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A roundup of Latin American, Caribbean and European views on the Ibero-American 
summit of November 10-11 in Chile, last week's visit to Argentina by Mexican 
President Zedillo, elections in Nicaragua and the progress achieved in solving 
the Peru-Ecuador border dispute revealed that the media believes the region's 
"will to consolidate democracy" remains strong, as does its commitment to free 
trade, economic development and the peaceful settlement of disputes.

IBERO-AMERICAN SUMMIT-The development capturing the most attention at the 
annual gathering of heads of state of Latin America, Spain and Portugal was the 
meeting's "firm rejection" of the Helms-Burton Act, the U.S. anti-Castro trade 
legislation. With few exceptions, most writers hastened to stress that 
rejection of the U.S. measure does not entail "solidarity toward the Castro 
regime," but "the decision to safeguard the principle of freedom of trade and 
respect for (the)...international legal order." Nevertheless, Havana's Radio
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IBERO-AMERICAN SUMMIT

LATIN AMERICA AND CARIBBEAN

CHILE: "Spain, Following Its Proposal On Castro"

"Aznar's initiative is congruent with the participatory democracy embraced by 
the rest of the countries in our hemisphere, and of all European Union 
members. For this reason, it is of merit that his government proposes the 
application of such principles to Cuba, where they don't exist. However, it 
seems unlikely that Fidel Castro will modify the character of his government in 
response to foreign political pressures." 

An editorial in influential, conservative El Mercurio (11/17) said, "Following 
the line set forth by (Spanish Prime Minister) Jose Maria Aznar in a 
conversation with Fidel Castro during the recent VI Ibero American Summit held 
in Santiago, Spain has proposed the European Union harden its policy toward 
Cuba, to achieve tangible progress toward a participatory democracy and more 
respect for human rights in (Cuba)....

Rebelde hailed the summit statement as "one of the most categorical rejections 
of the Helms-Burton Act." The brouhaha over the summit's stance on the Castro 
dictatorship sparked many arguments among analysts, with some agreeing with 
centrist Diario 16 of Madrid that the participants' handling of the situation 
had, "regrettably," turned the spotlight on the Cuban leader and turned the 
occasion into another "Castro summit." Others doubted that the Ibero-American 
leaders had sufficiently impressed upon Mr. Castro the need for democracy in 
Cuba. La Paz's pro-business La Razon chided the summit participants for their 
"cowardice," adding they were "lukewarm...in telling Castro that if he wants to 
remain in the company of democratic governments and countries...the only path 
he has left is to really democratize." Dailies in Chile and Argentina 
emphasized the meeting's objective of showcasing its members' desire to 
contribute to a "new international order on the basis of shared development." 
The independent Buenos Aires Herald saw the challenge for area governments as 
that of addressing the problems of poverty, corruption and drug trafficking, 
all of which might undermine Latin American democracies.

THE NEW ORDER: DEMOCRACY, TRADE, PEACEKEEPING AND 'CLINTON II'-The November 
12-14 visit of Mr. Zedillo to Argentina was seen in Buenos Aires's papers as a
sign that Mexico and its southern neighbors might work for an "expansion of
regional agreements," principally through NAFTA and MERCOSUR. Commentators 
welcomed the holding of democratic elections in Nicaragua, but said its
problems of national reconciliation and poverty are not helped by the
"indifference" of the U.S. and Latin America. Pundits in Ecuador and Peru
looked positively on the Santiago accord on their countries' border dispute,
stressing that its solution is important to a continent that helped mediate the
crisis. Journalists called attention to the need by the second-term Clinton
administration to turn "a new page" on Cuba and Haiti, and to negotiate with
Panama on the canal question. Nevertheless, leading Clarin of Buenos Aires
feared that Latin America, the "forgotten continent during the campaign," will 
continue to be ignored during the next four years.
This survey is based on 42 reports from 15 countries, Oct. 22-Nov. 17.
EDITOR: Mildred Sola Neely



"Ibero-America's Ability To Contribute To New International Order"

ARGENTINA: "It's Not Cuba That Matters, But Social Neglect In Region"

*

"Ibero-America's Will To Consolidate Democracy"

(Chile's) Pinochet-style military dictatorship or Castro's socialism as, 
perhaps, toward an equally pernicious and insidious danger: populism." 

"In fact, Cuba hardly matters outside the Caribbean area. The real challenge 
facing Latin America's democracies is not so much to bring the region's last 
surviving dictatorship to an end as to address the social neglect which has 
been the inevitable price of economic liberalism. Failure to lend 
socio-economic substance to democracy runs the risk of leading not so much to 

An editorial in daily-of-record La Nacion said (11/13), "The 23 chiefs of state 
and government who participated in the Sixth Ibero-American Summit held in 
Chile, confirmed their countries' commitment to 'democracy, the rule of law, 
pluralism, respect of human rights and fundamental freedoms.'... Beyond the 

"These summits have been instrumental in showing the rest of the world that the 
Ibero-American community of nations is able to contribute effectively to 
outline a new international order on the basis of shared development. Within 
this context, the summit on this occasion will approve agreements to strengthen 
regional and multilateral organizations, particularly the United Nations, and 
empower it to prevent and resolve conflicts, combat extreme poverty, define 
strategies for sustainable economic and social development, and to defend 
democracy. In sum, the Chilean people must, once again, be cordial with their 
guests and avoid making Chile the site of conflicts that must be resolved by 
those responsible for them."

Conservative, mass-circulation La Tercera (11/7) observed editorially, "It is 
believed that some Chilean groups have made obvious efforts to center the 
Ibero-American summit on Fidel Castro. Spokesmen for these groups have even 
acknowledged receiving funds from Miami-based anti-Castroist groups to promote 
the campaign to be unleashed on occasion of Fidel Castro's presence in 
Chile.... The fact that Chile is hosting a meeting of countries with a 
population of 500 million, spread over two continents which share traditions 
spanning over 500 years of history, is a very important event that should not 
be tarnished. This is why the government should have reasserted that it will 
not allow any type of demonstrations, either in favor or against, that do not 
comply with the law.

An editorial in the independent, English-language Buenos Aires Herald (11/14) 
opined, "Since (Argentine) President Carlos Menem insisted on renewing his 
onslaught against Cuban dictator Fidel Castro,...it is high time to inform him 
of the counterproductive nature of this obsession.... All Menem has achieved 
is to shed more limelight on a Cuba already receiving attention out of all 
proportion to its importance at the Santiago summit. A despot of 37 years' 
standing like Fidel Castro was already lucky to be allowed to be signing a 
joint statement with his elected colleagues.... As an extra bonus, Castro 
received the summit's support against the Helms-Burton U.S. embargo against 
Cuba....



"Upholding Commitment To Democracy"

"It is also encouraging to see progress in the exchange of ideas regarding what 
is being called the 'govemability of democracy,' revealing the growing 
concern of many political leaders about the difficulties occasionally 
encountered by the democratic system, frequently threatened by the lack of 
successful economic policies or the governments' inability to stop the 
increase of corruption, drug trafficking, terrorism or other equally 
destabilizing scourges.

paradoxical fact that such a declaration has been signed by Fidel Castro,...it 
should also be celebrated that the community of Ibero-American nations has 
emphasized, once again, its will to consolidate democracy as a way of life.

"The challenge is there and must be faced, and, while it would be suicidal to 
push ahead at an unrealistic pace, letting unresolved disputes drag on 
endlessly is unlikely to serve any useful purpose. Ultimately Latin America 
will probably have to break new ground slowly where it can, and if this slow 
but relentless process can be kept for long enough, it should ultimately be 
successful.

"The Cuba issue has become, once again, the source of controversy. On one 
hand, Fidel Castro's presence caused strong demands-headed, as on other 
occasions, by (Argentine) President Carlos Menem--in favor of a change of 
conditions on the island that would lead to the substitution of the present 
totalitarian state by a regime that would guarantee respect of human rights 
and the establishment of democracy. Such claims emphasized again Castro's 
isolation from the international community....

"In spite of this, the heads of state...reiterated their protest against the 
Helms-Burton law.... It would be a mistake to suppose that the position taken 
by the summit on this issue expresses or covers up an attitude of solidarity 
toward the Castro regime. What has prevailed is the decision to safeguard the 
principle of freedom of trade and respect for an unquestionable international 
legal order.

"On the other hand, even if it can be considered that, objectively speaking, 
Castro came out ahead through this declaration, it is evident that other 
statements of the summit far from benefit him. A point that has been 
definitely hostile (toward Castro)—even if neither Cuba nor its government is 
clearly named-is the one that defines the indispensable elements of all 
democracies, 'the independence of powers, their mutual control, an adequate 
representation of majorities and minorities, freedom of expression and free, 
periodic and transparent elections.'" 

The independent, English-language Buenos Aires Herald's editorial held (11/12) 
"Perhaps the major underlying theme of this summit has been political, 
inasmuch as the countries have largely committed themselves to upholding the 
principle of democracy for the Latin American region. Yet little progress has b 
een made in finding sustainable ways to redress the chronic scourges that 
undermine democracy throughout the continent, such as poverty, corruption or 
drug trafficking. Unless these very immediate challenges can be met and 
successfully dealt with, the region has very little chance of ever getting into 
a position from where it can concentrate solely on integration.



BOLIVIA: "Missing: An Adequate Message For Castro"

"Castro's Presence: Incredible And Cynical"

"Stubborn U.S. Embargo Incomprehensible"

"This must be good news for all countries involved, despite the deep 
historical differences that still exist."

In the editorial view of La Paz’s pro-business La Razon (11/14), "As was 
expected from the beginning, condemnation of the American Helms-Burton law, 
which affects trade with Cuba, was a kind of counterweight to the explicit or 
implicit censure that Fidel Castro's dictatorship would have received.

"Incredibly, it would seem that the Santiago summit was custom-made for Fidel 
Castro, since a lot was said about the American Helms-Burton law, condemning it 
for being against the Cuban regime, and very little about the importance and 
need to return liberty to the Cuban people by democratizing the country.... 
Apparently, the Ibero-American presidents, who are democrats in effect, do not 
care much about the dramatic situation of the Cuban people, whose elemental 
rights and liberties continue to be trampled by the dictator and his clique." 

La Paz's left-leaning Presencia commented editorially (11/8), "American 
stubbomnes in maintaining an economic embargo against Cuba is, at this time in 
history, incomprehensible. Cuba has given signals of its willingness to 
normalize its relations with the United States, but it has always...run into a 
wall. During that time, all the American presidents predicted the fall of the 
Cuban regime, while reality showed that they were the ones who were changed. 
Aside from that, Latin America has overcome old fears and prejudices with 
regard to Cuba and has adopted, with more and more firmness, solidary with the 
Cuban people."

"But the topic of the Castro dictatorship perhaps would have gone almost 
unnoticed had it not been for Jose Maria Aznar, since it is clear that a poor 
understanding of solidarity or prudence, or consideration on the part of the 
host and even, perhaps, a certain cowardice with regard to the firm 
presentation of the principles in which they believe—all the Ibero-American 
countries are today democratic except for Cuba—led Chile...and the rest of 
the participants to show themselves to be too weak, insecure or lukewarm in 
telling Castro that if he wants to remain in the company of democratic 
governments and countries in these meetings, the only path he has left is to 
really democratize his regime. Therefore, an adequate message was missing in 
the final summit declaration." 

Samuel Mendoza maintained in conservative El Diario of La Paz (11/14), "The 
presence of Cuban Communist dictator Fidel Castro at the sixth Ibero-American 
Summit, which took place in Chile and which had as its central theme 
'govemability for an efficient and participatory democracy," was, from all 
points of view, incredible and certainly cynical. What business did a 
sinister character like [Castro], who has tortured the Cuban people for more 
than 35 years through a regime that understands nothing about democracy, have 
there?



BRAZIL: "Cuba Poses No Threat To Continent"

CUBA: "Positive Results Of Ibero-American Summit"

ECUADOR: "Time For U.S. To Reconsider Cuba Policy"

MEXICO: "Non-Intervention, Cuba And Helms-Burton"

"For a long time now, Cuba has posed no threat to the stability of 
institutions. The revolutionary who worried many chiefs of state of the 
continent has changed. The beard of the Sierra Maestra subversive has grayed, 
and so have his political ideas."

"For his part, Spanish Prime Minister Jose Maria Aznar may have felt that 
Fidel's realistic assessment of the current world situation was alarmist 
[catastrofista]. Aznar then called for a full democracy in all countries of 
the continent, without exception, apparently alluding to the fact that Cuba 
does not assume the full democracy that Aznar fancies. The facts, not 
rhetoric, show Aznar's democracy favors the rich and falls short in emotion and 
social solidarity.... Socialism has shown it is imperfect, but capitalism is 
not only imperfect but also unfair."

An editorial (11/12) in Brasilia's pro-government Correio Brasiliense 
maintained, "The sixth Ibero-American summit held in Santiago has dealt a harsh 
blow to the U.S. economic embargo on Cuba.... It has been a long time since 
the U.S. government has faced such strong criticism.... International 
rejection of the embargo on Cuba proves that Clinton will have to reconsider 
his policy as soon as possible. Otherwise, the United States will no longer be 
the indispensable nation of the re-elected president's dreams....

Leading, centrist El Comercio commented (11/11): "In Santiago, once again, 
this democratic exercise allowed...the presence of Fidel Castro—the only 
dictator of the region—and, moreover, permitted him to end up a victor, thanks 
to the condemnation of the U.S. Helms-Burton law. It is, apparently, a sui 
generis situation. The disagreement among the Ibero-American majority is only 
explicable by their fear that the Cuban blockade might be extended and affect 
other countries. Aside from this, it is time for the United States to analyze 
the increasing opposition to this law, reluctantly approved by President 
Clinton in a crucial moment during his electoral campaign. Now that the 
elections are over, certain surprises in the relations between those two 
countries might be expected."

Havana's Radio Rebelde aired these remarks (11/12) by Orlando Contreras from 
Santiago de Chile: "The sixth Ibero-American summit yielded positive results 
regarding certain fundamental principles of coexistence between countries, and 
left on record one of the most categorical rejections of the Helms-Burton 
Act.... The heads of state and government of 21 Latin American countries also 
vowed to honor the principles of sovereignty, nonintervention and juridical 
equality of the states, which are the basis of international law. Regarding 
self-determination, the sixth summit recognizes the right of all peoples to 
freely construct their political system
and institutions in peace, stability and justice....



URUGUAY: "Castro's Anachronistic Words Refuted"

EUROPE

SPAIN: "The Castro Summit"

"Pressuring Castro While Objecting To Helms-Burton"

"Aznar Made Summit Focus On Cuba"

Liberal El Pais countered (11/12) in an editorial, "Spanish Prime Minister

In the editorial view of centrist Excelsior (11/12), "President Zedillo 
rejected in Chile any possibility that Mexico might use 'its political and 
economic muscle’ to provoke an alleged transition to democracy in Cuba.... 
Non-intervention has been the key to sovereignty and independence for Latin 
American nations. As a matter of fact, it represents a very important shield 
against the stupid attitudes of economic powers such as the United States, 
which try to impose their will on other countries beyond their borders. 
President Zedillo expressed his rejection of the implementation of the 
Helms-Burton law.... Only unity will be able to stop the arrogance of an 
empire that is obsolete."

An editorial in independent El Mundo (11/13) concluded, "By establishing limits 
on economic aid from Spain to Cuba based on an authentic democratization of 
Cuba, the Spanish prime minister is advancing (the cause of) freedom in 
Cuba.... However this increased firmness must not be confused with bowing to 
the United States or Mas Canosa's extremist positions....

"A policy of diplomatic and political pressure on Castro is perfectly 
compatible with rejecting the Helms-Burton legislation, which violates the 
principle of sovereignty of nations. It is also compatible with maintaining 
economic and trade relations and supplying humanitarian aid to ease the misery 
of the people." 

Business-economic El Observador's editorial (11/12) said, "Castro's views, 
which, like his dictatorship, belong to an anachronistic past, were clearly 
refuted by (Uruguayan President) Sanguinetti, who described Latin America as a 
continent striving forward, a continent with great achievements during the last 
few years, and one which confronted corruption as well as many other essential 
issues with decisiveness and realism. His words were like a response to 
those of Fidel Castro, who had described Latin America's situation as gloomy 
and exploited by a two-headed monster: the United States and the big 
international companies."

Centrist Diario 16 argued (11/14): "Once again, the Ibero-American summit has 
regrettably become the 'Castro summit.' It condemned the Helms-Burton 
legislation, basically rebuking Clinton for a law which Ibero-American, as well 
as European countries, reject. Although the goal of democratizing Cuba is 
shared by all, Aznar, the Spanish prime minister, has gone too far in his 
frontal opposition to Castro, which breaks from the official Spanish diplomatic 
line...and gives the impression of following Washington in its support of the 
most extreme of the Cuban opposition groups." 



"Vina del Mar Final Declaration"

A

"Little To Do With Reality"

BRITAIN: "Singeing Castro's Beard"

Under the headline above, the independent weekly Economist (11/16) suggested 
that Castro, by attending the summit, "got more than he bargained for.

Centrist Nezavisimaya Gazeta (11/13) carried an article by Karen Khachaturov on 
the recent sixth meeting of heads of state and government of Ibero-American 
states in Chile: "The participants in the summit discussed American-Cuban 
relations, first of all the negative impact of the Helms-Burton Act on the 
economies of Ibero-American countries. Spain, for instance, holds first place 
among European investors in Cuba and, together with the Latin American 
countries, rightly demands an abolition of this unlawful legislation which, to 
boot, is extra-territorial in its application. That is why the sanctions 
against Cuba were roundly condemned."

Aznar has managed, with his comment, 'I have nothing against Cuba, but 
everything against its regime,’ to make the summit once again focus on 
Cuba.... Whether it was his intention or not, Aznar is favoring not only Mas 
Canosa, through the Cuban-American Foundation, but the United States, which is 
never very sympathetic to meetings to which it has not been invited." 

"What he wanted was condemnation of the U.S.'s siege of Cuba's economy. Most 
Latin American governments dislike that kind of bullying and they duly decried 
it.... But they also dislike Mr. Castro's dictatorship. And this time they 
said so with unusual clarity."

Assessing the summit, the author writes: "The discussion of the main theme [of 
the forum] in Chile showed that in Latin America democracy is still illusionary 
in many ways."

Readers of independent El Mundo (11/12) saw this editorial: "The final document 
of the Ibero-American summit is a perfect combination of vague and general 
topics for whose achievement nothing and nobody is accountable. This final 
text has little to do with reality."

Under the headline above, conservative ABC (11/12) insisted, "Nobody can ignore 
that there is something extraordinary in the fact that, among all of the 
authentically democratic leaders of Ibero-America, Fidel Castro confirmed, just 
before signing (the final declaration), his desire to uphold a Communist 
dictatorship supported by a single party and the police. Castro's farce of 
repeatedly signing commitments he will never fulfill raises the need for 
Ibero-American governments to think about the uselessness in believing what he 
(Castro) signs. Castro, by himself, will never initiate a democratic 
transition, and it is time that this reality be accepted as fact and to end the 
charade of believing that only by talking to the dictator can tyranny on the 
island be eased." 

RUSSIA: "Latin American Democracy Still Illusionary In Many Ways"



THE NEW ORDER: DEMOCRACY, TRADE, PEACEKEEPING AND 'CLINTON IP

ARGENTINA: "Mexico And MERCOSUR: Difficult Four-Plus-One Sum"

"Argentina And Mexico, MERCOSUR And NAFTA"

"A Good Starting Point"

"Latin America, A Forgotten Continent"

An editorial in leading Clarin said (11/13), "President Zedillo's visit, with 
the purpose of creating a political and economic alliance with Argentina, is a 
good opportunity for both nations to strengthen their historical links and 
achieve better relative conditions vis-a-vis the world market. The importance 
of the Mexican economy to Latin America is undoubted, and the clearest example 
of this was the shock resulting from the...'tequila effect' in countries of the 
region. Argentina, precisely, was one of those which suffered most from the 
drain of capital by frightened investors.

Left-of-center Pagina 12 (11/13) ran this assessment by political analyst Maria 
O'Donnell: "President Zedillo's visit to Argentina marks a change in Mexico's 
foreign policy. Diplomats agree that, until the 'tequila crisis,' Mexico did 
not appear too interested in the rest of Latin America.... Before traveling to 
Buenos Aires, Zedillo tried to achieve a 'rapprochement' with Fernando Cardoso 
and proposed starting a 'special relationship' between Mexico and Brazil. But 
Cardoso answered evasively.... Only after his failed attempt with Cardoso did 
Zedillo aim at Menem,...who also favors MERCOSUR but is easily tempted by 
shortcuts which lead to the United States." 

"Nevertheless, trade relations between the two countries are far from 
significant.... Part of President Zedillo's proposal is to change this 
situation of trade imbalance, caused partially by Mexico's accession to 
NAFTA...and the expansion of trade horizons.... The consolidation and 
extension of MERCOSUR and the expansion of regional agreements with countries 
as important as Mexico must help Argentina, therefore, to generate better 
possibilities of growth." 

Daily-of-record LaNacion (11/15) stressed, "Mexico's positive wish (to join 
MERCOSUR) may contribute to the improvement of regional organization and also 
leave the door partially open to move forward later on to new proposals of 
association between MERCOSUR and NAFTA, already outlined as long-term 
political goals, in the North and here... The fact that Mexico has looked South 
with interest...on this region is a good starting point." 

Araceli Viceconte, on assignment in Washington for leading Clarin (11/5) 
remarked, ".Latin America has been a kind of forgotten continent during the 
campaign...and the absence of the territory south of the Rio Grande from the 
American policy may continue whichever the winner of these elections may 
be....

"There are hopes that...the trade issue may be picked up again, but it will be 
slow and depend on the composition of the Congress. Beyond the good will 



"New Faces In Central America"

"A Hard Task Awaits Aleman"

An editorial in leading Clarin said (10/25), "Neither threatening military 
hierarchies nor former guerrilla commanders are the political protagonists in 
Central America today. The presidential elections in Nicaragua...add their 
characteristics to this new scene—civilian, and, at the same time, notably 
incomplete....

"Everyone is aware, anyway, of how much is still to be done outside the 
perameters of these imperfect political systems: Sectors that are excluded from 
pluralistic exchange and constitutional legislation, the portions of society 
that are deprived of political order and production, the realities that are not 
represented in their institutions. It is here, rather than in their 
administrative centers, where the biggest challenges to Central American 
countries lie." 

expressed by Bill Clinton as well as by Bob Dole, and the consensus of the 
moderate sectors of both parties, times do not seem to forecast great 
initiatives. Chile may join NAFTA, although it is not a very large nor 
attractive market. Cuba will continue to be a headache, especially regarding 
the enforcement of the last clause of the Helms-Burton law that strengthens 
the economic embargo. The main American frustrations, those related to drug 
trafficking and security, may bring either complications or news. Of the rest, 
little is to be said.

"(Secretary of Defense) Perry said 'There is mistrust in Latin American 
countries. Argentina's position five years ago, or even three years ago, could 
have allowed it to join NAFTA together with Chile, or after Chile. But, even 
with MERCOSUR, South Americans will never be a big trade bloc. Besides, in a 
bloc with Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay and Paraguay, there is not a 'big' helper 
should problems arise.' (Perry) emphasized that the political instability in 
those countries (either President Menem's succession, or Brazil's post-Cardoso 
era) is another key factor that prevents any kind of negotiation." 

"The first transition to elected governments in the history of Nicaragua was a 
clear example of this difficult learning process as much as of its limited 
results.... Neither the Sandinistas' nor Violeta Chamorro's governments were 
able to introduce structural changes to overcome extreme underdevelopment and 
this explains the victory...of Arnoldo Aleman, a lawyer and coffee planter 
businessman who ran with the advantages of his relative novelty, Managua's 
regulatory administration and the promise of economic investment.

Managua correspondent Patricio Bernabe filed for daily-of-record La Nacion 
(10/25), "Govemability will be Arnoldo Aleman's greatest challenge once he 
takes over power in January next year. Aleman's Liberal Alliance must face 
unpredictable opposition from the Sandinistas, which suffered on Sunday their 
second consecutive defeat in the ballots.... Aleman is also regarded as the 
most capable candidate to tackle upcoming economic challenges, receive support 
from private enterprise, Nicaraguans in exile, in Miami, and from the Catholic 
Church.... A hard task awaits the next president: to finally reconcile his 
country and fight unemployment and poverty, two scourges which are affecting 
Nicaragua relentlessly." 



"An Uncertain Future"

BARBADOS: "What Will Clinton II Bring For Caribbean?"

CHILE: "Sandinista Defeat In Nicaragua"

Columnist Rickey Singh commented in the moderate Nation (11/8), "A question of 
immediate relevance for us in the Caribbean is whether this return in U.S. 
politics will mean much of the same old 'trade and aid1 problems we have been 
facing from a Clinton administration in its choreography with a Republican Cong 
ress for political survival. Or will there be a more flexible and sympathetic 
approach in Washington to our concerns?

"What Clinton and a Republican-controlled Congress seem to have in common is 
hardly comforting for us in the Caribbean. That includes a hostile policy 
towards Cuba, with all its attendant consequences of political tension and 
instability in a region that bridges the two Americas.... On other trade and 
economic issues, there remains the insistence by the United States on 
dismantling of the EU’s banana imports regime, which gives limited preferential 
treatment to bananas from the Caribbean. There is also CARICOM’s desire to 
access long- sought after parity concessions with NAFTA.... The Community's 
heads of government have also considered for priority action a first-ever 
CARICOM-U.S. summit. Such a summit could result in a useful contribution by 
small Caribbean states to helping President Clinton honor his campaign pledge 
to 'build bridges' into the 21st century."

Telma Luzzani, on special assignment in Managua for leading Clarin, opined 
(10/22), "If the victory of the Sandinista revolution in 1979 marked the 
decline of lifelong dictatorships in Latin America, the predictable victory of 
Arnoldo Aleman is the confirmation that the new millennium will find a world 
ruled by the right wing.... Social differences will deepen in the world. In 
Nicaragua, such social division is also the result of its history of 
confrontation. Aleman's eventual presidency opens a new cycle of fear for a 
large portion of Nicaraguans: The return from exile of the former Somoza elite 
and the possibility of the redistribution of confiscated property....

Mass-appeal, conservative La Segunda (10/22) said in an editorial, "What 
affects Nicaragua the most is the indifference regarding its desperate 
situation, especially from the United States, whose historical responsibility 
was crucial in the support of dynastic dictatorships which, for a long time, 
were convenient to North American politics. Reagan's efforts towards helping 
Nicaraguans gain back their freedom have not been followed up adequately in 
terms of economic cooperation by the Clinton administration. The rest of the 
continent has not shown much solidarity with Nicaragua either.... We can only 
hope that Alem n's strong victory is adequately appreciated by the 
international financial system in order to assist in the restoration of 
Nicaragua, the second poorest country of the continent after Haiti."

"Even though Daniel Ortega's defeat is a hard blow to him as a national 
political figure, the FSLN has not lost its appeal nor its political power. 
Nevertheless, another uncertainty these elections present is the future of the 
Front."



ECUADOR: "Time Favors Peru"

"The Need To End The Ecuador-Peru Conflict"

"Unite Behind Accord"

"U.S. Has Been Especially Important"

Quito's leading, centrist El Comercio (10/31) noted, "If the signature of the 
Santiago agreement between the ministers of Ecuador and Peru was expedited, it 
was not a coincidence. The guarantors have performed detailed work and have 
exercised pressure. There are various results: Aside from the statements of 
various diplomats and the visits of Luigi Einaudi—the U.S. representative--to 
Quito and Lima; the proposal of the four guarantor countries (Argentina, 
Brazil, Chile and the United States) was the foundation for the signature of 
the document in Chile. These actions, as well as their good will, make evident 
the need to end the conflict between Ecuador and Peru, because of its 
interconnection to the whole continent." 

Quito's leading, centrist El Comercio (10/30) remarked, "The guarantors 
succeeded in adjusting the clocks of Ecuador and Peru in order to initiate 
important territorial negotiations. The United States has been especially 
important, through its representative, Luigi Einaudi, who performed a detailed 

The front-page editorial of influential, center-left Hoy of Quito (10/31) said, 
"The conflict with Peru is a century old and finally we are about to arrive at 
a solution, which should find the country reasonably unified. Not so much 
around one idea-there is no uniformity in a democracy-but with every sector w 
illing to talk and listen, to disagree but also to understand. The border 
negotiations are a matter of state and not one of government. Friends and 
enemies of the administration should act in harmony, without political 
maneuvering and partisanship." 

"This is reality. And, after freely accepting the force of the protocol and 
abandoning the idea of papal arbitration, the only thing left in this scenario 
is that the guarantors demand the closing of the border, providing (maybe) a 
small territorial concession to Ecuador. But it is going to be almost 
impossible to have this path lead us to 'compensation,' such as a sovereign 
corridor to the Amazon." 

In his opinion column, Pedro Saad wrote in Guayaquil's center-left Expreso 
(11/3), the most anti-Peru paper among the major dailies: "Like it or not, 
Ecuador has recognized the force of the Rio Protocol. There is no turning 
back.... Ecuador enjoyed a big enough success during the military conflict in 
the Cenepa to irritate Peru, but not big enough to modify the relation of 
forces in the long run.... Time favors Peru. It is the stronger structurally 
and might achieve military superiority if enough resources are earmarked and it 
has time to re-educate its top 

officers in the handling of state of the art technology.... Consequently, we 
have little time to achieve a negotiating framework on the level with our 
military success in the Cenepa....



job coordinating with the diplomats of the six countries."

JAMAICA: "Clinton's Opportunity To Write New Page On Cuba, Haiti"

"Clinton's Re-Election Will Not Bring Major Changes For Us"

PERU: "A Step Forward"

Washington correspondent Henry Raymont filed for conservative El Panama America 
(11/15), pointing out that, even though relations are still good, prospects 

are less favorable now than 

Conservative El Panama America (11/9) front-paged this editorial, "For Panama, 
Clinton's re-election will not represent major changes in its relationship.... 
Historically, foreign policy in the United States has been independent of the 
party living in the White House. The appointment by Clinton of Republican 
Negroponte confirms this."

they were a year ago for arriving at an agreement on a post-2000 U.S. presence 
in Panama: "The general opinion is that the delay has allowed criticism to 
build domestically and with prominent foreign opinion leaders.... Panamanian 
sources say the Clinton administration has not yet signaled it is ready to 
start serious discussions.... Clinton is not interested in reaching a 
consensus in the Pentagon to keep the bases.... It is expected that the 
negotiations will be one of the first tests of the new bipartisan foreign 
policy hoped for in the second Clinton presidential term. Ironically, one 
possible and positive step in this direction is the re-election of Senator 
Helms, the author of the resolution urging the administration to negotiate a 
continued U.S. military presence in Panama." 

Economic Gestion (10/31) commented, "The Santiago accord...is a step forward. 
(It represents) the end of the border demarcation (as defined by the) Rio 
Protocol and the end of the echoes of the last military conflict. However, the 
end of the road is still long and difficult. It is easy to foresee that 
Ecuador will insist on some of its previous demands. This will probably be the 
crucial moment of the negotiations. It is (also) evident that Peru will uphold 
its position of not granting territorial concessions, and therefore respecting 
the Rio Protocol." 

Barbados-based journalist Rickey Singh wrote in the moderate, influential 
Sunday Gleaner (11/10), "The Caribbean region...offers the challenge to a 
victorious second-term President Bill Clinton to make a remarkable impact on 
U.S. foreign policy in the Western hemisphere as the last American president of 
the 20th century. That challenge is linked to future U.S. policy initiatives 
on Cuba and Haiti.... Mr. Clinton now has the opportunity to write himself 
into U.S. history as the politician who succeeded in restoring normal relations 
between the United States and Fidel Castro's Cuba....

"The Caribbean Community (CARICOM), though small in size and resources, is 
nevertheless in a good position to help in fostering improved Cuba-U.S. 
relations and also play a role with the United States in encouraging the growth 
of democratic institutions and political stability in Haiti."
PANAMA: "Canal Negotiations: One Of First Tests For Second Term"



"White House Satisfaction With Santiago Accord"
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"For the Ecuadoreans, what is under discussion is the 'delimitation,' while for 
Peru it is 'demarcation.' The U.S. government—which is obviously the most 
important among the guarantor countries—at last has supported the Peruvian 
thesis in this crucial point. The above will necessarily mean that either (the 
United States) will abandon Luigi Einaudi's efforts to get Peru's granting of 
territorial concessions to Ecuador or (Ecuador's will) to submit the drafting 
of the border line to the ukase of an 'eminent person,' such as the Pope or 
Jimmy Carter." 

The editor-in-chief of center-right Expreso, Manuel D'Ornellas, wrote in his 
daily column (10/31), "The White House has shown its satisfaction with the 
signing of the Santiago accord in an unusual press communique. Less than one 
week before the U.S. elections, U.S. pleasure with the outcome seems to be part 
of Bill Clinton's re-election 'final push.' Clinton wanted this Peru-Ecuador 
joint decision—to begin 'conversations of a substantive nature' before the end 
of the year in Brasilia—as a new foreign policy 'feather in his hat.' The 
electoral objective is obvious.
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bGFzdCB3ZWVrJ3MgdmlzaXQgdG8NQXJnZW50aW5hIGJ5IElleGljYW4gUHJlc21k
ZW50IFplZGlsbG8sIGVsZWNOaW9ucyBpbiBOaWNhcmFndWEgYW5kIHRoZQlwcm9n
cmVzcyBhY2hpZXZlZCBpbiBzb2x2aW5nIHRoZSBQZXJlqUVjdWFkb3IgYm9yZGVy
IGRpc3BldGUgcmV2ZWFsZWQgdGhhdA10aGUgbWVkaWEgYmVsaWV2ZXMgdGhlIHJl
Z21vbidzICJ3aWxsIHRvIGNvbnNvbGlkYXRHGRlbW9jcmFjeSIgcmVtYWIucwlz
dHJvbmcsIGFzIGRvZXMgaXRzIGNvbWlpdGllbnQgdGSgZnJlZSBOcmFkZSwgZWNv
bm9taWMgZGV2ZWxvcGllbnQgYW5kIHRoZQlwZWFjZWZlbCBzZXR0bGVtZW50IG9m
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QU4gUlVNTUIUqalUaGUgZGV2ZWxvcGllbnQgY2FwdHVyaW5nIHRoZSBtb3N0IGF0 
dGVudGlvbiBhdCB0aGUNYW5udWFsIGdhdGhlcmluZyBvZiBoZWFkcyBvZiBzdGF0 
ZSBvZiBMYXRpbiBBbWVyaWNhLCBTcGFpbiBhbmQgUG9ydHVnYWwgd2FzDXRoZSBt
ZWVOaW5nJ3MgImZpcmOgcmVqZWNOaW9uIiBvZiBOaGUgSGVsbXOpQnVydG9uIEFj 
dCwgdGhlIFUuUy4gYW50aalDYXN0cm8NdHJhZGUgbGVnaXNsYXRpb24uICBXaXRo  
IGZldyBleGNlcHRpb25zLCBtb3N0IHdyaXRlcnMgaGFzdGVuZWQgdG8gc3RyZXNz
IHRoYXQNcmVqZ WN0aW9uIG9mIHRoZSB VLIMuIG 1IYXN1 cmUgZG91cyBub3QgZ W50 
YWlsICJzb2xpZGFyaXR5IHRvd2FyZCB0aGUgQ2FzdHJvDXJlZ21tZSwiIGJldCAi 
dGhlIGRlY21zaW9uIHRvIHNhZmVndWFyZCB0aGUgcHJpbmNpcGxlIG9mIGZyZWVk 
b20gb2YgdHJhZGUgYW5kDXJlc3BlY3QgZm9yICh0aGUpLi4uaW50ZXJuYXRpb25h 
bCBsZWdhbCBvcmRlci4iICBOZXZlcnRoZWxlc3MsIEhhdmFuYSdzIFJhZGlvDVJI 
YmVsZGUgaGFpbGVkIHRoZSBzdWltaXQgc3RhdGVtZW50IGFzICJvbmUgb2YgdGhl  
IGlvc3QgY2FOZWdvcmljYWwNcmVqZWNOaW9ucyBvZiBOaGUgSGVsbXOpQnVydG9u
IEFjdC4iICBUaGUgYnJvdWhhaGEgb3ZlciB0aGUgc3VtbW10J3Mgc3RhbmNlDW9u 
IHRoZSBDYXN0cm8gZGljdGF0b3JzaGlwIHNwYXJrZWQgbWFueSBhcmdlbWVudHMg  
YWlvbmcgYW5hbHlzdHMsIHdpdGggc29tZQlhZ3JlZWluZyB3aXRoIGNlbnRyaXN0
IMMLwORpYXJpbyAxNsQLxCBvZiBNYWRyaWQgdGhhdCBOaGUgcGFydGljaXBhbnRz 
JyBoYW5kbGluZyBvZgl0aGUgc210dWF0aW9uIGhhZCwgInJlZ3JldHRhYmx5LCIg 
dHVybmVkIHRoZSBzcG90bGlnaHQgb24gdGhlIEN 1 YmFuIGxlY WRlcg 1 hbmQgdHVy 
bmVkIHRoZSBvY2Nhc21vbiBpbnRvIGFub3RoZXIgIkNhc3RybyBzdWltaXQuIiAg 
T3RoZXJzIGRvdWJ0ZWQgdGhhdA10aGUgSWJlcm+pQWllcmljYW4gbGVhZGVycyBo  
YWQgc3VmZmljaWVudGx5IGltcHJlc3NlZCBlcG9uIElyLiBDYXN0cm8gdGhlDW51 
ZWQgZm9yIGRlbW9jcmFjeSBpbiBDdWJhLiAgTGEgUGF6J3MgcHJvqWJlc21uZXNz 
IMMLw0xhIFJhem9uxAvEIGNoaWRlZCB0aGUgc3VtbW10DXBhcnRpY21wYW50cyBm 
b3IgdGhlaXIgImNvd2FyZGljZSwiIGFkZGluZyB0aGV5IHdlcmUgImxla2V3YXJt 
Li4uaW4gdGVsbGluZwlDYXN0cm8gdGhhdCBpZiBoZSB3YW50cyB0byByZWlhaW4g 
aW4gIHRoZSBjb21wYW55IG9mIGRlbW9jcmF0aWMgZ292ZXJubWVudHMNYW5kIGNv 
dW50cmllcy4uLnRoZSBvbmx5IHBhdGggaGUgaGFzIGxlZnQgaXMgdG8gcmVhbGx5 
IGRlbW9jcmF0aXplLiIgIAlEYWlsaWVzIGluIENoaWxlIGFuZCBBcmdlbnRpbmEg
Z W1 waGFzaXplZCB0aGUgbWVldGluZydzIG9iam VjdG12ZSB vZg 1 zaG93 Y2Fza W5n 
IG10cyBtZWliZXJzJyBkZXNpcmUgdG8gY29udHJpYnV0ZSB0byBhICJuZXcgaW50
ZXJuYXRpb25hbCBvcmRlciBvbgl0aGUgYmFzaXMgb2Ygc2hhcmVkIGRldmVsb3Bt 
ZW50LiIgIFRoZSBpbmRlcGVuZGVudCDDC8NCdWVub3MgQWIyZXMgSGVyYWxkxAvE 
ICBzYXcNdGhlIGNoYWxsZW5nZSBmb3IgYXJlYSBnb3Zlcm5tZW50cyBhcyB0aGF0
IG9mIGFkZHJIc3NpbmcgdGhlIHByb2JsZWlzIG9mIAlwb3ZlcnR5LCBjb3JydXB0 
aW9uIGFuZCBkcnVnIHRyYWZmaWNraW5nLCBhbGwgb2Ygd2hpY2ggbWlnaHQgdW5k
ZXJtaW51IExhdGluDUFtZXJpY2FuIGRlbW9jcmFjaWVzLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrC 
AAAAAAAAAAAAwiAgVEhFIE5FVyBPUkRFUjogIERFTU9DUkFDWSwgVFJBREUsIFBF 
QUNFS0VFUElORyBBTkQgJ0NMSU5UT04gSUknqalUaGUNTm92Z W1 iZXIgMTKpMTQg 
dmlzaXQgb2YgTXIuIFplZGlsbG8gdG8gQXJnZW50aW5hIHdhcyBzZWVuIGluIEJl 
ZW5vcyBBaXJlcydzDXBhcGVycyBhcyBhIHNpZ24gdGhhdCBNZXhpY28gYW5kIG10 
cyBzb3V0aGVybiBuZWlnaGJvcnMgbWlnaHQgd29yayBmb3IgYW4NImV4cGFuc21v 
biBvZiByZWdpb25hbCBhZ3JlZWllbnRzLCIgcHJpbmNpcGFsbHkgdGhyb3VnaCBO
QUZUQSBhbmQgTUVSQ09TV VIuI A1 Db21 tZ W50 YXRvcnMgd2 VsY29tZ WQgdGhlIGh v 
bGRpbmcgb2YgZGVtb2NyYXRpYyBlbGVjdGlvbnMgaW4gTmljYXJhZ3VhLCBidXQN 
c2FpZCBpdHMgcHJvYmxlbXMgb2YgbmF0aW9uYWwgcmVjb25jaWxpYXRpb24gYW5k 
IHBvdmVydHkgYXJlIG5vdCBoZWxwZWQgYnkNdGhlICJpbmRpZmZlcmVuY2UiIG9m 
IHRoZSBVLlMuIGFuZCBMYXRpbiBBbWVyaWNhLiAgUHVuZG10cyBpbiBFY3VhZG9y
IGFuZA 1QZXJ1 IGxvb2tlZCBwb3NpdG12Z Wx5IG9uIHRoZSBTY W 5 Oa WFnbyBh Y2Nv 
cmQgb24gdGhlaXIgY291bnRyaWVzJyBib3JkZXINZGlzcHV0ZSwgc3RyZXNzaW5n 
IHRoYXQgaXRzIHNvbHV0aW9uIGlzIGltcG9ydGFudCB0byBhIGNvbnRpbmVudCB0 
aGF0IGhlbHBlZA0LbWVkaWF0ZSB0aGUgY3Jpc21zLiAgSm91cm5hbGlzdHMgY2Fs 
bGVkIGF0dGVudGlvbiB0byB0aGUgbmVlZCBieSB0aGUNc2Vjb25kqXRIcm0gQ2xp 
bnRvbiBhZGlpbmlzdHJhdGlvbiB0byB0dXJuICJhIG51dyBwYWdlIiBvbiBDdWJh



IGFuZCBIYW10aSwNYW5kIHRvIG51Z290aWF0ZSB3aXRoIFBhbmFtYSBvbiB0aGUg
Y2FuYWwgcXVlc3Rpb24uICBOZXZlciiRoZWxlc3MsIGxlYWRpbnicNwwvDQ2xhcmlu
xAvEIG9mIEJlZW5vcyBBaXJlcyBmZWFyZWQgdGhhdCBMYXRpbiBBbWVyaWNhLCB0 
aGUgImZvcmdvdHRlbiBjb250aW51bnQNZHVyaW5nIHRoZSBjYWlwYWlnbiwiIHdp
bGwgY29udGludWUgdG8gYmUgaWdub3JlZCBkdXJpbmcgdGhlIG51eHQgZm91cgl5
ZWFycy4KwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJUaGlzIHNlcnZleSBpcyBiYXNlZCBvbiA0MiByZXBv 
cnRzIGZyb20gMTUgY291bnRyaWVzLCBPY3QuIDIyqU5vdi4gMTcuCsIAAAAAAAAA 
AADCRURJVE9SOiAgTWlsZHJlZCBTb2xhIE51ZWx5CsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAA
AAA AAADCCsI A AAAAAAAAAADCweA A AAAAAADB wwzDSUJFUk+pQU 1 FUklDQU4gU 1VN 
TUlUCoPCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsHgAAAAAAAAwUxBVElOIEFN
RVJJQOEgQUSEIENBUklCQkVBTgqDwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMND
SElMRTogICAiU3BhaW4sIEZvbGxvd21uZyBJdHMgUHJvcG9zYWwgT24gQ2FzdHJv
IgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwkFuIGVkaXRvcmlhbCBpbiBpbmZs
dWVudGlhbCwgY29uc2VydmF0aXZlIMMLw0VsIEIlcmNlcmlvxAvEICgxMS8xNykg
c2FpZCwNIkZvbGxvd21uZyB0aGUgbGluZSBzZXQgZm9ydGggYnkgKFNwYW5pc2gg
UHJpbWUgTWluaXN0ZXIpIEpvc2UgTWFyaWEgQXpuYXIgaW4NYSBjb252ZXJzYXRp  ciBoZ W1 Pc3BoZXJlLCBhbmQgb2YgYWxsIEV 1 cm9wZWFuIFVuaW9u
DWllbWJlcnMuICBGb3IgdGhpcyByZWFzb24sIG10IGlzIG9mIGllcml0IHRoYXQg
aGlzIGdvdmVybmllbnQgcHJvcG9zZXMgdGhlDWFwcGxpY2F0aW9uIG9mIHNlY2gg
cHJpbmNpcGxlcyB0byBDdWJhLCB3aGVyZSB0aGV5IGRvbid0IGV4aXN0LiAgSG93
ZXZlciwgaXQNc2VlbXMgdW5saWtlbHkgdGhhdCBGaWRlbCBDYXN0cm8gd21sbCBt
b2RpZnkgdGhlIGNoYXJhY3RlciBvZiBoaXMgZ292ZXJubWVudAlpbiByZXNwb25z
ZSBObyBmb3JhWduIHBvbGIOaWNhbCBwcmVzc3VyZXMuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrC
AAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwyJJYmVyb61BbWVyaWNhJ3MgQWJpbG10eSBUbyBDb250cmli  
dXRlIFRvIE51dyBJbnRlcm5hdGlvbmFsIE9yZGVyIgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrC
AAAAAAAAAAAAwkNvbnNlcnZhdG12ZSwgbWFzc61jaXJjdWxhdGlvbiDDC8NMYSBU
ZXJjZXJhxAvEICgxMS83KSBvYnNlcnZlZCBlZG10b3JpYWxseSwgIkl0IGlzDWJl
bGlldmVkIHRoYXQgc29tZSBDaGlsZWFuIGdyb3VwcyBoYXZHGlhZGUgb2J2aW91
cyBlZmZvcnRzIHRvIGNBmRlciB0aGUNSWJlcm+pQWllcinljYW4gc3¥tbW10IG9u
IEZpZGVsIENhc3Ryby4gIFNwb2tlc211biBmb3IgdGhlc2UgZ3JvdXBzIGhhdmUg
ZXZlbg 1 h Y2tub3dsZ WRnZ WQgcmVjZ W12aW5nIGZ 1 bmRzIGZyb20gTWlhbWmpYmFz
ZWQgYW50aalDYXN0cm9pc3QgZ3JvdXBzIHRvDXByb21vdGUgdGhlIGNhbXBhaWdu
IHRvIGJlIHVubGVhc2hlZCBvbiBvY2Nhc21vbiBvZiBGaWRlbCBDYXN0cm8ncyBw
cmVzZW5jZQlpbiBDaGlsZS4uLi4gIFRoZSBmYWN0IHRoYXQgQ2hpbGUgaXMgaG9z  
dGluZyBhIG 1 lZXRpbmcgb2YgY291 bnRya W VzIHdpdGggYQ 1 wb3 B1 bGF0aW9uIG9m
IDUwMCBtaWxsaW9uLCBzcHJlYWQgb3ZlciB0d28gY29udGluZW50cyB3aGljaCBz
aGFyZSB0cmFkaXRpb25zDXNwYW5uaW5nIG92ZXIgNTAwIHHYXJzIG9mIGhpc3Rv
cnksIGlzIGEgdmVyeSBpbXBvcnRhbnQgZXZlbnQgdGhhdCBzaG91 bGQgbm90D W JI
IHRhcm5pc2hlZC4gIFRoaXMgaXMgd2h5IHRoZSBnb3Zlcm5tZW50IHNob3VsZCBo
YXZlIHJlYXNzZXJ0ZWQgdGhhdCBpdCB3aWxsDW5vdCBhbGxvdyBhbnkgdHlwZSBv
ZiBkZWlvbnN0cmF0aW9ucywgZW10aGVyIGluIGZhdm9yIG9yIGFnYWluc3QsIHRo
YXQgZG8gbm90DWNvbXBseSB3aXRoIHRoZSBsYXcuIArCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAA
AAAAAAAAwiJUaGVzZSBzdWltaXRzIGhhdmUgYmVlbiBpbnN0cnVtZW50YWwgaW4g
c2hvd21uZyB0aGUgcm VzdCBvZiB0aGUgd29ybGQgdGhhdA 1 OaGUgS WJlcm+pQ W11 
cmljYW4gY29tbXVuaXR5IG9mIG5hdGlvbnMgaXMgYWJsZSB0byBjb250cmlidXRl
IGVmZmVjdG12ZWx5IHRvDW91dGxpbmUgYSBuZXcgaW50ZXJuYXRpb25hbCBvcmRl 



ciBvbiB0aGUgYmFzaXMgb2Ygc2hhcmVkIGRldmVsb3BtZW50LiAgIAlXaXRoaW4g
dGhpcyBjb250ZXh0LCB0aGUgc3VtbW10IG9uIHRoaXMgb2NjYXNpb24gd21sbCBh
cHByb3ZlIGFncmVlbWVudHMgdG8Nc3RyZW5ndGhlbiByZWdpb25hbCBhbmQgbXVs
dGlsYXRlcmFsIG9yZ2FuaXphdGlvbnMsIHBhcnRpY3VsYXJseSB0aGUgVW5pdGVk
DU5hdGlvbnMsIGFuZCBlbXBvd2VyIG10IHRvIHByZXZlbnQgYW5kIHJlc29sdmUg
Y29uZmxpY3RzLCBjb21 iYXQgZXhOcmVtZQ 1 wb3ZlcnR5LCBkZ WZpbmUgc3Ry YXR1
Z211cyBmb3IgIHNlc3RhaW5hYmxlIGVjb25vbWljIGFuZCBzb2NpYWwgZGV2ZWxv
cGllbnQsDWFuZCB0byBkZWZlbmQgZGVtb2NyYWN5LiBJbiBzdW0sIHRoZSBDaGls
ZWFuIHBlb3BsZSBtdXNOLCBvbmNlIGFnYWluLCBiZQljb3JkaWFsIHdpdGggdGhl
aXIgZ3Vlc3RzIGFuZCBhdm9pZCBtYWtpbmcgQ2hpbGUgdGhlIHNpdGUgb2YgY29u
ZmxpY3RzIHRoYXQNbXVzdCBiZSByZXNvbHZlZCBieSB0aG9zZSByZXNwb25zaWJs
ZSBmb3IgdGhlbS4iCgsKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNBUkdFTlRJTkE6ICAiSXQncyBO 
b3QgQ3ViYSBUaGFOIElhdHRlcnMsIEJldCBTb2NpYWwgTmVnbGVjdCBJbiBSZWdp  
b24iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxNAE0AD///////////////////////////W
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
/////////wAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgLEASoEMASGBVw  
^7A^\\t^CPIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
//////////////SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQwgAAAAAAAAAA
AMJBbiBlZG10b3JpYWwgaW4gdGhlIGIuZGVwZW5kZW50LCBFbmdsaXNoqWxhbmdl
YWdlIMMLw0JlZW5vcyBBaXJlcyBIZXJhbGTEC8QgKDExLzE0KQlvcGluZWQsICJT 
aW5jZS AoQXJnZ W50aW5 IKSBQcm Vza WRlbnQgQ2FybG9zIE 1 Ibm VtIGluc21zdGVk
IG9uICByZW51d21uZyBoaXMNb25zbGFlZ2h0IGFnYWluc3QgQ3ViYW4gZGljdGF0
b3IgRmlkZWwgQ2FzdHJvLC4uLml0IGlzIGhpZ2ggIHRpbWUgdG8gaW5mb3JtDWhp 
bSBvZiB0aGUgY291bnRlcnByb2RlY3RpdmUgbmF0dXJHG9mIHRoaXMgb2JzZXNz 
a W9uLi4uLiAgQ WxsIE 1 IbmVtIGhhcw 1 hY2hpZXZ!ZCBpcyB0byBzaG VklG 1 vcmUg 
bGltZWxpZ2h0IG9uIGEgQ3ViYSBhbHJlYWR5ICByZWNlaXZpbmcgYXR0ZW50aW9u
IG91 d A1 vZiBhbGwgcHJvcG9ydGlvbiB0byBpdHMgaW 1 wb3 JOY W5jZSBhdCB0aGUg
U2FudGlhZ28gc3VtbW10LiAgQSAgZGVzcG90IG9mIDM3DXllYXJzJyBzdGFuZGlu
ZyBsaWtlIEZpZGVsIENhc3RybyB3YXMgYWxyZWFkeSBsdWNreSB0byBiZSBhbGxv 
d2VkIHRvIGJlDXNpZ25pbmcgYSBqb21udCBzdGF0ZWllbnQgd210aCBoaXMgZWxl
Y3RIZCBjb2xsZWFndWVzLi4uLiAgQXMgYW4gZXh0cmEgYm9udXMsDUNhc3RybyBy
Z WNlaXZlZCB0aGUgc3 VtbW10J3MgIHN 1 cHBvcnQgYWdhaW5zdCBOaGUgSGVsbXOp
Qn VydG9uIFUuUy4gZ W1 iYXJnbw 1 hZ2FpbnN0IEN 1 YmEuLi4uCtAE0AD/////////
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
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ArAECAdgCbgLEA5oEBgVcBflGSAceB7QICgj////////////////////////////

AAAAAADQAATQwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIiSW4gZmFjdCwgQ3ViYSBo
YXJkbHkgbWF0dGVycyBvdXRzaWRlIHRoZSBDYXJpYmJlYW4gYXJlYS4gIFRoZSBy
ZWFsIGNoYWxsZ W5nZQ 1 mYWNpbmcgTGF0aW4gQWllcmijYSdzIGRlbW9jcmFjaWVz
IGlzIG5vdCBzbyBtdWNoIHRvIGJyaW5nIHRoZSByZWdpb24ncyBsYXN0DXNlcnZp
dmluZyBkaWN0YXRvcnNoaXAgdG8gYW4gZW5kIGFzIHRvIGFkZHJlc3MgdGhlIHNv
Y21hbCAgbmVnbGVjdCB3aGljaCBoYXMNYmVlbiB0aGUgaW51dml0YWJsZSBwcmlj
ZSBvZiBlY29ub21pYyBsaWJlcmFsaXNtLiAgRmFpbHVyZSB0byBsZW5kDXNvY21v 
qWVjb25vbWljIHNlYnN0YW5jZSB0byBkZWlvY3JhY3kgcnVucyB0aGUgcmlzayBv
ZiAgbGVhZGluZyBub3Qgc28gbXVjaA10bwrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA  
wihDaGlsZSdzKSBQaW5vY2hldKlzdHlsZSBtaWxpdGFyeSBkaWN0YXRvcnNoaXAg
b3IgQ2FzdHJvJ3Mgc29jaWFsaXNtIGFzLAlwZXJoYXBzLCB0b3dhcmQgYW4gZXFl
YWxseSBwZXJuaWNpb3VzIGFuZCBpbnNpZGlvdXMgZGFuZ2VyOiBwb3BlbGlzbS4i
CsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCwwzDIkliZXJvqUFtZXJpY2EncyBXaWxs
IFRvIENvbnNvbGlkYXRlIERlbW9jcmFjeSIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAA
AAAAAMJBbiBlZG10b3JpYWwgaW4gZGFpbHmpb2apcmVjb3JkIMMLw0xhIE5hY21v  
bsQLxCBzYWlkICgxMS8xMyksICJUaGUgMjMgY2hpZWZzIG9mDXN0YXRHGFuZCBn 
b3Zlcm5tZW50IHdobyBwYXJ0aWNpcGF0ZWQgaW4gdGhlIFNpeHRoIEliZXJvqUFt



ZXJpY2FuIFN 1 b W1 pdCBoZ WxkDWluIENoaWxlLCBjb25maXJtZ WQgdGhlaXIgY291 
bnRyaWVzJyAgY29tbW10bWVudCBObyAnZGVtb2NyYWN5LCBOaGUgcnVsZSBvZgls
YXcsIHBsdXJhbGlzbSwgcmVzcGVjdCBvZiBodWlhbiAgcmlnaHRzIGFuZCBmdWSk
YW1 lbnRhbCBmcmVlZG9tcy4nLi4uIA 1 CZXlvbmQgdGhlIHBhcmFkb3hpY2FsIGZh
Y3QgdGhhdCBzdWNoIGEgZGVjbGFyYXRpb24gaGFzIGJIZW4gc21nbmVkICBieSBG
aWRlbAlDYXN0cm8sLi4uaXQgc2hvdWxkIGFsc28gYmUgY2VsZWJyYXRlZCB0aGF0
IHRoZSBjb21tdW5pdHkgb2YgIEliZXJvqUFtZXJpY2FuDW5hdGlvbnMgaGFzIGVt 
cGhhc216ZWQsIG9uY2UgYWdhaW4sIG10cyB3aWxsIHRvICBjb25zb2xpZGF0ZSBk
Z W1 vY3 JhY3kgYXMgYQ 13 YXkgb2 YgbGlmZS4KwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAA 
AMIiSXQgaXMgYWxzbyBlbmNvdXJhZ21uZyB0byBzZWUgcHJvZ3Jlc3MgaW4gdGhl
IGV4Y2hhbmdlIG9mIGlkZWFzIHJlZ2FyZGluZwl3aGF0IGlzIGJlaW5nIGNhbGxl
ZCB0aGUgJ2dvdmVybmFiaWxpdHkgb2YgZGVtb2NyYWN5LCcgIHJldmVhbGluZyB0 
aGUgZ3Jvd21uZwljb25jZXJuIG9mIGlhbnkgcG9saXRpY2FsIGxlYWRIcnMgYWJv 
dXQgdGhlICBkaWZmaWN 1 bHRpZXMgb2Nj YXNpb25hbGx5DWVuY291 bnRIcmVkIGJS
IHRoZSBkZWlvY3JhdGljIHN5c3RlbSwgIGZyZXFlZW50bHkgdGhyZWF0ZW51ZCBi 
eSB0aGUgbGFjayBvZglzdWNjZXNzZnVsIGVjb25vbWljIHBvbGljaWVzIG9yIHRo
ZSAgZ292ZXJubWVudHMnIGluYWJpbG10eSB0byBzdG9wIHRoZQlpbmNyZWFzZSBv
ZiBjb3JydXB0aW9uLCBkcnVnICB0cmFmZmlja21uZywgdGVycm9yaXNtIG9yIG90 
aGVyIGVxdWFsbHkNZGVzdGFiaWxpemluZyBzY291cmdlcy4KwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIK 
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMIiVGhlIENlYmEgaXNzdWUgaGFzIGJlY29tZSwgb25jZSBhZ2Fp 
biwgdGhlIHNvdXJjZSBvZiBjb250cm92ZXJzeS4gT24gb251IAloYW5kLCBGaWRl 
bCBDYXNOcm8ncyBwcmVzZW5jZSBjYXVzZWQgc3Ryb25nIGRIbWFuZHOpqWhlYWRl
ZCwgYXMgb24gb3RoZXIgDW9jY2FzaW9ucywgYnkgKEFyZ2VudGluZSkgUHJlc21k
ZW50IENhcmxvcyBNZW51bampaW4gZmF2b3Igb2YgYSBjaGFuZ2UgIG9mDWNvbmRp 
dGlvbnMgb24gdGhlIGlzbGFuZCB0aGF0IHdvdWxkIGxlYWQgdG8gdGhlIHNlYnN0 
aXRldGlvbiBvZiB0aGUgIHByZXNIbnQNdG90YWxpdGFyaWFuIHN0YXRHGJ5IGEg 
cmVnaW 1 HHRoYXQgd291 bGQgZ3 VhcmFudGVlIHJlc3BlY3Qgb2YgIGh 1 b WFuIHJp 
Z2h0cw 1 HbmQgdGhllGVzdGFibGlzaG 1 lbnQgb2YgZGVtb2Ny YWN5LiAgU3 VjaCBj 
bGFpbXMgZWlwaGFzaXplZCAgYWdhaW4gQ2FzdHJvJ3MNaXNvbGF0aW9uIGZyb20g  
dGhlIGludGVybmF0aW9uYWwgY29tbXVuaXR5Li4uLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAA
AAAAAAAAwiJJbiBzcG10ZSBvZiB0aGlzLCB0aGUgaGVhZHMgb2Ygc3RhdGUuLi5y
ZW10ZXJhdGVkIHRoZWlyIHByb3Rlc3QgYWdhaW5zdCAgdGhlDUhlbGlzqUJlcnRv 
biBsYXcuLi4uICBJdCB3b3VsZCBiZSBhIGlpc3Rha2UgdG8gc3VwcG9zZSB0aGF0
IHRoZSBwb3NpdGlvbgl0YWtlbiBieSB0aGUgc3VtbW10ICBvbiB0aGlzIGlzc3Vl
IGV4cHJlc3NlcyBvciBjb3ZlcnMgdXAgYW4gYXR0aXRlZGUgb2YNC3NvbGlkYXJp 
dHkgdG93YXJkIHRoZSBDYXN0cm8gcmVnaWllLiAgV2hhdCBoYXMgcHJldmFpbGVk
IGlzIHRoZSBkZWNpc21vbiB0bwlzYWZlZ3VhcmQgdGhlIHByaW5jaXBsZSBvZiBm 
cmVlZG9tIG9mIHRyYWRHGFuZCByZXNwZWN0IGZvciBhbiBlbnFlZXN0aW9uYWJs
ZQlpbnRlcm5hdGlvbmFsIGxlZ2FsIG9yZGVyLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAA
AAAAwiJPbiB0aGUgb3RoZXIgaGFuZCwgZXZlbiBpZiBpdCBjYW4gYmUgY29uc2lk
ZXJlZCB0aGF0LCBvYmplY3RpdmVseSBzcGVha21uZywNQ2FzdHJvIGNhbWUgb3V0
IGFoZWFklHRocm91Z2ggdGhpcyBkZWNsYXJhdGlvbiwgaXQgaXMgZXZpZGVudCAg 
dGhhdCBvdGhlcg 1 zdGFOZ W1 lbnRzIG9mIHRoZSBzd W1 taXQgZmFyIGZyb20gYm Vu 
ZWZpdCBoaW0uICBBIHBvaW50IHRoYXQgIGhhcyBiZWVuDWRlZmluaXRlbHkgaG9z 
dGlsZSAodG93YXJkIENhc3RybympqWV2ZW4gaWYgbmVpdGhlciBDdWJhIG5vciBp 
dHMglGdvdm Vybm 1 lbnQNaXMgY2xlYXJseSBuY W1 lZKmpaXMgdGhlIG9uZSB0aGF0 
IGRlZmluZXMgdGhlIGluZGlzcGVuc2FibGUgKjVsZWllbnRzIG9inIGFsbAlkZWlv
Y3JhY211cywgJ3RoZSBpbmRlcGVuZGViiY2Ugb2YgcG93ZXJzLCB0aGVpciBtdXRl
YWwgIGNvbnRyb2wsIGFuIGFkZXF 1 YXRlDXJlcHJlc2VudGF0aW9uIG9mIG lham9y 
aXRpZXMgYW5kIGlpbm9yaXRpZXMsIGZyZWVkb20gIG9mIGV4cHJlc3Npb24gYW5k
IGZyZWUsDXBlcmlvZGljIGFuZCB0cmFuc3BhcmVudCBlbGVjdGlvbnMuJyIKwgAA
AAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMMiVXBob2xkaW5nIENvbW 1 pdG 1 IbnQgVGSg 
RGVtb2NyYWN5IgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwlRoZSBpbmRlcGVu
ZGVudCwgRW5nbGlzaKlsYW5ndWFnZSDDC8NCdWVub3MgQWlyZXMgSGVyYWxkxAvE



J3MgZWRpdG9yaWFsIGhlbGQNKDExLzEyK.SAiUGVyaGFwcyB0aGUgbWFqb3IgdW5k
ZXJseWluZyBOaGVtZSBvZiBOaGlzIHN 1 b W1 pdCBoYXMgYm Vlbg 1 wb2xpdGlj Y Wws 
ICBpbmFzbXVjaCBhcyB0aGUgY291 bnRyaWVzIGhhdmUgbGFyZ2VseSBjb21 taXRO 
ZWQgdGhlbXNlbHZIcyBObwl lcGhvbGRpbmcgIHRoZSBwcmluY21wbGUgb2YgZGVt 
b2NyYWN5IGZvciBOaGUgTGFOaW4gQW 1 IcmljY W4gcmVnaW9uLiAgWWV0DWxpdHRs 
ZSBwcm9ncmVzcyBoYXMgYmVlbiBtYWRlIGluIGZpbmRpbmcgc3VzdGFpbmFibGUg 
d2F5cyB0byByZWRyZXNzIHRoZQljaHJvbmljIHNjb3VyZ2VzIHRoYXQgdW5kZXJt 
aW51IGRlbW9jcmFjeSB0aHJvdWdob3V0IHRoZSBjb250aW51bnQsIHNlY2ggYXMN 
cG92ZXJ0eSwgY29ycnVwdGlvbiBvciBkcnVnIHRyYWZmaWNraW5nLiAgVW5sZXNz
IHRoZXNlIHZlcnkgIGltbWVkaWF0ZQljaGFsbGVuZ2VzIGNhbiBiZSBtZXQgYW5k
IHNlY2Nlc3NmdWxseSBkZWFsdCB3aXRoLCB0aGUgcmVnaW9uIGhhcyB2ZXJ5IGxp 
dHRsZQljaGFuY2Ugb2YgZXZlciBnZXR0aW5nIGludG8gYSBwb3NpdGlvbiBmcm9t
IHdoZXJlIGI0IGNhbiBjb25jZW50cmF0ZSBzb2xlbHkNb24gaW50ZWdyYXRpb24u
IArCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwiJUaGUgY2hhbGxlbmdlIGIzIHRoZXJl
IGFuZCBtdXNOIGJHGZh Y2 VkLCBhbmQsIHdoaWxlIGlOIHdvd WxklG J1IHN1 aWNp 
ZGFsIHRvDXBlc2ggYWhlYWQgYXQgYW4gdW5yZWFsaXN0aWMgcGFjZSwgbGV0dGlu
ZyB 1 bnJlc29sdm VkIGRpc3B 1 dGVzIGRy Y Wcgb24NZW5kbGVzc2x5IGlzIHVubGlr 
ZWx5IHRvIHNlcnZlIGFueSBlc2VmdWwgcHVycG9zZS4gIFVsdGltYXRlbHkgTGF0 
aW4gIEFtZXJpY2ENd21sbCBwcm9iYWJseSBoYXZlIHRvIGJyZWFrIG51dyBncm91 
bmQgc2xvd2x5IHdoZXJHG10IGNhbiwgYW5kICBpZiB0aGlzIHNsb3cNYnV0IHJl 
bGVudGxlc3MgcHJvY2VzcyBjYW4gYmUga2VwdCBmb31gbG9uZyBlbm91Z2gsIGI0
ICBzaG91 bGQgd WxOaW 1 hdGVseSBiZQ 1 zdWNjZXNzZnVsLgrCAAAAAAAAA AAAwgrC 
AAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwiJUaGIzIGl lc3QgYmUgZ29vZCBuZXdzlGZv 
ciBhbGwgY291 bnRyaWVzICBpbnZvbHZlZCwgZGVzcGlOZSBOaGUgZGVlcA  1 oaXNO 
b3JpY2FsIGRpZmZlcmVuY2VzIHRoYXQgc3RpbGwgZXhpc3QuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA 
wgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwOJPTElWSUE6ICAiTWlzc21uZzogIEFuIEFkZXFlYXRl
IE 1 Ic3NhZ2UgRm9yIENhc3RybyIKwgAAAA A AAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAM  JJ 
biB0aGUgZWRpdG9yaWFsIHZpZXcgb2YgTGEgUGF6J3MgcHJvqWJlc21uZXNzIMML 
w0xhIFJhem9uxAvEICgxMS8xNCksICJBcyB3YXMNZXhwZWN0ZWQgZnJvbSB0aGUg
Ym VnaW5uaW5nLCBjb25kZ W1 uYXRpb24gb2YgdGhlIEFtZXJpY2FuIEhlbG 1 zqUJl 
cnRvbiBsYXcsDXdoaWNoIGFmZmVjdHMgdHJhZGUgd2IOaCBDdWJhLCB3YXMgYSBr 
aW5kIG9mIGNvdW50ZXJ3ZWlnaHQgdG8gdGhlIGV4cGxpY210IG9yDWltcGxpY210 
IGNlbnNlcmUgdGhhdCBGaWRlbCBDYXN0cm8ncyAgZGljdGF0b3JzaGlwIHdvdWxk
IGhhdmUgcm VjZ W12ZWQuCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsI  AAAAAAAAAAADCIkJ 1 dCBOaGUg 
dG9waWMgb2YgdGhlIENhc3RybyBkaWN0YXRvcnNoaXAgcGVyaGFwcyB3b3VsZCBo
YXZlIGdvbmUgYWxtb3N0IAllbm5vdGljZWQgaGFkIG10IG5vdCBiZWVuIGZvciBK 
b3NlIElhcmlhIEF6bmFyLCBzaW5jZSBpdCBpcyBjbGVhciB0aGF0IGEgDXBvb3Ig  
dW5kZXJzdGFuZGluZyBvZiBzb2xpZGFyaXR5IG9yIHBydWRlbmNlLCBvciBjb25z 
aWRlcmF0aW9uIG9uIHRoZSAgcGFydAlvZiB0aGUgaG9zdCBhbmQgZXZlbiwgcGVy 
aGFwcywgYSBjZXJ0YWluIGNvd2FyZGljZSB3aXRoIHJlZ2FyZCB0byAgdGhlIGZp 
cm0NcHJlc2VudGF0aW9ulG9mIIIRoZSBwcniluY21wbGVzIGIulHdoaWNoIHRoZ)a<g
YmVsaWV2ZampYWxsIHRoZSBJYmVyb61BbWVyaWNhbgljb3VudHJpZXMgYXJlIHRv
ZGF5IGRlbW9jcmF0aWMgZXhjZXB0IGZvciBDdWJhqalsZWQgIENoaWxlLi4uYW5k
IHRoZSByZXN0IG9mDXRoZSBwYXJ0aWNpcGFudHMgdG8gc2hvdyB0aGVtc2VsdmVz
IHRvIGJUHRvbyB3ZWFrLCBpbnNlY3VyZSBvciBsd Wtld2FybSBpbg 1 OZWxsaWSn 
IENhc3RybyB0aGF0IGlmIGhlIHdhbnRzIHRvIHJlbWFpbiBpbiB0aGUgY29tcGFu 
eSBvZiBkZWlvY3JhdGljDWdvdmVybmllbnRzIGFuZCBjb3VudHJpZXMgaW4gdGhl 
c2UgbWVldGluZ3MsIHRoZSBvbnix5IHBhdGggaGUgaGFzIGxiZnQgaXMgdG8NcmVh 
bGx5IGRlbW9jcmFOaXpUGhpcyByZWdpbWUuICAgVGhlcmVmb3JlLCBhbiBhZGVx  
dWF0ZSBtZXNzYWdlIHdhcyBtaXNzaW5nDQtpbiB0aGUgZmluYWwgc3VtbW10ICBk
ZWNsYXJhdGlvbi4iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCwwzDIkNhc3Rybydz  
IFByZXNlbmNioiAgSW5jcmVkaWJsZSBBbmQgQ31uaWNhbCIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIK 

xAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJTYWHZWwgTWVuZG96YSBtYWludGFpbmVkIGluIGNvbnNl  
cnZhdG12ZSDDC8NFbCBEaWFyaW/EC8Qgb2YgTGEgUGF6ICgxMS8xNCksICJUaGUN 



cHJlc2VuY2Ugb2YgQ3ViYW4gQ29tbXVuaXN0IGRpY3RhdG9yIEZpZGVsIENhc3Ry  dCBkZ W1 vY3 JhY3ksIGhhdmUNdGhlcmU/CsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAA 
AADCIkluY3JlZGlibHksIG10IHdvdWxkIHNlZW0gdGhhdCB0aGUgU2FudGlhZ28g
c3VtbW10IHdhcyBjdXN0b22pbWFkZSBmb3IgDUZpZGVsIENhc3Rybywgc21uY2Ug
YSBsb3Qgd2FzIHNhaWQgYWJvdXQgdGhlIEFtZXJpY2FuIEhlbGlzqUJlcnRvbiBs
YXcsDWNvbmRlbW5pbmcgaXQgZm9yIGJlaW5nIGFnYWluc3QgdGhlIENlYmFuIHJl
Z21tZSwgYW5kIHZIcnkgbG10dGxlICBhYm91 dCBOaGUNaW 1 wb3 JOY W5jZSBhbmQg 
bmVlZCB0byByZXRlcm4gbGliZXJ0eSB0byB0aGUgQ3ViYW4gcGVvcGxlIGJ5IGRl  
bW9jcmF0aXppbmcNdGhlIGNvdW50cnkuLi4uICBBcHBhcmVudGx5LCB0aGUgSWJl 
cm+pQWllcmljYW4gcHJlc21kZW50cywgd2hvIGFyZSBkZWlvY3JhdHMNaW4gZWZm
ZWN0LCAgZG8gbm90IGNhcmUgbXVjaCBhYm91dCB0aGUgZHJhbWF0aWMgc2l0dWF0 
aW9uIG9mIHRoZSBDdWJhbglwZW9wbGUsIHdob3NHCBlbGVtZW50YWwgcmlnaHRz
IGFuZCBsaWJlcnRpZXMgY29udGludWUgdG8gYmUgdHJhbXBsZWQgYnkgdGhlDWRp
Y3RhdG9yICBhbmQgaGlzIGNsaXFlZS4iCtAE0AD/////////////////////////
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/////////////////wAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgLEASo
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//////////////////////SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQwgAA
AAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIiwwzDU3RlYmJvcm4gVS5TLiBFbWJhcmdvIElu
N29t.cn]\^N\ic2\\\)GG\Ct\^^DIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
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/////wAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgLEASoEBgVcBfIGSAc  
eQlQ{C^IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
//////////SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIK 
xAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJMYSBQYXoncyBsZWZ0qWxlYW5pbmcgwwvDUHJlc2VuY21h 
xAvEIGNvbWllbnRlZCBlZG10b3JpYWxseSAoMTEvOCksICAiQWllcmljYW4Nc3Rl
YmJvcm5uZXMgaW4gbWFpbnRhaW5pbmcgYW4gZWNvbm9taWMgZWliYXJnbyBhZ2Fp 
bnN0IENlYmEgaXMsIGF0IHRoaXMgdGltZQlpbiBoaXN0b3J5LCBpbmNvbXByZWhl 
bnNpYmxlLiAgQ3ViYSBoYXMgZ212ZW4gc21nbmFscyBvZiBpdHMgd21sbGluZ251
c3MgdG8Nbm9ybWFsaXplIG10cyByZWxhdGlvbnMgd210aCB0aGUgVW5pdGVkIFN0
YXRlcywgYnV0IG10IGhhcyBhbHdheXMuLi5ydW4gaW50bwlhIHdhbGwuICBEdXJp 
bmcgdGhhdCB0aWHLCBhbGwgdGhlIEFtZXJpY2FuIHByZXNpZGVudHMgcHJlZGlj
dGVkIHRoZSBmYWxsIG9mDXRoZSBDdWJhbiByZWdpbWUsIHdoaWxlIHJlYWxpdHkg 
c2hvd2VkIHRoYXQgdGhleSB3ZXJHHRoZSBvbmYzIHdobyB3ZXJlDWNoYW5nZWQu
ICBBc21kZSBmcm9tIHRoYXQsIExhdGluIEFtZXJpY2EgaGFzIG92ZXJjb211IG9s
ZCBmZWFycyBhbmQNcHJlanVkaWNlcyB3aXRoIHJlZ2FyZCB0byBDdWJhIGFuZCBo
YXMgYWRvcHRlZCwgd210aCBtb3JlIGFuZCBtb3JlIGZpcmluZXNzLAlzb2xpZGFy 
eSB3aXRoIHRoZSBDdWJhbiBwZW9wbGUuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA 
wsMMw0JSQVpJTDogICJDdWJhIFBvc2VzIE5vIFRocmVhdCBUbyBDb250aW51bnQi
CsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCQW4gZWRpdG9yaWFsICgxMS8xMikg 
aW4gQnJhc21saWEncyBwcm+pZ292ZXJubWVudCDDC8NDb3JyZWlvIEJyYXNpbGll
bnNlxAvEDWlhaW50YWluZWQsICJUaGUgc214dGggSWJlcm+pQWllcmljYW4gc3Vt  
bW10IGhlbGQgaW4gU2FudGlhZ28gaGFzIGRlYWx0IGENaGFyc2ggYmxvdyB0byB0
aGUgVS5TLiBl¥29ub21p¥yBlbWJhcmdvIG9uIENlYinEuLi4uICBJdCBoYXMg¥mVl 
biBhIGxvbmcgdGltZQlzaW5jZSB0aGUgVS5TLiBnb3Zlcm5tZW50IGhhcyBmYWNl
ZCBzdWNoIHN0cm9uZyBjcml0aWNpc20uLi4uICBJbnRlcm5hdGlvbmFsDXJlamVj 



dGlvbiBvZiB0aGUgZWli¥XJnbyBvbiBDdWJhIHByb3ZlcyB0aGF0IENsaW50b24g 
d21sbCBoYXZlIHRvIHJl¥29uc21kZXINaGlzIHBvbGljeSBhcyBzb29uIGFzIHBv
c3NpYmxlLiAgT3RoZXJ3aXNlLCB0aGUgVW5pdGVkIFN0YXRlcyB3aWxsIG5vIGxv 
bmdlcgliZSB0aGUgaW5kaXNwZW5zYWJsZSBuYXRpb24gb2YgdGhlIHJlqWVsZWN0
ZWQgcHJlc21kZW50J3MgZHJlYWlzLi4uLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA 
wgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwiJGb3IgYSBsb25nIHRpbWUgbm93LCBDdWJhIGhhcyBwb3Nl
ZCBubyB0aHJlYXQgdG8gdGhlIHN0YWJpbG10eSBvZglpbnN0aXRldGlvbnMuICBU 
aGUgcmV2b2xldGlvbmFyeSB3aG8gd29ycmllZCBtYW55IGNoaWVmcyBvZiBzdGF0
ZSBvZiB0aGUNY29udGluZW50IGhhcyBjaGFuZ2VkLiAgVGhlIGJlYXJkIG9mIHRo
ZSBTaWVycmEgTWFlc3RyYSBzdWJ2ZXJzaXZlIGhhcwlncmF5ZWQsIGFuZCBzbyBo
YXZlIGhpcyBwb2xpdGljYWwgaWRlYXMuIgrQBNAA////////////////////////
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
//////////////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAKwBAgHYAm4CxAO 
aRD/^.\\^Nc^GSM^lQ[C^IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
////////////////////////AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAOAAEOMIA
AAAAAAAAAADCwwzDCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCQ 1 VCQTogICJQb3NpdG12ZSBSZXN 1 bHRz 
IE9mIEliZXJvqUFtZXJpY2FuIFNlbWlpdCIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAA
AAAAAMJIYXZhbmEncyBSYWRpbyBSZWJlbGRlIGFpcmVkIHRoZXNlIHJlbWFya3Mg
KDExLzEyKSBieSBPcmxhbmRvIENvbnRyZXJhcyBmcm9tDVNhbnRpYWdvIGRnENo 
aWxlOiAgllRoZSBzaXhOaCBJYmVybblBbWVyaWNhbiBzdWltaXQgeWllbGRlZCBw 
b3NpdGi2ZSByZXNlbHRzDQtyZWdhcmRpbmcgY2VydGFpbiBmdW5kYWllbnRhbCBw 
cmluY21wbGVzIG9mIGNvZXhpc3RlbmNHGJldHdlZW4gY291 bnRyaWVzLA 1 hbmQg 
bGVmdCBvbiByZWNvcmQgb251IG9mIHRoZSBtb3N0IGNhdGVnb3JpY2FsIHJlamVj 
dGlvbnMgb2YgdGhlIEhlbGlzqUJlcnRvbglBY3QuLi4uICBUaGUgaGVhZHMgb2Yg
c3 RhdGUgY W5 kIGdvdm Vybm 1 lbnQgb2 YgMjEgTGF0aW4gQ W1 Icmlj Y W4g Y291 bnRy 
aWVzDWFsc28gdm93ZWQgdG8gaG9ub3IgdGhlIHByaW5jaXBsZXMgb2Ygc292ZXJl 
aWdudHksIG5vbmludGVydmVudGlvbiBhbmQNanVyaWRpY2FsIGVxdWFsaXR5IG9m
IHRoZSBzdGF0ZXMsIHdoaWNoIGFyZSB0aGUgYmFzaXMgb2YgaW50ZXJuYXRpb25h 
bCBsYXcuIA 1SZ WdhcmRpbmcgc2 VsZqlkZXRlcm 1 pbmF0aW9uLCB0aGUgc214dGgg 
c3VtbW10IHJlY29nbml6ZXMgdGhlIHJpZ2h0IG9mIGFsbAlwZW9wbGVzIHRvIGZy
ZWVseSBjb25zdHJlY3QgdGhlaXIgcG9saXRpY2FsIHN5c3RlbQrQBNAA////////
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
//////////////////////////////////SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAAAAWAAA
WAKwBAgHYAm4CxAOaBAYFXAXyBkgHHgeOCAoI///////////////////////////
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAOAAEOMIAAAAAAAAAAADCYW5kIGluc3RpdHVOaW9ucyBpbiBwZWFjZSwg 
c3RhYmlsaXR5IGFuZCBqdXN0aWNlLi4uLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA 
wiJGb3IgaGlzIHBhcnQsIFNwYW5pc2ggUHJpbWUgTWIuaXN0ZXIgSm9zZSBNYXJp
YSBBem5hciBtYXkgaGF2ZSBmZWx0IHRoYXQNRmlkZWwncyByZWFsaXN0aWMgYXNz
ZXNzbWVudCBvZiB0aGUgY3VycmVudCB3b3JsZCBzaXRlYXRpb24gd2FzIGFsYXJt  
aXN0DVtjYXRhc3Ryb2Zpc3RhXS4gIEF6bmFyIHRoZW4gY2FsbGVkIGZvciBhIGZl 
bGwgZGVtb2NyYWN5IGluIGFsbCBjb3VudHJpZXMgb2YNdGhlIGNvbnRpbmVudCwg 
d2IOaG91dCBleGNlcHRpb24sIGFwcGFyZW5ObHkgYWxsdWRpbmcgdG8gdGhlIGZh
Y3QgdGhhdCBDdWJhDWRvZXMgbm90IGFzc3VtZSB0aGUgZnVsbCBkZWlvY3JhY3kg 
dGhhdCBBem5hciBmYW5jaWVzLiAgVGhlIGZhY3RzLCBub3QNcmhldG9yaWMsIHNo 
b3cgQXpuYXIncyBkZWlvY3JhY3kgZmF2b3JzIHRoZSByaWNoIGFuZCBmYWxscyBz 
aG9ydCBpbiBlbW90aW9uDWFuZCBzb2NpYWwgc29saWRhcml0eS4uLi4gIFNvY21h 
bGlzbSBoYXMgc2hvd24gaXQgaXMgaWlwZXJmZWN0LCBidXQNY2FwaXRhbGlzbSBp  
cyBub3Qgb25seSBpbXBlcmZlY3QgYnV0IGFsc28gdW5mYWlyLiIKwgAAAAAAAAAA
AMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNFQlVBRE9SOiAgIlRpbWUgRm9yIFUuUy4gVG8gUmVj 
b25zaWRlciBDdWJhIFBvbGljeSIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJM
ZWFkaW5nLCBjZW50cmlzdCDDC8NFbCBDb211cmNpb8QLxCBjb21tZW50ZWQgKDEx
LzExKTogICJJbiBTYW50aWFnbywgb25jZSBhZ2FpbiwNdGhpcyBkZWlvY3JhdGli
IGV4ZXJjaXNlIGFsbG93ZWQuLi50aGUgcHJ!c2VuY2Ugb2YgRmlkZWwgQ2FzdHJv 



qal0aGUgb25seQlkaWN0YXRvciBvZiB0aGUgcmVnaW9uqaIhbmQsIGlvcmVvdmVy
LCBwZXJtaXROZWQgaGItIHRvIGVuZCBIcCBhIHZpYSRvciwNdGhhbmtzIHRvIHRo
ZSBjb25kZWluYXRpb24gb2YgdGhlIFUuUy4gSGVsbXOpQnVydG9uIGxhdy4gIE10
IGlzLCBhcHBhcmVudGx5LAlhIHNlaSBnZW51cmlzIHNpdHVhdGlvbi4gIFRoZSBk
aXNhZ3JlZWllbnQgYWlvbmcgdGhlIEliZXJvqUFtZXJpY2FuIGlham9yaXR5DWlz
IG9ubHkgZXhwbGljYWJsZSBieSB0aGVpciBmZWFyIHRoYXQgdGhlIENlYmFuIGJs 
b2Nr¥WRlIGlpZ2hOIGJlIGV4dGVuZGVkDWFuZCBhZmZlY3Qgb3RoZXIgY291 bnRy
aWVzLiAgQXNpZGUgZnJvbSBOaGlzLCBpdCBpcyBOaWHIGZvciBOaGUgVWSpdGVk
DVN0YXRlcyB0byBhbmFseXplIHRoZSBpbmNyZWFzaW5nIG9wcG9zaXRpb24gdG8g  
dGhpcyBsYXcsIHJlbHVjdGFudGx5IGFwcHJvdmVkDWJ5IFByZXNpZGVudCBDbGlu 
dG9uIGluIGEgY3 J1 Y21hbCBtb21 lbnQgZHVyaW5nIGhpcyBlbGVjdG9y YWwgY2Ft 
cGFpZ24uICBOb3cNdGhhdCBOaGUgZWxlY3Rpb25zIGFyZSBvdmVyLCBjZXJOYWlu
IHNlcnByaXNlcyBpbiB0aGUgcmVsYXRpb25zIGJldHdlZW4gdGhvc2UNdHdvIGNv 
dW50cmllcyBtaWdodCBiZSBleHBlY3RlZC4iCtAE0AD/////////////////////
iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinii
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EX5oEMAS>G^N>n^7A^\\\.^CPIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
//////////////////////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQ
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNNRVhJQ086ICAgIk5vbqlJbnRlcnZl 
bnRpb24sIEN 1 YmEgQ W5kIEhlbG 1 zqUJ 1 cnRvbilKwgAA AAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEOATQ

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIXAAX/^A\^\\^^AAAA
AAAAAAAAAFgCsAQIB2AJuAsQDmgQGBVwF8gZIBx4HtAgKCP/////////////////
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII^WAWWXWW^
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAANAABNDCAAAAAAAAAAAAwkluIHRoZSBlZGlObSJpYWwgdmll 
dyBvZiBjZW5OcmlzdCDDC8NFeGNlbHNpb3LEC8QgKDExLzEyKSwgHByZXNpZGVu 
dCBaZWRpbGxvDXJlamVjdGVkIGluIENoaWxlIGFueSBwb3NzaWJpbG10eSB0aGF0
IE 1 leGljbyBtaWdodCAgdXNHCdpdHMgcG9saXRpY2FsIGFuZA 1 IY29ub21 pYyBt
dXNjbGUnIHRvIHByb3Zva2UgYW4gIGFsbGVnZWQgdHJhbnNpdGlvbiB0byBkZWlv
Y3JhY3kgaW4gQ3ViYS4uLi4gDU5vbqlpbnRlcnZlbnRpb24gaGFzIGJlZW4gdGhl
ICBrZXkgdG8gc292ZXJlaWdudHkgYW5kIGluZGVwZW5kZW5jZSBmb3IgTGF0aW4N
Q W1 lomlj YW4gbmFOaW9ucy4gIEFzIGEgbWF0dGVyIG9mIGZh¥3QsIG10IHJlcHJl 
c2VudHMgIGEgdmVyeSBpbXBvcnRhbnQNc2hpZWxkIGFnYWluc3QgdGhlIHN0dXBp
ZCBhdHRpdHVkZXMgb2YgIGVjb25vbWljIHBvd2VycyBzdWNoIGFzIHRoZSBVbmlO
ZWQNU3RhdGVzLCB3aGljaCB0cnkgdG8gaWlwb3NlICB0aGVpciB3aWxsIG9uIG90  
aGVyIGNvdW50cmllcyBiZXlvbmQgdGhlaXINYm9yZGVycy4gIFByZXNpZGVudCBa
ZWRpbGxvIGV4cHJlc3NlZCBoaXMgcmVqZWN0aW9uIG9mIHRoZSAgaWlwbGVtZW50
YXRpb24gb2YNdGhlIEhlbGlzqUJlcnRvbiBsYXcuLi4uICBPbmx5IHVuaXR5IHdp 
bGwgYmUgYWJsZSBObyBzdG9wIHRcZSBhcnJvZ2FuY2Ugb2YgYW4NZWlwaXJHHRo
YXQgaXMgb2Jzb2xldGUuIiAKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNVUlVH
VUFZOiAglCJDYXNOcmSncyBBbmFjaHJvbmlzdGljlFdvcmRzIFJlZnVOZWQiCsIA
AAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCQnVzaW51c30pZWNvbm9taWMgwwvDRWwg
T2JzZXJ2YWRvcsQLxCdzIGVkaXRvcmlhbCAoMTEvMTIpIUNhaWQsICJDYXN0cm8n 
cyB2aWV3cywNd2hpY2gsIGxpa2UgaGlzIGRpY3RhdG9yc2hpcCwgYmVsb25nIHRv
ICBhbiBhbmFjaHJvbmlzdGljIHBhc3QslHdlcmUgY2xlYXJseQlyZWZldGVkIGJ5
IChVcnVndWF5YW4gUHJlc21kZW50KSBTYW5ndWluZXR0aSwgd2hvIGRlc2NyaWJI
ZCBMYXRpbiBBbWVyaWNHGFzDWEgIGNvbnRpbmVudCBzdHJpdmluZyBmb3J3YXJk
LCBhIGNvbnRpbmVudCB3aXRoIGdyZWF0IGFjaGlldmVtZW50cyBkdXJpbmcgdGhl
DWxhc3QgZmV3IHllYXJzLCBhbmQgb251IHdoaWNoIGNvbmZyb250ZWQgY29ycnVw 
dGlvbiBhcyB3ZWxsIGFzIGlhbnkgb3RcZXINZXNzZW50aWFsIGlzc3VlcyB3aXRo
IGRlY21zaXZIbmVzcyBhbmQgcmVhbGlzbS4gICBIaXMgIHdvcmRzIHdlcmUgbGlr
ZSBhDXJlc3BvbnNIIHRvIHRob3NlIG9mIEZpZGVsIENhc3Rybywgd2hvIGhhZCBk
ZXNjcmliZWQgTGF0aW4gQWllcmljYSdzIA0Lc210dWF0aW9uIGFzIGdsb29teSBh
bmQgZXhwbG9pdGVkIGJ5IGEgdHdvqWhlYWRlZCBtb25zdGVyOiAgdGh!IFVuaXRI



ZCBTdGF0ZXMNYW5kIHRoZSBiaWcgaW50ZXJuYXRpb25hbCAgY29tcGFuaWVzLiIK
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLB4AAAAAAAAMFFVVJPUEUKg8IAAAAAAAAA
AADCweAAAAAA?LADBCoPQBNAA//////////////////////////^^^^^^
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//////////////////////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQ
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJDZW50cmlzdCDDC8NEaWFyaW8gMTbE
C8QgYXJndWVkICgxMS8xNCk6ICAiT25jZSBhZ2FpbiwgdGhlIEliZXJvqUFtZXJp
Y2FuIHN 1 bW 1 pdA 1 oYXMgcm VncmV0dGFibHkgYmVjb21 HHRoZSAnQ2FzdHJvIHN 1
b W1 pdC4nICB JdCBj b25kZ W1 uZ WQgdGhllEhlbG 1 zqUJ 1 cnRvbg 1 sZ Wdpc2xhdGlv 
biwgYmFzaWNhbGx5IHJlYnVraW5nIENsaW50b24gZm9yIGEgbGF3IHdoaWNoIEli
ZXJvqUFtZXJpY2FuLCBhcwl 3Z WxsIGFzIEV 1 cm9wZWFuIGNvd WSOcmllcywgcm VqAFgCsAQIB2AJuAsQDmgQwBIYFXAXyBkgHHgeOCAoI///////////////////////
/////////////////////////////////////////wAAAAT^
AAA A AAAAANAABNDC A AAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwyJQcmVzc3 VyaW 5 n 
IENhc3RybyBXaGlsZSBPYmplY3RpbmcgVG8gSGVsbXOpQnVydG9uIgrCAAAAAAAA
AAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwkFuIGVkaXRvcmlhbCBpbiBpbmRlcGVuZGVudCDD
C8NFbCBNdW5kb8QLxCAoMTEvMTMpIGNvbmNsdWRlZCwgIkJ5IGVzdGFibGlzaGlu
Zw 1 saW 1 PdHMgb24gZWNvbm9taWMgY WlkIGZyb20gU3BhaW4gdG8gQ3 ViYSBiYXNl
ZCBvbiBhbiBhdXRoZW50aWMNZGVtb2NyYXRpemF0aW9uIG9mIENlYmEsIHRoZSBT
cGFuaXNoIHByaWllIGlpbmlzdGVyIGlzIGFkdmFuY21uZyAodGhlIGNhdXNlDW9m
KSBmcm VlZG9tIGluIEN 1 YmEuLi4uICBIb3dldmVyIHRoaXMgaW5jcmVhc2VkIGZp
cm 1 uZXNzIG 11 c3Qgbm90IGJHGNvbmZ 1 c2VkDXdpdGggYm93aW5nIHRvIHRoZSB V
bml0ZWQgU3RhdGVzIG9yIElhcyBDYW5vc2EncyBleHRyZWlpc3QgcG9zaXRpb25z
U^LgT(^\AJIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII^WW\\\W
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAKwBAgHYAm4CxAOaBAYFXAXyBkgHHgeOCAoI///////
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIWW
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAOAAEOMIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADC
IkEgcG9saWN5IG9mIGRpcGxvbWF0aWMgYW5kIHBvbG10aWNhbCBwcmVzc3VyZSBv
biBDYXN0cm8gaXMgcGVyZmVjdGx5DWNvbXBhdGlibGUgd210aCByZWplY3Rpbmcg
dGhllEhlbG 1 zqUJ 1 cnRvbiBsZ Wdpc2xhdGlvbiwgd2hpY2ggdmlvbGF0ZXMgdGhl
IAlwcmluY21wbGUgb2Ygc292ZXJlaWdudHkgb2YgbmF0aW9ucy4gIE10IGlzIGFs
c28gY29tcGFOaWJsZSB3aXRoICBtYWludGFpbmluZwllY29ub21pYyBhbmQgdEUh
ZGUgcmVsYXRpb25zIGFuZCBzdXBwbHlpbmcgaHVtYW5pdGFyaWFuIGFpZCBObyBl
YXNlIHRoZQltaXNlcnkgb2YgdGhlIHBlb3BsZS4iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAA
AAAAAADCwwzDIkF6bmFyIElhZGUgU3VtbW10IEZvY3VzIE9uIENlYmEiCsIAAAAA
AAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCTGliZXJhbCDDC8NFbCBQYWlzxAvEIGNvdW50
ZXJlZCAoMTEvMTIpIGluIGFuIGVkaXRvcmlhbCwgIlNwYW5pc2ggUHJpbWUgTWlu 



aXNOZXINQXpuYXIgaGFzIG 1 hbmFnZ WQsICB3aXRoIGhpcyBjb21 tZ W5OLCAgJOkg
aGF2ZSAgbm90aGluZy BhZ2FpbnN0IEN 1 YmEsIGJ 1 dA 1 ldmVyeXRoaW5nIGFnY Wlu 
c3QgaXRzIHJlZ21tZSwnIHRvIG 1 ha2UgdGhlICBzd W1 taXQgb25jZSBhZ2FpbiBm
b2N 1 cyBvbg 1 Dd WJhLi4uLi AgV2hldGhlciBpdCB3 YXMgaGlzIGludGVudGlvbiB v
ciBub3QsICBBem5hciBpcyBmYXZvcmluZyBub3 Qgb2 5 seQ 1N YXMgQ2F ub3NhLCB0 
aHJvdWdoIHRoZSBDdWJhbqlBbWVyaWNhbiBGb3VuZGF0aW9uLCBidXQgdGhlIFVu 
aXRlZCBTdGFOZXMsDXdoaWNoIGlzIG5 ldmVyIHZlcnkgc3 ItcGFOaG VOaWMgdGSg 
bWVldGluZ3MgdG8gd2hpY2ggaXQgaGFzIG5vdCBiZWVuDWludmlOZWQuIgrCAAAA
AAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwyJWaW5hIGRlbCBNYXIgRmluYWwgRGVjbGFy
YXRpb24iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCVW5kZXIgdGhlIGhlYWRs 
aW5IIGFib3ZlLCBjb25zZXJ2YXRpdmUgwwvDQUJDxAvEICgxMS8xMikgaW5zaXN0
ZWQsICJOb2JvZfflcgY2FuDWlnbm9yZSBOaGFOIHRoZXJHGlzIHNvbWVOaGluZyBl 
eHRyYW9yZGIuYXJ5IGluIHRoZSBmYWN0ICB0aGF0LCBhbW9uZyBhbGwgb2YNdGhl
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Y2FuIHN 1 bWl pdCBpcyBhIHBlcmZlY3QgY29tYmluYXRpb24gIG9mIHZhZ3 VlIGFu
ZAlnZW51cmFsIHRvcGljcyBmb3Igd2hvc2UgYWNoaWV2ZWllbnQgbm90aGluZyBh 
bmQgbm9ib2R5IGlzICBhY2NvdW50YWJsZS4gVGhpcwlmaW5hbCB0ZXh0IGhhcyBs 
aXR0bGUgdG8gZG8gd210aCByZWFsaXR5LiIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAA
AMLDDMNCUklUQU100iAgIlNpbmdlaW5nIENhc3RybydzIEJlYXJkIgrCAAAAAAAA
AAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwlVuZGVyIHRoZSBoZWFkbGluZSBhYm92ZSwgdGhl
IGluZGVwZW5kZW50IHdlZWtseSDDC8NFY29ub21pc3TEC8QgKDExLzE2KSBzdWdn
ZXN0ZWQNdGhhdCBDYXN0cm8sIGJ5IGF0dGVuZGluZyB0aGUgc3VtbW10LCAiZ290
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bmQgb24gdGhlIGNvbXBvc210aW9uIG9mIHRoZSBDb25ncmVzcy4gQmV5b25kIHRo
ZSAgZ29vZCB3aWxsDWV4cHJIc3NlZCBieSBCaWxsIENsaW50b24gYXMgd2VsbCBh 
cyBieSBCb2IgRG9sZSwgYW5kIHRoZSAgY29uc2Vuc3VzIG9mIHRoZQltb2RlcmF0
ZSBzZWN0b3JzIG9mIGJvdGggcGFydGllcywgdGltZXMgZG8gbm90IHNlZW0gdG8g
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IGVzcGVjaWFsbHkgcmVnYXJkaW5nDXRoZSAgZW5mb3JjZWllbnQgb2YgdGhlIGxh 
c3QgY2xhdXNlIG9mIHRoZSBIZWxtc61CdXJ0b24gbGF3IHRoYXQgc3RyZW5ndGhl 
bnMgDXRoZSBlY29ub21pYyBlbWJhcmdvLiBUaGUgbWFpbiBBbWVyaWNhbiBmcnVz 
dHJhdGlvbnMsIHRob3NIIHJlbGF0ZWQgdG8gIGRydWcNdHJhZmZpY2tpbmcgYW5k 
IHNlY3VyaXR5LCBtYXkgYnJpbmcgZW10aGVyIGNvbXBsaWNhdGlvbnMgb3IgbmV3 
cy4gIE9mIHRoZQlyZXN0LCBsaXR0bGUgaXMgdG8gYmUgc2FpZC4KwgAAAAAAAAAA
AMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIiKFNlY3JldGFyeSBvZiBEZWZlbnNlKSBQZXJyeSBzYWIk
ICdUaGVyZSBpcyBtaXN0cnVzdCBpbiBMYXRpbiBBbWVyaWNhbiANY291bnRyaWVz 
LiBBcmdlbnRpbmEncyBwb3NpdGlvbiBmaXZIIHllYXJzIGFnbywgb3IgZXZlbiB0 
aHJlZSB5ZWFycyBhZ28sIAljb3VsZCBoYXZHGFsbG93ZWQgaXQgdG8gam9pbiBO
QUZUQSB0b2dldGhlciB3aXRoIENoaWxlLCBvciBhZnRlciBDaGlsZS4gDUJldCwg
ZXZlbiB3aXRoIElFUkNPUlVSLCBTb3V0aCBBbWVyaWNhbnMgd21sbCBuZXZlciBi
ZSBhIGJpZyB0cmFkZSBibG9jLiANQmVzaWRlcywgaW4gYSBibG9jIHdpdGggQnJh 
emlsLCBBcmdlbnRpbmEsIFVydWdlYXkgYW5kIFBhcmFndWF5LCBOaGVyZSBpcyAN 
bm90IGEgJ2JpZycgaGVscGVyIHNob3VsZCBwcm9ibGVtcyBhcmlzZS4nICAgKFBl 
cnJSKSBIbXBoYXNpemVkIHRoYXQgdGhlDXBvbGlOaWNhbCBpbnNOYWJpbGlOeSBp 
biB0aG9zZSBjb3VudHJpZXMgKGVpdGhlciBQcmVzaWRlbnQgTWVuZW0ncwlzdWNj
ZXNzaW9uLCBvciBCcmF6aWwncyBwb3N0qUNhcmRvc28gZXJhKSBpcyBhbm90aGVy 
IGtleSBmYWN0b3IgdGhhdCBwcmV2ZW50cwlhbnkga21uZCBvZiBuZWdvdGlhdGlv 
bi4iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCgvCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwyJOZXcgRmFjZXMgSW4gQ2Vu  
dHJhbCBBbWVyaWNhlgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwkFuIGVkaXRv 
cmlhbCBpbiBsZWFkaW5nIMMLwONsYXJpbsQLxCBzYWlkICgxMC8yNSksICJOZW10  
aGVyIHRocmVhdGVuaW5nICBtaWxpdGFyeQloaWVyYXJjaGllcyBub3IgZm9ybWVy  
IGdlZXJyaWxsYSBjb21tYW5kZXJzIGFyZSB0aGUgcG9saXRpY2FsICBwcm90YWdv  
bmlzdHMNaW4gQ2VudHJhbCBBbWVyaWNhIHRvZGF5LiBUaGUgcHJlc21kZW50aWFs 
IGVsZWN0aW9ucyBpbiAgTmljYXJhZ3VhLi4uYWRkDXRoZWlyIGNoYXJhY3Rlcmlz 
dGljcyB0byB0aGlzIG51dyBzY2VuZampY212aWxpYW4sIGFuZCwgYXQgdGhlIHNh 
bWUgdGltZSwNbm90YWJseSBpbmNvbXBsZXRlLi4uLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAA
AAAAAAAAwiJUaGUgZmlyc3QgdHJhbnNpdGlvbiB0byBlbGVjdGVkIGdvdmVybmll 
bnRzIGluIHRoZSBoaXNOb3J5IG9mICBOaWNhcmFndWEgd2FzDWEgY2xlYXIgZXhh 
bXBsZSBvZiB0aGlzIGRpZmZpY3 VsdCBsZWFybmluZyBwcm9jZXNzIGFzIG 11 Y2gg 
YXMgb2YgIG10cyBsaWlpdGVkDXJIc3VsdHMuLi4uICBOZW10aGVyIHRoZSBTYW5k 
aW5pc3Rhcycgbm9yIFZpb2xldGEgQ2hhbW9ycm8ncyBnb3Zlcm5tZW50cyB3ZXJl 
DWFibGUgIHRvIGludHJvZHVjZSBzdHJlY3RlcmFsIGNoYW5nZXMgdG8gb3ZlcmNv 
bWUgZXhOcmVtZSBlbmRlcmRldmVsb3BtZW5ODWFuZCAgdGhpcyBleHBsYWlucyBO 
aGUgdmljdG9yeS4uLm9mICBBcm5vbGRvIEFsZWlhbiwgYSBsYXd5ZXIgYW5kIGNv
ZmZIZQ 1 wbGFudGVylGJ 1 c21uZXNzb WFuIHdobyBy  YW4gd210aCB0aGUgIGFkdmFu 
dGFnZXMgb2YgaGlzIHJlbGF0aXZHG5vdmVsdHksDU 1 hbmFndWEncyByZ Wd 1 bGFO 
b3 J5IGFkb WluaXN0cmF0aW9uICBhbmQgdGhlIHByb21 pc2Ugb2 YgZ WNvbm9taWMg 
aW52ZXN0bWVudC4NCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCIkV2ZXJ5b251IGlz
IGF3YXJlLCBhbnl3YXksIG9mIGhvdyBtdWNoIGlzIHN0aWxsIHRvIGJlIGRvbmUg 
b3V0c21kZSB0aGUNcGVyYWlldGVycyBvZiB0aGVzZSBpbXBlomZlY3QgcG9saXRp
Y2FsIHN5c3RlbXM6IFNlY3RvcnMgdGhhdCBhcmUgZXhjbHVkZWQNZnJvbSBwbHVy
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IHRoZSBwb3J0aW9ucyBvZglzb2NpZXR5IHRoYXQgYXJlIGRlcHJpdmVkIG9mIHBv 
bGlOaWNhbCBvcmRlciBhbmQgcHJvZHVjdGlvbiwgdGhllHJlYWxpdGllcwlOaGFO
IGFyZSBub3QgcmVwcmVzZW50ZWQgaW4gdGhlaXIgaW5zdG10dXRpb25zLiBJdCBp 
cyBoZXJlLCAgcmF0aGVyIHRoYW4gaW4NdGhlaXIgYWRtaW5pc3RyYXRpdmUgY2Vu 
dGVycywgd2hlcmUgdGhlIGJpZ2dlc3QgY2hhbGxlbmdlcyB0byBDZW50cmFsDUFt
ZXJpY2FuIGNvdW50cmllcyBsaWUuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMM  
wyJBIEhhcmQgVGFzayBBd2FpdHMgQWxlbWFuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAA
AAAAAAAAwklhbmFndWEgY29ycmVzcG9uZGVudCBQYXRyaWNpbyBCZXJuYWJlIGZp 
bGVkIGZvciBkYWIsealvZqlyZWNvcmQgwwvDTGEgTmFjaW9uxAvEDSgxMC8yNSks
ICJHb3Zlcm5hYmlsaXR5IHdpbGwgYmUgQXJub2xkbyBBbGVtYW4ncyBncmVhdGVz  
dCBjaGFsbGVuZ2Ugb25jZSBoZQ  1OY WtlcyBvdm VylHB vd2 VylGluI Ephbn Vhcnkg 
bmV4dCB5ZWFyLiAgQWxlbWFuJ3MgTGIiZXJhbCBBbGxpYW5jZSBtdXN0IGZhY2UN 
dW5wcmVkaWN0YWJsZSBvcHBvc210aW9uIGZyb20gIHRoZSBTYW5kaW5pc3Rhcywg 
d2hpY2ggc3VmZmVyZWQgb24gU3VuZGF5DXRoZWlyIHNlY29uZCBjb25zZWNldG12
ZSBkZWZlYXQgaW4gdGhlICBiYWxsb3RzLi4uLiAgQWxlbWFuIGlzIGFsc28gcmVn
YXJkZWQNYXMgdGhlIGlvc3QgY2FwYWJsZSBjYW5kaWRhdGUgdG8gdGFja2xlIHVw
Y29taW5nIGVjb25vbWljIGNoYWxsZW5nZXMsIHJlY2VpdmUNc3VwcG9ydCBmcm9t
IHByaXZhdGUgZW50ZXJwcmlzZSwgTmljYXJhZ3VhbnMgaW4gZXhpbGUsIGluIElp
Y W1 pLCBhbmQgZnJvbSB0aGUNQ2F0aG9saWMgQ2h 1 cmNoLi4uLi AgQSBo YXJkIHRh 
c2sgYXdhaXRzIHRoZSBuZXhOIHByZXNpZGVudDogdG8gZmluYWxseQlyZWNvbmNp 
bGUgaGlzIGNvdW50cnkgYW5kICBmaWdodCB 1 bmVtcGxveWl IbnQgYWSkIHBvdmVy 
dHksIHR3byBzY291cmdlcyB3aGljaAlhcmUgYWZmZWN0aW5nIE5pY2FyYWdlYSBy
ZWxlbnRsZXNzbHkuIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAA 
wsMMwyJBbiBVbmNlcnRhaW4gRnV0dXJIIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAA
AAA AwlRlbG 1 hlEx 1 enphbmksIG9uIHNwZ WNpY WwgYXNzaWdub WVudCBpbiBN Y W5h 
Z3VhIGZvciBsZWFkaW5nIMMLwONsYXJpbsQLxCwgb3BpbmVkDSgxMC8yMiksICJJ
ZiB0aGUgdmljdG9yeSBvZiB0aGUgU2FuZGluaXN0YSByZXZvbHV0aW9uIGluIDE5
NzkgIGlhcmtlZCB0aGUNZGVjbGluZSBvZiBsaWZlbG9uZyBkaWN0YXRvcnNoaXBz
IGluIExhdGluIEFtZXJpY2EsIHRoZSAgcHJlZGljdGFibGUgdmljdG9yeQlvZiBB
cm5vbGRvIEFsZWlhbiBpcyB0aGUgY29uZmlybWF0aW9uIHRoYXQgdGhlIG51dyAg 
bWlsbGVubml 1 bSB3aWxsIGZpbmQgYQ 13b3 JsZCByd WxlZCBieSBOaGUgcmlnaHQg 
d21uZy4uLi4gICBTb2NpYWwgZGlmZmVyZW5jZXMgd21sbCBkZWVwZW4gaW4gdGhl
DXdvcmxkLiAgSW4gTmljYXJhZ3VhLCBzdWNoIHNvY21hbCBkaXZpc21vbiBpcyBh 
bHNvIHRoZSByZXNlbHQgb2YgaXRzIGhpc3RvcnkNb2YgIGNvbmZyb250YXRpb24u
ICBBbGVtYW4ncyBldmVudHVhbCBwcmVzaWRIbmN5IG9wZW5zIGEgbmV3IGN5Y2xl 
lG9mIGZlYXINZm9yIGEgbGFyZ2UgcG9ydGlvbiBvZiBOaWNhcmFndWFuczogVGhl
IHJldHVybiBmcm9tIGV4aWxlIG9mIHRoZSBmb3JtZXINU29tb3phIGVsaXRlIGFu
ZCB0aGUgcG9zc21iaWxpdHkgb2YgdGhlIHJIZGlzdHJpYnV0aW9uIG9mIGNvbmZp 
c2NhdGVkI A1 wcm9wZXJ0eS4uLi4KwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAA AAAAAMIiRXZl 
biB0aG91Z2ggRGFuaWVsIE9ydGVnYSdzIGR!ZmVhdCBpcyBhIGhhcmQgYmxvdyB0 
byBoaW0gYXMgYSAgbmF0aW9uYWwNcG9saXRpY2FsIGZpZ3VyZSwgdGhlIEZTTE4g 
aGFzIG5vdCBsb3N0IG10cyBhcHBlYWwgbm9yIG10cyBwb2xpdGljYWwgcG93ZXIu
IA0LTmV2ZXJ0aGVsZXNzLCBhbm90aGVyIHVuY2VydGFpbnR5IHRoZXNlIGVsZWN0 
aW9ucyBwcmVzZW50IGlzIHRoZSBmdXRlcmUgb2YNdGhlIEZyb250LiIKwgAAAAAA
AAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNCQVJCQURPUzogICJXaGF0IFdpbGwgQ2xpbnRv 
biBJSSBCcmluZyBGb3IgQ2FyaWJiZWFuPyIKOATQAP//////////////////////
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
////////////////////AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAFgCsAQIB2AJuAsQ
X)m^B\NYXkXy^}m^C\o\lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
/////////////////////////wAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAANAABNDC

llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
//8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAKwBAgHYAm4CxAOaBAYFXAXyBkgHHge



QC^oXIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
////////AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA0AAE0MIAAAAAAAAAAADCQ29s 
dWluaXN0IFJpY2tleSBTaW5naCBjb21tZW50ZWQgaW4gdGhlIGlvZGVyYXRHMML
w05hdGlvbsQLxCAoMTEvOCksICJBIHFlZXN0aW9uDW9mIGltbWVkaWF0ZSByZWxl
dmFuY2UgZm9ylHVzIGluIHRoZSBDYXJp¥mJlYW4gaXMgd2hldGhlciB0aGlzIHJl Vud A1 DbGludG9uIGhvbm9yIGhpcyBj Y W1 wY WlnbiBwbGVkZ2UgdG8g J2 J1 
aWxkIGJyaWRnZXMnIGludG8gdGhlIDIxc3QgY2VudHVyeS4iIA0KwgAAAAAAAAAA
AMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNDSElMRTogICJTYW5kaW5pc3RhIERlZmVhdCBJbiBO 
aWNhcmFndWEiCtAEOAD//////////tf^^^^^
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII^W
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgLEA5oEMASGBVwF8gZIBx4HtAg  
^.CPIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII W0gaW4gb3 JkZXIgdG8gYXNzaXN0IGluIHRoZSByZXN0b3 JhdGlvbiBvZg 10
aWNhcmFndWEsIHRoZSBzZWNvbmQgcG9vcmVzdCBjb3VudHJ5IG9mIHRoZSBjb250
^5\\in^^ZQ7X\gSG^AGk\i\^<^\\llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll



Illlllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
//////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAKwBAgHYAm4CxAOaBAYFXAX 
y^\\\\^C\o\lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
////////////////AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAOAAEOMIAAAAAAAAA
AADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCwwzDRUNVQURPUjogICJUaWllIEZhdm9ycyBQZXJlIgrC
AAAAAAAAAAAAwgrEDMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwkluIGhpcyBvcGluaW9uIGNvbHVtbiwg
UGVkcm8gU2FhZCB3cm90ZSBpbiBHdWF5YXFlaWwncyBjZW50ZXKpbGVmdCDDC8NF 
eHByZXNvxAvEDSgxMS8zKSwgdGhlIGlvc3QgYW50aalQZXJlIHBhcGVyIGFtb25n
IHRoZSBtYWpvciBkYWlsaWVzOiAiTGlrZSBpdCBvciBub3QsDUVjdWFkb3IgaGFz
IHJlY29nbmi6ZWQgdGhlIGZvcmNlIG9mIHRoZSBSaW8gUHJvdG9jb2wuICBUaGVy
ZSBpcyBubyB0dXJuaW5nDWJhY2suLi4uICBFY3VhZG9yIGVuam95ZWQgYSBiaWcg
ZW5vdWdoIHNlY2Nlc3MgZHVyaW5nIHRoZSBtaWxpdGFyeSBjb25mbGljdAlpbiB0
aGUgQ2VuZXBhIHRvIGIycmlOYXRlIFBlcnUsIGJldCBub3QgYmlnIGVub3VnaCBO 
byBtb2RpZnkgdGhlIHJlbGF0aW9uIG9mDWZvcmNlcyBpbiB0aGUgbG9uZyBydW4u
Li4uIFRpbWUgZmF2b3JzIFBlcnUuICBJdCBpcyB0aGUgc3Ryb25nZXIgc3RydWN0 
dXJhbGx5DWFuZCBtaWdodCBhY2hpZXZHGlpbG10YXJ5IHNlcGVyaW9yaXR5IGlm
IGVub3 VnaCByZXNvdXJjZXMgYXJlIGVhcml hcmtlZCBhbmQNaXQgaGFzIHRpbWUg 
dG8gcmWpZWRlY2F0ZSBpdHMgdG9wCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIA
AAAAAAAAAADCb2ZmaWNlcnMgaW4©iGhlIGhhbmRsaW5nIG9mIHN0YXRnG9mIHRo
ZSBhcnQgdGVjaG5vbG9neS4uLi4gQ29uc2VxdWVudGx5LCB3ZQloYXZlIGxpdHRs
ZSB0aWllIHRvIGFjaGlldmUgYSBuZWdvdGlhdGluZyBmcmFtZXdvcmsgb24gdGhl
IGxldmVsIHdpdGggb3VyDQttaWxpdGFyeSBzdWNjZXNzIGluIHRoZSBDZW51cGEu
Li4uCsIAAAAAAAAAAAE>CCsIAAAAAAAAAAAE>CIlRoaXMgaXMgcmVhbG10eS4gIEFu
ZCwgYWZ0ZXIgZnJlZWx5IGFjY2VwdGluZyB0aGUgZm9yY2Ugb2YgdGhlIHByb3Rv
Y29sIGFuZAlhYmFuZG9uaW5nIHRoZSBpZGVhIG9mIHBhcGFsIGFyYml0cmF0aW9u
LCB0aGUgb25seSB0aGluZyBsZWZ0IGluIHRoaXMNc2NlbmFyaW8gaXMgdGhhdCB0 
aGUgZ3VhcmFudG9ycyBkZWlhbmQgdGhlIGNsb3Npbmcgb2YgdGhlIGJvcmRlciwg
cHJvdmlkaW5nDShtYXliZSkgYSBzbWFsbCB0ZXJyaXRvcmlhbCBjb25jZXNzaW9u
IHRvIEVjdWFkb3IulCBCdXQgaXQgaXMgZ29pbmcgdG8gYmUNYWxtb3N0IG!tcG9z 
c21ibGUgdG8gaGF2ZSB0aGlzIHBhdGggbGVhZCBlcyB0byAnY29tcGVuc2F0aW9u
LCcgc3VjaCBhcyBhDXNvdmVyZWlnbiBjb3 JyaWRvciBObyBOaGUgQW 1 hem9uLiIK 
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMMiVGhlIE51ZWQgVG8gRW5kIFRoZSBF 
Y3VhZG9yqVBlcnUgQ29uZmxpY3QiCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADC
UXVpdG8ncyBsZWFkaW5nLCBjZW50cmlzdCDDC8NFbCBDb211cmNpb8QLxCAoMTAv
MzEpIG5vdGVkLCAiSWYgdGhlIHNpZ25hdHVyZSBvZiB0aGUNU2FudGlhZ28gYWdy
ZWVtZW50IGJldHdl2W4gdGhlIGlpbmlzdGVycyBvZiBFY3VhZG9yIGFuZCBQZXJl
IHdhcyBleHBlZG10ZWQsDW10IHdhcyBub3QgYSBjb21uY21kZW5jZS4gIFRoZSBn
dWFyYW50b3JzIGhhdmUgcGVyZm9ybWVkIGRldGFpbGVkIHdvcmsg¥W5kDWhhdmUg
ZXhlcmNpc2VkIHByZXNzdXJlLiAgVGhlcmUgYXJlIHZhcmlvdXMgcmVzdWx0czog
IEFzaWRlIGZyb20gdGhlDXN0YXRlbWVudHMgb2YgdmFyaW91cyBlcaXBsb21hdHMg 
YW5kIHRoZSB2aXNpdHMgb2YgTHVpZ2kgRWluYXVkaampdGhlIFUuUy4NcmVwcmVz
Z W5OYXRpdm WpqXRvIFF 1 aXRvIGFuZCBMaW 1 hOyBOaGUgcHJvcG9zY Wwgb2YgdGhl 
IGZvdXIgZ3VhcmFudG9yDWNvdW50cmllcyAoQXJnZW50aW5hLCBCcmF6aWwsIENo 
aWxlIGFuZCB0aGUgVW5pdGVkIFN0YXRlcykgd2FzIHRoZSBmb3VuZGF0aW9uDWZv 
ciB0aGUgc21nbmF0dXJIIG9mIHRoZSBkb2NlbWVudCBpbiBDaGlsZS4gIFRoZXNl
IGFjdGlvbnMsIGFzIHdlbGwgYXMgdGhlaXINZ29vZCB3aWxsLCBtYWtlIGV2aWRl
bnQgdGhlIG51ZWQgdG8gZW5kIHRoZSBjb25mbGljdCBiZXR3ZWVuIEVjdWFkb3Ig
YW5kDVBlcnUsIGJlY2Flc2Ugb2YgaXRzIGludGVyY29ubmVjdGlvbiB0byB0aGUg 
d2hvbGUgY29udGluZW50LiIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMMiVW5p 
dGUgQmVoaW5kIEFjY29yZCIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJUaGUg
ZnJvbnSpcGFnZSBlZG10b3JpYWwgb2YgaW5mbHVlbnRpYWwsIGNlbnRlcqlsZWZ0
lMMLw0hvecQLxCBvZiBRdW10byAoMTAvMzEpDXNhaWQsICJUaGUgY29uZmxpY3Qg 
d210aCBQZXJlIGlzIGEgY2VudHVyeSBvbGQgYW5kIGZpbmFsbHkgd2UgYXJHGFi
b3V0IHRvDWFycml2ZSBhdCBhIHNvbHV0aW9uLCB3aGljaCBzaG91bGQgZmluZCB0 



aGUgY291 bnRyeSByZ WFzb25hYmx5IHVuaWZpZ WQuIE5vdA 1 zbyBtd WNoIGFyb3 Vu 
bnQiCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCUXVpdG8ncyBsZWFkaW5nLCBj
ZW50cmlzdCDDC8NFbCBDb211cmNpb8QLxCAoMTAvMzApIHJlbWFya2VkLCAiVGhl
IGdlYXJhbnRvcnMNc3VjY2VlZGVkIGluIGFkanVzdGluZyB0aGUgY2xvY2tzIG9m
IEVjdWFkb3IgYW5kIFBlcnUgaW4gb3JkZXIgdG8gaW5pdGlhdGUNaWlwb3J0YW50
lHRlcnJpdG9yaWFsIG51Z290aWF0aW9ucy4gIFRoZSBVbml0ZWQgU3RhdGVzIGhh
cyBiZWVuIGVzcGVjaWFsbHkNaWlwb3J0YW50LCB0aHJvdWdoIG10cyByZXByZXNl 
bnRhdG12ZSwgTHVpZ2kgRWluYXVkaSwgd2hvIHBlcmZvcmlIZCBhDWRldGFpbGVk
IGpvYiBjb29yZGluYXRpbmcgd210aCB0aGUgZGlwbG9tYXRzIG9mIHRoZSBzaXgg
Y291 bnRyaWVzLilKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMNKQU 1 BSUNBOiAg   
bGlua2 VkIHRvIGZ 1 dHVyZSB VLlMuIHBvbGljeQ 1 pbmlOaWFOaXZlcyB vbiBDd WJh
IGFuZCBIYW10aS4uLi4gIElyLiBDbGludG9uIG5vdyBoYXMgdGhlIG9wcG9ydHVu
aXR5IHRvDXdyaXRlIGhpbXNlbGYgaW50byBVLlMuIGhpc3RvcnkgYXMgdGhlIHBv
bGI0aWNpYW4gd2hvIHNlY2NlZWRlZCBpbiByZXN0b3JpbmcNbm9ybWFsIHJlbGF0
aW9ucyBiZXR3ZWVuIHRoZSBVbml0ZWQgU3RhdGVzIGFuZCBGaWRlbCBDYXN0cm8n  AAAAANAABNDCAAAAAAAAAAAAwsMMwlBBTkFNQTogICAiQ2FuYWwgTmVnb3RpYXRp  
b25zOiAgT251IE9mIEZpcnNOIFRlc3RzIEZvciBTZWNvbmQgVGVybSIgCtAEOAD/ 
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll

AAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgLEA5oEBgVcBflGSAceB7QICgj////////////////////

AAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKxAzEwgAAAAAAAAAAAMJXYXNoaW5n 
dG9uICBjb3JyZXNwb25kZW50IEhlbnJ5IFJhcWlvbnQgZmlsZWQgZin9yIGNvbnNl
cnZhdG12ZSDDC8NFbCBQYW5hbWENQWllcmljYcQLxCAoMTEvMTUpLCBwb21udGlu
ZyBvdXQgdGhhdCwgZXZlbiB0aG91Z2ggcmVsYXRpb25zIGFyZSBzdGlsbCBnb29k
LAlwcm9zcGVjdHMgYXJlIGxlc3MgZmF2b3JhYmxlIG5vdyB0aGFuCsIAAAAAAAAA



AADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCdGhleSB3ZXJlIGEgeWVhciBhZ28g
Zm9yIGFycml2aW5nIGF0IGFuIGFncmVlbWVudCBvbiBhIHBvc3SpMjAwMCBVLlMu 
DXByZXNlbmNlIGluICBQYW5hbWE6ICAiVGhlIGdlbmVyYWwgb3BpbmlvbiBpcyB0 
aGF0IHRoZSBkZWxheSBoYXMgYWxsb3dlZCANY3JpdGljaXNtIHRvIGJlaWxkIGRv  
bWVzdGljYWxseSBhbmQgd210aCBwcm9taW51bnQgZm9yZWlnbiBvcGluaW9uIAls 
ZWFkZXJzLi4uLiAgUGFuYWlhbmlhbiBzb3VyY2VzlHNheSB0aGUgQ2xpbnRvbiBh 
ZGlpbmlzdHJhdGlvbiBoYXMgbm90IHlldCANc21nbmFsZWQgaXQgaXMgcmVhZHkg 
dG8gc3RhcnQgc2VyaW91cyBkaXNjdXNzaW9ucy4uLi4gIENsaW50b24gaXMgbm90 
DWludGVyZXN0ZWQgaW4gcmVhY2hpbmcgYSBjb25zZW5zdXMgaW4gdGhllFBlbnRh 
Z29uIHRvIGtlZXAgdGhlIGJhc2VzLi4uLiAgSXQNaXMgZXhwZWN0ZWQgdGhhdCB0 
aGUgbmVnb3RpYXRpb25zIHdpbGwgYmUgb251IG9mIHRoZSBmaXJzdCB0ZXN0cyBv 
ZiB0aGUgbmV3DWJpcGFydGlzYW4gZm9yZWlnbiBwb2xpY3kgaG9wZWQgZm9yIGlu 
IHRoZSBzZWNvbmQgQ2xpbnRvbiBwcmVzaWRlbnRpYWwgdGVybS4gDUlyb25pY2Fs 
bHksIG9uZSBwb3NzaWJsZSBhbmQgcG9zaXRpdmUgIHN0ZXAgaW4gdGhpcyBkaXJl 
Y3Rpb24gaXMgdGhlDXJlqWVsZWN0aW9uIG9mIFNlbmF0b3IgSGVsbXMslHRoZSBh 
dXRob3Igb2YgIHRoZSByZXNvbHV0aW9uIHVyZ21uZyB0aGUNYWRtaW5pc3RyYXRp 
b24gdG8gbmVnb3RpYXRHGEgY29udGludWVkIFUuUy4gIGlpbG10YXJ5IHByZXNl 
bmNHGIuIFBhbmFtYS4iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCtAE0AD///////////////////// 
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
/////////////////////wAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAABYArAECAdgCbgL
E\56EM.\SG^N^^7A^\\\.^C?IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
//////////////////////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAADQAATQ 
wgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMMiQ2xpbnRvbidzIFJlqUVsZWN0aW9uIFdpbGwgTm90IEJy 
aW5nIE 1 ham9yIENoY W5nZXMgRm9yIFVzIgrQBN AA//////////////////////// 
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
//////////////////8AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAWAKwBAgHYAm4CxAO 
a^^XMG/^^X^C^oilllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
////////////////////////AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAOAAEOMIA 
AAAAAAAAAADCCsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCQ29uc2VydmF0aXZlIMMLw0VsIFBhbmFt  
YSBBbWVyaWNhxAvEICgxMS85KSBmcm9udKlwYWdlZCB0aGlzIGVkaXRvcmlhbCwg
IkZvcglQYW5hbWEsICBDbGludG9uJ3MgcmWpZWxlY3Rpb24gd21sbCBub3QgcmVw 
cmVzZW50IGlham9yIGNoYW5nZXMgaW4gaXRzDXJibGF0aW9uc2hpcC4uLi4gIEhp 
c3RvcmljYWxseSwgZm9yZWlnbiBwb2xpY3kgaW4gdGhlIFVuaXRlZCBTdGF0ZXMg 
aGFzIGJlZW4NaW5kZXBlbmRlbnQgb2YgdGhlIHBhcnR5IGxpdmluZyBpbiB0aGUg
V2hpdGUgSG91 c2UuICBUaGUgYXBwb21udG 1 IbnQgY nkNQ2xpbnRvbiBvZiBSZXB 1 
YmxpY2FuIE51Z3JvcG9udGUgY29uZmlybXMgdGhpcy4iCsIAAAAAAAAAAADCCsIA
AAAA AAA AAADCwwzDUEVS VT ogICAiQSBT dGVwIEZvcndhcmQiCsI AAAAAAAAAAADC 
CsQMxMIAAAAAAAAAAADCRWNvbm9taWMgwwvDR2VzdGlvbsQLxCAoMTAvMzEpIGNv 
bWllbnRlZCwgIlRoZSBTYW50aWFnbyBhY2NvcmQuLi5pcyBhIHN0ZXAgZm9yd2Fy
ZC4gDShJdCByZXByZXNlbnRzKSB0aGUgZW5kIG9mIHRoZSBib3JkZXIgZGVtYXJj 
YXRpb24gKGFzIGRlZmluZWQgYnkgdGhlKSBSaW8NUHJvdG9jb2wgYW5kIHRoZSBl 
bmQgb2YgdGhlIGVjaG91cyBvZiB0aGUgbGFzdCBtaWxpdGFyeSBjb25mbGljdC4g 
IEhvd2V2ZXIsDXRoZSBlbmQgb2YgdGhlIHJvYWQgaXMgc3RpbGwgbG9uZyBhbmQg 
ZGlmZmljdWx0LiAgSXQgaXMgZWFzeSB0byBmb3Jlc2VlIHRoYXQNRWNlYWRvciB3  
a WxsIGluc21zdCBvbiBzb21 HG9mIG10cyBwcmV2aW91 cyBkZ W1 hbmRzLiAgVGhp 
cyB3aWxsIHByb2JhYmx5IGJlDXRoZSBjcnVjaWFsIGlvbWVudCBvZiBOaGUgbmVn 
b3RpYXRpb25zLiAgSXQgaXMgKGFsc28pIGV2aWRlbnQgdGhhdCBQZXJHHdpbGwN 
dXBob2xkIG10cyBwb3NpdGlvbiBvZiBub3QgZ3JhbnRpbmcgdGVycml0b3JpYWwg 
Y29uY2Vzc21vbnMsIGFuZCB0aGVyZWZvcmUNcmVzcGVjdGluZyB0aGUgUmlvIFBy 
b3RvY29sLiIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMIKwgAAAAAAAAAAAMLDDMMiV2hpdGUgSG91c2Ug 
U2F0aXNmYWN0aW9uIFdpdGggU2FudGlhZ28gQWNjb3JkIgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrE
DMTCAAAAAAAAAAAAwlRoZSBlZG10b3KpaW6pY2hpZWYgb2YgY2VudGVyqXJpZ2h0
IMMLw0V4cHJlc2/EC8QsIElhbnVlbCBEJ09ybmVsbGFzLCB3cm90ZSBpbiBoaXMN
ZGFpbHkgY29sdWluICgxMC8zMSksICJUaGUgV2hpdGUgSG91c2UgaGFzIHNob3du
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IG10cyBzYXRpc2ZhY3Rpb24gd210aCB0aGUNc21nbmluZyBvZiB0aGUgU2FudGlh
Z28gY WNjb3 JkIGluIGFuIH VudXN 1Y WwgcH Jlc3MgY29tbXVuaXF lZS4gTGVzcyB0 
aGFuIG9uZQ13ZWVrIGJlZm9yZSB0aGUgVS5TLiBlbGVjdGlvbnMsIFUuUy4gcGxl
YXN1 cmUgd210aCB0aGUgb3 V0Y29tZSBzZ WVtcyBObyBiZQ 1 wYXJ0IG9mIEJpbGwg
Q2xpbnRvbidzIHJlqWVsZWN0aW9uICdmaW5hbCBwdXNoLicgIENsaW50b24gd2Fu 
dGVkIHRoaXMNUGVydalFY3VhZG9yIGpvaW50IGRlY2lzaW9uqal0byBiZWdpbiAn
Y29udmVyc2F0aW9ucyBvZiBhlHNlYnN0YW50aXZlIG5hdHVyZScNYmVmb3JlIHRo
ZSBlbmQgb2YgdGhlIHllYXIgaW4gQnJhc21saWGpqWFzIGEgbmV3IGZvcmVpZ24g 
cG9saWN5ICdmZWF0aGVyIGluDWhpcyBoYXQuJyBUaGUgZWxlY3RvcmFsIG9iamVj 
dGI2ZSBpcyBvYnZpb3VzLgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwgrCAAAAAAAAAAAAwiJGb3IgdGhl
IEVjdWFkb3JlYW5zLCB3aGF0IGlzIHVuZGVyIGRpc2Nlc3Npb24gaXMgdGhlICdk
ZWxpbW10YXRpb24sJyB3aGlsZQlmb3IgUGVydSBpdCBpcyAnZGVtYXJjYXRpb24u
JyBUaGUgVS5TLiBnb3Zlcm5tZW50qal3aGljaCBpcyBvYnZpb3VzbHkgdGhlDWlv
c3QgaW 1 wb3J0Y W50IGFtb25nIHRoZSBndWFy Y W50b3IgY291 bnRyaWVzqalhdCBs
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Q Uh-oh.

Q Which part?

Q What did he say?

Q — being carried live on CNN. (Laughter.)

Q What did the President say?

Q These are public events?

MR. MCCURRY: Those are public events, yes.

Q Any travel? There has been some speculation of 

Q Do you have more on the President's schedule this 
week? You said there are going to be more public appearances than 
were listed in that little skeleton schedule.

Q Can you tell us if the President is getting close 
to naming his national security team? (Laughter.)

MR. MCCURRY: I've got - the only additions I have to 
the week in review that we've already put out are two for tomorrow. 
I expect the President will have a briefing on AIDS research by 
Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna Shalala and by the NIH 
Director Ramos tomorrow at some point. There also is an interagency 
conference call concerning the civil disturbances in St. Petersburg, 
a conference call that Secretary Cisneros will lead, but we expect 
the President to participate at some point during that call.

MR. MCCURRY: The President said much of what he told 
you earlier, that he spent four days with his family. He clearly had 
gone through the recommendations, the binder that Mr. Bowles had 
presented to him. This was the first substantive conversation the 
President has had with his transition leaders since last Wednesday, 
before Thanksgiving. And I won't change what I said earlier, that 
his thinking on the national security cluster is fairly 
well-advanced, but it was fairly clear that there is no final 
decisions to announce. And as the President indicated, when there 
are final decisions he will make the announcement accordingly. In 
the meantime, you're all free to speculate.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer, the President was just having 
a very good laugh at your most recent report moments ago. The 
conversation he was having with Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles made it 
manifestly clear that what you reported on the air was not true.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer was ranking the various 
rumored candidates for Secretary of State and got the latest 
speculation wrong.



something like next weekend or something? Do you -

Q But not today, though?

MR. MCCURRY: No, it will not be today.

Q Mike, how about the letter referenced in today's 
Wall Street Journal's story from Mr. Riady in 1993?

One of the things they're doing is looking through 
presidential records, the group that manages presidential records, 
looking for any relevant correspondence or data or memoranda so they 
can make a thorough submission to Congress at the appropriate time.

MR. MCCURRY: The President of Argentina, Carlos Menem, 
will be here at the White House on Thursday for a brief visit with 
the President. He is here in the United States on a private visit. 
The President looks forward to an exchange of views with President 
Menem that will cover hemispheric issues, issues related to the 
growth of both democracy and market economics in this hemisphere.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, as the President indicated we will 
release that letter publicly once we've made it available to 
Congress. We have been assembling a variety of materials for members 
of Congress that are interested in such matters. And I understand 
from the Legal Counsel's Office that they continue to work to 
assemble things.

MR. MCCURRY: Our intent is to make available publicly 
what we make available to the Congress. Now, we have simultaneously 
been entertaining questions from various news organizations looking 
into these matters as the Journal did. They were interested in 
correspondence. I told them about a March 1993 letter that Mr. 
Mochtar Riady sent to the President that congratulated the President 
on his economic program, on his plans for engagement with Asia, and 
made some recommendations concerning policy towards Asia, contained 
in the letter. And as the President indicated today, nothing that 
was that much different from what we were hearing from others in the 

Q Will the other materials be released as well to the 
public - or to the press when they're submitted to Congress?

Q Yes. Do you have plans to - I mean, do you intend 
to release that letter?

MR. MCCURRY: Travel? Haven't we had enough of that 
this year? I’m not aware of any, no. Do we - no, I'm not aware of 
any. No travel plans that I'm aware of.

Q Mike, is President Menem coming in to see the 
President?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Riady's letter - Mr. Mochtar Riady's 
letter.



business community.

MR. MCCURRY: As how it looks, that’s up to you to 
characterize. I think there is a problem --

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not going to characterize how things 
look. You're in the business of doing that.

MR. MCCURRY: The question is about what is the impact 
of contributions, and the point I would make is that there is not any 
public record that suggests that any financial contributor had a 
disproportionate influence on policy.

Q Well, what about the Bush case? Where is the 
public record on that?

Q Well, wait a minute. What about the money, Mike? 
Can't that be seen as making -- he's asking how it looks.

MR. MCCURRY: For a policy matter that was as 
contentious, as hotly debated and as thoroughly public as U.S. 
relations towards Vietnam, to suggest that any particular 
individual's views, whether it be a financial contributor or not, 
would have a disproportionate thinking on the work of the 
administration is a little bit less than credible.

Q Let me follow. Mike, in '92, Bill Daniels bundled 
soft money -- he was the cable television guy, he was a friend of 
Bush. It was sort of an equivalent relationship. They went back 
-he wrote this letter saying thanks for your help on the cable bill. 
Riady had contributed $100,000 to the Inauguration. I think John 
Huang had done the same thing. Less than two months later, they get 
this letter. Shortly thereafter, America starts on a brand new 
policy towards Vietnam. Now, a lot of people think that was right, 
but John McCain, of course, called for this. There were a lot of 
voices on that side. But the impression that was created in the 
President's mind when he was governor by Bill Daniels’ big 

Q How is it different in terms of how it looks from 
what he criticized in '92?

Q Well, the President showed no reluctance to do that 
himself.

Q Mike, let me follow this question. In 1992 the 
President criticized George Bush specifically for accepting soft you 
contributions of $100,000 or more, and then doing the bidding — not 
the bidding, but then following the policy that these people asked 
him to do. And he said, at the very least it creates the impression 
that the White House is for rent, for sale. The President obviously 
heard a lot of sides on the Vietnam thing. But is the President 
unaware that this looks exactly like what he criticized Bush for - 
big contributions and then the people ask for something and then they 
get it?



Q There's always a large public record —

Q He hasn't changed his mind about how these things
look?

Q So he would agree that somebody could draw the same

contribution was that, at the very least, an ordinary American would 
think, gee, if you get $100,000, you get what you want.

Q But at the end of the day the President had to make 
a decision in his own mind, didn't he?

MR. MCCURRY: He's spoken publicly and has not changed 
his point of view about the perception that exists based on these 
contributions and the need to eradicate that type of contribution 
from our system of campaign finance.

Q How do we know for sure the $100,000 grand had 
nothing to do with it? How do you know for sure?

Q Let me try this a different way. Is the President 
concerned that there seems to be no way to separate the appearance of 
possible impropriety here from the fact?

MR. MCCURRY: I think the President is largely concerned 
about the appearances that arise from soft money donations. You'll 
recall that during the campaign period he spoke directly to that 
subject, made a series of proposals, strongly backed legislation 
which we hope will now be introduced in the 105 Congress that would 
ban exactly those types of contributions.

MR. MCCURRY: Because there is a very complete public 
record about the administration's consideration of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam, as was very heavily covered --

MR. MCCURRY: The President had to make a judgment based 
on U.S. national interests, the interests of the American people as 
we engage in that region.

MR. MCCURRY: Very heavily covered, very heavily 
briefed, numerous discussions that occurred and that were briefed 
publicly about it. And, frankly, it is up -
5

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that U.S. policy towards Vietnam 
throughout the last four years has been one of the most heavily 
covered and thoroughly accessible subjects on our entire foreign 
policy agenda. What interpretations you make of an individual letter 
from a prominent businessperson is up to you to render your own 
judgments about it. You can characterize that as you see fit. 1 
would just like to stick with the facts as I've just established 
them.



kind of conclusion from his interaction with Riady that Bush --

Q Just on the documents, Mike, is your thinking about 
releasing them that you want to get as many as you can, have a 
complete set, rather than piecemeal day after day of documents -

MR. MCCURRY: That's exactly right. We've - not only 
the President, but we are interested in what other correspondence 
that exists. We've looked through those records, we've got a 
substantial amount of that available, and I've been entertaining 
requests from those news organizations that have pursued some of 
those questions and telling them what we know about that 
correspondence.

Q Was this particular letter, though, available and 
in your hands — before the election, and shouldn't it have been made 
public, given that -

Q Are you trying to say that the amount of the 
contribution, certainly sizeable, had absolutely no influence on the 
way the request was considered?

MR. MCCURRY: People from the private sector who are in 
prominent positions in the business community can speak with some 
authority as to the value of U.S. engagement towards Asia. And as 
the President indicated this morning, he said tens of thousands, but 
certainly hundreds and hundreds of such leaders have written to the 
President, some contributors, some not contributors, some, frankly, 
contributors to the other party. But the authority comes from having 
some knowledge of the operation of U.S. economic interests in that 
region and the value of promoting a policy of engagement with Asia, 
which is one that this President actively pursued almost from the 
first days of the administration.

MR. MCCURRY: The existence of the letter I believe was 
largely known because, if I'm not mistaken, I've heard from other 
reporters that Mr. Riady's representative made reference himself to 
the letter having been sent. I think we never formally disputed the 
notion that there was such a piece of correspondence from Mr. Mochtar 
Riady, but we have not — we did not elect to make piecemeal 
disclosures of any correspondence or brief reporters in a piecemeal 
fashion on correspondence until we had more of the record available. 
We've been able to do that within the last couple of days, as various 
news organizations have turned their attention to that specific 
question.

Q Do you maintain it had no more influence on the 
President than the opinions of somebody who didn't give $100,000, and 
who also might have written the President about Asia policy or 
Vietnam policy?

MR. MCCURRY: He would agree with the expectation that 
many of you will draw your own conclusions, and so will the American 
people.



MR. MCCURRY: I think that -

Q How can you say that?

*

Q Mike, on another subject —

Q No, can I ask one more?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes.

Q An accurate —

MR. MCCURRY: I don't believe that's true. I believe 
that there were some in the White House who characterized meetings 
that the President had with Mr. Mochtar Riady's son as being social. 
And the record, I think,-stands up pretty well that that's an 
accurate characterization.

Q You said you don't want to make piecemeal 
disclosures, but the impression coming out from you and the White 
House was that it was a social relationship with Riady.

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not saying that. I'm saying 
contributions are welcome. For those who have to run political 
campaigns, you're thankful to your supporters for rendering that kind 
of support. But the President has made it clear that he has the 
responsibility to conduct foreign policy consistent with what the 
interests of the American people are — all the American people. And 
that's the way he has conducted his policy towards Asia, on any of 
the matters that this individual has written about, or, indeed, any 
of the matters that affect the interests of America around the world.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, there are questions well beyond 
correspondence. I mean, we've been briefing news organizations as to 
the number of visits that Mr. James Riady and some of his associates 
had here at the White House, the nature of the contact that existed 
between the President and Mr. Riady -- this would be Mr. James Riady 
-- other aspects of this. And we're in a position to help news 
organizations inquiring in this, because the President has directed 
all of us to be forthcoming and candid in responding. But as to 
documentation we think it's more appropriate to provide the 
documentation first to Congress and then to release it publicly.

Q You said the full set of letters won't be ready 
today for release. Do you have a sense of when it is going to be 
ready? Will it be this week?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, an accurate characterization. They 
were largely social visits. The President has spoken publicly on the 
occasions in which there may have been a policy element to those 
conversations. But you can't escape the fact that by and large they 
appear to have been social visits by two individuals who had known 
each other for some time.
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Q Do you think that's going to be this week, or do 
you have some sense of the timing?

MR. MCCURRY: These matters have occasioned that type of 
review, and have led to very strict admonition by the Chief of Staff 
to all the department heads of the White House to be very conscious 
of the admission of outside individuals to the White House who may 
appear to use their access to the White House for their own private 
commercial gain. He's cautioned all of us to just know who we are 
admitting to the White House complex, and for what purpose, and who 
will accompany them on those occasions.

Q If these people were higher up they'd be covered by 
the revolving door law, isn't that correct?

Q Does the President think it's a good idea for James 
Carville to be mounting his attacks on Ken Starr?

MR. MCCURRY: The President has not rendered any opinion 
on that. Mr. Carville is certainly someone who speaks for himself 
and has made it clear he will speak for himself, regardless of what

Q The Chief of Staff earlier took action with respect 
to Mark Middleton and questions about the appearance of whether he 
was trading in on his White House relationship after leaving. The 
L.A. Times over the weekend had the story about this Chinese American 
in Los Angeles. Is the White House considering any sort of broader 
review of its policies about - to prevent this kind of problem?

MR. MCCURRY: I can check for you. First of all, 
remember that, because Congress is just forming itself for the work 
it will do in its 105th session, there has been no formal schedule of 
hearings or formal calling of particular witnesses at this point. We 
imagine they will be setting about that work very shortly.

Now, as you know, Mr. Middleton has denied that he has 
done that in a statement that he can make available to you, or he has 
made available to many of your news organizations.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, no, we're talking in this case about 
visitors from the outside. If there are White House officials who 
are - or former White House officials who are no longer working 
here, they are covered by the administration's voluntary ethics 
guidelines that apply to those with the rank of deputy assistant to 
the President, or assistant to the President, or who earned in excess 
of $100,000 a year. Now, that would not cover the individual you 
mentioned, Mr. Mark Middleton, but there is some sense here that we 
should look at that issue and make sure that even those who are at 
more junior levels in the White House staffing structure are not in a 
position to appear to use their access for any of their own personal 
private purposes.



the White House says.

Q Earlier today you said —

I

Q Regardless of what the President says?

Q Do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: Do I believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: The public can believe whatever the public 
wants to believe.

MR. MCCURRY: Regardless of what anyone at the White 
House says.

Q This morning you were going to ask the President -- 
you said you asked him and he said he has no opinion, or he has yet 
to -- you were going to try to find out what he thought about this 
matter.

Q Are you saying here that what Mr. Carville is 
saying does not represent the President's thinking?

Q Do you seriously believe that? Do you expect the 
public to believe that?

Q Does the President believe that if he asks Mr. 
Carville to desist that Mr. Carville would continue?

MR. MCCURRY: I told you he has not rendered an opinion 
on the subject.

MR. MCCURRY: That does not represent the President's 
thinking. The President on this matter will speak for himself or 
instruct those of us who speak on his behalf to indicate whatever he 
wants said, and he's indicated that the work of the Independent 
Counsel ought to be treated respectfully and with the proper "no 
comment."

Q Well, wouldn’t it be appropriate if he thinks that 
to ask one of his dear friends and a man who has been his chief 
political advisor to knock it off if that's what he thinks?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville has indicated that, first, he 
has not discussed the matter with the President, and second, he will 
pursue the course of action that he thinks he needs to pursue, 
regardless of what anyone at the White House, including the 
President, has to say.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, as I just said, Mr. Carville is an 
outspoken individual and has made it clear that he intends to speak 
out.



Q Yes, do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: I am serious, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: I had a very brief conversation with him.

Q And what was his response?

Q What did he say?

He said, I don't have a response to that?Q

Q I'm not going to render any -

Has the President discussed it with Carville at

5

Q He's the President of the United States of America.

Q - this is not helpful to you, or do you think it 

Q Even if the President asked him to stop? Are you 
serious?

Q About it — or about Carville's plans? I mean, he 
knew nothing about it?

Q Did you ask the President about this today? You 
said you were going to.

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that Mr. Carville would continue 
to make whatever points he felt compelled to make regardless of what 
anyone at the White House thought about it.

Q If he doesn't like what he's doing, why doesn't he 
ask him to stop?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it’s been - Mr. Carville has been 
very public about his intentions to speak out.

MR. MCCURRY: Just he's not in a position to dissuade 
Mr. Carville from pursuing the course that Mr. Carville has -

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Mr. Carville, the most prominent 
political consultant in America, has made it clear that's what he's 
going to do.

MR. MCCURRY: Not to - he has not had a discussion with 
Mr. Carville about it.

MR. MCCURRY: I think I've just reflected his 
sentiments.

Q
all?



is helpful to you? What do you think of Carville's —

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not rendering an opinion on it.

Q What about those you have asked?

Q Well, wait a minute. What does that mean?

MR. MCCURRY: — pursuing this course of action.

Q Well, what about those you have canvassed?

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone —

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

Q Has anybody in any sense discouraged him?

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

5

Q Did they have any discussions, and if so who, and 
what was said?

Q We'll accept your version of those you have talked 
to about it.

Q Has Carville talked to someone other than the 
President here at the White House about this endeavor?

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone who said that they 
tried to dissuade James from doing what he's doing.

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't asked every individual here at 
the White House. 1 don't - he may have. I just don't know.

Q It's a remarkable, look-ma-no-hands operation here 
that Carville is carrying on, isn't it?

Q I'll bet. But the question is, has anybody 
encouraged him, to your knowledge?

MR. MCCURRY: Brit, I don't - I'm not going to answer a 
question that I don't have 100 percent information on. I haven't 
gone around and canvassed every single person who knows —

MR. MCCURRY: Of those that I have, no one, to my 
knowledge, had any extensive discussion with Mr. Carville about the 
merits of—

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you can characterize it as you see 
fit, and I'm sure you will.



Q That you know of.

Q What about those you have talked to?

Q Asked and not answered.

MR. MCCURRY: Of who and who?

Q Do you think anybody has made it clear to him how 
wretchedly miserable it's made your lot here today? (Laughter).

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville is aware of how wretchedly 
miserable my pitiful life is, I'm sure. (Laughter.)

Q Are you going to change your mind on that after 
what Moynihan had to say about potential - a likelihood of changes 
in welfare reform?

MR. MCCURRY: Again, Susan, there are a lot of people 
who work here. There are 1,500 people who work at the White House.

Q Mike, you said that Carville had no extensive 
discussions with anyone at the White House. Did he have any not 
extensive discussions with someone at the White House about it?

Q The President has to make some decisions on cutting 
back Social Security for disabled children. Do you know when he's 
going to make that decision? Certain categories of disabled kids.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Senator Moynihan is a distinguished 
member of the Senate, particularly on this subject, but it doesn't 
necessarily reflect the sentiments of all 100 senators.

Q But you have essentially the Democratic leadership 
on that issue, in Moynihan and Nickles, up there saying, it's done, 
nothing is going to be considered.

MR. MCCURRY: There are a lot of people who know James. 
I haven't gone and talked to each individual who knows James and 
said, what was the nature of your conversation with Mr. Carville on a 
given date. So I want to be very careful —

MR. MCCURRY: You mean related to welfare reform fixes? 
There's no change in what we told you last week. That's an issue 
that's got budgetary impact for FY98. It is being looked at very 
carefully by the President and his economic and budget advisers. The 
President is interested in addressing those shortcomings that he 
found in the welfare reform bill - significant discussions underway 
about how best to do that and what the likely budget impact will be.

MR. MCCURRY: I just — you just asked and answered 
those questions.

Q Nickles and Moynihan, both of them.
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Q He's talking about the Times story.

Q Mike, over the weekend Secretary Perry signed a 

Q And those shortcomings will be addressed within the 
context of a budget proposal on the legal —

Q Is the White House still discussing 25 percent 
replenishment of the funds that were already designated —

Q What is your view that legal immigrants could 
receive benefits simply by becoming U.S. citizens?

MR. MCCURRY: We are taking steps. I'll have to look 
into that. We are looking at some specific steps on addressing those 
more emergency type situations and that can be done within current 
budget authority. I think there has been some reporting on that 
already.

Q No, but I mean as an answer rather than trying to 
make changes —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, those legal immigrants who go 
through the process of naturalization are entitled as U.S. citizens 
to a different range of benefits. I mean, that’s the law.

MR. MCCURRY: There's budgetary impact on those issues 
and we continue to assess how best to address those issues.

MR. MCCURRY: I think there are a lot of sentiments 
within the Democratic Caucus in the Senate that shortcomings in the 
welfare reform bill ought to be addressed. Senator Moynihan's view 
is that that was not likely to occur, but that is not necessarily the 
only view that exists within the Senator Caucus or here at the White 
House.

MR. MCCURRY: Oh, you mean the differential that exists 
between the President's balanced budget proposals and the impact of 
the welfare reform bill? They made a - there is sort of a rough 
calculation for initial policy discussion purposes that was made and 
the figure I think is in the neighborhood of $13 billion. That does 
not necessarily equate to the price tag of those things that would be 
recommended by the President. Again, those discussions are still 
underway.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that seems to be occurring. I mean, 
there are — it seems in practice that that process is speeding up 
because there are some cases where people have had legal residence 
status are attempting to convert to legal citizenship status, in
part, it is believed by some experts, because of the impact of this 
law.
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Q Mike, will the President endorse the recommendation 
of the panel looking at the CPI and will he implement them?

Q Isn’t this a scientific panel? Isn't this what 
this is? And doesn't he have —

series of agreements in Japan designed to reduce the impact of the 
U.S. military presence on Okinawa, including what is most important 
in the eyes of the Japanese of moving a Marine helicopter base 
off-shore. How does the White House feel about the accords, and will 
these issues related to the military presence on Okinawa continue to 
get White House attention?

MR. MCCURRY: The Boskin Group has made a recommendation 
or is about to make a recommendation on CPI calculations. There are 
a number of people in the area of labor, economics and economists 
looking at the question of how best to measure inflationary impacts 
across the economy. The Boskin Group has certainly been impaneled to 
do that by a congressional committee. BLS has been looking at much 
the same issue with respect to how best to take into account 
inflationary pressures when you calculate things like benefits to 
individual Americans under entitlement programs. All of these expert 
opinions will be very carefully considered by the administration 
because the President believes this is a decision that ultimately is 
one best based on scientific economic expert calculation as opposed 
to some political measurement with respect to the budget.

The satisfactory arrangement that was concluded by the 
Secretary of Defense really works through a lot of those 
recommendations from the Special Advisory Committee on Okinawa which 
looked at the question, particularly the Futenma facility. They've 
arrived at what the Secretary believes is an adequate conclusion, an 
agreement that satisfies our own security interests and also our 
strong force posture in the region, a commitment that the United 
States has made and will continue to make to the security of that 
region.

Q Is it accurate to say the administration is willing 
to consider the Boskin Group's recommendations as far as they might 
call for changes in the technical procedures made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, but that something along the line of what Moynihan 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, we are obviously pleased that we 
have been able to work with the government of Japan to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa in ways that do not fundamentally alter the 
U.S.-Japan security relationship or affect the readiness of our 
forward-deployed troops in that region.

MR- MCCURRY: Well, that group is -- was asked by I 
believe the Senate Finance Committee, right, to look at CPI 
calculations. BLS has been doing much the same thing. There are 
others. It's been a very vibrant debate in the academic community 
about how best to calculate and measure the impact of inflation, and 
we are going to consider all those views as we look at their work.



wants to do legislatively is something you would oppose?

Q Mike, there's growing concern among many arms 

Q Mike, bipartisan commission on Medicare reform — 
how's the President going to make that happen?

And then the longer-terms questions related to Medicare 
solvency are ones which during the campaign period the President 
suggested might be amenable to consideration by a bipartisan panel. 
Now we are much farther down the road in looking at the quality of 
health care, looking at what the short-term budgetary impacts are 
going to be on the solvency of the Medicare fund and then the longer 
range issues that kick in. The President will address at a later 
date on how you begin to structure a bipartisan commission if, in 
fact, we continue to see sentiment for doing that as we work with 
Congress.

MR. MCCURRY: That's a technical question beyond my 
ability to answer. There is a variety of ways which you go about 
calculating that. I think we're going to look at the whole question 
of how best to measure inflationary impacts, what that suggests with 
respect to the CPI, how you apply the CPI to the calculation of 
benefit increases and then make some judgments accordingly.

MR. MCCURRY: There have been different measurements of 
what the over-estimation of the inflationary effect have been. And 
Senator Moynihan's got a different view. The BLS economists are 
looking at much the same question. I'm not going to speculate on 
where the number will come out.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been mixed. There are some 
leaders in Congress who said they don't think that's an idea that's 
worth exploring at this point. There are others that have said 
that's the only practical way we're ever going to get at the issue of 
entitlements. And I'm sure the President will consider these views 
and it will be a subject that will certainly be a part of our 
economic decision-making in the coming term.

Q But in their interim report, this group suggested 
that the CPI is inflated by about one percent and —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's - a couple of different stages 
in the process. There's health care — the provision of health care 
commission, which he's pledged to appoint and which we have not yet 
named — correct? - that is under consideration. The President has 
also suggested in the short-term we need to proceed with Medicare 
savings by slowing the rate of increase in spending for those 
programs consistent with what he's put forward in his balanced budget 
proposal. Now, that would extend the solvency of the trust fund into 
the next century by a number of years.

Q Well, are you seeing any sentiment? It didn't 
sound like there was a whole lot.



Q As the President adds up the pluses and minuses, is 
gender considered a plus, or is it not a factor?

control analysts about the fate of START II in the Russian 
Parliament. And in that connection, there's a proposal floating 
around to have the President and Yeltsin take an initiative to get it 
off dead center and spell out what a START III treaty might look like 
in terms of lower limits so that the Russians don't have big expense 
on the START II of reconfiguring their land-based -- is there 
anything along these lines under consideration, or is the President 
merely waiting for the Russians to do their thing in the Duma?

MR. MCCURRY: No, we have had a very active dialogue 
with the Russian Federation on the question of START II ratification 
by the Duma. I would not suggest that we've been waiting for some 
plan to try to get it off dead center. The President has actively 
encouraged President Yeltsin to do so. We have engaged a number of 
diplomats at a high level from the Russian Federation on that subject 
and stressed the importance of ratification by the Duma of START II.

But there have also been discussions among arms control 
experts on both sides about how to structure further arms reductions 
and limitations consistent with a START III approach. The momentum 
that would be created by a START II ratification would lend itself to 
further arms control efforts. But I'm not aware of any specific plan 
to structure that one-two step as you said, other than to say that 
there have been a very consistent effort on the part of our side to 
stress the importance of Duma ratification.

MR. MCCURRY: I think diversity has always been 
considered a plus as the President considers appointments. But I 
don't want to apply that to any specific consideration.

MR. MCCURRY: There are a number of factors that go into 
the consideration, and the President, as he has said publicly, is 
stressing how the team works together. Obviously, there is rampant 
speculation at least one of the candidates under serious 
consideration is of the female gender, so we'll have to wait and see.

Q Is that a positive attribute for that candidate in 
addition to the other things, as far as being -

Q Mike, many women's groups are eager that a woman 
fill one of the upcoming vacancies on the President's national 
security team. As he looks at the candidates, is that a factor at 
all, or is it not a factor compared to experience and whatever other 
qualities he's looking for?

MR. MCCURRY: It is an attribute, and how people work 
together is driven I think more by personality than by gender. And 
we just happen to have someone who is a very highly qualified, 
successful candidate for one of those positions, or at least we have 
rumors to that effect, and I wouldn't dissuade you from thinking 
that.



Q Whoa!!!

Q My editors made me do it. (Laughter.)

Q Give the disclaimer. (Laughter.)

Q What are the families of those disabled kids —

MR. MCCURRY: Leo put you up to this question, didn't
he?

Q They're certainly reviewing - whether to tell
them.

Q That will keep them busy for a long time, won't it?

Q Just to follow John's question about diversity. I
mean, is having a Cabinet that looks like America as important this 

MR. MCCURRY: I have no idea. We'll have to look into 
that. Do you know? It's all part of the review of how you address 
the welfare reform legislation.

MR. MCCURRY: Why don't we come back to that, Wolf, when 
I can get more information.

MR. TOIV: The Social Security Administration is 
reviewing individual cases.

Q When are the families of the disabled kids who are 
no longer going to receive certain Social Security benefits for their 
disabilities going to be notified that they're no longer going to get 
a Social Security supplemental check?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes. He will continue his one-by-one 
discussions with members of the Cabinet, those that he has not yet 
seen -- I think he's seen about half the Cabinet so far, and we'll 
let you know when he sees individual members. I'm not aware of any 
schedule for the remainder of those consultations at this point.

Q Speaking of diversity, is the President going to 
meet with the rest of the Cabinet that has not resigned, and 
specifically when is he meeting with Janet Reno?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you have to know what to tell them 
before you —

Q Getting back to this Social Security thing, this is 
a question that I've been asked to ask. Apparently —

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Toiv tells me that the Social Security 
Administration is looking at individual cases on a case by case 
basis.



time as it was last time, or has it somehow shifted and —

Q Is that less a consideration than it was four years
ago?

MR. MCCURRY: I've repeatedly refused to render a 
judgment on that and I won't do it again. Mr. Starr has to speak for 
himself. Mr. Carville has to speak for himself. And all of their

MR. MCCURRY: No, I'm not at all. I said that diversity 
continues to be a very important guidepost for the President as he 
considers these appointments.

Q You're suggesting that that could push gender or 
racial considerations out of the picture.

MR. MCCURRY: It's a consideration, but we're four years 
later, it's an incumbent administration. There are people that now 
have had experience serving in the first term that, you know, because 
of that experience, rise to the top of those who might be considered, 
clearly. So it's a different — somewhat different kind of equation, 
but not any more or less important than it was four years ago.

MR. MCCURRY: It's important to the President to have a 
Cabinet that looks like America and to have diversity reflected in 
his appointments.

Q Mike, can we go back to Starr for a minute? He's 
kind of gone on a counteroffensive. He sat down with Newsweek for 
three hours. I believe his deputy in Little Rock, Hickman Ewing, 
said an attack like Carville’s is a sign of guilt. Do you think it's 
helpful to have Carville out attacking?

Now, that said, the transition team that the President 
empaneled has — one of the results of their work, reaching out 
around the country and generating new names, was to really present 
the President with some options for Cabinet appointment that he's now 
in the process of considering that do reflect considerable gender, 
racial, ethnic diversity.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, last time it was a new 
administration after a period in which Democrats had not occupied the 
White House and there had to be more effort to reach out to people 
who are not instantly on the radar screen for appointment. We've now 
had four years, four successful years in office in which a number of 
candidates present themselves having served in the administration in 
various capacities. It's a different equation this time because it's 
an incumbent administration. I think you have to take into account 
it's a different situation.

Q So last time he spent an inordinate amount of 
effort making sure that that happens.



debate will be judged in the court of public opinion, no doubt.

THE PRESS: Thank you.

END 2:15 P.M. EST
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READ:UNKNOWN

TO: FETIG_J@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( FETIG_J@A 1 @CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (NSC) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: MATSUI_D@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( MATSUI_D@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: FINNEY_K@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( FINNEY_K@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN



TO: Cheryl D. Mills@eop ( Cheryl D. Mills@eop [ WHO ] )

TO: SUNTUM_M@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( SUNTUM_M@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: MCKIERNAN_K@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( MCKIERNAN_K@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ] ) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: WILKIE_A@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( WILKIE_A@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ] ) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: GLYNN_M@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( GLYNN_M@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: MCHUGH_L@A1@CD@LNGTWY ( MCHUGH_L@A1@CD@LNGTWY [ EOP ]) (WHO) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Teresa Wildman@eop (Teresa Wildman@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ: UNKNOWN

TO: Roger Salazar@eop ( Roger Salazar@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Kevin Moran@eop ( Kevin Moran@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ: UNKNOWN

TO: Dag Vega@eop ( Dag Vega@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Todd Stem@eop ( Todd Stem@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michael Waldman@eop ( Michael Waldman@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Barry J. Toiv@EOP ( Barry J. Toiv@EOP [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jennifer Senan@eop (Jennifer Senan@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: wh-outbox-distr@clinton.ai.mit.edu@INET@LNGTWY (wh-outbox- 
distr@clinton.ai.mit.edu@INET@LNGTWY [ UNKNOWN ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Virginia M. Terzano@ovp@eop ( Virginia M. Terzano@ovp@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jane C. Sherbume@eop ( Jane C. Sherbume@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jonathan Prince@eop (Jonathan Prince@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN



READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:

TO: Heidi Kukis@OVP@EOP ( Heidi Kukis@OVP@EOP [ UNKNOWN ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michael A. Gill@OVP@EOP ( Michael A. Gill@OVP@EOP [ Executive Office of the Vice President ]) 
READ: UNKNOWN

TO: Michael D. Malone@eop ( Michael D. Malone@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Patricia F. Lewis@eop ( Patricia F. Lewis@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Marsha E. Berry@eop ( Marsha E. Berry@eop [ UNKNOWN ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Rica F. Rodman@eop ( Rica F. Rodman@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Lori E. Abrams@eop (Lori E. Abrams@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Catherine T. Kitchen@eop ( Catherine T. Kitchen@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Annette E. Johnson@eop ( Annette E. Johnson@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Anne M. Edwards@eop (Anne M. Edwards@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: James A. Dorskind@eop (James A. Dorskind@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Carolyn Curiel@eop ( Carolyn Curiel@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michelle Crisci@eop ( Michelle Crisci@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: David S. Beaubaire@eop ( David S. Beaubaire@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Joshua A. King@eop (Joshua A. King@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Ben A. Freeland@eop ( Ben A. Freeland@eop [ WHO ]) 
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Darby E. Stott@eop (Darby E. Stott@eop [ WHO ] ) 
READ:UNKNOWN
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Q Uh-oh.

Q Which part?

Q What did he say?

Q — being carried live on CNN. (Laughter.)

Q What did the President say?

PRESS BRIEFING BY
MIKE MCCURRY

MR. MCCURRY: The President said much of what he told 
you earlier, that he spent four days with his family. He clearly had 
gone through the recommendations, the binder that Mr. Bowles had 
presented to him. This was the first substantive conversation the 
President has had with his transition leaders since last Wednesday, 
before Thanksgiving. And I won't change what I said earlier, that 
his thinking on the national security cluster is fairly 
well-advanced, but it was fairly clear that there is no final 
decisions to announce. And as the President indicated, when there 
are final decisions he will make the announcement accordingly. In 

Q Can you tell us if the President is getting close 
to naming his national security team? (Laughter.)

MR. MCCURRY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Welcome back to the White House after, I hope, a blissful 
Thanksgiving weekend. Any subjects you're interested in?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer, the President was just having 
a very good laugh at your most recent report moments ago. The 
conversation he was having with Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles made it 
manifestly clear that what you reported on the air was not true.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer was ranking the various 
rumored candidates for Secretary of State and got the latest 
speculation wrong.



the meantime, you're all free to speculate.

Q These are public events?
9

MR. MCCURRY: Those are public events, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Riady's letter - Mr. Mochtar Riady's
letter.

Q Do you have more on the President's schedule this 
week? You said there are going to be more public appearances than 
were listed in that little skeleton schedule.

Q Any travel? There has been some speculation of 
something like next weekend or something? Do you --

Q Yes. Do you have plans to - I mean, do you intend 
to release that letter?

MR. MCCURRY: The President of Argentina, Carlos Menem, 
will be here at the White House on Thursday for a brief visit with 
the President. He is here in the United States on a private visit. 
The President looks forward to an exchange of views with President 
Menem that will cover hemispheric issues, issues related to the 
growth of both democracy and market economics in this hemisphere.

MR. MCCURRY: I've got — the only additions I have to 
the week in review that we've already put out are two for tomorrow. 
I expect the President will have a briefing on AIDS research by 
Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna Shalala and by the NIH 
Director Ramos tomorrow at some point. There also is an interagency 
conference call concerning the civil disturbances in St. Petersburg, 
a conference call that Secretary Cisneros will lead, but we expect 
the President to participate at some point during that call.

MR. MCCURRY: Travel? Haven't we had enough of that 
this year? I'm not aware of any, no. Do we - no, I'm not aware of 
any. No travel plans that I'm aware of.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, as the President indicated we will 
release that letter publicly once we've made it available to 
Congress. We have been assembling a variety of materials for members 
of Congress that are interested in such matters. And I understand 
from the Legal Counsel's Office that they continue to work to 
assemble things.

Q Mike, is President Menem coming in to see the 
President?

Q Mike, how about the letter referenced in today's 
Wall Street Journal's story from Mr. Riady in 1993?



Q But not today, though?

MR. MCCURRY: No, it will not be today.

MR. MCCURRY: As how it looks, that's up to you to 

One of the things they’re doing is looking through 
presidential records, the group that manages presidential records, 
looking for any relevant correspondence or data or memoranda so they 
can make a thorough submission to Congress at the appropriate time.

MR. MCCURRY: The question is about what is the impact 
of contributions, and the point I would make is that there is not any 
public record that suggests that any financial contributor had a 
disproportionate influence on policy.

MR. MCCURRY: Our intent is to make available publicly 
what we make available to the Congress. Now, we have simultaneously 
been entertaining questions from various news organizations looking 
into these matters as the Journal did. They were interested in 
correspondence. I told them about a March 1993 letter that Mr. 
Mochtar Riady sent to the President that congratulated the President 
on his economic program, on his plans for engagement with Asia, and 
made some recommendations concerning policy towards Asia, contained 
in the letter. And as the President indicated today, nothing that 
was that much different from what we were hearing from others in the 
business community.

MR. MCCURRY: For a policy matter that was as 
contentious, as hotly debated and as thoroughly public as U.S. 
relations towards Vietnam, to suggest that any particular 
individual’s views, whether it be a financial contributor or not, 
would have a disproportionate thinking on the work of the 
administration is a little bit less than credible.

Q Well, what about the Bush case? Where is the 
public record on that?

Q Will the other materials be released as well to the 
public — or to the press when they're submitted to Congress?

Q Well, wait a minute. What about the money, Mike? 
Can't that be seen as making -- he's asking how it looks.

Q Mike, let me follow this question. In 1992 the 
President criticized George Bush specifically for accepting soft you 
contributions of $100,000 or more, and then doing the bidding — not 
the bidding, but then following the policy that these people asked 
him to do. And he said, at the very least it creates the impression 
that the White House is for rent, for sale. The President obviously 
heard a lot of sides on the Vietnam thing. But is the President 
unaware that this looks exactly like what he criticized Bush for - 
big contributions and then the people ask for something and then they 
get it?



characterize. I think there is a problem —

Q There's always a large public record --

Q But at the end of the day the President had to make 
a decision in his own mind, didn't he?

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not going to characterize how things 
look. You're in the business of doing that.

MR. MCCURRY: The President had to make a judgment based 
on U.S. national interests, the interests of the American people as 

Q How do we know for sure the $100,000 grand had 
nothing to do with it? How do you know for sure?

Q How is it different in terms of how it looks from 
what he criticized in '92?

MR. MCCURRY: Because there is a very complete public 
record about the administration's consideration of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam, as was very heavily covered —

Q Well, the President showed no reluctance to do that 
himself.

Q Let me follow. Mike, in '92, Bill Daniels bundled 
soft money - he was the cable television guy, he was a friend of 
Bush. It was sort of an equivalent relationship. They went back 
—he wrote this letter saying thanks for your help on the cable bill. 
Riady had contributed $100,000 to the Inauguration. I think John 
Huang had done the same thing. Less than two months later, they get 
this letter. Shortly thereafter, America starts on a brand new 
policy towards Vietnam. Now, a lot of people think that was right, 
but John McCain, of course, called for this. There were a lot of 
voices on that side. But the impression that was created in the 
President's mind when he was governor by Bill Daniels' big 
contribution was that, at the very least, an ordinary American would 
think, gee, if you get $100,000, you get what you want.

MR. MCCURRY: Very heavily covered, very heavily 
briefed, numerous discussions that occurred and that were briefed 
publicly about it. And, frankly, it is up —
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MR. MCCURRY: I believe that U.S. policy towards Vietnam 
throughout the last four years has been one of the most heavily 
covered and thoroughly accessible subjects on our entire foreign 
policy agenda. What interpretations you make of an individual letter 
from a prominent businessperson is up to you to render your own 
judgments about it. You can characterize that as you see fit. I 
would just like to stick with the facts as I've just established 
them.



we engage in that region.

Q He hasn't changed his mind about how these things
look?

Q So he would agree that somebody could draw the same 
kind of conclusion from his interaction with Riady that Bush -

Q Let me try this a different way. Is the President 
concerned that there seems to be no way to separate the appearance of 
possible impropriety here from the fact?

MR. MCCURRY: That's exactly right. We've - not only 
the President, but we are interested in what other correspondence 
that exists. We've looked through those records, we've got a 
substantial amount of that available, and I've been entertaining 
requests from those news organizations that have pursued some of 
those questions and telling them what we know about that 
correspondence.

Q Just on the documents, Mike, is your thinking about 
releasing them that you want to get as many as you can, have a 
complete set, rather than piecemeal day after day of documents -

Q Was this particular letter, though, available and 
in your hands - before the election, and shouldn't it have been made 
public, given that --

MR. MCCURRY: The existence of the letter I believe was 
largely known because, if I'm not mistaken. I've heard from other 
reporters that Mr. Riady's representative made reference himself to 
the letter having been sent. I think we never formally disputed the 
notion that there was such a piece of correspondence from Mr. Mochtar 
Riady, but we have not -- we did not elect to make piecemeal 
disclosures of any correspondence or brief reporters in a piecemeal 
fashion on correspondence until we had more of the record available. 
We've been able to do that within the last couple of days, as various 
news organizations have turned their attention to that specific 

MR. MCCURRY: I think the President is largely concerned 
about the appearances that arise from soft money donations. You'll 
recall that during the campaign period he spoke directly to that 
subject, made a series of proposals, strongly backed legislation 
which we hope will now be introduced in the 105 Congress that would 
ban exactly those types of contributions.

MR. MCCURRY: He's spoken publicly and has not changed 
his point of view about the perception that exists based on these 
contributions and the need to eradicate that type of contribution 
from our system of campaign finance.

MR. MCCURRY: He would agree with the expectation that 
many of you will draw your own conclusions, and so will the American 
people.



MR. MCCURRY: I think that -

Q How can you say that?

Q Mike, on another subject —

Q No, can I ask one more?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes.

Q An accurate --

MR. MCCURRY: I don’t believe that's true. I believe 
that there were some in the White House who characterized meetings 
that the President had with Mr. Mochtar Riady's son as being social. 
And the record, I think, stands up pretty well that that's an 
accurate characterization.

MR. MCCURRY: People from the private sector who are in 
prominent positions in the business community can speak with some 
authority as to the value of U.S. engagement towards Asia. And as 
the President indicated this morning, he said tens of thousands, but 
certainly hundreds and hundreds of such leaders have written to the 
President, some contributors, some not contributors, some, frankly, 
contributors to the other party. But the authority comes from having 
some knowledge of the operation of U.S. economic interests in that 
region and the value of promoting a policy of engagement with Asia, 
which is one that this President actively pursued almost from the 
first days of the administration.

Q Are you trying to say that the amount of the 
contribution, certainly sizeable, had absolutely no influence on the 
way the request was considered?

Q Do you maintain it had no more influence on the 
President than the opinions of somebody who didn't give $100,000, and 
who also might have written the President about Asia policy or 
Vietnam policy?

Q You said you don't want to make piecemeal 
disclosures, but the impression coming out from you and the White 
House was that it was a social relationship with Riady.

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not saying that. I'm saying 
contributions are welcome. For those who have to run political 
campaigns, you're thankful to your supporters for rendering that kind 
of support. But the President has made it clear that he has the 
responsibility to conduct foreign policy consistent with what the 
interests of the American people are - all the American people. And 
that's the way he has conducted his policy towards Asia, on any of 
the matters that this individual has written about, or, indeed, any 
of the matters that affect the interests of America around the world.

question.



MR. MCCURRY: Well, no, we're talking in this case about 

Q Do you think that's going to be this week, or do 
you have some sense of the timing?

Q If these people were higher up they'd be covered by 
the revolving door law, isn't that correct?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, an accurate characterization. They 
were largely social visits. The President has spoken publicly on the 
occasions in which there may have been a policy element to those 
conversations. But you can't escape the fact that by and large they 
appear to have been social visits by two individuals who had known 
each other for some time.

MR. MCCURRY: These matters have occasioned that type of 
review, and have led to very strict admonition by the Chief of Staff 
to all the department heads of the White House to be very conscious 
of the admission of outside individuals to the White House who may 
appear to use their access to the White House for their own private 
commercial gain. He's cautioned all of us to just know who we are 
admitting to the White House complex, and for what purpose, and who 
will accompany them on those occasions.

Q The Chief of Staff earlier took action with respect 
to Mark Middleton and questions about the appearance of whether he 
was trading in on his White House relationship after leaving. The 
L.A. Times over the weekend had the story about this Chinese American 
in Los Angeles. Is the White House considering any sort of broader 
review of its policies about -- to prevent this kind of problem?

MR. MCCURRY: I can check for you. First of all, 
remember that, because Congress is just forming itself for the work 
it will do in its 105th session, there has been no formal schedule of 
hearings or formal calling of particular witnesses at this point. We 
imagine they will be setting about that work very shortly.

Q You said the full set of letters won't be ready 
today for release. Do you have a sense of when it is going to be 
ready? Will it be this week?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, there are questions well beyond 
correspondence. I mean, we've been briefing news organizations as to 
the number of visits that Mr. James Riady and some of his associates 
had here at the White House, the nature of the contact that existed 
between the President and Mr. Riady — this would be Mr. James Riady 
— other aspects of this. And we're in a position to help news 
organizations inquiring in this, because the President has directed 
all of us to be forthcoming and candid in responding. But as to 
documentation we think it's more appropriate to provide the 
documentation first to Congress and then to release it publicly.
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Q Earlier today you said --

Q Well, wouldn’t it be appropriate if he thinks that

Q Does the President think it's a good idea for James 
Carville to be mounting his attacks on Ken Starr?

Q Does the President believe that if he asks Mr. 
Carville to desist that Mr. Carville would continue?

MR. MCCURRY: That does not represent the President's 
thinking. The President on this matter will speak for himself or 
instruct those of us who speak on his behalf to indicate whatever he 
wants said, and he's indicated that the work of the Independent 
Counsel ought to be treated respectfully and with the proper "no 
comment."

Q This morning you were going to ask the President - 
you said you asked him and he said he has no opinion, or he has yet 
to — you were going to try to find out what he thought about this 
matter.

Q Are you saying here that what Mr. Carville is 
saying does not represent the President’s thinking?

MR. MCCURRY: I told you he has not rendered an opinion 
on the subject.

MR. MCCURRY: The President has not rendered any opinion 
on that. Mr. Carville is certainly someone who speaks for himself 
and has made it clear he will speak for himself, regardless of what 
the White House says.

Now, as you know, Mr. Middleton has denied that he has 
done that in a statement that he can make available to you, or he has 
made available to many of your news organizations.

visitors from the outside. If there are White House officials who 
are -- or former White House officials who are no longer working 
here, they are covered by the administration's voluntary ethics 
guidelines that apply to those with the rank of deputy assistant to 
the President, or assistant to the President, or who earned in excess 
of $100,000 a year. Now, that would not cover the individual you 
mentioned, Mr. Mark Middleton, but there is some sense here that we 
should look at that issue and make sure that even those who are at 
more junior levels in the White House staffing structure are not in a 
position to appear to use their access for any of their own personal 
private purposes.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville has indicated that, first, he 
has not discussed the matter with the President, and second, he will 
pursue the course of action that he thinks he needs to pursue, 
regardless of what anyone at the White House, including the 
President, has to say.



Q Regardless of what the President says?

Q Do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: Do I believe that?

Q Yes, do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: I am serious, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: 1 had a very brief conversation with him.

Q And what was his response?

Q What did he say?

Q He said, 1 don't have a response to that?

Q I'm not going to render any --

Q Has the President discussed it with Carville at
all?
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to ask one of his dear friends and a man who has been his chief 
political advisor to knock it off if that's what he thinks?

Q Do you seriously believe that? Do you expect the 
public to believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: The public can believe whatever the public 
wants to believe.

Q Did you ask the President about this today? You 
said you were going to.

MR. MCCURRY: Regardless of what anyone at the White 
House says.

Q Even if the President asked him to stop? Are you 
serious?

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that Mr. Carville would continue 
to make whatever points he felt compelled to make regardless of what 
anyone at the White House thought about it.

MR. MCCURRY: I think I've just reflected his 
sentiments.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, as I just said, Mr. Carville is an 
outspoken individual and has made it clear that he intends to speak 
out.



Q He's the President of the United States of America.

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not rendering an opinion on it.

Q What about those you have asked?

Q Well, wait a minute. What does that mean?

MR. MCCURRY: - pursuing this course of action.

Q Well, what about those you have canvassed?

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone -

Q We'll accept your version of those you have talked 

Q Did they have any discussions, and if so who, and 
what was said?

Q About it — or about Carville's plans? I mean, he 
knew nothing about it?

Q Has Carville talked to someone other than the 
President here at the White House about this endeavor?

MR. MCCURRY: Just he's not in a position to dissuade
Mr. Carville from pursuing the course that Mr. Carville has —

MR. MCCURRY: Not to -- he has not had a discussion with 
Mr. Carville about it.

Q — this is not helpful to you, or do you think it 
is helpful to you? What do you think of Carville's -

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't asked every individual here at 
the White House. I don't — he may have. I just don't know.

Q If he doesn't like what he's doing, why doesn't he 
ask him to stop?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Mr. Carville, the most prominent 
political consultant in America, has made it clear that's what he's 
going to do.

MR. MCCURRY: Of those that I have, no one, to my 
knowledge, had any extensive discussion with Mr. Carville about the 
merits of—

MR. MCCURRY: Brit, I don't - I'm not going to answer a 
question that I don't have 100 percent information on. I haven't 
gone around and canvassed every single person who knows -

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been - Mr. Carville has been 
very public about his intentions to speak out.



to about it.

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

Q Has anybody in any sense discouraged him?

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.
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Q That you know of.

Q What about those you have talked to?

Q Asked and not answered.

MR. MCCURRY: You mean related to welfare reform fixes?

MR. MCCURRY: 1 haven't found anyone who said that they 
tried to dissuade James from doing what he's doing.

MR. MCCURRY: Again, Susan, there are a lot of people 
who work here. There are 1,500 people who work at the White House.

Q Mike, you said that Carville had no extensive 
discussions with anyone at the White House. Did he have any not 
extensive discussions with someone at the White House about it?

Q Do you think anybody has made it clear to him how 
wretchedly miserable it's made your lot here today? (Laughter).

Q The President has to make some decisions on cutting 
back Social Security for disabled children. Do you know when he's 
going to make that decision? Certain categories of disabled kids.

MR. MCCURRY: There are a lot of people who know James. 
I haven't gone and talked to each individual who knows James and 
said, what was the nature of your conversation with Mr. Carville on a 
given date. So I want to be very careful —

Q I'll bet. But the question is, has anybody 
encouraged him, to your knowledge?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville is aware of how wretchedly 
miserable my pitiful life is, I'm sure. (Laughter.)

Q It's a remarkable, look-ma-no-hands operation here 
that Carville is carrying on, isn't it?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you can characterize it as you see 
fit, and I'm sure you will.

MR. MCCURRY: I just -- you just asked and answered 
those questions.



MR. MCCURRY: Of who and who?

Q Nickles and Moynihan, both of them.
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Q He's talking about the Times story.

MR. MCCURRY: There's budgetary impact on those issues 
and we continue to assess how best to address those issues.

Q But you have essentially the Democratic leadership 
on that issue, in Moynihan and Nickles, up there saying, it's done, 
nothing is going to be considered.

There's no change in what we told you last week. That's an issue 
that's got budgetary impact for FY98. It is being looked at very 
carefully by the President and his economic and budget advisers. The 
President is interested in addressing those shortcomings that he 
found in the welfare reform bill -- significant discussions underway 
about how best to do that and what the likely budget impact will be.

Q Is the White House still discussing 25 percent 
replenishment of the funds that were already designated —

MR. MCCURRY: We are taking steps. I’ll have to look 
into that. We are looking at some specific steps on addressing those 
more emergency type situations and that can be done within current 
budget authority. I think there has been some reporting on that 
already.

Q Are you going to change your mind on that after 
what Moynihan had to say about potential — a likelihood of changes 
in welfare reform?

Q And those shortcomings will be addressed within the 
context of a budget proposal on the legal —

MR. MCCURRY: I think there are a lot of sentiments 
within the Democratic Caucus in the Senate that shortcomings in the 
welfare reform bill ought to be addressed. Senator Moynihan's view 
is that that was not likely to occur, but that is not necessarily the 
only view that exists within the Senator Caucus or here at the White 
House.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Senator Moynihan is a distinguished 
member of the Senate, particularly on this subject, but it doesn't 
necessarily reflect the sentiments of all 100 senators.

MR. MCCURRY: Oh, you mean the differential that exists 
between the President’s balanced budget proposals and the impact of 
the welfare reform bill? They made a — there is sort of a rough 
calculation for initial policy discussion purposes that was made and 
the figure I think is in the neighborhood of $13 billion. That does 



I

The satisfactory arrangement that was concluded by the 
Secretary of Defense really works through a lot of those 
recommendations from the Special Advisory Committee on Okinawa which 
looked at the question, particularly the Futenma facility. They've 
arrived at what the Secretary believes is an adequate conclusion, an 
agreement that satisfies our own security interests and also our 
strong force posture in the region, a commitment that the United 
States has made and will continue to make to the security of that 
region.

Q Mike, over the weekend Secretary Perry signed a 
series of agreements in Japan designed to reduce the impact of the 
U.S. military presence on Okinawa, including what is most important 
in the eyes of the Japanese of moving a Marine helicopter base 
off-shore. How does the White House feel about the accords, and will 
these issues related to the military presence on Okinawa continue to 
get White House attention?

Q No, but I mean as an answer rather than trying to 
make changes --

Q Mike, will the President endorse the recommendation 
of the panel looking at the CPI and will he implement them?

Q What is your view that legal immigrants could 
receive benefits simply by becoming U.S. citizens?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, those legal immigrants who go 
through the process of naturalization are entitled as U.S. citizens 
to a different range of benefits. I mean, that's the law.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, we are obviously pleased that we 
have been able to work with the government of Japan to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa in ways that do not fundamentally alter the 
U.S.-Japan security relationship or affect the readiness of our 
forward-deployed troops in that region.

not necessarily equate to the price tag of those things that would be 
recommended by the President. Again, those discussions are still 
underway.

MR. MCCURRY: The Boskin Group has made a recommendation 
or is about to make a recommendation on CPI calculations. There are 
a number of people in the area of labor, economics and economists 
looking at the question of how best to measure inflationary impacts 
across the economy. The Boskin Group has certainly been impaneled to 
do that by a congressional committee. BLS has been looking at much 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that seems to be occurring. I mean, 
there are — it seems in practice that that process is speeding up 
because there are some cases where people have had legal residence 
status are attempting to convert to legal citizenship status, in
part, it is believed by some experts, because of the impact of this 
law.



And then the longer-terms questions related to Medicare 

Q Mike, bipartisan commission on Medicare reform -- 
how's the President going to make that happen?

the same issue with respect to how best to take into account 
inflationary pressures when you calculate things like benefits to 
individual Americans under entitlement programs. All of these expert 
opinions will be very carefully considered by the administration 
because the President believes this is a decision that ultimately is 
one best based on scientific economic expert calculation as opposed 
to some political measurement with respect to the budget.

Q Isn't this a scientific panel? Isn't this what 
this is? And doesn't he have —

MR. MCCURRY: That's a technical question beyond my 
ability to answer. There is a variety of ways which you go about 
calculating that. I think we're going to look at the whole question 
of how best to measure inflationary impacts, what that suggests with 
respect to the CPI, how you apply the CPI to the calculation of 
benefit increases and then make some judgments accordingly.

MR. MCCURRY: There have been different measurements of 
what the over-estimation of the inflationary effect have been. And 
Senator Moynihan's got a different view. The BLS economists are 
looking at much the same question. I'm not going to speculate on 
where the number will come out.

Q But in their interim report, this group suggested 
that the CPI is inflated by about one percent and —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that group is — was asked by I 
believe the Senate Finance Committee, right, to look at CPI 
calculations. BLS has been doing much the same thing. There are 
others. It's been a very vibrant debate in the academic community 
about how best to calculate and measure the impact of inflation, and 
we are going to consider all those views as we look at their work.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's - a couple of different stages 
in the process. There's health care — the provision of health care 
commission, which he's pledged to appoint and which we have not yet 
named -- correct? — that is under consideration. The President has 
also suggested in the short-term we need to proceed with Medicare 
savings by slowing the rate of increase in spending for those 
programs consistent with what he's put forward in his balanced budget 
proposal. Now, that would extend the solvency of the trust fund into 
the next century by a number of years.

Q Is it accurate to say the administration is willing 
to consider the Boskin Group's recommendations as far as they might 
call for changes in the technical procedures made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, but that something along the line of what Moynihan 
wants to do legislatively is something you would oppose?



MR. MCCURRY: No, we have had a very active dialogue 
with the Russian Federation on the question of START II ratification 
by the Duma. I would not suggest that we've been waiting for some 
plan to try to get it off dead center. The President has actively 
encouraged President Yeltsin to do so. We have engaged a number of 
diplomats at a high level from the Russian Federation on that subject 
and stressed the importance of ratification by the Duma of START II.

But there have also been discussions among arms control 
experts on both sides about how to structure further arms reductions 
and limitations consistent with a START III approach. The momentum 
that would be created by a START II ratification would lend itself to 
further arms control efforts. But I'm not aware of any specific plan 
to structure that one-two step as you said, other than to say that 
there have been a very consistent effort on the part of our side to 
stress the importance of Duma ratification.

Q Mike, there’s growing concern among many arms 
control analysts about the fate of START II in the Russian 
Parliament. And in that connection, there's a proposal floating 
around to have the President and Yeltsin take an initiative to get it 
off dead center and spell out what a START III treaty might look like 
in terms of lower limits so that the Russians don't have big expense 
on the START II of reconfiguring their land-based — is there 
anything along these lines under consideration, or is the President 
merely waiting for the Russians to do their thing in the Duma?

Q Mike, many women's groups are eager that a woman 
fill one of the upcoming vacancies on the President's national 
security team. As he looks at the candidates, is that a factor at 
all, or is it not a factor compared to experience and whatever other 
qualities he's looking for?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been mixed. There are some 
leaders in Congress who said they don't think that's an idea that's 
worth exploring at this point. There are others that have said 
that's the only practical way we're ever going to get at the issue of 
entitlements. And I'm sure the President will consider these views 
and it will be a subject that will certainly be a part of our 
economic decision-making in the coming term.

Q Well, are you seeing any sentiment? It didn't 
sound like there was a whole lot.

solvency are ones which during the campaign period the President 
suggested might be amenable to consideration by a bipartisan panel. 
Now we are much farther down the road in looking at the quality of 
health care, looking at what the short-term budgetary impacts are 
going to be on the solvency of the Medicare fund and then the longer 
range issues that kick in. The President will address at a later 
date on how you begin to structure a bipartisan commission if, in 
fact, we continue to see sentiment for doing that as we work with 
Congress.



Q Whoa!!!

Q My editors made me do it. (Laughter.)

Q Give the disclaimer. (Laughter.)

Q What are the families of those disabled kids -

MR. MCCURRY: Leo put you up to this question, didn't
he?

Q As the President adds up the pluses and minuses, is 
gender considered a plus, or is it not a factor?

MR. MCCURRY: I have no idea. We'll have to look into 
that. Do you know? It's all part of the review of how you address 

MR. MCCURRY: I think diversity has always been 
considered a plus as the President considers appointments. But I 
don't want to apply that to any specific consideration.

Q Speaking of diversity, is the President going to 
meet with the rest of the Cabinet that has not resigned, and 
specifically when is he meeting with Janet Reno?

Q When are the families of the disabled kids who are 
no longer going to receive certain Social Security benefits for their 
disabilities going to be notified that they're no longer going to get 
a Social Security supplemental check?

Q Is that a positive attribute for that candidate in 
addition to the other things, as far as being —

MR. MCCURRY: There are a number of factors that go into 
the consideration, and the President, as he has said publicly, is 
stressing how the team works together. Obviously, there is rampant 
speculation at least one of the candidates under serious 
consideration is of the female gender, so we'll have to wait and see.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes. He will continue his one-by-one 
discussions with members of the Cabinet, those that he has not yet 
seen --1 think he's seen about half the Cabinet so far, and we'll 
let you know when he sees individual members. I'm not aware of any 
schedule for the remainder of those consultations at this point.

Q Getting back to this Social Security thing, this is 
a question that I've been asked to ask. Apparently —

MR. MCCURRY: It is an attribute, and how people work 
together is driven I think more by personality than by gender. And 
we just happen to have someone who is a very highly qualified, 
successful candidate for one of those positions, or at least we have 
rumors to that effect, and I wouldn't dissuade you from thinking 
that.



the welfare reform legislation.

Q They're certainly reviewing — whether to tell
them.

Q That will keep them busy for a long time, won't it?

Q Is that less a consideration than it was four years
ago?

MR. MCCURRY: It's a consideration, but we're four years 

MR. MCCURRY: Why don't we come back to that. Wolf, when 
I can get more information.

Q Just to follow John's question about diversity. I
mean, is having a Cabinet that looks like America as important this 
time as it was last time, or has it somehow shifted and —

MR. MCCURRY: It's important to the President to have a 
Cabinet that looks like America and to have diversity reflected in 
his appointments.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, last time it was a new 
administration after a period in which Democrats had not occupied the 
White House and there had to be more effort to reach out to people 
who are not instantly on the radar screen for appointment. We've now 
had four years, four successful years in office in which a number of 
candidates present themselves having served in the administration in 
various capacities. It's a different equation this time because it's 
an incumbent administration. I think you have to take into account 
it's a different situation.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you have to know what to tell them 
before you --

MR. TOIV: The Social Security Administration is 
reviewing individual cases.

Now, that said, the transition team that the President 
empaneled has -- one of the results of their work, reaching out 
around the country and generating new names, was to really present 
the President with some options for Cabinet appointment that he's now 
in the process of considering that do reflect considerable gender, 
racial, ethnic diversity.

Q So last time he spent an inordinate amount of 
effort making sure that that happens.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Toiv tells me that the Social Security 
Administration is looking at individual cases on a case by case 
basis.
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Q You're suggesting that that could push gender or 
racial considerations out of the picture.

MR. MCCURRY: I’ve repeatedly refused to render a 
judgment on that and 1 won't do it again. Mr. Starr has to speak for 
himself. Mr. Carville has to speak for himself. And all of their 
debate will be judged in the court of public opinion, no doubt.

later, it's an incumbent administration. There are people that now 
have had experience serving in the first term that, you know, because 
of that experience, rise to the top of those who might be considered, 
clearly. So it's a different — somewhat different kind of equation, 
but not any more or less important than it was four years ago.

Q Mike, can we go back to Starr for a minute? He's 
kind of gone on a counteroffensive. He sat down with Newsweek for 
three hours. I believe his deputy in Little Rock, Hickman Ewing, 
said an attack like Carville's is a sign of guilt. Do you think it's 
helpful to have Carville out attacking?

MR. MCCURRY: No, I'm not at all. I said that diversity 
continues to be a very important guidepost for the President as he 
considers these appointments.
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Thanksgiving weekend. Any subjects you're interested in?

Q Uh 

-oh.

Q Which part?

Q What did he say?

Q -- being carried live on CNN. (Laughter.)

Q What did the President say?

Q Can you tell us if the President is getting close 
to naming his national security team? (Laughter.)

Q Do you have more on the President's schedule this 
week? You said there are going to be more public appearances than 
were listed in that little skeleton schedule.

-advanced, but it was fairly clear that there is no final 
decisions to announce. And as the President indicated, when there 
are final decisions he will make the announcement accordingly. In 
the meantime, you're all free to speculate.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer, the President was just having 
a very good laugh at your most recent report moments ago. The 
conversation he was having with Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles made it 
manifestly clear that what you reported on the air was not true.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer was ranking the various 
rumored candidates for Secretary of State and got the latest 
speculation wrong.

MR. MCCURRY: The President said much of what he told 
you earlier, that he spent four days with his family. He clearly had 
gone through the recommendations, the binder that Mr. Bowles had 
presented to him. This was the first substantive conversation the 
President has had with his transition leaders since last Wednesday, 
before Thanksgiving. And I won’t change what I said earlier, that 
his thinking on the national security cluster is fairly 
well 

MR. MCCURRY: I've got — the only additions I have to 
the week in review that we've already put out are two for tomorrow.
I expect the President will have a briefing on AIDS research by
Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna Shalala and by the NIH
Director Ramos tomorrow at some point. There also is an interagency BOTTOM EVEN 
MORE #279 

-12/02
conference call concerning the civil disturbances in St. Petersburg, 
a conference call that Secretary Cisneros will lead, but we expect



the President to participate at some point during that call.

Q These are public events?

#279
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MR. MCCURRY: Those are public events, yes.

BOTTOM EVEN 
MORE

Q Mike, is President Menem coming in to see the 
President?

MR. MCCURRY: Travel? Haven't we had enough of that 
this year? I'm not aware of any, no. Do we -- no. I'm not aware of 
any. No travel plans that I'm aware of.

Q Any travel? There has been some speculation of 
something like next weekend or something? Do you -

MR. MCCURRY: The President of Argentina, Carlos Menem, 
will be here at the White House on Thursday for a brief visit with 
the President. He is here in the United States on a private visit. 
The President looks forward to an exchange of views with President 
Menem that will cover hemispheric issues, issues related to the 
growth of both democracy and market economics in this hemisphere.

Q Mike, how about the letter referenced in today's 
Wall Street Journal's story from Mr. Riady in 1993?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Riady’s letter - Mr. Mochtar Riady's 
letter.

Q Yes. Do you have plans to — I mean, do you intend 
to release that letter?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, as the President indicated we will 
release that letter publicly once we've made it available to 
Congress. We have been assembling a variety of materials for members 
of Congress that are interested in such matters. And I understand 
from the Legal Counsel's Office that they continue to work to 
assemble things.

One of the things they're doing is looking through 
presidential records, the group that manages presidential records, 
looking for any relevant correspondence or data or memoranda so they 
can make a thorough submission to Congress at the appropriate time.

Q But not today, though?
MR. MCCURRY: No, it will not be today.
Q Will the other materials be released as well to the 

public - or to the press when they're submitted to Congress?
MR. MCCURRY: Our intent is to make available publicly 

what we make available to the Congress. Now, we have simultaneously 
been entertaining questions from various news organizations looking 
into these matters as the Journal did. They were interested in 

TOP EVEN 
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Q Let me follow. Mike, in '92, Bill Daniels bundled 

BOTTOM ODD
MORE

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not going to characterize how things 
look. You’re in the business of doing that.

MR. MCCURRY: As how it looks, that's up to you to 
characterize. I think there is a problem —

MR. MCCURRY: The question is about what is the impact 
of contributions, and the point I would make is that there is not any 
public record that suggests that any financial contributor had a 
disproportionate influence on policy.

Q Well, what about the Bush case? Where is the 
public record on that?

Q How is it different in terms of how it looks from 
what he criticized in '92?

Q Well, wait a minute. What about the money, Mike? 
Can't that be seen as making - he’s asking how it looks.

Q Well, the President showed no reluctance to do that 
himself.

-12/02
big contributions and then the people ask for something and then they 
get it?

MR. MCCURRY: For a policy matter that was as 
contentious, as hotly debated and as thoroughly public as U.S. 
relations towards Vietnam, to suggest that any particular 
individual's views, whether it be a financial contributor or not, 
would have a disproportionate thinking on the work of the 
administration is a little bit less than credible.

correspondence. I told them about a March 1993 letter that Mr. 
Mochtar Riady sent to the President that congratulated the President 
on his economic program, on his plans for engagement with Asia, and 
made some recommendations concerning policy towards Asia, contained 
in the letter. And as the President indicated today, nothing that 
was that much different from what we were hearing from others in the 
business community.

Q Mike, let me follow this question. In 1992 the 
President criticized George Bush specifically for accepting soft you 
contributions of $100,000 or more, and then doing the bidding - not 
the bidding, but then following the policy that these people asked 
him to do. And he said, at the very least it creates the impression 
that the White House is for rent, for sale. The President obviously 
heard a lot of sides on the Vietnam thing. But is the President 
unaware that this looks exactly like what he criticized Bush for - TOP ODD 
-\p-



Q There's always a large public record —

MR. MCCURRY: Very heavily covered, very heavily 
briefed, numerous discussions that occurred and that were briefed 
publicly about it. And, frankly, it is up —

Q But at the end of the day the President had to make 
a decision in his own mind, didn't he?

Q How do we know for sure the $100,000 grand had 
nothing to do with it? How do you know for sure?

Q Let me try this a different way. Is the President 
concerned that there seems to be no way to separate the appearance of 
possible impropriety here from the fact?

MR. MCCURRY: I think the President is largely concerned 
about the appearances that arise from soft money donations. You’ll 
recall that during the campaign period he spoke directly to that 
subject, made a series of proposals, strongly backed legislation 
which we hope will now be introduced in the 105 Congress that would 

soft money -- he was the cable television guy, he was a friend of 
Bush. It was sort of an equivalent relationship. They went back 

-he wrote this letter saying thanks for your help on the cable bill. 
Riady had contributed $100,000 to the Inauguration. I think John 
Huang had done the same thing. Less than two months later, they get 
this letter. Shortly thereafter, America starts on a brand new 
policy towards Vietnam. Now, a lot of people think that was right, 
but John McCain, of course, called for this. There were a lot of 
voices on that side. But the impression that was created in the 
President's mind when he was governor by Bill Daniels' big 
contribution was that, at the very least, an ordinary American would 
think, gee, if you get $100,000, you get what you want.

MR. MCCURRY: Because there is a very complete public 
record about the administration's consideration of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam, as was very heavily covered —

MR. MCCURRY: The President had to make a judgment based 
on U.S. national interests, the interests of the American people as 
we engage in that region.

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that U.S. policy towards Vietnam 
throughout the last four years has been one of the most heavily 
covered and thoroughly accessible subjects on our entire foreign 
policy agenda. What interpretations you make of an individual letter 
from a prominent businessperson is up to you to render your own 
judgments about it. You can characterize that as you see fit. I 
would just like to stick with the facts as I've just established 
them.



ban exactly those types of contributions.

Q So he would agree that somebody could draw the same 
kind of conclusion from his interaction with Riady that Bush --

Q Do you maintain it had no more influence on the 
President than the opinions of somebody who didn't give $100,000, and 
who also might have written the President about Asia policy or 
Vietnam policy?

MR. MCCURRY: He's spoken publicly and has not changed 
his point of view about the perception that exists based on these 
contributions and the need to eradicate that type of contribution 
from our system of campaign finance.

Q Was this particular letter, though, available and 
in your hands - before the election, and shouldn't it have been made 
public, given that --

MR. MCCURRY: People from the private sector who are in 
prominent positions in the business community can speak with some 
authority as to the value of U.S. engagement towards Asia. And as 
the President indicated this morning, he said tens of thousands, but 

Q Just on the documents, Mike, is your thinking about 
releasing them that you want to get as many as you can, have a 
complete set, rather than piecemeal day after day of documents --

MR. MCCURRY: That's exactly right. We’ve - not only 
the President, but we are interested in what other correspondence 
that exists. We've looked through those records, we've got a 
substantial amount of that available, and I've been entertaining 
requests from those news organizations that have pursued some of 
those questions and telling them what we know about that 
correspondence.

MR. MCCURRY: The existence of the letter I believe was 
largely known because, if I'm not mistaken, I've heard from other 
reporters that Mr. Riady's representative made reference himself to 
the letter having been sent. I think we never formally disputed the 
notion that there was such a piece of correspondence from Mr. Mochtar 
Riady, but we have not — we did not elect to make piecemeal 
disclosures of any correspondence or brief reporters in a piecemeal 
fashion on correspondence until we had more of the record available. 
We’ve been able to do that within the last couple of days, as various 
news organizations have turned their attention to that specific 
question.

MR. MCCURRY: He would agree with the expectation that 
many of you will draw your own conclusions, and so will the American 
people.

Q He hasn't changed his mind about how these things 
look?



t

MR. MCCURRY: I think that -

Q How can you say that?

certainly hundreds and hundreds of such leaders have written to the 
President, some contributors, some not contributors, some, frankly, 
contributors to the other party. But the authority comes from having 
some knowledge of the operation of U.S. economic interests in that 
region and the value of promoting a policy of engagement with Asia, 
which is one that this President actively pursued almost from the 
first days of the administration.

Q Are you trying to say that the amount of the 
contribution, certainly sizeable, had absolutely no influence on the 
way the request was considered?

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not saying that. I'm saying 
contributions are welcome. For those who have to run political 
campaigns, you're thankful to your supporters for rendering that kind 
of support. But the President has made it clear that he has the 
responsibility to conduct foreign policy consistent with what the 
interests of the American people are - all the American people. And 
that's the way he has conducted his policy towards Asia, on any of 
the matters that this individual has written about, or, indeed, any 
of the matters that affect the interests of America around the world.

Q Mike, on another subject --
Q No, can I ask one more?
MR. MCCURRY: Yes.
Q You said you don't want to make piecemeal 

disclosures, but the impression coming out from you and the White 
House was that it was a social relationship with Riady.

MR. MCCURRY: I don’t believe that's true. I believe 
that there were some in the White House who characterized meetings 
that the President had with Mr. Mochtar Riady's son as being social. 
And the record, I think, stands up pretty well that that's an 
accurate characterization.

Q An accurate —
MR. MCCURRY: Yes, an accurate characterization. They 

were largely social visits. The President has spoken publicly on the 
occasions in which there may have been a policy element to those 
conversations. But you can't escape the fact that by and large they 
appear to have been social visits by two individuals who had known 
each other for some time.

Q You said the full set of letters won't be ready 
today for release. Do you have a sense of when it is going to be 
ready? Will it be this week?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, there are questions well beyond 
correspondence. I mean, we've been briefing news organizations as to 
the number of visits that Mr. James Riady and some of his associates 
had here at the White House, the nature of the contact that existed 
between the President and Mr. Riady - this would be Mr. James Riady 
— other aspects of this. And we're in a position to help news 
organizations inquiring in this, because the President has directed 



Q If these people were higher up they’d be covered by
the revolving door law, isn't that correct?

Q Does the President think it’s a good idea for James 
Carville to be mounting his attacks on Ken Starr?

MR. MCCURRY: These matters have occasioned that type of 
review, and have led to very strict admonition by the Chief of Staff 
to all the department heads of the White House to be very conscious 
of the admission of outside individuals to the White House who may 
appear to use their access to the White House for their own private 
commercial gain. He’s cautioned all of us to just know who we are 
admitting to the White House complex, and for what purpose, and who 
will accompany them on those occasions.

MR. MCCURRY: The President has not rendered any opinion 
on that. Mr. Carville is certainly someone who speaks for himself 

all of us to be forthcoming and candid in responding. But as to 
documentation we think it’s more appropriate to provide the 
documentation first to Congress and then to release it publicly.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, no, we’re talking in this case about 
visitors from the outside. If there are White House officials who 
are — or former White House officials who are no longer working 
here, they are covered by the administration's voluntary ethics 
guidelines that apply to those with the rank of deputy assistant to 
the President, or assistant to the President, or who earned in excess 
of $100,000 a year. Now, that would not cover the individual you 
mentioned, Mr. Mark Middleton, but there is some sense here that we 
should look at that issue and make sure that even those who are at 
more junior levels in the White House staffing structure are not in a 
position to appear to use their access for any of their own personal 
private purposes.

Q The Chief of Staff earlier took action with respect 
to Mark Middleton and questions about the appearance of whether he 
was trading in on his White House relationship after leaving. The 
L.A. Times over the weekend had the story about this Chinese American 
in Los Angeles. Is the White House considering any sort of broader 
review of its policies about — to prevent this kind of problem?

Q Do you think that's going to be this week, or do 
you have some sense of the timing?

MR. MCCURRY: I can check for you. First of all, 
remember that, because Congress is just forming itself for the work 
it will do in its 105th session, there has been no formal schedule of 
hearings or formal calling of particular witnesses at this point. We 
imagine they will be setting about that work very shortly.

Now, as you know, Mr. Middleton has denied that he has 
done that in a statement that he can make available to you, or he has 
made available to many of your news organizations.



Q Earlier today you said --

Q Regardless of what the President says?

Q Do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: Do I believe that?

and has made it clear he will speak for himself, regardless of what 
the White House says.

Q Do you seriously believe that? Do you expect the 
public to believe that?

Q Does the President believe that if he asks Mr. 
Carville to desist that Mr. Carville would continue?

Q Are you saying here that what Mr. Carville is 
saying does not represent the President's thinking?

MR. MCCURRY: Regardless of what anyone at the White 
House says.

MR. MCCURRY: The public can believe whatever the public 
wants to believe.

Q This morning you were going to ask the President — 
you said you asked him and he said he has no opinion, or he has yet 
to — you were going to try to find out what he thought about this 
matter.

Q Well, wouldn't it be appropriate if he thinks that
to ask one of his dear friends and a man who has been his chief 
political advisor to knock it off if that's what he thinks?

MR. MCCURRY: I told you he has not rendered an opinion 
on the subject.

MR. MCCURRY: That does not represent the President’s 
thinking. The President on this matter will speak for himself or 
instruct those of us who speak on his behalf to indicate whatever he 
wants said, and he's indicated that the work of the Independent 
Counsel ought to be treated respectfully and with the proper "no 
comment."

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville has indicated that, first, he 
has not discussed the matter with the President, and second, he will 
pursue the course of action that he thinks he needs to pursue, 
regardless of what anyone at the White House, including the 
President, has to say.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, as I just said, Mr. Carville is an 
outspoken individual and has made it clear that he intends to speak 
out.



Q Yes, do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: I am serious, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: I had a very brief conversation with him.

Q And what was his response?

Q What did he say?

He said, I don't have a response to that?Q

Q
Q

all?

I'm not going to render any —
Has the President discussed it with Carville at

Q Even if the President asked him to stop? Are you 
serious?

Q Did you ask the President about this today? You 
said you were going to.

MR. MCCURRY: 1 believe that Mr. Carville would continue 
to make whatever points he felt compelled to make regardless of what 
anyone at the White House thought about it.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Mr. Carville, the most prominent 
political consultant in America, has made it clear that’s what he's 
going to do.

Q -- this is not helpful to you, or do you think it 
is helpful to you? What do you think of Carville's —

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not rendering an opinion on it. 
Q Has Carville talked to someone other than the 

President here at the White House about this endeavor?
MR. MCCURRY: I haven't asked every individual here at 

the White House. I don't ~ he may have. I just don't know. 
Q What about those you have asked?
MR. MCCURRY: Of those that I have, no one, to my 

MR. MCCURRY: I think I've just reflected his 
sentiments.

MR. MCCURRY: Not to — he has not had a discussion with 
Mr. Carville about it.

Q About it — or about Carville's plans? I mean, he 
knew nothing about it?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been - Mr. Carville has been 
very public about his intentions to speak out.

Q If he doesn't like what he's doing, why doesn't he 
ask him to stop?

MR. MCCURRY: Just he's not in a position to dissuade 
Mr. Carville from pursuing the course that Mr. Carville has -- 

Q He's the President of the United States of America.



Q It's a remarkable, look 

-ma

-no 

r

-hands operation here
that Carville is carrying on, isn't it?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you can characterize it as you see 
fit, and I'm sure you will.

Q Mike, you said that Carville had no extensive 
discussions with anyone at the White House. Did he have any not 
extensive discussions with someone at the White House about it?

MR. MCCURRY: Again, Susan, there are a lot of people 
who work here. There are 1,500 people who work at the White House. 

Q That you know of.
MR. MCCURRY: There are a lot of people who know James. 

I haven't gone and talked to each individual who knows James and 
said, what was the nature of your conversation with Mr. Carville on a 
given date. So I want to be very careful —

Q What about those you have talked to?
MR. MCCURRY: I just — you just asked and answered 

those questions.
Q Asked and not answered.
Q Do you think anybody has made it clear to him how 

wretchedly miserable it's made your lot here today? (Laughter).
MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville is aware of how wretchedly 

miserable my pitiful life is. I'm sure. (Laughter.)
Q The President has to make some decisions on cutting 

back Social Security for disabled children. Do you know when he's 
going to make that decision? Certain categories of disabled kids.

MR. MCCURRY: You mean related to welfare reform fixes? 
There's no change in what we told you last week. That's an issue 

knowledge, had any extensive discussion with Mr. Carville about the 
merits of—

Q Well, wait a minute. What does that mean?
MR. MCCURRY: -- pursuing this course of action. 
Q Did they have any discussions, and if so who, and 

what was said?
MR. MCCURRY: Brit, I don't — I'm not going to answer a 

question that I don't have 100 percent information on. I haven't 
gone around and canvassed every single person who knows — 

Q Well, what about those you have canvassed?
MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone--
Q We'll accept your version of those you have talked 

to about it.
MR. MCCURRY: 1 haven't found anyone who said that they 

tried to dissuade James from doing what he's doing.
Q I'll bet. But the question is, has anybody 

encouraged him, to your knowledge?
MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.
Q Has anybody in any sense discouraged him?
MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.



Q What is your view that legal immigrants could 
receive benefits simply by becoming U.S. citizens?

Q No, but I mean as an answer rather than trying to 
make changes —

Q And those shortcomings will be addressed within the 
context of a budget proposal on the legal -

MR. MCCURRY: There's budgetary impact on those issues 
and we continue to assess how best to address those issues. 

Q Is the White House still discussing 25 percent 
replenishment of the funds that were already designated -

MR. MCCURRY: We are taking steps. I'll have to look 
into that. We are looking at some specific steps on addressing those 
more emergency type situations and that can be done within current 
budget authority. I think there has been some reporting on that 
already.

Q He's talking about the Times story.
MR. MCCURRY: Oh, you mean the differential that exists 

between the President's balanced budget proposals and the impact of 
the welfare reform bill? They made a -- there is sort of a rough 
calculation for initial policy discussion purposes that was made and 
the figure I think is in the neighborhood of $13 billion. That does 
not necessarily equate to the price tag of those things that would be 
recommended by the President. Again, those discussions are still 
underway.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, those legal immigrants who go 
through the process of naturalization are entitled as U.S. citizens 
to a different range of benefits. I mean, that's the law.

that's got budgetary impact for FY98. It is being looked at very 
carefully by the President and his economic and budget advisers. The 
President is interested in addressing those shortcomings that he 
found in the welfare reform bill -- significant discussions underway 
about how best to do that and what the likely budget impact will be.

Q Are you going to change your mind on that after 
what Moynihan had to say about potential - a likelihood of changes 
in welfare reform?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Senator Moynihan is a distinguished 
member of the Senate, particularly on this subject, but it doesn't 
necessarily reflect the sentiments of all 100 senators.

Q But you have essentially the Democratic leadership 
on that issue, in Moynihan and Nickles, up there saying, it's done, 
nothing is going to be considered.

MR. MCCURRY: Of who and who?
Q Nickles and Moynihan, both of them.
MR. MCCURRY: I think there are a lot of sentiments 

within the Democratic Caucus in the Senate that shortcomings in the 
welfare reform bill ought to be addressed. Senator Moynihan's view 
is that that was not likely to occur, but that is not necessarily the 
only view that exists within the Senator Caucus or here at the White 
House.



-deployed troops in that region.

-Japan security relationship or affect the readiness of our 
forward 

Q Mike, over the weekend Secretary Perry signed a 
series of agreements in Japan designed to reduce the impact of the 
U.S. military presence on Okinawa, including what is most important 
in the eyes of the Japanese of moving a Marine helicopter base 
off 

-shore. How does the White House feel about the accords, and will 
these issues related to the military presence on Okinawa continue to 
get White House attention?

The satisfactory arrangement that was concluded by the
Secretary of Defense really works through a lot of those 
recommendations from the Special Advisory Committee on Okinawa which 
looked at the question, particularly the Futenma facility. They've 
arrived at what the Secretary believes is an adequate conclusion, an 
agreement that satisfies our own security interests and also our 
strong force posture in the region, a commitment that the United 
States has made and will continue to make to the security of that 
region.

Q Mike, will the President endorse the recommendation 
of the panel looking at the CPI and will he implement them?

MR. MCCURRY: The Boskin Group has made a recommendation 
or is about to make a recommendation on CPI calculations. There are 
a number of people in the area of labor, economics and economists 
looking at the question of how best to measure inflationary impacts 
across the economy. The Boskin Group has certainly been impaneled to 
do that by a congressional committee. BLS has been looking at much 
the same issue with respect to how best to take into account 
inflationary pressures when you calculate things like benefits to 
individual Americans under entitlement programs. All of these expert 
opinions will be very carefully considered by the administration 
because the President believes this is a decision that ultimately is 
one best based on scientific economic expert calculation as opposed 
to some political measurement with respect to the budget.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that seems to be occurring. 1 mean, 
there are — it seems in practice that that process is speeding up 
because there are some cases where people have had legal residence 
status are attempting to convert to legal citizenship status, in 
part, it is believed by some experts, because of the impact of this 
law.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, we are obviously pleased that we 
have been able to work with the government of Japan to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa in ways that do not fundamentally alter the 
U.S.



And then the longer 

Q Isn't this a scientific panel? Isn't this what 
this is? And doesn't he have —

MR. MCCURRY: There have been different measurements of 
what the over 

Q But in their interim report, this group suggested 
that the CPI is inflated by about one percent and —

MR. MCCURRY: That's a technical question beyond my 
ability to answer. There is a variety of ways which you go about 
calculating that. I think we're going to look at the whole question 
of how best to measure inflationary impacts, what that suggests with 
respect to the CPI, how you apply the CPI to the calculation of 
benefit increases and then make some judgments accordingly.

-terms questions related to Medicare
solvency are ones which during the campaign period the President 
suggested might be amenable to consideration by a bipartisan panel.

Q Mike, bipartisan commission on Medicare reform - 
how’s the President going to make that happen?

-term we need to proceed with Medicare
savings by slowing the rate of increase in spending for those 
programs consistent with what he's put forward in his balanced budget 
proposal. Now, that would extend the solvency of the trust fund into 
the next century by a number of years.

-estimation of the inflationary effect have been. And
Senator Moynihan's got a different view. The BLS economists are 
looking at much the same question. I'm not going to speculate on 
where the number will come out.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's -- a couple of different stages 
in the process. There's health care - the provision of health care 
commission, which he's pledged to appoint and which we have not yet 
named — correct? — that is under consideration. The President has 
also suggested in the short 

Q Is it accurate to say the administration is willing 
to consider the Boskin Group's recommendations as far as they might 
call for changes in the technical procedures made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, but that something along the line of what Moynihan 
wants to do legislatively is something you would oppose?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that group is -- was asked by I 
believe the Senate Finance Committee, right, to look at CPI 
calculations. BLS has been doing much the same thing. There are 
others. It's been a very vibrant debate in the academic community 
about how best to calculate and measure the impact of inflation, and 
we are going to consider all those views as we look at their work.



-making in the coming term.

-term budgetary impacts are
going to be on the solvency of the Medicare fund and then the longer 
range issues that kick in. The President will address at a later 
date on how you begin to structure a bipartisan commission if, in 
fact, we continue to see sentiment for doing that as we work with 
Congress.

-two step as you said, other than to say that 
there have been a very consistent effort on the part of our side to 
stress the importance of Duma ratification.

But there have also been discussions among arms control 
experts on both sides about how to structure further arms reductions 
and limitations consistent with a START III approach. The momentum 
that would be created by a START II ratification would lend itself to 
further arms control efforts. But I'm not aware of any specific plan 
to structure that one 

Now we are much farther down the road in looking at the quality of 
health care, looking at what the short 

MR. MCCURRY: No, we have had a very active dialogue 
with the Russian Federation on the question of START II ratification 
by the Duma. I would not suggest that we've been waiting for some 
plan to try to get it off dead center. The President has actively 
encouraged President Yeltsin to do so. We have engaged a number of 
diplomats at a high level from the Russian Federation on that subject 
and stressed the importance of ratification by the Duma of START II.

Q Mike, there's growing concern among many arms 
control analysts about the fate of START II in the Russian 
Parliament. And in that connection, there's a proposal floating 
around to have the President and Yeltsin take an initiative to get it 
off dead center and spell out what a START III treaty might look like 
in terms of lower limits so that the Russians don’t have big expense 
on the START II of reconfiguring their land 

Q Well, are you seeing any sentiment? It didn’t 
sound like there was a whole lot.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been mixed. There are some 
leaders in Congress who said they don’t think that's an idea that's 
worth exploring at this point. There are others that have said 
that's the only practical way we're ever going to get at the issue of 
entitlements. And I'm sure the President will consider these views 
and it will be a subject that will certainly be a part of our 
economic decision 

-based -- is there
anything along these lines under consideration, or is the President 
merely waiting for the Russians to do their thing in the Duma?



MR. MCCURRY: Yes. He will continue his one 

-by 

Q Whoa!!!

Q My editors made me do it. (Laughter.)

Give the disclaimer. (Laughter.)Q

Q What are the families of those disabled kids -

Q Speaking of diversity, is the President going to
meet with the rest of the Cabinet that has not resigned, and 
specifically when is he meeting with Janet Reno?

Q Is that a positive attribute for that candidate in 
addition to the other things, as far as being —

-one
discussions with members of the Cabinet, those that he has not yet 
seen — I think he's seen about half the Cabinet so far, and we'll 
let you know when he sees individual members. I'm not aware of any 
schedule for the remainder of those consultations at this point.

MR. MCCURRY: There are a number of factors that go into 
the consideration, and the President, as he has said publicly, is 
stressing how the team works together. Obviously, there is rampant 
speculation at least one of the candidates under serious 
consideration is of the female gender, so we'll have to wait and see.

Q As the President adds up the pluses and minuses, is 
gender considered a plus, or is it not a factor?

MR. MCCURRY: I think diversity has always been 
considered a plus as the President considers appointments. But I 
don't want to apply that to any specific consideration.

Q Mike, many women's groups are eager that a woman 
fill one of the upcoming vacancies on the President's national 
security team. As he looks at the candidates, is that a factor at 
all, or is it not a factor compared to experience and whatever other 
qualities he's looking for?

Q Getting back to this Social Security thing, this is 
a question that I've been asked to ask. Apparently —

MR. MCCURRY: It is an attribute, and how people work 
together is driven I think more by personality than by gender. And 
we just happen to have someone who is a very highly qualified, 
successful candidate for one of those positions, or at least we have 
rumors to that effect, and I wouldn't dissuade you from thinking 
that.



Q That will keep them busy for a long time, won't it?

BOTTOM ALL

MR. TOIV: The Social Security Administration is 
reviewing individual cases.

Q When are the families of the disabled kids who are 
no longer going to receive certain Social Security benefits for their 
disabilities going to be notified that they're no longer going to get 
a Social Security supplemental check?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you have to know what to tell them 
before you —

Q Just to follow John's question about diversity. I
mean, is having a Cabinet that looks like America as important this 
time as it was last time, or has it somehow shifted and --

MR. MCCURRY: I have no idea. We'll have to look into 
that. Do you know? It's all part of the review of how you address 
the welfare reform legislation.

MR. MCCURRY: Why don't we come back to that. Wolf, when 
I can get more information.

MR. MCCURRY: It's important to the President to have a 
Cabinet that looks like America and to have diversity reflected in 
his appointments.

Q So last time he spent an inordinate amount of 
effort making sure that that happens.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, last time it was a new 
administration after a period in which Democrats had not occupied the 
White House and there had to be more effort to reach out to people 
who are not instantly on the radar screen for appointment. We’ve now 
had four years, four successful years in office in which a number of 
candidates present themselves having served in the administration in 
various capacities. It's a different equation this time because it's 
an incumbent administration. I think you have to take into account

Q They're certainly reviewing -- whether to tell 
them.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Toiv tells me that the Social Security 
Administration is looking at individual cases on a case by case 
basis.

TOP ODD 
-\p-

MR. MCCURRY: Leo put you up to this question, didn't 
he?



it's a different situation.
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Now, that said, the transition team that the President 
empaneled has — one of the results of their work, reaching out 
around the country and generating new names, was to really present 
the President with some options for Cabinet appointment that he’s now 
in the process of considering that do reflect considerable gender, 
racial, ethnic diversity.

Q Is that less a consideration than it was four years 
ago?

MR. MCCURRY: It's a consideration, but we're four years 
later, it's an incumbent administration. There are people that now 
have had experience serving in the first term that, you know, because 
of that experience, rise to the top of those who might be considered, 
clearly. So it's a different — somewhat different kind of equation, 
but not any more or less important than it was four years ago.

Q You're suggesting that that could push gender or 
racial considerations out of the picture.

MR. MCCURRY: No, I'm not at all. I said that diversity 
continues to be a very important guidepost for the President as he 
considers these appointments.

Q Mike, can we go back to Starr for a minute? He's 
kind of gone on a counteroffensive. He sat down with Newsweek for 
three hours. 1 believe his deputy in Little Rock, Hickman Ewing, 
said an attack like Carville's is a sign of guilt. Do you think it's 
helpful to have Carville out attacking?

MR. MCCURRY: I've repeatedly refused to render a 
judgment on that and I won't do it again. Mr. Starr has to speak for 
himself. Mr. Carville has to speak for himself. And all of their 
debate will be judged in the court of public opinion, no doubt.

THE PRESS: Thank you.
END 2:15 P.M. EST
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release December 2, 1996

The Briefing Room

1:40 P.M. EST

Q Uh-oh.

Q Which part?

Q What did he say?

Q -- being carried live on CNN. (Laughter.)

Q What did the President say?

MR. MCCURRY: The President said much of what he told 
you earlier, that he spent four days with his family. He clearly had 

Q Can you tell us if the President is getting close 
to naming his national security team? (Laughter.)

MR. MCCURRY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Welcome back to the White House after, I hope, a blissful 
Thanksgiving weekend. Any subjects you're interested in?

PRESS BRIEFING BY
MIKE MCCURRY

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer was ranking the various 
rumored candidates for Secretary of State and got the latest 
speculation wrong.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer, the President was just having 
a very good laugh at your most recent report moments ago. The 
conversation he was having with Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles made it 
manifestly clear that what you reported on the air was not true.

To: See the distribution list at the bottom of this message 
cc:
Subject: 12-2-96 McCurry Briefing



Q These are public events?
5

MR. MCCURRY: Those are public events, yes.

Q Do you have more on the President's schedule this 
week? You said there are going to be more public appearances than 
were listed in that little skeleton schedule.

Q Yes. Do you have plans to--1 mean, do you intend 
to release that letter?

MR. MCCURRY: The President of Argentina, Carlos Menem, 
will be here at the White House on Thursday for a brief visit with 
the President. He is here in the United States on a private visit. 
The President looks forward to an exchange of views with President 
Menem that will cover hemispheric issues, issues related to the 
growth of both democracy and market economics in this hemisphere.

Q Any travel? There has been some speculation of 
something like next weekend or something? Do you --

MR. MCCURRY: Travel? Haven't we had enough of that 
this year? I'm not aware of any, no. Do we — no. I'm not aware of 
any. No travel plans that I'm aware of.

Q Mike, is President Menem coming in to see the 
President?

gone through the recommendations, the binder that Mr. Bowles had 
presented to him. This was the first substantive conversation the 
President has had with his transition leaders since last Wednesday, 
before Thanksgiving. And I won't change what I said earlier, that 
his thinking on the national security cluster is fairly 
well-advanced, but it was fairly clear that there is no final 
decisions to announce. And as the President indicated, when there 
are final decisions he will make the announcement accordingly. In 
the meantime, you're all free to speculate.

MR. MCCURRY: I've got - the only additions I have to 
the week in review that we've already put out are two for tomorrow. 
I expect the President will have a briefing on AIDS research by 
Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna Shalala and by the NIH 
Director Ramos tomorrow at some point. There also is an interagency 
conference call concerning the civil disturbances in St. Petersburg, 
a conference call that Secretary Cisneros will lead, but we expect 
the President to participate at some point during that call.

Q Mike, how about the letter referenced in today's 
Wall Street Journal's story from Mr. Riady in 1993?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Riady's letter — Mr. Mochtar Riady's 
letter.



Q But not today, though?

MR. MCCURRY: No, it will not be today.

MR. MCCURRY: The question is about what is the impact 

One of the things they're doing is looking through 
presidential records, the group that manages presidential records, 
looking for any relevant correspondence or data or memoranda so they 
can make a thorough submission to Congress at the appropriate time.

Q Will the other materials be released as well to the 
public ~ or to the press when they're submitted to Congress?

MR. MCCURRY: For a policy matter that was as 
contentious, as hotly debated and as thoroughly public as U.S. 
relations towards Vietnam, to suggest that any particular 
individual's views, whether it be a financial contributor or not, 
would have a disproportionate thinking on the work of the 
administration is a little bit less than credible.

Q Well, wait a minute. What about the money, Mike? 
Can't that be seen as making - he's asking how it looks.

MR. MCCURRY: Our intent is to make available publicly 
what we make available to the Congress. Now, we have simultaneously 
been entertaining questions from various news organizations looking 
into these matters as the Journal did. They were interested in 
correspondence. I told them about a March 1993 letter that Mr. 
Mochtar Riady sent to the President that congratulated the President 
on his economic program, on his plans for engagement with Asia, and 
made some recommendations concerning policy towards Asia, contained 
in the letter. And as the President indicated today, nothing that 
was that much different from what we were hearing from others in the 
business community.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, as the President indicated we will 
release that letter publicly once we've made it available to 
Congress. We have been assembling a variety of materials for members 
of Congress that are interested in such matters. And I understand 
from the Legal Counsel's Office that they continue to work to 
assemble things.

Q Mike, let me follow this question. In 1992 the 
President criticized George Bush specifically for accepting soft you 
contributions of $100,000 or more, and then doing the bidding — not 
the bidding, but then following the policy that these people asked 
him to do. And he said, at the very least it creates the impression 
that the White House is for rent, for sale. The President obviously 
heard a lot of sides on the Vietnam thing. But is the President 
unaware that this looks exactly like what he criticized Bush for — 
big contributions and then the people ask for something and then they 
get it?



Q There's always a large public record --

MR. MCCURRY: As how it looks, that's up to you to 
characterize. 1 think there is a problem —

MR. MCCURRY: Because there is a very complete public 
record about the administration's consideration of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam, as was very heavily covered -

Q How do we know for sure the $100,000 grand had 
nothing to do with it? How do you know for sure?

MR. MCCURRY: Very heavily covered, very heavily 
briefed, numerous discussions that occurred and that were briefed 
publicly about it. And, frankly, it is up —

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not going to characterize how things 
look. You're in the business of doing that.

Q Well, what about the Bush case? Where is the 
public record on that?

Q Let me follow. Mike, in '92, Bill Daniels bundled 
soft money -- he was the cable television guy, he was a friend of 
Bush. It was sort of an equivalent relationship. They went back 
-he wrote this letter saying thanks for your help on the cable bill. 
Riady had contributed $100,000 to the Inauguration. I think John 
Huang had done the same thing. Less than two months later, they get 
this letter. Shortly thereafter, America starts on a brand new 
policy towards Vietnam. Now, a lot of people think that was right, 
but John McCain, of course, called for this. There were a lot of 
voices on that side. But the impression that was created in the 
President's mind when he was governor by Bill Daniels' big 
contribution was that, at the very least, an ordinary American would 
think, gee, if you get $100,000, you get what you want.

Q How is it different in terms of how it looks from 
what he criticized in '92?

of contributions, and the point I would make is that there is not any 
public record that suggests that any financial contributor had a 
disproportionate influence on policy.

Q Well, the President showed no reluctance to do that 
himself.

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that U.S. policy towards Vietnam 
throughout the last four years has been one of the most heavily 
covered and thoroughly accessible subjects on our entire foreign 
policy agenda. What interpretations you make of an individual letter 
from a prominent businessperson is up to you to render your own 
judgments about it. You can characterize that as you see fit. I 
would just like to stick with the facts as I've just established 
them.
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Q He hasn’t changed his mind about how these things
look?

Q So he would agree that somebody could draw the same 
kind of conclusion from his interaction with Riady that Bush —

MR. MCCURRY: He's spoken publicly and has not changed 
his point of view about the perception that exists based on these 
contributions and the need to eradicate that type of contribution 
from our system of campaign finance.

Q Just on the documents, Mike, is your thinking about 
releasing them that you want to get as many as you can, have a 
complete set, rather than piecemeal day after day of documents --

Q But at the end of the day the President had to make 
a decision in his own mind, didn't he?

MR. MCCURRY: The President had to make a judgment based 
on U.S. national interests, the interests of the American people as 
we engage in that region.

MR. MCCURRY: That's exactly right. We've--not only 
the President, but we are interested in what other correspondence 
that exists. We've looked through those records, we've got a 
substantial amount of that available, and I've been entertaining 
requests from those news organizations that have pursued some of 
those questions and telling them what we know about that 
correspondence.

Q Was this particular letter, though, available and 
in your hands - before the election, and shouldn't it have been made 
public, given that -

MR. MCCURRY: I think the President is largely concerned 
about the appearances that arise from soft money donations. You'll 
recall that during the campaign period he spoke directly to that 
subject, made a series of proposals, strongly backed legislation 
which we hope will now be introduced in the 105 Congress that would 
ban exactly those types of contributions.

MR. MCCURRY: The existence of the letter I believe was 
largely known because, if I'm not mistaken, I've heard from other 

Q Let me try this a different way. Is the President 
concerned that there seems to be no way to separate the appearance of 
possible impropriety here from the fact?

MR. MCCURRY: He would agree with the expectation that 
many of you will draw your own conclusions, and so will the American 
people.



MR. MCCURRY: I think that -

t
Q How can you say that?

f

Q Mike, on another subject —

Q No, can I ask one more?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes.

Q Do you maintain it had no more influence on the 
President than the opinions of somebody who didn't give $100,000, and 
who also might have written the President about Asia policy or 
Vietnam policy?

MR. MCCURRY: People from the private sector who are in 
prominent positions in the business community can speak with some 
authority as to the value of U.S. engagement towards Asia. And as 
the President indicated this morning, he said tens of thousands, but 
certainly hundreds and hundreds of such leaders have written to the 
President, some contributors, some not contributors, some, frankly, 
contributors to the other party. But the authority comes from having 
some knowledge of the operation of U.S. economic interests in that 
region and the value of promoting a policy of engagement with Asia, 
which is one that this President actively pursued almost from the 
first days of the administration.

Q Are you trying to say that the amount of the 
contribution, certainly sizeable, had absolutely no influence on the 
way the request was considered?

Q You said you don't want to make piecemeal 
disclosures, but the impression coming out from you and the White 
House was that it was a social relationship with Riady.

reporters that Mr. Riady's representative made reference himself to 
the letter having been sent. I think we never formally disputed the 
notion that there was such a piece of correspondence from Mr. Mochtar 
Riady, but we have not - we did not elect to make piecemeal 
disclosures of any correspondence or brief reporters in a piecemeal 
fashion on correspondence until we had more of the record available. 
We've been able to do that within the last couple of days, as various 
news organizations have turned their attention to that specific 
question.

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not saying that. I'm saying 
contributions are welcome. For those who have to run political 
campaigns, you're thankful to your supporters for rendering that kind 
of support. But the President has made it clear that he has the 
responsibility to conduct foreign policy consistent with what the 
interests of the American people are -- all the American people. And 
that's the way he has conducted his policy towards Asia, on any of 
the matters that this individual has written about, or, indeed, any 
of the matters that affect the interests of America around the world.

<
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Q An accurate --

Q Do you think that's going to be this week, or do 
you have some sense of the timing?

MR. MCCURRY: These matters have occasioned that type of 
review, and have led to very strict admonition by the Chief of Staff 
to all the department heads of the White House to be very conscious 
of the admission of outside individuals to the White House who may 
appear to use their access to the White House for their own private 

MR. MCCURRY: I can check for you. First of all, 
remember that, because Congress is just forming itself for the work 
it will do in its 105th session, there has been no formal schedule of 
hearings or formal calling of particular witnesses at this point. We 
imagine they will be setting about that work very shortly.

MR. MCCURRY: I don't believe that's true. I believe 
that there were some in the White House who characterized meetings 
that the President had with Mr. Mochtar Riady's son as being social. 
And the record, I think, stands up pretty well that that’s an 
accurate characterization.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, an accurate characterization. They 
were largely social visits. The President has spoken publicly on the 
occasions in which there may have been a policy element to those 
conversations. But you can't escape the fact that by and large they 
appear to have been social visits by two individuals who had known 
each other for some time.

Q The Chief of Staff earlier took action with respect 
to Mark Middleton and questions about the appearance of whether he 
was trading in on his White House relationship after leaving. The 
L.A. Times over the weekend had the story about this Chinese American 
in Los Angeles. Is the White House considering any sort of broader 
review of its policies about - to prevent this kind of problem?

Q You said the full set of letters won't be ready 
today for release. Do you have a sense of when it is going to be 
ready? Will it be this week?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, there are questions well beyond 
correspondence. I mean, we've been briefing news organizations as to 
the number of visits that Mr. James Riady and some of his associates 
had here at the White House, the nature of the contact that existed 
between the President and Mr. Riady — this would be Mr. James Riady 
-- other aspects of this. And we're in a position to help news 
organizations inquiring in this, because the President has directed 
all of us to be forthcoming and candid in responding. But as to 
documentation we think it's more appropriate to provide the 
documentation first to Congress and then to release it publicly.

9



Q Earlier today you said —

Q If these people were higher up they'd be covered by 
the revolving door law, isn't that correct?

MR. MCCURRY: I told you he has not rendered an opinion 
on the subject.

commercial gain. He's cautioned all of us to just know who we are 
admitting to the White House complex, and for what purpose, and who 
will accompany them on those occasions.

MR. MCCURRY: The President has not rendered any opinion 
on that. Mr. Carville is certainly someone who speaks for himself 
and has made it clear he will speak for himself, regardless of what 
the White House says.

Q This morning you were going to ask the President - 
you said you asked him and he said he has no opinion, or he has yet 
to — you were going to try to find out what he thought about this 
matter.

Q Does the President think it's a good idea for James 
Carville to be mounting his attacks on Ken Starr?

Q Are you saying here that what Mr. Carville is 
saying does not represent the President's thinking?

Q Does the President believe that ifhe asks Mr. 
Carville to desist that Mr. Carville would continue?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, no, we're talking in this case about 
visitors from the outside. If there are White House officials who 
are - or former White House officials who are no longer working 
here, they are covered by the administration's voluntary ethics 
guidelines that apply to those with the rank of deputy assistant to 
the President, or assistant to the President, or who earned in excess 
of $100,000 a year. Now, that would not cover the individual you 
mentioned, Mr. Mark Middleton, but there is some sense here that we 
should look at that issue and make sure that even those who are at 
more junior levels in the White House staffing structure are not in a 
position to appear to use their access for any of their own personal 
private purposes.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville has indicated that, first, he 
has not discussed the matter with the President, and second, he will 
pursue the course of action that he thinks he needs to pursue, 
regardless of what anyone at the White House, including the 
President, has to say.

Now, as you know, Mr. Middleton has denied that he has 
done that in a statement that he can make available to you, or he has 
made available to many of your news organizations.



Q Regardless of what the President says?

Q Do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: Do I believe that?

Q Yes, do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: I am serious, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: I had a very brief conversation with him.

Q And what was his response?

Q What did he say?

Q He said, I don't have a response to that?

Q Even if the President asked him to stop? Are you 
serious?

MR. MCCURRY: The public can believe whatever the public 
wants to believe.

MR. MCCURRY: Regardless of what anyone at the White 
House says.

Q Well, wouldn't it be appropriate if he thinks that 
to ask one of his dear friends and a man who has been his chief 
political advisor to knock it off if that's what he thinks?

Q Do you seriously believe that? Do you expect the 
public to believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: That does not represent the President's 
thinking. The President on this matter will speak for himself or 
instruct those of us who speak on his behalf to indicate whatever he 
wants said, and he's indicated that the work of the Independent 
Counsel ought to be treated respectfully and with the proper "no 
comment."

MR. MCCURRY: I think I've just reflected his 
sentiments.

Q Did you ask the President about this today? You 
said you were going to.

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that Mr. Carville would continue 
to make whatever points he felt compelled to make regardless of what 
anyone at the White House thought about it.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, as I just said, Mr. Carville is an 
outspoken individual and has made it clear that he intends to speak 
out.



Q I'm not going to render any --

Q Has the President discussed it with Carville at 
all?

9

Q He's the President of the United States of America.

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not rendering an opinion on it.

Q What about those you have asked?

Q Well, wait a minute. What does that mean?

MR. MCCURRY: — pursuing this course of action.

MR. MCCURRY: Brit, I don't — I'm not going to answer a 

Q About it — or about Carville's plans? I mean, he 
knew nothing about it?

Q Did they have any discussions, and if so who, and 
what was said?

MR. MCCURRY: Not to - he has not had a discussion with 
Mr. Carville about it.

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't asked every individual here at 
the White House. I don't -- he may have. I just don't know.

MR. MCCURRY: Of those that I have, no one, to my 
knowledge, had any extensive discussion with Mr. Carville about the 
merits of—

Q If he doesn’t like what he's doing, why doesn't he 
ask him to stop?

Q — this is not helpful to you, or do you think it 
is helpful to you? What do you think of Carville's -

Q Has Carville talked to someone other than the 
President here at the White House about this endeavor?

MR. MCCURRY: Just he's not in a position to dissuade 
Mr. Carville from pursuing the course that Mr. Carville has --

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Mr. Carville, the most prominent 
political consultant in America, has made it clear that's what he's 
going to do.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been - Mr. Carville has been 
very public about his intentions to speak out.



Q Well, what about those you have canvassed?

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone--

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

Q Has anybody in any sense discouraged him?

MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

5

Q That you know of.

Q What about those you have talked to?

Q Asked and not answered.

question that I don't have 100 percent information on. I haven't 
gone around and canvassed every single person who knows --

Q We'll accept your version of those you have talked 
to about it.

Q It's a remarkable, look-ma-no-hands operation here 
that Carville is carrying on, isn't it?

MR. MCCURRY: There are a lot of people who know James. 
I haven't gone and talked to each individual who knows James and 
said, what was the nature of your conversation with Mr. Carville on a 
given date. So I want to be very careful —

Q I'll bet. But the question is, has anybody 
encouraged him, to your knowledge?

Q Mike, you said that Carville had no extensive 
discussions with anyone at the White House. Did he have any not 
extensive discussions with someone at the White House about it?

Q Do you think anybody has made it clear to him how 
wretchedly miserable it's made your lot here today? (Laughter).

MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone who said that they 
tried to dissuade James from doing what he's doing.

MR. MCCURRY: Again, Susan, there are a lot of people 
who work here. There are 1,500 people who work at the White House.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you can characterize it as you see 
fit, and I'm sure you will.

MR. MCCURRY: I just — you just asked and answered 
those questions.



MR. MCCURRY: Of who and who?

Q Nickles and Moynihan, both of them.

f- ■-
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Q But you have essentially the Democratic leadership 
on that issue, in Moynihan and Nickles, up there saying, it's done, 
nothing is going to be considered.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville is aware of how wretchedly 
miserable my pitiful life is. I'm sure. (Laughter.)

MR. MCCURRY: There's budgetary impact on those issues 
and we continue to assess how best to address those issues.

Q Are you going to change your mind on that after 
what Moynihan had to say about potential — a likelihood of changes 
in welfare reform?

Q And those shortcomings will be addressed within the 
context of a budget proposal on the legal -

Q Is the White House still discussing 25 percent 
replenishment of the funds that were already designated --

MR. MCCURRY: We are taking steps. I'll have to look 
into that. We are looking at some specific steps on addressing those 
more emergency type situations and that can be done within current 
budget authority. I think there has been some reporting on that 
already.

MR. MCCURRY: You mean related to welfare reform fixes? 
There's no change in what we told you last week. That's an issue 
that's got budgetary impact for FY98. It is being looked at very 
carefully by the President and his economic and budget advisers. The 
President is interested in addressing those shortcomings that he 
found in the welfare reform bill -- significant discussions underway 
about how best to do that and what the likely budget impact will be.

MR. MCCURRY: I think there are a lot of sentiments 
within the Democratic Caucus in the Senate that shortcomings in the 
welfare reform bill ought to be addressed. Senator Moynihan's view 
is that that was not likely to occur, but that is not necessarily the 
only view that exists within the Senator Caucus or here at the White 
House.

Q The President has to make some decisions on cutting 
back Social Security for disabled children. Do you know when he's 
going to make that decision? Certain categories of disabled kids.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Senator Moynihan is a distinguished 
member of the Senate, particularly on this subject, but it doesn't 
necessarily reflect the sentiments of all 100 senators.



Q He's talking about the Times story.

Q Mike, will the President endorse the recommendation

Q What is your view that legal immigrants could 
receive benefits simply by becoming U.S. citizens?

The satisfactory arrangement that was concluded by the 
Secretary of Defense really works through a lot of those 
recommendations from the Special Advisory Committee on Okinawa which 
looked at the question, particularly the Futenma facility. They've 
arrived at what the Secretary believes is an adequate conclusion, an 
agreement that satisfies our own security interests and also our 
strong force posture in the region, a commitment that the United 
States has made and will continue to make to the security of that 
region.

Q No, but I mean as an answer rather than trying to 
make changes -

Q Mike, over the weekend Secretary Perry signed a 
series of agreements in Japan designed to reduce the impact of the 
U.S. military presence on Okinawa, including what is most important 
in the eyes of the Japanese of moving a Marine helicopter base 
off-shore. How does the White House feel about the accords, and will 
these issues related to the military presence on Okinawa continue to 
get White House attention?

MR. MCCURRY: Oh, you mean the differential that exists 
between the President's balanced budget proposals and the impact of 
the welfare reform bill? They made a - there is sort of a rough 
calculation for initial policy discussion purposes that was made and 
the figure I think is in the neighborhood of $13 billion. That does 
not necessarily equate to the price tag of those things that would be 
recommended by the President. Again, those discussions are still 
underway.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, those legal immigrants who go 
through the process of naturalization are entitled as U.S. citizens 
to a different range of benefits. I mean, that's the law.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, we are obviously pleased that we 
have been able to work with the government of Japan to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa in ways that do not fundamentally alter the 
U.S.-Japan security relationship or affect the readiness of our 
forward-deployed troops in that region.

MR. MCCURRY: Weil, that seems to be occurring. I mean, 
there are — it seems in practice that that process is speeding up 
because there are some cases where people have had legal residence 
status are attempting to convert to legal citizenship status, in
part, it is believed by some experts, because of the impact of this 
law.



of the panel looking at the CPI and will he implement them?

Q Mike, bipartisan commission on Medicare reform - 
how's the President going to make that happen?

Q Isn't this a scientific panel? Isn't this what 
this is? And doesn't he have —

MR. MCCURRY: That's a technical question beyond my 
ability to answer. There is a variety of ways which you go about 
calculating that. I think we're going to look at the whole question 
of how best to measure inflationary impacts, what that suggests with 
respect to the CPI, how you apply the CPI to the calculation of 
benefit increases and then make some judgments accordingly.

MR. MCCURRY: The Boskin Group has made a recommendation 
or is about to make a recommendation on CPI calculations. There are 
a number of people in the area of labor, economics and economists 
looking at the question of how best to measure inflationary impacts 
across the economy. The Boskin Group has certainly been impaneled to 
do that by a congressional committee. BLS has been looking at much 
the same issue with respect to how best to take into account 
inflationary pressures when you calculate things like benefits to 
individual Americans under entitlement programs. All of these expert 
opinions will be very carefully considered by the administration 
because the President believes this is a decision that ultimately is 
one best based on scientific economic expert calculation as opposed 
to some political measurement with respect to the budget.

MR. MCCURRY: There have been different measurements of 
what the over-estimation of the inflationary effect have been. And 
Senator Moynihan's got a different view. The BLS economists are 
looking at much the same question. I'm not going to speculate on 
where the number will come out.

Q Is it accurate to say the administration is willing 
to consider the Boskin Group's recommendations as far as they might 
call for changes in the technical procedures made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, but that something along the line of what Moynihan 
wants to do legislatively is something you would oppose?

Q But in their interim report, this group suggested 
that the CPI is inflated by about one percent and —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's — a couple of different stages 
in the process. There's health care - the provision of health care 
commission, which he's pledged to appoint and which we have not yet 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that group is — was asked by I 
believe the Senate Finance Committee, right, to look at CPI 
calculations. BLS has been doing much the same thing. There are 
others. It's been a very vibrant debate in the academic community 
about how best to calculate and measure the impact of inflation, and 
we are going to consider all those views as we look at their work.



Q Mike, there's growing concern among many arms 
control analysts about the fate of START II in the Russian 
Parliament. And in that connection, there's a proposal floating 
around to have the President and Yeltsin take an initiative to get it 
off dead center and spell out what a START III treaty might look like 
in terms of lower limits so that the Russians don't have big expense 
on the START II of reconfiguring their land-based -- is there 
anything along these lines under consideration, or is the President 
merely waiting for the Russians to do their thing in the Duma?

named — correct? — that is under consideration. The President has 
also suggested in the short-term we need to proceed with Medicare 
savings by slowing the rate of increase in spending for those 
programs consistent with what he's put forward in his balanced budget 
proposal. Now, that would extend the solvency of the trust fund into 
the next century by a number of years.

MR. MCCURRY: No, we have had a very active dialogue 
with the Russian Federation on the question of START II ratification 
by the Duma. I would not suggest that we've been waiting for some 
plan to try to get it off dead center. The President has actively 
encouraged President Yeltsin to do so. We have engaged a number of 
diplomats at a high level from the Russian Federation on that subject 
and stressed the importance of ratification by the Duma of START II.

But there have also been discussions among arms control 
experts on both sides about how to structure further arms reductions 
and limitations consistent with a START III approach. The momentum 
that would be created by a START II ratification would lend itself to 
further arms control efforts. But I’m not aware of any specific plan 
to structure that one-two step as you said, other than to say that 
there have been a very consistent effort on the part of our side to 

And then the longer-terms questions related to Medicare 
solvency are ones which during the campaign period the President 
suggested might be amenable to consideration by a bipartisan panel. 
Now we are much farther down the road in looking at the quality of 
health care, looking at what the short-term budgetary impacts are 
going to be on the solvency of the Medicare fund and then the longer 
range issues that kick in. The President will address at a later 
date on how you begin to structure a bipartisan commission if, in 
fact, we continue to see sentiment for doing that as we work with 
Congress.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been mixed. There are some 
leaders in Congress who said they don't think that's an idea that's 
worth exploring at this point. There are others that have said 
that's the only practical way we're ever going to get at the issue of 
entitlements. And I'm sure the President will consider these views 
and it will be a subject that will certainly be a part of our 
economic decision-making in the coming term.

Q Well, are you seeing any sentiment? It didn't 
sound like there was a whole lot.



stress the importance of Duma ratification.

Q Whoa!!!

Q My editors made me do it. (Laughter.)

Q Give the disclaimer. (Laughter.)

Q What are the families of those disabled kids -

MR. MCCURRY: Leo put you up to this question, didn't
he?

Q Is that a positive attribute for that candidate in 
addition to the other things, as far as being -

Q Speaking of diversity, is the President going to 
meet with the rest of the Cabinet that has not resigned, and 
specifically when is he meeting with Janet Reno?

MR. MCCURRY: There are a number of factors that go into 
the consideration, and the President, as he has said publicly, is 
stressing how the team works together. Obviously, there is rampant 
speculation at least one of the candidates under serious 
consideration is of the female gender, so we'll have to wait and see.

Q As the President adds up the pluses and minuses, is 
gender considered a plus, or is it not a factor?

Q Mike, many women's groups are eager that a woman 
fill one of the upcoming vacancies on the President's national 
security team. As he looks at the candidates, is that a factor at 
all, or is it not a factor compared to experience and whatever other 
qualities he's looking for?

MR. MCCURRY: I think diversity has always been 
considered a plus as the President considers appointments. But I 
don't want to apply that to any specific consideration.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes. He will continue his one-by-one 
discussions with members of the Cabinet, those that he has not yet 
seen — I think he's seen about half the Cabinet so far, and we'll 
let you know when he sees individual members. I’m not aware of any 
schedule for the remainder of those consultations at this point.

Q Getting back to this Social Security thing, this is 
a question that I've been asked to ask. Apparently —

MR. MCCURRY: It is an attribute, and how people work 
together is driven I think more by personality than by gender. And 
we just happen to have someone who is a very highly qualified, 
successful candidate for one of those positions, or at least we have 
rumors to that effect, and I wouldn't dissuade you from thinking 
that.



Q They're certainly reviewing - whether to tell
them.

Q That will keep them busy for a long time, won't it?

MR. TOIV: The Social Security Administration is 
reviewing individual cases.

Q Just to follow John's question about diversity. 1
mean, is having a Cabinet that looks like America as important this 
time as it was last time, or has it somehow shifted and -

MR. MCCURRY: Why don't we come back to that. Wolf, when 
I can get more information.

Now, that said, the transition team that the President 
empaneled has — one of the results of their work, reaching out 
around the country and generating new names, was to really present 

Q When are the families of the disabled kids who are 
no longer going to receive certain Social Security benefits for their 
disabilities going to be notified that they're no longer going to get 
a Social Security supplemental check?

MR. MCCURRY: I have no idea. We'll have to look into 
that. Do you know? It's all part of the review of how you address 
the welfare reform legislation.

MR. MCCURRY: It's important to the President to have a 
Cabinet that looks like America and to have diversity reflected in 
his appointments.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you have to know what to tell them 
before you —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, last time it was a new 
administration after a period in which Democrats had not occupied the 
White House and there had to be more effort to reach out to people 
who are not instantly on the radar screen for appointment. We've now 
had four years, four successful years in office in which a number of 
candidates present themselves having served in the administration in 
various capacities. It's a different equation this time because it's 
an incumbent administration. I think you have to take into account 
it's a different situation.

Q So last time he spent an inordinate amount of 
effort making sure that that happens.
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MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Toiv tells me that the Social Security 
Administration is looking at individual cases on a case by case 
basis.



Q Is that less a consideration than it was four years
ago?
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Q You're suggesting that that could push gender or 
racial considerations out of the picture.

MR. MCCURRY: No, I'm not at all. I said that diversity 
continues to be a very important guidepost for the President as he 
considers these appointments.

Q Mike, can we go back to Starr for a minute? He's 
kind of gone on a counteroffensive. He sat down with Newsweek for 
three hours. I believe his deputy in Little Rock, Hickman Ewing, 
said an attack like Carville's is a sign of guilt. Do you think it's 
helpful to have Carville out attacking?

MR. MCCURRY: It's a consideration, but we're four years 
later, it's an incumbent administration. There are people that now 
have had experience serving in the first term that, you know, because 
of that experience, rise to the top of those who might be considered, 
clearly. So it's a different — somewhat different kind of equation, 
but not any more or less important than it was four years ago.

the President with some options for Cabinet appointment that he's now 
in the process of considering that do reflect considerable gender, 
racial, ethnic diversity.
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MR. MCCURRY: I've repeatedly refused to render a 
judgment on that and I won't do it again. Mr. Starr has to speak for 
himself. Mr. Carville has to speak for himself. And all of their 
debate will be judged in the court of public opinion, no doubt.
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Uh Q

-oh.

Which part?Q

What did he say?Q

— being carried live on CNN. (Laughter.)Q

Q What did the President say?

-12/02 

Q Do you have more on the President's schedule this 
week? You said there are going to be more public appearances than 
were listed in that little skeleton schedule.

Q Can you tell us if the President is getting close 
to naming his national security team? (Laughter.)

-advanced, but it was fairly clear that there is no final 
decisions to announce. And as the President indicated, when there 
are final decisions he will make the announcement accordingly. In 
the meantime, you're all free to speculate.

MR. MCCURRY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Welcome back to the White House after, I hope, a blissful 
Thanksgiving weekend. Any subjects you're interested in?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer, the President was just having 
a very good laugh at your most recent report moments ago. The 
conversation he was having with Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles made it 
manifestly clear that what you reported on the air was not true.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Blitzer was ranking the various 
rumored candidates for Secretary of State and got the latest 
speculation wrong.

MR. MCCURRY: The President said much of what he told 
you earlier, that he spent four days with his family. He clearly had 
gone through the recommendations, the binder that Mr. Bowles had 
presented to him. This was the first substantive conversation the 
President has had with his transition leaders since last Wednesday, 
before Thanksgiving. And I won't change what I said earlier, that 
his thinking on the national security cluster is fairly 
well 

MR. MCCURRY: I've got - the only additions I have to 
the week in review that we've already put out are two for tomorrow.
I expect the President will have a briefing on AIDS research by
Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna Shalala and by the NIH
Director Ramos tomorrow at some point. There also is an interagency BOTTOM EVEN 
MORE #279 



Q These are public events?
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MR. MCCURRY: Those are public events, yes.

conference call concerning the civil disturbances in St. Petersburg, 
a conference call that Secretary Cisneros will lead, but we expect 
the President to participate at some point during that call.

Q Mike, is President Menem coming in to see the 
President?

BOTTOM EVEN
MORE

Q Any travel? There has been some speculation of 
something like next weekend or something? Do you --

MR. MCCURRY: Travel? Haven't we had enough of that 
this year? I'm not aware of any, no. Do we — no, I'm not aware of 
any. No travel plans that I'm aware of.

MR. MCCURRY: The President of Argentina, Carlos Menem, 
will be here at the White House on Thursday for a brief visit with 
the President. He is here in the United States on a private visit. 
The President looks forward to an exchange of views with President 
Menem that will cover hemispheric issues, issues related to the 
growth of both democracy and market economics in this hemisphere. 

Q Mike, how about the letter referenced in today's 
Wall Street Journal's story from Mr. Riady in 1993?

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Riady's letter - Mr. Mochtar Riady's 
letter.

Q Yes. Do you have plans to--I mean, do you intend 
to release that letter?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes, as the President indicated we will 
release that letter publicly once we've made it available to 
Congress. We have been assembling a variety of materials for members 
of Congress that are interested in such matters. And I understand 
from the Legal Counsel's Office that they continue to work to 
assemble things.

One of the things they're doing is looking through 
presidential records, the group that manages presidential records, 
looking for any relevant correspondence or data or memoranda so they 
can make a thorough submission to Congress at the appropriate time.

Q But not today, though?
MR. MCCURRY: No, it will not be today.
Q Will the other materials be released as well to the 

public — or to the press when they're submitted to Congress?
MR. MCCURRY: Our intent is to make available publicly 

what we make available to the Congress. Now, we have simultaneously 

TOP EVEN 
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MR. MCCURRY: The question is about what is the impact 
of contributions, and the point I would make is that there is not any 
public record that suggests that any financial contributor had a 
disproportionate influence on policy.

MR. MCCURRY: As how it looks, that's up to you to 
characterize. I think there is a problem --

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not going to characterize how things 
look. You're in the business of doing that.

Q Well, the President showed no reluctance to do that 
himself.

Q Well, what about the Bush case? Where is the 
public record on that?

Q Well, wait a minute. What about the money, Mike? 
Can't that be seen as making — he's asking how it looks. t

-12/02
big contributions and then the people ask for something and then they 
get it?

MR. MCCURRY: For a policy matter that was as 
contentious, as hotly debated and as thoroughly public as U.S. 
relations towards Vietnam, to suggest that any particular 
individual's views, whether it be a financial contributor or not, 
would have a disproportionate thinking on the work of the 
administration is a little bit less than credible.

Q How is it different in terms of how it looks from 
what he criticized in '92?

been entertaining questions from various news organizations looking 
into these matters as the Journal did. They were interested in 
correspondence. I told them about a March 1993 letter that Mr. 
Mochtar Riady sent to the President that congratulated the President 
on his economic program, on his plans for engagement with Asia, and 
made some recommendations concerning policy towards Asia, contained 
in the letter. And as the President indicated today, nothing that 
was that much different from what we were hearing from others in the 
business community.

Q Mike, let me follow this question. In 1992 the 
President criticized George Bush specifically for accepting soft you 
contributions of $100,000 or more, and then doing the bidding — not 
the bidding, but then following the policy that these people asked 
him to do. And he said, at the very least it creates the impression 
that the White House is for rent, for sale. The President obviously 
heard a lot of sides on the Vietnam thing. But is the President 
unaware that this looks exactly like what he criticized Bush for — TOP ODD 
-\p-



Q There's always a large public record —

Q But at the end of the day the President had to make 
a decision in his own mind, didn't he?

Q Let me try this a different way. Is the President 
concerned that there seems to be no way to separate the appearance of 
possible impropriety here from the fact?

MR. MCCURRY: I think the President is largely concerned 
about the appearances that arise from soft money donations. You'll 
recall that during the campaign period he spoke directly to that 

MR. MCCURRY: The President had to make a judgment based 
on U.S. national interests, the interests of the American people as 
we engage in that region.

Q How do we know for sure the $ 100,000 grand had
nothing to do with it? How do you know for sure?

MR. MCCURRY: Because there is a very complete public 
record about the administration's consideration of normalization of 
relations with Vietnam, as was very heavily covered —

MR. MCCURRY: Very heavily covered, very heavily 
briefed, numerous discussions that occurred and that were briefed 
publicly about it. And, frankly, it is up -

-he wrote this letter saying thanks for your help on the cable bill. 
Riady had contributed $100,000 to the Inauguration. I think John 
Huang had done the same thing. Less than two months later, they get 
this letter. Shortly thereafter, America starts on a brand new 
policy towards Vietnam. Now, a lot of people think that was right, 
but John McCain, of course, called for this. There were a lot of 
voices on that side. But the impression that was created in the 
President's mind when he was governor by Bill Daniels' big 
contribution was that, at the very least, an ordinary American would 
think, gee, if you get $100,000, you get what you want.

Q Let me follow. Mike, in'92, Bill Daniels bundled 
soft money -- he was the cable television guy, he was a friend of 
Bush. It was sort of an equivalent relationship. They went back 

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that U.S. policy towards Vietnam 
throughout the last four years has been one of the most heavily 
covered and thoroughly accessible subjects on our entire foreign 
policy agenda. What interpretations you make of an individual letter 
from a prominent businessperson is up to you to render your own 
judgments about it. You can characterize that as you see fit. I 
would just like to stick with the facts as I've just established 
them.



Q Do you maintain it had no more influence on the 
President than the opinions of somebody who didn't give $100,000, and 
who also might have written the President about Asia policy or 
Vietnam policy?

Q Just on the documents, Mike, is your thinking about 
releasing them that you want to get as many as you can, have a 
complete set, rather than piecemeal day after day of documents --

MR. MCCURRY: People from the private sector who are in 
prominent positions in the business community can speak with some 

MR. MCCURRY: He's spoken publicly and has not changed 
his point of view about the perception that exists based on these 
contributions and the need to eradicate that type of contribution 
from our system of campaign finance.

MR. MCCURRY: That's exactly right. We've - not only 
the President, but we are interested in what other correspondence 
that exists. We've looked through those records, we've got a 
substantial amount of that available, and I've been entertaining 
requests from those news organizations that have pursued some of 
those questions and telling them what we know about that 
correspondence.

Q Was this particular letter, though, available and 
in your hands - before the election, and shouldn't it have been made 
public, given that —

MR. MCCURRY: The existence of the letter I believe was 
largely known because, if I'm not mistaken. I've heard from other 
reporters that Mr. Riady's representative made reference himself to 
the letter having been sent. I think we never formally disputed the 
notion that there was such a piece of correspondence from Mr. Mochtar 
Riady, but we have not — we did not elect to make piecemeal 
disclosures of any correspondence or brief reporters in a piecemeal 
fashion on correspondence until we had more of the record available. 
We've been able to do that within the last couple of days, as various 
news organizations have turned their attention to that specific 
question.

Q So he would agree that somebody could draw the same 
kind of conclusion from his interaction with Riady that Bush --

subject, made a series of proposals, strongly backed legislation 
which we hope will now be introduced in the 105 Congress that would 
ban exactly those types of contributions.

MR. MCCURRY: He would agree with the expectation that 
many of you will draw your own conclusions, and so will the American 
people.

Q He hasn't changed his mind about how these things 
look?



MR. MCCURRY: I think that -

Q How can you say that?

»-•

authority as to the value of U.S. engagement towards Asia. And as 
the President indicated this morning, he said tens of thousands, but 
certainly hundreds and hundreds of such leaders have written to the 
President, some contributors, some not contributors, some, frankly, 
contributors to the other party. But the authority comes from having 
some knowledge of the operation of U.S. economic interests in that 
region and the value of promoting a policy of engagement with Asia, 
which is one that this President actively pursued almost from the 
first days of the administration.

Q Are you trying to say that the amount of the 
contribution, certainly sizeable, had absolutely no influence on the 
way the request was considered?

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not saying that. I'm saying 
contributions are welcome. For those who have to run political 
campaigns, you're thankful to your supporters for rendering that kind 
of support. But the President has made it clear that he has the 
responsibility to conduct foreign policy consistent with what the 
interests of the American people are - all the American people. And 
that's the way he has conducted his policy towards Asia, on any of 
the matters that this individual has written about, or, indeed, any 
of the matters that affect the interests of America around the world.

Q Mike, on another subject —
Q No, can I ask one more?
MR. MCCURRY: Yes.
Q You said you don't want to make piecemeal 

disclosures, but the impression coming out from you and the White 
House was that it was a social relationship with Riady.

MR. MCCURRY: I don't believe that's true. I believe 
that there were some in the White House who characterized meetings 
that the President had with Mr. Mochtar Riady's son as being social. 
And the record, I think, stands up pretty well that that's an 
accurate characterization.

Q An accurate —
MR. MCCURRY: Yes, an accurate characterization. They 

were largely social visits. The President has spoken publicly on the 
occasions in which there may have been a policy element to those 
conversations. But you can't escape the fact that by and large they 
appear to have been social visits by two individuals who had known 
each other for some time.

Q You said the full set of letters won't be ready 
today for release. Do you have a sense of when it is going to be 
ready? Will it be this week?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, there are questions well beyond 
correspondence. I mean, we’ve been briefing news organizations as to 
the number of visits that Mr. James Riady and some of his associates 
had here at the White House, the nature of the contact that existed 
between the President and Mr. Riady -- this would be Mr. James Riady 



Q If these people were higher up they'd be covered by
the revolving door law, isn't that correct?

— other aspects of this. And we're in a position to help news 
organizations inquiring in this, because the President has directed 
all of us to be forthcoming and candid in responding. But as to 
documentation we think it's more appropriate to provide the 
documentation first to Congress and then to release it publicly.

MR. MCCURRY: These matters have occasioned that type of 
review, and have led to very strict admonition by the Chief of Staff 
to all the department heads of the White House to be very conscious 
of the admission of outside individuals to the White House who may 
appear to use their access to the White House for their own private 
commercial gain. He's cautioned all of us to just know who we are 
admitting to the White House complex, and for what purpose, and who 
will accompany them on those occasions.

Now, as you know, Mr. Middleton has denied that he has 
done that in a statement that he can make available to you, or he has 
made available to many of your news organizations.

Q The Chief of Staff earlier took action with respect
to Mark Middleton and questions about the appearance of whether he 
was trading in on his White House relationship after leaving. The 
L.A. Times over the weekend had the story about this Chinese American 
in Los Angeles. Is the White House considering any sort of broader 
review of its policies about -- to prevent this kind of problem?

Q Does the President think it's a good idea for James 
Carville to be mounting his attacks on Ken Starr?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, no, we're talking in this case about 
visitors from the outside. If there are White House officials who 
are -- or former White House officials who are no longer working 
here, they are covered by the administration's voluntary ethics 
guidelines that apply to those with the rank of deputy assistant to 
the President, or assistant to the President, or who earned in excess 
of $100,000 a year. Now, that would not cover the individual you 
mentioned, Mr. Mark Middleton, but there is some sense here that we 
should look at that issue and make sure that even those who are at 
more junior levels in the White House staffing structure are not in a 
position to appear to use their access for any of their own personal 
private purposes.

Q Do you think that's going to be this week, or do 
you have some sense of the timing?

MR. MCCURRY: I can check for you. First of all, 
remember that, because Congress is just forming itself for the work 
it will do in its 105th session, there has been no formal schedule of 
hearings or formal calling of particular witnesses at this point. We 
imagine they will be setting about that work very shortly.



Q Earlier today you said --

Q Regardless of what the President says?

Q Do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: The President has not rendered any opinion 
on that. Mr. Carville is certainly someone who speaks for himself 
and has made it clear he will speak for himself, regardless of what 
the White House says.

Q Do you seriously believe that? Do you expect the 
public to believe that?

Q Does the President believe that if he asks Mr. 
Carville to desist that Mr. Carville would continue?

MR. MCCURRY: I told you he has not rendered an opinion 
on the subject.

MR. MCCURRY: That does not represent the President's 
thinking. The President on this matter will speak for himself or 
instruct those of us who speak on his behalf to indicate whatever he 
wants said, and he's indicated that the work of the Independent 
Counsel ought to be treated respectfully and with the proper "no 
comment."

MR. MCCURRY: Regardless of what anyone at the White 
House says.

Q Are you saying here that what Mr. Carville is 
saying does not represent the President's thinking?

MR. MCCURRY: The public can believe whatever the public 
wants to believe.

Q This morning you were going to ask the President -- 
you said you asked him and he said he has no opinion, or he has yet 
to — you were going to try to find out what he thought about this 
matter.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville has indicated that, first, he 
has not discussed the matter with the President, and second, he will 
pursue the course of action that he thinks he needs to pursue, 
regardless of what anyone at the White House, including the 
President, has to say.

Q Well, wouldn't it be appropriate if he thinks that 
to ask one of his dear friends and a man who has been his chief 
political advisor to knock it off if that's what he thinks?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, as I just said, Mr. Carville is an 
outspoken individual and has made it clear that he intends to speak 
out.



MR. MCCURRY: Do I believe that?

Q Yes, do you believe that?

MR. MCCURRY: I am serious, yes.

MR. MCCURRY: I had a very brief conversation with him.

Q And what was his response?

Q What did he say?

He said, I don't have a response to that?Q

V

I'm not going to render any —
Has the President discussed it with Carville at

Q
Q

all?

Q Did you ask the President about this today? You 
said you were going to.

Q Even if the President asked him to stop? Are you 
serious?

MR. MCCURRY: I believe that Mr. Carville would continue 
to make whatever points he felt compelled to make regardless of what 
anyone at the White House thought about it.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Mr. Carville, the most prominent 
political consultant in America, has made it clear that's what he's 
going to do.

Q — this is not helpful to you, or do you think it 
is helpful to you? What do you think of Carville's --

MR. MCCURRY: I'm not rendering an opinion on it. 
Q Has Carville talked to someone other than the 

President here at the White House about this endeavor?
MR. MCCURRY: I haven't asked every individual here at 

the White House. I don't — he may have. I just don't know.

MR. MCCURRY: I think I've just reflected his 
sentiments.

MR. MCCURRY: Not to - he has not had a discussion with 
Mr. Carville about it.

Q About it -- or about Carville's plans? I mean, he 
knew nothing about it?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been - Mr. Carville has been 
very public about his intentions to speak out.

Q If he doesn't like what he's doing, why doesn't he 
ask him to stop?

MR. MCCURRY: Just he's not in a position to dissuade 
Mr. Carville from pursuing the course that Mr. Carville has -- 

Q He's the President of the United States of America.



Q It’s a remarkable, look 

-ma

-no 

Q What about those you have asked?
MR. MCCURRY: Of those that I have, no one, to my 

knowledge, had any extensive discussion with Mr. Carville about the 
merits of—

Q Well, wait a minute. What does that mean?
MR. MCCURRY: -- pursuing this course of action. 
Q Did they have any discussions, and if so who, and 

what was said?
MR. MCCURRY: Brit, I don't -- I'm not going to answer a 

question that I don't have 100 percent information on. I haven't 
gone around and canvassed every single person who knows — 

Q Well, what about those you have canvassed?
MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone—
Q We'll accept your version of those you have talked 

to about it.
MR. MCCURRY: I haven't found anyone who said that they 

tried to dissuade James from doing what he's doing.
Q I'll bet. But the question is, has anybody 

encouraged him, to your knowledge?
MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.
Q Has anybody in any sense discouraged him?
MR. MCCURRY: Not to my knowledge.

-hands operation here
that Carville is carrying on, isn't it?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you can characterize it as you see
fit, and I'm sure you will.

Q Mike, you said that Carville had no extensive 
discussions with anyone at the White House. Did he have any not 
extensive discussions with someone at the White House about it?

MR. MCCURRY: Again, Susan, there are a lot of people 
who work here. There are 1,500 people who work at the White House. 

Q That you know of.
MR. MCCURRY: There are a lot of people who know James. 

I haven't gone and talked to each individual who knows James and 
said, what was the nature of your conversation with Mr. Carville on a 
given date. So I want to be very careful —

Q What about those you have talked to?
MR. MCCURRY: I just -- you just asked and answered 

those questions.
Q Asked and not answered.
Q Do you think anybody has made it clear to him how 

wretchedly miserable it's made your lot here today? (Laughter).
MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Carville is aware of how wretchedly 

miserable my pitiful life is, I'm sure. (Laughter.)
Q The President has to make some decisions on cutting 

back Social Security for disabled children. Do you know when he's 
going to make that decision? Certain categories of disabled kids.



Q No, but I mean as an answer rather than trying to 

Q What is your view that legal immigrants could 
receive benefits simply by becoming U.S. citizens?

MR. MCCURRY: You mean related to welfare reform fixes? 
There's no change in what we told you last week. That's an issue 
that's got budgetary impact for FY98. It is being looked at very 
carefully by the President and his economic and budget advisers. The 
President is interested in addressing those shortcomings that he 
found in the welfare reform bill — significant discussions underway 
about how best to do that and what the likely budget impact will be.

Q Are you going to change your mind on that after 
what Moynihan had to say about potential — a likelihood of changes 
in welfare reform?

MR. MCCURRY: Well, Senator Moynihan is a distinguished 
member of the Senate, particularly on this subject, but it doesn’t 
necessarily reflect the sentiments of all 100 senators.

Q But you have essentially the Democratic leadership 
on that issue, in Moynihan and Nickles, up there saying, it's done, 
nothing is going to be considered.

MR. MCCURRY: Of who and who?
Q Nickles and Moynihan, both of them.
MR. MCCURRY: I think there are a lot of sentiments 

within the Democratic Caucus in the Senate that shortcomings in the 
welfare reform bill ought to be addressed. Senator Moynihan's view 
is that that was not likely to occur, but that is not necessarily the 
only view that exists within the Senator Caucus or here at the White 
House.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, those legal immigrants who go 
through the process of naturalization are entitled as U.S. citizens 
to a different range of benefits. I mean, that's the law.

Q And those shortcomings will be addressed within the 
context of a budget proposal on the legal --

MR. MCCURRY: There's budgetary impact on those issues 
and we continue to assess how best to address those issues. 

Q Is the White House still discussing 25 percent 
replenishment of the funds that were already designated —

MR. MCCURRY: We are taking steps. I'll have to look 
into that. We are looking at some specific steps on addressing those 
more emergency type situations and that can be done within current 
budget authority. I think there has been some reporting on that 
already.

Q He's talking about the Times story.
MR. MCCURRY: Oh, you mean the differential that exists 

between the President's balanced budget proposals and the impact of 
the welfare reform bill? They made a -- there is sort of a rough 
calculation for initial policy discussion purposes that was made and 
the figure I think is in the neighborhood of $13 billion. That does 
not necessarily equate to the price tag of those things that would be 
recommended by the President. Again, those discussions are still 
underway.



make changes -

-deployed troops in that region.

-shore. How does the White House feel about the accords, and will 
these issues related to the military presence on Okinawa continue to 
get White House attention?

-Japan security relationship or affect the readiness of our 
forward 

The satisfactory arrangement that was concluded by the
Secretary of Defense really works through a lot of those 
recommendations from the Special Advisory Committee on Okinawa which 
looked at the question, particularly the Futenma facility. They've 
arrived at what the Secretary believes is an adequate conclusion, an 
agreement that satisfies our own security interests and also our 
strong force posture in the region, a commitment that the United 
States has made and will continue to make to the security of that 
region.

Q Mike, will the President endorse the recommendation 
of the panel looking at the CPI and will he implement them?

MR. MCCURRY: The Boskin Group has made a recommendation 
or is about to make a recommendation on CPI calculations. There are 
a number of people in the area of labor, economics and economists 
looking at the question of how best to measure inflationary impacts 
across the economy. The Boskin Group has certainly been impaneled to 
do that by a congressional committee. BLS has been looking at much 
the same issue with respect to how best to take into account 
inflationary pressures when you calculate things like benefits to 
individual Americans under entitlement programs. All of these expert 
opinions will be very carefully considered by the administration 
because the President believes this is a decision that ultimately is 
one best based on scientific economic expert calculation as opposed 

Q Mike, over the weekend Secretary Perry signed a 
series of agreements in Japan designed to reduce the impact of the 
U.S. military presence on Okinawa, including what is most important 
in the eyes of the Japanese of moving a Marine helicopter base 
off 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that seems to be occurring. I mean, 
there are — it seems in practice that that process is speeding up 
because there are some cases where people have had legal residence 
status are attempting to convert to legal citizenship status, in
part, it is believed by some experts, because of the impact of this 
law.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, we are obviously pleased that we 
have been able to work with the government of Japan to reduce the 
burden on Okinawa in ways that do not fundamentally alter the 
U.S.



to some political measurement with respect to the budget.

And then the longer 

-terms questions related to Medicare 

MR. MCCURRY: That's a technical question beyond my 
ability to answer. There is a variety of ways which you go about 
calculating that. I think we're going to look at the whole question 
of how best to measure inflationary impacts, what that suggests with 
respect to the CPI, how you apply the CPI to the calculation of 
benefit increases and then make some judgments accordingly.

MR. MCCURRY: There have been different measurements of 
what the over 

-estimation of the inflationary effect have been. And 
Senator Moynihan's got a different view. The BLS economists are 
looking at much the same question. I'm not going to speculate on 
where the number will come out.

Q Is it accurate to say the administration is willing 
to consider the Boskin Group's recommendations as far as they might 
call for changes in the technical procedures made by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, but that something along the line of what Moynihan 
wants to do legislatively is something you would oppose?

Q Mike, bipartisan commission on Medicare reform — 
how's the President going to make that happen?

Q Isn't this a scientific panel? Isn't this what 
this is? And doesn't he have --

Q But in their interim report, this group suggested 
that the CPI is inflated by about one percent and --

MR. MCCURRY: Well, that group is - was asked by I 
believe the Senate Finance Committee, right, to look at CPI 
calculations. BLS has been doing much the same thing. There are 
others. It's been a very vibrant debate in the academic community 
about how best to calculate and measure the impact of inflation, and 
we are going to consider all those views as we look at their work.

-term we need to proceed with Medicare
savings by slowing the rate of increase in spending for those 
programs consistent with what he's put forward in his balanced budget 
proposal. Now, that would extend the solvency of the trust fund into 
the next century by a number of years.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's -- a couple of different stages 
in the process. There's health care — the provision of health care 
commission, which he's pledged to appoint and which we have not yet 
named - correct? -- that is under consideration. The President has 
also suggested in the short 



-making in the coming term.

-two step as you said, other than to say that 
there have been a very consistent effort on the part of our side to 

solvency are ones which during the campaign period the President 
suggested might be amenable to consideration by a bipartisan panel. 
Now we are much farther down the road in looking at the quality of 
health care, looking at what the short 

Q Mike, there's growing concern among many arms 
control analysts about the fate of START II in the Russian 
Parliament. And in that connection, there's a proposal floating 
around to have the President and Yeltsin take an initiative to get it 
off dead center and spell out what a START III treaty might look like 
in terms of lower limits so that the Russians don’t have big expense 
on the START II of reconfiguring their land 

Q Well, are you seeing any sentiment? It didn't 
sound like there was a whole lot.

MR. MCCURRY: No, we have had a very active dialogue 
with the Russian Federation on the question of START II ratification 
by the Duma. I would not suggest that we've been waiting for some 
plan to try to get it off dead center. The President has actively 
encouraged President Yeltsin to do so. We have engaged a number of 
diplomats at a high level from the Russian Federation on that subject 
and stressed the importance of ratification by the Duma of START II.

But there have also been discussions among arms control 
experts on both sides about how to structure further arms reductions 
and limitations consistent with a START III approach. The momentum 
that would be created by a START II ratification would lend itself to 
further arms control efforts. But I'm not aware of any specific plan 
to structure that one 

MR. MCCURRY: Well, it's been mixed. There are some 
leaders in Congress who said they don't think that's an idea that's 
worth exploring at this point. There are others that have said 
that's the only practical way we're ever going to get at the issue of 
entitlements. And I'm sure the President will consider these views 
and it will be a subject that will certainly be a part of our 
economic decision 

-based — is there 
anything along these lines under consideration, or is the President 
merely waiting for the Russians to do their thing in the Duma?

-term budgetary impacts are
going to be on the solvency of the Medicare fund and then the longer 
range issues that kick in. The President will address at a later 
date on how you begin to structure a bipartisan commission if, in 
fact, we continue to see sentiment for doing that as we work with 
Congress.



stress the importance of Duma ratification.

MR. MCCURRY: Yes. He will continue his one 

-by »

k

Whoa!!!Q

My editors made me do it. (Laughter.)Q

Q Give the disclaimer. (Laughter.)

MR. MCCURRY: 1 think diversity has always been 
considered a plus as the President considers appointments. But I 
don't want to apply that to any specific consideration.

Q As the President adds up the pluses and minuses, is 
gender considered a plus, or is it not a factor?

MR. MCCURRY: There are a number of factors that go into 
the consideration, and the President, as he has said publicly, is 
stressing how the team works together. Obviously, there is rampant 
speculation at least one of the candidates under serious 
consideration is of the female gender, so we'll have to wait and see.

Q Speaking of diversity, is the President going to 
meet with the rest of the Cabinet that has not resigned, and 
specifically when is he meeting with Janet Reno?

Q Is that a positive attribute for that candidate in 
addition to the other things, as far as being —

Q Mike, many women's groups are eager that a woman 
fill one of the upcoming vacancies on the President's national 
security team. As he looks at the candidates, is that a factor at 
all, or is it not a factor compared to experience and whatever other 
qualities he's looking for?

Q Getting back to this Social Security thing, this is 
a question that I've been asked to ask. Apparently --

MR. MCCURRY: It is an attribute, and how people work 
together is driven I think more by personality than by gender. And 
we just happen to have someone who is a very highly qualified, 
successful candidate for one of those positions, or at least we have 
rumors to that effect, and I wouldn't dissuade you from thinking 
that.

-one
discussions with members of the Cabinet, those that he has not yet 
seen -- I think he's seen about half the Cabinet so far, and we'll 
let you know when he sees individual members. I'm not aware of any 
schedule for the remainder of those consultations at this point.



Q What are the families of those disabled kids —

Q That will keep them busy for a long time, won't it?

BOTTOM ALL

Q When are the families of the disabled kids who are 
no longer going to receive certain Social Security benefits for their 
disabilities going to be notified that they're no longer going to get 
a Social Security supplemental check?

MR. MCCURRY: It's important to the President to have a 
Cabinet that looks like America and to have diversity reflected in 
his appointments.

MR. MCCURRY: I have no idea. We'll have to look into 
that. Do you know? It's all part of the review of how you address 
the welfare reform legislation.

MR. MCCURRY: Why don't we come back to that. Wolf, when 
I can get more information.

Q So last time he spent an inordinate amount of 
effort making sure that that happens.

Q Just to follow John's question about diversity. I 
mean, is having a Cabinet that looks like America as important this 
time as it was last time, or has it somehow shifted and —

MR. MCCURRY: Well, you have to know what to tell them 
before you --

MR. TOIV: The Social Security Administration is 
reviewing individual cases.

MR. MCCURRY: Well, last time it was a new 
administration after a period in which Democrats had not occupied the 
White House and there had to be more effort to reach out to people 
who are not instantly on the radar screen for appointment. We've now 
had four years, four successful years in office in which a number of 
candidates present themselves having served in the administration in

Q They're certainly reviewing — whether to tell 
them.

MR. MCCURRY: Mr. Toiv tells me that the Social Security 
Administration is looking at individual cases on a case by case 
basis.

TOP ODD 
-\p-

MR. MCCURRY: Leo put you up to this question, didn't 
he?
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various capacities. It’s a different equation this time because it's 
an incumbent administration. I think you have to take into account 
it's a different situation.

Now, that said, the transition team that the President 
empaneled has — one of the results of their work, reaching out 
around the country and generating new names, was to really present 
the President with some options for Cabinet appointment that he's now 
in the process of considering that do reflect considerable gender, 
racial, ethnic diversity.

Q Is that less a consideration than it was four years 
ago?

MR. MCCURRY: It's a consideration, but we're four years 
later, it's an incumbent administration. There are people that now 
have had experience serving in the first term that, you know, because 
of that experience, rise to the top of those who might be considered, 
clearly. So it's a different — somewhat different kind of equation, 
but not any more or less important than it was four years ago.

Q You're suggesting that that could push gender or 
racial considerations out of the picture.

MR. MCCURRY: No, I'm not at all. I said that diversity 
continues to be a very important guidepost for the President as he 
considers these appointments.

Q Mike, can we go back to Starr for a minute? He's 
kind of gone on a counteroffensive. He sat down with Newsweek for 
three hours. I believe his deputy in Little Rock, Hickman Ewing, 
said an attack like Carville's is a sign of guilt. Do you think it's 
helpful to have Carville out attacking?

MR. MCCURRY: I've repeatedly refused to render a 
judgment on that and I won't do it again. Mr. Starr has to speak for 
himself. Mr. Carville has to speak for himself. And all of their 
debate will be judged in the court of public opinion, no doubt.

THE PRESS: Thank you.
END 2:15 P.M. EST 


