent and child is found in the abortion cases recently decided
by the United States Supreme Court. The Court held that a mi-
nor child might seek an abortion without her parents consent
and over her parents’ objections if a court believed it to be in
the child’s best interests.

In other words: “Don’t worry, we’ll still leave mundane de-
cisions to the discretion of parents, it’s just the important
ones they can’t be trusted with.” Did she think her critics
would be reassured?

How far into the home would Hillary invite the courts?

I prefer that intervention into an ongoing family be limited to
decisions that could have long-term and possible irreparable
effects if they were not resolved. Decisions about motherhood
and abortion, schooling, cosmetic surgery, treatment of venere-
al disease, or employment, and others where the decision or
lack of one will significantly affect the child’s future should
not be made unilaterally by parents. Children should have a
right to be permitted to decide their own future if they are
competent.

Incidentally, it is by no means clear in these litigation-
happy times that a “long-term and possible irreparable ef-

“Hillary’s probably the only person in
this campaign who wanted it to be in Littl
Rock. The DLC crowd and the centrists—
all of Washington—have basically been lef

high and dry,” says an insider.

ture, sensitive parents grad-
ually relax the reins and
give their children greater
freedom and greater respon-
sibility. Hillary Clinton
doesn’t appear to grasp how
spontaneously evolved so-
cial institutions like the
family absorb and retain
knowledge and wisdom
through the ages, an igno-

A\

A 3

rance typical of the left to which she belongs. Garry Wills

laments with Hillary that

we don’t have a “calibrated scale.

of increasing competence applicable to all children.” Of
course we don’t. We don’t need one. Because we have
something far better, families: millions of calibrated scales
of increasing competence tailored individually to mllllons
of individual children by millions of parents.

Clinton harbors a deeply cynical

T ruth be told, Hillar'Tv i i

view of the tradmonal family, its origins, and its de-
fenders. In “Childzen Under the Law” she likens ar-
guments against her plan Jo eliminate the legal minority sta-
tus of children to arguments in favor of black slavery and

against the emancipation of married women. In the same ar-
ticle, she goes even furl:her equating the family itself with

slavery:

The basic rationale for dej
dency relationship is that

priving people of rights in a depen-
certain individuals are incapable or

undeserving of the right to take care of themselves and conse-

quently need social institu

guard their position. Alor
examples of such arranger

tions specifically designed to safe-
ng with the family, past and present
ments include marriage, slavery and

the Indian reservation system.

In her view, the family,
are legally dependent o
achieving majority at 18
adapted over time to me

as we know it, in which children
n their mother and father until
or 21, is not a social institution
et children’s needs of protection,
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sustenance, and love. It is instead a breeding ground of per-

" petual conflict that was “invented” in the nineteenth century
in response to organized labor demands aimed at protecting
adult workers against competition from children:

Many of the modem conflicts between parents and children
arise because of the ‘invention’ of adolescence. Children in.the
Middle Ages became adults at the age of seven. . . . The con-
cept of childhood gradually was expanded until children be-
came more and more dependent on their parents and parents
became less and less dependent on their children for economic
support and sustenance. During the nineteenth century in this
country, the idea of compulsory education provided an opportu-
nity for children to be trained, and took them out of an increas-
ingly smaller work force, so that they would not compete with
adults. Child labor laws continued this trend and so did the im-
position of age requirements for school attendance. . . . Because
children now remain in the family for longer periods, during
which they are still dependent but becoming more and more

. adult, the opportunities for intrafamily disputes have increased

" dramatically.

p
.

Friends of the Clintons say that there is a very powerful
bond between them, a bond immediately apparent to anyone
who sees them together. “What I get a sense of when I'm
around them is a really powerful relationship, of two people
who really take a lot of delight in each other,” says Hillary’s
close friend, film actress Mary Steenburgen.

Powerful though it may be, there is a pattern of details
about their relationship that suggests it is not as fully fused
as an old-fashioned marriage. The Clinton’s financial assets
are separately held; Bill draws a modest salary as governor,
and basically the rest of their assets are under Hillary’s
name. (Despite her husband’s frequent public complaints
about the investment in non-productive assets and “paper
profits” of the eighties, Hillary appears to have done well by
such an aggressive strategy in the decade of greed. “At
Wharton business school this spring, {Clinton] was yelling
at them about how many of them went off to be investment
bankers and did this sophisticated financial stuff instead of

doing something that was

- As Hillary would re-
verse the presumption of
“the identity of interests be-
tween parents and their
children, so I would like to
reverse the presumption of
the identity of interests be-
tween Hillary and Ameri-
ca’s children. I suspect that
Hillary’s years of activism
on behalf of children’s
rights and comprehensive federal child care have less to do
with the interests of children than with the interests of the
feminist elite of working mothers that Hillary has come to
exemplify. If children mature much earlier than is conven-
tionally believed, and if such needs as they still have for
adult supervision can be met by federal day-care centers,
then career-first moms (and dads, for that matter) need not
have their busy days bustling from law offices to corporate
board rooms to television studios troubled by occasional
pangs of conscience for their neglected children. It lets all
of America’s Hillarys right off the hook, once and for all.
The children’s rights movement fizzled out in the late
seventies, far too wacky to get very far even in the pre-Rea-
gan courts. About the only chance it has to make a resur-
gence, and it’s a slender one, is if Bill Clinton is elected
President and his wife assumes responsibility for screening
his judicial appointees, as she did in Arkansas, according to
a story in the New York Times.
™ f one is to believe street talk in Arkansas, Hillary’s re-
I jection of traditional family life is not confined to her
scholarly scribblings. The status of the Clintons’ mar-
riage, including the possibility that Bill’s extramarital wan-
derings reflect an “open marriage,” is the subject of wide
speculation and gossip in Arkansas political circles. Those
close to the Clintons hotly deny any such allegations.

“There are some things we feel, feelings
that our prevailing acquisitive and
competitive corporate life . . . is not the way
of life for us. Were searching for more
immediate, ecstatic, and penetrating
modes of living.”

actually productive,” says a
source familiar with the cou-
ple’s tax returns. “Hillary
herself in 1987 bought these
straddles, Standard and
Poors. She’s done the kind
 of stuff that he thinks is bad.
The way they’ve actually
gotten the richest is that in
1986 Hillary sunk a lot of
her money into this thing
called the Value Partnership.
It’s very aggressively managed: they short all of these
stocks, there are all these puts and calls, and it did very well
for them.” But Hillary has never been one to let principle
stand in the way of pecuniary gain: in 1981 she reported a
tidy, if politically incorrect, capital gain from the sale of
stock in De Beers, the South African diamond barons.)

The Clintons give to separate charities. And attend
separate churches; he’s a Baptist and she’s a Methodist.
But if one is to believe wicked gossips in Little Rock,
they do attend church at the same time: election time. The
two also take separate vacations. Hillary vacations annu-
ally with the Arkansas native Steenburgen, daughter
Chelsea (named after sixties folkie Judy Collins’ hit
“Chelsea Morning”) in tow. San Francisco is a favorite
destination. (Steenburgen explains that they are mother-
daughter deals, to which even her son is not invited.) As
should be clear by now, the Clintons have separate ideo-
logical agendas, and Hillary is indeed a faction leader
within the Clinton campaign. And finally, press reports
notwithstanding, Hillary appears to have retained her
maiden name. Legend has it that after many blamed her
retention of her maiden name, Rodham, for her husband’s
failed re-election bid in 1980, Hillary took his last name.
Strangely, though, the name she gives on page one of her
1991 tax return is Hillary Rodham.

None of these details in and of itself rebuts the Clinton
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loyalists’ avowals of a “powerful relationship” or a “strong
_bond.” Indeed, many of these arrangements are typical of
modern marriages among elite segments of society. But
" that’s just the point. They are typical of modern, post-sixties
counterculture designer marriages, not of traditional, pre-
counterculture marriages. Steenburgen puts it this way:
“They’re two whole people. One hasn’t given away huge
parts of themselves to the other.”

Board of the Legal Services Corporation (LSC) by Jim-
my Carter. Established by Congress as a federally fund-
ed, independent, private, non-profit, and non-political cor-
poration to provide legal assistance to the poor in
non-criminal cases, the LSC degenerated under Rodham

I n 1978, Hillary Rodham was appointed Chairman of the

into what the late Warren Brookes called “a $300 million

liberal political action com-

Because the Task Force

‘had obtained staff commit-

ments from approximately 30 California Legal Services
Programs funded by the Corporation,” the GAO concluded
that LSC resources dedicated to the campaign went far be-
yond those accounted for in the “special needs” grant. Ac-
cording to the report: “The cost of these staff commitments

is unknown and difficult t

0 compute, considering the

lapsed time. However, we know that the campaign lasted

approximately 3 months an

d that many staff persons at

field -offices throughout California devoted at least half

their time to the campaign.

‘With the grant . . . the Task

Force hired four coordinators who had experience working

with poor people and in pol

itical campaigns. Funds were

also expended on clerical staff, travel, printing and postage
associated with campaign activities.” These activities, the

Comptroller concluded, “wer

mittee,” rife with illegality.
During her chairmanship and
later tenure on the board, the
LSC published a political
training manual showing
“how community organiza-
tions and public interest
groups can win political pow-
er and reseurces,” a sequel to
the earlier “Tactical Investi-
gations of People’s Strug-
gles.” They even made a con-
tribution to a mayoral
campaign in Georgia, ration-
alizing it as “a project to edu-
cate clients about their rights
in the legislative process.”

In January 1980, the LSC
funneled taxpayer money into
something called the Proposi-
tion 9 Task Force, a campaign
to coordinate the efforts of
thirty LSC grant recipient
groups and 500 attorneys in
California to defeat Proposi-
tion 9, a ballot initiative to cut state income taxes in half.
The LSC is explicitly barred by its charter from providing
this type of assistance to defeat a state ballot initiative, and
in a September 19, 1983 report, the Comptroller General of
the United States (GAQO) nailed the Rodham LSC to the
wall.

According to the report, the LSC, the Western Center on
Law and Poverty (the California legal services grantee that
requested and received a $61,655 LSC “Special Needs”
grant to hire four “coordinators” to direct the campaign),
“and certain other unidentified California Legal Services
grantees violated the provision of 42 U.S.C. §2996e(d)(4) in
providing funds and personnel support for the Proposition 9
Task Force that operated a large-scale opposition campaign
- to the Proposition 9 ballot measure.”

e the precise sort . . . prohibit-
ed by the statute’s injunction
against using corporate funds
to oppose a ballot measure
that is already on the ballot
and where client’s legal
rights are not at issue.”

ut Task Force 9 was a
B mere pilot project in

politicization and il-
legality, compared to the cor-
poration’s 1981 effort to mo-
bilize Legal Services lawyers
into a nationwide network of
resistance to Reagan Admin-
istration plans to restrain the
growth of entitlements and
social programs and rein in
the rogue LSC. In January
1981, the LSC held a Re-
gional Project Directors
meeting in Boulder, Col-
orado, attended by a host of
officials from grantee organi-
zations in nearby states and
Corporation officials from

Washington. In a training se

ssion captured on videotape, a

parade of speakers. took thaifoor to denounce Reagan fis-

cal policy in startlingly fr.

terms and outline their plans

for organizing an LSC network to combat it.

The GAO concluded from

the remarks that LSC grantee

officials had violated statutory bars against using LSC mon-

ey to hold training programs
courage political activities,

to advocate public policies, en-
Or create associations, federa-

tions, or networks. They faulted the Corporation itself for
failing to insure the compliance of its grantees with the pro-

visions of the Legal Services

In 1982, Hillary and oth

;Corporation Act.

er holdovers from the Carter

LSC board made one more attempt to nullify Reagan’s man-
date by seeking an injunction in the U.S. District Court to
prevent the newly appointed Reagan board from assuming
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control of the board or even holding a meeting of the board.

~They moved on the grounds that the Reagan board mem-
bers, as recess appointments, had not been confirmed by the
Senate, as required by the LSC act. In denying the motion,
the judge observed that four members of the Carter board
had themselves been recess appointments, One of the four
was Hillary Rodham.

Because of the way the Legal Services Corporation Act
is written, only the corporation itself has the power to en-
force compliance with the Act by grantees: No third party
has standing to sue to compel compliance. Given this vir-
tual immunity to external authority, Hillary’s lax supervi-
sion of the Corporation, while its staff not only tolerated
but actively encouraged prohibited political action by
grantees, was an especially egregious betrayal of the pub-
lic trust. . :

board of directors of the New World Foundation, a

philanthropy dedicated to the support of “progres-
sive activist organizations,” as she puts it in her foreword to
the group’s annual report for 1987-88. While the foundation
(ranked as one of thé country’s ten most liberal in a recent
Capital Research Center monograph) does back some fairly
well-known liberal groups (Norman Lear’s People for the
American Way, Randall Robinson’s Trans-Africa Forum,
-and the NAACP Legal Defense and Education Fund), urider
Hillary it also financed a number of groups associated with
the hard left.

In 1988, New World gave $5,000 to the Committee in
Support of the People of El Salvador (CISPES) education
fund. CISPES was founded at meetings in New York City in
1980 by Farid Handal (brother of El Salvador’s Communist
party chief Shafik Handal), who had come to the United
States to mobilize American support for the FMLN, the ma-
jor Communist guerrilla organization in El Salvadof. Also
in 1988, New World gave $2,500 to Fairness and Accuracy
in Reporting, a group dedicated to exposing conservative
bias in the media, especially the television networks. That’s.
right, conservative bias. In Extra/, its newsletter, FAIR chas-
tised such liberal standard-bearers as Michael Kinsley and
National Public Radio for being too tough on Jesse Jackson.
Last year, in a special issue of the newsletter devoted to me-
dia coverage of the Persian Gulf War, editor Jim Naurekas
lashed out: “The euphoria at the beginning and the end of
the Persian Gulf War brackets one of the most disturbing
episodes in U.S. journalistic history—a period when many
reporters for the national media abandoned any pretense of
neutrality or reportorial distance in favor of boosterism for
the war effort.” (While Bill Clinton maintains he supported

Hill’ary served in 1987-88 as director and chair of the

the decision to move militarily in the Gulf, I'm not so sure :

about Hillary. Mary Steenburgen recalls a conversation in
which she along with Hillary and another friend discussed
their “feelings™ about the prospect of U.S. involvemerit in
the war. “Both of them had felt like [Saddam] was a really
- frightening person that was’ potentially very dangerous to
people, yet we all talked about our feelings that war was not

the way to solve everything,” she says. Potentially very
dangerous? The guy had gassed Kurdish villages and con-
quered a neighbor by this time.)

In 1988, Hillary lavished $20,000 on the Christic Insti-
tute, the far left crackpots who flacked the “secret team”
theory, alleging a massive, 20-year conspiracy by CIA and
Special Forces operatives to do everything from run a hero-
in ring out of Indochina in the sixties to topple the Sandin-
istas in the eighties. In June 1991, they were assessed $1.1
million in court-ordered sanctions for filing a frivolous law-

suit against General John Singlaub and other supposed se-

cret teamsters. Hillary doled out $15,000 in 1987 to the Na-
tional Lawyers Guild, founded in the 1930s as an adjunct to
the American Communist party and retaining party ties to
this day. Support also went to the Center for Constitutional
Studies (co-founded by Chicago 7 lawyer William Kunst-
ler) and the Institute for Policy Studies (self-styled “center
for radical scholarship”)—the list goes on and on to include
scores of other more obscure but equally fishy-sounding
grantees.

While these grants may have gone to projects that sound
innocuous enough, if you give twenty thousand bucks to
bad folks for a merely objectionable project, then that’s
twenty thousand they don’t have to raise for a truly hideous
one. Moreover, in her foreword to the annual report, Hillary
makes a special point of New World’s predilection for giv-
ing money away to the left with no strings attached:

The foundation has recognized the dilemma presented to public
policy as federal support is withdrawn from social programs
and social advocacy at the same time as the need for such pro-
grams grows more acute. As-a result philanthropy has had to
serve as a bridge from the “system” to the neediest and least
represented. The New World Foundation has sought to use its
resources to strengthen that bridge and to encourage other
foundations to focus on the fragility of activist and advocacy
efforts on behalf of the poor in general and people of color in
particular. In this effort we have made mostly general support
grants, rather than special project grants, so as to provide core
support to organizers and advocates. [Emphasis added.]

Guess you can’t be too choosy with Ronald Reagan on the
loose.

here are those who would say of Hillary’s involve-

I ment in radical politics, “Aw, she was just a kid.”
But she wasn’t just a kid. She was a middle-aged
woman of 40 when sponsoring the hard left from her perch
at the New World Foundation. Moreover, she has not, as far
as I know, publicly repudiated or even distanced herself
from the views or activism described in this article, and her
husband’s presidential campaign was the perfect occasion to

_ do so. There is no reason she ought to be forgiven, when she

hasn’t repented. Especially since she is right now doing her
utmost to drive her husband’s campaign into her own corner

of the Democratic party, where the liberal left and the radi- -

cal left meet. O3
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i, CASE FOR BUSH

By Richard Vigilante

aving spent almost four years being dissatisfied

with George Bush, I am not surprised most

Americans feel the same way. Still, the closer

one looks, the clearer it becomes that Bush is
one of those presidents to whom history will be very Kind.,
especially if we let him finish his run. In the past four
vears he has quietly prepared the country for a brilliant
turn of the century and perhaps for another American
century beyond.

Bush is a much better president than politician. Unlike
Reagan, who kept the electorate focused on a few crucial
issues, Bush distracts voters by treating even the largest
questions as accumulations of detail. He dislikes and is
not very good at electoral politics, preferring to deal
inside the Beltway rather than carry the fight to the peo-
ple. And he is an orator in the great tradition of Stengel
and Berra. As a result, he has governed almost in private.

Bush's uncommunicativeness is a personal flaw magni-
fied by the political tradition to which he is heir. Bush isa
conservative. But like Goldwater, Nixon, Eisenhower, and
Rockefeller, he isa Roosevelt-era Republican, the lastof a
tradition of Republican leaders traumatized by the FDR
vears and by the electorate’s conviction that the Republi-
cans not only caused the Great Depression but were too
cold-blooded to do anything aboutit. These Republicans
tended to be electoral pessimists, believing that while it
was the great historic mission of their party to provide
responsible government and keep Democrats from dissi-
pating the nation's weaith and morals, the electorate was
sure to punish them for fulfilling that mission.

In Bush's view, it is part of political life to be punished
for doing right, which is why he has such a hard ume run-
ning on his record. He is averse both to the “do anything
as long as you are doing something” approach to govern-
ment and to the idea that the agenda of good govern-
ment should be superseded by bright new muttipoint pol-
icy programs. Also in the Roosevelt-era mode, he tends to
compensate by being good at negotiation and skillful
behind closed doors.

Seen in this perspective, Bush’s record makes far more
sense. Take three areas: the economy, civil rights. and
social policy. In all three, Bush is regarded as a failure
because he has been neither a liberal nor a Reaganite.
The opposite is the case. The economy is the most obvious
example of this. Although the voters are mad at his appar-
ently lethargic handling of a slump, and though he’s said
little to change their view. history will almost certainly

credit Buish as orie of the two Ar three best economic pres-
idents of the century. If we stay on course, the United
States is almost certainly headed for a great turn-of-the-
century boom and strong, steady growth for years beyond.
The three great engines of the *90s expansion will be the
final victory over the Great Inflation of the 1970s, the
expansion of free trade, and the end of communism.

The general rap on Bush is that he has “done nothing
about the recession.” Good for him. The current slump is
global, and the United Statesjis actually doing better than
most of the G-7. Most of the grces behind the slump are
beyond the government’s short-term control, and many
will help the economy in the medium and long term: for
example, not only did the Gulf crisis bringan oil shock,
but as short wars do, it choked the economy rather than
stimulated it. The breakup of the Soviet Union and the
reunification of Germany have caused a temporary spike
in interest rates. The Basel capital agreements caused a
temporary tightening in the lending policies of major
U.S. banks, but were also a milestone in the integration of
the world banking system.

Under these circumstances the last thing we would
have wanted was a president who would panic and start
bullying the economy, pulling outall the stimulative stops
to fake a recovery before the election. Bush has risked his
second term to do the right thing. The Great Inflation,
brought on by the dissolution of the Bretton Woods sys-
tem, and only partly tamed by Reagan and Volcker, was
fatally wounded by Bush-Greenspan. Inflation has been
averaging around 3 percent. If we stay on course it will
probably begin the final descent to 2, which economists
count as roughly zero. Equally important, the market
seems to believe it. Both short- and long-term nominal
interest rates are at twenty-year lows or better; the market
seems to be surrendering its anticipated inflation pre-
mium for long-term rates. Already, as Bear Stearn’s chief
economist and former oMB official Lawrence Kudlow
points out, low inflation and interest rates are providing a
sizable “monetary tax cut,”| lowering the cost of doing
business, boosting assets, shrinking debt. The drop in
mortgage interest rates alone has given home-owning
families a “tax cut” of nearly $30 billion a year.

Does Bush deserve the credit? Not all of it, of course; a
great deal goes to Alan Greenspan. But presidents can ei-
ther protect the Fed or frustrate it. Carter, ignorant, resent-
ful, inexperieticed, and desperate to be re-elected, packed
Arthur Burns off to be ambassador to Germany and
appointed the pliabie G. William Miller, one of the worst
chairmen in history, who revved up inflation into the dou-
ble digits. Bush has done everything right. He reappoint-
ed Greenspan to another four-year term in the middle of
the recession even after the chairman made it clear he was
not going to sacrifice the fight against inflation to Bush's
re-election. All presidents complain publicly about the
Fed. But despite White House statements claiming (accu-

rately) that the Fed was slo

ing the recovery, senior Fed

officials say Bush has been more supportive of their aus-
tere policy than any president in memory. So why isn’t
Bush crowing about inflation? Well, Roosevelt-era Repub-

licans think stopping inflation is one of the things they
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were put on earth to do and then be punished for.

On trade, Bush’s performance has been superb. Last
year, when the administration made clear it was serious
about using the Uruguay round of GATT to reduce world
agricultural subsidies, it inspired hilarity among the
Europeans and among American reporters, all of whom
proclaimed that Bush was being an unrealistic dogmatist.
The Uruguay agreement will not be perfect, but thanks
to Bush's efforts, it will expand the market for U.S. food
products (although sugar will be hurt) and save Ameri-
can consumers some $30 billion a year in lower food
prices. And American farm subsidies will be reduced;
Uruguay is also a domestic budget-cutting tool.

If we re-elect Bush, he will bring Mexico into the North
American Free Trade Agreement, something we might
lose if Clinton’s pandering to the Gephardt wing on trade
lasts past November. Since Mexico joined GATT in 1986
and sharply reduced its trade barriers, U.S. exports to

-Mexico have doubled, and our trade deficit with Mexico

has dropped substantially; excluding oil, we now run a
surplus. If Mexico left the Third World, the economic

-and social benefits to the United States in the long run

would be enormous. NAFTA is a big part of getting there,
not only because of the increase in trade it will bring, but
because it helps bond Mexico to the worldwide demo-
cratic capitalist renaissance.

In social and environmental legislation as on the econ-
omy, Bush has been pilloried—and misunderstood. Here
again Bush’s problems come not from ideology but from
another misread aspect of his Roosevelt-era mentality.
His keenness for negotiated settlements, in which one
wins quietly, almost secretly, by getting the details right,
inclines him to work with the Democratic Congress
rather than dramatically go over its head to the people.
But in the view of the Reaganites, working with Congress
produced the great disasters of his first term: the budget
deal and what the Bush people respectfully call “the leg-

islative record”™: the Clean Air Act amendments, the Civil |

Rights Bill, and the Americans with Disabilities Act.

The conservatives are'wrong twice over. First, they have
to recognize that avoiding Congress is a romantic fantasy

no working president can indulge in. Bush does not have
as many votes in the House or as much control of the
Senate as Reagan did. Given the numbers, the decision to
hammer out the best possible bill and take some political

losses rather than make the grand political gesture and -

end up with a worse bill and an override is not a bad one.
Second, the conservatives have to recognize that the
Bushites have actually won some critical battles in the
details. They have devoted months of political energy to
struggles over legislative wording, fighting to define the
center and win its votes while preordaining an acceptable
outcome when the legislation hits the courts.

The clearest vindication of Bush's strategy came in the
two-vear struggle over the Civil Rights Bill. Ultimately the
administration won a clear victory against rigid racial
preferences. The purpose of the Civil Rights Bill of 1990,
the Kennedy-Hawkins bill, was to reverse the Supreme
Court's 1989 Wards Cove decision. Before Wards Covean
emplover without the right proportion of minorities in a

particular job could find himself on the defensive in
court even if he clearly had not intended to discriminate.
Wards Cove shifted most of -the advantages to the
employer, requiring the plaintiff to identify the specific
employment practice that was causing the disparate
impact, and to demonstrate that the practice was not
excused by “business necessity.”

Bush vetoed Kennedy-Hawkins and was upheld, but
that was only the first act: there were more than enough
votes to override a veto for a compromise bill perceived
as moderate. Both sides set out on a long struggle to coxn-
trol the compromise, fighting for language that a mzjor-
ity of Congress would accept but that would go their wav
in court. On the day Bush signed, it was aiready clear the
administration had won more than it lost. If, as the earlv
returns suggest, the courts buy the administration’s inte ;-
pretation of most of the compromise language, the gre-.:
civil rights lobby push to overturn Wards Cove was a bus:
(see “Discrimination Endgame” by Paul Gewirtz, T\R.
August 12, 1991). There is also a big net improvement in
the bill that had nothing to do with Wards Cove: it makes
race norming of test scores illegal. -

The Americans with Disabilities Act (which critics fear
will overburden employers and landlords required to
accommedate the handicapped) and the Clean Air Act
amendments are variations on the same story: not quit
enough votes, long fights over the details, particulari:
over adjudicable language, better-than-expected resuiz;
The amendments to the Clean Air Act, to which even tiie
conservative Heritage Foundation gave “two cheers,”
introduce into federal statute for the first time marker-
oriented environmental strategies that conservativ:s
have been advocating for years. Moreover Bush, who ¢« -
cedes he gave the regulatory agencies too much rope .-
his first two years, has promised to lighten the regulatc:-
impact of both bills administradvely.

n social policy, the Bush administration is being
attacked by the right and the left, both of which
argue that it has no social policy, except a usually
damaging pragmatism. Reaganites attack anything
that is not ideologicaliy satisfying; and Clintonites charge
do-nothingism. In these pages, Mickey Kaus recendy
claimed (see “Paradigm’s Loss,” July 27) that Bush New Par-
adigmers such as James Pinkerton and Jack Kemp are actu-
ally betraying the cause because Bush has done nothing to
enact the New Paradigm while Clinton is a true believer.

In fact, it is probably the Clinton Paradigmerswho are
fooling themselves. Bush, who gave Pinkerton his posi-
tion in the first place, and under whose aegis the move-
ment was born (though many of the ideas were first tried
under Reagan), is nursing the substance of the paradigm
along very nicely.

Take school choice. Choice cannot be programm:+
from Washington. It is too dependent on local leacts:
ship. The best a president can give school choice is “bt::
pulpit plus,” the plus being a modest financial incen - :
for state or local education authorities to move towzy<
choice. It was Bush, Lamar Alexander. and a few top
Bushies who made choice a serious national issue. not
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* . only by talking about it and helping local choice leaders
athievg ﬁaﬁogal visibility, but b)l») plfcing it on the admin-
“istration’s legislative agenda. The administration’s G.1.
Bill for Kids, for example, now before Congress, would
attach $1,000 per child to students in selected school dis-
tricts that set up choice programs.

But effective school choice is an extremely difficult
political goal. Like many New Paradigm projecis, it
requires declaring war on that vast bureaucratic postin-
dustrial complex that dominates not only the educational
and social welfare system but the Democratic Party. The
administrators, the consultants, the NEa, the schools of
education, lose everything under choice. Bush has the
Ppotential and the political base to see this through. There
is every indication that he is committed to the decentral-
ized imposition of the policy. In all likelihood, Clinton
would be hobbled by the very Democratic interest groups
school choice undermines. ‘ ‘

Much the same storv could be told of the rest of the
agenda: tenant management and housing vouchers, which
made some inroads under the Bush administration. Bush
has made modest progress; Clinton will probably be politi-
cally incapacitated if he so much as tries, What's more,
Bush (with the help of some progressive young Demo-
crats) beat the bureaucratic asc: day care bill and instead
increased the earned income tax credit to give working
low-income families the single biggest boost in govern-
mentaid in history. Even Clinton cites Kemp’sideas at Hup

as model New Paradigm proposals. All of them would be

'Sl‘ymiedby the influx of s | dard-issue Democrats into. the
middle and upper echelons of the bureaucracy.

In all of these areas—economic policy, domestic legis-
lation, civil rights, and education—a clear argument can
be made for Bush’s presi'dency: for his courage, for his
attendance to the details of government rather than the
dictates of politics, and foﬁ' his tangible experimentation
with new models of government.

Bush is called a caretaker president, and that is meant
as criticism, or at best a léft-handed compliment, a syn-
onym for lethargy or lack of imagination, a man suited
only to quiet times. That'r all wrong. Precisely because
these are not quiet times, we need someone like Bush.
America has been dealt a rich but complicated hand; for
all the talk about the urgent needs for bold, new policies,
what we really need to do now is play out that hand with.
out messing up. We need strength of character more
than policy papers. We need someone who cares about
making the right choice even when the country may not
credit him for it because the choices are complicated and
obscure and difficult to explain in a sound bite. We neeg
Someone who expects virtue to be its own reward, 2 man
who cares more about doix"lg Jjust right, the tasks history
hands him than about pu ting his own mark on alf he
sees. It is a time remarkabli' well-suited to Bush. He has
done well; we should let him finish.

RICHARD VIGILANTE is writing a book about the New York
Daily News strike and the futhire of American labor.




SAMUEL K. SKINNER
General Chairman of the Republican National Comm

Samuel K. Skinner was elected General Chairman of the Repub
Committee on August 21, 1992, Prior to taking office as General Cha

Skinner served as Chief of Staff to the President of the United States.

Staff, he served as a member of the President's Cabinet, acted as a sen

adviser to the President on a wide range of issues, and was the highest
in the Executive Office of the President at the White House.

Prior to his White House service, Mr. Skinner served in the Pr

for nearly three years as Secretary of Transportation, where he was cre
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lican National
irman, Mr.

As Chief of

ior policy
-ranking official

esident's Cabinet
dited with

numerous successes, including the development of the President's National

Transportation Policy and the passage of landmark aviation and surface transportation

legislation. In addition, Mr. Skinner acted as the President's point pe
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crisis situations, including the Eastern Airlines strike, the Exxon Valdeiz oil spill, the
~ Northern California earthquake, Hurricane Hugo, and the 1991 national rail strike.

From 1977 to 1989, Mr. Skinner practiced law as a senior part
Chicago law firm of Sidley & Austin, where he served on the firm's e
committee. From 1984 to 1988, while practicing law full time, he als
Chairman of the Regional Transportation Authority of Northeastern Il
nation's second largest mass transportation district. Also during that t
Reagan appointed Mr. Skinner Vice Chairman of the President's Com
Organized Crime.

From 1968 to 1975, Mr. Skinner served in the office of the Un
Attorney for the Northern District of Illinois, the nation's fourth large
1975, President Ford appointed him United States Attorney for the No
Illinois, the first career prosecutor ever to hold that position. In this ¢
served as a member of the Department of Justice's White Collar Crim
the United States Attorney General's Advisory Committee.

Mr. Skinner held various sales and management positioﬁs with
from 1961 to 1968. In 1967, IBM selected him Outstanding Salesman

ner in the
§xecutive

0 served as
inois, the
ime, President

mission on

lited States

st district. In
rthern District of
apacity, he also

c Committee and

IBM Corporation
of the Year.

Mr. Skinner has long been active in Republican politics, campaigning for
presidential candidate Barry Goldwater in 1964 and for hundreds of candidates at the

local and federal level ever since. In 1980, he served as Co-Chairma |

Bush's Illinois campaign for the 1980 Republican presidential nominat

t

n of George

ion. In 1988,

Mr. Skinner was Illinois campaign director of the presidential campaign of Vice

President Bush.
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Mr. Skinner graduated from the University of Illinois in 1960 with a Bachelor
of Science in Accounting. He served as a Lieutenant and a tank platoon leader in the
United States Army in 1960-1961. He graduated from DePaul University Law School
in 1966, where he served on the Law Review.

Mr. Skinner has received numerous honorary degrees and awards and has been
selected by both of his alma maters as an outstanding alumnus. An Eagle Scout as a
young man, Mr. Skinner has been awarded the Distinguished Eagle Scout award by the
Boy Scouts of America. He received his student pilot's license in 1957 and is today a
jet-certified pilot. '

Samuel K. Skinner was born on June 10, 1938 in Chicago, Illinois. He is
married to Mary Jacobs Skinner, a lawyer. Mr. Skinner, who received the 1991
National Father of the Year award from the National Father's Day Committee, has
three children: Thomas and Steven, who are lawyers, and Jane, who is a broadcast
journalist.




HEALTIE CARE

® [nsure proper immunizations
5

® Ensure continued viability of rural hospitals

Tho President has increased Federal support for Centers for Discase
Control childhood immunizations by $208 million, a 148% increase
over IFY89.

The President’s FY93 Budget would boost spending for primary care
services for nural nreas with tolal funding up 42% since FY89,
Spending for the Health Services Corporation, which provides cure lo

® Encournge torl reform to lessen medical malpractice suits

® Support biotechnology advances

® Reduce health care cosls, now outpacing inflation

® Expand maternal and child health block grants for extensive education
elfort

needy in rural communitics, is up 150% since FY8Y,

In May 1991, the President sent to Congress his Medical Malpractice
Tort Reform legislation which would reduce incentives to file meritless
medical malpractice suits, lower insurance premiums and increase

-nccess (o health care in underserved areas; Congress has yet (o act on

ihe legistation,

In his FY93 budget the President proposed a national Biotechnology
Rescarch Initiative to expand U.S. leadership in research and
conunercialization of biotech products. The budget for FY93 calls for
spending over $4 billion, an increase of 7% over FY92 and 18% over
the past two years. The Vice President’s Council on Compelitiveness
has also reformed regulation of biotechnology companies to allow more
rapid approval of safe new biotech products.

.
The President has proposed legislation to reforn state medical
malpractice lnws; the President’s comprehensive health care plan
contains a number of initiatives to cut administrative costs by
increasing competition nmong providers and insurers, and reforming
(he way federal health programs work. The President’s plan would
also help brake rising costs.

President Bush has raised funding for Maternal and Child Health Block
Grants by $33 million since taking office. Should the President's
FY93 budget be approved, funding for Matemal and Child Ilealth
block grants will have risen from $554 million in 1989 to $674 million
in 1993, au increase of $120 million over 1989 levels.
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® Provide medical coverage for women and infants, up to one year lo
decrease infant mortality

O The President supported and signed into law legislation to improve

health caro coverage for pregnant women and infants. These mandate
coverage of pregnant women and children up to age six with incomes
below 133 % of poverty; and ensuro that payments to obstetricians and
pediatricians are sufficient to mnke covered services available, In
addition, the President's FY93 budgel proposes over $9.4 billion for
aclivities to reduces infant mortality. This includes a 123 % increase in
Ilealthy Start, an initiative that targels Federal resources to 15 areas

-

® Work with states 1o provide increased coverage to children in
low-income fumilies

® Phase in coverage for adults at affordable rales

¢ Support multiple-employer trusts and ather risk pool mechanisms as
incentives lo employers

s
. . . [ Y] i .
® Cover serious preexisting conditions through state risk pools

®  Enforce anti-patient dumping laws at hospitals

with exceptionally high rates of infant mortality,

To ensure adequale health care to children in poor fumilies, the
President supported and signed into law the Omnibus Budget
Reconcilintion Act of 1990, which guarantees medicaid eligibility for
all poor children bom after September 30, 1983,

"The President’s comprehensive health care plan provides for tax credits

nnd deductions for the purchase of a basic level of health insurance.

The President's comprchensive health care plan calls for the creation of
Health Insurance Networks that would allow smaller employers to band
togetlicr to buy health insurance, By reforming the way the insurance
muarket works, the President’s proposals go a long way toward
exlending access to care without new mandates or taxes.

Current praclices that distort access to insurance coverago—a history of
sickness making people medically uninsurable and small employers
finding insurance unaffordable Leeause of one sick employes or family
member—would be changed under the President's plan, Individuals
who were covered by health insurance would be able lo change jobs
without facing, the loss of their insurance due lo preexisting conditions
clauses.

O The i)epnrlmcnt of Health and Human Services has reviewed 873

“complaints against hospitals for patient dumping since 1988, has found

620 violations, and six hospitals hiave been terminated from the
Medicaid program,
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AlIDS
® Promote AIDS education

® Provide money for research and (reatiment

® Test with appropriate guarantees of confidentiality

® Support laws barring discrimination against people suffering from
AIDS ’

® AZT - continue expedited availability

e Adjust Medicaid requirements to expand eligibility

® [Encourage home health care

The President’s FY93 budget asks for $621 million for AIDS
prevention, a large share of which is for educational activitics.

The federal government now spends more for AIDS research than for
any other discase except cancer—$1.2 billion will be spent in FY93
alone, a 39% increase since the President took office.

The President respects the privacy of all Americans and therefore
believes that records pertaining to the AIDS virus should be kept
confidential.

The President worked for passage of, and then signed, the Americans
with Disabilities Act which will provide legal protection to HIV-
infected Americans against discrimination in public employment.

The Administration has streamlined the review process for AZT and
other drugs to expedite the availability of promising new treatments.
One of the first results of this new process was the rapid approval of
the drug DDI, which helps those who cannot tolerate or show no
improvement with AZT. In addition, seven other drugs have received
FDA approval for the treatment of AIDS-related illnesses. Over 50
drugs to slow the progress of HIV or minimize its complications, and
seven potentinl vaccines, are currently in NIH-sponsored clinical trials.

President Bush supported and signed into law the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990, expanding Medicaid eligibility for low-
income pregnant women and children up to six years old.

President Bush supported and signed into law the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990, establishing home and community-based
care for the disabled clderly as an optional Medicaid service through
fiscal year 1998. The Bush Administration approved a New York
State program (hat encourages the elderly to buy nursing-home
insurance and to exempt them from Medicaid exclusions for personal
wealth,
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¢Clinton’s own administration admits that Arkansas
has the highest teenage pregnancy rates among
blacks in the nation.

(Christian Science Monitor, 2/19/92)

“Discrimination is an evil that strikes at the very heart of
the American ideal.”

— George Bush (11/21/91)

e President Bush'’s approach to civil rights is based on
two fundamental goals: the protection of equal
opportunity and increased opportunity.

*The Bush administration has vigorously pursued
enforcement of civil rights laws. According to the
Justice Department:

— Thirty cases of hate crimes were prosecuted in FY
‘90. The conviction rate was 100 percent in all 30
of those cases.

— Thirty-five cases of hate crimes were prosecuted
in FY ‘91. The conviction rate was 98 percent
among those cases.

*The Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment is sponsoring a $1 million sting operation to
expose banks, thrifts and mortgage companies that
treat minority loan applications unfairly.

July 1992




Disabled Americans must become full partners in
the American dream.

*On July 26, 1990, the President signed the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act.

*This landmark law strives to open up all aspects of
American life to individuals with disabilities:
employment opportunities, government services,
public accommodations, transportation and tele-
communications.

*The act is the broadest expansion of the nation’s
civil rights laws since the Civil Rights Act of 1964.
It opens the door of opportunity to the 43 million
Americans who have some form of disability.

Quotas turn equal opportunity upside down.

sPresident Bush has consistently pursued a civil
rights policy based onequal opportunity. But at
the same time, the President has steadfastly op-
posed quotas.

sFor two years, Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) and
liberal special-interest groups pressed for a quota
bill. The President fought this bill at every step: he
vetoed the bill in 1990, and warned that he would
do it again.

* A year later, the President prevailed and secured
an acceptable civil rights bill that did not include
quota provisions. This bill, supported by the
leading conservatives in Congress, was over-
whelmingly passed by the House and Senate.

The Clinton Record

*With Bill Clinton governor for 12 out of the last 14
years, Arkansas is one of only two states without a
civil rights law, and one of only nine states without
a law banning housing discrimination. (Time,
4/13/92)

*Clinton’s Democratic Leadership Council endorsed
an anti-quota resolution at its 1991 convention.
That same year, Clinton signed legislation — Acts
1163 and 1164 of 1991 — specifically mandating
racial quotas in school administrators and a state
commission. (DLC Source: The New American
Choice, 5/7/91)

*Only after Clinton began testing the waters for a
presidential campaign — and the issue of “race-
norming” tests gained national attention in 1991 —
did Clinton end Arkansas’ use of the practice in
filling state jobs. No complaints or problems were
found with the program. (AP, 6/3/91)




The Clinton Record

*Gov. Clinton opposes tax credits for health care.
(AP,2/12/92)

e While Clinton avoids the words, his health care
plan is essentially the Democratic Congress” Play-
or-Pay concept — imposing huge new costs on
small businesses, ultimately costing jobs. The Joint
Economic Committee (JEC Health Care Briefing
Paper, 4/9/92) estimates that the first-year costs of
a program could be as high as $88 billion, with $42
billion in employer costs.

o The New York Times (4/2/92) described Clinton’s
attention to state health care issues as “occasional.”
Statistics support this assertion:

— One in four Arkansans has no health insurance;
it’s one in seven nationwide. (The New York
Times, 4/2/92)

— In 1988, Arkansas ranked 15th in the country in
infant mortality rates, with 10.7 deaths per 1,000
live births. (U.S. National Center for Health
Statistics, 1991 Statistical Abstract)

— Between 1980 and 1988, the percentage of low
birth-weight babies increased by more than 7.8
percent; nationally, the increase was only 1.4
percent. (U. S. National Center for Health
Statistics, 1991 Statistical Abstract)

July 1992

Health Care

“Anyone who’s tried to track down a missing Social
Security check or wasted a day in line at the Department
of Motor Vehicles is going to think long and hard before
they let government play doctor.”

— George Bush (2/7/92)

The President’s health care plan favors market
reforms over big-government socialized medicine.

*The President’s comprehensive health care plan
addresses the two major problems facing the U.S.
health care system: inadequate access to health
care and excessive growth in health care costs.

*The President’s plan builds on the strengths of
America’s health care system: the freedom of
individuals to choose physicians, hospitals and
health plans.

The President has a sound Four-Point Plan to cure
the nation’s health care problems.

1) Make health care more accessible by making
health insurance more affordable. Key elements
for expanding coverage include:

*Extending coverage to poor families by offering
them a voucher worth up to $3,750



OExtendmg a tax deduchon up. to. $1 250 for
" . individuals:earning up to $50,000 and $3,750 for
families with incomes less than $80,000

* Allowing the self-employed to deduct 100

percent of the cost of health insurance premiums.

2) Reduce the runaway costs of health care by
making the system more efficient. Key elements
include:

*Encouraging Medicare and Medicaid patients to
join HMOs

*Providing states with incentives to reform their
medical malpractice insurance laws

*Limiting the number of state mandates that
increase costs and limit consumer choice

*Encouraging small businesses to band together
to increase their power in buying insurance

eIncreasing funding for preventative health
activities.

3) Cut administrative waste and excess in the
current system by:

*Changing insurance laws and reforming markets
to end the paperwork blizzard afflicting the
entire health insurance industry

sEstablishing Health Insurance Networks (HINSs)
bringing together many purchasers, thereby
cutting the cost of administering health insur-
ance and reducing the cost of premiums.

4) Control the growth in entitlement programs by
controlling the growth in government health
programs.

*Both Medicare and Medicaid have grown
rapidly in the Bush administration.

*Since 1989, Medicaid expenditures have in-
creased 108 percent to $127 billion. And Medi-
care expenditures are rising by 10 percent a year.

¢The President has sought to ensure that seniors
and the poor are protected against the high. cost
of health care while constraining the rate of
health care inflation in Medicare and Medicaid.

Democrats reject market reforms and favor a
version of socialized medicine that they euphemis-
tically call “Play-or-Pay.”

*The Democrats” proposal would be a huge tax on
every American small business. The result? More
Americans with neither health insurance nor a job.




eSince then, lawyers have been targeted by the
Clinton finance team. Officials of the Clinton
campaign admit, “the bottom line is it’s a group
that has been organized to raise money. ... Obvi-
ously, down the line, these people will have input.”
(Legal Times, 3/2/92)

*Clinton’s efforts on behalf of lawyers have paid off.
The Clinton campaign has taken in more than $2.5
million from lawyers and lobbyists — by far the
most from any other group. (New York Times,
7/27/92)

*His record in Arkansas has been pro-lawyer. Not
surprisingly, “Arkansas is one of the few states not
to have passed any significant legislation limiting
liability or cutting down costs in tort litigation.”
(Legal Times, 3/23/92)
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Legal Reform

“If we were as good at rewarding success as we are at
suing each other, we would be a century ahead of the rest
of the world.”

— George Bush (1/30/92)

Our current legal system strangles the economy
and costs us jobs.

*The President and the Republican Party want legal

reform:

— A legal system that doesn’t discourage moms
and dads from coaching little league

— A legal system that doesn’t discourage doctors
from delivering babies

— A legal system that doesn’t destroy our health
care system with outrageous costs.

¢But this kind of common sense and fairness in our
legal system is too much to expect from the Demo-
crats.

*What do the Democrats say? They’re against any
reform proposals put forward by President Bush
and Vice President Quayle.

Frivolous litigation kills the economy.

*There are 18 million civil lawsuits filed each year in
this country, and litigation/liability costs are
approaching $300 billion a year. For our foreign
competitors, that figure is 20 to 50 times lower than
for U.S. companies.



*In a speech before the American Bar Association
(8/13/91), Vice President Quayle asked: “After all,
let’s ask ourselves ... does America really need 70
percent of the world’s lawyers?”

The President has targeted five areas for common-
sense legal reform:

—Discovery. The administration’s reforms will
discourage overuse and abuse of pre-trial
discovery costs.

—Punitive Damages. The President’s proposals
restore fairness by placing appropriate limits on
punitive damages and requiring clear proof of
damage.

—Fairness Rule for Atitorn'ey’s Fees. Make the loser
pay the winner’s legal fees and court costs.

—Expert Evidence. The President’s proposals will
require federal courts to verify the legitimacy of
expert witnesses and to ensure that their testi-
mony is based on “widely accepted” theories,
not “junk science.”

—*“Multi-Door Courthouse.” This proposal
promotes alternative dispute resolutions.

This country’s unfortunate obsession with the
lawsuit is denying consumers new products,
manufacturers new sources of income and workers

new sources of jobs.

*Higher legal costs mean Americans pay higher
prices for everything from medical treatment to
consumer goods. For example, 17 percent of the
cost of an ordinary stepladder is used for product
liability protection.

The Clinton Record

*Clinton is the champion of the status quo for
America’s legal system. He “is on record, opposing
the proposals promoted by Vice President Quayle,”
according to a fund-raising letter written by
Wisconsin attorney Robert Habush to that state’s
trial lawyers’ association.

¢Clinton has called (Benton Air Courier, 8/14/91) the
Bush administration’s proposals “trivial choices”
and says that he “believe[s] in the tort system.”
(National Law Journal, 2/17/92)

eIn August 1991, Clinton pandered to the American
Bar Association, saying, “Does anyone here believe
you are the biggest problem?” (Benton Air Courier,
8/14/91)




eStatistics compiled by the Institute for Southern
Studies of Durham, N.C. (August 1991) indicate
Clinton’s record is one of neglect: Arkansas ranked
50th, worst in the country, for the quality of state
environmental initiatives. Robert Hall, research
director at the institute, commented that “In the
areas of policy — laws passed, not task forces or
commissions set up to study a problem — Arkan-
sas was 50th, the worst in the nation.”
(N.Y. Newsday, 3/22/92)

¢Other relevant rankings:

— 42nd in percentage of polluted rivers and
streams

— 47th in per capita toxic chemical releases to
surface water

— 42nd in per capita toxic chemical releases to air

— 41st in per capita ozone depleting emissions

— 43rd in per capita spending on air pollution.

eRichard Mason, Clinton appointee and chairman of
the state’s Pollution Control and Ecology Commis-
sion, has said: “We deserve to be low on the list. It
doesn’t mean Arkansas has dirtier air than Califor-
nia, but if California was operating on the laws of
Arkansas, you'd probably have to have a gas
mask.” (Arkansas Democrat, 8/13/91)
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The Environment

“There’s something more we owe the generations of the
future: stewardship, the safe keeping of America’s
precious environmental inheritance.”

— George Bush (1/31/90)

President Bush'’s record is a lifelong commitment
to the environment.

*Since taking office, George Bush has been the
“environmental president.” In fact, you have to
reach back to Teddy Roosevelt to find a president
who's been as actively committed and engaged in
environmental issues as George Bush.

*The President is doing everything he can to strike a
balance between preserving the environment and
protecting the jobs and livelihoods of working men
and women.

The Clean Air Act

*The President proposed, negotiated and signed
into law the landmark Clean Air Act of 1990.
Previously, the bill had languished on Capitol Hill
for 13 years.

eThe Clean Air Act will cut in half emissions that
cause acid rain, will cut by 90 percent air emissions
of toxic chemicals that cause cancer, and will bring
American cities into compliance with health-based
standards for smog and carbon monoxide.



. :Be51des cleamng up our alr, Pres1dent Bush has

“worked to protect.our coastlines- and the riafion’ s "

wetlands.

*In June 1990, Pre31dent Bush postponed for more

than 10 years offshoreioil and gas developmient off
the coasts of California, Oregon, Washington,
southern Florida, and parts of New England.

*President Bush kept his 1988 promise of “no net
loss of wetlands.” Federal spending for wetlands
acquisition and enhancement has increased more
than 100 percent.

The President also recognizes that environmental

problems transcend national boundaries and that

environmental stewardship requires international
action as well.

*President Bush secured an international a‘greerﬁent
to completely phase out ozone-depleting chlo-
rofluorocarbons (CFCs) by the year 2000.

eUnder the Bush administration, the United States
was the first nation to legislate the phase out of
CFCs and to contribute to an international fund to
make it possible for less-developed countries to
comply with the accord. Today, the United States
is 23 percent ahead of the internationally required
schedule to phase out CFCs.

*The United States is the leader in international
efforts to research and respond to the prospect of
global climate change.

In June, President Bush attended. the U.N. Confer-
ence on Environment and Development in Rio de
Janeiro to remind the world that the United States
is the leader in env1ronmental protectlon

°Wh11e in R10, the Pre51dent made sure the interna-
tional community understood the importance.of
seeking a scientifically sound and practical consen-
sus on ways to harmonize the world’s environmen-
tal needs. The Presiden made it clear that he would
resist environmental extremism in defense of
American jobs. —

The Clinton Record

*When asked at a Democratic debate,:Clinton could
not cite a single state law that exceeds federal
environmental standards. (N.Y. Democratic
primary debate, WNBC-TV, 4/5/92)

* And his hypocrisy on the campaign trail has come
back to haunt him. Though he now delights in
bashing the President’s position on wetlands as not
strict enough, Gov. Clinton wrote the Bush admin-
istration seeking relaxation of wetlands regulations
for Arkansas farmers. (The Arkansas Democrat
Gazette, 3/5/92)



“We will work to break down the walls that stop world
trade. We will work to open markets everywhere... In our
major trade negotiations, I will continue pushing to
eliminate tariffs and subsidies that damage America’s
farmers and workers.”

— George Bush (1/28/92)

President Bush seeks to create jobs and opportu-
nity in the United States through free and fair
trade throughout the world, and his efforts to open
world markets and promote U.S. exports have paid
off handsomely.

*Since President Bush took office, the export boom
has accounted for 70 percent of U.S. economic
growth and generated an estimated 1.8 million new
American jobs.

*In 1991, America regained its position as the
world’s leading exporter of goods; U.S. merchan-
dise exports reached $422 billion, ahead of Ger-
many and Japan.

eExport growth has occurred in many sectors. Since
1988, consumer goods exports are up 55 percent;
capital goods exports are up 40 percent; and
industrial goods exports are up 27 percent.

¢Since President Bush took office, the U.S. trade
deficit has declined almost 44 percent, from $119
billion to $66 billion.

*The February 1992 trade deficit of $3.4 billion was
the lowest monthly deficit in nine years.

President Bush continues to support free trade
with his initiatives to lift barriers.



oThe President is pursuing a two-pronged strategy
to open markets: to successfully conclude the
Uruguay Round of world trade talks and to negoti-
ate with key trading partners. B

*Completion of the Uruguay Round of the General

- Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) will
improve the international business environment for
U.S. products and services, boosting our economy
over the next decade by $1.1 trillion. .

*The North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) initiated by President Bush will unite the
United States with Canada and Mexrco, its first and
third largest trading partners, creating the largest
common market in the world. This means 360,000
new American jobs. '

OChanges throughout the world will create new
opportunities for U.S. goods and services — in the
European Community, the newly formed nations of
the former U.S.S.R,, Eastern Europe, East Asia, and
the Enterprise for the Americas Initiative in Latin
America — all generating jobs for Americans.

Ttte Cliriton .Record ’

¢Clinton calls protectlomsm ‘just.a fancy word for
giving up.” In the same breath, however, he calls
for “tough trade-policies” and a. stronger Super ~
301.” It's these types of comments that give rise to
longtime Clinton observer Paul Greenberg’s
assessment that “it’s not clear whether Bill Clinton
is for free trade or protectionism-and it may-never
be, but he’s come out four-square for prosperity.”
(News Journal, 12/10/91)

sFor example, Chnton now- clalms to oppose the
Hollings textile bill. That’s a switch! In 1985,

Clinton urged the Arkansas congressional delega-
tion to support passage of virtually the exact same
textile bill, a bill that the Washington Post labeled
“fiercely protectionist.” (Washington Post, 9/30/85
and Arkansas Gazette, 12/31/85)

*That same year, Clinton urged President Reagan to
adopt a blatantly protectionist policy for the shoe
industry. Clinton sent a mailgram to the President
asking him to impose quotas on footwear imports
to provide relief to domestic shoe manufacturers.
He wrote “if this industry is allowed to fail, it will
be ... disastrous.” (Arkansas Gazette, 8/2/85)

¢Clinton'’s trying to have it both ways on NAFTA.
On the one hand, Clinton has strongly endorsed a
U.S5-Mexico Free Trade Agreement (FTA). “With
Europe going into a unified common market with
over 300 million people, I think it is imperative that
we make alliances with Mexico,” he said. (South-
west Times Record, 6/2/91)

*But now, organized labor, which considers the
Mexican FTA anathema, is “breath[ing] a little
easier” because Clinton “endorsed the trade
position taken by” the Democrats’ leading protec-
tionist, Richard Gephardt (Washington Post, 4/14/
91). The House majority leader who authored the
infamous “Gephardt amendment” has publicly
worried that a Mexican FTA “may produce the
worst deal since the Red Sox traded Babe Ruth.”
(St. Louis Post Dispatch, 3/28/91)

* And Clinton said he “applaud[ed]” Gephardt’s call
for the NAFTA to include a green tax and a provi-
sion to allow shareholders to sue U.S. companies to
force compliance with environmental standards in
Mexico. (Wall Street Journal,7/29/92)
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*Clinton proposes to raise taxes by $154 billion and
spending by $200 billion over four years — and his
spending does not include his wildly expensive
“Play-or-Pay” health care plan. (Putting People First,
6/92)

sThat's three times the spending and almost twice
the taxes as Mondale and Dukakis — combined.

*Clinton creates a new top marginal income tax rate
that’s an increase of 16 percent over the current
rate: from 31 percent to 36 percent. (The Washington
Times, 6/27/92)

*Bill Clinton would “create” jobs the old-fashioned
way: public works.

¢ “[Clinton’s] new economic plan, unfortunately,
tilts in the direction of Old Politics — with empha-
sis on taxing the rich, spending on public works,
and avoiding conflict with interest groups ...”

— Morton Kondracke (Roll Call, 6/25/92)

*Clinton opposes the balanced budget amendment.
He promises to cut the deficit in half, but specifies
only one non-defense budget item he would
eliminate: the federal honey subsidy.

*Clinton has raised taxes and fees 128 times in
Arkansas. That’s an average of once a month
during his tenure.

¢Clinton has doubled state spending during his
tenure as governor and, since 1983, has doubled per
capita state debt. (Arkansas Biennial Budgets
and Cato Institute survey, 2/92)

*“He’s been tax-and-spend here, there isn’t any
question about it,” said Charles Venus, a Little
Rock economist on Clinton’s Council of Economic
Advisers. (The Washington Times, 7/26/92)
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The Economy

“The power of America rests in a stirring but simple idea:
that people will do great things if only you set them free.
Well, we’re going to set the economy free, for if this age of
miracles has taught us anything, it’s that if we can
change the world, we can change America.”

— George Bush, 1/28/92

The President wants to see real economic growth.

*That’s why he’s asked for a capital gains tax cut to
stimulate investment and create jobs. And three
times, in 1989, 1990 and 1992, Congress said no.

eThe President wants a $5,000 tax credit for first-
time homebuyers.

eBut the Democrats, in the sorriest, saddest, most
cynical display of partisanship in recent memory,
blocked the President’s change-based economic
growth agenda.

The U.S. economy will continue expanding over
the next year despite an upturn in unemployment
in June, according to a survey of 42 economists by
the Wall Street Journal (7/6/92).

* “More people were working in June than in any
other month since the end of 1990,” according to
the New York Times (7/5/92). There were 475,000
more people employed in June than in May.

*The economy grew by 2.9 percent in the first
quarter of 1992.

*Economists predict that the economy will expand
at a 2.7 percent annual rate in this year’s second
half, and at a 3.0 percent pace in the first half of
1993. (Wall Street Journal,7/6/92)

eInterest rates are at their lowest levels in two
decades while inflation has remained low and
stable.




*Recent cuts in interest rates will help bolster the '
economy and low inflation will stabilize long-term
borrowing costs at close to current levels.

Most economic indicators have turned positive.

¢.S. sales of vehicles built in North America rose
by 23.9 percent in June 1992.

*The Index of Leading Economic Indicators rose six-
tenths of a percent in May 1992, its fifth consecutive
advance.

eConsumer debt has fallen by 10 percent since 1988.
*Exports are up 30 percent since 1988.

» As of April 1992, housing starts remained 20
percent above their level of a year ago.

*Machine tool orders for the month of June rose 31.1
percent and machine-tool orders for the first half of
1992 totaled $1.26 billion, an 8 percent increase over
the comparable period last year.

(Washington Post, 7/27/92)

President Bush and the nation’s governors already
know that the administration’s enterprise zones
initiative is a sound economic plan for America’s
future. Too bad it’s taken Democrats four years to
realize that fact.

*In New Jersey, state enterprise zones have created
14,000 jobs and $1 billion in investments. In
Indiana, enterprise zones created 12,000 jobs.
(Business Facilities Magazine)

*State-level enterprise zones in 1989 generated more
than 184,000 jobs, sustained almost 170,000 other
jobs, and brought in $18 billion worth of new
capital investment. (Business Facilities Magazine)

Sound policies for long-term growth.

*The President has increased funding for basic

research by 25 percent since 1989. The President’s -

fiscal 1992 budget included $76 billion for research
and development — a record amount and an
increase of 13 percent over 1991.

. *The President proposes making the tax credit for

Research and Experimentation permanent.

*The President favors flexible Individual Retirement
Accounts so middle-income taxpayers can make
non-deductible contributions of up to $2,500 per
year — and from which contributions and interest
may be withdrawn without penalty after seven
years.

Balancing the budget means caring about the
economy.

*The balanced budget amendment is not just a
campaign issue for President Bush. It was his first
written request upon taking office.

*George Bush has supported a balanced budget
amendment for 14 years.

*The President wants to ensure that discipline exists
in the Congress and in the government ... that we
balance our checkbook just like every household
around the country has to balance theirs.

sFour trillion dollars of debt have been accumulated
from the Democrat-led Congress’ spendthrift ways.

eInterest payments on the debt will cost the taxpay-
ers $295 billion in 1992. Twenty-seven percent of
all federal revenues fall down the debt sinkhole.

*Getting our government back in the black equals
job creation and economic opportunity.

The Clinton Record

*Clinton’s plan for the economy? Higher spending,
more taxes, more and more government interven-
tion and central planning.




¢ After the House and Senate votes, only days before
the Gulf War began, Clinton said (Arkansas Gazette,
1/15/91): “I guess I would have voted with the
majority if it was a close vote. But I agree with the
argument the minority made.” Of course, if the
war had gone badly, Clinton could point to the
same quote showing his opposition.

*Clinton now says he supports the use of force. But
Washington Times columnist Paul Greenberg noted
(8/13/91): “one of the best kept secrets of Clinton’s
... campaign is that he’s said he would have sided
with those who opposed the President at the time.”

* A Pine Bluff Commercial editorial (2/21/92) ob-
served that “those seeking Bill Clinton’s
unwavering support for a crucial decision-on war
or peace need only meet one requirement: First
win the war.”

*During a decisive period when the United States
was encouraging revolutionary change in the
Soviet Union — Clinton was silent. Only two
weeks before the August 1991 coup, he said (Wash-
ington Times, 8/1/91) President Bush is “handling
the Soviets well today.” Yet Clinton now chides the
President for having “hesitated when democratic
forces ... needed our support.” (Clinton speech,
12/12/91)

! Bill Clinton: A danger to America’s defense.

*Clinton’s defense proposals would undermine
American security. Gen. Colin Powell warned that
plans to cut deeper would “turn loose a cancer”
and put the military “right back to the "70s.”

sPowell also warned that plans to keep more
reserve forces than necessary “would badly imbal-
ance the force” and hurt active force readiness.
(Testimony before Senate Armed Services Commit-
tee, 3/20/92)
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Foreign Policy & Defense

“The American people need to know the man who
answers that (international hotline) phone has the
experience, the seasoning to do the right thing.”

— George Bush (7/27/92)

The Republican record: a safer and more peaceful
world.

*Republican policies of the past 12 years led to
peaceful revolutions in Poland and Hungary in
1989, the fall of the Berlin Wall, the end of commu-
nism in East Germany and Czechoslovakia, and the
dissolution of the “Evil Empire” — the Soviet
Union.

¢ And, for the first time in 45 years, the United States
no longer makes nuclear weapons.

The expansion of democracy throughout the world.

¢The triumph of democracy and the collapse of
communism directly resulted from the Republican
policy of peace through strength. The military
buildup of the early 1980s helped lead to the
demise of Soviet communism by the end of the
decade.

ePresident Bush’s support of German reunification
contributed significantly to a united Germany in
less than a year.

*By January 1990, 17 Latin American countries
could be considered democratic. In the 1970s, only
seven Latin American and Caribbean nations had
open or democratic societies.

The end of the Cold War and the former Soviet
Union.

*The world is a safer place under President Bush
because of the historic INF treaty which, for the
first time in history, eliminated an entire class of
nuclear missiles.




oThe historic summit between Presidents Bush and
‘Yeltsin resulted in an arms coritrol agreement that
will lead to the greatest arms reductions of the
nuclear age — cutting the arsenals of both'sides by
two-thirds — while eliminating the most danger-
ous weapons, the land-based multiple warhead
ICBMs.

*President Bush is dedicated to Russian reform. He
announced a multilateral financial package to assist
the new independent states in stabilizing their
currency and restructuring their economies.

*President Bush is determined to help President
Yeltsin lock in democracy in Russia to allow
commerce to flourish, unlocking a potential export
market of at least 150 million consumers.

Unprecedented foreign policy successes for the
Bush administration.

*In Kuwait, President Bush put together a coalition
of international forces — led by U.S. troops — that
neutralized Iraqi President Saddam Hussein's
invaders and expelled them from Kuwait in early
1991.

¢In the Middle East, thanks to the international
cooperation during Operation Desert Storm,
President Bush has brought longtime bitter enemies
in the Middle East to unprecedented peace negotia-
tions that will have a significant impact on the
whole world’s security.

*Democracy triumphed in Marxist Nicaragua as
Presidents Reagan and Bush lent their unfailing
support to the Nicaraguan freedom fighters,
bringing free elections.

*On Dec. 20, 1989, President Bush sent U.S. forces to
Panama to protect American lives, restore democ-
racy, preserve the integrity of the Panama Canal
Treaties and decapitate the outlaw regime of
Manuel Noriega.

oIn July 1989, the U.S. Defense Department opened
an office in Hanoi to investigate American POWs
and MIAs, the resolution of which must precede
any changes in U.S. relations with Vietnam.

* And President Bush has pledged his full support of
Russian President Yeltsin’s commitment to uncover
all facts pertaining to American POWs and MiAs —
'yet another symbol of the new relationship of

_ international cooperation and trust.

In response to changes in our world, the Bush -
administration has made the most dramatic ,
changes in our defense strategy since before World
War I1. ' .

*The focus of U.S. defense strategy has shifted from
the threat of a world war with the Soviet Union and

- its allies to regional contingencies, requiring a

smaller force.

*The new defense strategy emphasizes nuclear
deterrence, forward presence, crisis response
capability and an ability to reconstitute large forces
if necessary.

*Because this sound new strategy calls for a smaller
force level, less defense spending is required.

*The high readiness levels achieved in the late 1980s
will be maintained, with emphasis. placed on
technology development necessary to preserve
future military capabilities.

*President Bush has strongly supported and pur-
sued the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), continu-
ing its enormous technical progress.

American hostages have all been freed as a result
of Republican policies. The Bush administration
has put the brakes on terrorism.

s President Bush has persistently pursued terrorists
to bring them to justice for their crimes against
Americans. The President doesn’t negotiate wit
terrorists. :

The Clinton Record

¢Clinton’s been slick on the Gulf War issue and
foreign policy.




campaign paper), forced bank loan policies and
price controls on the health care industry (Putting
People First), and restrictions on industrial opera-
tions and increasing the minimum wage.

¢Clinton has supported striker replacement legisla-
tion and family leave legislation (Grand Rapids
Press, 1/8/92), which if enacted will cost American
business billions and further destroy American
jobs. Clinton said he would proudly sign the Rio
Biodiversity Treaty (Clinton speech, 6/12/92),
which would have the effect of forcing our most
internationally competitive companies to give away
valuable patents and intellectual property.

*Clinton’s mandated national health care scheme
will lose more than 700,000 jobs and his 1.5 percent
payroll tax for job training will add $10 billion to
the small business tax burden and cost more than
70,000 Americans their jobs. (Joint Economic
Committee)

¢Clinton supports the creation of a national civilian
research agency to pick winners and losers in the
free market. He believes this will spur advanced
technologies and new job creation (Putting People
First). As history shows, federal government
involvement does nothing more than destroy jobs
and suppress business with new regulations.

*Nowhere in Clinton’s economic plan, Putting People
First, does he mention the belief that the economy is
overregulated or that he supports industry-wide
deregulation.

*Clinton wants to spread his regulatory cloud across
the world. When asked about the free trade
agreement with Mexico, he said, “I would not
support a free trade agreement that did not have
higher standards for labor income, and safety, and
for environmental investments.” (Clinton speech,
6/12/92)
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Regulatory Reform

“I won'’t neglect my responsibility for sound regulations
that serve the public good, but regulatory overkill must be
stopped.”

— George Bush (1/28/92)

President Bush has made reducing burdensome
regulations a priority in spurring economic
growth, recognizing that excessive regulation, no
matter how well intentioned, stifles growth and
inhibits job creation.

eEstimates of the cost of complying with federal
regulations range from $300 billion to $500 billion.

eFederal regulations are estimated to cost American
consumers about $400 billion each year, reports the
National Chamber Foundation’s Journal of Regula-
tion and Social Costs.

*The regulatory burden costs each American
household more than $4,000 a year.

eLast year, Americans spent 5.2 billion hours filling
out government forms.

Republican regulatory relief.

ePresident Bush in his 1992 State of the Union
speech placed a 90-day moratorium on new regula-
tions and extended the freeze for another 120 days.
Among other examples, this freeze saved the food
industry more than $3 billion, and consumers from
a 7 to 9 percent price increase, by holding off new
food labeling regulations.

eFederal agencies were directed to review the
impact of existing and proposed rules on job
creation and ecohomic growth, to speed up those
regulations that benefit the economy and to halt
overly burdensome regulations.




' -The 90-day moratorium successfully reduced

vregulatory activity.. Regulatlon notices published in ‘

' the Federal Register dropped by 50 percent be-

tween Jan. 27 and March 23, 1992, from 56 to 23
notices a week.

*Then-Vice President Bush headed the President’s
Task Force on Regulatory Relief during the Reagan
administration, saving more than $150 billion that
otherwise would have been spent complying with
needless regulations.

The Council on Competitiveness.

*The White House Council on Competitiveness, led
by Vice President Dan Quayle, acts as a watchdog
to reduce regulatory barriers that hamper growth
of American industries and serve as a hidden tax
on consumers.

*The Council oversees the review process to ensure
that federal regulations do not place unnecessary
burdens on businesses and that benefits clearly
outweigh costs.

*The Council on Competitiveness’ efforts have
resulted in the adoption of a speedier process of
approving new drugs and the removal of barriers
to innovative treatments for terminally ill patients.

The Republican regulatory reform success story.

*The President has proposed new plans to stimulate
the biotechnology industry and allow more rapid
approval of safe new biotech products.

*The Vice President worked to write a definition of
wetlands that doesn’t inadvertently take away
private property rights from landowners, yet
protects legitimate wetlands.

eSmall businesses, the backbone of our econémy,
face reduced payroll system burdens, simplified
reporting and payment procedures, and have an

easier time ralsmg needed capital when offermg
public stock. ‘

*The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and
the Environmental Protection Agency are making
natural gas more accessible and less costly to
consumers and American industry, thus lowering
energy costs, improving the environment and
reducing dependence on foreign oil.

*The Bush administration is adopting rules to allow
banks to operate across state lines, strengthen
banks and make more credit and capital available.

Regulatory reform means:

*Delivering on a promise to bring fundamental
reform to government

*Ensuring that the economic recovery continues and
is strengthened

*Rolling back regulations that impose a hidden tax
on all Americans

*Every federal agency should have a reform agenda
by August 28

*Guaranteeing a veto whenever Congress tries to
over-regulate our homes.

The Clinton Record

*Clinton’s massive new regulatory policies will
strangle American business and destroy American
jobs. Among Clinton’s regulatory monsters are a
1.5 percent payroll tax for a national training trust
fund (Putting People First), and an effective 7
percent payroll tax for mandated national health
care (Joint Economic Committee).

*He wants a mandated increase in Corporate
Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) standards (Clinton




Community Service

“From now on in America, any definition of a successful
life must include service to others.”
— George Bush (6/22/89)

e President Bush has placed voluntary community
service — the Points of Light movement — as one
of his top priorities.

*In January 1989, the President set up the White
House Office of National Service. Often called the
“White House Points of Light Office,” its mission is
to help the President carry out his community
service strategy, using as a base millions of Ameri-
cans volunteering billions of hours of their time.

The President has developed a three-part strategy
to advance the Points of Light movement:

1) Change the nation’s attitudes about service and
call on every individual and institution in
America to claim society’s problems as their
own.

2) Identify, enlarge and multiply successful com-
munity service initiatives across the country.

3) Discover and develop new community service
leaders within every institution in America.
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Each day, the President honors an individual,
group or organization for an outstanding effort to
solve a social problem through community service.

*The President has recognized more than 850 Daily
Points of Light that exemplify practical solutions to
nearly every serious social problem.

*Daily Points of Light have come from all sectors of
society — families, individuals, schools, places of
worship, clubs and neighborhood groups, busi-
nesses and labor unions, and other associations.

More than just talk — President Bush is doing
something about community service.

*In 1990, President Bush created an independent,
non-profit organization — the Points of Light
Foundation— to engage all Americans in direct and
consequential community service aimed at solving’
serious social problems. The foundation has three
major areas of concentration:

— Community Mobilization
— Leadership Outreach and Development

— Public Awareness

- #The Commission on National and Community
Service administers a federal grant program which

seeks to promote a national community service
movement.

And President Bush has proposed.major initiatives
to reduce concerns about unwarranted liability as a
barrier to volunteering.

*Getting sued should be the last thing on a
volunteer’s mind.

The Clinton Record

*Gov. Clinton’s idea of community service is typical
of his platform: it will cost money — lots of money.

*His education trust fund calls for college graduates
to work off their loans in their communities: but as
USA Today (4/24/92) pointed out, he would ask
graduates to work at a $9,000 salary, at a total four-
year cost of about $40 billion in new spending.

* And, as Rep. William Ford (D-Mich.) warned: “It

costs money to do that. You can’t just wave a wand
that puts people to work in public service.”
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“The American dream takes root in families whole and
caring, in neighborhoods safe and secure, and in schools
unsullied by drugs and violence.”

— George Bush (5/6/92)

The war on drugs — winning battles.

*Since President Bush took office overall drug use
has declined 13 percent, occasional cocaine use is
down 22 percent, and marijuana use decreased
more than 16 percent. This decline is the best
measure of the effectiveness of the administration’s
war on drugs.

*We are winning back our children. Adolescents,
age 12-17, have seen a decrease in drug use of more
than 25 percent since 1988.

*The war on drugs requires a substantial financial
commitment which the Bush administration has
fully met. The President has requested $12.7 billion
for FY '93 for drug-related funding, a 6 percent
increase over FY 92 and a 93 percent increase since
1988.

*The President has increased the size and budget of
the criminal justice system to ensure that it can deal
with more drug arrests.



*Noriega’s poWer and position did not deter the
United States from charging him for his aid to drug
traffickers and bringing him to justice.

The President has proposed to increase security
significantly along U.S. borders.

*President Bush wants to hire 500 new investigators
and border patrol agents to interdict illegal drugs
along the nation’s borders.

¢In FY ‘90, the Border Patrol seized $1.2 billion
worth of illegal drugs, an increase of more than one
third over FY ‘89 seizures.

The President has extended the fight against drugs
to Latin America trade policy.

e President Bush has achieved unprecedented
cooperation in reducing the supply of drugs from
abroad. The key cocaine producing nations —
Colombia, Bolivia and Peru —have demonstrated
their-willingness to fight trafficking activities
within their borders. (House Select Committee
hearing on narcotics abuse and control, 3/26/92) -

*In November 1989, President Bush proposed the
Andean Trade Initiative to expand legitimate trade

opportunities to make the drug trade less attractive.

The Clinton Record

* Arkansas was one of 12 states that, according to
California Democrat Rep. Pete Stark, was “contrib-
uting to the country’s failure to win its war on
illegal drugs.” In a 1989 congressional report, Stark
noted that Arkansas spends only $3.36 per capita
for drug and alcohol treatment, compared with the -
national average of $8. (Arkansas Gazette, 12/27/89)

*Clinton should look homeward before criticizing
the administration. In 1989, marijuana was esti-
mated to be Arkansas’ No. 1 cash crop, according to
the National Organization for the Reform of
Marijuana Laws 1990 annual report.

*In May 1985, Clinton refused to grant the extradi-
tion of a Little Rock native to New York on felony
cocaine charges, saying that New York’s manda-
tory sentencing for first-time offenders was too
harsh. “I made the decision, and I'm the governor,
and it was my decision to make.” (Arkansas Gazette,
6/1/85)

*The New York district attorney was puzzled “...
that the Jaws of New York and Arkansas treat such
serious drug offenses so differently.” (Arkunsus
Guazette, 6/1/85)
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Clinton claims never to have granted clemency to a
death row inmate, but no Arkansas prisoner was
executed until 1990. He carried out the execution
of two death row inmates in 1990, an election year,
and two so far in 1992, one of which infuriated civil
rights advocates.

eIn February, Clinton refused clemency for Rickey
Ray Rector, an inmate who was effectively loboto-
mized after self-inflicted gunshot wounds to the
head. Activists claimed Rector was incompetent,
and accused Clinton of executing him for political
gain.

* A 1991 report by the Arkansas Crime Information
Center showed the state’s violent crime increased
by 95 percent since 1981. In 1990, the state saw a
record number of murders (239) and rapes (1,009).
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“Our sworn duty to ‘ensure domestic tranquility’ is as
old as the Republic, placed in the Constitution’s preamble
even before the common defense and the general welfare.
When we ask what kind of society the American people
deserve, our goal must be a nation in which law-abiding
citizens are safe and feel safe.”

— George Bush (5/15/89)

President Bush has proposed necessary reforms for
fighting crime — the Democrat-led Congress has
blocked change.

*Our government’s principal obligation is to protect
the safety and property of citizens. We must
ensure that crime does not pay.

*President Bush proposed $15.8 billion for crime
and law-enforcement for FY ‘93. That’s a 59
percent increase over 1989 figures.

*His anti-crime package includes reforms to reduce
unnecessary appeals that clog our court system and
delay justice, tougher penalties for firearm offenses,
a federal death penalty for the most heinous crimes,
and stiff penalties for repeat sex offenders.

*Criminals are making a game of our justice system.
The President is changing the rules so career
criminals lose!



*The President has not wavered fromhis tough
stand against drug dealers. He’s recommended the
largest dollar increase in the history of the drug
war — nearly $2.2 billion.

* According to FBI statistics, violent crime is up —
murder went up 7 percent and rape increased 3
percent across the nation. Yet the Democrat-led
Congress can’t find time to put into law the
President’s tough anti-crime proposals.

*We cannot have the freedom that our founding
fathers legislated and our fighting men and women
have died for, until weican walk down our neigh-
borhood streets without fear.

The President’s Weed-and-Seed program recog-
nizes that you can’t have economic growth in
urban areas until you eliminate crime.

*The important first step is to weed out crime from
targeted neighborhoods.

*The Weed-and-Seed program offers Americans a
chance — a chance for our children to live in peace,
a chance for our cities to rebuild and recover.

eWith crime weeded out, enterprise zones can be
established and businesses can move in to provide
goods, services and, most important, jobs.

#Seeding neighborhoods includes giving individu-
als a stake in their community through home
ownership.

The Clinton Record

*Clinton says little about crime on the campaign
trail, only to advocate boot camps for first-time,
non-violent offenders, federal support for commu-

‘nity policing and stepped-up aid to state and local
police agencies — all programs the Bush adminis-
tration has supported.

*Clinton supports the Brady Bill, and brags of being
the only Southern governor to stand up to the
National Rifle Association. (He twice vetoed a bill
that would have prohibited local governments
from enacting gun control measures.)

Clinton’s own record may point to the reason crime
is not an overriding issue in his campaign:

* A 1991 state study found that Arkansas’ inmates
serve, on average, between six and 18 months in
prison, regardless of their original sentence. Al-
most no inmate serves a full sentence.

*Clinton points to his own state’s boot camp pro-
gram as a national model, but his commitment to
the program is questionable: The program was
passed in 1989 but remained unfunded until 1991.
The commander of the Arkansas boot camp pro-
gram resigned in that year, complaining the
program was “slowly being chipped away.”

|
|
|




Clinton Flunks Education in Arkansas

* According to statistics compiled by the University

of Arkansas, the state ranks:

— 47th in the nation in per capita state and local
spending for education

— 5th highest in the nation in adults considered
illiterate

— 43rd in the nation on per capita spending for
higher education

— 49th in teacher pay. (New York Newsday,
3/22/92)

eIn 1979, the state ranked 20th of 28 states that
primarily use the ACT college entrance test. Ten
years later, the state fell to 25th.

(New York Times, 4/1/92)

eThree out of every four Arkansas high school
graduates must take remedial courses as college
freshmen, twice the national average.

(New York Times, 4/1/92)
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“Education is our most enduring legacy, vital to every-
thing we are and can become.”
— George Bush (9/28/91)

e President Bush has led America into a new era of
education reform — an effort founded on the belief
that every American child can learn, and focused
on the principles of excellence and results.

eEarly in his presidency and for the first time in U.S.
history, President Bush convened the nation’s
governors to develop a national education strategy.

After meeting with the nation’s governors, Presi-
dent Bush introduced America 2000, a program
that, “ ... will literally reinvent the American school
community by community, neighborhood by
neighborhood, all across this country.”

* America 2000 is President Bush’s long-term,
innovative strategy to help America reach his
national education goals by the year 2000. The
strategy has four tracks:

— Creating better and more accountable schools for
today’s students

— Creating a new generation of American schools
for tomorrow’s students

— Transforming America into a nation where
everyone participates in the spirit of learning

— Making our communities places where learning
can happen.

e America 2000 strives to make our children first in
science and math and to make our schools safe,
disciplined and drug-free.



* America-2000 gets to the heart of the empower-
ment issue by giving parents, not just wealthy
parents, a choice in the quality of education their
children receive.

The President proposed the G.I. Bill for Children
which provides $1,000 scholarships to middle- and
low-income families to use for their children’s
education.

*Parents can apply the $1,000 scholarship to any
lawfully operating school of their choice — public,
private or religious.

Reforming education is-one of President Bush’s
top priorities. He wants to break the stranglehold
of the education bureaucracy — a bureaucracy that
has a vice-grip on reform.

* According to Albert Shanker, President of the
American Federation of Teachers, there are more
school administrators in New York State than in all
of Western Europe combined. (“Opening Albany’s
Books,” City Journal, Winter 1991.) '

*It's time to make public schools operate as effec-
tively as private schools — efficient and high in

quality.
Commitment to Head Start

“Many children need a head start, and we’re going to
make sure they get it. The Head Start government
program works to strengthen families and communities
for the future.”

— George Bush (1/21/92)

*Head Start is a comprehensive child development
program serving pre-school, low-income children,
usually in the year just before they enter school.

*The Head Start program ensures that all children
are prepared to arrive at school ready to learn.

*President Bush called for a $700 million increase in
funds for the Head Start programs, the largest
increase in history.

The Clinton Record

*Peel away the rhetoric behind Clinton’s education
proposals, and you see spending — lots more
spending.

*His college loan program — his greatest applause
line — would limit students to $5,000 in tuition
assistance per year. Over current costs, it could
cost about $8 billion to $9 billion more annually.

¢ As reported in USA Today (4/24/92), Clinton
would have graduates pay off their loans by
working in the public sector for a $9,000 annual
salary.

¢ And caving in to the teachers’ unions, Bill Clinton
remains unalterably opposed to school choice
between all schools.




The Clinton Record

*Clinton’s record as governor of Arkansas is dismal.
The percentage of women in Clinton’s cabinet was
a mere 17.6 percent.

*The “glass ceiling” is intact in Bill Clinton’s Arkan-
sas. An Arkansas Gazette study revealed wide-
spread discrimination against women in both pay
and position in Arkansas state government: at the
time, men held 80 percent of the positions paying
more than $43,000, and 65 percent of top manage-
ment positions. (Arkansas Gazette, 12/7/88)

eThe National Women'’s Political Caucus’ 1992
report shows that Clinton’s cabinet is 17.5 percent
female, below the national average of 23.3 percent.
Clinton ranked 32nd in the survey of 43 states.
(USA Today, 4/8/92)

¢41.2 percent of female-headed households in
Arkansas live below the poverty level. (1990
Census Data)

eMore than half (52.1 percent) of Arkansas’ single-
mother families with children under 18 live below
the poverty level. And two-thirds of single moth-
ers with children under 5 live below the poverty
level. (1990 Census Data)

e Arkansas is one of only two states that has no civil
rights law.
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“We celebrate the many unique and vital contributions
that women have made to our nation... These achieve-
ments underscore how every aspect of our national life has
been enriched by the creativity, energy and leadership of
women.”

— George Bush (3/25/91)

Republicans recognize the importance of women
in the party.

*We don't just need women to vote — we need
them to lead the party to victories on the ballot.

*We need to see Republican women running for
office from city council and school board to mayor
and U.S. Congress.

*Women are running for offices across the country,
and the GOP leadership is behind them.

*Two years ago, there were seven women running
for the U.S. Senate — six were Republicans strongly
supported by their party.

*Women represent 52 percent of the electorate —
the numbers alone make the point. If we are going
to win, the GOP needs to turn out the women’s
vote.

1992 — the year of the Republican woman.

*Front-page photos on newspapers and pictures on
TV would lead one to believe that the only women
running are Democrats.

*The facts show that to be false. Forty-seven
Republican women are running for House seats,
including nine incumbents.




Republicans have a history of supporting women.

*When suffragist Susan B. Anthony registered her
protest against government’s refusal to give
women the vote, she did so by becoming a regis-
tered Republican.

eThe first woman to serve in the U.S. Congress,
Jeannette Rankin, was a Republican.

*The first woman to serve in the U.S. Senate,
Margaret Chase Smith, was also a Republican.

Republicans have strengthened women’s rights.

* According to a Washington Post (5/31/92) article by
Sen. Robert Dole, Republican congressmen were
the first to introduce comprehensive women’s
rights legislation.

*That legislation includes the first-ever monetary
remedies for sexual harassment in the workplace.

*It also includes specific provisions to fight violence
against women.

*Republicans also issued the first proposal dealing
with corporate discrimination against women.

Women make inroads in the business world.

e According to the Small Business Administration, in
1992 women will start businesses at twice the rate
of men.

* And women-owned businesses employ 12.3
million American workers. That’s more than all the
Fortune 500s combined.

eThe President understands the significance of these
businesses to the vitality of our nation’s economy.

President Bush’s appointments of women have
made history. ’

*The President’s appointments of three women to
important Cabinet posts — Secretary of Labor Lynn
Martin, Secretary of Commerce Barbara Franklin
and United States Trade Representative Carla A.
Hills — represent the first time three women have
served at once in the Cabinet.

The President has appointed Pat Saiki, former
congresswoman from Hawaii, to head the Small
Business Administration. Director of the Peace
Corps Elaine Chao and Surgeon General Antonia
Novello are other notable women appointees.

*President Bush has appointed nearly 3,000 women
to jobs in his administration.

Republicans want women on board.

*President Bush’s record for women appointees is
38 percent.

¢ According to U.S. News & World Report (6/8/92),
President Bush has nominated 36 women to the
- federal bench.

e According to USA Today (4/8/92), Republican
Gov. William Weld of Massachusetts ranked first in
the nation in appointing women to cabinet posi-
tions. His record is 45.5 percent.

*Republican Gov. James Martin of North Carolina
came in second in appointing women — 40 percent
of his cabinet is comprised of women.

*Tying for third place at 38.9 percent was Republi-
can Gov. Arne Carlson of Minnesota.




*Clinton says he will eliminate 100,000 government
jobs. President Bush has already proposed to
eliminate twice that amount. Clinton has also
proposed creating or increasing spending on more
than 60 federal programs. (Putting People First)

Clinton supports the congressional status quo.
He’s against term limits (AP, 4/3/92), and against
real campaign reform.

*Clinton’s answer to campaign finance reform is to
“put a lid on overall campaign spending,” which
would be a severe constraint on challengers seeking
to get their message out — and a virtual guarantee
of a Congress dominated by the same cast of
characters. (AP, 11/5/91)

*Clinton offers more than just tax breaks to his
friends and contributors. He has appointed dozens
of Arkansans to judicial posts, state boards and
commissions — “the single dominant feature
apparent in Mr. Clinton’s selections seems to be
whether the candidates fit into the Governor’s
network of friends and political allies.” (New York
Times, 4/3/92)

Ethics in a Clinton government?

*Clinton backed an ethics law for Arkansas public
officials, but before its approval, “Mr. Clinton and
his advisers altered it so that he and other public
officials were exempted from the requirements —
imposed on legislators — to disclose personal
conflicts of interest. The deletion of the provision
that could have covered Mr. Clinton and his wife,
Hillary, a lawyer in a firm that does business with
the state, occurred during a private drafting
process” that included Clinton and his allies, and a
senior partner in Mrs. Clinton’s law firm.

(New York Times, 3/27/92)
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Government Reform

“If we’re to change America, we must change the way
government works.”
— George Bush (4/3/92)

Accountability in government: a fundamental
Republican value.

The American people believe government is out of
touch and out of control — populated by too many
corrupt self-servants instead of dedicated public
servants. Republicans strike a chord with Ameri-
cans by attacking the status quo of the Democrat-led
Congress and the bulging bureaucracy they built.

*The Reagan and Bush administrations have
instituted, on their own, changes that would restore
accountability to government, and they proposed
the changes that Congress must pass but has
stonewalled.

*Republicans want government more accountable to
its citizens — by breaking the stronghold of bu-
reaucrats, Democrats, and special-interest fat cats.

*The Republican approach empowers people. It has
government do what it can do, but not at the
expense of taking away individual freedom or
initiative, and restores trust and confidence in
public service and policymaking.

The executive branch: Republican action.

*President Bush established a government ethics
panel in January 1989 and instituted many of the
commission’s recommendations.

* A presidential Executive Order set forth 14 prin-
ciples of ethical conduct for all executive branch
officials and set uniform standards to carry out
those principles.



~ But what about Congress and special interests? A
Democrat double standard.

* After four decades of one-party rule, the House of
Representatives is no longer the people’s branch of
government, it’s the broken branch.

*Congressional Democrats are so cozy with special
interests it's hard to tell them apart.

*Congressional Republicans, on the other hand,
have proposed a laundry list of reforms they would
enact if given a majority in Congress.

*The President submitted legislation to reform
Congress by making the legislative branch subject
to civil rights, government ethics, minimum wage,
and freedom of information laws for the first time.
The Democrats in Congress haven’t acted on the
President’s legislation.

*President Bush and the GOP support congressional
term limits.

New proposals for campaign financing,.

*The President sent to Congress a broad legislative
package to reform campaign finance laws by
increasing the role of individuals and decreasing
undue influence by special-interest groups.

*President Bush’s campaign finance proposals
include:
— Eliminating political action committees (PACs)
supported by unions, corporations or trade
associatioris. '

— Limiting the influence of special interests in
elections and strengthening political parties by
increasing the amounts political parties can
spend on candidates.

— Ending the “permanent Congress” by stopping
personal use of extra campaign funds, reducing

franked mail, banning the rollover of campaign
funds from one election cycle to another, and
developing fair redistricting criteria.

*Instead, the Democrat Congress passed so-called
“campaign finance reform” legislation that would
have helped incumbents and special interests while
hurting challengers and limiting competition. The
President vetoed it.

Republicans know that local government is the
most responsive to the people, not the bureaucracy
in Washington.

*The Republican Party adheres to the Tenth Amend-
ment, which reserves to the states and the people
all powers not expressly delegated to the national
government.

sPresident Bush reaffirmed Executive Order No.
12612, instructing all federal departments and
agencies to give the greatest discretion possible to
state and local governments in carrying out policy
and to allow local governments to use common
sense in solving their own problems.

*In 1990, the President instructed federal depart-
ments to consider the additional costs and burdens
imposed on states and.local governments before
instituting any new policies.

*Republican governors across the nation have taken
the initiative to try innovative approaches to
problems such as welfare reform and parental
school choice. They are proving that local solutions
not only work, but are the best solutions. -

The Clinton Record

*Clinton’s Putting People First program promises a
revolution in government. But what he really plans
is an explosion in government.




The Clinton Record

*Clinton’s answers to urban problems are typical
big-spending public works projects. He warned of
candidates like that in 1987. In 1992, he should be
taking his own advice.

* “Clinton told big-city mayors ... to be wary of
presidential candidates who promise more spend-
ing to help them ... “The budget strait jacket we’ve
gotten ourselves into make [sic] it irresponsible for
a person to commit to any specific programs.””
(Arkansas Gazette, 6/18/87)

Clinton’s economic plan, $150 billion in new taxes,
was written with liberal programs in mind.

*(Clinton believes that Washington has all the
answers: federal public works programs, federal
block grants targeting sewer and road projects,
even a “National Police Corps” that shatters the
tradition of local law enforcement.

eHe said: “Several times as governor I took federal
money for programs not worth a hill of beans
because I couldn’t bear to see it go to New Jersey.”
(Pine Bluff Commercial, 7/24/81)

Clinton hasn’t had much success in handling
urban problems.

*In 1992, he speaks of a “safety net” for the poor
who need housing; his own state provides shelters
for only 14.3 percent of its homeless and 35 of the
state’s 75 counties have no shelters. (AP,9/3/91)

eFaced with a wave of gang violence in Little Rock,
Clinton formed a study panel and said they should
“hear from the young people, what the heck they
want us to do.” (AP, 7/25/91)

*Clinton’s inexperience showed in New York City
when he was ridiculed for suggesting that revoking
drivers’ licenses would keep city youths in school
and out of trouble. (N.Y. Daily News, 3/25/92)
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“We must spark an economic revival in urban America.
The best answer to poverty is a job with dignity in the
private sector.”

— George Bush (5/9/92)

President Bush has a multifaceted plan to attack
the nation’s urban problems. The focus is on six
areas: Weed-and-Seed, HOPE, Enterprise Zones,
America 2000 education initiatives, welfare reform
and youth.

*You can’t operate in a state of chaos.

eFamilies can’t thrive, children can’t learn and jobs
cannot flourish in a climate of fear.

*The President’s Weed-and-Seed program for
America’s cities is a common-sense approach
because it:

— weeds out drug dealers and career criminals
— seeds neighborhoods with expanded educa-
tional, employment and social-service programs.

The administration’s HOPE (Homeownership and
Opportunity for People Everywhere) initiative
turns public housing tenants into homeowners.

*People need a stake in their communities, some-
thing of value they can pass along to their children.

*]t’s time to bring hope and opportunity back to the
inner cities.

Empowering residents through tenant choice and
resident management.

*The Bush administration’s efforts to improve living
conditions in public housing and create better
neighborhoods revolve around empowering
residents with more control over their lives and
communities.

* As the preferred low-income subsidy for renters,



President Bush has proposed a 64 percent‘increase
in housing vouchers for FY "93. '

*Vouchers are portable, allowing tenants to live in
better neighborhoods with access to better services,
and are half the cost of new construction subsidies.

*President Bush’s voucher-weighted program mix
would provide housing to 46 percent more families
over the next five years than would Congress’
current policy favoring new construction.

*When President Bush took office, there were only
13 resident management groups. Today there are
more than 200 groups training to manage their own
communities and 600 more have expressed interest.

Individual empowerment is the core of the
President’s plans to end urban decay.

¢ Economic stabilization will restore confidence in
America’s cities. That's why millions of federal-
relief dollars — Federal Emergency Management

- Agency (FEMA) grants, small-business loans, food

aid — were sent to Los Angeles after the unrest

there in the spring of 1992.

*Enterprise Zones, with low capital gains taxes for
entrepreneurs, will create jobs and empower the
people in urban areas.

*Sen. Phil Gramm (R-Texas) said: “What a great
tragedy it would be if we try to take free enterprise
and use it to rebuild Eastern Europe and the Soviet
Union, and we fail to use the same revolutionary
ideas to rebuild our cities.”

The President’s America 2000 education plan
guarantees that future generations will live the
American dream.

ePresident Bush believes all families — not just the
wealthy — should have a choice in where they
send their children to school.

*Good education provides positive role models and
instills individual responsibility.. Economically, it

provides our children with the training they need
to fill tomorrow’s jobs and compete in the world
marketplace.

The President wants the federal government to
make it easier for states to bring reform and
innovation to the welfare system.

*Government must “stop penalizing people who
want to work and save.”

*The current welfare system encourages depen-
dency on government. The President said the
status quo will not do, “not here, not in any city
where the system perpetuates failure and hatred
and poverty and despair.”

President Bush knows that a prosperous future
depends on preparing our youth for tomorrow.

*The urban assistance plan includes $500 million for
summer jobs for youths.

*The President introduced Job Training 2000, which
will make vocational training more accessible and
affordable for young people in search of jobs.

*The President knows that good communities have
good schools, economic opportunity and hope
rooted in the dignity of work and reward for
achievement.

Helping the homeless.

“No child in America should have to grow up on the

streets, and every family in America should have a roof

over its head.”
: — George Bush (11/10/89)

*The President has requested and received record
levels of funding for homeless programs.

*The Shelter Plus Care program links rental assis-
tance with support services for homeless persons
who are mentally ill, chemically dependent or
afflicted with AIDS.




¢Clinton’s economic plan will force families to
choose between an increased children’s tax credit
and a “middle-class” tax cut, which by his own
admission would save families about a dollar a
day. The reason? Politics. “Once the middle-class
tax cut had served its political purpose, Clinton
largely quit talking about it.” (Washington Post,
6/23/92 and AP, 2/14/92)

*Clinton opposes the President’s homebuyer’s tax
credit (AP, 2/6/92) that will create jobs and allow
thousands of families to achieve the dream of home
ownership.

*Clinton opposes a constitutional amendment to
allow voluntary school prayer — but he supports
distribution of condoms in those same schools.
(Charlotte Observer, 3/1/92 and MTV’s “Choose or
Lose,” 6/16/92)

Clinton’s record in Arkansas illustrates what he
means by “family values”:

*In 1987, Clinton levied property and business
incomie taxes on Arkansas churches (Act 1040).

*Clinton’s economic record has a distinct anti-family
cast to it. He fought to keep the sales tax on
groceries — one of just a handful of states that still
taxes food. The Wall Street Journal (2/24/92)
characterized Clinton’s tax system: “[It] places the

' same 7 percent income-tax rate on individuals
earning $25,000 a year as those earning $25 million.
Feed for hogs, chickens and cattle is exempt from
sales taxes, but food for people (other than food-
stamp recipients) isn’t.”

July 1992
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Family Values

“The opposition would have you believe that family values
is merely a slogan. Ido not look at it that way. I believe
the family can do things that no government program

can.
— George Bush (7/26/92)

The President agrees with the mayors of our cities
that the decline of the American family is some-
thing we must deal with immediately. A New York
DPost editorial (5/22/92) cites the following figures
backing up the President’s support of family -
values:

*Marriage is the best anti-poverty program of all —
the poverty rate among married couples is 5.7
percent while among single mothers it is 33.4
percent.

*Children left without parental guidance and
nurturing adopt surrogate families such as gangs or
cults.

¢Casual drug use has led to serious addictions,
increased crime and more deadly drugs.

*There has been an evasion of responsibility and a
lack of respect for authority.

*The President has called on the media to advance
family and community principles by showing
“from time to time what’s working” so Americans

- will have role models and programs to emulate.

We must reinforce the basic rules of society to our
young people.

*If our society does not condemn what is wrong,
how can we teach our children what is right?

*We must reinforce values such as the importance
of family, hard work, integrity and personal
responsibility.

*Children know what running shoe is popular,
what car is “awesome,” what rock group is “hot.”
They also must know and feel the love of a family
and the importance of personal responsibility.



‘ >'°Drugs and the big money derived from s‘éliing
drugs will lure our children into submission if we
don’t teach them to reach for other goals such as

self-respect and contributing to the good of society.

Transforming the underclass with generations of
welfare dependency means creating an incentive
system that encourages personal responsibility.

oIf society rewards hard work, that society will
create hard workers. If society rewards wrong,
that society will create wrong.

*We must start with the principles of law and order.

How can parents encourage their children to finish
school if they are worried about shootings and
drug deals in the classroom or on the sidewalks
between home and-school?

Family values are not an old-fashioned idea.

*The “cultural elite” would have you believe the
family is a nicety, not a necessity.

eThe cultural elite are those who think that tradi-
tional values are unsophisticated.

*For example, a recent survey of TV executives,
directors and writers by the Center for Media and
Public Affairs found a den of cultural elitism:

— 75 percent of them call themselves liberal

— 7 percent attend religious services, 44 percent
claim no religion at all

— 97 percent believe in abortion on demand.

*The above statistics fail to reflect the views of
mainstream Americans. According to a Reader’s
Digest survey:

— 78 percent said prayer isan 1mportant part of
their daily life

— 73 percent did not want tax dollars supporting
obscene, pornographic or blasphemous art.

*Republicans understand that the family is the
foundation for great accomplishments.

*Compassion and tolerance for others does not
require abandoning our standards of right or
. wrong, good or bad.

e We must offer our children an ideal for which to
strive — two parents who care for each other and
their children. .

*Vice President Quayle has said, “If America ever.
lost its moral vision, it would cease to be America.”

*Republicans are the best prepared to preserve and
defend this moral-vision.

There are very real consequences to family break-
down. Newsweek (6/8/92) cited the following;:

*More than 80 percent of adolescents in psychiatric
hospitals come from broken families.

*Three out of four teenage suicides occur in house-
holds where a parent has been absent.

*Violent crime and burglary rates are significantly
associated with teenage children from single-parent
households.

*The ability to learn is affected more by family
status than income. Studies show that children
from intact low-income families perform better on
cognitive tests than children from high-income
broken homes.

¢President Bush has said, “Whatever form our most
pressing problems may take, ultimately all are
related to the disintegration of the family.”

The Clinton Record

Clinton talks a lot about family values, but his
own policies — more government spending, more
government decision-making — mean top-heavy
solutions imposed from Washington, prohibiting
the American family from deciding what'’s best.

eHe’s abandoned his middle-class tax cut.
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¢ Voted “Well-Qualified” in the Houston Bar Asso-
ciation Poll by a 4-1 margin over his opponent and
received the most “Well-Qualified” votes of any
non-incumbent candidate.

* Accomplished attorney with Butler & Binion.

* Author and speaker at legal seminars concerning
the Americans with Disabilities Act and the
Workers” Compensation Act.

* Member of the Houston Bar Association Litigation
Section, Judicial Liaison, and Courts and Court-
house Facilities Committees.

* Special Commissioner, County Civil Courts.

* Earned law degree from Vanderbilt University and
undergraduate degree from the University of Texas.

COMMUNITY LEADER

e Board of Directors of the Institute for
Rehabilitation & Research Foundation.

¢ Board of Trustees of Goodwill Industries.
¢ Greater Houston Partnership member.

¢ Captain, March of Dimes TeamWalk.

e Member, St. Michael’s Catholic Church.

* Greg faced tragedy in 1984 when he was struck by
a falling tree while jogging and became a paraplegic.
Although confined to a wheelchair, Greg overcame
adversity and was named the 1985 Disabled
Employee of the Year.




;I;re’s What The Ll
Legal Community Says

About Greg Abbott

¢ “There is no more valuable public official than
a good judge, no more dangerous than a bad

judge. Greg Abbott will be a good judge””
JON LINDSAY, Harris County Judge

¢ “Scrupulously fair”
JAMES SALES, Past President
State Bar of Texas

* “Greg Abbott is tough, honest, and fair — a
rare combination in today’s trial judges.”

PEARSON GRIMES, Past President
Houston Bar Association

e “His extensive trial work, calm demeanor, and
fair minded attitude provide Greg with the ex-
perience and temperament Harris County
needs in its judges.”

CAROL DINKINS, Former U.S. Deputy
Attorney General

e “ am impressed with Greg Abbott. He should
make an outstanding judge.”

JOHN HILL, Former Chief Justice
Supreme Court of Texas

GREG ABBOTT FOR JUDGE
129th DISTRICT CIVIL COURT
1000 LOUISIANA, SUITE 1500

HOUSTON, TX 77002

713/237-3111, FAX 713/237-3201

Pol. adv. paid for by Greg Abbott Campaign, 909 Fannin, 3300 Two Houston Center, Houston, TX 77010
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September 11, 1992

Mr, and Mrs. Lex Frieden
3634 N. Braeswood
Houston, TX 77025

Re: Speakers Bureau

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Frieden:

In accordance with a request from Joan Buschor, I am
enclosing information on the healthcare proposals of
President Bush and his commitments and accomplishments.

I am also enclosing a new tabloid from the Bush-Quayle
campaign. Copies of the "Agenda for American Renewal"
that President Bush offered in his television address
last night may be obtained by calling 1-800-368-1200.

| I hope that this information will be helpful. If you

should have any question or require anything further,
please let me know.

Sincerely,

Py g

Mary L. Sage

712 Main Street, Suite 2450-A, Houston, TX 77002-3206%713-546-2564%FAX 713-546-2694
9100 North Central Expressway « Suite 151 » Dallas, Texas 75231 « 214-750-1992 « FAX 214-750-1993

PAID FOR BY BUSH-QUAYLE ‘82




PRESIDENT BUSH ON THE ISSUES

Middle East Peace Talks

"One of my proudest achievements as President has been helping to launch the Middle East peace
negotiations now underway. Just three years ago, who would have thought that Israel’s Arab
neighbors would be sitting across the table from Israeli negotiators and talking peace. Secretary of
State James Baker and I worked long and hard to achieve this historic breakthrough, and we will
continue to act as a catalyst and as honest brokers in moving the talks forward. I pray for the day
when there will be genuine peace--one that is just, lasting and comprehensive--in the Middle East.
Israel and her neighbors will only know true security when they achieve genuine reconciliation. That
is the goal behind the peace process that this Administration has initiated."

(Heritage Florida Jewish News)

Policy toward Iraq

"It is no secret that the United States--together with most of the world--would like to see Saddam
Hussein removed from power. The objective of the United Nations resolutions, however, was to
liberate Kuwait. Operation Desert Storm accomplished that objective and more.

There is now growing dissent in Iraq. Iraqis are tired of this man. They are fed up with the
diversion of needed food and medicine to the Republican Guard and Saddam’s cronies from Tikrit.
Together with our Coalition partners, we will continue to keep sanctions in place and keep the
pressure on until a new leadership in Iraq emerges, one that stands ready to live in peace with its
neighbors. Iraq will remain a parish among nations until Saddam is gone. This said, when a new
government comes to power willing to accept the UN resolutions, Iraq will find a potential partner
and friend in the United States."

(Response magazine)

Aid to Israel

"Support for Israel’s security is a pillar of American foreign policy. Israel needs and deserves our
financial assistance. That assistance has contributed to stability in the region, prospects for peace,
and promoted American interests. Under my Administration Israel has received an excess of $10
billion in U.S. aid and Guarantees, and in my budget for the coming year I am asking Congress to
provide an additional $3 billion in assistance. In addition, I am committed to trying to reach
agreement with the Government of Israel on terms and conditions that would allow us both to provide
new loan guarantees to help facilitate the absorption of the recent immigrants and to promote peace
between Israel and its neighbors."

(Heritage Florida Jewish News)
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Aid to the Republics of the former Soviet Union

"At my direction Secretary of State James A. Baker convened a conference of the Western nations in
Washington, D.C. in late January to discuss how the world community could work together to meet
the immediate needs of the peoples of the former Soviet Union. On behalf of the United States I
pledged to provide a little over $600 million for assistance in addition to the substantial amounts
we’ve already committed. I want to see the republics of the former Soviet Union make the transition
from highly militarized societies with thousands of nuclear weapons and millions of men under arms
to peaceful democratic states. The aid that we and the other nations of the West are providing the
people in the republics is designed to further this goal."

(Response magazine)

Strategic Defense Initiative

"SDI is tremendously important. We all witnessed the value of missile defenses as we watched our
Patriot missiles shoot sown Saddam Hussein’s scuds during the Gulf War. The Strategic Defense
Initiative will greatly improve upon the capabilities of the Patriot to create systems that protect us
from attack by more sophisticated threats. I have always been a strong believer in the Strategic
Defense Initiative. As long as madmen like Khadafi are seeking weapons of mass destruction, we
cannot leave our Nation unprotected. Last year I urged Congress to fund SDI at $5.2 billion. They
cut my request, but still gave SDI a boost over the previous year. This year I will again ask for an
increase in SDI funding so that America will have a defense against ballistic missile attacks as soon as
possible. Indeed, I hope to begin deployments during my next term."

(Manchester Union-Leader)

In addition, after our victory in the Gulf War, I launched an arms control initiative to address the
proliferation challenge in the volatile region of the Middle East. The initiative called on the five
major conventional arms suppliers to the region--The United States, United Kingdom, France, the
former Soviet Union, and China--to show restraint and consult with each other to ensure that their
conventional arms transfers supported legitimate defense needs. By October 1991, the five had
agreed on a set of guidelines governing such transfers. We will host the next session of the five this
year to continue to advance conventional as well as unconventional arms control objectives. In my
initiative, I also proposed a number of steps--such as a freeze on producing or acquiring surface to
surface missiles or nuclear weapon-grade material--to be taken by states in the Middle East. We will
continue to focus on arms control in the context of the Middle East peace process."

(Response magazine)



Weapons Proliferation

"“The dangers of the proliferation of missiles and nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons pose a
continuing threat to the U.S. national security. This threat must be met by our own actions and by
actions taken in cooperation with our allies and other concerned countries. We have already begun to
assist the former Soviet Union in establishing effective nonproliferation export controls, and will
continue to play an active role in reducing the risk that weapons of mass destruction could spread
from the former Soviet Umon

My Administration has also implemented the Enhanced Proliferation Controls Initiative (EPCI) which
strengthens export controls on specific items that could contribute to chemical and biological weapons
or missile proliferation. For example, this initiative requires licenses for export of key ingredients
that could be used in the manufacture of chemical weapons. It also permits the United States to stop
its citizens from contributing to the proliferation of missiles or weapons of mass destruction.

To be truly effective, proliferation controls must be implemented by all major supplier countries. We
have made substantial progress with other suppliers to promote agreement on further strengthening

. proliferation controls, including a new multilateral export control regime on technology which could

contribute to nuclear weapons. Moreover, the multilateral Missile Technology Control Regime has
been strengthened by adding new member countries and expanding the number of items on the control
list. Through the Australia Group, we are also working with allies and like-minded countries to
improve worldwide controls on the export of chemical and biological warfare precursor materials and
related equipment.

China - Most Favored Nation Status

"We should maintain trade relations with China. The termination of China’s most favored nation, or

: MEN, status could cost the U.S. as much as $5 billion in exports and 110,000 trade-related jobs

while at the same time forcing American consumers to pay more for the textiles, electrical appliances
and other low-cost goods we import from China. Some claim that revoking China’s MFN status will
speed that country toward democratization, but in fact it will do just the opposite. Trading with
China helps open up its system to the West and exposes its political and economic leaders and others
to our system and our values. Many Chinese, including several involved in the protests at Tiananmen
Square, support our policy of continuing unconditional MEN status for China. There are already
signs that this strategy is working. On January 16, we successfully concluded an agreement with the -
Chinese government to protect intellectual property rights.

As the nations of the former East bloc and those that once made up the Soviet empire move from
state-controlled economies to capitalist ones, I would anticipate granting these former adversaries
MEFN status. Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria have already taken steps in this direction, and I was
pleased to recognize their progress by granting them most favored nation status. I want to continue to
see market economies spring up all over the world, and MFN status is one means we have to
encourage that trend."

(Manchester Union-Leader)



Defense Spending

"The Cold War is over, and though America must remain alert against threats, it is time to reconsider
our defense posture. Two years ago. I began planning cuts in military spending to reflect the changes
in the world, an now it is time to implement them. Further production of the B-2 bomber will be
stopped after completion of 20 planes. The small ICBM program has been terminated, production of
the new warhead for our sea based ballistic missiles ceased, and future production of advanced cruise
missiles stopped. And I have informed Russian President Boris Yeltsin that we will-make further
reductions if the Russians eliminate land-based multiple-warhead ballistic missiles. At my direction,
the military services are closing down dozens of bases at home and abroad whose presence is no
longer essential to our security.

. The reductions I have approved will save $50 billion over the next five years, a reduction of 30% in
defense spending since I took office. At the same time that the improved international situation
warrants these cuts in our defense budget, we must retain a strong defense. To do less would be
insensitive to progress, but to do more would be ignorant of history. We must not go back to the
days of the "hollow army". Twice in this century we followed victory in war with reckless
disarmament; in a still dangerous world we cannot repeat this mistake. We cannot out our military--
or weaken our alliances--as some are suggesting to the point we can no longer defend against potential
threats."

(Americans for a Balanced Budget)

Welfare Reform

"The key to my welfare policy is to move people off welfare to jobs. As part of my job training
2000 initiative I have announced a new demonstration program involving over $20 million which will
help recipients move off welfare and become economically self-sufficient. I support innovative state
programs that require recipients to work or to get better educated while receiving welfare benefits. 1
have been greatly encouraged by many state-level reform efforts on welfare, and therefore in my State
of the Union address I proposed making it easier to waive federal regulations to help make the
process of reform quicker and easier for states that ask our help."

(Florida Times-Union) ’



- (U-Knighted News)

Tax Pledge

"I am committed to maintaining a tax system that will encourage investment and sustain strong
economic growth. .The growth mmatlves outlmed in the State of the Umon address are desrgned to
do just that. : : ‘
(Amerrcans for a Balanced Budget)

I have long opposed raising people s taxes; and have vigorously-supported measures to reduce income
tax rates, to cut the capital gains rate, and to create tax incentives:for job-creating investment. In-
1990, Congressronal Democrats forced us to accept some tax increases as part of a larger budget

~ agreement, That agreement put enforceable, caps on new-government spending—-and saved-us from

what was then an 1rrespons1ble alternative that could have cut support for our: mllltary during the Gulf

War :

"'.In my 1993 budget I have proposed several tax reductxons mcludmg raising the personal exemptlon

on families by $500 per dependent child, provrde up to a $5 000 tax credit for a time, and up to a -
$3,750 health insurance credit to lighten the burden on the American taxpayer and stimulate economic
growth. T continue to oppose increases in income tax rates and will fight for the enactment of the tax
cuts I have proposed

Now is not the time to raise taxes. Our economy needs a boost, and a tax hike would only impede
growth. Rather, in my State of the Union address I proposed several tax reductions, including cutting
the capital gains tax rate, raising the personal exemption for families by $500 per dependent child,

and providing up to a $5,000 tax credit for a first home and up to a $3,750 health insurance credit.
All of these tax cuts would spur economic growth and create jobs." '

(Amerlcans for a Balanced Budget)

"I saw Ronald Reagan agonize over it back in 1982, just as I agonized over it. But consider:the -
choices: do you shut down the government--cut off the Social Security checks, risk the supply lines to
troops that we were at the time moving overseas? Or do you have to swallow something from the
Democrat controlled, tax-increase conscious Congress?" S

Line Item Veto

"I favor it, and in my State of the Union address I again called on Congress to give me the power
that 43 governors have, the power to cut pork-barrel spending. The current budget process defends
special interests. I should have the power to defend the general interest by striking from -
appropriations legislation the provisions that benefit only narrow constituencies. If the Democrat
controlled Congress can’t say no to special interest, I certamly can." . '
(Americans for a Balanced Budget)




Immigration

"It greatly distresses me to hear-in this campaign talk of a Fortress America--that for some reason we
would be better off by isolating ourselves from the world. Those who want us to turn our backs on
the rest of the world ought to pay a visit to the statue of liberty--or better yet, consider their own
ancestors who braved the oceans in pursuit of liberty. I believe that immigration is not just a link to
our Nation’s past; it’s also a bridge to America’s future. Immigrants built America; immigration
from all over the world strengthens America. It is difficult to imagine an America without, for
instance, Italian Americans or Irish Americans. As President it was my privilege to sign into law the
Immigration Act of 1990, which makes it easier for exceptionally talented immigrants such as
scientists, educators and engineers to put their talents to work here in America. Immigrants can play
.an important role in increasing our economic competitiveness. I believe that stronger enforcement of
existing laws--not narrowness of mind--is our best deterrent to immigration abuse. Our border guards
are better prepared to control borders than ever before. Aliens involved in drugs or violent crime are
now expeditiously deported. I will continue to see that the "back door" is shut on illegal immigration
through vigorous enforcement of the law." ’ :

- (Manchester Union-Leader) :

"When I took office, our immigration laws were in desperate need of overhaul. They no longer
reflected America’s needs or interests. Thus, I was particularly pleased to sign into law the
Immigration Act of 1990, the first major reform of our immigration laws in a quarter-century.
Working with the Congress, my administration crafted a law that will serve America’s interests for
years into the future. Besides streamlining immigration proceedings, the new law increases the
number of immigrants permitted each year and encourages admission of scientists, engineers and
other highly skilled individuals." ' :

(Response magazine)

Homelessness

"First, I will do everything in my power to persuade Congress to fund fully my request for over $1
billion in homeless assistance. Congress has consistently appropriated less than I have requested for
homeless programs. If funded at the level I have requested for fiscal year 1993, we will reach many
of the homeless with the kind of services they require.

Many homeless petsons are burdened with problems not amenable to quick-fixes, or to a short-term
infusion of housing services. My strategy to end homelessness rests on a’commitment to address the
varied and multiple needs of these people. For example, I have requested over $265 million for
Shelter Plus Care, a program that offers rental assistance and appropriate treatment to homeless
persons who are mentally ill, chemically dependent, or afflicted with AIDS. T also launched the
initiative Project HOPE, in my first year as President.

Secondly, I encourage and applaud the involvement of non-profits, States, and local governments in

helping to end the tragedy of homelessness. Homelessness is not a problem that the Federal

government alone can solve. The federal government can and will continue to offer leadership and

innovation and funding. But we must all apply our best skills and deepest sense of compassion if we

are to find a solution to homelessness." 4
(Florida Times-Union) ‘



Health Care

"My comprehensive health care reform program is based on four principles:

1. Cut costs to make health insurance more accessible and more affordable, through major market
reforms and a $3,750 transferable health care tax credit that guarantees basic insurance coverage of
all low-income families, and a tax deduction that will improve access to affordable insurance for
middle-income families.

2. Remove the fear that changing jobs will end health coverage and include individuals and small
employers in larger groups to better share risk and to drastically reduce administrative costs.

3. Preserve Americans’ right to choose their own doctor and the type of health coverage which is
best for them, encouraging the use of coordinated care programs and prohibiting legal obstacles to
this type of coverage.

4. Expand access by increasing funding for Community Health Centers, Migrant Health Centers and
the National Health Service Corps."
(National Association of Counties)

Gun Control

"I am firmly committed to keeping guns out of criminals’ hands and keeping criminals off the street.
The Federal gun control laws do not need major revision, although I support some changes designed

to increase their effectiveness, as well as new limits on excessively large capacity magazines for semi-

automatic weapons. I continue to oppose federal gun regulation. Much more important, however,
are my proposals to establish increased Federal penalties for the criminal misuse of firearms.
Ultimately, the only "gun control” that will really work is crime control.

I have also said in the past that I would be willing to support reasonable measures to identify
convicted felons attempting to buy firearms, if Congress in return would approve a tough, no-
nonsense crime bill. Thus far they have not."”

(Florida Times-Union)



Environment ‘

“The condition of our land, water, and air affects the quality of life for each and every one of us.
Therefore I am hesitant to single out any one particular environmental issue as being the "greatest" or
most pressing. There is hardly a community in America that is not concerned about the issues of
toxic waste, the quality of our water, and clean air, all of which have been on our environmental
agenda for years. When I took office, I promised to enhance environmental stewardship of our
natural resources and to balance environmental protection with the need to sustain jobs and encourage
economic growth. The result of this approach has been has been a reinvigorated Environmental
Protection Agency and the initiation of a number of new programs, such as "Green lights" and the
toxic reduction program to reduce pollution, as well as the pursuit of new technologies such as clean
coal. I have tried to encourage the use of market oriented approaches to our environmental problems.
1 was pleased to work with Congress to create the new Clean Air Act, which included the world’s
first major program of economic incentives to improve air quality. Just last August I announced a
comprehensive plan to protect our Nation’s wetlands. We can have both a cleaner environment and
economic growth--if we continue to seek out new solutions."

(Manchester Union-Leader)

Energy Policy

"Almost a year ago I proposed, in the form of detailed legislative changes, a National Energy
Strategy. That strategy contains a host of initiatives, providing virtually equal measures of new
energy supply and increased efficiency and conservation. Many of the changes I want to make have
upset special interests, who are profiting by the current way in which we produce and consume
energy in this country. Iam sorry to say that to date these interests have been able to tie up my
energy legislation in the Congress, but I will continue to press Congress to move on my balanced
program of new energy supply and increased efficiency and conservation."

(Florida Times-Union) '




Education

"Education is one of my top domestic priorities. America 2000, my strategy for reaching the national
education goals, supports the idea of merit pay and special recognition for outstanding teachers--and
the vast majority are good and dedicated teachers who love their students and their profession. I
think the federal government should serve as a catalyst for education reform, spearheading research
on matters such as innovative teaching techniques and curriculum, and should also provide the
leadership necessary to ensure our Nations’s schools give our children the best education possible. I
am pleased with the accomplishments of Education Secretary Lamar Alexander on both fronts and
will continue working with him to make our schools the best. I would encourage local school boards
to construct evaluation models that would reward outstanding teaching. America’s educators should
be respected, rewarded for doing well, and given a role in the decision-making process of their
schools."

(Manchester Union-Leader)

"I want all students to be able to attend a world-class school. To ensure that all can, I have put
forward my America 2000 strategy and education reform proposals which promise to revolutionize
America’s schools. Parents will have more choice over which school their children attend, teachers
more flexibility, and communities will have the chance to develop new approaches to learning. After
some delay, Congress is finally considering my America 2000 proposals, and I hope to see them
approved soon."

(Newsday)

Drug Control Policy

My administration’s $12.7 billion war on drugs rests on two crucial elements. First, I believe we
must address the demand for drugs here in the United States before we can make real progress on the
supply of drugs being smuggled across our borders. During my Administration, the use of illicit
drugs has dropped by 13%. I firmly believe that through increased funding for education, drug
treatment and rehabilitation efforts, and vigorous law enforcement, America can break its dangerous
drug habit. Second, I have asked Congress for an additional $11.5 million in economic and military
assistance to fight drugs in other areas of the world. Without this aid, drug traffic will continue to
flow unabated into the United States and violence will continue to plague America’s streets."

(Florida Times-Union)

Foreign Aid

"The 1993 budget I proposed contains a cut in total spending for foreign aid. What aid I have
approved has been either for humanitarian purposes or to advance U.S. national interests. I have also
provided aid to the republics of the former Soviet Union. Collectively, they possess over 30,000
nuclear weapons and have over 2 million men under arms. The purpose of our aid is to help these
countries move from highly militarized societies that pose a danger to all of us to open democratic
societies with which we can enjoy trade and economic relations. This century has shown all too
horribly the consequences of failing to rally to support democracy in difficulty. We must not repeat
past mistakes in this regard."

(Americans for a Balanced Budget)



Civil Rights

“I am a strong supporter of the civil rights . I was pleased to sign into law both the Americans with
Disabilities Act and the Civil Rights Act of 1991. These laws however, are only the first step toward
a new era of harmony and shared purpose. The American dream rests on the vision of life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness and in the shared ideals of decency, fairness, faith, hard work, and
generosity. The elimination of discrimination in the workplace is a vital element of the American
dream, but it is not enough. I believe in an America that is free of racism and bigotry. This
Administration’s agenda for the next American century, whether it be guaranteeing equal protection
under the law, promoting excellence in education, or creating jobs, will ensure for generations to
come that America remains the beacon of opportunity in the world."

(Response magazine)

Art Funding

"The President has said that he’s been offended by some of the filth that has passed for art and he
strongly opposes spending the taxpayers’ money on obscene work. The Congress has voted to ban
the National Endowment for the Arts and the National Endowment for the Humanities from funding
works that are considered obscene according to the Supreme Court’s definition of obscenity."
(Chronicle of Higher Education)

Abortion

"All life is a precious gift. Each human being has intrinsic dignity and worth. The prevalence of
abortion on demand in the United States stands in stark contrast to our Nation’s most deeply held
values and beliefs. I recognize that the subject of abortion is a difficult, often painful one for most
Americans. While sincere persons may disagree, my position is that the lives of both mother and
child must be cherished and protected.

I have devoted much time and careful thought to this issue over the years. I am opposed to abortion
except when the life of the mother is threatened or when there is rape or incest.

I have not reached these decisions easily or lightly. Abortion is a deeply emotional and very personal
decision for all Americans. It is made even more difficult when the underlying issue is whether the
government--and ultimately the American taxpayer funds should be used for abortion in only the most
narrow of circumstances: when the life of the mother is endangered. I oppose the use of Federal
funds to pay for abortion except when the life of the mother is threatened.

On a personal note, I find the figures on the numbers of pregnancies that are terminated by abortion
simply unconscionable. Government and the private sector must be more involved in encouraging
alternatives such as adoption.

I recognize that people of goodwill may disagree on questions as difficult and complex as this.
However, in the absence of perfect legislation that would reconcile these difficult issues, I decided
that, if I have to err, I prefer to err on the side of human life."

(U-Knighted News)




Appendix V

President George Bush . . . - . —r
Commitments-and Accomplishments

Domestic 'Policy
Agriculture

* Develop new uses for ethanol and other
agricultural products

* Protect farm industries from unfair
subsidized competition

* Expand domestic and foreign agricultural
markets

Balanced Budget Goal

* Supports a Balanced Budget Amendment

* Personally lead deficit-reduction
negotiations with Congress

- The President has continued to support
the use of ethanol as an alternative fuel
source and has signed legislation extending
tax incentives for domestically-produced
ethanol through the year 2000.

- The President has made the reform of
European subsidies a top priority in the
current round of GATT negotiations.

- The free trade agreement being
negotiated with Mexico at the President’s
initiative also will boost agricultural
exports.

- The President has supported a Balanced

. Budget Amendment for at least 14 years

and has called on Congress to pass one
each year he has been President.

- The President met personally with
Congressional budget negotiators in 1989
and 1990 during talks to reduce the budget
deficit.
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* Enact a line-item veto

Social SectEy
* Protect the Social Security Fund - no
Social Security COLA cuts
Reduce Government Waste

* Change procurement laws to provide for

one government-wide procurement statute -

Children

* Encourage employer-sponsored Child
Care

* Expand Head Start to enroll all eligible
4-year olds

* Child support enforcement measures
should include-support for paternity
establishment procedures

* Mandate new state guidelines to tighten

- President Bush has called repeatedly for
a line-item veto every year he has been in
office.

- In his 1992 State of the Union Address
the President renewed his promise not to
tamper with Social Security.

- The Administration has submitted

- proposals in April and June, 1990 and

February, 1991 to Congress that would
improve the efficiency of government
procurement. The Administration
continued in 1991 to work toward
enactment of a uniform, clear and
enforceable procurement statute.

- The Administration’s Child Care Act of
1990 established the At-Risk Child Care
Program to provide assistance to. families
who are at risk of going on welfare if they
do not receive employment-related child
care assistance.

- President Bush has increased funding for
Head Start by nearly a billion dollars, with
the aim of enrolling every eligible four-

year old in this highly successful program.

- The Bush Administration is proposing
legislation to further expand the '
effectiveness and efficiency of the Child
Support Enforcement program.

- The President has expanded the child
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child support enforcement

* Develop parent locator system

* Fund adoption counseling

Civil Rights

* Promoted Minorities to the
Cabinet

* Pass legislation extending to disabled
people the same equal opportunity
protections afforded women and minorities

* Develop programs and policies that
promote independence, freedom of choice
and productive involvement of the disabled
in the social and economic mainstream

Law Enforcement

support enforcement component of the
Family Support Act with new provisions
that cover increased collections, mandatory

wage withholding, and.the establishment of

paternity.

- President Bush supports continued
funding for the Federal Parent Locator
Service. The President has repeatedly
stressed the need to find-"deadbeat dads"
and collect child support from them.

- Adoption counseling at the federal level
is provided by doctors of the Public Health
Service’s Family Planning Clinics. The
President has increased funding for this
project every year since his election.

-The President named Manuel Lujan, jr.,
Robert Martinez, Dr. Louis Sullivan, Lynn
Martin, Carla Hills and Barbara Franklin
to the cabinet. :

- The landmark Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 was enacted by
the Administration and signed by the
President on July 26, 1990.

- The Americans with Disabilities Act,

which President Bush supported and signed
into law, ensures that people with
disabilities are not excluded from the
social or economic mainstream and will
open new doors and enhance career
choices for disabled Americans.
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* Consistently mandate tougher sentencing

* Reform habeas corps and exclusionary
rule

* Pass better laws to protect law
enforcement officers -

* Provide body armor to law enforcement
agencies

* Eliminate unneeded domestic military
bases and convert to minimum security
. prisons

* Use Federal jall space for hab1tua1
offenders

* Coordinate federal, state, and local
efforts against gangs and drug lords

- The Administration has proposed and
enforced tougher sentencing guidelines
including implementation of mandatory
minimum sentences for many categories of
violent drug-related offences.

- Reform of both habeas corpus and the
exclusionary rule is included in the
President’s proposed Comprehensive
Violent Crime Control Act now stalled in
Congress. :

- The President has called for a mandatory
death penalty for those who kill law
enforcement officers.

- The National Institute of Justice provides
information' and technical assistance and
responds to requests from local law
enforcement officials regardmg ballistic
cloth armor.

- Fourteen federal correctional facilities
are located on former military bases, with
six more currently under design and
construction. The Federal Bureau of
Prisons is working with the Department of
Defense to convert to correctional use
several military bases scheduled for
closure in the wake of the Cold War.

- The Federal Bureau of Prisons accepts
inmates from virtually every state and the
District of Columbia.

- The FBI and the BATF have established
a joint anti-gang task force with squads in
cities most heavily plagued by gangs. The
President’s new "Weed & Seed" initiative
will foster cooperation among federal,
state and local officials to “"weed out"
gangs and drug lords from embattied
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* Provide technical and financial assistance
to local law enforcement agencies

* Appoint judges and prosecutors who will
be tougher on criminals

* Expand prisons so criminals are not
turned loose for lack of space

* Separate first-time offenders from career
criminals and treat all prisoners for drug
problems

* Create a Gang Unit within the Criminal
Division of the Department of Justice

* Mandatory sentencing for gang activity

* Double current prison budget

neighborhoods.

- In his FY93 budget the President
proposes almost $1 billion in Federal
assistance to state and local law
enforcement agencies. -

- The President’s FY93 budget contains
$814 million for U.S. Attorneys, $93
million more than 1992 funding. These
new funds will allow the hiring of 161
new federal prosecutors and 85 new judges
to try and sentence violent criminals.

- To provide adequate prison space to
insure convicted felons serve the full term
of their sentences, the Bush Administration
has invested over $2 billion in prison
construction since 1989. .

- The Bush Administration has established
two pilot "boot camp" federal correctional
facilities.

- The FBI and the BATF have established
a joint anti-gang task force with squads in
cities most heavily plagued by gangs. The
Administration will soon establish a Gang
Analysis Center to provide law
enforcement with the information they
need to investigate, arrest and prosecute
criminal gang members.

- The President has strongly supported
mandatory sentencing for gangs. A special
Justice Department unit targets career
criminals under the Armed Career
Criminals Act.

- The President’s FY93 budget proposes
$2.2 billion for Federal prisons, an
increase of 9% over FY92, and 43.8%
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* Ensure severe penalties for white collar
criminals

* Remove crime from schools and
neighborhoods

* Reduce incentives for crime

Drugs

* Demand zero-tolerance of drugs
* Provide material support (boats, planes,
training)

* Institute stronger penalties, including
death penalty

{
1

over FY89. More than 35,000 additional
beds are planned at the Federal level
alone.

- The Bush Administration has
dramatically increased penalties for white-
collar criminals. Over 2,600 FBI agents
are committed to white-collar crime
investigations.

- President Bush has authorized $63.3
million through HHS for demonstration
projects that identify and increase
protection of high-risk youth.

- The President’s "Weed and Seed"
initiative will help reclaim and rejuvenate
embattled neighborhoods and communities.
This initiative provides funding for local
community-based policing programs such
as neighborhood watches. The President
also continues to support efforts to
mobilize residents to take a more active
role in fighting crime in their communities
by participating in events like the Night
Out Against Crime.

- The President has supported measures to
eliminate the scourge of drugs from all
sectors of our community through
increased funding for law enforcement,
heightened penalties for narcotics-related
offenses, and strict forfeiture regulations.

- Since taking office, President Bush has
increased funding for international drug

" control by 153% - from $ 304 million to

$768 million.

- The President’s Comprehensive Violent
Crime Control Act, still languishing in
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* Urge other nations to establish
international strike forces to hit foreign
drug operations :

* No‘-bargaining with drug dealers or
terrorists

* Call for tougher enforcement,
prevention, interdiction and leadership

* Shrink supply

* Involve the Intelligence Community in
combatting drugs

* Make sure no one makes bail or gets
probation or parole without first passing a
drug test -

Congress, proposes to stiffen penalties and
reinstate the death penalty for violent drug-
related offenses.

- President Bush has entered into A
negotiations with countries throughout the

‘world, from Latin American to the new

democracies of Eastern Europe, to
establish cooperative efforts to police
money laundering, exchange information
on activities of drug lords and otherwise
combat narc-business. :

- In December 1989 President Bush
initiated Operation Just Cause, which
restored Panama’s democratically—elected
leadership and brought Panamanian
strongman Manuel Noriega to justice for
drug trafficking. - -~ -

- Since taking office, the Administration
has doubled funding for domestic law
enforcement to $5.6 billion.

- In 1991 almost 300 metric tons of

cocaine were seized in this hemisphere.

- The President has involved the
Intelligence Community to an
unprecedented degree in fighting agains
drugs. »

- President Bush proposed drug testing as
a mandatory condition: of Federal
probation, parole or supervised release in
his 1989 proposal to combat violent crime,
and as part of his National Drug Control
Strategy. This initiative was again
included in the 1991 Comprehensive
Violent Crime Control Act, which is still
languishing in Congress.
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* Remove drugs from schools and
neighborhoods

* Suspend the driver’s licenses of those
convicted of drug offenses

Economic Growth
Competivieness

* Create a climate for entrepreneurshlp
and risk-taking

* Eliminate needless regulations

- One of the President’s National
Education Goals is to make every school
in America free of drugs and violence by
the year 2000. Tough federal mandatory
sentences will ensure that drug dealers
serve real time in prison.

- While the President cannot control state
laws, Federal law requires the Secretary of
Transportation to withhold federal highway
funding for states which fail to enact
legislation requiring suspension or delayed
issuance of driver’s licenses for those
convicted of drug offenses.

- The President has repeatedly proposed
initiatives to encourage entrepréneurship
including capital gains tax cuts, creating an
investment tax allowance, changing the
passive loss rules for real estate,
simplifying and enhancing Alternative
Minimum Tax depreciation, and extending
the Research and Experimentation tax
credit. The President’s HOPE initiative
also calls for the creation of rural and
urban enterprise zones to encourage
ownership of businesses and investment in
economically depressed areas.

- The President has established the Council
on Competitiveness to review federal
regulations and ensure they do not hinder
job creation or economic growth. The
President’s regulatory reforms have
removed barriers to growth in the
biotechnology industry, allowed
terminally-ill patients to receive potentially |
life-saving drugs, increased opportunities
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Education

* Improve math and science education

* Encourage states to adopt ACT -
"(Alternate Certification of Teachers)

* Teach parents to teach

Environment

* Enforce environmental laws aggressively

for capital formation, responded to the so-
called "credit crunch," increased
privatization of transportation facilities,
and removed barriers to the growth of
small business. ‘

- The President’s National Educational
Goals call for American students to be first

in the world in mathematics and science by
the year 2000. In 1992 the Interagency

- Committee on Education and Human

Resources conducted the first
comprehensive analysis of federal support
for mathematics, science and technology.
Based on that analysis, funding for these

programs rose 13% to $1.94 billion.

- The AMERICA 2000 program
encourages states to adopt alternative

- certification procedures for qualified

individuals who want to teach. The
Administration submitted legislation to
assist States to establish alternative
certification for teachers which is being
considered by the Congress.

- The initiatives proposed by the President,
notably decentralization of education
bureaucracies, will give parents a direct
stake in deciding whether their children go
to school, and what they learn.

- The Bush Administration has obtained
more convictions for environmental crimes
than any previous administration. Under
President Bush’s leadership, the EPA has
assessed more civil, criminal, and
administrative fines in the last three years
than in all of its prior 21 -year history,
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and new records have been set for felony
indictments, convictions and prison
sentences. The Bush Administration has

- pursued landmark suits to protect the
Everglades, Chesapeake Bay, and the
Great Lakes.

* Expedite clean up of toxic waste dumps - The President has tripled the rate of toxic
' waste site cleanups since 1989. In '
addition to Federal funding, private parties
now pay for over 60% of Superfund
cleanups, almost double their contribution
level in 1988.

* Groundwater protection - The Bush Administration is pursuing a
‘ strategy to develop state groundwater
protection programs that emphasize
pollution prevention-strategies and rely on
risk-based geographic targeting.

* Recycle solid waste - The President has made solid waste
disposal a top priority; he has set a goal of
recycling 25% of solid waste by the year
2000. President Bush signed Executive
Order 12780, requiring all federal agencies
to minimize waste by establishing a
recycling program. Today, nearly every
federal office building has a recycling bin
to collect waste paper and aluminum cans.

* Aggressively enforce clean air - The President proposed, negotiated, and

regulations _ signed the Clean Air Act Amendments of
1990, the world’s most protective and
market-oriented clean air laws. The
Amendments will cut acid-rain emissions -
in half, improve urban air quality, reduce
toxic pollutants by 90%, and protect the
global ozone layer by completely phasing
out CFC production by the end of 1995.

* Eliminate harmful substances such as - The Bush Admixﬁstrétioh has established
lead, asbestos and radon new restrictions on lead in drinking water
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Health Care

* Reform tort liability/ insurance

* Support biotechnology advances

* Reduce health care costs, now outpacing
inflation :

that will reduce exposure for more than
100 million Americans, and has made the
detection of indoor air pollution from
radon a priority for EPA action. Asbestos
removal laws are being implemented, and
enforcement has increased for regulations
on all harmful substances.

- In May 1991, the President sent to
Congress his Medical Malpractice Tort
Reform Legislation which would reduce
incentives to file meritless medical
malpractice suits, lower insurance
premiums and increase access to health
care in underserved areas; he has also
proposed a Model State Punitive Damages
Act and has endorsed product liability
reform in Congress. Congress has yet to
act on the legislation.

- In his FY93 budget the President

- proposed a national Biotechnology

Research Initiative to expand U.S.
leadership in research and
commercialization of biotech products.
The Vice President’s Council on
Competitiveness has also reformed
regulation of biotechnology companies to
allow more rapid approval of safe new
biotech products.

- The President has proposed legislation to
reform state medical malpractice laws; the
President’s comprehensive health care plan
contains a number of initiatives to cut
administrative costs by increasing
competition among providers and insurers,
and reforming the way. federal health
programs work. The President’s plan
would also help brake rising costs.
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* Phase in coverage for adults at
affordable rates

* Support multiple-employer trusts and
other risk pool mechanisms as incentives
to employers

Taxes

* Will not increase taxes -

* Cut capital gains tax from 28% to 15%

L

- The President’s comprehensive health
care plan provides for tax credits and
deductions for the purchase of a basic level

.of health insurance.

- The President’s comprehensive health
care plan calls for the creation of Health
Insurance Networks that would allow
smaller employers to band together to buy
health insurance. By reforming the way -
the insurance market works, the
President’s proposals go a long way -
toward extending access to care without
new mandates or taxes.

- In 1990, the President signed a Budget
Agreement negotiated with Democrats in.
Congress which increased certain excise
taxes, eliminated the "bubble" in personal

" income tax rates, and increased the

phaseout of some deductions, Like
President Reagan before him, President
Bush was willing to accept modest revenue
increases in exchange for significant
spending cuts. The tax increase accepted
by President Bush was less than any of
three accepted for similar reasons under
the Reagan Administration. In light of the
Democratic Congress’ determination to
increase spending, the President has
admitted that his acceptance of the 1990
budget deal was a "mistake.” On March
20th, the President reiterated his
opposition to another increase by vetoing
the Democratic tax hike passed in
Congress. In vetoing the Democrats’ tax
hike, President Bush became the first
President since 1948 to veto a

‘Congressional tax bill.

- The President has called for a‘ reduction
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Urban Policy

* Provide for urban enterprise zones

Housing

* Tenant ownership and management of
public housing

Traditional Family Values

* Voluntary prayer in schools

Foreign Policy

Chemical Weapons Ban

* Work to ban the production of chemical
weapons and to create an intrusive

verification system to guard against
violations

Conventional Arms Reductions

* Give new priority to conventional arms

in the capital gains tax rate every year
since he was elected.

- The President’s Enterprise Zones and
Jobs-Creation Act, now before Congress,
gives the Secretary of Housing.and Urban
Development the power to designate
qualified areas as enterprise zones.

- The President’s Low-Income Housing
Preservation Program gives tenants the
right to purchase buildings from private
owners wanting to terminate low-income
housing subsidies.

- President Bush has called numerous
times for voluntary prayer in schools. The
Department of Justice also supported
voluntary school prayer in its amicus
curiae brief in the Supreme Court case of
Lee v. Weisman.

- The President signed an agreement with
the Soviet Union in 1990 requiring both
nations to destroy virtually all their stocks

-of chemical weapons, and U.S. stockpiles

are being systematically incinerated or
destroyed in compliance with this
agreement. '

- President Bush pursued simultaneously
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reduction negotiations: without linking to
START, have both sets of negotiations
move in tandem

U.S. Israeli Relations

* No wedge will be driven between U.S.
and Israel

Panama

* Noriega will go

South Africa

the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces
in Europe and the Strategic Arms
Reduction Treaty through separate fora.
Since last August’s coup in Moscow, the
Bush Administration has announced
sweeping reductions and drawdowns in
both nuclear and conventional forces.
Through the President’s Middle East arms
control initiative, the five leading suppliers
of conventional arms to that region agreed
to guidelines of restraint and mformatlon
exchange

-~ The President is committed to -

maintaining close relations with Israel.
The U.S. stood firmly by Israel through
the Gulf War. The President call on ‘
Soviet President Gorbachev to permit
direct flights to Israel of Soviet emigres;
the President supported the U.S.-Israel
Free Trade Agreement, and efforts to
transport Ethiopian Jews to Israel.

- In December 1989, following several
months of political instability in Panama,
attacks on American personnel stationed in
Panama, and Noriega’s unwillingness to
heed the results of democratic elections,
President Bush led Operation Just Cause,
which restored Panama’s democratically-
elected leadership and brought Noriega to
justice for drug trafficking. In April 1992
Noriega was convicted on multiple counts
of drug trafficking.
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* Work actively to cause South Africa to
free Nelson Mandela, with no conditions.
Seek immediate dialogue between restraint
and information exchange.

Extended Free Trade Agreements

* Free trade agreements should be
extended in our hemisphere to Pacific rim
countries and with the European
Community, as it moves toward
integration in 1992

Desert Storm

* Getting allies to do more is essential, but
should be approached creatively

- President Bush maintained U.S. sanctions
and diplomatic pressure on South Africa,
the justifications for which included South
Africa’s release of Mandela and other
political prisoners. On February 11, 1990,
Mandela was released.

- To ensure free trade with the world,
President Bush has concluded negotiations
with Mexico and Canada to create a North
American Free Trade Area which would
create a market of 360 million consumers
with an output of $6 trillion. This will
also create thousands of new U.S. jobs.

In June 1990, the President proposed the
Enterprise for the Americas Initiative to
expand free trade through the Western
Hemisphere; the Initiative will provide
greater access to foreign markets for
American businesses and consumers and
provide increased investment opportunities.

- President Bush successfully initiated and
maintained a global alliance to end Saddam
Hussein’s aggression toward his neighbors.
The President is exploring various
approaches to establishing a more balanced
partnership with our allies, including a
greater sharing of global leadership and
responsibilities. '
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Introduction:
The Challenge

America stands at the_

edge of a new era, a new cen-
tury. Here is my bridge to the
other shore: An Agenda for
American Renewal — diagnos-
ing the economic problems we
face, setting forth the princi-
ples to guide our actions, and
explaining the approach I am
pursuing.

Over past weeks I have
been discussing some of the el-
ements of my economic agen-
da. In coming weeks I will be
expanding on my ideas. This
document - shows how the
pieces fit together.

It is important to step
back for a moment, to take
stock of where we are as a
great nation in the broader
sweep of history.

The American people have
just completed the greatest
mission of all, the triumph of
democratic capitalism over
imperialistic communism.
Mission accomplished.

Throughout history; when
long wars end, people have
been confronted with the prob-
lems of converting to peace-
time and establishing a new
basis for securing peace and
prosperity.

In wartime, the costs of
Government are always high.
Domestic needs are not fully
met. In times of conflict, a
good nation tries to look after
its poor, its sick, its elderly, its
less privileged members, but
not as completely as it should
or would like to. )

Today, this year, for the
first time since December
1941, the United States is not
engaged in a war, hot or cold.

We are a nation at peace.
But being at peace with others
and being at peace with our-
selves are different things.
The one we have achieved.
The other, we can and will.

The American people rec-
ognize this historical water-
shed. They want and deserve a
peacetime system of taxation,
a peacetime freedom from un-
necessary intrusion into our
lives, a peacetime commitment
to sound money, a peacetime
dedication to unfinished work
and unsolved problems close to
home.

At the
Americans are aware of epic

same time,
changes in the world and the
economy. They sense the dis-
quiet in many of the industri-
alized democracies that have
been our partners in the long
struggle. Our own economy
has been going through some
profound changes. And I un-

”-W'e are a nation at
peace. But being at
peace with othersand -
being at peace with
ourselves are different
things. The one we have
achieved. The other, we

can and will.”
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derstand how difficult change

can be, particularly for those
who feel its effects most direct-
ly. Americans sense we face an
era of great opportunity, but
that there are also great risks
if we fail to choose wisely.

We must now demonstrate
our unique ability to trans-
form anxiety into regenera-
tion. Only in America do we
have the people, the resources,
the economic strength — and
especially the principles and
ideals — to pick up the chal-
lenge.

For America to be safe and
strong we must meet the
defining challenge of the '90s:
to win the economic competi-
tion — to win the peace.

The United States must be
a military superpower, an ex-
port superpower, and an eco-
nomic superpower. ‘

My approach is to look
forward — to open new mar-
kets, prepare our people to
compete, to strengthen the
American family, to save and
invest — so we can win.

This future depends on
economic growth, but not for
the few at the expense of the
many, not for the present at
the expense of the future.

In this country, we have
always preferred an entrepre-
neurial capitalism thétagrows'
from the bottom up, not the
top down, a capitalism that be-
gins on Main Street and ex-
tends to Wall Street, not the

‘other way around.

Nor have we been taken in
by the view my opponent
prefers, that Government
should accumulate capital —
by taxing it and borrowing it
from the people, and investing
it-according to some industrial
policy design.

My agenda is for an inclu-
sive America, not an exclusive
America — and certainly not a
reclusive one. We will chal-
lenge the world with an inter-
national economic and trade
strategy that will promote free

" trade arrangements east and

west, north and south, to
strengthen our global econom-
ic reach and complement our
worldwide security presence.
At the same time, we need to
foster the capabilities at home
that will keep us in the lead.

Developed economies need
developing minds. To help pre-

pare all our children for a con- -

stantly changing workplace, I
want to make radical changes
in our education system. Each
child should graduate with

~ skills, self-discipline, and self-

confidence.

I will sharpen the competi-
tive edge of our businesses by
encouraging entrepreneurial
capitalism and small business,
deploying advances in R&D
and technology, and reforming -
our legal system so it no
longer puts us at a global dis-
advantage.

My agenda promotes eco-
nomic security for working
men and women through job
training that will ease adjust-
ments and provide people with
new capabilities for work in

- the face of competition and

change. And I will enable fam-
ilies to concentrate on building
for the future by giving them
the means to protect them-
selves against today’s cost of
health care, and by making it
easier to build tomorrow’s re-
tirement security. I want our
efforts to reach out to all our
citizens, leaving no one be-
hind, because we will need the
work, aspiration, and energy
of each and every American.

Finally, since our competi-
tive strength and entrepre-
neurial spirit must flow from
the private sector, I will
streamline Government to
meet changing needs.

We can empower America
to reach a grand goal: a $10
trillion economy by the first
years of the 21st Century.
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When President Reagan
and I assumed office in 1981,
the U.S. economy was about
$3 trillion. We’ve almost dou-
bled that over the past 12
years. So I know we can nearly
double it again through sus-
tainable real growth over the
coming decade.

With a $10 trillion econo-
my, we could provide the re-
sources, private and public, to
satisfy our most ambitious so-
cial and financial require-
ments. We could simultane-
ously renew America and pay
down our national debt.

So now let me turn to how
we can meet the challenge and
reach our goal.

.

The Context:
Five Changes
Underway in the
Economy

The U.S. economy has
been working its way through
five profound changes. They
establish the context for my
agenda.

The first great change in
our economy is ironically due
to our very success in ending
the Cold War. Since our super-
power rival of the last half
century has dropped out of the

race, we are now able to do
something we have all hoped
for since the close of World

"War II — lighten the load of

the defense burden.

In the short run, this ad-
justment has meant cutbacks
and lay-offs in many indus-
tries that have depended on
defense spending. We must
ease this transition. But in the
medium and long run, reduc-
tions in defense spending will
free up many new resources
for our people and economy.

Second, it seems that al-
most every time you open the
business pages you can find a
story about a major U.S. cor-
poration that is restructuring
itself. Our industries are in
the process of transforming
themselves from old-style hier-
archical organizations to so-
called “flattened pyramids.”
This new industrial organiza-
tion emphasizes a skills-based
workplace, “lean production,”
a “just in time” inventory, and
short product cycles rather
than mass production. Our
companies are integrating
R&D, manufacturing, and
marketing into a seamless web
of innovation. This is a revolu-
tion as dramatic as the one
when Henry Ford led the
country from craft-based pro-
duction to mass manufactur-
ing early in this century. -

”The first great
change in our economy
is ironically due to our
very success in ending
the Cold War.

...we are now able to
do something we have
all hoped for since the
close of World War Il —
lighten the load of the
defense burden.”




We have to make these
adaptations succeed if
America’s industries are to
keep ahead of their interna-
tional competitors. Strong
sales and produectivity increas-
es are the prerequisites for
creating more jobs, boosti\ng
wages, and upgrading
benefits. In fact, it is partly be-
cause of these changes that
our annual growth in manu-
facturing productivity over the
past 10 years was over 50%
higher than in the Carter
years. It’s why American firms
lead the world in exports.

Nevertheless,  these
changes also have produced
layoffs and relocations among
both blue and white collar
workers. Middle-aged bread-
winners are wondering
whether their company will be
the next to make announce-
ments, and they worry about
their jobs, health care, and
pension rights. Some are also
troubled by the prospect that
after sacrificing to send their
kids to college — often the
first generation to attend —
that these children’s diplomas
may not be golden tickets to
security.

Third, the 1980s wiped
away the dismal economic per-
formance of the late *70s. We
enjoyed the longest peacetime
expansion in U.S. history, last-
ing seven and a half years. We

created over 21 million jobs,
more than all the new jobs in

" the other major industrial

countries and the rest of
Western Europe combined. Yet
great booms produce excesses,
and this time too many compa-
nies, too many financial insti-
tutions, and too many house-

" holds took on too much debt.

We have been paying
down that debt — and lower
interest rates have helped us
do it. Millions of people have
refinanced homes at lower
rates, reducing mortgage pay-
ments by as much as $1,200 to
$1,500 a year. When compa-
nies restructured, they paid
down debt, strengthened bal-
ance sheets, and positioned
themselves to enjoy gi‘eater
profits when stronger growth
resumes. This process will
leave our economy leaner and
more powerful. Many firms al-
ready are. But while that debt
was being paid down, people
bought fewer goods, and com-
panies put less money into
new investments and jobs. The
process is largely over, but it
has left consumers and compa-
nies a little cautious.

Fourth, we entered the
’80s with a banking system de-
signed 50 years earlier — an
incongruous relic in an era
when billions of dollars can be
sent around the world in a mi-
crosecond. The United States

entered the 1980s with some
14,000 commercial banks and
4,600 savings and loans. In
comparison, Canada had about
160, and Japan had under
100. The vast majority of those
small U.S. banks and S&Ls
operated in a heavily con-
trolled environment where
their costs of funds were limit-
ed by ceilings on your pass-
book accounts. Other regula-
tions restricted competition by
imposing costs and inefficien-
cies on savers and borrowers.

In the late *70s, this out-of-
date system was buffeted by
record interest and inflation
rates; it was challenged by
competition from new financial
services. As in any other line
of business, the less efficient
institutions could not survive.
But because our banks and
S&Ls held insured deposit ac-
counts for most hardworking
Americans, the streamlining
process had to be managed in
a way that enabled the
Government to protect your
savings. In effect, the
Government picked up these
costs so your savings would be
safe.

This process, too, is near-
ing its end. A strong economy
must have a good banking and
financial system so entrepre-
neurs can get 'caplital, busi-
nesses and farms can gei:
loans, and families can buy



homes and cars. We will have
a more competitive and effi-
cient financial system that will
serve companies and families
better. Over the next few
years, the Government will ac-
tually gain revenues from the
sales of billions of dollars of
assets that it acquired from
banks and S&Ls as it protect-
ed savers. But this process has
left lenders cautious. Business

" borrowing rates and mortgage

rates are way down, but it’s
still too hard for small busi-
nesses to gain access to capital
and credit. We are still taxing
capital too much.

The final economic change
is perhaps the most far-reach-
ing of all: No nation is an is-
land today. We are part of a
global economy. To grow is to
trade; to expand is to compete.
One manufacturing job out of
every six depends directly on
our exports. One acre out of
every three is sowed for sale
abroad.

This international econom-
ic interdependence has three
implications.

One, when growth slumps
abroad, it drags our economy
down with it. Both Western
Europe (especially Germany)
and Japan are going through
major readjustments — and
that has contributed to our
sluggishness.

Two, it means that if
America is going to be strong
and growing in the 21st
Century, we must be ready,
able, and willing to compete
around the globe. We need to
encourage entrepreneurial
capitalism and investment at
home, and at the same time
ensure that our labor force re-
mains the best in the world.

Three, we need to seize op-
portunities to develop new
markets, particularly in areas
that have potential for
significant growth in the fu-
ture. One of the other benefits
of the end of the Cold War is
the extraordinary potential to
expand trade and sales to hun-
dreds of millions of potential
customers who not long ago
were the captives of our
enemies.

M.
Start with
Strengths

In developing an agenda
for the future, we should take
a clear-eyed look at our
strengths as well as weakness-
es. Not surprisingly, the other
side has conveniently skipped
over our country’s many
strengths. Frankly, they want
you to believe America is over
the hill and past its prime. But
they have no more right to

”No nation is an
island today. We are
part of a global
economy. To grow is to
trade; to expand is to
compete. One
manufacturing job out
of every six depends -
directly on our exports.
One acre out of every
three is sowed for sale
abroad.”
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convince you the economy is
worse than it is for political
advantage than I have to un-
derstate the problems. So let
me just note several key facts.

B The Misery Index — the
sum of inflation and unem-
ployment — is down to
10.8% today, from 19.6%
in 1980.

B Inflation has fallen to
roughly 3%, the lowest in
a quarter of a century (ex-
cept for 1986).

B Interest rates are at a 20
year low. Mortgage rates
are now in the 8% range,
half the rate President
Reagan encountered in his
first year. Thanks to these
low rates, more people can
afford to own a home today
than at any time since
1973.

B While unemployment is
still far too hjigh, the share
of the working age popula-
tion with jobs during my
administration has aver-
aged 62.2%, the highest in
U.S. history.

B The United States has the

highest home ownership
rate of all major industri-
alized countries: 66% of
U.S. households own their

own homes, as compared
with 59% in Japan and
40% in Germany.

B The U.S. sends more of its
students on to higher edu-
cation — 68% — than any
other country, well above
the 32% rate in Germany
and 30% in Japan. And
52% of these U.S. students
are women, as compared
with 26% in Japan and
38% in Germany.

B With exports of $622 bil-
lion, the U.S. is the world’s
largest exporting nation.
Exports increased by 40%
during my Administration.

B We produce 25% of the
world’s total output with
5% of the world’s popula-
tion. /

B The
American workers is ap-

productivity of

proximately 26% above
those in Germany and 30%
above those in Japan.

I do not mean to suggest
either that everything is well

or that we do not need to lead .

and manage the changes tak-
ing place in the world and at
home more actively. We do.

But you can’t chart the

stars if you think the sky is

falling. We must know our
strengths before we build on
them. Over the past 12 years,
we increased the U.S. economy
by about $2.8 trillion — that’s
like creating the total size of
the German economy twice
over, So I know our goal of a
$10 trillion economy is attain-
able.

We're also in a strong posi-
tion internationally. But we’re
going to need the national
adaptability and capability to
keep leading our competitors.
And we must have the courage
of our convictions to say “no”
to the wrong sort of changes
for the future — false promis-
es based on false premises —
changes we cannot afford at
this key moment in the world
economic competition.

V.
Guiding
Principles

outlining the
specifics of my agenda, I want
to set out four guiding princi-
ples. An effective strategy

Before

must be dynamic. As new
problems or opportunities pre-
sent themselves, we will need
to make adjustments. Guiding
principles will ensure we fol-
low a consistent path and help
shape our policies into the
future.



First, start with the ba-
sics: We are a nation of special

individuals, not special inter-
ests. Individuals gain primary
strength, protection, and in-
spiration from their families
and communities, not the legal
system or Government social
services. People find their
friends and their enjoyment in
voluntary association with
one another, not in some bu-
reaucrat’s paint-by-numbers
dream.

Individuals, families, com-
munities. That’s where we
start.

. Second, we have to keep to
the fundamentals of sound
economic growth: lower tax
rates, limits on Goyernment
spending, greater competition,
less economic regulation,
sound money, and more open
trade that can free tremen-
dous private initiative and
growth.

. Experience has shown that
these are the steps we need to
take to create jobs, raise
Wages, spur entrepreneurs, ex-
pand capital and investment,
and build businesses.

Third, in the ’90s Govern-
ment can build on these fun-

- damentals by offering opportu-

nity and hope for individuals,
families, and communities.
There is a conservative agenda

for helping people, for re-
sponding to their needs. And
we’ve seen that these are ap-
proaches that work.

We prefer a hand up to a
handout. We want to empower
people to make their own
choices, to break away from
dependency. We want to give
individuals and families eco-
nomic security by giving them
the capital, the capabilities,
and the confidence to decide
for themselves. We want
everyone to have a stake in so-
ciety, to own property, so
everyone will build something
with it for themselves and our
country. Whereas my oppo-
nent’s approach may place a
premium on redistribution and
“leveling,” our programs will
unleash initiative, reward suc-
cess, and encourage excel-
lence. Our approach is to give
people the power to Work,
save, and be their best.

Finally, all our policies
must be brought together ef-
fectively if we-are to prosper
as a people and succeed as a
nation. America must have ap-
propriate new approaches for
the changes at home — just as
we've launched new policies to
lead and manage change
abroad. We must recognize the
interrelationship between do-
mestic and foreign policy —
between economic and security
policy. At the same time, we

“"We have to keep to
the fundamentals of
sound economic
growth: lower tax rates,
limits on Government
spending, greater
competition, less
economic regulation,
sound money, and more
open trade that can free
tremendous private
initiative and growth.”
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must execute our agenda more
effectively with a new
Congréss, state and local >gov-
ernments, and the private sec-
tor. Our aim must be to press
our policies together, as a
package, to make America se-
cure and strong.

Therefore, my Agenda for
American Renewal mandates
action on six interconnected
fronts. Because we: face com-
plex problems, no one solution
will suffice. The whole of these
elements will be a solution
greater than the sum of its
parts:

B Challenging the World: A
Strategic Global Economic
and Trade Policy

B Preparing Our Children
for the 21st Century
Economy

B Sharpening Business’
Competitive Edge: En-
couraging Entrepreneurial
Capitalism

B Promoting Economic Se-
curity for Working People

B Leaving No One Behind:
Economic Opportunity for
Every American

M “Rightsizing” Government

This is how America will
create a $10 trillion economy.

V.

Challenging

the World:

A Strategic
Global Economic
and Trade Policy

During the Cold War, we
built a global security struc-
ture to contain and counter
the Soviet Union and commu-
nist éggression. We forged mil-
itary alliances across the
Atlantic and Pacific that un-
derpinned that structure. In
the post-Cold War era, we
need a strategic global eco-
nomic and trade policy that
will ensure our position as an
economic and export super-
power as well.

We are well positioned to
achieve this goal. We enjoy the
largest fully integrated market
in the world; this gives us
leverage with other countries
that want access to our mar-
ket. Once the Congress enacts
the North American Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA),
our position will be further
strengthened. NAFTA will
open an important market, a
Mexican economy whose
growth prospects will quickly
transform its expanding in-

dustries and consumers into

excellent American customers.
Equally important, the inte-
gration of United States,
Mexican, and Canadian capa-
bilities will improve our global
competitiveness by enabling
American firms to purchase
inputs at lower costs. This will
help U.S. firms to stay in the
forefront of high wage, high
value-added production.

Our geopolitical position is
also advantageous. The United
States is both a Pacific and a
European power; our political
and security ties link us with
the largest and most rapidly
growing economies across both
oceans. Our trans-Pacific trade
already exceeds our Atlantic
trade; that’s one reason why
we helped launch an organiza-
tion for Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation that will further
strengthén our economic ties
with that region. Our own
neighbors — from Central
America to Chile — want to
build bridges of trade with us
so they can build better
economies for their people.

“The ball of liberty,”
Jefferson once wrote, “is now
so well in motion that it will
roll around the globe.” He was

right.

rolled
through Eastern Europe, the

Freedom  has

former Soviet Union, and
Latin America — and the ball




is now in our court. Free peo-
ple and free markets develop
hand in hand. People value
American values. Peoplle want
to buy what we have to sell.
English is the language of
freedom and business.

Our political and economic
ties are complemented by the
appeal of American culture all
around the world. This is a
new “soft power” we can em-
ploy. Today, our movies,
music, and videos are among
our top-selling exports.

Finally, as the primary
founder and the most signi-
ficant proponent of the GATT
global trading system, we con-
tinue to have a strong hand as
long as we use it to truly open
markets, including our own.
The key to America’s growth,
expansion, and innovation has
always been our openness to
trade, investment, ideas, and
people.

Therefore, the next steps in
my strategic trade policy are to
secure Congressional agree-
ment to NAFTA and to com-
plete the global trade negotia-
tions — the so called Uruguay
Round negotiations in GATT.
Our NAFTA agreement will
open doors for American busi-
nesses, workers, and con-
sumers. [t will create good jobs.
Nevertheless, I expect a tough
fight in the Congress in early

1993 because of those special
interests who herd together
with a protectionist purpose.
The global trade negotiations,
in turn, could be very close to a
breakthrough if the United
States continues to act as a
strong world leader. There is a
proposed draft text that estab-
lishes the outlines of a
significant new GATT agree-
ment. Once we assure cuts in
the subsidized agricultural
trade along the lines of that
text — to enable our farmers to
secure their competitive advan-
tage — I believe we will be able
to complete the Uruguay
Round agreement.

An improved global trad-
ing system is, however, only a
base for freer trade, for
stronger investment ties, for
increased global growth. We
need to start to develop a
strategic network of free trade
agreements [FTAs] across the
Atlantic and the Pacific and in
our own hemisphere. This net-
work will stand in sharp con-
trast to the backward blocs of
economic isolation. If we are to
be a true export superpower,
we cannot be tied down to one
region. Instead, my intent is to
use our attractive domestic
market as the basis of a mus-
cular free trade policy that
will strengthen America’s
global economic reach and
complement our worldwide se-
curity presence.

"Free people and free
markets develop hand
in hand. People value
American values. People
want to buy what we
have to sell.”
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By focusing on opeﬁing
markets, I also believe we can
reduce structural barriers to
competition in North America,
Western Europe, Japan, and
elsewhere. Competition will
encourage entrepreneurial
capitalism — at the expense of
entrenched interests —
spurring even greater global

growth.

More specifically, I will
need to secure from the
Congress additional trade ne-
gotiating authority within the
first half of 1993. To overcome
the special interests and the
protectionists, I will need a
mandate from the American
people. If America is going to
be an export and economic su-
perpower, the U.S. President
must take a strong stand on
the negotiation of trade and
economic agreements. The
Congress will read vacillation
and equivocation as weakness,
and the national interest will
lose out to the logrolling trade-
offs of Congressional business
as usual. That’s one very big
issue at stake in this election.

With new negotiating au-
thority, I will pursue new
trading and economic opportu-
nities in Latin America under
my Enterprise for the
Americas Initiative, starting
with Chile. I would also like to
work towards FTAs with
Poland, Hungary, and Czecho-

slovakia by the end of my sec-
ond term. And I would explore
the possibility of a connection
between NAFTA and the
ASEAN FTA, or AFTA. It will
not take long for other coun-
tries to begin to express their
interest in new trade and busi-
ness ties with us. For example,
leaders in Australia and Korea
have already spoken of their
interest in forging closer eco-
nomic ties.

Some see new threats, oth-
ers see old enemies. I see new
markets, new opportunities,
new jobs.

As we develop this eco-
nomie and trading network for
the 21st Century, I will fight
hard to promote American
trading interests. For exam-
ple, I am committed to a siz-
able Export Enhancement
Program [EEP] to ensure that
our farmers can go head-to-

head with the European -

Community’s subsidized agri-
cultural exports. We know
from our experience with mili-
tary security that the key to
economic security must be
based on “Peace Through

Strength” — not unilateral

disarmament. That’s why I re-
cently announced the largest
quantity of wheat ever avail-
able under our EEP program
— almost 30 million metric
tons to 28 customers.

I will ensure that our
ExIm Bank and the Overseas
Private Investment Corpora-
tion (OPIC) work with teams
of our ambassadors to develop
trade and investment opportu-
nities for U.S. firms. We've al-
ready begun this with the six
ASEAN countries — and. it’s
working. I will particularly
stress helping America’s small
businesspeople to develop

trading opportunities. These

companies look small — but
they trade big. I know. I start-
ed my own. And I have visited
small factories all across the
United States that first sur-
vived and then prospered by
taking on the foreign competi-
tion. I know Americans can do
it.

VL.

Preparing Our
Children for the
2ist Century
Economy

In the 21st Century our
greatest national resource will -
be our people. Materials, ma-
chines, and methods will come
and go, but the American
worker will remain the key to
our economic security. Since
the workplace of the 21st
Century will be constantly
changing, we need to prepare
the -American people to adapt
to and direct the process of




change. Therefore, our kids
must arrive at school ready to
grow, and they need schools
where they will learn how to
keep learning all their lives.

Our New American

" Schools will help prepare our

children to become the con-
tributing citizens of tomorrow.
Equally important, we want to
enhance children’s sense of
self-worth, their confidence,
their sense of participation in
a larger community and soci-
ety. This is the conservative
philosophy of empowerment,
helping people to help them-
selves.

I want to do my best to
help all children come into the
world as truly “created equal.”
That’s why I am more than
doubling funding for a Healthy
Start initiative that targets
communities with high infant
mortality rates. We are also
increasing prenatal care, nu-
trition services, and substance
abuse treatment for pregnant
women. And I want everyone
to spread the word that every
parent must share the gift of
good health with their chil-
dren.

We need to focus especial-
ly on the preschool years, so
that children coming to school

are healthy and curious,
Funding for the Women,
Infants and Children Nutri-

tion Assistance program (WIC)
has grown 258% between 1980
and 1992; ﬁly request for an
additional $240 million for
1993 brings the annual cost to
$2.8 billion.

I have also increased fund-
ing for the Head Start pro-
gram by 127% — for a total of
$2.8 billion in 1993. That in-
cludes an additional $600 mil-
lion increase for next year —
‘an unprecedented 27% annual
jump — so that a year of Head
Start will be available for
every eligible four-year old
whose parents want to partici-
pate. (Under my budget, al-
most. 800,000 children will re-
ceive a year of Head Start be-
fore entering elementary
school.)

Child immunizations are
also vital to safeguard our
kids’ health. Every year since
1981-82, 95% or more of the
children entering elementary
school have been immunized
against the. vaccine-pre-
ventable diseases. Now we are
focusing greater attention on
preschool children. My 1993
budget calls for an 18% in-
crease in child immunization
grants.

I want the United States
to offer opportunity and en-
courage excellence; we must be
fully capable of competing in a
global economy. Therefore, it
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”Materials, machin'e_s,v
and methods will come
and go, but the
American worker will
remain the key to our
economic security. Since
the workplace of the
21st Century will be
constantly changing, we
need to prepare the
American people to
adapt to énd direct the
process of change.
Therefore, our kids must
arrive at school ready to
grow; and they need
schools where they will

- learn how to keep

learning all their lives.”
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is imperative that our educa-
tional system prepare and
point the way. for-our children.
As in the past, education
should be the ladder that the
child of modest means can
climb to better him or her self.

Our current school system
is falling short of these needs
— and the poor are hurt most.
Only 19 out of 66 public high
schools in Chicago graduate
more than half their étudents,
and many of these graduates
can barely read or write.

Our educational establish-
ment is caught in a sort of
time warp, a system created
for another age when the
needs were not the same, chil-
dren grew up differently, and
adults rarely changed jobs.

Money alone is not the an-
swer — the United States al-
ready spends more per pupil
than any other country but
Switzerland. And funding for
the Education Deparfment has
increased 41% over my term.

The answer is a radical

overhaul of our educational
system. If we want to change
our country, we’ve got to
change our schools. That’s
what my America 2000 pro-
gram is all about.

Our kids can’t beat world
class competition if they can’t

meet world-class standards.
We are moving ahead with the
development of these stan-
dards -in math, science,
English, history, geography,
arts, and civics.

Second, we need voluntary
national achievement tests to
measure the progress of our
students. That way we can
compare the performance of
different schools in helping
our children achieve the na-
tional standards.

Third, we need to give
schools the flexibility to be-
come educational entrepre-
neurs — to figure out the best
ways to motivate our children,
use technology, include par-
ents, and involve new types of
teachers. We will create
“Education Enterprise Zones.”
There is no parti’cﬁlar reason
why schools have to end at
3 p.m. so that students can sit

in front of the TV for five -

hours a day. We need to free
school administrators and
teachers from rules, regula-
tions, and reports that have
become a poor substitute for
student achievement; we can
do away with red tape once we
institute a new testing system
that evaluates schools not on
the basis of how many forms

they complete, but of how.

many minds they prepare.

Finally, we must take

school choice off the adminis-
trator’s desk and put it back
on the kitchen table. Choice is
critical to the success of the
whole, integrated overhaul of
our educational system.
Competition, the underlying
principle for this radical re-
form, will not work unless we
give consumers the ability to
choose.

Wealthy families already
have this choice for their chil-
dren. Many of the people that
you saw at the Democratic
National Convention have this
choice for their children. Why
shouldn’t you have this choice
for your children?

Chicago’s public school
teachers — 46% of them —
send their kids to private
schools. But my opponent and

his special interest supporters .

don’t think you should have
the same choice unless you are
privileged enough to afford it.

One of the greatest educa-
tional innovations in this
country was the passage of the
GI Bill after World War II. No
one told my generation that a
vet couldn’t go to Notre Dame
or Brigham Young or Baylor or

"Howard or Yeshiva.

So I want a “GI Bill for
Children” to help give lower
and middle income families
the means to select any school:
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public, private, or religious. I
also want scholarships avail-
able to be spent on after-
school, Saturday and summer
academic programs.

For those who argue that
my approach will weaken the
public school system, I would
remind them that the first GI
Bill was a tremendous boon for
public universities. Or listen
to Starr Parker, a small busi-
ness owner actively promoting
choice in the Black communi-
ty, who put it this way: “The
rich have choice now. When I
was on welfare, there was no
way I could put my child in
school. It’s time we stop con-
demning the poor to a monop-
oly education system.”

We've

significant progress in starting

already made

this radical reform agenda.
Some 44 states, and over 1700
communities, have already
adopted my new national edu-
cation strategy — America
2000. Indeed, this progress of-
fers a good example of my
commitment to pursue my
agenda whether or not
Congress dawdles. If Congress
balks, I will work with gover-
nors, state legislators, commu-
nity officials, and the private
sector.

I hope the new Congress
will not remain an apple pol-
isher for the educational es-

tablishment and special inter-
ests that want to resist this
revolution. A new system of
education in this country is
probably the most important
ingredient over time in mak-
ing America the winning eco-
nomic and export superpower
in the post-Cold War era.

This must not only be my
agenda, but yours, too. I will
fight to give parents in
America the right to choose
the school their children will
attend, but you need to help,
too. After you check out of
work, check into your child’s
homework. Talk to your child’s
teacher. Join your local PTA.
My approach — America 2000
— relies on parental, business,
and community involvement
in creating new schools that
break the mold.

I put the family at the cen-
ter of our society. Government
must try to help families —
not replace them. When it
comes to choices for our chil-
dren, parents really do know
best. We should increase the
range of choices available to
parents, and Government as-
sistance should be targeted to
those families most in need.

The other side may talk
about similar problems, but
they are approaching them
with a fundamentally different

ideology. You can see the con-
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for their children. Many
of the people that you -
saw at the Democratic
National Convention
have this choice for their
children. Why shouldn’t
you have this choice for
your children?”
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trast not only in education,
but in health care, or in the
debate that took place over my
child care proposal, which we
fought for and managed to
enact into law. The opposition
prefers uniformity to variety
and choice. Because they place
a higher value on “leveling” so-
ciety, they will tend to rely on
Government bureaucracies to
offer “standard service.” My
approach to education, child
care, health care, and other
topics is to rely on a diverse
private sector to supply the
service and to empower fami-
lies to make their own choices.
I don’t want to pull everyone
down to make them equal. I
want to give everyone the tools
to climb as high as they can
dream.

VIL.

Sharpening
Business’
Competitive
Edge:
Encouraging
Entrepreneurial
Capitalism

Our ultimate success as an
econoniic superpower is depen-
dent on encouraging the entre-
preneurial spirit of our private
businesses. 1 call it entrepre-
neurial capitalism, and I saw
it work when I started a small

business in Texas. I also call it
common sense.

You allow people to keep
most of what they produce,
and they will produce more
than they can use, the rest
being capital. You invite peo-
ple to risk failure by allowing

them to keep the rewards of

success, and they will keep
trying until they succeed.

When capital is taxed
lightly, it becomes abundant.
When it is taxed heavily, as it
is now, it becomes scarce,
available only to those at the
top, who need it least of all.
That’s not what I want. Even
Jesse Jackson put it this way:
“Subtract capital from capital-
ism and all that’s left is the
‘ism’.” If capital were abun-
dant, labor would become
scarcer. And the unemploy-
ment lines would shrink.
That’s what I want.

So I want to cut the capital
gains tax and index it for
inflation. I want to create en-
terprise zones in inner city
and rural areas. I want to
make the R&D tax credit per-
manent. I want to provide an
additional first-year deprecia-

tion allowance for purchases of .

property.

Those are fundamentals.

In addition, there are three
other ways we need to sharpen

the competitive edge of
American business:

B strengthen small business;

B support civilian R&D
linked to a research exten-
sion network; and

B reform our costly legal

system.

A. '
Strengthen
Small Business

Small business is the
backbone of a growing econo-

my. Small businesses create

two thirds of our new jobs;
they account for 39% of our
GNP.

I am seeking to aid small
businesses by reducing costly
tax and regulatory burdens,

increasing access to credit, -

and removing barriers to com-
petition.

I have taken steps de-
signed specifically to ease the
tax burden on small business-
es. For example, the IRS has
prdposed regulations to allow
small businesses to deposit
payroll taxes on a monthly

~ basis. And it has released a
ruling allowing over 16 million

sole proprietors to deduct tax
preparation fees as a business
expense rather than as a limit-
ed itemized deduction.

s
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I want to build on these
actions. For example, we are
working on a Single Wage
Reporting System that would
permit businesses to report
state and federal wage infor-
mation through a single enti-
ty, thereby consolidating tax
reporting requirements and
reducing the burden.

'In coming weeks I will talk
more about ways we can en-
courage small businesspeople
and the jobs they create.

On the regulatory front, I
have extended for one year the
freeze on paperwork and un-
necessary federal regulation
that I imposed last winter; the
federal regulatory weight hits
small businesses particularly
hard. I have also instructed
federal agencies to look for
ways to modify existing regu-
lations that impose a special
economic burden on small
business. For example, to in-
crease access to capital for
small businesses, the SEC has
announced proposals to reduce

and in some cases eliminate

the public disclosure require-
" ment for small companies is-
suing stock.

Since small businesses are
particularly vulnerable when
credit is tight, we have to help
them as our financial system
is restructuring. That’s why
we have authorized over $6

billion in general business
loan guarantees through .SBA
in 1992 — an increase of more
than 50% above 1991.

SBA’s New England

 Lending and Recovery Project

is a pilot effort that extends
credit to viable small firms
when access is limited because
banks are having difficulty. If
it works well and is needed,
I'll expand the project to other
regions. We also have worked
with bank regulators to base
real estate values on income
earning potential rather than
liquidation value. We have
taken steps to restructure the
small business investment
program, the only venture cap-
ital program in the Govern-
ment. And we are developing
ways to offer special financing
to exporting entrepreneurs.

Through its procurement
assistance program, SBA
helped small businesses se-
cure federal contracts worth
over $35 billion in FY 90 —
almost 20% of all prime con-
tracts let during that year.

To ensure that small busi-
nesses can help their commu-
nities overcome disasters, we
will be pressing forward with
approximately $1.7 billion in
low-interest loans to small
Florida,
Louisiana, California, and

businesses in

elsewhere.
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regulatory burdens,
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barriers to
competition.”




Finally, we need-to help

small business by removing

burdens to competition. My
health care reforms would re-
duce costs for small businesses
without costly Government
mandates or higher taxes.
Enactment of my legislation to
establish uniform federal law
on product liability would re-
lieve a major competitive

‘handicap that is keeping new

products from the market,
boosting insurance costs sky
high, and killing jobs.

B.
Support Civilian R&D

To be the world’s economic
leader tomorrow, we clearly
have to invest in R&D and
new technologies today. Given
the pace of change, we have to
both come up with new inven-
tions and organize ourselves to
deploy new technology without
delay.

The changes in industrial
organization that I described
earlier have three major impli-
cations for technology develop-
ment. First, the more rapid
product development cycle
places a premium on bringing
an idea quickly from the lab to
the marketplace. Second, we
need to put new technologies
to work in all applications in
order to reap the full competi-
tive and economic benefits
from our R&D. While

Americans invented VCR tech-
nology and the FAX machine,
we did not capitalize on their
explosive popularity. Third, we
need to rely increasingly on
flexible, agile manufacturing,
rather than old style mass pro-
duction. We should have the
capability to make a variety of
products quickly and economi-
cally — a process character-
ized by short product cycles,
but also high quality output.
. W
Taken together, these de-
velopments emphasize decen-
tralization — an approach ex-
actly opposite to my oppo-
nent’s “national industrial
policies” led by Government
bureaucrats. We need to get
technology development, pro-
duction, and marketing closer
to/the consumer, not further
away. Moreover, my oppo-
nent’s call for a cut in support
for university-based research
will hurt the development of
cutting edge technology.

My agenda will increase
funding for basic research and
complement that work with a
focus on applied research and
development. Despite cuts by
Congress, we have managed to
increase funding for basic re-
search by 26% since 1989 — to
a record level. We are support-
ing applied R&D through a
series of new, high pay-off
investments in critical
technologies:

M a High Performance

Computing and Communi-
cations Initiative that will
enable the development of
a thousand-fold increase in
computing capability by
1996 and a one hundred-
fold increase in communi-
cations speed.

B an initiative to improve
the manufacturing and
performance of materials
— improvements that will
enable advances in a wide
range of other technolo-

gies.

B an expanded program in
biotechnology research
with applications in
health, agriculture, and
environmental protection.

B the establishment of the
U.S. Advanced Battery
consortium, a jointly-fund-
ed four-year effort to de-
velop an advanced battery
for an emissions-free
electric car.

M a significant increase in
our aeronautics research
budget, underscoring the
importance we place on
the U.S. aeronautics in-
dustry in an increasingly
competitive global market
place.
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H the establishment of seven
regional manufacturing
technology centers for the
distribution of modern
manufacturing tools, such
as computer-aided design,
numerically-controlled ma-
chines, and robotics.

These efforts to develop
and apply new technologies
need to be complemented by
the identification and removal
of barriers to the private sec-
tor’s ability to bring new prod-
ucts and services to the mar-
ket. That’s why my regulatory
reform efforts — including a
process that subjects regula-
tions to a competitiveness
analysis while still protecting
health and saféty, and a pro-
posal to “sunset” regulations
— are critical to supporting
our enhanced technology
development.

Just take one example: my
opponent has proposed a
major new Federal Govern-
ment investment in the field of
national telecommunications
networks at the exact time
that our private sector is seek-
ing to develop such a network
on its own, but has been
stopped from doing so by fed-
eral regulations.

C.
Reform Our
Legal System

Our competitive edge will
be dulled if businesses are con-
tinually handicapped by a
legal system that serves
lawyers but frightens people.
Therefore, another component
of my agenda is a reform of the
American civil justice system.

America has suffered a
civil litigation explosion. Over
the past 30 years, federal law-
suits have almost tripled.
Instead of being fast, fair, and

affordable, our civil justice

system is slow, expensive, and
putting us at a global disad-
vantage.

Long delays in dispute res-
olution waste valuable judicial
resources, force early settle-
ment by those who cannot af-
ford to wait, discourage those
who have meritorious suits,
and encourage frivolous suits
by those who hope to leverage
unjust settlements. High puni-
tive damage awards are
passed on to consumers
through higher prices, job
cuts, higher insurance, and
fewer new products.

According to a soon-to-be
released study by the National
Association of Manufacturers,
Americans spend up to $200
billion a year just on direct
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suffered a civil litigation
explosion. Over the past
30 years, federal
lawsuits have almost
tripled. Instead of being
fast, fair, and affordable,
our civil justice system is
slow, expensive, and
putting us at a global
disadvantage.”
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costs to lawyers. That does not
even count lawyers on payrolls
or the money spent on court
settlements.

Our legal system is killing
our international competitive-
ness. Other nations do not face
high domestic litigation costs.
Foreign companies only need
6% of the product liability in-
surance our firms must carry
because we do not have uni-
form state standards for prod-
uct liability and punitive
damages.

The litigation explosion af-
fects everyone. High liability
costs have closed playgrounds
and pools, forcing kids on to
the street with nothing to do.
Some companies are afraid to
offer products at home that
are available overseas because
they fear the liability.

My product liability re-
form legislation confronts the
trial lawyers head on. I want
to stop wide variation among
states’ product liability rules;
stop important products from
being kept off the market; stop
excessive litigation costs with
more money going to lawyers
than to injured consumers; cut
excessive insurance rates; and
end excessive consumer costs.

My “Access to Justice Act
of 1992” is intended to restore

fairness and efficiency to the

nation’s civil justice system
through: alternatives to feder-
al civil trials such as alterna-
tive dispute resolution; incen-
tives for pre-litigation settle-
ment, including pre-complaint
notification; and a “loser pays”
rule requiring the loser to pay
the winner’s legal fees in suits
involving federal diversity
jurisdiction.

We also need to continue
our work with the states to en-
courage fundamental change
at the state and local level.

Lawyers, especially trial
lawyers, are a powerful vested
interest in our society. They
are well represented in
Congress and high on the lists
of political contributors. My
opponent knows them very
well, But this is é:problem too
important to leave to the
lawyers and their friends in
high places. We must sue each
other less and care for each
other more.

VIIL

Promoting
Economic
Security for
Working People

The American businesses
of the 21st Century will need
workers who will bring them
to life and keep them ahead of

our competition. To be able to
contribute and concentrate,
working men and women will
want to know that they can
enjoy economic opportunity
and security. We can only
achieve true security by devel-
oping people’s capability, not
dependency. And we can best
supply security through the
private sector, not Govern-
ment bureaucracies.

It will be Government’s
role to expedite workers’ ad-
justments in a fast-changing

~marketplace, provide people

the means to work and take
care of their families, and arm
people to face the future by
empowering them to make
their own choices. In particu-
lar, we can enable families to
focus on building a future by
alleviating their fears about
one of the single biggest costs
and problems that can knock
them back: health care. And
we can help foster retirement
security through encouraging
portable pension savings.

A.
Job Training

Given the rapidity of
change in the international
and domestic marketplace, we
have to prepare people for the
prospect of changing jobs and
learning new skills many
times throughout the course of
a productive life. Therefore,

(WY




we need a range of job training
and placement services — for
young people, factory workers,
white collar employees, and
particularly during this peri-
od, defense industry workers.

That’s why one important
portion of my recently-an-
nounced workforce adjustment
initiative is designed to shift
the Government away from
the old narrowly defined, ex-
pensive, and less effective
trade adjustment assistance
that paid people off without
giving them real help to get
back the work.

Work means more than in-
come to Americans. It is also
fundamental to people’s self-
esteem, their self-confidence,
and the respect of others.
These are attitudes, values,
that I want to encourage. I
want all Americans to be
builders — for their families,
their communities, their coun-
try. To encourage the work
ethic, we need to make every
effort to match people with the
jobs created by our entrepre-
neurial capitalism.

The three key features of
my job training proposal are:
(1) universal coverage, so all
dislocated workers will have
access to basic transition as-
sistance and training support;
(2) skill grant vouchers of up
to $3000 to help meet the costs

of adding new skills and train-
ing; and (3) a tripling of the re-
sources currently devoted to
training and worker adjust-
ment, an allocation of $10 bil-
lion over five years.

This proposal builds on my
January plan to streamline
the federal job training system
through “one-stop shopping” in
every community. Experience
has demonstrated that the
most effective training and
placement services are those
closely developed with local
employers through private in-
dustry councils. That way the
training is designed to develop
skills that employers know
they will need.

My expanded job training
efforts will also be specially
designed to help those who
may need to change jobs or
careers as a result of NAFTA
or other trade agreements
and the downsizing of our de-
fense-related industries. But
we will ensure that we offer
training and placement to all
workers.

These dislocated workers
would be eligible to receive
three types of assistance: (1)
transition-assistance that in-
cludes skills assessment, coun-
seling, job-search assistance,

and job referral; (2) training -

assistance in the form of skill
grants; and (3) transition
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”Work means more
than income to
Americans. It is also
fundamental to
people’s self-esteem,
their self-confidence,
and the respectof
others. These are
attitudes, values, that |
want to encourage. |
want all Americans to
be builders — for their
families, their
communities, their

country.”
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income support where néces-
sary for workers completing
retraining.

I’ve also proposed a
specially-targeted Youth Skills

Initiative.

A new Youth Training

-Corps will provide economical-

ly and socially disadvantaged
young people with intensive
vocational training through 55
residential YTC centers na-
tionwide; these centers will be
located primarily in rural
areas and will seek to utilize
converted defense facilities,
putting them to good use. The
YTC will draw from the mili-
tary’s high level of leadership
and training expertise by giv-
ing a hiring preference to indi-
viduals leaving our armed
forces. The discipline that tri-
umphed in Desert Storm can
win at home, too.

I will also complement the
YTC with a “Treat and Train”
program to strengthen exist-
ing youth drug training pro-
grams.

To help meet the needs of
young beopIe not planning to
go on to college, I will expand
the National Youth Appren-
ticeship Program that I began
in January. This program of-
fers high school juniors and se-
niors a combination of class-
room instruction and a struc-

tured, paid, work-experience

_program. I want student ap-

prentices to receive both a
high school diploma and a
widely recognized certificate of
skill competency. Students
will also have the opportunity
to continue training at the
post-secondary level.

I started my Apprentice-
ship Program as a demonstra-
tion program in 6 states; in my.
second term, I will expand it to
all 50.

Finally, I will more than
double the size of the present
JROTC program, a very suc-
cessful and popular partner-
ship between the military and
schools. JROTC emphasizes
self-discipline, values, citizen-
ship, personal responsibility,
and staying in school — it’s a
first class alternative to drugs
and gangs. My goal is to estab-
lish 2,900 JROTC units by
1994. Initially, we will expand
this program in inner-city high
schools, but I want to make
JROTC available to every high
school across the country that
requests it. This program is
another way in which we can
relate the successful experi-
ence of America’s veterans to
the next generation.

B. '
Affordable
Health Care for
All Americans

The economic security of
men and women requires a
major reform of the U.S.
health care system. The pre-
sent system provides high
quality, high-tech medicine,
but at an unacceptable price:
spending has increased at a
rate two to three times the
rest of the economy; thirty-
four million ‘Americans have
no health insurance; and mil-
lions more are afraid to
change jobs for fear of losing
their health insurance.

My program will build on
the strengthé of the system —
consumer choice, innovation,
and state of the art medicine
— while controlling costs and
expanding access.

I want to guaranteeﬁ access
tohealth insurance for all poor
families through tax credits

"(or vouchers for those who

don’t pay taxes) sufficient to
pay for a basic health insur-
ance plan ($3,750 for a family).
Other low and middle income
families would .get tax relief to
partially offset the cost of their
health insurance. In total,
some 95 million Americans
will benefit.
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My program also includes:

provisions that encourage
small businesses to develop
less costly health care in-
surance networks for their
employees by combining re-
sources to achieve broader
risk sharing, economies of
scale, and purchasing
power;

“job lock” protection for em-
ployees and their families
so that they will not lose
coverage if and when a per-
son changes jobs;

guaranteed insurability S0
that people with “preexist-
ing” illnesses cannot be de-
nied a job or health cover-
age on the job;

100% tax deductibility of
health care premiums paid
by the self-employed, as
compared to the present
25% deductibility;

malpractice reforms that
will reduce the number of
unnecessary procedures
performed on patients and
thereby reduce the cost of
medical care; and

reforms to encourage wide-
spread use of electronic
billing to save an estimated
$11 billion a year in paper
costs.

Taken together, my pro-
gram would cut health care
costs by $394 billion over five
years through preventive care,
malpractice reform, reducing
defensive medicine, encourag-
ing enrollment in cost-effective
health plans, arming con-
sumers with information
about cost and quality, and
eliminating administrative
waste and unnecessary paper-
work.

I believe we can provide
access to affordable health
care for all Americans, while
preserving choice for patients
and their families in selecting
doctors, hospitals, health care
programs, and employment.
My approach, in contrast with
my opposition, relies on the
private sector to deliver health
care services. But I would
make the market work for us
by enhancing competition,
which will cut costs. My mal-
practice reforms would cut
costs further by removing the
fear of lawsuits that leads to
wasteful procedures.

I firmly believe that a
move to national health insur-
ance, as some of my opponents
want, would be a major, irre-
trievable mistake. That course
would turn over the health
care sector — a full 13% of our
economy — to the Govern-
ment. The result would be
more bureaucracy, rationed
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provide access to
affordable health care
for all Americans, while
preserving choice for
patients and their
families in selecting
doctors, hospitals,
health care programs,
and employment,”
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care, inefficiency, and, in the
end, even higher costs.

My opponent’s “play or
pay” approach winds up in the
same place as natjonalized,
bureaucratic health insurance
— but through a different
route. And it is likely to kill a
lot of jobs along the way, espe-
cially in small businesses.
Increasing the costs of labor —
the “play” in his approach —
will lead businesses to hire
fewer workers. Offering the al-
ternative of Government-
sponsored health care paid for
with new taxes on payrolls —
the “pay” — will dump the
problem in the lap of a
Government bureaucracy with
the costs paid for by business-
es and workers.

C
Pension Portability

I have also been concerned
about the ability of workers to
preserve their retirement pen-
sions as they change jobs. This
is a growing need because of
the increased likelihood that
most workers will have more
than one employer over the
course of their working years.

I prbposed an initiative

last year to increase pension -

portability, expand pension
coverage, and simplify the law
governing pension plans. And

I am pleased that I was able to-

sign a law this summer that
incorporated my portability
proposal. The new law en-
hances retirement security by
permitting workers to transfer
accrued pension benefits di-
rectly to an IRA or to their
new employer’s pension plan.

Despite this improvement,
I believe we must continue to
look for ways to make it easier
for workers who change jobs to
take pensions with them. We
need to eliminate incentives to

“cash o‘ut” benefits and in-

crease incentives to save for
the future.

Job training, afford-
able health care, retirement
security — when combined
with a new system of educa-
tion and entrepreneurial, com-
petitive business, we can offer
working men and women real
economic security in the 2lst
Century.

IX.

Leaving No
One Behind:
Economic
Opportunity for
Every American

For over 200 years, the

most exceptional aspect of
American society has been the
belief, the hope, that this is a
land where people can make a

better life for themselves and

their children. It’s this spirit, -

the commitment to the
American Dream, that has
made our country and our so-
ciety the most dynamic in the
world.

If we are going to use that
energy to drive us forward into
the 21st Century, we will need
to tap the aspirations of each
and every one of our citizens.
No one should be left behind
for want of opportunity.

Many of the programs that
I have discussed above —
health care for all Americans,
child care, job training, pen-
sion portability, a new compet-
itive school system based on
community involvement and
choice for all American fami-
lies — support my plan to em-
power all Americans to make
their own choices and better
their lives. But I believe we
need to do more for certain cit-
izens who have fallen too far
behind.

My philosophy for en-
abling all Americans to share
the American Dream is sim-
ple: it’s based on property and
work. Our urban and welfare
programs must be designed to
enable people to break the
cycle of poverty, get back on
their feet, get back to work,
and take responsibility for
their own choices and their
own lives.
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I disagree with the failed
logic of “welfare rights” and its
emphasis on entitlement. I
disagree with “income mainte-
nance” strategies — strategies
that merely maintain poverty
and contain potential.

Our goal should not be
more dependence — but rather
a mnew Declaration of
Independence — to help peo-
ple develop the human and
financial capital to share the
American Dream. We have
taken the first step with our
implementation of the welfare-
to-work logic of the Family
Support Act of 1988. We have
been encouraging flexible and
innovative implementation
through waivers that enable
states to develop new pro-
grams to enhance parental
and family responsibility and
to insist on education and job

training for those on welfare.

Welfare policies won’t work
unless people do.

In our inner cities, we
need to restore hope by clear-
ing away the handicap of
crime, building a core of prop-
erty owners, creating business
incentives, restoring infra-
structure, and focusing our
programs 'on work and
discipline.

Enterprise zones can cre-
ate solid economic foundations
in distressed communities.

Our “Weed and Seed” effort
can help reclaim and revitalize
impoverished and embattled
communities by eliminating
the fear of drugs and violence,
targeting coordinated human
services programs, and im-
proving the housing stock and
infrastructure.

We also need to extend op-
portunity by enabling lower
income families to build assets
— for example, by allowing aid
recipients to accumulate high-
er savings without losing their
eligibility.

And we need to expand
homeowner opportunities for
lower and middle income fami-
lies. For example, HOPE
grants enable more inner-city
people to own their own
homes. Our $5,000 tax credit
for first-time home buyers
would help; so would permit-
ting voucher recipients to
apply their rental subsidies to-
ward the purchase of a home.

We can enhance the
choice, quality, and avail-
ability of housing through af-
fordable rent subsidies in the
form of housing vouchers, and
through our “Perestroika in
Public Housing” program that
widens opportunities for pub-
lic housing tenants to change
the management of troubled
projects.
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”My philosophy for
enabling all Americans
to share the American
Dream is simple: it’s
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welfare programs must
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back to work, and take
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This property and work-
based approach need not be
more expensive than the tradi-
tional welfare bureaucracy.
For example, over the past 12
years, federal spending for low
income assistance doubled
even after inflation — from
$9.1 billion in 1980 to $18.3
billion this year (both in 1992
dollars). This year, HUD is
providing housing assistance
to 4.6 million low-income fami-
lies, up from 3.1 million in
1980. I have tried to rechannel
some of this funding to vouch-
ers because they are more
cost effective than con-
structing new public housing
units. Furthermore, families
wouldn’t have to wait five
years for the units to be built,
and the vouchers give families
more choice.

For too long, Congress has
stubbornly refused to discard
failed programs that perpetu-
ate welfare dependency. No
doubt, many of these programs
were well intentioned. But
now we know better. Give us a
chance to try a different ap-
proach that will empower peo-
ple to help themselves, to
build some capital for their
families, to make choices that
develop self-respect and disci-
pline. That’s the real way to
offer economic opportunity for
every American, to leave no
one behind.

X.
“Rightsizing”
Government

My blueprint envisages an
important Government role to
make a secure and strong
America. But it is also impor-
tant that Government not
siphon off more private re-
sources than are absolutely
necessary to perform the func-
tions that will help us win the
economic competition. Because
an overweight Government —
serving itself seconds rather
than serving the people first —
will weigh us down in the race
of a new era.

Much of my agenda can be
accomplished simply by redi-
recting current funding away
from bureaucracies and to-
wards people. My agenda em-
powers people with the means
to work, own property, build
capital, raise families, and be
effective contributors within
our private market economy.
Some of my ideas — legal and
health care reforms, for
example — should even help
us save money.

Contrary to the assertions
of some politicians and special
interest groups, spending as a
percentage of the nation’s
GDP has been going up, not
down. In 1991, the Federal
Government spent 23.5% of

S

what our nation produced.
That compares with 17.6% in
1965, 19.9% in 1970, 22.0% in
1975, and 22.3% in 1980. So
not only has Government
grown as the economy has
grown, but Government is tak-
ing a bigger share. The
American people are not taxed
too little.
Government spends too much.

The American

In my acceptance speech I '
noted some of the efforts I will
make to hold down spending. I
have proposed capping the
growth of mandatory spend-
ing, other than social security.
That would still permit spend-
ing at present levels plus an
adjustment for inflation and
population growth. Yet this
cap would save $294 billion
over five years.

To start to implement this
cap, I have proposed over $72
billion in specific spending
cuts for “mandatory” programs
(FY93-97). If you add these
proposed cuts to others I have
previously called for but which
Congress has not yet enacted,
my specific cuts would total
about $132 billion over five
years. I have also proposed
the outright elimination of
246 specific discretionary
programs..

By way of comparison, my
opponent has specifically pro-
posed less than $5 billion in




cuts in mandatory programs.
And he has singled out only
one program for elimination —
the honeybee subsidy pro-
gram, which his running mate
voted four times to retain.

Furthermore, I proposed
freezing all other spending,
and I will enforce this freeze
by vetoing any bill Congress
sends me that spends more
than I asked for in my budget.

T've asked Congress for the
line item veto, a disciplinary
tool used effectively by the
governors of 43 states. This
veto authority is important not
only to help cut, but to in-
crease a President’s leverage
with a Congress that seeks to
tax more and spend more.

Government should be
subject to the discipline of a
balanced budget amendment.
State governments operate
that way. Businesses operate
that way. Families operate
that way. And given the
breakdown of Congressional
discipline, we need an amend-
ment to ensure that the
Federal Government operates
that way, too. If we had had
such an amendment years ago,
we wouldn’t be paying almost
$200 billion dollars a year now
on interest for the debt left us
by earlier Congresses.

I also believe taxpayers
should have the right to direct
10% of their tax payments to
reduce debt and spending

" through a “check-off” on their

tax forms. If all taxpayers took
the full 10%, the cut would be
about $50 billion. That’s only
3% of the Federal budget of
about $1.5 trillion. Since feder-
al spending has been growing
at a rate of about 8% per year,
even this proposed cut would
still enable spending to grow;
it would just grow more
slowly.

Some editorialists dismiss
my checkoff proposal, but the
American people seem to like
it, and I think I know why. My
proposal traces its roots to an
American tradition. At the
turn of this century, many
people were concerned that
the Government establish-
ment was slipping away from
the people it was supposed to
serve. This movement led to
such venerable “gimmicks” as
referenda, the right of recall,
and the direct election of U.S.
Senators. The idea of term
limits for Senators and
Congressmen, which I fully
support, is another reform of
this type. At the time each was
proposed, the conventional
thinkers chuckled at the
changes. The same is true
today. Given the complete
breakdown in spending disci-
pline in Congress, it’s time
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”Government should
be subject to the
discipline of a balanced
budget amendment.
State governments
operate that way.
Businesses operate that
way. Families operate
that way. And given the
breakdown of
Congressional discipline,
we need an
amendment to ensure
that the Federal
Government operates
that way, too.”
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that we insist on compensat-
ing reforms that give the peo-
ple a bigger say in the direc-
tion of Federal Government
spending. I say it’s time to give
the people the power to cut the
deficit.

The size and structure of
the Government also needs to
be slimmed down and
changed. The organization of
the Federal Government
reflects ways of doing business
that are now 30 to 50 years
old. Companies all across
America have been restructur-
ing, cutting costs, becoming
more efficient — preparing to
be more competitive in a fast-
changing marketplace. I be-
lieve the Federal Government
can and should do the same
thing. I believe a streamlining
of the Federal Government
should include three elements:

First, I will cut the operat-
ing budget of the Executive
Office of the President by 33%
if Congress agrees to subject
its operations to a cut of the
same size. With fewer
Congressional staffers badger-
ing the Executive Branch, I
know we can cut costs by that
amount. Second, I believe all
federal employees earning
above $75,000 a year should
be subject to a 5% pay cut;
other Americans have tight-
ened their belts, and so should
the better-paid federal work-

ers. Finally, I believe we can
restructure and reduce the
size of the Executive Branch
through a consolidation of
agencies and bureaus that will
enable us to do our job better.
Why should the Federal
Government be the only large
organization in America that
continually adds size and of-
fices, and never gets rid of
anything? Therefore, I will
submit a streamlined reorga-
nization plan for the Executive
Branch to the new Congress —
and I hope they take the hint,
too.

Let me give you an exam-
ple. In many respects, the
Arms Control and Disarma-
ment Agency, or ACDA, is a
creature of the Cold War. It
needs to adapt to the times. Its
highly trained scientists and
engineers are a valuable re-
source. Some of them can sup-
port our efforts to stem and re-
verse the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction.
But others may be well suited
to work at weapons destruc-
tion and defense conversion —
transforming the genius of
modern day swords into 2Ist
Century plowshares.

Multiply this idea by a
hundred, or even a thousand,
others. We can get rid of some
tasks, conduct others more
efficiently, and add new ones
where appropriate to support

my agenda.

I also am committed to re-
ducing the tax burden on the
American people. I have said
that I will propose to further
reduce taxes across-the-board,
provided we pay for those cuts
with specific spending reduc-
tions that I consider appropri-
ate, so that we do not increase
the deficit.

To illustrate the kinds of

tax cuts we could achieve if we

discipline spending: just con-
sider what we could do if
Congress acted on the $132
billion in specific spending re-
ductions that I have already
proposed. These savings alone
could finance an across-the-
board rate cut of 1 percent, a
reduction of the small busi-
ness tax rate from 15% to 10%,
an increase in small business
expensing of investment in
equipment, and a reduction of
the capital gains tax.

In sum, my direction is
clear — I want to spend less

and tax less. My opponent

wants to spend more and tax
more.

I believe the Federal
Government can reallocate its
almost $1.5 trillion in spend-
ing more effectively if we im-
plement my agenda. The re-
ductions in defense spending
that we have already begun
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will provide some of these
funds, and I don’t want them
wasted in a torrent of new
spending programs designed
by a horde of special interests.

I honestly believe that this
is the only way to get the size
and spending of Government
under control. I know that se-
rious-minded people believe
we need to increase revenues
to close the deficit. But it won’t
work. I have seen too many
times that efforts to close the
deficit by increasing taxes
have only turned out to give
Congress a license to spend
more money. There’s a reason
for this. Spending is power for
Congressmen. That’s how they
show influence, and placate
their friends, the interest
groups. If you give Congress-
men more tax money, they will
spend it.

XL
A Strategy for
Implementation

This year is an important
turning point for the United
States. We are entering a new
era, and for the first time in
many years, it appears that
Congress will have 150 new
faces for the President to work
with. That’s why I’'m asking
for a mandate for my program.
That’s why I have promised
that I will meet with all new

members — all 150 or more —
before they are besieged by the
special interests and perma-
nent staffs.

I also believe we need to
take another step to ensure
that the new Congress does
not become like the old one.
The root of the present prob-
lem is political contributions
from organized special inter-
ests through political action
committees, or PACS. In the
run up to the 1980 elections,
PACs raised and contributed
$55 million to political candi-
dates. In the same time period
before the 90 elections, PACs
spent about $160 million. The
other party doesn’t want to do
anything about it, because
they are the biggest recipients.
I want to put them to the test.
I want a new Congress to stay
clean. So an important part of
my new legislative agenda will
be a simple bill to abolish
PACs subsidized by corpora-
tions, unions, and trade
associations.

I am committed to making
my program work with Con-
gress. Between the election

-and the convening of a new

Congress, I will lay out an im-
plementation plan for my
agenda. I intend to be ready to
present the new Congress a
first-year plan to carry out the
legislative proposals described
in this agenda:
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”Between the
election and the
convening of a new
Congress, | will lay out
an implementation plan
for my agenda. | intend
to be ready to present
the new Congress a
first-year plan to carry
out the legislative
proposals described in .
this agenda.”
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B A radical overhaul of
American education to em-
phasize ex‘celiénce, stan-
dards, competition, entre-
preneurial schools, and a
“GQ.1. Bill for Kids” that
will give parents a choice
of schools

B My job training programs

B My health care reforms

B A package to cut spending,

including a cap on the
growth of mandatory
spending, a taxpayers’
“checkoff” to reduce the
debt, a line-item veto, and
a balanced budget amend-
ment

M Tax cuts paid for through

spending reductions and
growth, including reduc-
tions to spur entrepre-
neurial capitalism and
small business

H NAFTA

B New trade negotiating au-

thority so we can conclude
new Free Trade Agree-
ments across the Atlantic,
the Pacific, and in our own
hemisphere

M A Government reorganiza-
tion plan to streamline the .

structure, ensure functions
fit new needs, and cut
salaries at higher levels

B Reform of our legal system

B A package to clear away
crime, build business, and
put people to work in our
inner cities

B An expansion of Civilian
R&D linked to new appli-
cations

B Ban on PAC contributions

B Limits on Congressional
terms

Now I know I may not be
able to get everything I want
in the exact way I want it. But
your support for a mandate to
get it done would give mée mo-
mentum. I intend to fight for
this agenda, fight as hard as I
can to get as much as I can,
and then come back again to
get more.

If Congress hesitates on
some fronts, I intend to keep
moving forward. You have
seen that we can implement
back-to-work welfare reform
by granting waivers-that en-
able the states to do the job
more -effectively. Similarly, 44
states and more than 1700

communities have started to

implement my educational re-
forms while Congress has
stalled. We can get a great
deal done at the state and
local levels.

I will work with governors,
state legislatures, local gov-
ernments, and the private sec-
tor to pursue my agenda.

“While I want a Congress that

can help me do the job, I'm
committed to getting the job
done one way or the other.
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This is my Agenda for
American Renewal. With the
end of the long Cold War, we
can target peace, prosperity,
and promise at home. The
American people want that.
The American people deserve
that.

At the same time, Ameri-
cans recognize that the great
events of recent years have
shaken the world, and it will
never be the same. If we are to
succeed as a nation and as a
people, if we are to hold true to
all that has made America
“the last, best hope of earth,”
then our renewal at home
must at the same time enable
us to make the 2lst Century
another American Century.

My Agenda draws together
our people and our Govern-
ment to take on this challenge.
We will create a $10 trillion
economy. We will renew

" America. We will win the

peace.

My approach to this chal-
lenge is fundamentally differ-
ent from my opponent’s. I
want to stimulate entrepre-
neurial capitalism. I want to
help people by enabling them
to make their own decisions
about health, education, job
training, and child care from a
variety of competing alterna-
tives. I want to supply services
through the private sector. 1

believe people should sue each
other less and care for each
other more. I want Govern-
ment to spend less and tax
less. I will fight without hesi-
tation for a free and fair flow
of trade, capital, and ideas
around the world. I believe
America should compete, not
retreat.

I know times have been
difficult fqr too
Americans. I have sought to

many

explain the causes of these
problems and what I will do
about them. Of course you will
have change. The question is
what kind of change. You face
a serious choice. And I ask,
when you step into that voting
booth, please consider careful-
ly which candidate’s agenda
for change fits best with your
beliefs, America’s experience,
and our hopes for lasting
peace and prosperity.
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”VVith the end of the
long Cold War, we can
target peace, prosperity,
and promise at home.
The American people
want that. The
American people
deserve that.”




BUSH

— L

QUAVLE

1030 15th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

Mr. Lex Frieden DISABLED

The Institute for Rehabilitation and Research
3634 N. Braeswood Blvd.

Houston,, TX 77025

Paid for by Bush-Quayle '92 General Committee, Inc.




"T”fz;f

dIHSYAAVA] HONOYH |
SINANHSI IJINODOY

“I’d like to tell you about the George
Bush I've known almost half a
century — the man I'’ve raised our
children with, the man I’ve shared
my life with.

I knew George as a straight and
handsome teenager in a navy flyer’s
uniform. And I know him now, as
they play ‘Hail to the Chtef’ when he
strides into a room.

In the phases of his life, I ‘ve watched' ’

my husband change from school boy
— to family man; from busmessman

— to public servant; from
congressman — to president; from .
college team captain — to the leader of
the greatest nation on earth. Many
years, many changes — but there are
things which have never changed

George Bush always loved his famzly
I saw the father he became to his
children, and I see the love he has for
his grandchildren. George has
always loved his country. Over the

years, that love has found direction in

leadership, found strength in helping
others, and found meaning in serving
his country. '

I’ve watched George rejoice in
America’s success, and grieve at the
pain felt by many. Always, he has
worked his hardest, tried his best, and
with integrity, commitment and love,
come shining through for all of us.”

Barbara Bush
February 12, 1992
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS THROUGH [LEADERSHIP

George Bush is preparing America for the
21st century. His continuing leadership means
Jjobs, opportunity and stronger, more
prosperous families, secure in their
communities and in the world.

President Bush’s policies are helping us raise
our children well. His programs have helped
our communities fight crime and end the
scourge of drugs. His reforms are making our
children the best-educated, our companies the
most competitive, and our workers the most
productive in the global marketplace.

The President’s programs offer hope and
opportunity to all Americans, by empowering
people — not government — to make the
important choices in life.

As the world’s foremost statesman and leader
of its only superpower, President Bush
understands both the dangers and the
opportunities of this world in which we live.
Thanks to his leadership, Americans are safer
today than they have been in nearly half a
century. Our children no longer live in fear of
nuclear war.

More of the world’s people are free today than
ever before to enjoy the fruits of democracy
and the prosperity that free markets bring.
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LEADERSHIP AT HOME:
A PROSPEROUS AMERICA

P resident Bush believes the strength in our economy comes from the
people, not from the government, from the creativity of the individual,
not from bureaucratically directed “industrial policies.” George
Bush believes in a government that sees the economic empowerment
of individual Americans as key to our continued prosperity.

President Bush’s economic policies show a continuing commitment to
five principles: cutting wasteful government spending; solid long-
term growth through incentives which encourage investment and job
creation; holding the line on taxes; individual empowerment, and
international economic leadership.

“] feel all the more determined to do
what you elected me to do: foster
growth, keep the peace, and maintain
our stature as the world’s greatest
Nation — the standard by which all other

countries measure themselves.”

Nowvember 28, 1991

CURBING INFLATION AND
LOWERING INTEREST RATES

President Bush believes the best way to

spur economic growth and create new

Jobs is to keep inflation and interest rates

down and control federal spending.
President Bush has laid the foundation
for sustained economic growth:

e Consumer-based inflation grew
by only 3.1 percent in 1991 and
is expected to be even lower this
year. In 1980, when the Demo-
crat tax-and=spend policies
choked the economy, the
inflation rate rose to 13.5 percent.

* Taken together
inflation and interest
rates are at their
lowest levels in more
than two decades. In
1980, inflation hit
13.5 percent and the
prime rate hit its Carer

21.5%

13.5%

6.5%
. 3.1%
Busl

- Prime Rate

[] infiation

1991
h

Administration  Administration

This runaway inflation — nearly
five times this year’s rate —
devastated all Americans,
especially the elderly living on
fixed incomes.

e In 1980, productivity fell for the
second year in a row. Today, it is

highest level since
the Civil War, 21.5 percent.

rising for the third year in a row.

REGULATORY RELIEF

President Bush:

e Ordered a seven-month halt on new
federal regulations and implemented

numerous reforms that will save
consumers as much as $20 billion
annually — $300 per year for the

average American family. President
Bush’s regulatory policies will allow
small businesses to grow and create
new jobs, without sacrificing health

and safety.

e Spurred growth in biotechnology,

promoted compliance with the Clean

Air Act without costing jobs, and
made available nationwide clean-
burning domestically produced
natural gas.

e Speeded the approval process to
make “breakthrough” drugs avail-
able sooner to patients with such

life-threatening and serious illnesses

as AIDS, Alzheimer’s disease,
depression, and cystic fibrosis.
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e Small businesses will no longer have
to duplicate information provided to
the IRS for other government
agencies and will be freed from
costly and needless paperwork. All
told, over 5 million employers will
benefit from the President Bush's

EXPANDING TRADE,
CREATING JoBS

President Bush:

Expanded American trade through
new international agreements to
dismantle trade barriers and open
new foreign markets to American
goods and services. Between 1988
and 1991, the trade deficit fell more
than 40 percent to its lowest level in
nearly a decade.

Reclaimed America’s position as the
world’s top exporter, creating 1.8
million trade-related jobs and
exporting more than $400 billion of
American products in 1991 alone.

— America’s standard of living is
the highest in the world, surpass-
ing both Germany and Japan.

— American workers are the most
productive in the world.

— America’s manufacturing exports
rose to more than 17 percent of
the world’s total in 1991 — up
from 14 percent four years
earlier.

TRANSPORTATION AND JOBS

President Bush:

Persuaded Congress to pass the 1991
Surface Transportation Act authoriz-
ing more than $151 billion to repair
and build highways, roads and
bridges — supporting more than
600,000 jobs this year.

MORE FAMILIES ARE

REALIZING THE

JoB TRAINING:
UNLOCKING
AMERICA'S POTENTIAL

President Bush's Job Training 2000
strategy creates a coordinated,
market-driven education and
training system.

e President Bush is making
vocational training more
accessible and more affordable
for younger workers through his
Job Training 2000 Act.

e The President’s program will
disentangle the current maze of
more than 60 federal vocational,
education, and job training
programs costing about $18
billion per year which are
complicated, inefficient and lack
accountability.

e President Bush’s Job Training

Act 2000 will:

— Create “one-stop” shopping
for vocational training in
every community;

— Assure programs which meet
the needs of local labor
markets;

— Make vouchers available so
aspiring workers can choose
the training they want.

The Youth Apprenticeship Act
of 1992:

* President Bush is sharpening
America’s long-term economic
edge by encouraging students to
complete a sound high school
education that prepares them for
a lifetime of learning.

e The Youth Apprenticeship Act
of 1992 — a companion to the
Job Training 2000 proposal —
will enable 11th and 12th graders
to combine on-the-job training
with their regular studies,
ensuring a marketable high
school diploma.

action and will realize billions of
dollars in savings.

The President recognized early on
the effect of the credit crunch and
moved quickly to stop overzealous
and overly intrusive bank examina-
tions. He is eliminating outmoded
banking regulations thereby making
it easier for businesses to raise
capital.

If enacted, President Bush’s “Credit
Availability and Regulatory Relief
Act of 1992” will streamline
banking regulations, cut unnecessary
red tape and paperwork, and undo
the credit stifling regulation imposed
by the Democratic-controlled
Congress.

AMERICAN DREAM OF
HOMEOWNERSHIP

* Mortgage rates declined more than 20 percent in the last three years, making
homes affordable for more families. According to The National Association of
Realtors (NAR), today’s lower mortgage rates mean that families are saving on
average, more than $2,000 a year in reduced housing payments than if higher 1989

rates had continued.

* President Bush proposed a $5,000 tax credit to alleviate the burden on young
families trying to buy their first homes. If enacted, the program will help over 1
million families take the first step toward the American dream.

e Last year, 1.4 million Americans took advantage of lower interest rates to refi-
nance their homes. Another 3 million likely will do the same this year.

* Because of lower interest rates, housing is at its most affordable level in 15 years.
NAR calculates that lower interest rates mean mortgage payments consume 10
percent less of a family’s income than they did when George Bush became

president.
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REVITALIZING
EDUCATION:

AMERICA 2000

President Bush believes that education is
our most powerful economic program,
our most important trade program and

HEAD START — PREPARING CHILDREN TO LEARN

President Bush:

e Believes that all disadvantaged four-year-old children should take part in the
highly successful Head Start program so they can overcome poverty by
starting school ready to learn.

our most effective anti-poverty program.

President Bush:

Convened an historic summit in
September 1989 with the nation’s 50
governors. Agreement was reached
on six national education goals four
months later.

The six national education
goals are by the year 2000:

B Every child will start school
ready to learn;

@ The high school graduation rate
will be over 90 percent;

B Students will be competent in
English, math, science, history
and geography. Every school in
America will ensure that
students are prepared for
responsible citizenship, further
learning and productive
employment;

B U.S. students will be first in the
world in science and math;

I Every adult will be literate and
able to compete in the global
economy;

B Schools will be free of drugs and
__violence.

Launched the America 2000 grass-
roots education strategy to meet
national goals. Already, more than
1,400 communities in 44 states have
embraced the America 2000 strategy
which advocates:

— Educational choice so parents —
not government — can choose
the best public, private, or
religious schools for their kids
and be involved in what they
learn;

— New National Achievement
Tests to help parents hold
schools accountable for results;
and

— Greater flexibility in the use of
federal and state funds if local
school authorities can demon-
strate improved results.

Proposed Federal Grants for State
and Local G.1. Bills for Children to
make choice a reality for half a
million children from low- and
middle-income families, just as the
World War II GI Bill helped
veterans attend the colleges of their
choices.

— President Bush’s proposal will
put a $1,000 scholarship directly
into parents’ hands to cover
school costs. Because parents
will have a choice of where to
educate their children and how to
pay for it, all schools will have to
compete for the best students —
and provide the best possible
education.

Is helping Americans improve their

job skills, opening new job opportu-

nities and improving American
competitiveness.

— President Bush’s Lifelong
Learning Act provides a $25,000
“line-of-credit” for workers to
pay for education and training
that leads to a college degree.

Worked to preserve America’s
scientific and technological edge
into the next century by training
770,000 science and math teachers
for elementary and secondary
schools.

Requested more than $2 billion in
federal spending for math and
science education, $768 million of
which will go to elementary and
secondary schools. Increased math
and science spending by 123 percent
over the last three years.

» Expanded Head Start services that provide literacy and job training to
parents and help them deal with drug and alcohol abuse problems.

* Increased the Head Start budget so that 622,000 children and their parents
can take part in a comprehensive pre-school development program providing
educational, health, nutrition, and drug treatment services.

* Doubled funding for Head Start and is proposing the largest increase in the
program’s history — $600 million for fiscal 1993. If President Bush’s
proposal passes, Head Start will serve more than three quarters of a million
children.

“No government program alone can guarantee that children start
school ready to learn. No government program can take the place of
parents and of communities that nurture the children who otherwise
might have been left far behind. But in Head Start we found a
government program that works, that works to strengthen
communities and families for the future.”

January 21, 1992

“Children need love and discipline. They need mothers and fathers.
A welfare check is not a husband. The state is not a father. . . . Itis
. from pav*ents abowe all that children come to understand values . . . "

Vzce Preszdent Dan Quayle
May 19,1992 '

'G“‘WELFARE DEPENDENC v

, Estabhshed new goals for Amenca s welfare system to require personal
. 'responsﬂ)xhty and self i improvement. New Jersey, Wisconsin, California,
' ‘Maryiand and Oregon are already taking advantage of the opportunity to
enforce tough, new pro—respon51b111ty reforms.

. Encouraged new private sector welfare-to-work initiatives that get people
into jobs and off the welfare rolls — to restore their dignity. Instead of
merely preparing welfare recipients to get back to work, President Bush’s
actions are helping states put the value of work back into welfare by getting
recipients straight into jobs.

e Promoted traditional family values by encouraging states to allow welfare
benefits for two-parent households. Under President Bush’s policies, states
~ can penalize irresponsible behavior, such as having more children while on
welfare or out of wedlock.
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GETTING TOoUGH ON CRIME —

SECURE FAMILIES,

SAFE NEIGHBORHOODS

President Bush believes that the right
to be free from fear in our homes,
streets, and neighborhoods is the first
civil right of all Americans. The
President’s policies promote a
criminal justice system which seeks
the swift and certain apprehension,
prosecution, and incarceration of
those who break the law.

President Bush:

e Has appointed 228 federal
prosecutors and judges since
taking office, based on their
record of tough law enforcement
and stiff penalties for those who
commit crimes.

* Is doubling federal prison
capacity, so that murderers,
rapists, drug kingpins and other
violent criminals can spend more
time in jail. President Bush
believes a prison term must be
determined by the severity of the
crime, not by the availability of
prison space.

¢ Opened the first federal “boot
camp” for men in February 1991
in Pennsylvania; a “boot camp”
for women in Texas opened in
July 1992.

¢ Fought for and won enactment of
a new law requiring mandatory
sentences for drug traffickers and
other violent criminals.
President Bush has encouraged
state mandatory sentencing of
murderers and rapists.

Fought for a new law stiffening
penalties for criminals who use
-guns in committing crimes. Now,
instead of the negotiated light

~ sentences too often received in

state courts, these felons receive

~ tougher mandatory federal
sentences. As a result, more than
- 500 gun-toting criminals are
~ behind bars for a total of 2,500
~ years. - .

domestic tranquility’ is as old as
 the Republic, placed in the

feelsafe?

Nearly tripled to $496 million
the level of federal financial
assistance to local law
enforcement.

Won a landmark Supreme
Court victory that now permits
the family of a murder victim
to testify at sentencing about
the impact of the crime on
them.

Assigned 2,400 F.B.1L. agents
— including 300 who had been
working in counter-intelligence
— to attack violent crime and
problems with street gangs.
Established Safe Street Task
Forces in 38 cities.

Conducted an assault on public
corruption. During President
Bush’s first two years in office,
federal prosecutors have
convicted more than 2233
public officials on corruption
charges such as fraud and
bribery.

Called for Congress to pass his
comprehensive anti-crime bill
for an effective federal death
penalty for certain heinous
crimes; reform of habeas
corpus to reduce repetitive and
trivial appeals that delay justice
and clog the courts; and '
reforms of the exclusionary
rule so criminals can no longer
escape justice through legal
loopholes. '

“Owur sworn duty to ‘ensure

Constitutions’ preamble even

 before the common defense and
 the general welfare. ¢
ask what kind of society

- American people deserve, our .
goal must be a nation in which |

law-abiding

citizens are safe and
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RA1sING OUR CHILDREN WELL

President Bush:

Challenged Congress to pass his key child care proposals — and won. This new
law ensures that parents — not government — make the choice of who cares for

their children.

Defeated congressional liberals who sought burdensome regulation of small,
private child care centers — potentially regulating grandmothers — and religious
institutions now providing good, affordable child care.

Enhanced parents’ choices and made child care more affordable through new and
expanded tax credits. Lower income families will receive $31 billion in direct
payments and tax credits over the next five years.

“Success in the drug war depends crucially on our churches and
synagogues, our schools, our service clubs, and young peoples’
organizations. Most important: American families strengthened by the
virtues and bonds of love and honor and just plain strength. American

families — that’s the key.

January 27, 1992

WINNING THE WAR ON DRUGS

President Bush:

Implemented his National Drug
Control Strategy (interdiction,
enforcement, prevention, education
and treatment and international
efforts). According to the Office of
National Drug Control Policy,
overall drug use has dropped by 13
percent — and by 27 percent among
adolescents, the most important
group in the fight against drugs.

Launched “Weed and Seed” projects
in 20 cities. This federal program
keeps crime and drugs out of
neighborhoods by using federal law
enforcement officials to help local
police “weed out” drug dealers, gang
leaders and street criminals. Neigh-
borhoods are then “seeded” with
school “drop-out” prevention
programs, new drug treatment
programs, programs to improve the

condition of public housing, job
training, and increased government
health programs including pre-natal
care and HIV testing and counseling.

Proposes to double federal funding
for drug-related programs to $12.7
billion for fiscal 1993.

Nearly tripled federal anti-drug
assistance to state and local law
enforcement agencies — from $334
million in fiscal 1989 to a proposed
$991 million in fiscal 1993.

Used nearly half a billion dollars
worth of property seized from drug
dealers to build new prison facilities.

Sharply increased the average
sentence for drug dealers convicted
of federal crimes — from 57 months
to 78 months.
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“The power of America rests in a stirring but simple idea:

That people will do great things if only you set them free . . .

We must empower the poor with the pride that comes from owning
a home, getting a job, becoming a part of things.”

Believes we must reduce urban
and rural poverty by using enter-
prise zones to attract new invest-
ment in 50 targeted areas across
America through tax incentives to
spur job creation and buy new
equipment.

Launched HOPE
(Homeownership and Opportu-
nity for People Everywhere),

a first-ever program through which
public-housing residents can buy
their homes. HOPE engenders
community pride, safer neighbor-
hoods, and stronger families.

Next year, President Bush’s
program will help 36,000 public
housing families become
homeowners and put another
65,000 on the road to home-
ownership. President Bush has
also encouraged tenant manage-
ment of public housing projects.

Signed into law the National and
Community Service Act of 1990,
authorizing the creation of the
Commission on National and
Community Service, a program
which offers federal seed money to
outstanding innovative and
experimental service initiatives.

Spurred the creation of the Points
of Light Foundation, an indepen-
dent, non-profit organization that
encourages and assists leaders in
mobilizing their members to
engage in community service.

January 28,1992

EMPOWERING COMMUNITIES:

President Bush:

Helped establish the National
Center for Community Risk
Management and Insurance;
an independent, non-profit
center which will reduce
barriers to voluntary service,
including unwarranted legal
liability and high insurance
Ccosts.

Has identified over 800
examples of successful
initiatives that use voluntary
service to solve serious
problems at the community
level and recognized them as
Daily Points of Light.

“The intergenerational poverty
that troubles us so much today is
predominately a poverty of
values. Our inner cities are
filled with children having
children; with people who have
not been able to take advantage
of educational opportunities;
with people who are dependent
on drugs or the narcotic of
welfare. To be sure, many
people in the ghettos struggle
very hard against these tides —
and sometimes win. But too
many feel they have no hope
and nothing to lose.”

Vice President Dan Quayle
May 19, 1992
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MAKING HEALTH
CARE AFFORDABLE

President Bush believes our health system delivers the world’s best quality of care, but
it costs too much and too many Americans do not have access to health insurance.

President Bush’s plan will:

» Make quality care accessible by providing tax
credits for poor families to buy a basic health
care package ($3,750 per family). Within five
years, nearly 30 million uninsured Americans
could obtain new health coverage; over 90
million Americans will benefit from new tax
credits and deductions.

e Allow small businesses to pool resources and
bargain for less expensive insurance to cover
their employees properly. Self-employed
Americans could deduct 100 percent of
health insurance costs.

e End the fear of job-lock. Every working
American, including those with “pre-existing
conditions” would be certain that he or she
could switch jobs and still be able to purchase
insurance coverage.

e Cutrising health care costs by standardizing
billing procedures and eliminating needless
paperwork. Limit out-of-control medical
malpractice suits that drive up costs and drive
out needed doctors.

e Give consumers — not federal bureaucrats
— the choice of which doctors to see and
what care to receive.

President Bush has proposed programs to promote a healthier America:
e Expanding primary and preventive care:
Increased funds for primary care services 83 percent, and funds for breast and

cervical cancer to $515 million. President Bush has also launched major new
initiatives to immunize children and reduce infant mortality and lead poisoning.

e Helping the Critically Ill and Vulnerable:

The President supported and signed into law new help for the disabled elderly.
Total AIDS funding has risen 118 percent since President Bush took office to a
requested $4.2 billion.
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CLEANER AIR,
CLEANER WATER

President Bush:

Proposed and fought successfully for
the first major rewrite of the Clean
Air Act in 13 years. This landmark
legislation will cut acid rain in half,
reduce urban smog, and cut toxic air
pollution by 90 percent.

Believes that polluters must pay for
the damage they do to our environ-
ment. The Bush Administration has
collected more fines and penalties
and secured more prison sentences
for environmental crimes in the last
three years than in the previous 20
years combined.

Proposes to spend $216 million in
1993 to enforce environmental
protection laws — 72 percent more
than when he entered the White
House. In 1990-91, the Bush
Administration obtained a record 55
convictions for environmental
crimes with violators receiving jail
terms averaging nearly 2 years and
$91 million in fines.

Established a moratorium on off-
shore oil and natural gas drilling, for
99 percent of California’s coast and
the entire coasts of southern Florida,
New England, Washington and
Oregon. He also established a
National Marine Sanctuary covering
over 5,000 square miles off the
California coast, where drilling will
be permanently banned.

Signed a law requiring double hulls
on oil tankers to prevent oil spills
like that of the Exxon Valdez in
Alaska — and creating a $1 billion
oil spill cleanup fund.

Proposes to plant 1 billion trees a
year in his “America the Beautiful”
program and to end clear-cutting as
a standard practice in our National
Forests. More trees mean cleaner air
and water, greater conservation of
energy, and less likelihood of global
warming.

Added more than 1.5 million acres
to America’s national parks, forests,
wildlife refuges, and other public
lands.
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“A clean environment requires
action from both the government
and citizens. [ believe that we can
have both economic growth and a
cleaner, safer environment. Sound
policies do not force us to choose
between the two.”

April 22, 1992

Led a successful United Nations
effort to stop driftnet fishing on the
high seas by the end of this year,
which will eliminate a fishing
technique highly destructive of
marine mammals, seabirds and other
marine life.

Accelerated the United States
phaseout of ozone harming sub-
stances to the end of 1995, four years
ahead of international deadlines.
America was the first nation to
accelerate this phaseout.

Saved thousands of American jobs by
refusing to agree to binding targets
and timetables on carbon dioxide
emissions. This would have required
much higher taxes on fossil fuels.
Told world leaders at the “Earth
Summit” in Rio that the American
experience has proved that environ-
mental protection and economic
growth can and must go hand-in-
hand.

Signed an international agreement to
adopt a national action plan to help
prevent global warming. Proposed to
double international forestry assis-
tance available to developing coun-
tries.

“Through the grace of
Almighty God and through
the daily labors of the men
and women who till the soil,
plant the seeds, nourish the
tender shoots, and reap the
harvest, our Nation's farms
are the most efficient and
most productive in the world.
In fact, America’s farmers
produce enough food and fiber
to meet our nation's needs
and those millions of people
around the globe.”

March 17, 1992

AMERICA’S FARMERS

President Bush has vigorously expanded trade and opened new markets for America’s
Sfarm products. The American farm economy is strong. Debts are down, assets up.

* Above all, the net income of farmers has reached record levels, while government

support payments have actually declined.

e Farm exports reached $40.1 billion in fiscal 1990, the highest since 1981. In 1992,

American farm exports are forecast to rise $1.5 billion over fiscal 1991 levels.

» Vigorous efforts have been made to open foreign markets and fight foreign

subsidies.

* Since January 1991, the Agriculture Department has extended nearly $5 billion in
agriculture credits to the former Soviet Union to promote free-market principles
and preserve America’s fourth-largest market for farm exports.

A vital element of President Bush’s
effort to protect the civil rights of all

 of existing anti-discrimination laws,

- The President has moved aggressively
 to fight hate crimes and combat
 discrimination in housing, voting,
 employment and education.

President Bush:

e Secured enactment of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act in 1990
— an historic civil rights law
expanding protections and opening
new opportunities for 43 million
Americans with some form of
disability.

e Signed the Civil Rights Act of
1990 to protect against employ-
~ ment discrimination, but to do so
in a way that does not lead to
quotas or excessive litigation.

| Americans is the vigorous enforcement

~ without resorting to the use of quotas.

STRENGTHENING AND ENFORCING
ANTI-DISCRIMINATION LAws

«  The Department of Housing and

Urban Development (HUD) is

aggressively enforcing the 1988

Fair Housing Amendments which
~ prohibit housing discrimination

- on the basis of race, color,
~ national origin, religion, sex,

familial status, or disability. The
~ Bush Administration has
resolved nearly 12,000 of the

almost 16,000 fair housing cases.

¢ In 1989, the Justice Department

prosecuted more than twice as
many hate crimes cases as in any
previous year. In 1990, the
Justice Department had a 100
percent success rate in prosecut-
ing hate crimes.

* In 1990, the Department of
Education received and resolved
more civil rights complaints than
in any previous year of its history
— and in record time.
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LEADER OF THE FREE WORLD

As the world’s foremost statesman, President Bush more than anyone, understands the

dangers and opportunities of the world in which we live.

President Bush’s leadership helped bring the Cold War to a successful end and was an
historic victory for freedom and democracy. He is now preparing the United States, as the
world’s only superpower, to protect our vital interests while promoting democracy and free
international trade. President Bush will continue to protect America just as he did in

Operation Desert Storm.

Building on his experience as the first President to have served as United States Ambassa-
dor to the United Nations, George Bush has revitalized efforts with other countries to

promote collective security and to maintain peace.

President Bush's leadership on behalf of American objectives has brought about a staggering
list of accomplishments. This success is no accident. In a dramatic period of history — with
an extra-ordinary number of crucial decisions — President Bush made the right calls and

showed the leadership that has made Americans proud.

“For more than 45 years, the highest responsibility of nine
American presidents, Democrats and Republicans, was to wage
and win the Cold War. It was my privilege to work with Ronald
Reagan on these broad programs, and now to lead the American
people in winning peace by embracing the people so recently freed
from tyranny, and to welcome them into the community of
democratic nations.”

April 1, 1992

e Brought the Cold War to a success-
ful end, and has transformed United
States-Soviet relations from an era
of Cold War confrontation to one of
unprecedented engagement, coop-
eration, and partnership.

Built a new relationship with Russia,
Ukraine, Armenia, and the other
emerging states of the former Soviet
Union, to secure democratic reform
and market economies.

Provided critical support to the
liberation of Eastern Europe, and
direct assistance to secure true
democracy and economic change.

After nine years of negotiations,
signed the historic Strategic Arms
Reduction Treaty (START), cutting
the most destabilizing long-range
Soviet nuclear warheads in half and
providing the framework for further
cuts in strategic nuclear arms.

Building on START achieved the
most significant arms reduction
agreement in history, ending the
nuclear nightmare for ourselves and
our children. President Bush won
agreement with Russian President
Yeltsin to reduce both nations’
stockpiles of long-range nuclear
warheads to historically low levels
— more than one-half below

“[T]f you ask me what
gives you the most
pride or pleasure out of
having been President .
.. | take great pride
that it was the
leadership of the
United States that has
diminished for our
children the threat of
nuclear war.”

April 27, 1992

EnpING THE CoLD WAR

President Bush:

Orchestrated extraordinary diplo-
macy to achieve a rapid and peaceful
German unification without trigger-
ing a crisis with the former Soviet
Union.

With the collapse of the Warsaw
Pact, is reducing our military
presence in Europe by half while
maintaining strong support for
NATO. Prospects for a major
conventional war in Europe have
been nearly eliminated. As Russian
President Boris Yeltsin said, “We
know one thing. . . We shall not
fight against each other.”

ENDING THE NUCLEAR NIGHTMARE

President Bush:

START levels. By the year 2003, all
land-based, multiple-warhead
missiles — the most dangerous and
destabilizing nuclear weapons —
will be eliminated.

Achieved Russian agreement to
develop a concept for global
protection against limited ballistic
missile attack, including exploration
of a new legal regime to enable us to
defend America, our allies, and the
community of nations from missile
attacks by rogue nations.

Reoriented the Strategic Defense
Initiative (SDI) to defend Ameri-
cans and our allies and friends
against limited attacks or accidental
launches — whatever their source.

ARMS CONTROL

President Bush:

 Signed an agreement with the Soviet Union to destroy about 90 percent
of each nation’s declared stockpiles of chemical weapons within 10
years. No new chemical weapons will be produced.

 Spearheaded United Nations efforts to destroy Saddam Hussein’s
nuclear capability.

» Strengthened export controls to thwart the spread of technology used to
manufacture weapons of mass destruction in developing countries.

PosT-CoLD WAR DEFENSE RESTRUCTURING

“These cuts are deep, and you must know my resolve: this deep,
and no deeper. To do less would be insensible to progress, but to
do more would be ignorant of history.”

January 28, 1992

President Bush has worked tirelessly to
achieve a rapid and peaceful end to the
Cold War. At the same time, the Presi-
dent understands that the Cold War's end
has brought economic hardship for many
workers in defense-related industries.

Having drastically reduced the threat of
nuclear war, President Bush is restructur-
ing our armed forces to meet new
challenges.

These reductions are being realized by
dramatic changes in force structure such
as cuts in those areas that are vestiges of e The President's plan to ease eco-
cold war confrontation while maintaining nomic hardship associated with
forces needed for rapid response. defense conversion will help
defense-related firms by:
President Bush is restructuring our
peacetime armed forces. — Expanding federal support for
R&D of basic and applied
technologies, through his
National Technology Initiative;
— Eliminating so-called
“recoupment ”” which severely
penalized American defense
contractors in making non-
government sales.

e Through planned reductions, our
forces will be cut down to the
smallest acceptable level, a “base
force” below which further reduc-
tions would not be prudent.

e In his 1992 State of the Union
address, President Bush proposed a
$50 billion reduction in defense * The President is providing $7.1
spending over the next five years, in billion in assistance to help defense
addition to reductions already workers and communities affected
planned. by cuts. Actions by the President

are also creating new career oppor-

tunities in teaching for former
defense workers. In addition the

Administration is expanding GI Bill

educational opportunities and

options for early retirement from the

Defense Department.

e This downsizing of the American
military will reduce defense outlays
by fiscal 1997 to about 3.4 percent
of our gross national product and 16
percent of total federal outlays —
the lowest levels since before World
War II.
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President Bush:

¢ Understood ahead of many others
that Saddam Hussein’s aggres-
sion represented a unique threat
to American interests and
security. President Bush forged
an unprecedented international
coalition to defeat Iraqi aggres-
sion and liberate Kuwait,
preventing Saddam Hussein from
holding the entire Middle East
hostage to his demands.
Saddam’s ability to threaten his
neighbors, including Israel, has
been virtually eliminated.
proving that aggression will not
stand and that the United Nations
can be an effective institution for
resolving regional conflicts.

» Shaped alliances among allies,
friends, and former antagonists to
defeat the Iraqi army in a short,
decisive war, ending with a 100-
hour ground campaign.

ISRAEL AND THE
MiIDDLE EAST
PEACE PROCESS

President Bush:

e Brought about the first face-to-face
talks ever held between Israel and all
of its Arab neighbors.

¢ Led the repeal of the United Nations
resolution equating Zionism with
racism.

e Strengthened America’s security
relationship with Israel, including
the first commitment of U.S. forces
to its defense during the Persian
Gulf war.

e Helped make possible the immigra-
tion of Jews from the Soviet Union,
Ethiopia, and others areas.

“The United States cannot make peace
in the Middle East; only the parties
themselves can do that. But we can and
will be a committed and active partner in
the search for peace.”

October 25,1991
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“We went halfway
around the world to do
what is moral and just
and right. We fought
and, with others, we won
the war. We lifted the
yoke of aggression and
tyranny from a small
country that many
Americans had never

heard of — and we shall

ask nothing in return.”

March 6, 1992

OPERATION DESERT STORM

 Seriously constrained Iraq’s
potential to build a nuclear
weapon that could be used to
threaten Israel or Middle East oil
supplies. Iraq no longer poses a
serious military threat to its
neighbors.

e Made us proud to be Americans.
Showed America’s “can-do”
spirit. Vindicated the Reagan-
Bush “Peace through Strength”
defense buildup of the 1980s.
Affirmed America’s preeminence
as the most technologically
advanced nation in the world.

DRrRUG TRAFFICKING

President Bush:

e Convened a first-ever drug summit
in Cartagena, Colombia, in 1991
with leaders of Colombia, Bolivia
and Peru, and a second meeting in
San Antonio in 1992, that included
seven countries.

e Organized new coalitions of North
and South American nations to
wage war against local drug
traffickers, destroying drug crops
in the fields and using United
States military forces to stop
smugglers.

e Increased funding for international
drug control efforts by more than
152 percent — from $304 million
to $768 million.

COUNTERING
INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM

President Bush:

RESTORING DEMOCRACY
TO CENTRAL AMERICA

President Bush:

Expanded counter-terrorism coop- .
eration with other countries,

discouraging all nations from direct

and indirect support of terrorism.

With Operation Just Cause,
restored democracy to Panama by
capturing and bringing to justice

tional drug trafficking.
Succeeded in gaining freedom for
western hostages in Lebanon with-
out compromising U.S. principles.

e Worked for free elections in
Nicaragua to bring peace and

democracy to that war-torn country.

Spearheaded a United Nations .
Security Council resolution impos-

ing sanctions on Libya for failure to

hand over two suspects indicted by

the Justice Department for the

bombing of Pan Am Flight 103.

Worked with the United Nations,

President Cristiani to end the civil
war in El Salvador.

“This will be, for me, my final campaign. "And I plan to fight as
never before. 1 have had the privilege of being your President at the
great turning point when freedom prevailed over imperial
communism; when the Berlin Wall came down; when Iraq’s
aggression was defeated; ancient enemies talking peace in the
Middle East; when democracy really got on the move in this, our
own hemisphere. We are helping to solidify a legacy of peace.

But I cannot rest and you yey‘annot rest until we help this country win
another legacy; productive jobs for our citizens with strong families
secure in a more peaceful world. Working together, we changed the

~world. And now we can change America.” :

March 24, 1992
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dictator Manuel Noriega for interna-

regional partners, and El Salvador’s
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