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PRESS CONFERENCE BY THE PRESIDENT

The East Room

it, but there is such a bright
¥ the light. {(Laughter.)

Let me say, ladies and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
statement, but before I make that and take questions, I'd like to say that,
as you might imagine, I have been briefed on this morning's developments in
the search off Martha's Vineyard. Again, let me commend the Coast Guard
and all the officials at the local, state and national level for the fine
work they have done under extremely difficult circumstances.

Again, I think we should keep our thoughts with the families as
events unfold, and my thoughts and prayers are with them.
Today I want to make a bri > ! the choice we face
shington and in our countr move forward into
ntury and what i i we look toward the

here in

¥

is help past. Six and a half
! rising. Wages were
onditicns were worsening.

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. It's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No

one really thought we could turn it around, let alone bring unemployment to
a 2%-year low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt of
our country was guadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $359

billion.

Our nation has made a seismic shift in the last six years, from
recession to recovery, from a crisis of confidence to a renewal of resolve,
from economic disorder to a fiscal house finally in order. ©Now as we
debate what to do with our prosperity, we face a critical choice -- whether
to move forward with the fiscal discipline that got us to where we are
urn to the k risk-taking that got us into recessions and

e

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first.
I believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in education,
defense, the environment, biomedical research.

Tomorrow I will release a report that shows a great and growing
need for prescription drug coverage. What the study shows is that 75
percent of our older Americans lack decent, dependable private-sector
coverage cf prescription drugs. That's three out of every four seniors.
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Clearly, America needs a prescription drug plan that is simple, universal
and voluntary. Anyone who says we don't I believe 1s out of date and out

of touch.

As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 201%; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families save
for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern schools.

So let's be clear about something. We're not debating whether to
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts, but tax cuts that provide
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare, not undermine them; tax
cuts we can afford, not ones that would demand drastic cuts in defense,
education, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national interest,
not special interest.

Because of the ceost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it deesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvequire significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in education, defense,
bicomedical research, the environment and other critical areas.

If we don't save Social Security it's not because we can't. If
we don't strengthen Medicare and add the prescription drug benefit, it's
not because we can't. If we don't meet these clear naticonal needs, it's
because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choose to
reward curselves today by risking ocur prosperity tomorrow.

I hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really wvoting alsc on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether to
pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years -- something
that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment, more jobs,
igh ] mes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage payments, car
card payments, college loan payments.

They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national
priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our pecple's
lives. 1 think the choice is clear between the plan the Republican
leadership has outlined and the national priorities of the American people.
I hope we can still work together across party lines to save Social
Security and Medicare, to safeguard our priorities and have the right kind
of tax cut.

If Congress passes the wrong kind, of course, I will not sign it.
I will not allow a risky plan to become law. And as I said, we now have
six and a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
ought to stay with it.

Thank you very much. Helen.

Q Mr. President, in U.S. treaty relations, is it obligated to
defend Taiwan militarily if it abandons the one China policy? And would
the U.S. continue military aid if it pursues separatism?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say, first of all, a lot of those
questions are governed by the Taiwan Relations Act, which we intend to
honor. OQur policy is clear: We favor the one China policy; we favor the
cross-strait dialogues. The understanding we have had all along with both
China and Taiwan i1s that the differences between them would be resolved
peacefully. If that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relations
Act we would be required to wview it with the gravest concern.

tha China and T this I
(o] a path to p alogue And
e s the mornin to do what
I 4 ides. This hat we don

3 1
escala and ve that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
move in that direCCiOu. We all understand how difficult this is,
k that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones. The
policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the peaceful

approach is right. And neither side, in my judgment, should depart from



any of those elements.

Q So we would still have to go to war with China if it
decided to break away?

THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I've already said -- the Taiwan
rRelations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that that we
don't r\ellcve there should be any violent attempts to resclve
would view 1 there will

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, you said that you still
believe in a one China policy. How do you address Senator Helms' criticism
that that policy is "a puzzling fiction"?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think it's a puzzling fiction. But
if Senator Helms means that today they're not, in fact, unified, then
that'’'s true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on
Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it as they did in
working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going bey T

rtant ti
tir >ut betwe
is rests.
be ich seem
ex ts were ing to C01vﬁy

But I think that both sides are now gquite aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework that
we have followed these last several years, which I might add, has allowed
both places to prosper and to grow, to do better and to have more contacts,
more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, quite a bit more
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would stay with what is working
and not depart from it.

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon mission to
assess the --

THE PRESIDENT: I didn’'t think this was the best ti t
nd imply that a
1

something which might excite either one side or the other a ply

military solution is an acceptable alternative. If you really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. And I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one

China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that nc one
should contemplate force here.

Randy.

Q Economists have been calling on you to indicate now whether
you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order to avoid having the issue
to become mired in election year politics and upsetting financial markets
next year. Would you like to see the Chairman stay on, and has he given
you any indication of his plans?

THE PRESIDENT: I have, as you know, enjoyed a very good
relationship, both personally and professionally, with Mr. Greenspan. I
think he has done a terrific job. I have no idea whether he would sven be
willing to serve another term. I will make the dec i
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in
there's no evidence of that.

vou heard -- I think i President vesterday or the day
before that he thought he was do an excellent JOb So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, go ahead.

-- I think the Vice President indicated he was sending a
signal by saying that Chairman Greenspan had been doing an excellent job.
Do you endorse that interpretation?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was doing
a great job, and I agree with him.



THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that -- I am unaware of any role we
have played in the decision-making of the release of information, except,
let me say that today a lot of things are breaking in a hurry, and I
believe there are some decisions that ought to be announced by the Kennedy
family, and others that ought to be properly announced by either the Coast
Guard or the NTSB.

So we have not tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any role
in the timing or substance of release of information. 2nd we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabee, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a chance
te find something else because of the eguip we have here, even though

it's d icult and I'm inclined to believe because of the
here and bec e who's invelved that we ocught tc go on

I said that I would support it and defend it. And I
decision

Q Mr. President, if you'll allow me to ask about two different
topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting reports
about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been recovered. I
understand that based upon the answer you just gave, that might not be a
guestion that you'd want to address, but, perhaps, given the fact that
there is this conflicting information you could answer that guestion.

And, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit,
prescription drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax
cuts at the wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that direction.
How do you reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans,
rich older Americans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you
iust said this new study w o7

The second thing I would like to say i1s I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 11th hour of the
deficit reduction package negotiations in 19%3, in order to get up to $500
billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did much
better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken off. The income cap was
taken off of the Medicare tax, which means virtually every single
upper-income perscon in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

They are making a net significant contribution today because,
unlike Social Security taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there is
no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. And I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive
program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once vyou
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more d
T se of their life than they could & draw
every day from the time they're 63 on.

[

A
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Q Sir, a guestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they have
found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I just
don't think it's appropriate for me -- I'll be glad to comment on whatever
they want to say, but I think I should leave it for them to talk.

Q Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
would be. But the Congressional Budget Cffice has now just come out with a
report saying that even with their tax cuts, almost $800 billion in tax
cuts, they would save about $277 billion over a 10-year period, whereby
your program would save only about $50 billion. That's aboutr $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? And, you know, pecple on the Hill
listen to the CRO.

t me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying



that it was a very creative study.

Let me just say this: You have six and a half years of
experience with the numbers we have given you and the estimates we have
made. And every single year, our numbers have not only been accurate, but
we have done better than we said we would do -- every single year, for
six and a half years now.

Our studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades
will cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second
decade, and that -- then an enormous less to the American people in
interest savings. That iz, we'll have to keep spending more and more of
our tax money payving interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education & b

ny new money into the Me
rm package out there. 3o unless / just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
hospitals in the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as one
of the previous leaders so eloguently put it -- they can't possibly finance
this tax program without doing serious damage. I can't comment on the CBO
study, but it doesn’'t make any sense to anybody I've talked to about it.

v

Q May I just follow up -~
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.

Q The CBC estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are more
ice what you say they are.

re is our
we deal with these
anges you need to make in the Medicare program to achieve
the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in Congress and the
White House agreed on.

Db

r

aAnd the CBO said, no, no, no, no, that won't come close; you need
these changes plus these changes. And we said, okay, we're following the
CBO, we put it in there. What happened? And that's one of the reasons the
surplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the cuts in
Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, their numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America, every
place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.

e costs, again

between us &

een

do about it? Even og .
cut program they won't be le to do anything to
Medicare and they will have to have huge cuts.

For them to produce those savings they are going to -- they can't

even fund my defense budget, much less the one they say they want. They're
going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education, cuts in the environment.
That's all their savings assumed that they're going to stay with the
present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get out of
even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are not

-- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.

And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side
mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 1993. And it has served us very
well., and all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get this
country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, ep us moving foerward.

Q Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'1l1l take

Q Sir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this morning,
did you ask him to take any specific steps to advance what you believe is
new momentum toward peace, and did you discuss with him his complaints
vesterday that he found Prime Minister Barak's 15-month timetable
unacceptable?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat



nt, and that any

ght he was
g in the peace
to do was to have
and if he wanted

So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's

roposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. And I think he felt good about
that. And I did say, after you have the meeting, if you want to talk again
about this -- I'll be glad to talk to you. And he said he did. So that's
where we are.

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

vour microphone is not worki

u seems
very low, we can barely hear
1d i ood

meantime,

e

N

I

ENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
he conferences we have every day here?

you have

Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we f£ind out you haven't
any?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I will consider that.

Go ahead.

Q Will you be taking any concrete contributions with you to
the summit on inve went week? And vou've said that you would
gis humanitari Y1 v osevic 1s in power
W ini

& as long as M
?  Will that cause any problems

any L

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come out of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can

achieve the future we want in the Balkans and aveoid future ethnic conflicts
unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan states
closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and then
brings the region as a whole closer to Europe.

And so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in
that direction. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things the
United States can do to help to contribute teo that goal. And because of
all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a very
busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to sit
down and go through what our options are, so I can't give vou a more

1T answer.

And what was the second guestion you asked?
Q On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow
view of it because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political control by doing things which are not humanitarian in
nature. But based on the virtual daily reports I get about where we all
are on this and where we are operating in Kosovo, I now no longer expect
them to be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big difference of
opinion.

Yes, go ahead, John.

0
5

the verge d
House ght hard
sacrificing other

DENT: Well, I den't think we should sacrifice the pay
sonnel because we now are getting back in the ball game



in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard for
us to both recruit and retain people. And the people are still the most
important part of our military -- their gquality and their training and
their morale and their commitment and the condition of their families. So
I don't think that.

Now, the Congress every year puts other things into the defense
budget which are not pricrities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without
compromising the basic priorities of our n e within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight
mistake to abandon the project. I
i I have always Supp

{

Q Thank 4, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently, with
George W. Bush and his slogan of *"compassionate conservatism." But you
went beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy, and
seemed to ridicule his slogan and even question his sincerity. Were you
just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were you taking the opportunity
maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?

THE PRESIDENT: No, I was just having a little fun. {Laughter.)
You know, that's a long time -- if we don't have any laughs it's going to

be a very tedious struggle between now and November of 2000.

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a
phrase or something that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying to
do. So I was really just having a little fun.

It that all the candidates make
their pesitio ing on now, and make their
pesitions cle got the jok. To me, that's
the most impo involved 1ln this campaign as
a candidat m not inveolved in any sort of
full-time {Laughter.} So look at this -- I loock at
this mere peint of view of the average American voter -- what will
change the of America.

For example, every candidate should tell us, are you for the
patients' bill of rights are you for closing the gun show loophole; are you
for raising the minimum wage; are you for the House Republican tax plan, or
do you favor our plan on Social Security and saving Social Security and
Medicare and making America debt-free and having a smaller tax cut that
enables us to continue to fund education and defense and these other
things? What are you going to do if you get elected?

th the Vice President has deone is to talk
about dramatically intensify the way on cancer, making pre-school
universal reasing access Lo college by helping people save without tax
conseguen ; what he would do to make America a saf
1d do communities to have faith-based organi
chink these are interesting id

Tc me, the best
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So I would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that's the most important
thing.

Susan?

Q Mr. President -~

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'11 come ovey here. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give you -- {laughter} --

Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA
poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy S8
But that same pcll showed that by 50 percent to 3§ percent,
s ee a Clin g

admini

wanted

THE PRESIDENT: I think what that means people think things are
going well, but they want a change in policy. I think that's right. If
you asked me that question, and you worded it in that way, I'd be in the 50

percent, because I think that ~-- my own view isg that, particularly in a

dynamic time, where things are changing, you should want continued change.
But is change -- the question is, should we change in a way that builds on
what has been done and goes beyond it -- which is what I would argue --

or should you change and go back to the policies we were following when we
had $290-billion deficits and we averaged over 7 percent unemployment for
12 vears. I mean, I think that's really the guestion the American people



have to ask themselves.

I think change is good. The great thing about this countr
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So I
sel i

would, my f, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said, vote
for me and I'1l1 keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton did
is exactly what I'1l do. I would vote against that candidate, because I do
not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely

different approach which has been proven not to work. So all I want the
American people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
it's like now, recognize that ideas and policies have conseguences. And
the American people usually get it right; that's why we're all still around
here after more than 200 years.

Q -- {inaudible.)

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?
THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
ice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
how I'm going change what we're doing in cancer research; here's

<
e
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w I'm going to chang
to change what we're doing
but to build on it and go beyond it. Sc I think that's very, very --
that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

what we're doing in education; here's how I'm going
in crime -- but not to reverse what we've done,

what the American people have to decide is what kind of change do
they want. Do they want to build on what has worked for the last six and a
half years, or do they want to abandon it and go back to what failed them
for 12 vyears before. That will be the decision they have to make.

Yes, go ahead.

o] In your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister Ehud
Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with Syria.
Now, have you received any response, positive response or indication from
can you share with us the
a iT

nd administrations

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been quite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm
encouraged by that.

and on Iran, frankly, I'm reluctant to say anything for fear that
it will be used in a way that's not helpful to the forces of openness and
reform. I think that people everywhere, particularly younger people, hope
that they will be able to pursue their religious convictions and their
personal dreams in an atmosphere of greater freedom, that still allows them
to be deeply loyal to their nation. And I think the Iranian people
ocbvicusly love thelr country and are proud of its history and have enormous
petential. this, and

9] You ned the patients' bill of hts. It se

argument by both parties over providing more for peop
lucky enough to have health insurance. And, in fact, neither
with some very fundamental issues that energized you and the
First Lady five and six years ago. The question is, with such a robust
economy and the budget surpluses, 1f not now, when, and if not you, who,
would provide the leadership to provide for those folks?

& who

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but I think the bigger question is how.
That is, it 1s true that just as we've predicted in 1923 and 19%4, that the
percentage of people who have health insurance on the job is going down,
just as we said it would, if nothing was done. So what we have tried to do
is to isclate discrete populations that seem to be most in need and try to
offer them help.

or oy

¢l

now we'd

those 5



we've got the money there, and we're well behind that.

So we are looking at whether there are things that we can do at
the national level to work with the states to simplify access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I alse had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes that
for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the program and
take in several willion more children. 8o the children are the biggest
group.

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I waﬂt to Yeiterate it,
that would allow the most vulnerable group of people heaith
insuraﬂce, Decolo bﬁtween the ages of 55 and 65, to

1 nlnk

] a lot of states -- there are some
states - ennessee was the flrs; state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working

families to buy into their Medicaid programs on a sliding scale.

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce
the number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
single people who believe that they're going to live forever and be healthy
forever and don't want to bear the cost. And we'll have to think about,
then, what to do.

But I think the best thi
can covered, and then tyy Lo get
who are older, but they're not
least where they can all afford on
program.

A

o} Thank you, Mr. President. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir, will
you authorize the Navy to participate in a burial at sea ceremony? Why do
you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on this
tragedy? And, finally, sir, I wonder if you would give us your thoughts on
Mr. Kennedy's last visit here to the White House. I understand you and the
First Lady took him on a tour.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no
official word, personal word from the family what burial arrangements
they want. Until they make a statement about it, I just don't feel that I
can say anything.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the
recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that werse
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Becaus the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity te succeed
i v ha few more days, and because of the reole of the Kennedy
fa a H lives, and because of the encrmous losses that they
ha in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to give them

ve sustained
few more days. And if anyone believes that was wrong, the Cost Guard is

ot at fault; I am. It was because I thought it was the right thing to do
under the circumstances.

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back
to the White House since his father was killed, until I became President.
First, he was on an advisory committee that made a report to me and he came
back to the Oval Office, where he saw the desk that he took the famous
picture in, coming through the gate, for the first time since he was a
little boy.

And then last year -- maybe you would have a better memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrati 4 on the Apcllc program. Do

(o)

is HBO di
vcu rememnber Lhey did ce pr am that was done after the
t of ple came. And he was
he tarci the space program. And he
a rva s £ they would like to go
he would. So I took hlm upstairs and showed him the
not seen since he was a tiny boy.

And I showed him some of my -- the memorabilia that I had from
his father's service. I have a picture of his father speaking to the Irish
Parliament, and a number of other things which he thought were very
interesting. And we took a -- we had a very nice evening. And I sent him
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he sent me a signed copy of his
favorite picture of his father, which is now upstairs. It's John Kennedy
campaigning in Virginia, in Charlottesville in 1960. It's quite a lovely



picture -- interesting picture.

1 may.
I rticularly
ruck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years ago when he was
a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Kantor's law firm
out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and before I
ever thought we'd have any other contacts. He just happened to be --
Mickey asked me if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA £o give
an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he was there.
And we had been together on many occasions since then.

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. And I think he -- he was a very te person, as
many pecple have noticed, about when he would be ¢ exposed and all
of that. He had his mother's care for having a p . And I
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really fel anted to come
£C T House pefore he did. But es ev;ally ight of everyth
that ned, I'm glad he had the chance to come back here one mor
and s esidence and know where he was when he was a little boy.
glad hat. I'm grateful that that happened.

Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, please.

Q Cn Ceolombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. Is your administration ready to respond to that request? And,
also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are you considering this possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in October. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What
are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?

on that.

on Colombia, I'm not prepared tc make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and 1 admire the fact that he has really thrown himself
into trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the insurgency.
The people in the United States have a real interest in that because I
think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an end, it is
going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities of the
narco-traffickers there, and their reach.

S0, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin
America to be free of the kind of violence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is also very much
our national security interest to do what we can, if we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict so that Colombia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that would
be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

o} Ancther questicn about the presidential race. Aside from
sking George W. Bush to come forward and give specifics on the issues that
you mentioned, could you tell us what you find cobjectionable about his
trying to present a new moderate face for his party, just like you did for
the Democrats? And could you tell us whether you're worried whether he
will figure out how the Republicans can occupy the center of American
politics?

DJ

THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q You don't think he can?

THE PRESIDENT Nc, no, I don't think I'll answer those
questions. (Laughter.} I will say -- no, logk, let me say again, I
wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first answer.

rst thing I did was tell
in our country 11d what I
Paul Tsongas and I were
ime because we both put out these very




detailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get one of those
plans now, you'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.

And my view is that there are a lot of things that count in a
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

3 T
guestions from the point of . - Iy ¥
question you asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm living
back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential library and
I'm sitting here as a voter saying, where do they stand, what will they do
-- all of them. And I do believe the Vice President has done the best job
of telling the American people what he would do and -- to go back to
Susan's formulation -- how he would change the country in a positive way.

George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
president Kennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in your
view, is the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting by a
President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of lan
on Mars?

DENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I

hink -- for cne ing, when I became President, the space program was

ially in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at risk. And
have fought for it and I believe in it. And one of the things I talked

o ~- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in to see me
yvesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And Dan Goldin
was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, my Science Advisor.
And we talked about how we could use the coming of the millennium as -- you
know, the First Lady sponsored all these other lectures here. And I told
him about Stephen Hawking's lecture and what he said. And we talked
yesterday about how we could set some goals for the space program, capture
the imagination of the American people and broaden the support for it.

and one of the things that I suggested that I think would be
cquite helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to
dramatize for the American pecple -- vou mentioned Mars
is more likely to capture the imagination of the &
benefits to us here on Earth of continued advances
them, particularly in the health are likely
11

r
They're principally in the area of the environmen

]

e

sked our people to start working on that and they said they
would be w to help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day

or me yes to have them come by the White House. They also gave me a
moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. (Laughter.) And the moon rock
is 3.6 billion years old. So when I feel very tired, I'll look at it and

feel young again. (Laughter.)

L
<

rh

Yes, go ahead. We had an Irish question first, I promised. Go
ahead, what's the Irish gquestion?

Q Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?
Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway with

Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been
the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the
don't we take both Irish guestions at
once
Q Last week, vou seemed to kind of get fired up when you were

talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the politicians in
Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do you feel, after
all the work that you've done on this project, that perhaps it was
misplaced and you should have perhaps pushed in a place more like Africa,
where they have thousands of people dying from ethnic strife, instead of
3,500 over 30 years?

Q And if I can have a third Irish guestion, what role, if any,
do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?



THE PRESIDENT: Okay, let me answer the Irish questions, then
I'11 come back to the "should we have done something else."

I've talked to and he willing t
time -- he can't go back her year or two,
put this in scme -- at le 11 vou how I look at

m at the breakdown of the process
here ' e that neither side wants to
abandon the Good A t's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsibilities are
and what the other side's responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that

it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out the two areas causing problems,
the decommissioning and the standing up to the executive, and try to figure
out how they can unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pointed cut, is working
hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do some
work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resolved.

Row, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the

problem. To the cutsiders told the parties that to the outsiders --
noe one, none of us cutside, somebody like me that's been so involved
in this 111 rstan i bre

down ove:

voung

U hat, there's something deeper: The
afraid that i1l never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agreement did

not require decommissioning as a condition of getting into the executive
branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives being told
that it wasn't the vote of the pecople, it wasn't the Good Friday Accord, it
was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force them to give up their
arms that got them to disarm. They believe that would, in effect, require
them to disavow what they’'ve done for 30 years.

and what they‘*re saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put

it becomes a

it in that textured way on both sides, it makes
difficult issue. and I can't think of anybody be Lo work
through it than George Mitchell, because got is
he's p e years intc it. But my i
worked

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced cur energies.
I don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a

bigger ethnic group in America than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emotion to the Irish struggle.

I also think that it has enormous symbolism, beyond the size of
the country and the number who have died. And if it can be resolved, I
think it will give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
worid. Sco I don't believe for a moment we made a mistake.

But let me also say 1 think we should be more inveolved in Africa
and I've tried to involve us more in Africa. rything I could te
that ¢ivil war between H 'S not ivil

a significant role in trying to end the
awiul carnage d I'm very grateful for that. We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try to stabilize the
region. We are training African militaries and the Africa Crisis Response
Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent further carnage. So I believe
the United States should be wore involved in Africa.

aAnd, of course, the announcement that the Vice President made on
our behalf the other day of our new AIDS initiative in some ways may be the
most important thing we can do to save lives there.

S0 I agree that we should be more involved. But I don't agree
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. I'm proud of every late-night

phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

TH

t

PRESIDENT: Yes, gc ahead.

Q -- can 1 ask about you --



THE PRESIIL Well, I don't want to talk about me.

Ch, come on.

KD

THE PRESIDENT: I'm not a candidate for anything.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. All right, one more.

Q Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
development, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support --
Africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are

Afro-Latino. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House, that
is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder you would tell the
people of the United States what you are going to plan for that big
celebration :

A Mr. President -- I am ed with vou
vou have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the
trade promotional coordinating committee that has been carried out in the
last year -- are the participants in the prospective of this economy. Why
don't you speak about the success of that initiative? It's a sin that you
-- you talk about a lot of things that is -- another thing that is good for
America and the world.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that are good for
America don't make good news for them, you see.

Q and I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- (laughter) -- a follow-up?
(Laughter.) ©Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, is that

good.

others

to BLt it will be a

ving here in that year, and we'll be able to do a lot -- and

have even more American citizens coming to the White House
be a part of it.

If this is a follow up, I'll give you another guestion.

{Laughter.
(Laughter.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot of guts.
)
)

Q Sir, you've stressed that you have plenty to do, and yet for
some time, your political career has enjoyed the benefits of support from
two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady -- two
people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those fwo people in terw o}
support, and a a h weeks and
you'll balance ich as Presi
how you persona le might
interest

Q I

have a follow-up to his guestion. (Laughter.)
THE PRESIDENT: ©Now, I believe that. (Laughter.}

Well, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically. I'11 try to
be helpful. And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don’t mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I
find myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read
what you all say about it -~ but I den't feel myself wi g down, I feel
myselfi keving up. I want to do mor that |

I owe them deal
reom knows that he's more t than
any Vice President in history. ©Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I

know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what he's done and he has
my friendship and my support. But I also think that it's a mixed blessing,
as you say, because people want to see any Vice President out there on his
own. If you go back and look at where Richard Nixcn was in 1959, you will
see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing



to do with the guestions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's
a good man with a good reccrd, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. And I
think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- 1f she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful I

will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job. I
have never known anybody who didn't run for office whe was a mors

ffective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public
citizen than her. So if be decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to make
and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that, you

know, the whole cuestion of moving there.

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. And she said,
I want to go to New York -- in, like, '93. This is just something that
happened later. So I'll be dividing my time between home -- I'm going to
go home and build my library and build my center -- I'll divide my time
between there and New York, whatever she does about this Senate race.

But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it

would be a great thing for the country -- not only because of what I owe
her, because she just -- what she kno and how she's lived and what she's
I mean, it's very somebody like that who has that
wowledge and ba 21l packed intc cone place. I
know that vyou cbserver, but I think I could
it with evidence.
Go ahead, Bill
Q in that same vein, sir -- {laughter) -- as the spotlight

shifts from you to your Vice President and to your wife, are you likely to
be content, drifting slowly offstage, or do you think that someday you will
want to run for office, some office again? Or are you willing to tell us
this afternoon, sir, that you will never again run for elective office?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. (Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- vou can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. And I feel very

fortunate.
I'm in pr
LWl

and I was a very happy person before 1 became President. I never
have had any trouble finding something interesting to do that I believed
in. And I will do my best to use the opportunity and the gift the American
people gave me to serve in this position to be a useful citizen of my
country and the world for the rest of my life, and I have no doubt that
there will be some way I can do that. 2and I'm, frankly, kind of excited
about it. I mean, it's a new challenge. I'l11 have to think in a
different
way and do a different way.

Will I miss a lot cof the things about this job? Yes. I'1l even
miss all of you, believe it or mot. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been good for our people and

for our country and I think for the worid.
And, you know

that are mos
d make the mo
i@ rhythms were somehhlng oLher T
life works. And, listen, I'm way

:
t

wishing
the way

>
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Thank you very much.

END 3:45 P.M. EDT
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY THE PRESIDENT
The East Room
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THE PRESIDENT: Good afternoon.
Q Mr. President, you don’t know it, but there is such a bright
light on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.
IDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
)
say, ladies z ntiemen, I have a brief opening
fore I make t nd take guestions, I'd like to say that,
ne, I have been briefed on this morning's developments in
tha's Vineyar Again, let me commend the Coast Guard
als at the local, state and national level for the fine

ey have done under extremely difficult circumstances.

Again,

I think we should keep our thoughts with the families as

events unfold, and my thoughts and prayers are with them.

Today I want to make a brief statement about the choice we face
here in Washington and in our country about how best to move forward into

the new century and what to do with the
future,
years ago,

stagnant, inegquality was growing,

a seismic

COur nation has made

critical choice -- whether to
got us to where we are today, oOr return
us into recessions and deficits before.

We must decide whether to invest the surplus,
or to sguander it for the short-term.
And a bigger surplus only means that the

America over the long-term,
the right course 1is clear.
mistake could be bigger,
wYong course.

and the missed

it is helpful to remember at least the recent past.
the budget deficit was $29%0 billion and rising.
social conditions were worsening.

When we look toward the
Six and a half
Wages were

surplus.

unemployment averaged more
what

it was like. No

shift int he last six years, fre a

move forward with the fiscal discipline that

to the kind of risk-taking that got

to strengthen
I think

opportunity greater if we take the

Tomorrow I will release a report

need for prescription drug coverage.

coverage of prescription drugs. That's

What
percent of our older Americans lack decent,

that shows a great and growing
the study shows is that 75
dependable private-sector
three out of every four seniors.

Clearly, America needs a prescription drug plan that is simple, universal

and voluntary.
of touch.

Anyone who says we don't I believe is out of date and out

.e0p.gOVRINET@RLNGTWY [ UNKNOWN ]
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As I've described, my plan meets these naticnal priorities, while
paying off the debt by 2015; while investing in America’'s new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing

substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to heln families save
for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern school
So let's be clear about something. We're
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts,
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare,
Ct can afford, not ones that would demand dr
e n, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national
ot ial interest.

Now, these are the risks that are posed by the Republican tax
plan that the House is about to vote on. Let me tell you what their plan
would do. It would pile up $3 trillion in debt over the next two decades,
right when the baby boomers start to retire -- that's what it costs --
right when Social Security and Medicare feel the crunch.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it doesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvency of Medicare, toc provide
the prescription drug benefits and it would reguire significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in sducation, defense,
bicmedical research, the environment and other cri al areas.

If ve Social Security it's not because we can't.
we don't strengthi icare and add the prescription drug benefit, it
not because a f we don't meet these clear national needs, it'
because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choos
reward curselves today by risking cur prosperity tomorrow.

I hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really voting alsoc on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether to
pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years -- something
that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment, more jobs,
higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage payments, car
payments, credit card payments, college loan payments.

They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national

f

priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our people's
lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the Republican
leadership has outlined and the national pricrities of the American people
I hope we can still work “ogmtbur across party lines to save Social
Security and Medicare, to safeguard cur pricrities and have the right kind
of

the wrong kind, of course, I will not sign it.
to become law. And as I said, we now have
six aud a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
ought to stay with it.

As I said, I will work with any member of any party willing to
put first things first. We can have a tax cut and do the right thing for
the long-term in Amexica. That is my commitment, and I hope that together
we can fulfill it for our people.

Thank you very much. Helen.

nt, in U.S. treaty relations, is it obligated to
£ it abandons the one China policy? And would
aid if it pursues separatism?

s : WEli, say, first of all, a lot of those
ques wwerned by the a laticons Act, which we intend to
hono cy is clear: WE faver the cne China policy; we favor the
cres logues. The understanding we have had all along with both
Chin : iwan is that the differences between them would be resclved
peac that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relatiocns
Act we X required to view it with the gravest concern.

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And
we have dispatched people today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can to press that case to all sides. This is something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
trying to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this is,
but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones. The
one China policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the peaceful
approach is right. And neither side, in my judgment, should depart from
any cof those elements.



Q So we would still h - China if it decided

to break away?
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THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I've already said -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that, that we
don't believe there should be any violent attempts to resolve this, and we
would view it very seriously. But I don't believe there will be. I think
that both sides understands what needs to be done.

Terry?

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? &and, further, finally, you i
believe in a ©
that that poli

,oun ed,
that's true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on
Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it, as they did in

working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going beyond that.

if Senator Helms means that ©
:

So I think the important thing is to let -- they need to take the
time necessary to work this out between themselves in a peaceful way. That
is clearly in both their interests. And I'm still not entirely sure,
because I have read things which seem to rescnate both ways on this,
exactly what the Lee statements were entitled -- trying to convey.

But I think that both sides are now quite aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework that
we have followed these last several years, which I might add, has allowed
both places to prosper and to grow, to do better and to have more contacts,
more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, guite a bit more
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would
and not depart from i

is

ot

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon wmission to

THE PRESIDENT: I didn't think this was the best time to do
something which might excite either one side or the other and imply that a
military scluticn is an acceptable alternative. If you really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. and I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one
China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that no one
should contemplate force here.

Randy .

Q Economists have been calling or
vou intend to reappcint Alan Greenspan in
to become mired in election vear politics
next

HE PRESIDENT: I have, as you know, enjoyed a very good
relationship, both persconally and professionally, with Mr. Greenspan. I
think he has done a terrific job. I have no idea whether he would even be
willing to serve another term. I will make the decision in a timely
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in election year politics;
there's no evidence of that.

You heard -- I think the Vice President said yesterday or the day
before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally respeonsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, gc ahead.

indicated he was sending a

I think the Vice Pz s at
& 4 been doling an excellent j

resi
that Chairman Greenspan b

IDENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was doing
agree with him.




Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the
beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about 1it?

(1 Mg

So we have not tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any role
in the timing or substance of release of information. And we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabee, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a chance
to find something else because of the equipment we have here, even though
it's difficult and I'm inclined to believe because of the circumstances
here and because who's involved that we ought to go on a little more. And
I said that I would support it and defend it. &And I think it was the right
decision.

And, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug bensfit,
prescription drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax
cuts at the wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that directiomn.
How do you reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans,
rich older Americans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you
just said this new study will show one in four don't need?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, it's voluntary. And most
wealthy Americans are well taken care of under the present program they
have and won't exercise it. So that's the first point I want to make.

The second thing I would like to say is I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgetten, but in the 1lth hour of the

deficit reduction package negotiations in 19%3, in order to get up to $508
billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did ch
better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken c¢ff. The income cap was
taken off of the Medicare tax, which means virtually every single
upper-income person in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

They are making a net significant contribution today because,
unlike Social Security taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there is
no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. and I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive
program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once you get over
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more into this program over
the course of their life than they could ever draw out if they were sick
every day from the time they're &5 on.

Q Sir, a guestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think make an announcement
about that I am aware of what the Coast P io and wh have
found as of five minutes before I came out mply -- 1 just
donn't think it‘'s appropriate for me -- 1'11 comment on whatever
they want to say, but I think I should leave o talk.

o} Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
would be. But the Congressional Budget Office has now just come cut with a
report saying that even with their tax cuts, almost $800 billion in tax
cuts, they would save about $277 billion over a 10-year pericd, whereby
your program would save only about $50 billion. That's about $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? Aand, you know, people on the Hill
listen to the CBO.

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBO except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients' bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to guestion the CBO, since they ignored the CBO in
the patients' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
u is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying
1t it was a very creative study.



. every single year, our numbers
we have done better than we said we would
six and a half years now.

Our studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades
will cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second
decade, and that -- then an enormous loss to the American people in
interest savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of
our tax money paving interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannot -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement.
And they don't put any new money into the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
e to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other

propose
hospitals 1“ the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as one
f the previocus leaders so eloquent‘y put it -- they can't possi
T ogram without doing serious damag I 'L comment

it deoesn't make any sense to anybody I've talked to about

Q May I just follow up --
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.

Q The CBO estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are more
than twice what you say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: In the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement -- okay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a
Medicare savings figure. And we said, okay, here is cur health informaticn
-- this is what we do in the Executive Branch, we deal with these hospitals
-- hsre are the changes you need to make in the xec4care program to &
that the Republicans and the Democcrat it
agreed on.

Cno, we pu; it in there. happened? And that

surplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the cuts

Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, theilr numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America, every
place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.

So when it comes to estimating Medicare costs, again, we have
evidence. And whenever there’'s been a difference between us and the CBO,
we've been right and they've been wrong. That's all I can tell you. ©No
serious person -- so what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.
what are they going to do about it? Even if you don't have a drug program,
if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do anything to
extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have to have huge cuts.

For them to produce those saving
even fund my defense budget, much less
going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education,
s all their savings assumed that
present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get ou
even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are n
-- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.

Q0
T orh

And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side
mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 1993. And it has served us very
well., And all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get this
country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, keep us moving forward.

Q Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'1l take

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat
and honoring any agreements that had been made to this point, and that any
modifications they made going forward to the benefit of either or both
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sides would have to be done by mutual agreement; that I thought he was
completely committed to resolve all the issues outstanding in the peace
process in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do was to have
this one-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.

Barak's
Pro I was
con the peace
oI out is
something [ s woul > . I about
th o vou have the meeti talk again
ab ad to talk to you. And he said he did. So that's
wh

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; it seems
like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. But in the meantime,
don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the country's
sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each day, and
the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

I don't know. never thought about it. Don't
he conferences we have every day here?

st
Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we find out vou haven't
any?
I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I
Go ahead.
Q Will you be taking any concrete contributions with you to

the Balkan summit on investment next week? And you've said that you would
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as Milosevic is in power.
Will you have any trouble defining that? will that cause any problems in

distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come cut of the meeting
that we're going to have. not be I do not believe we can

and so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in
that direction. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things the
United States can do to help to contribute to that goal. And because of
all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a very
busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to sit
down and go through what our options are, so I can't give you a more
specific answer.

But I will say this -- if what we have done in Bosnia, and what
we have done in Kosovo, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Europe. And that is what I am working on.

And what was the second gquestion you asked?

Q Cn the humanitarian aid, how will
There may be , there may be
i rather narrow
that we should, reward Mr.
doing things which are not humanitarian in
nature. But based on the v11tua1 daily reports I get about where we all
are on this and where we are operating in Kosovo, I now no longer expect
them to be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big difference of
opinion.

Yes, go ahead, John.

Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be on
the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even if it means
sacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay for servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should
r our service persconnel because we now are getti

ifs}
in recruitment. You know, we've really been --
increased deployments and the low pay all comb

v
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Now, the Congress every vear puts other things into the defense
budget which are not pricorities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without
compromising the basic priorities of our national defense within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight to do. I think it would be a
mistake to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to
our naticnal defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can be

preserved.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently, with
George W. Bush and his slogan of "compassionate conservatism."” But you

beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy, and
med to ridicule his si guestion his sincerity. HWere you
trying to help Mr. were you taking the opportunity

£o just needle ti candidate?

No, I was just having a little ghter.
You know, time -- if we don't have any laughs it's going to
be a very i uggle between now and November of 2000.

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a
phrase or scmething that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying te
do. So I was really just having a little fun.

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
positions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not inveolved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not invelved in any sort of
full-time consulting role. {Laughter.) Sc¢ I lock at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what will
change the lives of America.

a s 2, are you

e House Republican tax plan, or

]
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do you favor our plan on Social Security and saving Social Security and
Medicare and making America debt-free and having a smaller tax cut that
enables us to continue to fund education and defense and these other
things? what are you going to do if you get elected?

To me, the best thing the Vice President has done is to talk
about dramatically intensifying the war on cancer, making pre-school
universal, increasing access to college by helping people save without tax
consequences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build
on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

So I would say to sveryone -
want, but tell us where you stand. I

Susan?

2 My. President --

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'll come over here. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give you -- (laughter) --

Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA

Today-CNN poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
percent. But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
Americans said they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration
policies -- not a continuvation of them. What do you think accounts for
that sentiment for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?

ENT: I think what that means
want & change in policy. I

L
and you worded it in th
t -- my own view is tha
i are changing, you should want con e
But is change -- the guestion is, should we change in a way that builds on

what hasg been done and goes beyond it -- which is what I would argue --
or should you change and go back to the policies we were following when we
had $290-billicn deficits and we averaged over 7 percent unemployment for
12 years. I mean, I think that's really the question the American people
have to ask themselves.



I think change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So I
would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said, vote
for me and I'11 keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton did
is exactly what I'11 do. I would vote against that candidate, because I do
not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond i: and not adopt a Pmoletely
different approach which has been pro 11 I want the
American people to do is

ore, think what

it's like now, recognize have conseguences. And
the American people usual s why we're all still arocund
here after more than 200

Q ~- {inaudible.}

THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q ~- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?

THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what

the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here's
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm going
to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've done,
but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very --
that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

wha
Y
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American people have to decide is what kind of change do
nt to build on what has worked for the last six and a

ant to abandon it and go back to what failed them
. That will be the decision they have to make.

Do U
or d
-

Yes, go ahead.

Q in your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister Ehud
Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with Syria.
Now, have you received any response, positive response or indication from
Syria towards that? And, on Iran, can you share with us the
administration's views of -- events and administrations in Iran? Thank
you.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have besen coming out of
Syria have been qguite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Agsad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm

encouraged by that.

nd on Iran, frankly, I'm reluct to say anything for fear that
it will in a way that’s not helpful to the forces of openness and
reform. I think that people everywhere, particularly younger people, hope
that they will be able to pursue their religious convictions and their
personal dreams in an atmosphere of greater freedom, that still allows them
to be deeply loyal to their nation. And I think the Iranian people
obviously love their country and are proud of its history and have
enormous
potential. And I just hope they find a way to work through all this, and

I believe they will.

o] 44

Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems like
that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people who
already are lucky enough to have health insurance. And, in fact, neither
party dealt with some very fundamental issucb that energized you and ;h
First Lady five and s € is, with such
omy and the bud and if not

o
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jus 1293 and 199 the
have health insurance con the job is going down,

id it would, if nothing was done. Sc what we have tried to do
is to isclate discrete populations that seem to be most in need and try to

offer them help.

In the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, we reached bipartisan
agreement on a proposal that would fund providing health insurance for up
tc 5 million more children through state-designed programs. Now, I've been
a little disappeinted -- and I'm not being critical of any of the states,
either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the uptake on the
program has been a little slow. That is, I would have thought by now we'd
have almeost 3 million of those 5 willion children enrolled already,
because



we've got the money there, and we're well behind that.

So we are looking at whether there are things that we can do at
he national level to work with the states to simplify access to the
hildren's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes that
for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the program and
take in several million more children. So the children are the biggest

group.

QO cr

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I want to reiterate it,
that would allow the most vulnerable group of people without health
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that is quite important.

In addition to that, ¢
states -- Tennessee was the firs
governor -- they started it -- w
families to buy into their Medic

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce
the number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
single people who believe that they're going to live forever and be healthy
forever and don't want to bear the cost. And we'll have to think about,
then, what to do.

But I think the best thing to do is try to get as many kids as we
can covered, and then try to get these people who are out of the work force
who are older, but they're not old encugh to get Medicare, to get them at
least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy into the Medicare
program.

Go ahead, Scott.

Q Than egident. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir, will
vou authorize the N ipate in a burial at sea ceremony? Why do
you believe it's iu end so many federal resources on this
tragedy? And, fina wonder 1f you would give us your thoughts on
Mr. Kennedy's last the White House. I understand you and the
First Lady took him

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no

cfficial word, personal word from the family what burial arrangements
they want. Until they make a statement about it, I just don't feel that I
can say anvthing.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the
recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that were
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed
in this if they had a few more days, and because of the role of the Kennedy
family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses that they

have sustained in our lifet} thought
a few more days. And ' st
not at £ I am

r oat
ider the

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back
to the White House since his fathey was killed, until I became President.
First, he was on an advisory committee that made a report to me and he came
back to the Oval Office, where he saw the desk that he took the famous
picture in, coming through the gate, for the first time since he was a
little boy.

And then last year -- maybe you would have a better memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollo program. Do
you remember they did a series on the space program that was done after the
movie came cub? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of people came. And he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. and he
and Carolyn came. And afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. 1
residence, e'd not seen

rs and showed him the

thought were very
a very nice evening. And I sent hinm
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he sent me a signed copy of his
favorite picture of his father, which is now upstairs. It's John Kennedy
campaigning in Virginia, in Charlottesville in 1960. It's gquite a lovely



picture -- interesting picture.

But it was a nice night. I think that he really wanted to kind
of come to terms with all of it. And I think he and Carolyn, they were
delightful young people, and they had a great time here that night. And

Hillary and I loved having them here. It was quite a great night.
G To just £ollow on that, sir, just one guestion, 1if I may.
there apy;ﬁ ng that Mr. Kennedy said to you that night that particulariy

THE PRESIDENT We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years ago when he was
a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Kantor's law firm

out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and before I
every thought we'd have any other contacts. He just happened to be --
Mickey asked me if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA to give
an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he was there.
And we had been together on many occasions since then.

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. And I think he -- he was a very deliberate person, as
many people have noticed, about when he would be publicly exposed and all
of that. He had his mother's care for having a priwvate life. And I think
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
to the White House before he did. But especially in light of everything
that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance to come back her
and see the residence and know where he was when he a i

glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened
Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, please.
o] On Celombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the

United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. Is your administration ready to respond to that request? And,
also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. BAre you considering this possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in Qctober. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What
are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and the United States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

Cn Colombia, I'm not prepared to make any kind of dollar
Tar
let

commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown himself
inte trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the insurgency.
The people in the United States have a real interest in that because I
think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an end, it is
going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities of the

arco-traffickers there, and their reach.

So, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin
america to be free of the kind of violence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is also very much in
our national security interest to do what we can, if we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict so that Colombia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that would
be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

sidential race. Aside from
e bpeclf;cc Oon rhe issues that

Another guestion about
Bush to come forward
tell us what
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Q You don't think he can?

THE PRESIDENT: No, no, I don't think I'll answer those
questions. {Laughter.) I will say -- no, lock, let me say again, I
wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first answer.

Wwhen I ran for President, in 19281, the first thing I did was tell
the American people what I thought was going on in our country and what I
would do. And if you remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very
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And my view 18 that there are a z H
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- tha
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a reole in it, and crises wi
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

things

L go

=]

11

So that's the only point I want to make. And I think any -- I
would say that applies to every candidate. I don't want to answer the
questions you ask me because that's not my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.

My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
questions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every political
question you asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm living
back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential libra
I'm sitting here as a voter sayving, where do they stand, what will
-- all of them. &and I do believe the Vice President has ¥
of telling the American people what he would do and -- to

Susan's formulation -- how he would change the country in

b

George .

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
President KXennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in your
view, is the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting by a
President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of landing
on Mars?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I

think -- for one thing, when I became President, the space program was
actually in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at ri

I have fought for it and I believe in it. And one of the
Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michasl C
day, and we talked about where we could
ere, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. e
talked about how we could use vium
the First Lady sponsored all thes he And I tcld
out Stephen Hawking's lecture and wha And we talked

terday about how we could set some goals for the space program, capture
agination of the American people and broaden the support for it.

2and one of the things that I suggested that I think would be
gquite helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to
dramatize for the American people -- you mentioned Mars, but I think what
is more likely to capture the imagination of the American people are the
benefits to us here on Earth of continued advances in space. And some of
them, particularly in the health field, are likely to be breath-taking.
They're principally in the area of the environment and health.

So I asked our pecople to start working on that and they said they
would be willing to help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day
for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They also gave me a

moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. (Laughter.) And the moon rock
ig 3.6 killicn years old. So when I feel wvery tired, 11 look at it and
feel young again. {Laughter.)

Yes, go We had an Irish question first, I promised. Go
ahead, what's the guestion?

Q Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?

Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway with
Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been made on
the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the other on it?

THE PRESIDENT: Okay. Why don't we take both Irish questions at
once. What's your Irish question?

Q Last week, you seemed to kind of get fired up when you were
talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the peliticians in
Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do you feel, after
all the work that you've done on this project, that perhaps it was

spl 31 pushed in a place more like Africa,
e I from ethnic strife, instead of
o

Q And if
do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?

I can have a third Irish question, what role, if any,



THE PRESIDENT: ©Okay, let me answer the Irish questions, then
I'11 come back to the "should we have done something else."

I've talked to Senator Mitchell, and he is willing to spend some
time -- he can't go back full-time for another year or two, but I'd like to
put this in some -- at least I'd like to tell you how I look at it.

Obviously, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it’'s important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Gocd Friday Agreement. And that's very important. 1L‘< a1<o

important to note that everybody on what theil re
and what the other side's responsi ies are, and
it all o be done by a date ¢

they have agreed to break o
the decoms sioning and the standing up to the execut gure
cut how they can unlock that, and Mc Mowlam, as you pointed out, is working
hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do some
work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resolved.

Two

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the cutsiders -- I told the parties that to the outsiders --
no one, none of us ocutside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will understand if this thing breaks down cover who goes
first; that that did sound like the kind of argument that young people
have, you know -- who goes first.

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are

afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agr
not require decommissicning as a condition of getting into the ex
branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives
that it wasn't the vote of the people, it wasn't the Good Friday
was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force them to give
armg that got them to disarm. They believe that would, in effect
them to disavow what they've done for 30 vears.

And what they're saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people veted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. S¢o when you put
it in that textured way on both sides, it makes it clear why it becomes a
difficult issue. And I can‘'t think of anybody better to try to work
through it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out.

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced our energies.

I don't think sc. We have -- for one thing, we don't
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for
bigger ethnic greoup in America than th a
emotion to the Irvish struggle

o peyond the size of
; if it can be resolved, I
i1l give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
a

also think that 1t has enormous ]
and the number who have died. And

I don't believe for a moment we made mistake.
But let me alsc say I think we should be more involved in Africa

nd I've tried to involve us more in Africa. I did everything I could to
head off that civil war between Ethiopia and Eritrea. It's not a civil
war, they are two separate countries, but they once were together and
they're basically now arguing over the divorce settlement. And I don't
mean to trivialize it in that characterization. BAnd we are still actively
invelved in trying to stop that.

Reverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the
awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for Lbat We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria te
region. We are training African wilitaries and
PQYDQ so that we can, hopefully, prevent £
nited States should be more involved

And, of course, the announcement that the Vice President made on
our behalf the other day of our new AIDS initiative in some ways may be the
most important thing we can do to save lives there.

S0 I agree that we should be more involved. But I don't agree
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. 1I'm proud of every late-night
phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go ahead.

Q -~ can I ask about you --
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don’'t want to talk about me.

Q Oh, come on.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. 211 right, one more.

Q Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
development, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support --
africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are

Afro-Latinc. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House, that
is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder if you would tell the
people of the United States what you are going to plan for that big
celebration?

And another thing, Mr. President -- I am disgusted with you --
you have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the
trade promotional coordinating committee that has been carried out in the
last year -- are the participants in the prospective of this economy. Why
don't vou speak about the success € i that wvou
-~ you talk about a lot of things T good
America and the world

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that arve good for
America don't make good news for them, you see

Q aAnd I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- ({(laughter) -- a follow-up?
(Laughter.) Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, is that

good.

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday of the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides
with the first year of the new century and the millennium. So we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want others who deserve
more credit than I do to be able to do that. But it will be a signal honor

oy us to be living here in that year, and we'll be able to do a lot -- and
hope we'll have even more American citizens ceming to the white House
t

next year to be a part of it.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot of guts.
(Laughter.) If this is a follow up, I'll give you another question.
{Laughter.}

Q Sir, you've stressed that you have plenty to do, and yet for
some time, your pelitical career has enjoyed the benefits of support from
two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady -- two

people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those two people in terms of political
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
you'll balance that assistance against your job as President, and finally,
how you personally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.
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ili de to do, .1
b Ul I can be helpful, I i be. T the best
thi can d anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don't mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I
find myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read
what you all say about it -- but I don't feel myself winding down, I feel
myself keying up. I want to do more. I want to try to make sure that I
give the American pecple as much as I can every day. So I've got plenty of
energy and I'll do whatever I'm asked to do.

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he's had far more responsibility and gotten more done than
any Vice President in history. Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I
know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what her he has
v friendship and my support. But I alsc think that it’ blessing,
you say, because people want to see any Vice President ¢ on his
f you go back and look at where Richard Nixon was in 195%, you will
see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a rhythmic process.

n
O ¢

0

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing
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toc do with the guestions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's
a good man with a good record, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. And I
think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- if she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful I
will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job. I
have never known anybody who didn't run for office who was a more
effective, more consistently committed, completely passicnate public
citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they it, that's a decision for them toc make
and they have to deal with tl i she's trying to deal with that, vou
know, the whole quest i here.

W

Q

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. And she said,
I want to go to New York -- in, like, '23. This is just something that
happened later. So I'll be dividing my time between home -- I'm going to
go home and build my library and build my center -- I'll divide wy time
between there and New York, whatever she does about this Senate race.

But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it
would be a great thing for the country -- not only because of what I owe
her, because she just -- what she knows and how she's lived and what she's
done. I mean, it's very unusual to find somebody like that who has that
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place. I
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

and
offstage, or do you at
me office again? Or are you will

ele

shi
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Le con

want Lo run

ing
this afternoa you will never again run for ctiv
THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. (Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- you can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. 1 have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though

I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets
LwWo

terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with his
life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

£
there will be some way I can do that. And I
about it. I mean, it's a new challenge. I
different
way and do a different way.

m, frankly, kind of ex
1 have to think in a

Will I miss a lot of the things about this job? Yes. 1I'll even
miss all of you, believe it or not. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been good for our people and
for our country and I think for the world.

And, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And

e take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of
wishing ti thms were sometl other than
the way works Ang, ., I'm way
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary
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July 21, 1999

PRESS CONFERENCE BY THE PRESIDENT

The East Room

THE PRESIDENT: Good afternoon.

Q Mr. President, you don't know it, but there is such a
bright light on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
appear. (Laughter.)

Let me say, ladies and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
statement, but before I make that and take guestions, I'd like to say
that, as you might imagine, I have been briefed on this morning's
developments in the search off Martha's Vineyard. Again, let me commend
the Coast Guard and all the officials at the local, state and national
level for the fine work they have done under extremely difficult
circumstances.

Again, I think we should keep our thoughts with the families as
events unfold, and my thoughts and prayers are with them.

Today I want to make a brief statement about the choice we face
here in Washington and in our country about how best to move forward into
the new century and what to do with the surplus. When we look toward the
future, it is helpful to remember at least the recent past. Six and a
half years ago, the budget deficit was $290 billion and rising. Wages
were stagnant, inequality was growing, social conditions were worsening.

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. ‘'t 's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No
one really thought we could turn it around, let alone bring unemployment
to a 2%9-year low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt
of our country was quadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $99
billion.

Our nation has made a seismic shift in the last six years, from



recession to recovery, from a crisis of confidence to a renewal of
resolve, from economic disorder to a fiscal house finally in order. Now
as we debate what to do with our prosperity, we face a critical choice --
whether to move forward with the fiscal discipline that got us to where we
are today, or return to the kind of risk-taking that got us into
recessions and deficits before.

We must decide whether to invest the surplus, to strengthen
Aamerica over the long-term, or to squander it for the short-term. I think
the right course is clear. BAnd a bigger surplus only means that the
mistake could be bigger, and the missed opportunity greater if we take the
wrong course.

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first. I
believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in education,
defense, the environment, biomedical research.

Tomorrow I will release a report that shows a great and growing
need for prescription drug coverage. What the study shows is that 75
percent of ocur older Americans lack decent, dependable private-sector
coverage of prescription drugs. That's three out of every four seniors.
Clearly, America needs a prescription drug plan that is simple, universal
and voluntary. Anyone who says we don't I believe is out of date and out

of touch.

As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 2015; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families
save for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern
schools.

So let's be clear about something. We're not debating whether to
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts, but tax cuts that provide
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare, not undermine them; tax
cuts we can afford, not ones that would demand drastic cuts in defense,
education, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national
interest, not special interest.

Now, these are the risks that are posed by the Republican tax plan
that the House is about to vote on. Let me tell you what their plan would
do. It would pile up $3 trillion in debt over the next two decades, right
when the baby boomers start to retire -- that's what it costs -- right
when Social Security and Medicare feel the crunch.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it doesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvegquire significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in education, defense,
biomedical research, the environment and other critical areas.

If we don't save Social Security it's not because we can't. If we
don't strengthen Medicare and add the prescription drug benefit, it's not
because we can't. If we don't meet these clear national needs, it's

because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choose to
reward ourselves today by risking our prosperity tomorrow.

I hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really voting also on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether
to pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years --
something that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment,
more jobs, higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage
payments, car payments, credit card payments, college loan payments.
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They're voting whether to meet Our mOSL Dressing n
priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our
people's lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the
Republican leadership has outlined and the national priorities of the
American people. I hope we can still work together across party lines to
save Social Security and Medicare, to safeguard our priorities and have
the right kind of tax cut.

If Congress passes the wrong kind, of course, I will not sign it.
I will not allow a risky plan to become law. 2And as I said, we now have
six and a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
ocught to stay with it.

As I said, I will work with any member of any party willing to put
first things first. We can have a tax cut and do the right thing for the
long-term in America. That is my commitment, and I hope that together we
can fulfill it for our people.

Thank you very much. Helen.

Q Mr. President, in U.S. treaty relations, is it obligated
to defend Taiwan militarily if it abandons the one China policy? And
would the U.S. continue military aid if it pursues separatism?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say, first of all, a lot of those
questions are governed by the Talwan Relations Act, which we intend to
honor. Our policy is clear: We faver the one China policy; we favor the
cross-strait dialogues. The understanding we have had ! along with both
China and Taiwan is that the differences between them would be resolved
peacefully. If that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relations
Act we would be required to view 1t with the gravest concern.

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And
we have dispatched people today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can to press that case to all sides. This is something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
trying to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this
is, but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones.
The one China policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the
peaceful approach is right. And neither side, in my judgment, should
depart from any of those elements.

Q So we would still have to go to war with China if
it decided to break away?

THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I've already said -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that, that we
don't believe there should be any violent attempts to resclve this, and we
would view it very seriously. But I don't believe there will be. I think
that both sides understands what needs to be done.

Terry?

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in tryving to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? 2And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, vyou said that vyou still
believe in a one China policy. How do you address Senator Helms'
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criticism that that policy is "a puzzling fiction"?
THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think it's a puzzling fiction. But
if Senator Helms means that today they're not, in fact, unified, then

that's true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on



Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it, as they did in
working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going beyond that.

So I think the important thing is to let -- they need to take the
time necessary to work this out between themselves in a peaceful way.

That is clearly in both their interests. And I'm still not entirely sure,
because I have read things which seem to resonate both ways on this,
exactly what the Lee statements were entitled -- trying to convey.

But I think that both sides are now gulte aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue theilr destinies within the framework
that we have followed these last several yvears, which I might add, has
allowed both places to prosper and to grow, to do better and to have more
contacts, more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, guite a bit more
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would stay with what is working
and not depart from it.

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon mission
to assess the --

THE PRESIDENT: I didn't think this was the best time to do
something which might excite either one side or the other and imply that a
military solution is an acceptable alternative. TIf vou really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. and I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one
China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that no one
should contemplate force here.

Randy.

Q Economists have been calling on you to indicate now
whether you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order to avoid having
the issue to become mired in election vear politics and upsetting
financial markets next year. Would you like to see the Chairman stay on,
and has he given you any indication of his plans?

THE PRESIDENT: I have, as you know, enjoved a very good

relationship, both persconally and professicnally, with Mr eenspan. I
think he has done a terrific job. I have no idea whether he would even be
willing to serve another term. I will make the decision in a timely
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in election year
politics; there's no evidence of that.

You heard -- I think the Vice President said yesterday or the day

before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, go ahead.

Q -- I think the Vice President indicated he was sending a
signal by saying that Chairman Greenspan had been doing an excellent job.
Do you endorse that interpretation?

THE PRESIDENT: I don‘t know, all I know is he said he was doing a

great job, and I agree with him.
Go ahead.

Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the
beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about it?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that -- I am unaware of any role we



have played in the decision-making of the release of information, except,
let me say that today a lot of things are breaking in a hurry, and I
believe there are some decisions that ought to be announced by the Kennedy
family, and others that ought to be properly announced by either the Coast
Guard or the NTSB.

Sc we have not tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any role
in the timing or substance of release of information. And we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabee, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a
chance to find something else because of the equipment we have here, even
though it's difficult and I'm inclined to believe because of the
circumstances here and because who's involved that we ought to go on a
little more. And I said that I would support it and defend it. And I
think it was the right decision.

0] Mr. President, if you'll allow me to ask about two
different topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting
reports about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been
recovered. I understand that based upon the answer you just gave, that
might not be a question that you'd want to address, but, perhaps, given
the fact that there is this conflicting information you could answer that
question.

And, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit, prescription
drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax cuts at the
wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that direction. How do you
reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans, rich older
Rmericans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you just said
this new study will show one in four don't need?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, it's voluntary. &And most
wealthy Americans are well taken care of under the present program they
have and won't exercise it. So that's the first point I want to make.

The second thing I would like to say is I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 11th hour of
the deficit reduction package negotiations in 1993, in order to get up to
$500 billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did
much better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken off. The income cap
was taken off of the Medicare tax, which means virtually every single
upper-income person in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

They are making a net significant contribution today because,

unlike Sccial Securityv taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there
is no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. And I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive

program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once you get over
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more into this program over
the course of their life than they could ever draw out if they were sick
every day from the time they're 65 on.

Q Sir, a guestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they
have found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I
just don't think 1it's appropriate for me -- I'1l be glad to comment on

whatever they want to say, but I think I should leave it for them to talk.

Q Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
would be. But the Congressional Budget Office has now just come out with
a report sayving that even with their tax cuts, almost $800 billion in tax
cuts, they would save about $277 billion over a 10-year period, whereby
your program would save only about $50 billion. That's about $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? 2and, you know, people on the Hill



listen to the CBO.

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBO except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients' bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to question the CBO, since they ignored the CBO in
the patients' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
vou is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying
that it was a very creative study.

Let me just say this: You have six and a half years of experience
with the numbers we have given you and the estimates we have made. 2And
every single year, our numbers have not only been accurate, but we have
done better than we said we would do -- every single year, for six and
a half years now.

Our studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades will
cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second decade,
and that -- then an enormous loss to the American people in interest
savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of our tax
money paying interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannct -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement. And
they don't put any new money into the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
hospitals in the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as cone
of the previous leaders so eloguently put it -- they can't possibly
finance this tax program without doing serious damage. I can't comment on
the CBO study, but it doesn't make any sense to anybody I've talked to
about it.

Q May I just follow up --
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.

Q The CBO estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are
more than twice what vou say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: In the 19387 Balanced Budget Agreement -- okay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a
Medicare savings figure. And we said, okay, here is our health
information -- this is what we do in the Executive Branch, we deal with
these hospitals -- here are the changes you need to make in the Medicare
program to achieve the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in
Congress and the White House agreed on.

And the CBO said, no, no, no, no, that won't come close; you need
these changes plus these changes. And we said, okay, we're following the
CBO, we put i1t in there. What happened? aAnd that's one of the reasons
the surplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- > cuts in
Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, their numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America,
every place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.

So when it comes to estimating Medicare costs, again, we have
evidence. And whenever there's been a difference between us and the CBO,
we've been right and they've been wrong. That's all I can tell you. No
serious person -- so what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.
What are they going to do about it? Even if you don't have a drug
program, if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do
anything to extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have to have
huge cuts.



For them to produce those savings they are going to -- they can't
even fund my defense budget, much less the one they say they want.
They're going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education, cuts in the
environment. That's all their savings assumed that they're going to stay
with the present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get

out of even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are
not -- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.
And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side

mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 1993. And it has served us very
well. And all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get
this country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, keep us moving forward.

Q Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'11 take
you, Sarah.

o} Sir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this
morning, did you ask him to take any specific steps to advance what you
believe is new momentum toward peace, and did you discuss with him his
complaints yesterday that he found Prime Minister Barak's 15-month
timetable unacceptable?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat
and honoring any agreements that had been made to this point, and that any
modifications they made going forward to the benefit of either or both
sides would have to be done by mutual agreement; that I thought he was
completely committed to resolve all the issues ocutstanding in the peace
process in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do was to have
this one-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.

So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's
proposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. 2and I think he felt good about
that. 2And I did say, after you have the meeting, if you want to talk
again about this -- I'll be glad to talk to you. And he said he did. So
that's where we are.

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; it seems
like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. But in the
meantime, don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the
country's sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each
day, and the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
you have a list of the conferences we have every day here?

Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we find out you haven't
any? ‘

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I will consider that

Go ahead.

o] Will you be taking any concrete contributions with you to
the Balkan summit on investment next week? 2And you'wve said that you would
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as Mileosevic is in



power. Will you have any trouble defining that? Will that cause any
problems in distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come out of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can
achieve the future we want in the Balkans and avoid future ethnic
conflicts unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan
states closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and
then brings the region as a whole closer to Europe.

Bnd so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in
that direction. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things
the United States can do to help to contribute to that goal. 2And because
of all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a
very busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to
sit down and go through what our options are, so I can't give you a more
specific answer.

But I will say this -- if what we have done in Bosnia, and what we
have done in Kosovo, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Europe. And that is what I am working on.

and what was the second question you asked?
o] On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow
view of it because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political control by doing things which are not humanitarian
in nature. But based on the virtual daily reports I get about where we
all are on this and where we are operating in Kosovo, I now no longer
expect them to be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big
difference of opinion.

Yes, go ahead, John.

Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be
on the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even 1if it means
gacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay for servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should sacrifice the pay
for our service personnel because we now are getting back in the ball game
in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard
for us to both recruit and retain people. And the people are still the
most important part of our military -- their guality and their training
and their morale and their commitment and the condition of their
families. So I don't think that.

Now, the Congress every year puts other things into the defense
budget which are not priorities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without
compromising the basic priorities of our national defense within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight to do. I think it would be a
mistake to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to
our national defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can
be preserved.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently,
with George W. Bush and his slogan of "compassionate conservatism." But
you went beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy,
and seemed to ridicule his slogan and even guestion his sincerity. Were
you just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were you taking the
opportunity maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?



THE PRESIDENT: No, I was just havin
You know, that's a long time -- if we don't
be a very tedious struggle between now and Novembe

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a
phrase or something that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying
to do. So I was really just having a little fun.

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
positions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not involved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not involved in any sort
of full-time consulting role. (Laughter.) So I look at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what
will change the lives of America.

For example, every candidate should tell us, are you for the
patients' bill of rights are you for closing the gun show loophole; are
you for raising the minimum wage; are you for the House Republican tax
plan, or do you favor our plan on Social Security and saving Social
Security and Medicare and making America debt-free and having a smaller
tax cut that enables us to continue to fund education and defense and
these other things? What are you going to do if you get elected?

To me, the best thing the Vice President has done is to talk about
dramatically intensifying the war on cancer, making pre-school universal,
increasing access to college by helping people save without tax
consequences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build
on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

3o I would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that's the most important
thing.

Susan?

Q Mr. President --

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'1l1 come over here. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give you -- {(laughter) --

Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA

Today-CNN poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
percent. But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
Americans said they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration
policies -- not a continuation of them. What do you think accounts for
that sentiment for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?

THE PRESIDENT: I think what that means people think things are
going well, but they want a change in policy. I think that's right. If
you asked me that question, and you worded it in that way, I'd be in the
50 percent, because I think that -- my own view is that, particularly in a
dynamic time, where things are changing, you should want continued
change. But is change -- the question is, should we change in a way that
builds on what has been done and goes beyond it -- which is what I would
argue -- or should you change and go back to the policies we were
following when we had $290-billion deficits and we averaged over 7 percent
unemployment for 12 years. I mean, I think that's really the guestion the
Bmerican people have to ask themselves.

I think change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So
I would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said,
vote for me and I'll keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton



did is exactly what I'1l do. I would vote against that candidate, because
I do not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely
different approach which has been proven not to work. So all I want the
American people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
it's like now, recognize that ideas and policies have conscguen
the American people usually get it right; that's why w i
around here after more than 200 years.

Q -- {inaudible.)
THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?

THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here's
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm
going to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've
done, but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very
-~ that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

What the American people have to decide is what kind of change do
they want. Do they want to build on what has worked for the last six and
a half years, or do they want to abandon it and go back to what failed
them for 12 years before. That will be the decision they have to make.

Yes, go ahead.

Q In your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister
Ehud Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with
Syria. ©Now, have you received any response, positive response or
indication from Syria towards that? And, on Iran, can you share with us
the administration's views of -- events and administrations in Iran?
Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been gquite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm
encouraged by that.

And on Iran, frankly, I'm reluctant to say anything for fear that
it will be used in a way that's not helpful to the forces of openness and
reform. I think that people everywhere, particularly younger people, hope
that they will be able to pursue their religicus convictions and their
personal dreams in an atmosphere of greater freedom, that still allows
them to be deeply loyal to their nation. And I think the Iranian people
obviously love their country and are proud of its history and have
enormous potential. And I just hope they find a way to work through all
this, and I believe they will.

Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems
like that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people
who already are lucky enough to have health insurance. And, in fact,
neither party dealt with some very fundamental issues that energized you
and the First Lady five and six years ago. The gquestion is, with such a
robust economy and the budget surpluses, if not now, when, and if not vyou,
who, would provide the leadership to provide for those folks?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but I think the bigger guestion is how. That
is, it is true that just as we've predicted in 1993 and 1994, that the
percentage of people who have health insurance on the job is going down,
just as we said it would, if nothing was done. So what we have tried to
do is to isclate discrete populations that seem to be most in need and try



to offer them help.

In the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, we reached bipartisan
agreement on a proposal that would fund providing health insurance for up
to 5 million more children through state-designed programs. Now, I've
been a little disappointed -- and I'm not being critical of any of the
states, either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the
uptake on the program has been a little slow. That is, I would have
thought by now we'd have almost 3 million of those 5 million children
enrolled already, because we've got the money there, and we're well behind
that.

So we are loocking at whether there are things that we can do at
the naticnal level to work with the states to simplify access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes
that for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the
program and take in several million more children. So the children are
the biggest group.

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I want to reiterate it,
that would allow the most wvulnerable group of people without health
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that is quite important.

In addition to that, there are a lot of states -- there are some
states -- Tennessee was the first state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working

families to buy into their Medicaid programs on a sliding scale.

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce the
number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
single people who believe that they're going to live forever and be
healthy forever and don't want to bear the cost. And we'll have to think
about, then, what to do.

But I think the best thing to do is try to get as many kids as we
can covered, and then try to get these people who are out of the work
force who are older, but they're not old enough to get Medicare, to get
them at least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy into the
Medicare program.

Go ahead, Scott.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir,
will you authorize the Navy to participate in a burial at sea ceremony?
Why do you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on
this tragedy? &and, finally, sir, I wonder if you would give us your
thoughts on Mr. Kennedy's last visit here to the White House. I
understand you and the First Lady took him on a tour.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no
official word, personal word from the family what burial
arrangements they want. Until they make a statement about it, I just
don't feel that I can say anything.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the
recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that were
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed
in this 1f they had a few wmore days, and because of the role of the
Kennedy family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses
that they have sustained in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to
give them a few more days. And if anyone believes that was wrong, the



Cost Guard is not at fault; I am. It was because I thought it was the
right thing to do under the circumstances.

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back to
the White House since his father was killed, until I became President.
First, he was on an advisory committee that made a report to me and he
came back to the Oval Office, where he saw the desk that he took the
famous picture in, coming through the gate, for the first time since he
was a little boy.

And then last year -- maybe you would have a better memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollo program. Do
you remember they did a series on the space program that was done after
the movie came out? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of people came. And he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. And
he and Carolyn came. BAnd afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. So I took him upstairs and showed him the
residence, which he'd not seen since he was a tiny boy.

And I showed him some of my -- the memorabilia that I had from his
father's service. I have a picture of his father speaking to the Irish
Parliament, and a number of other things which he thought were very

interesting. And we took a -- we had a very nice evening. 2and I sent him
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he sent me a signed copy of
his favorite picture of his father, : is 1 :

Kennedy campaigning in Virginia, in i

lovely picture -- interesting picture.

But it was a nice night. I think that he really wanted to kind of
come to terms with all of it. 2And I think he and Carolyn, they were
delightful voung people, and they had a great time here that night. And
Hillary and I loved having them here. It was guite a great night.

Q To just follow on that, sir, just one question, if I
may. Is there anything that Mr. Kennedy said to you that night that
particularly struck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years ago when he
was a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Kantor's

law firm out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and
before I ever thought we'd have any other cocntacts. He just happened to
be -- Mickey asked me if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA
to give an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he
was there. And we had been together on many occasions since then.

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. BAnd I think he -- he was a very deliberate person, as
many people have noticed, about when he would be publicly exposed and all
of that. He had his mother’'s care for having a private life. And I think
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
to the White House before he did. But especially in light of everything
that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance tc come back here one more
time and see the residence and know where he was when he was a little
boy. I'm glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened.

Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, please.

Q On Colombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. Is your administration ready to respond to that request?
And, also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are you considering this possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in October. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What
are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?



THE PRESIDENT: Well, vyou know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and the United States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

On Colombia, I'm not prepared to make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown
himself into trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the
insurgency. The people in the United States have a real interest in that
because I think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an
end, it 1s going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities
of the narcec-traffickers there, and their reach.

So, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin
America to be free of the kind of viclence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is also very much in
our national security interest to do what we can, 1if we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict so that Colombia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that
would be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

Q Another question about the presidential race. Aside from
asking George W. Bush to come forward and give specifics on the issues
that you mentioned, could you tell us what you find objectionable about
his trying to present a new moderate face for his party, just like you did
for the Democrats? And could you tell us whether you're worried whether
he will figure out how the Republicans can occupy the center of American
politics?

THE PRESIDENT: No.
2 vou don't think he can?

THE PRESIDENT: No, no, I don't think I'1l1 answer those
guestions. (Laughter.) I will say -- no, look, let me say again, I
wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first
answer.

When I ran for President, in 1991, the first thing I did was tell
the American people what I thought was going on in our country and what I
would do. And if you remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very
detailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get one of those
plans now, you'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.

And my view is that there are a lot of things that count in a
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

So that's the only point I want to make. And I think any -- I
would say that applies to every candidate. I don't want to answer the
guestions you ask me because that's not my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.
My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
questions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every
political guestion you asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm
living back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential
library and I'm sitting here as a voter savying, where do th y stand, what
will they do -- all of them. And I do believe the Vice President has done
the best job of telling the American people what he would do and -- to go
back to Susan’'s formulation -- how he would change the country in a
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positive way.
George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
President Kennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in
your view, is the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting
by a President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of
landing on Mars?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I
think -- for cne thing, when I pbecame President, the space program was
actually in peril. 2and we -- the space station was certainly at risk.

And I have fought for it and I believe in it. And one of the things T
talked to -- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in to
see me yesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And
Dan Goldin was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, ny
Science Advisor. And we talked about how we could use the coming of the
millennium as -- you know, the First Lady sponsored all these other
lectures here. And I told him about Stephen Hawking's lecture and what he
said. &And we talked yesterday about how we could set some goals for the
space program, capture the imagination of the American people and broaden
the support for it.

And one of the things that I suggested that I think would be quite
helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to dramatize for
the American people -- you mentioned Mars, but I think what is more likely
to capture the imagination of the American people are the benefits to us
here on Earth of continued advances in space. And some of them,
particularly in the health field, are likely to be breath-taking. They're
principally in the area of the environment and health.

So I asked our people to start working on that and they said they
would be willing to help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day
for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They also gave me
a moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. (Laughter.) And the moon
rock is 3.6 billion years old. So when I feel very tired, I'll look at it
and feel young again. (Laughter.)

Yes, go ahead. We had an Irish guestion first, I promised. Go
ahead, what's the Irish guestion?

Q Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?

Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway
with Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been made
on the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the other on
ig?

THE PRESIDENT: OCkay. Why don't we take both Irish guestions at
once. What's your Irish question?

Q Last week, you seemed to kind of get fired up when you
were talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the
politicians in Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do
vou feel, after all the work that you've done on this project, that
perhaps it was misplaced and you should have perhaps pushed in a place
more like Africa, where they have thousands of people dying from ethnic
strife, instead of 3,500 over 30 vyears?

Q And if I can have a third Irish question, what role, if
any, do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?

THE PRESIDENT: Okay, let me answer the Irish questions, then I'11
come back to the "should we have done something else.®



I've talked to Senator Mitchell, and he is willing to spend some
time -- he can't go back full-time for another year or two, but I'd like
to put this in some -- at least I'd like to tell you how I lock at it.

Obviocusly, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it's important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Good Friday Agreement. And that's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsibilities are
and what the other side's responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that
it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out the two areas causing problems,
the decommissioning and the standing up to the executive, and try to
figure out how they can unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pointed out, is
working hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do
some work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resclved.

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the outsiders -- I told the parties that to the outsiders --
no cne, none of us cutside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will understand if this thing breaks down over who goes
first; that that did sound like the kind of argument that young people
have, you know -- who goes first.

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are
afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agreement
did not require decommissioning as a condition of getting into the
executive branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives
being told that it wasn't the vote of the people, it wasn't the Good
Friday Accord, it was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force
them to give up their arms that got them to disarm. They believe that
would, in effect, require them to disavow what they've done for 30 years.

And what they're saving is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put
it in that textured way on both sides, it makes it clear why it becomes a
difficult issue. And I can't think of anybody better to try to work
through it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out.

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced our energies. I
don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a
bigger ethnic group in America than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emoction to the Irish struggle.

I alsc think that it has enormous symbolism, bevond the size of
the country and the number who have died. &and if it can be resolved, I
think it will give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
world. So I don't believe for a moment we made a mistake.

But let me also say I think we should be more involved in Africa
and I've tried to involve us more in Africa. I did everything I could to
head off that civil war between Ethiopia and Eritrea. It's not a civil
war, they are two separate countries, but they once were together and
they're basically now arguing over the divorce settlement. 2and I don't
mean to trivialize it in that characterization. And we are still actively
involved in trying to stop that.

Reverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the

awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for that. We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try te stabilize the
region. We are training African militaries and the Africa Crisis Response

Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent further carnage. So I believe



the United States should be more involved in Africa.

And, of course, the announcement that the Vice President made on
our behalf the other day of our new AIDS initiative in some ways may be
the most important thing we can do to save lives there.

So I agree that we should be more involved. But I don't agree
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. I'm proud of every late-night
phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go ahead.

Q -- can I ask about you --

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't want to talk about me.

Q Oh, come on.

THE PRESIDENT: I'm not a candidate for anything.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. A1l right, one more.

Q Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
develcopment, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support
-- Africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are
Afro-Latino. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House,
that is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder if you would tell

the people of the United States what you are going to plan for that big
celebration?

and ancther thing, Mr. President -- I am disgusted with you -- you
have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the
trade promotional coordinating committee that has been carried out in the
last year -~ are the participants in the prospective of this economy. Why
don't you speak about the success of that initiative? It's a sin that you
-- you talk about a lot of things that is -- another thing that is good

for America and the world.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that are good for
America don't make good news for them, vou see.

Q And I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)
THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- {(laughter) -- a follow-up?
{(Laughter.) Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, is that

good.

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday of the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides
with the first year of the new century and the millennium. So we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want others who
deserve more credit than I do to be able to do that. But it will be a
signal honor for us to be living here in that year, and we'll be able to
do a lot -- and I hope we'll have even more American citizens coming to
the White House next year to be a part of it.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot o©of guts.
{Laughter.) 1If this is a follow up, I'll give you another guestion.
{Laughter.)

Q Sir, you’'ve stressed that you have plenty to do, and vyet
for some time, your political career has enjoyed the benefits of support
from two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady --
two people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those two people in terms of political
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
you'll balance that assistance against your job as President, and finally,



how you personally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.

Q I have a follow-up to his guestion. {Laughter.}
THE PRESIDENT: Now, I believe that. {Laughter.)

Well, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically. I'll try to
be helpful. And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don't mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I find
myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read what
vou all say about it -- but I don't feel myself winding down, I feel
myself keying up. I want to do more. I want to tryv to make sure that I
give the American people as much as I can every day. 8o 1've got plenty
of energy and I'll do whatever I'm asked to do.

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he's had far more responsibility and gotten more done than
any Vice President in history. Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I
know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what he’'s done and he has
my friendship and wmy support. But I also think that it's a mixed
blessing, as you say, because people want to see any Vice President out
there on his own. If you go back and lock at where Richard Nixon was in
1959, you will see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a
rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing to
do with the guestions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's a
good man with a good record, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. And I
think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- 1if she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful I
will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job.
I have never known anybody who didn't run for office who was a more
effective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public
citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to
make and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that,
you know, the whole question of moving there.

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. And she said,

I want to go to New York -- in, like, '$3. This is just something that
happened later. So I'll be dividing my time between home -- I'm going to
go home and build my library and build my center -- I'll divide my time

between there and New York, whatever she does about this Senate race.

But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it would
be a great thing for the country -- not only because cof what I owe her,
because she just -- what she knows and how she's lived and what she's
done. I mean, it's very unusual to find somebody like that who has that
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place. I
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

Go ahead, Bill.

Q In that same vein, sir -- (laughter) -- as the spotlight
shifts from you to your Vice President and to your wife, are you likely to
be content, drifting slowly offstage, or do you think that someday you
will want to run for office, some office again? Or are you willing to



tell us this afternoon, sir, that you will never again run for elective
office?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. (Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- you can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though
I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets
two terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with
his life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

And I was a very happy person before I became President. I never
have had any trouble finding something interesting to do that I believed
in. And I will do my best to use the opportunity and the gift the
American people gave me to serve in this position to be a useful citizen
of my country and the world for the rest of my life, and I have no doubt
that there will be some way I can do that. And I'm, frankly, kind of
excited about it. I wmean, it's a new challenge. I'll have to think in a

different way and do a different way.

Will I miss a lot of the things about this job? Yes. I'11l even
miss all of you, believe it or not. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been good for our people and
for our country and I think for the worid.

And, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And
the people that are most satisfied and most happy in 2 take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of sitting around moping and
wishing the rhythms were something other than they are. That's just not
the way the life works. And, listen, I'm way ahead and I'm very grateful.

Thank you very much.

END 3:45 P.M. EDT
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The East Room

THE PRESIDENT: Good afternoon.

Q Mr. President, you don't know it, but there is such a bright
light on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
appear. {Laughter.)

Let me say, ladies and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
statement, but before I make that and take questions, I'd like to say that,
as you might imagine, I have been briefed on this morning's developments in
the search off Martha's Vinevard. Again, let me commend the Coast Guard
and all the officials at the local, state and national level for the fine
work they have done under extremely difficult circumstances.

I want to make a b

here 1 on and in our countr move forward e
the new century and what to do with the surplus. When we look toward the
future, it is helpful to remember at least the recent past. Six and a half
years ago, the budget deficit was $230 billion and rising. Wages were
stagnant, inequality was growing, social conditions were worsening.

t

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. It's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No
one really thought we could turn it arcund, let alone bring unemployment to
a 29-year low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt of
our country was quadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $99

billion.

Our nation has made a seismic shift in the last six ye
ecession to recovery, from a crisis of confidence to a renswal
rom economic discrder to a fiscal house finally in order. Now
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We must decide whether to invest the surplus, to strengthen
America over the long-term, or to squander it for the short-term. I think
the right course is clear. And a bigger surplus only means that the
mistake could be bigger, and the missed opportunity greater if we take the
Wrong course.

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first.
I believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in sducation,
defense, the environment, biomedical
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As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 201%; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families save
for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern schools.

So let's be clear about something. We're not debating whether to
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts, but tax cuts that provide
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare, not undermine them; tax
cuts we can afford, not ones that would demand drastic cuts in defense,

education, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national interest,
nct special interest.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it deesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvequire significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in education, defense,
biomedical research, the envirconment and other critical areas.

If we don't save Social Security it's not because we can't. If
we don't strengthen Medicare and add the prescription drug benefit, it’'s
not because we can't. If we don't meet these clear national needs, it's
because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choose to
reward ocurselves today by risking ocur prosperity tomorrow.
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s, hlghe; investment, more jobs,
higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage payments, car
payments, credit card payments, college loan payments.
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They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national
pricrities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our people's
lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the Republican
leadership has outlined and the national priorities of the American pecple.
I hope we can still work together across party lines to save Social
Security and Medicare, to safeguard our priorities and have the right kind
of tax cut.

As I saild, ¥ work any o of ; will
put first things first. We can have a tax cut and do Lh@ right thing for
the long-term in Amesrica. That is my commitment, and I hope that together
we can fulfill it for our people

Thank you very much. Helen.

Q Mr. President, in U.S. treaty relaticons, is it obligated to

defend Taiwan militarily if it abandons the one China policy? And would
the U.S. continue military aid if it pursues separatism?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say, first of all, a lot of those
questions are governed by the Taiwan Relations Act, which we intend to
honor. OQur policy is clear: We favor the oﬁe Cblna poli we favor the
t dla‘ocuec The unde nding i
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£ that were nct to be the case,
e reguired to view it with the

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And
we have dispatched pecple today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can £o press that case to all sides. This is something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
trying to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this is,
but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones. The
one China policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the peaceful
approach is right. And neither side, in my judgment, should depart from



any of those elements.

Q So we would still have to go to war with China if it
decided to break away?

THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I'wve al 3 id -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made have -- as you
remember, a few vears ago we had a physical that, that we
don't believe there should be any viclent at lve this, and we
would view it very serious Bur I don't will be. I think
that both sides understan what needs to be

Terry?

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was

unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relaticonship? And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, you said that you still
believe in a one China policy. How do you address Senator Helms' criticism
that that policy is "a puzzling fiction"?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think it's a puzzling fiction. But
if Senator Helms means that today they're not, in fact, unified, then
that's true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
ferent system that exist
accommodate it, as they d4did in
going beyond

in a
T i1l not entirely sure,
ngs which seem to resonate both ways on this,
atements were entitled -- trying to convey.

because
exactly wha

But I think that both sides are now guite aware of the fact that
they nesed to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework that
we have followed these last several years, which I might add, has allowed
both places to prosper and to grow, to do better and to have more contacts,
more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, quite a bit wmore
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would stay with what is working
and not depart from it.

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon mission to

ink this was
ide or th
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from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with on
hink we need to stay with the dialogus; and I think that no one
template force here.

Randy.

o] Economists have been calling on you to indicate now whether
you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order te aveoid having the issue
to become mired in election year politics and upsetting financial markets
next year. Would you like to see the Chairman stay on, and has he given
you any indication of his plans?

a very good
My, Gree

You heard -- I think the Vice President said vesterday or the day
before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, go ahead.

Q -- I think the Vice President indicated he was sending a
signal by saying that Chairman Greenspan had been doing an excellent job.
Do you endorse that interpretation?

JENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was
gree with him.

THE PRESII
I

o
a great job, and a



Go ahead.

Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the
beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about it?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that -- I am unaware of any role we
have played in the decision-making of the release of information, except,
let me say that today a lot of things are breaking in a hurry, and I
believe there are some decisions that ought to be announced by the Kennedy
family, and others that ought to be properly announced by sither the Coast
Guard or the NTSB.

S we have i I of m 2 2, nad any role
in the timing or subs i ‘ormation. ind we re had no

role in the conduct ¢ > ion 1 di < miral
Larrabee, I think it I her
tion might norm think we have a chance
ind something els have here, even though
dlcflCM‘L and I'm inclined to bel sve because of the circumstances

nd because who's involved that we ocught to go on a little more. And
that I would support it and defend it. And I think it was the right
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Q Mr. President, if you'll allow me to ask about two different
topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting reports
about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been recovered. I
understand that based upon the answer you just gave, that might not be a
question that you'd want to address, but, perhaps, given the fact that

there is this conflicting information you could answer that gquestion.

and, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit,
prescription drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targetl g tax
cuts at tho wcalbx' saylnq that tbev‘“e too steered in that direction.
with allowing rich Americans,
drug benefit which even vyou
our don't need?

DENT: well, first of all, it’'s voluntary. And most
re well taken care of under the present program they
cise it. Sco that's the first point I want to make.

The second thing I would like to say is I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 11th hour of the
deficit reduction package negotiations in 1993, in order to get up to $500
billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did much
better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken cff. The income cap was
taken off of the Medicare tawx, which means virtually every single
upper-income person in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

Thgj are making a 19: significant
curl*v taxes

Q Sir, a guestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they have
found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I just
don't think it's appropriate for me -- I'll be glad to comment on whatever
they want to say, but I think I should leave it for them to talk.

Q Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
t the Congr°55101al BUdQEL Cffice has now just come cut with a
almost $800 billion in tax

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBO except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients' bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to question the CBO, since they ignored the CRO in
the patients' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
yvou is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying



that it was a very creative study.

Let me just say this: You have six and a half vears of
experience with the numbers we have given you and the estimates we have
made. And every single year, our numbers have not only been accurate, but
we have done better than we said we would do -- every single year, for
six and a half years now.

Qur studies show that theilr tax cut over the next twe decades
will cost, first, a trillion dellars and then $3 trillion in the second
decade, and that -- then an enormous 1loss to the American people in
interest savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of
our tax money paying interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannot -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement.
And they don't put any new money into the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
hospitals in the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as one
of the previous leaders so eloguently put it -- they can't possibly finance
this tax program without doing sericus damage. I can't comment on the CBO
study, but it doesn't make any sense to anybody I've talked to about it.

Q May I just follow up --

THE PRESIDENT Yes

o] The CBC estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms ars more
than twice what you say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: In the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement -- gkay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a

Medicare savings figure. BAnd we said, okay, here is our health information
-- this is what we do in the Bxecutive Branch, we deal with these hospitals
-- here are the changes you need to make in the Medicare program to achieve
the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in Congress and the
white House agreed on.

And the CBO said, no, no, no, no, that won't come close; you need
these changes plus these changes. &And we said, okay, we're following the
CBO, we put it in there. What happened? And that's one of the reasons the

urplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the cuts in
Medicare were far wmore severe, our numbers were right, thelr numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America, every
place I go, talking about how they’re threatened with bankruptcy.

it comes to estimati iicare costs, again, we have

i i 2
evidence. A d whenever there's besen a diff rence between us and the CBO,
T

we‘ve been right and they've been wrong. hat's all I can tell you. No
gerious perscn -- so what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.

What are they going to do about it? Even if you don't have a drug program,
if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do anything to
extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have tc have huge cuts.

For them to produce those savings they are going to -- they can't
even fund my defense budget, wuch less the one they say they want. They're
going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education, cuts in the environment.
That's all their savings assumed that they're going to stay with the
present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get out of
even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are not
-- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.

went t:om creative supply-side
as served
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Q Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'1l1 take
you, Sarah.

Q Sir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this morning,
did you ask him to take any specific steps to advance what you believe is
new momentum toward peace, and did you discuss with him his complaints
vesterday that he found Prime Minister Barak's 1S5-month timetable
unacceptable?
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and honoring any agreements that had been made to this
modifications they made going forward to the benefit o
sides would have to be done by mutual agreement; that I *houghL hﬁ wa
completely committed to resolve all the issues outstanding in the peace
process in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do was to have
this one-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.

So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's
proposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. And I think he felt good about
that. And I did say, after you have the meeting, if you want to talk again
about this -- I'll be glad to talk to you. And he said he did. So that's
where we are.

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; it seems
like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. Bubt in the meantime,
don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the country's
sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each day, and
the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
you have a list of the conferences we have every day here?

Q No, indeed. Ve do -- and what if we f£ind out you haven't
any?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ocught to talk to cur folks about
it, but I will consider that.

Go ahead.

] Will you be taking any concrete wwributions with vou to
the Balkan summit on investment next week? And vou've sald that you would
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as Milosevic is in power.

Tr

Will you have any uble defining that? ®Will that cause any problems in
distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come out of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can
achieve the future we want in the Balkans and avoid future ethnic conflicts
unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan states
closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and then
brings the region as a whole closer to Europe.

And so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in

that directicn. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things the
United States can do to help to contribute to that goal. And because of
all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a very

:ee weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to sit

ugh what our options are, s I can't give you a more

will say this -- if what we have done in Bosnia, and what
we have deone in Kosove, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Burope. And that is what I am working on.

And what was the second guestion you asked?

Q On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow

view of it because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political contrxol by doing things which are not humanitarian in

nature. But based on the virtual daily reperts I get about whers we all
are on this and where we are operating in Kosove, I now no longer expect
them to be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big difference of
opinicn.

Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be on
the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even if it means
sacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay for servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should sacrifice the pay
for our service personnel because we now are getting back in the ball game



in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard for
us to both recruit and retain people. And the people are still the most
important part of our military -- their quality and their training and
their morale and their commitment and the condition of their families. So
I don't think that.

o4
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1 fight to do. i think it would

to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to

our national defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can be
preserved.
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Q Thank you, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently, with
George W. Bush and his slogan of "compassionate conservatism." But you
went beyond the notion that he's not offering many detaills as policy, and
seemed to ridicule his slogan and even guestion his sincerity. Were you
just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were you taking the opportunity
maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?

I was just having a little fun. (Laughter.)
- if we don't have any laughs it's going to
ween now and November of 2000.

You know,
be a very

think that every person
phrase or sort of stand for what h
doe. So I having a little fun

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
positions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not involved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not involved in any sort of
full-time consulting role. (Laughter.) So I look at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what will
change the lives of America.

For example, every candidate should tell us, are you for the
patients' bill of rights are you for closing the gun show loophole; are you
for raising the minimum wage; are you for the House Republlcau taK pTan or
do you favor our plan on Sccial Qecu 3
Medicare and making America debt-fre
enables us to conti fund educa
things? Wwhat ; to do if

To me, the be is to talk
about dramatical inte wcer, i
universal, iqcrea51na access college by help ng people save wlthouc tax
consequences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build

on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

So 1 would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that's the most important
thing.

Susan?
Q Mr. President --
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'll come over hers. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give vou -- (laughter} --
Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA
day- poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
rc But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
meri sald they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration
11 - not a continuation of them. What do you think accounts for
that Sentlﬂeﬁg for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?

THE PRESIDENT: I think what that means people think things are
going well, but they want a change in policy. I think that's right. If
you asked me that question, and you worded it in that way, I'd be in the 50C

percent, because I think that -- my own view is that, particularly in a
dynamic time, where things are changing, you should want continued change.
But is change -- the question is, should we change in a way that builds on
what has been deﬁe and goes beyond it -- which is what I would argue --
or should you change and go back to the policies we were following when we
had $290-b '11i01 deficits and we averaged over 7 percent unemployment for
12 vears. I mean, I think that's really the guestion the American people
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I rhink change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. 5So I
would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said, vote
for me and I'1l keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton did
is exactly what I'1l do. I would vote against that candidate, because I do
not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely

different approach which has been proven not to work. So all I want the
American people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
it's like now, recognize that ideas and policies have consequences. And
the American people usually get it right; that’s why we're all still around

here after more th

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?

THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here's
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm going
to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've done,
but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very --
that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

the American people have to decide is what kind of change do
they want to build on what has worked for the last six and a
do they want to abandon it and go back to what £ th

pefore. That will be the decision they Ve Lo maks
go ahead
Q In your last press conference, siyr, with Prime Minister Ehud

Barak, vou mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with Syria.
Now, have you received any response, positive response or indication from
Syria towards that? &and, on Iran, can you share with us the
administration’'s views of -- events and administrations in Iran? Thank
you.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been quite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm
encouraged by that.

And on Iran,

it will be used in
reform I think th
that they will be a
personal dreams in ows them
vo be deeply loyal
obvicusly lowve thei 2Normous
potential. And I ju and
I believe
Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems like

that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people who
alrsady are lucky enough to have health insurance. 2and, in fact, neither
party dealt with some very fundamental issues that energized you and the
First Lady five and six years ago. The guestion is, with such a robust
economy and the budget surpluses, if not now, when, and if not you, who,
would provide the leadership to provide for those folks?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but I think the bigger gquestion
That is, it is true that just as we've predicted in 1923 and 1294,
percentage of people who have health insurance on the job is going d
just as we said it would, if nothing was done. So what we have t
is to isolate discrete populations that seem Lo be most in need and
offer them help.
Balanced Budget Act of 1937, we reached bipartisan

tha

hat would fund providing health insurance for up
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to S milli re children through state-designed programs. Now, I've been
a little disappointed -- and I'm not being critical of any of the states,
either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the uptake on the
program has been a little slow. That is, I would have thought by now we'd
have almost 3 million of those 5 million children enrolled already,

because



we've got the money there, and we're well behind that.

So we are looking at whether there are things that we can do at
the national level to work with the states to simplify access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes that
for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the program and

take in several million more children. So the children are the biggest
group.

you know,

today, but

roup of people without health
b

tha
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that is guite important.

In addition to that, there are a lot of states -- there are some
states -- Tennessee was the first state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working

families to buy into their Medicaid programs on a sliding scale.

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce
the number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
ngle pecple who believe y're going to live forever and be healthy
rever and don't want to cost. And we'll have to think about,
en, what
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But I think the g to do o is try Lo get
can covered, and try to get these pecple who ares outl o
who arve colder, but they're not old enough to get Medicare, to get them at
least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy inteo the Medicare
program.

Go ahead, Scott.

o] Thank you, Mr. President. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir, will
you authorize the Navy to participate in a burial at sea ceremony? Why do
you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on this
tragedy? And, finally, sir, I wonder if you would give us your thoughts on
Mr. Kennedy's last visit here to the White House. I understand you and the
First Lady tock him on a tour.

o O

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of davs ago the
recovery efiorts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that wer
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed
in this if they had a few more days, and because of the role of the Kennedy
family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses that they
have sustained in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to give then
a few more days. &and if anyone believes that was wrong, the Cost Guard is
not at fault; I am. It was because I thought it was the right thing to do
under the circumstances.

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back
to the White House since his father was killed, until I became President.
Firs ;
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hen last year -- maybe you would have D e 1
would, but eems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollo program. Do
you remember they did a series on the space program that was done after the
movie came out? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of pecple came. And he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. And he
and Carolyn came. And afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. So I took him upstairs and showed him the
residence, which he'd not seen since he was a tiny boy.

And I showed him some of my -- the memorabilia that I had from
his father's service. I have a picture of his father speaking to the Irish
Parliament, and a number of other things which he thought were very
interesting. And we took & -- we had a very nice evening. &And I sent hi
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he 3
favorite picture of his father, which is now u
campaligning in Virginia, in Charlottesville in




picture -- interesting picture.
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But it was a nice night. nk that he really wanted to kind

of come to terms with all of it. An d I think he and Carclyn, they were
delightful young pecple, and they had a great time here that night. And
Hillary and I loved having them here. It was guite a great night.

Q To just follow on that, sir, just ons question, if I may.
is there anything that Mr. Kennedy said to you that night that particularly
struck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years agce when he was
a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Xantor's law firm

out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and before I
ever thought we'd have any other contacts. He just happened to be

Mickey asked me if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA to give
an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he was there.
And we had been together on many occasicns since then.

at thought he said he was
glad I 3 a very te perscon, as
man ed, about when he would be publly‘y exposed and all
£ mother's care for having a private life And I think

not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
he Whlve House berore he did. But especially in light of everything
that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance to come back here cne more time
and see the residence and know where he was when he was a little boy. I'm
glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened.

ot oor O
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Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, please.

Q On Colombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. Is your administration ready to respond to that reguest? And,
also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are vyou considers: thiu ; aAnd, also, Mexiceo,
vou're going to mest wi the Mexican
government 15 still lords. What

&

NT: Well, vou know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

On Colombia, I'm not prepared to make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown himself
into trying to end the c¢ivil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the insurgency.
The people in the United States have a real interest in that because I
think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an end, it is
going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities of the
narce-trafficke there, and their reach.

So, in addition to wanting a neighbo
A be free of the kind of violence and
C pecple have undergone because of thi
o} nal security interest to do what we ¢ be helpful in
en civil conflict so that Colombia can business of
freeing self of the influence of the narce-traffickers in ways that would
be good r Colombians and good for us as well.

Q Another guestion about the presidential race. Aside from
asking Geocrge W. Bush to come forward and give specifics on the issues that
you mentioned, could you tell us what you find cobjectionable about his
trying to present a new moderate face for his party, just like you did for
the Democrats? And could you tell us whether you're worried whether he
will figure out how the Republicans can occupy the center of American
politics?

you gave

fo2 9 SwWer .
when I ran for President, in 1991, the first thing I did was tell
the American people what I thought was going on in our country and what I
would do. And if you remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very



etailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get one of those
plans now, you'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.

And my view is that there are a lot of things that count in a
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where vou stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

t to make. And I think any -- 1
e I don't want to answer the
ions yo e my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.
My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
cquestions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every political
question vou asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm living

back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential library and
I'm sitting here as a voter saying, where do they stand, what will they do
-- all of them. And I do believe the Vice President has done the best job

of telling the American people what he would do and -- to go back to
Susan's formulation -- how he would change the country in a positive way.

George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like

3 n the moon. Do you think that -- in youy
e today to that kind of goal-setting by a
regident should do, set a goal of landing

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I
think -- for one thing, when I became President, the space program was
actually in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at risk. Aand
I have fought for it and I believe in it. And one of the things I talked
to ~-- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in to see me
vesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And Dan Goldin
was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, my Science Advisor.
And we talked about how we could use the coming of the millennium as -- you
know, the First Lady sponsored all these other lectures here. AaAnd I told
him about Stephen Hawking's lecture and what he said. And we talked
yesterday about how we could set some goals for the space program, capture
the imagination of the American people and broaden the support for it.
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So I asked our people to start working on that and they said they
would be willing to help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day
for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They alsoc gave me a
moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. (Laughter.) And the moon rock
is 3.6 billion years old. So when I feel very tired, I'll loock at it and
feel young again. (Laughter.)

Yes, go ahead. We had an Irish question first, I promised. Go
ahead, what's the Irish question?

Q Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: Okay. Why don't we take both Irish gquestions at
once. What's your Irish gquestion?
Q Last week, vou seemed to kind of get fired up when you were

talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the politicians in
Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do you feel, after
all the work that you've done on this project, that perhaps it was
misplaced and you should have perhaps pushed in a place more like Africa,
where they have thousands of people dying from ethnic strife, instead of
3,500 over 30 years?

Q And 1f I can have a third Irish guestion, what role, if any,
do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?



THE FRESIDENT: Okay, let
o o the "should we have dons

he is wi
year or two, but I'd
i

ng to spend some
e 1i
ell vou how I look at

ime -- he can't go back fu

I've talked tc Senato
1l-¢
ut this in some -- at least I°

et

Obviously, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it's important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Good Friday Agreement. And that's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsibilities are
and what the other side's responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that
it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out the two areas causing problems,
the decommissioning and the standing up to the executive, and try to figure
out how they can unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pointed out, is working
hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do some
work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resolved.

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the ocutsiders -- I told the parties that to the outsiders --
no one, none of us outside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will unders

eve

and if this thing breaks down over who goes

ike the kind of argument that young people
s

t
first; that that did sound 1li
have, you know -- who goes f

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are
afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agreement did
not require decommissioning as a condition of getting into the executive
branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives being told
that it wasn't the vote of the people, it wasn't the Good Friday Accord, it
was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force them to give up their
arms that got them to disarm. They believe that would, in effect, reguire
them to disavow what they've done for 30 years.

And what they're saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're

surrendering to cur people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put

in that textured way on both sides, it makes it clear why it becomes a

difficult =3 And I can't ¢ k of anybody better to tLry to work
chrough it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced our energies.
I don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partney in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a
bigger ethnic group in Amerxica than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emotion to the Irish struggle.

I also think that it has enormous symbolism, beyond the size of
the country and the number who have died. And if it can be resolved, I
think it will give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
world. So I don't believe for a moment we made a mistake.

say I think we should be more involved ica
us mo did everything I could to
twaen ritrea.  It's not a civil
count ornce were together and

ing o ettlement. And I don't
hat ¢ And we are still actively
that.

Reverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the
awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for that. We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try to stabilize the
region. We are training African militaries and the Africa Crisis Response
Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent further carnage. So I believe
the United States should be more invelved in Africa.

And, of course, the announcement that the Vice President made on
our behalf the other day of our new RIDS initiative in some ways may be the
most important thing we can 4o to save lives there.

So hould be more involved.

I'm proud of
ing hour I've sSpent on it

i agree
laced ou

that we mi
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Yes, go ahead.

Q -- can I ask about you --
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't want to talk about me.
Q Oh, come on.

THE PRESIDENT: I'm not a candidate for anything.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. All right, one more.

o

YOu wou

for that big

O om0

And another thing, Mr. President -- I am disgusted with you --
you have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the
trade promotional coordinating committee that has been carried out in the
last year -- are the participants in the prospective of this economy. Why
don't you speak about the success of that initiative? It's a sin that you
-~ you talk about a lot of things that is -- another thing that is good for
America and the world.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that are good for
Anerica don't make good news for them, you see.

Q And I have a follow-up. {Laughter.}
THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- {laughter} -- a follow-up?
{Laughter.} ©Now, that's really good. That iz really -- Oh, God, is that

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday cf the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides
with the first vear of the new century and the millennium. So we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want others who deserve
more credit than I do to be able to do that. But it will be a signal henor
for us to be living here in that year, and we'll be able to do a lot -- and
I hope we'll have even more American citizens coming toe the White House
next year to be a part of it.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot of guts.
(Laughter.) If this is a follow up, I'1l1l give you another question.
{Laughter.

Q 4
some time, a ore
two people ot
people whoe s} e} I'm
wondering what ee (] o cople 1 political
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
vou'll balance that assistance against vour job as President, and finally,
how you perscnally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.

Q I have a follow-up to his guestion. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: Now, I believe that. (Laughter.)

Wwell, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically. I'll try to
be helpful. And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anycne who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

I
but just read

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he's had far more responsibility and gotten more done than
any Vice President in history. Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I
know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what he's done and he has
my friendship and my support. But I alsc think that it's a mixed blessing,
as you say, because people want to see any Vice President out there on his
own. If you go back and lock at where Richard Nixon was in 1959, you will

see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing



to do with the guestions you ask me. The reasons
a good man with a good record, but most important
the American people how he would change the countr
think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this --
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's £

will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job. I
have never known anybody who didn't run for cffice whe was a more
effective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public
citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to make
and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that, you
know, the whole gquestion of moving there.

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. Aand she said,
I want to go to New York -- in, like, '23. This is just something that
happened later. So I'11l be dividing my time between home -- I m 901na Lo
go home and build my library and build divi
between there and New York, whatever

if 1 can help her in any way
otr the H ;

-- what she knows and how she’'s

done. I mean, if's very unusual to find somebody like that who ha
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place.
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

”

Go ahead, Bill.

Q In that same vein, sir -- {laughter) -- as the spotlight
shifts from vou to your Vice President and to your wife, are you likely to
be content, drifting slowly offstage, or do you think that someday you will
want to run for office, some office again? Or are you willing to tell us
this afternoon, sir, that you will never again run for elective office?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. {Laughter.} Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. 1 iove it Even on
the bad days -- you can de something good for the country, you can do
something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of wmy energy and ab nd judgment. And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though
I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets

two
terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with his
life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

and I was a very happy person before I became President. I never
have had any trouble finding something interesting to do that I believed
in. And I will do my best to use the opportunity and the gift the American
people gave me to serve in this position to be a useful citizen of my
country and the world for the rest of my life, and I have no doubt that
there will be some way I can do that. And I'm, frankly, kind of excited
about it. I mean, it's a new challenge. I'll have tc think in a
different
way and do a different way.
I'1i even
I've had
pecple and

and, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And
the pecple that are most satisfied and most happy in life take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of sitting around moping and
wishing the rhythms were something other than they are. That's just not
the way the life works. And, listen, I'm way ahead and I'm very grateful.

Thank you very much.

END 3:45 P.M. EDT
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These reckless and irresponsible assertions have been put down by some
very highly-placed authorities.

I have some news for this group. If you are trying to advocate in
America for an issue affecting AIDS in South Africa, and your assertions
are directly discredited by one of the top African American officials in
the U.S (Chairman of the CBC), the top South African official in the U.S.
(Ambassador Sisulu), and the top AIDS lobbyist in the U.S. (Daniel Zingale
of AIDS Action) -- AND the Washington Post says you "manipulate the facts"
AND a conservative weekly calls your charges "groundless and grotesque"
it's pretty clear to me you've got a credibility problen.

The U.S. is stopping South Africans from getting the drugs that could save
their lives.

When 15c was passed, South African and international pharmaceutical
companies challenged the law in South African court, charging that the law
-- as written -- violated South Africa's Constitution. Meanwhile, the
South Africa government has decided that it will not proceed with
compulsory licensing or parallel importing so long as the law is under
litigation.

So it is the South Africa government that has decided not to go forward
with its plan to produce cheaper generic drugs.

But the U.S. government is keeping South Africa from doing compulsory
licensing and parallel importing because of the threat of sanctions.

Even i1f the USG had said nothing on this point -- still the pharmaceutical
companies had challenged this law in Court, and South Africa decided it
would not go forward with compulsory licensing or parallel importing until
the litigation was resolved.

Gore has led an effort to bully South Africa into giving up efforts to
make cheaper drugs.

The U.S. has not opposed efforts to provide medicines more cheaply; it has
opposed efforts that undercut the patents the led to the development of
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those medicines in the first place.

These protestors say they are concerned about AIDS in Africa. But the
group driving the protests is founded to fight against intellectual
property rights. There seems to be some evidence that this group is just
using the emotional issue of AIDS to try to weaken intellectual property
rights worldwide.

In fact, the head of this group dismissed the Administration's call for
doubling funds devoted to AIDS in Africa -- calling it "damage control.”

It seems this group doesn't want to find a way to both provide cheaper
medicines and preserve international agreements -- they just want to break
the international agreements.

The U.S. is trying to repeal a law that allows South Africa to pursue its
legal rights under international agreements.

Simon Barber, a reporter for Business Day in South Africa, wrote last
week: The problem with section 15c¢ is that it grants the health minister
sweeping authority to ignore South Africa's TRIPS obligations.”

Isn't it reasonable to say that if someone supports such a law, that they
are trying to weaken intellectual property rights.

The Vice President threatened trade sanctions against South Africa.

The South African Ambassador to the U.S. said July 2 "I want
to state categorically that Vice President Gore has not put pressure, has
not given notice to put sanctions on South Africa on this matter.®

If they presume to speak for the pecple of Scouth Africa; they
might first check their facts with someone who represents the people of
South Africa.

The Vice President is serving the interests of the drug companies.

The Weekly Standard -- no friend of Mr. Gore -- has called these charges
"groundless and grotesque." It has been widely reported that the Vice
President strongly opposed drug company efforts to escalate trade
sanctions against South Africa on this issue

The State Department report describes Gore's actions in bullying Mbeki.

The State Department report describes the Vice President and Mr. Mbeki
"agreed on a basis for a mutually satisfactory, Government-to-Government
negotiated solution to the impasse.®

That State Department report was written -- by the way -- because a
Republican Congressman did what the drug companies told him to. He
sponsored legislation that cut off all U.S. aid to the Central Government
of South Africa, until the State Department submitted a report saying what
we were doing to force a change in the South African Medicines Act. The
same Congressman has threatened to write a tougher provision into the law
this vyear.



Tough questions for Love and Sawyer:

Mr. Love: You don't come to this dispute based on a longstanding
commitment to fighting AIDS. Your experience seems to be more along the
lines of fighting intellectual property rights. what would you say to

the suggestion that you are using the emotional issue of AIDS to try to
weaken intellectual property rights worldwide?

Mr. Love: Simon Barber of Business Day of South Africa has written that
Section 15c "excuses the health minister from deference to existing South
Africa patent law.” He then says 15c¢ "grants the health minister

sweeping authority to ignore South Africa's TRIPS obligations."
If you support such a law, isn't reasonable to assume you are opposed to
intellectual property rights?
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a The Clinton-Gore Administration has worked harder than any
previous Administration to build stronger U.S. ties with Africa. The
President has taken the longest-ever Presidential trip to Africa. He has
also sent a Presidential Mission on AIDS to sub-Saharan Africa to
chronicle the scope of the crisis and propose a response. Just this
week, Vice President Gore ) on the basis of that report ) announced the

Administration ,s proposal for the largest-ever increase in funding for
AIDS in Africa.

a Vice President Gore ) for his part -- has almost certainly
invested more time and effort in Africa than any of his predecessors. As
co-chair of the U.S8.-South Africa Binational Commission, the Vice
President has made a tremendous personal investment of time and effort
working with Socuth African leaders to improve health, expand trade, and
build the economy of the new South Africa.

a He has also helped South Africa confront the crisis of AIDS.
He has worked through efforts of the committee to help track the spread of
AIDS, expand awareness, and promote prevention. He has taken Secretary

Shalala, Surgeon General David Satcher, and AIDS Policy Director Sandy
Thurman with him on his trips to Cape Town to help give the South African
government the benefit of some of America ,s best knowledge and ideas about
fighting AIDS.

G Following the discussion the Vice President and Deputy President
had on AIDS in Cape Town in February of this year, Mr. Mbeki gave the Vice
President an AIDS ribbon, done in ornate African beadwork, and the two of
them both wore the ribbons before a natiocnal television audience in South
Africa as they spoke about the importance of AIDS awareness. Clearly,
the gift of an AIDS ribbon from Mr. Mbeki to Mr. Gore, is a clear sign of
solidarity between the two in the fight against AIDS.

G The Vice President has never threatened South Africa with trade
sanctions. Ambassador Sisulu of South Africa said at a July 2 press
conference at the National Press Club: &I want to state categorically

that Vice President Gore has not put pressure, has not given notice to put
sanctions, on South Africa on this matter. 8

4 The fact is -- the Vice President is on the right side of the
issue. The Vice President has supported South Africa ,s efforts to make
health care more affordable, and he believes we can do that without
undercutting the patents that led to the development of those medicines in
the first place. )

a At the same time, the Vice President has blocked drug company
efforts to escalate trade pressure on South Africa. As Susan Rice, our
Assistant Secretary of State for Africa, has said: the Vice President

and he led the way led the way in opposing trade sanctions pushed by the
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pharmaceutical industry. He took the position that the health crisis in
South Africa needed to be taken into account.

a The fact of the matter is ) the Vice President is a great friend
of Africa and a bitter foe of AIDS, and it is unfortunate these people don ,
t recognize his leadership and give him the respect he deserves.

Rebuttals

Charge: Vice President Gore -- in effort to curry favor with the drug
companies -- threatened severe trade sanctions against South Africa if it
went forward with its legal plans to provide lower-cost AIDS medicines.

Response: The Philadelphia Inguirer wrote: &Vice President Gore would
seem an unlikely target for AIDS activists. Under the Clinton
administration, funding for AIDS research has socared, new AIDS medicines
have dramatically reduced mortality rates, and the government is now
pushing to get an AIDS vaccine by 2007. 8 Beyond that, as you know, the
Vice President has been involved for years working with the South Africans
to improve the health, expand trade, build the economy. That is not the
usual role of U.S. Vice Presidents; he does it out of his own free will )
for no political benefit, as we have seen. These groups claim Gore put
pressure on South Africa and threatened sanctions against South Africa in
an August 1998 meeting. The South African Ambassador to the U.S. has
directly contradicted those claims, and the Assistant Secretary of State
for Africa ) who was in that meeting ) said the Vice President has led the
way in opposing trade sanctions on South Africa.

The fact 1s, this group is trying to advocate in America for an issue
affecting AIDS in South Africa, and their assertions have been challenged
by one of the top African American officials in the U.S (Chairman of the
CBC), the top South African official in the U.S. (Ambassador Sisulu), and
the top AIDS lobbyist in the U.S. (the executive director of AIDS Action).
The Washington Post says they "manipulate the facts" AND a conservative
weekly calls these charges "groundless and grotesque.’ If you ask me,
the only way a group pushing for such a good cause could get such bad
press is if their tactics were dishonest, underhanded, or unethical.

Charge: The U.S. 1s stopping South Africans from getting the drugs that
could save their lives.

Response: When 15c¢ was passed, South African and international
pharmaceutical companies challenged the law in South African court,
charging that the law -- as written -- violated South Africa‘'s
Constitution. Meanwhile, the South Africa government has decided that it
will not proceed with compulsory licensing or parallel importing so long
as the law is under litigation.

So it is the South Africa government that has decided not to go forward
with its plan to produce cheaper generic drugs.

Charge: But the U.S. government is keeping South Africa from doing
compulsory licensing and parallel importing because of the threat of
sanctions.

Response: Even if the USG had said nothing on this point -- still the
pharmaceutical companies had challenged this law in Court, and South
Africa decided it would not go forward with compulsory licensing or
parallel importing until the litigation was resolved.



Charge: Gore has led an effort to bully South Africa into giving up
efforts to make cheaper drugs.

Response: Nonsense. The U.S. has not opposed efforts to provide
medicines more cheaply; it has opposed efforts that undercut the patents
the led to the development of those medicines in the first place.

These protestors say they are concerned about AIDS in Africa. But the
group driving the protests is founded to fight against intellectual
property rights. There seems to be some evidence that this group is just
using the emotional issue of AIDS to try to weaken intellectual property
rights worldwide.

In fact, the head of this group dismissed the Administration's call for
doubling funds devoted to AIDS in Africa -- calling it "damage control.”

I don ,t know how somecne who could claim to care about saving lives in
Africa could sniff at the largest-ever funding increase to fight AIDS in
Africa. The only way it makes sense is if this group doesn ,t really care
about spreading awareness, preventing the disease, offering better
home-based treatment, or caring for orphans. The only way it makes sense
to mock a record funding increase is if you don ,t care about AIDS, you
only care about fighting a worldwide battle against intellectual property
rights.

It seems this group doesn't want to find a way to both provide cheaper
medicines and preserve international agreements -- they just want to break
the intermational agreements.

Charge: The U.S. 1is trying to repeal a law that allows South Africa to
pursue 1its legal rights under international agreements.

Response: Simon Barber, a reporter for Business Day in South Africa,
wrote last week: The problem with section 15c¢ is that it grants the
health minister sweeping authority to ignore South Africa's TRIPS
obligations. "

Isn't it reasonable to say that if someone supports such a law, that they
are trying to weaken intellectual property rights.

Charge: The Vice President threatened trade sanctions against South
Africa.
Response: The South African Ambassador to the U.S. said July 2 : "I

want to state categorically that Vice President Gore has not put pressure,
has not given notice to put sanctions on South Africa on this matter."

If they presume to speak for Scuth Africa in the United States; they might
first check their facts with someone who really does speak for South
Africa in the United States.



Charge: The Vice President is serving the interests of the drug
companies.

Response: The Weekly Standard -- no friend of Mr. Gore -- has called
these charges "groundless and grotesque." Numerous other newspapers and
commentators have pointed out that the Vice President fought the drug
companies efforts to impose trade sanctions against South Africa.

Simon Barber wrote in South Africa ,s Business Day: &The accusation that
Gore 1s in the pocket of the drug industryy, which was starting to gain
currency, now holds less water than it ever did. The industry wants a

big fat stake driven through section 15¢ and the Vice President has not
delivered. But he may have helped fostser something more important: (..
a sane atmosphere for reasoning through why the protection of intellectual
property is not necessarily incompatible with better, more affordable
health care for South Africa ,s poor. 8

Charge: The State Department report describes Gore's actions in bullying
Mbeki.

Response: The State Department report states explicitly that the Vice
President and Mr. Mbeki [and I quotel: T"agreed on a basis for a mutually
satisfactory, Government-to-Government negotiated scolution to the
impasse."

That State Department report was written -- by the way -- because a
Republican Congressman did what the drug companies told him to. He
sponsored legislation that cut off all U.S. aid to the Central Government
of South Africa, until the State Department submitted a report saying what
we were doing to force a change in the South African Medicines Act. The
same Congressman has threatened to write a tougher provision into the law
this vear.

I might like to ask members of this committee if they were aware of
Congressman Frelinghuysen ,s move on behalf of the pharmaceutical companies

to cut off aid to South Africa. Further, if they were aware of it } did
they support it. If they had been aware of it, would they have fought
it?

Tough guestions for Love:

Mr. Love, You don't come to this dispute based on a longstanding
commitment to fighting AIDS. Your experience seems to be more along the
lines of fighting intellectual property rights. What would you say to
the suggestion that you are trying to exploit the emotional issue of AIDS
to gain a foothold for weakening intellectual property rights worldwide?

Mr. Love: Simon Barber of Business Day of South Africa has written that
Section 15c¢ "excuses the health minister from deference to existing Scuth
Africa patent law.” He then says 15c¢ "grants the health minister

sweeping authority to ignore South Africa's TRIPS obligations.?
If you support such a law, isn't reasonable to assume you are opposed to
intellectual property rights?
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By Lisa Richwine

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - Vice President Al Gore, confronting an issue
that has dogged him on the campaign trail, said Monday the White House
would seek $100 million to fight the growing AIDS epidemic in Africa.
At a news conference with South African Archbishop Desmond Tutu, Gore
released a report that called the spread of AIDS throughout
sub-Saharan Africa ~“one of the largest health crises in the history
of the world.''

““We have the knowledge, the care, the compassion and the moral duty
to make a difference,'' Gore said. ~“"We will keep this promise to wage
a wider war against this disease. '’

The Clinton administration made the special budget request for the
next fiscal year, which starts Oct. 1. The $100 million would add to
the $127 million the White House had already reguested and must be
approved by the Republican Congress.

Gore won support from Tutu, who called the proposal ''fantastic,'' and
loud applause from an audience that included of members of the
Congressional Black Caucus and AIDS groups. The vice president,
favored to win the Democratic nomination for president in 2000, has
been hounded on the campaign trail by the AIDS group ACT-UP. Monday,
the group said Gore was using his announcement to deflect criticism
for his role in a dispute over South African access to AIDS drugs.
“TGore is hyping the president’'s mild budget request, a request that
faces an uncertain future in Congress,'' said ACT-UP member Asia
Russell. "~ "The future of 22.5 million people with HIV in Africa is
more certain -- little relief from this relentless wave of death.':
The protesters say Gore and the Clinton administration have pressured
South Africa to abandon an obscure trade remedy that could allow local
manufacturers to make cheaper AIDS drugs. The U.S. pharmaceutical
industry says the trade power threatens patent protection, a key to
funding research of new medicines.

Gore's office says the vice president only wants to make sure South
Africa does not violate international trade rules.

AIDS Action, the nation's largest AIDS organization, has defended
Gore. The initiative ~“proves the U.S. is recognizing that global AIDS
is now one of our most important foreign policy imperatives,'' said
executive director Daniel Zingale.

A House Appropriations Committee spokeswoman sald members would
consider the new request. House Republicans are seeking $127 million

to fight AIDS in Africa. ~"We're glad the administration has joined
our fight to combat HIV/AIDS in Africa and welcome their support of
our efforts to increase this funding,'' spokeswoman Elizabeth Morra
said.

The White House sgaid the proposal stems from President Clinton's order
last December for White House AIDS policy director Sandra Thurman to
make a full report on the extent of the disease's rampage across
Africa.

After a fact-finding trip to the region, Thurman reported the disease
was turning millions of children into orphans, reducing life
expectancy by more than 20 years in some areas and undermining
economic development.

More than 12 million people have died of AIDS in sub-Saharan Africa in
the past decade, and the daily death toll is projected to hit 13,000
people in 2005, Thurman concluded.

Of the $100 million proposed by the White House, $48 million would be
used for prevention programs, including education and reducing
mother-to-child transmissions.

Another $23 million would be earmarked for AIDS care at
community-based clinics and through home-based care workers. Another
$10 million would help care for children whose parents died of AIDS,



and $19 million would help countries plan and implement programs to
fight and track the disease.
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This message has been distributed as a free, nonprofit informational
service, to those who have expressed a prior interest in receiving this
information for non-profit research and educational purposes only. Please
do not publish, or post in a public place on the Internet, copyrighted
material without permission and attribution. (Note: Press releases are
fine to reprint. Don't reprint wire stories, such as Associated Press
stories, in their entirety unless you subscribe to that wire service.)
Forwarding of this material should not necessarily be construed as an
endorsement of the content. In fact, sometimes messages from anti-gay
organizations are forwarded as "opposition research.”
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release July
21, 1999

PRESS CONFERENCE BY THE PRESIDENT

The East Room

2:35 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: Goed afterncon.

o] Mr. President, vyou don't know it, but there is such a
ight on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.}

ped

bright

THE PRESIDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
appear. (Laughter.)

Let me say, ladies and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
statement, but before I make that and take questions, I'd like to say
that, as you might imagine, I have been briefed on this morning's
developments in the search off Martha's Vineyard. Again, let me commend
the Coast Guard and all the officials at the local, state and national
level for the fine work they have done under extremely difficult
circumstances.

Again, I think we should keep our thoughts with the families as
events unfold, and my thoughts and prayers are with them.

Today I want to make a brief statement about the choice we face
here in Washington and in our country about how best to move forward into
the new century and what to do with the surplus. When we look toward the
future, it is helpful to remember at least the recent past. 8Six and a
half years ago, the budget deficit was $290 billion and rising. Wages
were stagnant, inequality was growing, social conditions were worsening.

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. It's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No
one really thought we could turn it around, let alone bring unemployment
to a 29-year low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt
of our country was quadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $99
billion.
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Qur nation has made a seismic shift int he last six years, fre a
critical choice -- whether to move forward with the fiscal discipline that
got us to where we are today, or return to the kind of risk-taking that
got us into recessions and deficits before.

We must decide whether to invest the surplus, to strengthen
America over the long-term, or to squander it for the short-term. I think
the right course is clear. And a bigger surplus only means that the
mistake could be bigger, and the missed opportunity greater if we take the
wrong course.

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first. I
believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in education,
defense, the environment, biomedical research.

Tomorrow I will release a report that shows a great and growing
need for prescription drug coverage. What the study shows is that 75
percent of our older Americans lack decent, dependable private-sector
coverage of prescription drugs. That's three out of every four seniors.
Clearly, America needs a prescription drug plan that is simple, universal
and voluntary. Anyone who says we don't I believe is out of date and out
of touch.

As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 2015; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families
save for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern
schools.

So let's be clear about something. We're not debating whether to
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts, but tax cuts that provide
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare, not undermine them; tax
cuts we can afford, not ones that would demand drastic cuts in defense,
education, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national
interest, not special interest.

Now, these are the risks that are posed by the Republican tax plan
that the House is about to vote on. Let me tell you what their plan would
do. It would pile up $3 trillion in debt over the next two decades, right
when the baby boomers start to retire -- that's what it costs -- right
when Social Security and Medicare feel the crunch.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it doesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvency of Medicare, to
provide the prescription drug benefits and it would require significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in education, defense,
biomedical research, the environment and other critical areas.

If we don't save Social Security it's not because we can't. If we
don't strengthen Medicare and add the prescription drug benefit, it's not
because we can't. If we don't meet these clear national needs, it's
because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choose to
reward ourselves today by risking our prosperity tomorrow.

1 hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really voting also on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether
to pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years --
something that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment,
more jobs, higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage



payments, car payments, credit card payments, ccllege loan payments.

They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national
priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our
people's lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the
Republican leadership has outlined and the national priorities of the
American people. I hope we can still work together across party lines to
save Social Security and Medicare, to safeguard our priorities and have
the right kind of tax cut.

If Congress passes the wrong kind, of course, I will not sign it.
I will not allow a risky plan to become law. BAnd as I said, we now have
six and a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
ought to stay with it.

As I said, I will work with any member of any party willing to put
first things first. We can have a tax cut and do the right thing for the
long-term in America. That is my commitment, and I hope that together we
can fulfill it for our people.

Thank you very much. Helen.

Q Mr. President, in U.S. treaty relations, is it obligated
to defend Taiwan militarily if it abandons the one China policy? And
would the U.S. continue military aid if it pursues separatism?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say, first of all, a lot of those
questions are governed by the Taiwan Relations Act, which we intend to
honor. Our policy is clear: We favor the one China policy; we favor the
cross-strait dialogues. The understanding we have had all along with both
China and Taiwan is that the differences between them would be resolved
peacefully. If that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relations
Act we would be required to view it with the gravest concern.

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And
we have dispatched pecple today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can to press that case to all sides. This i1s something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
tryving to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this
is, but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones.
The one China policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the
peaceful approach is right. BAnd neither side, in my judgment, should
depart from any of those elements.

Q So we would still have to go to war with China if it
decided to break away?

THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I've already said -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that, that we
don't believe there should be any vioclent attempts to resolve this, and we
would view 1t very seriously. But I don't believe there will be. I think
that both sides understands what needs to be done.

Terry?

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, you said that you still
believe in a one China policy. How do you address Senator Helms'
criticism that that peclicy is "a puzzling fiction"?



THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think it's a puzzling fiction. But
if Senator Helms means that today they’re not, in fact, unified, then
that's true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on
Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it, as they did in
working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going beyond that.

So I think the important thing is to let -- they need to take the
time necessary to work this out between themselves in a peaceful way.
That 1s clearly in both their interests. 2And I'm still not entirely sure,
because I have read things which seem to resonate both ways on this,
exactly what the Lee statements were entitled -- trying to convey.

But I think that both sides are now guite aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework
that we have followed these last several years, which I ight add, has
allowed both places to prosper and to grow, toe do bette id to have more
contacts, more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, guite a bit more
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would stay with what is working
and not depart from it.

e

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon mission
to assess the --

THE PRESIDENT: I didn't think this was the best time to do
something which might excite either one side or the other and imply that a
military solution is an acceptable alternative. If you really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. And I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one
China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that no one
should contemplate force here.

Randy.

Q Economists have been calling on you to indicate now
whether you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order to avoid having
the issue to become mired in election year politics and upsetting
financial markets next year. Would you like to see the Chairman stay on,
and has he given you any indication of his plans?

THE PRESIDENT: I have, as you know, enjoyed a very good
relationship, both personally and professionally, with Mr. Greenspan. I
think he has done a terrific job. I have no idea whether he would even be
willing to serve another term. I will make the decision in a timely
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in election year
politics; there's no evidence of that.

You heard -- I think the Vice President said yesterday or the day
before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that 1s clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, go ahead.
Q -- I think the Vice President indicated he was sending a
signal by saying that Chairman Greenspan had been doing an excellent job.

Do you endorse that interpretation?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was doing a
great job, and I agree with him.

Go ahead.

Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the



beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about it?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that -- I am unaware of any role we
have played in the decision-making of the release of information, except,
let me say that today a lot of things are breaking in a hurry, and I
believe there are some decisions that ought to be announced by the Kennedy
family, and others that ought to be properly announced by either the Coast
Guard or the NTSB.

So we have not tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any role
in the timing or substance of release of information. And we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabee, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a
chance to find something else because of the equipment we have here, even
though it's difficult and I'm inclined to believe because of the
circumstances here and because who's involved that we ought to go on a
little more. 2And I said that I would support it and defend it. And I
think it was the right decision.

Q Mr. President, if vou'll allow me te ask about two
different topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting

reports about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been
recovered. I understand that based upon the answer you just gave, that
might not be a guestion that you'd want to address, but, perhaps, given
the fact that there is this conflicting information you could answer that
question.

And, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit, prescription
drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax cuts at the
wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that direction. How do you
reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans, rich older
Americans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you just said
this new study will show one in four don't need?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, it's voluntary. And most
wealthy Americans are well taken care of under the present program they
have and won't exercise it. So that's the first point I want to make.

The second thing I would like to say is I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 11th hour of
the deficit reduction package negotiations in 1993, in order to get up to
$500 billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did
much better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken off. The income cap
was taken off of the Medicare tax, which means virtually every single
upper-income person in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

They are making a net significant contribution today because,
unlike Social Security taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there
is no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. And I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive
program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once you get over
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more into this program over
the course of their life than they could ever draw out if they were sick
every day from the time they're 65 on.

Q Sir, a gquestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don’'t think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they
have found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I
just don't think it's appropriate for me -- I'l1l be glad to comment on



whatever they want to say, but I think I should leave it for them to talk.

Q Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
would be. But the Congressional Budget Office has now just come out with
a report saying that even with their tax cuts, almost $800 billion in tax
cuts, they would save about $277 billion over a 10-year period, whereby
your program would save only about $50 billion. That's about $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? And, you know, people on the Hill
listen to the CBO.

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBO except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients' bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to gquestion the CBO, since they ignored the CBO in
the patients' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
you is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying
that it was a very creative study.

Let me just say this: You have six and a half years of experience
with the numbers we have given you and the estimates we have made. And
every single year, our numbers have not only been accurate, but we have
done better than we said we would do -- every single year, for six and
a half years now.

Cur studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades will
cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second decade,
and that -- then an enormous loss to the American people in interest
savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of our tax
money paying interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannot -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement. And
they don't put any new money into the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
hospitals in the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as one
of the previous leaders so eloguently put it -- they can't possibly
finance this tax program without doing serious damage. I can't comment on
the CBO study, but it doesn't make any sense to anybody I've talked to
about 1it.

Q May I just follow up --
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.

Q The CBO estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are
more than twice what you say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: In the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement -- okay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a
Medicare savings figure. And we said, okay, here is our health
information -- this is what we do in the Executive Branch, we deal with
these hospitals -- here are the changes you need tc make in the Medicare
program to achieve the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in
Congress and the White House agreed on.

And the CBO said, no, no, no, no, that won't come close; you need
these changes plus these changes. And we said, okay, we're fcllowing the
CBO, we put it in there. What happened? And that's one of the reasons
the surplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the cuts in
Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, their numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America,
every place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.



So when it comes to estimating Medicare costs, again, we have
evidence. And whenever there's been a difference between us and the CBO,
we've been right and they've been wrong. That's all I can tell you. No
serious person -- so what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.
What are they going to do about it? Even 1if you don't have a drug
program, if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do
anything to extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have to have
huge cuts.

For them to produce those savings they are going to -- they can't
even fund my defense budget, much less the one they say they want.
They're going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education, cuts in the
environment. That's all their savings assumed that they're going to stay
with the present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get

out of even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are
not -- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.
And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side

mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 199%3. 2and it has served us very
well. And all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get
this country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, keep us moving forward.

O Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'11 take
you, Sarah.

Q Sir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this
morning, did you ask him to take any specific steps to advance what you
believe is new momentum toward peace, and did you discuss with him his
complaints yesterday that he found Prime Minister Barak's 15-month
timetable unacceptable?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat
and honoring any agreements that had been made to this point, and that any
modifications they made going forward to the benefit of either or both
sides would have to be done by mutual agreement; that I thought he was
completely committed to resolve all the issues outstanding in the peace
process in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do was to have
this one-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.

So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's
proposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. And I think he felt good about
that. And I did say, after vou have the meeting, i1f vyou want to talk
again about this -- I'll be glad to talk to you. And he said he did. So
that's where we are.

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; it seems
like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. But in the
meantime, don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the
country's sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each
day, and the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
you have a list of the conferences we have every day here?



Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we find out you haven't
any?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I will consider that.

Go ahead.

Q Will you be taking any concrete contributions with you to
the Balkan summit on investment next week? And you've said that you would
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as Milosevic is in
power. Will you have any trouble defining that? Will that cause any
problems in distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come cut of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can
achieve the future we want in the Balkans and avoid future ethnic
conflicts unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan
states closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and
then brings the region as a whole closer to Europe.

And so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in
that direction. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things
the United States can do to help to contribute to that goal. And because
of all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a
very busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to
sit down and go through what our options are, so I can't give you a more
specific answer.

But I will say this -- 1f what we have done 1in Bosnia, and what we
have done in Kosovo, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Europe. And that is what I am working on.

And what was the second question you asked?

Q On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow

view of it because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political control by doing things which are not humanitarian

in nature. But based on the virtual daily reports I get about where we
all are on this and where we are cperating in Kosovo, I now no longer
expect them tc be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big

difference ©f opinion.
Yes, go ahead, John.

Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be
on the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even if it means
sacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay for servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should sacrifice the pay
for our service personnel because we now are getting back in the ball game
in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard
for us to both recruit and retain people. And the people are still the
most important part of our military -- their quality and their training
and their morale and their commitment and the condition of their
families. So I don't think that.

Now, the Congress every year puts other things into the defense
budget which are not priorities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
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the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without
compromising the basic priorities of our national defense within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight to do. I think it would be a
mistake to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to
our national defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can
be preserved.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently,
with George W. Bush and his slogan of "compassionate conservatism.” But
you went beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy,
and seemed to ridicule his slogan and even guestion his sincerity. Were
you just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were you taking the
opportunity maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?

THE PRESIDENT: No, I was just having a little fun. (Laughter.)
You know, that's a long time -- if we don't have any laughs it's going to
be a very tedious struggle between now and November of 2000.

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a
phrase or something that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying
to do. So I was really just having a little fun.

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
positions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not involved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not involved in any sort
of full-time consulting role. (Laughter.) So I look at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what
will change the lives of America.

For example, every candidate should tell us, are you for the
patients' bill of rights are you for closing the gun show loophole; are
you for raising the minimum wage; are you for the House Republican tax
plan, or do you favor our plan on Social Security and saving Social
Security and Medicare and making America debt-free and having a smaller
tax cut that enables us to continue to fund education and defense and
these other things? What are you going to do if you get elected?

To me, the best thing the Vice President has done is to talk about
dramatically intensifying the war on cancer, making pre-schcool universal,
increasing access to college by helping people save without tax
conseqguences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build
on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

So I would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that's the most important
thing.

Susan?

Q Mr. President --

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'll come over here. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give you -- {laughter} --

Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA

Today-CNN poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
percent. But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
Americans said they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration
policies -- not a continuation of them. What do you think accounts for
that sentiment for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?



THE PRESIDENT: I think what that means people think things are
going well, but they want a change in policy. I think that's right. If
you asked me that question, and you worded it in that way, I'd be in the
50 percent, because I think that -- my own view is that, particularly in a
dynamic time, where things are changing, you should want continued
change. But is change -- the question is, should we change in a way that
builds on what has been done and goes beyond it -- which is what I would
argue -- or should you change and go back to the policies we were
following when we had $290-billion deficits and we averaged over 7 percent
unemployment for 12 years. I mean, I think that's really the guestion the
American people have to ask themselves.

I think change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So
I would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said,
vote for me and I'1ll keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton

did is exactly what I'll do. I would vote against that candidate, because
I do not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six vyears and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely
different approach which has been proven not to work. So all I want the
Bmerican people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
it's like now, recognize that ideas and policies have consequences. And
the American people usually get it right; that's why we're all still
around here after more than 200 years.

Q -- (inaudible.)}

THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?
THE PRESIDENT: ©No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,

here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here's
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm
going to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've
done, but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very
-- that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

What the American people have to decide is what kind of change do
they want. Do they want to build on what has worked for the last six and
a half vyears, or do they want to abandon it and go back to what failed
them for 12 years before. That will be the decision they have to make.

Yes, go ahead.

o] In your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister
Ehud Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with
Syria. Now, have you received any response, positive response or
indication from Syria towards that? And, on Iran, can you share with us
the administration's views of -- events and administrations in Iran?
Thank you.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been guite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm
encouraged by that.

And on Iran, frankly, I'm reluctant to say anything for fear that
it will be used in a way that's not helpful to the forces of openness and
reform. I think that people everywhere, particularly younger people, hope
that they will be able to pursue their religious convictions and their



personal dreams in an atmosphere of greater freedom, that still allows
them to be deeply loyal to their nation. And I think the Iranian people
obviously love their country and are proud of its history and have
enormous potential. And I just hope they find a way to work through all
this, and I believe they will.

Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems
like that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people
who already are lucky enough to have health insurance. And, in fact,
neither party dealt with some very fundamental issues that energized you
and the First Lady five and six years ago. The guestion is, with such a
robust economy and the budget surpluses, if not now, when, and if not you,
who, would provide the leadership to provide for those folks?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but I think the bigger question is how. That
is, it is true that just as we've predicted in 1993 and 1994, that the
percentage of people who have health insurance on the job is going down,
just as we said it would, if nothing was done. So what we have tried to
do is to isolate discrete populations that seem to be most in need and try
to offer them help.

In the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, we reached bipartisan
agreement on a proposal that would fund providing health insurance for up
to 5 million more children through state-designed programs. Now, I've
been a little disappointed -- and I'm not being critical of any of the
states, either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the
uptake on the program has been a little slow. That 1is, I would have
thought by now we'd have almost 3 million of those 5 million children
enrclled already, because we've got the money there, and we're well behind
that.

So we are looking at whether there are things that we can do at
the national level to work with the states to simplify access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes
that for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the
program and take in several million more children. So the children are
the biggest group.

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I want to reiterate it,
that would allow the most vulnerable group of people without health
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that is gquite important.

In addition to that, there are a lot of states -- there are some
states -- Tennessee was the first state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working

families to buy into their Medicaid programs on a sliding scale.

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce the
number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
single people who believe that they're going to live forever and be
healthy forever and don’'t want to bear the cost. And we'll have to think
about, then, what to do.

But I think the best thing to do is try to get as many kids as we
can covered, and then try to get these people who are out of the work
force who are older, but they're not old enough to get Medicare, to get
them at least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy into the
Medicare program.

Go ahead, Scott.



Q Thank vou, Mr. President. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir,
will you authorize the Navy to participate in a burial at sea ceremony?
Why do you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on
this tragedy? And, finally, sir, I wonder if you would give us your
thoughts on Mr. Kennedy's last visit here to the White House. I
understand you and the First Lady took him on a tour.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no
official word, personal word from the family what burial
arrangements they want. Until they make a statement about it, I just
don't feel that I can say anything.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the

recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that were
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed

in this if they had a few more days, and because of the role of the
Kennedy family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses
that they have sustained in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to
give them a few more days. And if anyone believes that was wrong, the
Cost Guard is not at fault; I am. It was because I thought it was the
right thing to do under the circumstances.

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back to
the White House since his father was killed, until I became President.
First, he was on an advisory committee that made a report to me and he
came back to the Oval Office, where he saw the desk that he toock the
famous picture in, coming through the gate, for the first time since he
was a little boy.

And then last year -- maybe you would have a be - memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the

White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollc program. Do
you remember they did a series on the space program that was done after
the movie came out? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of people came. And he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. And
he and Carolyn came. And afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. So I took him upstairs and showed him the
residence, which he'd not seen since he was a tiny boy.

and I showed him some of my -- the memorabilia that I had from his
father's service. I have a picture of his father speaking to the Irish
Parliament, and a number of other things which he thought were very

interesting. And we took a -- we had a very nice evening. 2And I sent him
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he sent me a signed copy of
his favorite picture of his father, which is now upstairs. It's John

Kennedy campaigning in Virginia, in Charlottesville in 1960. It's quite a
lovely picture -- interesting picture.

But it was a nice night. I think that he really wanted to kind of
come to terms with all of it. And I think he and Carclyn, they were
delightful young people, and they had a great time here that night. 2and
Hillary and I loved having them here. It was quite a great night.

Q To just follow on that, sir, just one question, if I
may. Is there anything that Mr. Kennedy said to you that night that
particularly struck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years ago when he
was a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Kantor's
law firm out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and
before I ever thought we'd have any other contacts. He just happened to
be -- Mickey asked me 1if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA
to give an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he



was there. And we had been together on many occasions since then.

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. And I think he -- he was a very deliberate person, as
many people have noticed, about when he would be publicly exposed and all
of that. He had his mother's care for having a private life. &And I think
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
to the White House before he did. But especially in light of everything
that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance to come back here one more
time and see the residence and know where he was when he was a little
boy. I'm glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened.

Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, p

IS

ease.

Q On Colombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. 1Is your administration ready to respond to that reguest?
and, also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are you congidering this possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in October. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What
are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and the United States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

On Colombia, I'm not prepared to make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown
himself into trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the
insurgency. The people in the United States have a real interest in that
because I think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an
end, it 1s going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities
of the narco-traffickers there, and their reach.

So, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin
America to be free of the kind of violence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is alsc very much in
our national security interest to do what we can, 1f we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict so that Colombia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that
would be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

Q Another question about the presidential race. Aside from
asking George W. Bush to come forward and give specifics on the issues
that you mentioned, could you tell us what you find objectionable about
his trying to present a new moderate face for his party, just like you did
for the Democrats? And could you tell us whether you're worried whether
he will figure out how the Republicans can occupy the center of American
politics?

THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q You don't think he can?

THE PRESIDENT: No, no, I don't think I'll answer those
guestions. (Laughter.) I will say -- no, look, let me say again, I
wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first

answer.

When I ran for President, in 1991, the first thing I did was tell
the American people what I thought was going on in our country and what I



would do. And if vou remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very
detailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get one of those
plans now, vou'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.

and my view is that there are a lot of things that count in a
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

So that's the only point I want to make. 2And I think any -- I
would say that applies to every candidate. I don't want to answer the
questions you ask me because that's not my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.
My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
guestions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every
political gquestion you asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm
living back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential
library and I'm sitting here as a voter saying, where do they stand, what

will they do -- all of them. 2And I do believe the Vice President has done
the best job of telling the American people what he would do and -- to go
back to Susan's formulation -- how he would change the country in a

positive way.
George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
President Kennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in
your view, 1s the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting
by a President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of
landing on Mars?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I
think -- for one thing, when I became President, the space program was
actually in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at risk.

And I have fought for it and I believe in it. And one of the things I
talked to -- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in to
see me yesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And
Dan Goldin was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, my
Science Advisor. And we talked about how we could use the coming of the
millennium as -- you know, the First Lady sponsored all these cther
lectures here. And I told him about Stephen Hawking's lecture and what he
said. And we talked yesterday about how we could set some goals for the
space program, capture the imagination of the American people and broaden
the support for it.

And one of the things that 'I suggested that I think would be quite
helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to dramatize for
the American people -- you mentioned Mars, but I think what is more likely
to capture the imagination of the American people are the benefits to us
here on Earth of continued advances in space. And some of them,
particularly in the health field, are likely to be breath-taking. They're
principally in the area of the environment and health.

So I asked our people to start working on that and they said they
would be willing to help us. I have to tell vou that it was a great day
for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They also gave me
a moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. ({(Laughter.) And the moon

rock is 3.6 billion years old. So when I feel very tired, I'1ll lock at it
and feel young again. (Laughter.)



Yes, go ahead. We had an Irish question first, I promised. GCo
ahead, what's the Irish question?

Q Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?

Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway
with Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been made
on the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the other on
it?

THE PRESIDENT: OCkay. Why don't we take both Irish questions at
once. What's your Irish question?

Q Last week, you seemed to kind of get fired up when you
were talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the
politicians in Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do
you feel, after all the work that you've done on this project, that
perhaps it was misplaced and you should have perhaps pushed in a place
more like Africa, where they have thousands of people dying from ethnic
strife, instead of 3,500 over 30 years?

Q And if I can have a third Irish guestion, what role, if
any, do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?

THE PRESIDENT: Okay, let me answer the Irish gquestions, then I'11
come back to the "should we have done something else.”

I've talked to Senator Mitchell, and he is willing to spend some
time -- he can't go back full-time for another year or two, but I'd like
to put this in some -- at least I'd like to tell you how I look at it.

Obviously, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it's important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Good Friday Agreement. And that's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsibilities are
and what the other side's responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that
it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out the two areas causing problems,
the decommissioning and the standing up to the executive, and try to
figure out how they can unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pointed out, is
working hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do
some work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resolved.

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the outsiders -- I told the parties that to the ocutsiders --
no one, none of us outside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will understand i1f this thing breaks down over who goes
first; that that did sound like the kind of argument that young people
have, you know -- who goes first.

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are
afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into

the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agreement
did not require decommissioning as a condition of getting i ¥
executive branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives

being told that it wasn't the vote of the people, it wasn't the Good
Friday Accord, it was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force
them to give up their arms that got them to disarm. They believe that
would, in effect, require them to disavow what they've done for 30 years.

And what they're saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put
it in that textured way on both sides, it makes it clear why it becomes a



difficult issue. And I can't think of anybody better to try to work
through it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out.

Now, vou asked about did I think we had misplaced our energies. I
don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a
bigger ethnic group in America than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emotion to the Irish struggle.

I also think that it has enormous symbolism, beyond the size of
the country and the number who have died. And if it can be resolved, I
think it will give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
world. So I don't believe for a moment we made a mistake.

But let me also say I think we should be more involved in Africa
and I've tried to involve us more in Africa. I did everything I could to
head off that civil war between Ethiopia and Eritrea. It's not a civil
war, they are two separate countries, but they once were together and
they're basically now arguing over the divorce settlement. And I don't
mean to trivialize it in that characterization. And we are still actively
involved in trying to stop that.

Reverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the
awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for that. We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try to stabilize the
region. We are training African militaries and the Africa Crisis Response
Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent further carnage. So I believe
the United States should be more involved in Africa.

And, of course, the announcement that the Vice President made on
our behalf the other day of our new AIDS initiative in some ways may be
the most important thing we can do to save lives there.

So I agree that we should be more involved. But I don't agree
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. I'm proud of every late-night
phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go ahead.

Q -- can I ask about you --

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't want to talk about me.

Q Oh, come on.

THE PRESIDENT: I'm not a candidate for anything.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. All right, one more.

o Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
development, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support
-- Africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are
Afro-Latino. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House,
that is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder if you would tell

the pecople of the United States what you are going to plan for that big
celebration?

And another thing, Mr. President -- I am disgusted with you -- you
have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the
trade promoticnal coordinating committee that has been carried out in the
last year -- are the participants in the prospective of this economy. Why

don't you speak abcout the success of that initiative? It's a sin that you
vou talk about a lot of things that is - - another thing that is good



for America and the world.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that are good for
America don't make good news for them, you see.

Q And I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- (laughter) -- a follow-up?
(Laughter.) Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, 1is that
good.

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday of the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides
with the first year of the new century and the millennium. So we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want others who
deserve more credit than I do to be able to do that. But it will be a
signal honor for us to be living here in that year, and we'll be able to
do a lot -- and I hope we'll have even more Bmerican citizens coming to
the White House next year to be a part of it.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot of guts.
(Laughter.) 1If this is a follow up, I'll give you another guestion.
(Laughter.)

Q Sir, you've stressed that you have plenty teo do, and vyet
for some time, vyour political career has enjoyed the benefits of support
from two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady --
two people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those two people in terms of political
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
vou'll balance that assistance against your job as President, and finally,
how you personally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.

Q I have a follow-up to his gquestion. (Laughter.)
THE PRESIDENT: Now, I believe that. (Laughter.)

Well, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically. I'll try to
be helpful. &And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, 1s to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don't mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I find
myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read what
yvou all say about it -- but I don't feel myself winding down, I feel
myself keying up. I want to do wmore. I want to try to make sure that I
give the American people as much as I can every day. So I've got plenty
of energy and I'll do whatever I'm asked to do.

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he's had far more responsibility and gotten more done than
any Vice President in history. Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I
know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what he's done and he has
my friendship and my support. But I also think that it's a mixed
blessing, as you say, Dbecause people want to see any Vice President out
there on his own. If you go back and lock at where Richard Nixon was in
13592, you will see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a
rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing to
do with the questions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's a
good man with a good record, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. &and I



think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- if she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful T
will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job.
I have never known anybody who didn't run for coffice who was a wmore
effective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public
citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to
make and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that,
you know, the whole question of moving there.

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. And she said,
I want to go to New York -- in, like, '93. This is just something that
happened later. So I'll be dividing my time between home -- I'm going to
go home and build my library and build my center -- I'll divide my time
between there and New York, whatever she does about this Senate race.

But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it would
be a great thing for the country -- not only because of what I owe her,
because she just -- what she knows and how she's lived and what she's
done. I mean, it's very unusual to find somebody like that who has that
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place. I
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

Go ahead, Bill.

Q In that same vein, sir -- (laughter) -- as the spotlight
shifts from you to your Vice President and to your wife, are you likely to
be content, drifting slowly offstage, or do you think that someday you
will want to run for office, some office again? Or are you willing to
tell us this afternoon, sir, that vou will never again run for elective
office?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. (Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- you can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though
I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets
two terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with
his life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

And I was a very happy person before I became President. I never
have had any trouble finding something interesting to do that I believed
in. And I will do my best to use the opportunity and the gift the
American people gave me to serve in this position to be a useful citizen
of my country and the world for the rest of my life, and I have no doubt
that there will be some way I can do that. And I'm, frankly, kind of
excited about it. I mean, it's a new challenge. I'll have to think in a
different way and do a different way.

Will I miss a lot of the things about this job? Yes. I*'ll even
miss all of you, believe it or not. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been good for our people and
for our country and I think for the world.

And, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And
the people that are most satisfied and most happy in life take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of sitting around moping and
wishing the rhythms were something other than they are. That's just not
the way the life works. And, listen, I'm way ahead and I'm very grateful.



Thank you very much.

END 3:45 P.M. EDT
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a The Clinton-Gore Administration has worked harder than any
previous Administration to build stronger U.S. ties with Africa. The
President has taken the longest-ever Presidential trip to Africa. He has
also sent a Presidential Mission on AIDS to sub-Saharan Africa to
chronicle the scope of the crisis and propose a response. Just this
week, Vice President Gore ) on the basis of that report ) annocunced the

Administration ,s proposal for the largest-ever increase in funding for
AIDS in Africa.

Q Vice President Gore ) for his part -- has almost certainly
invested more time and effort in Africa than any of his predecessors. As
co-chair of the U.S.-South Africa Binational Commission, the Vice
President has made a tremendous personal investment of time and effort
working with South African leaders to improve health, expand trade, and
build the economy of the new South Africa.

a He has also helped South Africa confront the crisis of AIDS.
He has worked through efforts of the committee to help track the spread of
AIDS, expand awareness, and promote prevention. He has taken Secretary

Shalala, Surgeon General David Satcher with on his trips to Cape Town to
work with the South African government on improving ocur common efforts to
fighting AIDS.

a Following the discussion the Vice President and Deputy President
had on AIDS in Cape Town in February of this year, Mr. Mbeki gave the Vice
President an AIDS ribbon, done in ornate African beadwork, and the two of
them both wore the ribbons before a national television audience in South
Africa as they spoke about the importance of AIDS awareness. Clearly,
the gift of an AIDS ribbon from Mr. Mbeki to Mr. Gore, is a clear sign of
solidarity between the two in the fight against AIDS.

a The Vice President has never threatened South Africa with trade
sanctions. Ambassador Sisulu of South Africa said at a July 2 press
conference at the National Press Club: &1 want to state categorically

that Vice President Gore has not put pressure, has not given notice to put
sanctions, on South Africa on this matter. 8

a The fact is -- the Vice President is on the right side of the
issue. The Vice President has supported South Africa ,s efforts to make
health care more affordable, and he believes we can do that without
undercutting the patents that led to the development of those medicines in
the first place. )

a At the same time, the Vice President has blocked drug company
efforts to escalate trade pressure on South Africa. As Susan Rice, our
Assistant Secretary of State for Africa, has said: the Vice President

and he led the way led the way in opposing trade sanctions pushed by the
pharmaceutical industry. He took the position that the health crisis in
South Africa needed to be taken into account.

G The fact of the matter is ) the Vice President is a great friend
of Africa and a bitter foe of AIDS, and his leadership is an important
asset in the fight against this raging health crisis.

Charge: Vice President Gore -- in effort to curry favor with the drug
companies -- threatened severe trade sanctions against South Africa if it
went forward with its legal plans to provide lower-cost AIDS medicines.

Response: The Philadelphia Ingquirer wrote: &Vice President Gore would

)
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seem an unlikely target for AIDS activists. Under the Clinton
administration, funding for AIDS research has soared, new AIDS medicines
have dramatically reduced mortality rates, and the government is now
pushing to get an AIDS vaccine by 2007. 8 Bevond that, as you know, the
Vice President has been involved for years working with the South Africans
to improve the health, expand trade, build the economy. That is not the
usual role of U.S5. Vice Presidents; he does it out of his own free will )
for no political benefit, as we have seen. These groups claim Gore put
pressure on South Africa and threatened sanctions against South Africa in
an Bugust 1998 meeting. The South African Ambassador to the U.S. has
directly contradicted those claims, and the Assistant Secretary of State
for africa ) who was in that meeting ) said the Vice President has led the
way in opposing trade sanctions on South Africa.

The fact is, this group is trying to advocate in America for an issue
affecting AIDS in South Africa, and their assertions have been challenged
by one of the top African American officials in the U.S (Chairman of the
CBC), the top South African official in the U.S. (Ambassador Sisulu), and
the top AIDS lobbyist in the U.S. (the executive director of AIDS Action).
The Washington Post says they "manipulate the facts® AND a conservative
weekly calls these charges "groundless and grotesgue.” If vou ask me,
the only way a group pushing for such a good cause could get such bad
press is if their tactics were dishonest, underhanded, or unethical.

Charge: The U.S. is stopping South Africans from getting the drugs that
could save their lives.

Response: When 15c was passed, South African and international
pharmaceutical companies challenged the law in South African court,
charging that the law -- as written -- violated South Africa's
Constitution. Meanwhile, the South Africa government has decided that it
will not proceed with compulsory licensing or parallel importing so long
as the law is under litigation.

So it is the South Africa government that has decided not to go forward
with its plan to produce cheaper generic drugs.

Charge: But the U.S5. government is keeping South Africa from doing
compulsory licensing and parallel importing because of the threat of
sanctions.

Response: Even if the USG had said nothing on this point -- still the
pharmaceutical companies had challenged this law in Court, and South
Africa decided it would not go forward with compulsory licensing or
parallel importing until the litigation was resolved.

Charge: Gore has led an effort to bully South Africa into giving up
efforts to make cheaper drugs.

Response: Nonsense. The U.S. has not opposed efforts to provide

?idicines more cheaply; it has opposed efforts that underxcut the patents
e led to the development of those medicines in the first place

These prgtgstors say they are concerned about AIDS in Africa. But the
group drlv}ng the protests is founded to fight against intellectual
property rights. There seems to be some evidence that thisg group is just

using Yy t j&)
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énuéigt, the head of this group dismissed the Administration's call for
Iod ing funds devoted to AIDS in Africa -- calling it "damage control.”
e gn , £ know hgw someone who could claim to care about saving lives iﬁ
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It seems this group doesn't want to find a way to beth provide cheaper
medicines and preserve international agreements -- they just want to break
the international agreements.

Charge: The U.S. is trying to repeal a law that allows South Africa to
pursue its legal rights under international agreements.

Response: Simon Barber, a reporter for Business Day in South Africa,
wrote last week: The problem with section 15c¢ is that it grants the
health minister sweeping authority to ignore South Africa's TRIPS
obligations.”

Isn't it reasonable to say that if someone supports such a law, that they
are trying to weaken intellectual property rights.

Charge: The Vice President threatened trade sanctions against South
Africa.
Response: The South African Ambassador to the U.S. said July 2 : "I

want to state categorically that Vice President Gore has not put pressure,
has not given notice to put sanctions on South Africa on this matter.®

If they presume to speak for South Africa in the United States; they might
first check their facts with someone who really does speak for South
Africa in the United States.

Charge: The Vice President is serving the interests of the drug
companies.

Response: The Weekly Standard -~ no friend of Mr. Gore -- has called
these charges "groundless and grotesque.” Numerous other newspapers and
commentators have pointed out that the Vice President fought the drug
companies efforts to impose trade sanctions against South Africa.

Simon Barber wrote in South Africa ,s Business Day: &The accusation that
Gore is in the pocket of the drug industry, which was starting to gain
currency, now holds less water than it ever did. The industry wants a

big fat stake driven through section 15¢ and the Vice President has not
delivered. But he may have helped fostser something more important: (..
a sane atmosphere for reasoning through why the protection of intellectual
property is not necessarily incompatible with better, more affordable
health care for South Africa ,s poor. 8

Charge: The State Department report describes Gore's actions in bullying
Mbeki

Response: The State Department report states explicitly that the Vice
President and Mr. Mbeki [and I quote]l: ‘“agreed on a basis for a mutually

satisfactory, Government-to-Government negotiated solution to the
impasse.”

That State Department report was written -- by the way -- because a
Republican Congressman did what the drug companies told him to. He
sponsored legislation that cut off all U.S. aid to the Central Government
of South Africa, until the State Department submitted a report saying what
we were doing to force a change in the South African Medicines Act. The
same Congressman has threatened to write a tougher provigion into the law
this year.

I might like to ask members of this committee 1f they were aware of
Congressman Frelinghuysen ,s move on behalf of the pharmaceutical companies

to cut off aid to South Africa. Further, if they were aware of it ) did
they support it. If they had been aware of it, would they have fought
it?

Tough guestions for Love:

Mr. Love, You don't come to this dispute based on a longstanding
commitment to fighting AIDS. Your experience seems to be more along the



lines of fighting intellectual property rights. What would you say to
the suggestion that you are trying to exploit the emotional issue of AIDS
to gain a foothold for weakening intellectual property rights worldwide?

Mr. Love: Simon Barber of Business Day of South Africa has written that
Section 15c¢ "excuses the health minister from deference to existing South

africa patent law.”

sweeping authority to
If you support such a
intellectual property

He then says 15c¢ "grants the health minister
ignore South Africa’s TRIPS obligations.™
law,

isn't reasonable to assume vou are opposed to
rights?
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BY THE PRESIDENT
The East Room
2:35 P.M. EDT
THE PRESIDENT: Good afterncon.
Q Mr. President, you don't kmow it, but there is such a bright

light on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
appear. {Laughter.)
and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
that and take questions, I'd like to say that,
been briefed on this morning's developments in
let me commend the

and naticonal level

Let me say,
statement, but before
as you might i
the search o

al

ts with the tamilies as
th them.

Today I want to make a brief statement about the cheoice we face
here in Washington and in our country about how best to move forward into
the new century and what to do with the surplus. When we look toward the
future, 1t is helpful to remember at least the recent past. Six and a half
years ago, the budget deficit was $290 billion and rising. Wages were
stagnant, ineguality was growing, social conditions were worsening.

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. It's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No
one really thought we could turn it around, let alone bring unemployment to
a 2%-vyvear low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt of
our country was cuadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $39

We must decide whether to invest the surplus, to strengthen
America over the long-term, or to squander it for the short-term. I think
the right course is clear. And a bigger surplus only means that the
mistake could be bigger, and the missed opportunity greater if we take the
WIONg COourse.

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first.
I believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in sducation,
defense, the environment, biomedical research.
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As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 2015; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families save
for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern schools.

3o let's be clear about s
have tax cuts or not -- we should hav
for irst to save Scocial Securi ty
cuts we can a

ducation, agri
not special int

, but

Now, these are the risks that are posed by the Republican tax
plan that the House is about to vote on. Let me tell you what their plan
would do. It would pile up $3 trillion in debt over the next two decades,
right when the baby boomers start to retire -- that's what it costs --
right when Social Security and Medicare feel the crunch.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it doesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvency of Medicare, to provide
the prescription drug benefits and it would reguire 51g“*:icant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today i
biomedical research, the environment and other

will be be”ause, ir
ocuy prosperity tomorrow.

I hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really wvoting also on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether to
pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years -- something
that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment, more jobs,
higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage payments, car
payments, credit card payments, college loan payments.

They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national
priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our people’'s
lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the Republican
leadership has ocutlined and the national priorities of the American people.
I hope we can still work together across party to save Social

S and Medicare, to priorit nd have the right kind
of cut
1f Congress passes the wrong kind, of course, I will not si it.
i not allow a risky plan to become law. And as I said, we now have

zix and a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
ought to stay with it.

As I said, I will work with any member of any party willing to
put first things first. We can have a tax cut and do the right thing for
the long-term in America. That is my commitment, and I hope that together
we can fulfill it for our people.

Thank you very much. Helen.
2

defend Taiwan
the U.S. contin

THE PRESIDENT: wWell, let me say, first of all se
guestions are governed by the Taiwan Relations Act, whi
honor. Qur pelicy is clear We favor the one China pol cy the
cress-stra dialogues. The understanding we have had all along with both
iw i

it g
China and Taiwan is that the differences between them would be resoned
peacefully. If that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relations
Act we would be reguired to view it with the gravest concern.

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And
we have dispatched people today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can to press that case to all sides. This is something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
trying to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this is,
but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones. The
cone China polLPy is right; the cross- stralL dla ogue is right; the peaceful
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THE PRESIDENT: I will say what ve already said -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that, that we
don't believe there should be any viclent attempts to resolve this, and we
would view it very seriously. But I don't believe there will be. I think
that both sides understands what needs to be done.

Terry?

Q Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, vou said that you s
pelieve in a one China pelicy. How do you address Senator Helms'
that that policy is "a puzzling fiction"?

THE PRESIDENT: on But
if Senator Helms means that en
that's tyue. But the Chi a song view of thece things and

have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on
Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it, as they did in
working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going beyond that.

So I think the important thing is to let -- they need to take the
time necessary to work this out between themselves in a peaceful way. That
is clearly in both their interests. And I'm still not entirely sure,
because I have read things which seem to resonate both ways on this,
exactly what the Lee statements were entitled -- trying to convey.

But I think that both sides are now guite aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework that
we have followed these last several years, which I might add, has allowed
both places to prosper and to grow, to do Detter d to have more contacts,
more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, a bit more
Lecowc;11at cn. S0 I would hope that we woul with what is working
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the Pentagon mission to

THE PRESIDENT: I didn't think this was the best time to do
sowething which might excite either one side or the other and imply that a
military solution is an acceptable altermative. If you really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. And I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one
China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that no one
should contemplate force here.

Randy.
Q Economists have been calling on you to indicate now whether

you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order to avoid having the issue
to become mired in election year politics and upsetting financial markets

next year. Would vou e the Chairman stay on, and has he given
you any indication of
as you know, enjoyed a very good
lationship, professionally, with Mr. Greenspan. I

ink he has done a terrific I have no idea whether he would even be
willing to serve another term. I will make the decision in a timely
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in election year politics;
there's no evidence of that.

You heard -- I think the Vice President said yesterday or the day
before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own ecconomy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

indicated he was sending a
been do an excellent job.
SIDENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was doing

ee with him.



Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the
beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about it?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think tha

have plaved in the decision- maklnc of the r
let me ¥ that today a lot Jod
believe there are some

family, and others

Guard or the NTSB

So we have ncot tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any role
ng or substance of release of information. And we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabes, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a chance
to £ind something else because of the equipment we have here, even though
it's difficult and I'm inclined to believe because of the circumstances
here and because who's involved that we ought to go on a little more. And
I said that I would support it and defend it. And I think it was the right
decision.

Q Mr. President, if you'll allow me to ask about two different
topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting reports
about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been recovered. I
understand that based upon the answer you JUQL gave, tl
guestion that you'd want to address, but, Lhanb,
there is this conflicting information you ccu7d ans

ver that guestion.

and, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit,
prescription drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax
cuts at the wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that direction.

How dc you reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans,
rich older Americans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you
just said this new study will show one in four don't need?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, it's voluntary. And most
wealthy Americans are well taken care of under the present program they
have and won't exercise it. So that's the first point I want to make.

The second thing I would like to say is I don’t think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 11th hour of the
deficit reduction package negotiations in 1993, in orxder to geb up to $500
-~ we did much

billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five

better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken
taken off of the Medicare tax, which virt
upper-income person in America will p julesd
chan they will ever draw out in health or
They are making a net significant contribution today because,
unlike Social Security taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there is

no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. &aAnd I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive
program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once you get over
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more into this program over
the course of their life than they could ever draw out if they were sick
every day from the time they're 65 on.

Q 8ir, a guestion --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they have
found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I just
don't think it's appropriate for me -- I'l1l be glad to comment on whatever
they want to say, but I think I shou leave it for th to talk.

o
£,

ive the Republican tax cuts

woul g e has now just come out with a
repo eir ta ts, almost $80C billion in tax
cuts, they would save 277 billion over a 10-year period, whereby
vour program would save only about $50 billion. That's about $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? And, you know, people on the Hill
listen to the CBO.

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBC except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients' bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to question the CBO, since they ignored the CBC in
the patients' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
you is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying
that it was a very creative study.



et me just say this: You have six and a
experience with the numbers we have given you and the
made . And every single year, our numbers have not
we have done better than we said we would do - -
six and & half years now.

Our studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades
will cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second
decade, and that -- then an enormous loss to the American pecple in
interest savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of
our tax money paying interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannot -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement.
aAnd they don't put any new money into the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
1 the Medicare program wither aw

hey can't

Q The CBO estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are more
than twice what you say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: 1In the 1997 Balanced Budget Agreement -- okay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a
Medicare savings figure. And we said, okay, here is our health information
-- this is what we do in the Executive Branch, we deal with these hospitals
-- here are the changes you need to make in the Medicare program to achieve
the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in Congress and the
White House agreed on.

And the CBO said, no, ne, no, no, that won't come ¢
these changes plus these changes. And we said, okay, we're f
CBO, we put it in there. What happened? And that's cone of t
surplus 1s somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the

Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, their numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these heospitals all over America, every
place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.

So when it comes to estimating Medicare costs, again, we have
evidence. And whenever there's been a difference between us and the CEO,
we've been right and they've been wrong. That's all I can tell you. Ko
serious perscon -- so what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.
what are they going to do about it? Even if you don't have a drug program,
if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do anything to
extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have to have huge cuts.

And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side
mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 199%3. And it has served us very
well. And all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get this
country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, keep us moving forward.

Q Mr. President?

THE FPRESIDENT: ©Next. Let me take John's first, then I'11 take
you, Sarah.

ir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this mor
im to take any specific steps to advance what you believe

um toward peace, and did you discuss with him his complaints
t he found Prime Minister Barak's 1S-month timetable

did you ask hi
new moment

SIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat
and honoring any agreements that had been made to this point, and that any
modifications they made going forward to the benefit of either or both



uld have to be done by mutual agreement; that I thought he was

vy committed to resolve all the issues outstanding in the peace
in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do wag to have
his cone-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.
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So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's
proposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. And I think he felt good about

that. Aand I did say, after you have the meeting, if you want to talk again
about this -- I'11 be glad to talk to you. And he said he did. So that's
where we are

Sarah Go ahead, Sarah

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; 1t seems

like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. But in the meantime,
don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the country's
sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each day, and
the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
you have a list of the conferences we have every day here?

Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we find out you haven't
any?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I will consider that.

Go ahead

Q Will be taking
the Balkan summit on investment next week? An
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as
will you have any trouble defining that? Wwill that
distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come ocut of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can
achisve the future we want in the Balkans and avoid future ethnic conflicts
unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan states
closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and then
brings the region as a whole closer to Eurcpe.

and so I thin at we have to have some
that direction. And there are direct -- there are
United States can do to help to contribute to that
all the other things t
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busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an op
down and go through what cur options are, so I can't give you &
specific answer.
But I will say this -- if what we have done in Bosnia, and what

we have done in Kosovo, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Burope. And that is what I am working on.

and what was the second question you asked?
Q On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow
view of it because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political control by doing things which are not humanitarian
nature. But based on the virtual daily :
are on this and where we are operating

a

them to be big debates. I don't expect
opinion.
Yes, go ahead, John.
Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be on

the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even if it means
sacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay for servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should sacrifice the pay
for our serxvice personnel because we now are getting back in the ball game
in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard for



us to both recruit and he people are still the most
ity and their tralnlﬂc and
ndition of their fa: Se

Now, the Congress every year puts other things into the defense
pudget which are not priorities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without
compromising the basic priorities of our naticonal defense within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight to do. I think it would be a
mistake to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to
our national defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can be
preserved.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently, with
George W. Bush and his slogan of “"compassionate conservatism." But you
went beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy, and
seemed to ridicule his slogan and even guestion his sincerity. Were you
just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were vou taking the opportunity
maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?

THE PRESIDENT: No, I was just having a little fun. {Laughter .}
You know, that's a long time -- if we don't have any laughs it’'s geing to
be a very tedious struggle between now and November of Z000.

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a

phrase or something that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying to
do. So I was really just having a little fun.

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
positions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not involved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not involved in any sort of
full-time consulting role. {Laughter.}) So I look at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what will
change the lives of America.

=bt
o eduCaLlov and
you going to do if you get

To me, the best thing the Vice President has done is to talk
about dramatically intensifying the war on cancer, making pre-school
universal, increasing access to college by helping people save without tax
consequences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build
on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

So I would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that‘s the most important
thing

Susan?

11l come over here. I know I'm left
leaning, - {laughter) --

Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA
Today-CNN poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
percent. But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
Americans said they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration
policies -- not a continuation of them. What do you think accounts for
that sentiment for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?
THE PRESIDENT: think what that means peoplo think th*nge
chaﬂce in peoli
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I think change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So I
would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said, vote
for me and I'11 keep it just like it is; everything that Bill Clinton did
is exactly what I1'11 do. I would vote against that candidate, because I do
not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely
different approach which has been proven not tc work. Sco all I want the
American people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
icies have consaguences. And
“hat's why we're all still around

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?

THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here’s
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm going
to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've done,
but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very --
that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

dhat
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Q In your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister Ehud
Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with Syria.
Now, have you received any response, positive response ox indication from
Syria towards that? And, on Iran, can you share with us the
administration's views of -- events and administrations in Iran? Thank
you.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been guite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that theve is to negotiating and moving toward peace. Sc I'm

L0 pursue
in an atmosphere of
to be deeply loyal to theilr nation.
obviously love their country and are proud of its history and have
Enormous

potential. And I just hope they find a way to work through all this, and

I believe they will.

Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems like
that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people who
already are lucky enough to have health insurance. And, in fact, neither
party dealt with some very fundamental issues that energized you and the
First Lady five and six years ago. The guestion is, with such a robust
economy and the budget surpluses, if not now, when, and if not you,
would provide the leadership to provide for those folk

In the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, we reached bipartisan
agreement on a proposal that would fund providing health insurance for up
to 5 million more children through state-designed programs. Now, I've been
a little disappointed -- and I'm not being critical of any of the states,
either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the uptake on the
program has been a little slow. That is, I would have thought by now we'd
have almost 3 million of those 5 million children enrolled already,
because



we've got the money there, and we're well behind that.

30 we are looking at whether thers are that we can do at
the national level to work with the states te simpli access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes that
for little or no more extra money, we could actually adJusL the program and
take in several million more children. So the children are the biggest
group

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I want to reiterate it,
that would allow the most vulnerable group of people without health
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that 1s guite important.

In addition to that, there are a lot of states -- there are some
states -- Tennessee was the first state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working
families to buy into their Medicald programs on a sliding scale.

11 these one, we would dramatically reduce
eople without he urance and we'll eventually probably
g in this direction, get down to the point
group of pe ple without health insurance are young,
believe that they're going to live forever and be healthy
want to bear the cost. And we'll have to think about,

But I think the best thing to do is try to get as many kids as we
can covered, and then try to get these people who are ocut of the work force
who are older, but they're not old encugh to get Medicare, to get them at
least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy into the Medicare
program.

Go ahead, Scott.

o} Thank you, Mr. President. ©On the Kennedy tragedy, sir, will
vou authorize the Na to participate in burial at sea ceremony? Why de
you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on this
i I wonder if ycu would give us your thoughts on

to the White House. I understand vou and the

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no
ficial word, persconal word from the family what burial arrangements
hey want. Until they make a statement about it, I just don't feel that I
n say anything.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the
recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that were
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed
in this if they had a few more days, and because of the role of the Kennedy
family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses that they
have sustained in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to give them
a few more days. and if anyone believes that was wrong, the Cost Guard is
not at fault; I am. It was because I thought 1t was the right thing to do

ok the famous
irst time since he was a

and then last year -- maybe you would have a better memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollo program. Do
you remember they did a series on the space program that was done after the
movie came cut? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of people came. And he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. And he
and Carolyn came. And afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. So I took him upstairs and showed him the
residence. which he'd not seen since he was a tiny boy.

howed him some of my --
I have a picture is ba
- of octher things which he thous
ook a -- we had a very nice evenin

And then, in return, he sent me a 51gned copy of his
father, which is now upstairs. It’'s John Kennedy
in Charlottesville in 1960. 1It's quite a lovely




picture -- interesting picture.

But it was a nice night. I think that he really wanted to kind
of come to terms with all of it. Aand I think he and Carolyn, they were
delightful young people, and they had a great time here that night. And
Hillary and I loved having them here. It was guite a great night.

Q To just follow on that, sir, just one guestion, if I may.
Is there anything that Mr. Kennedy sald to you that night that particularly
struck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had endil
knpw h*w p € ell by then We'd been I om

1t ing internshi wi
s, I ever ght
have any other contac He

I'd speak to his law clcrks,
and went by and visited with Lhem an

L

education
And we had been together on many occasions since then.

an speech,

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. And I think he -- he was a very deliberate person, as
many people have noticed, about when he would be publicly exposed and all
of that. He had his mother's care for having a private life. And I think
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
to the White House before he did. But especially in light of everything

that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance to come back here one more time
and see the residence and know where he was when he was a little boy. I'm
glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened.

Yes, go ahead. Yes, ves, please.

Q the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States ion to support the military against the
guerrillas Is your adm:nist“atlor ready to respond to that request? And,
also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are you cons;dering thig possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in October. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What

are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?

THE PRESIDENT well, you know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and the United States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

on Colombia, not prepared to make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown himself

I'm
Ter
let

into trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombla, to stop the insurgency.
The pcacie in the U ed States have a real int=re=t in that because I
i discovrd in Colombia is brought to an end, it is
much, much harder for us to restrain the activities of the
ickers there, and their reach.
So, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin

America to be free of the kind of violence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is alsc very much in
our national security interest to do what we can, if we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict sco that Colowbia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that would
be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

Q Another guestion about
asking George W. Bush to come forward
vou mentioned, could you tell us what
trvinc to present a new moderate face for his party, just like vyou did for
ocrat¢° And cculd you us whether you're worried whether he
i€ can occupy the center of American

the presidential race. Aside from
and give specifics on the issues that
you nd objecticnable about his

Q You don't think he can?
THE PRESIDENT: ©No, no, I don't think I'll answer those
questions. (Laughter.) I will say -- no, look, let me say again, I

wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first answer.
When ran for President, in 1%91, the first thing I did was tell
the American pecple what I thought was going on in our country and what I
would do. And if you remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very

-



detailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get cne of those
plans now, you'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.
and my view 1s that there are a >E s that count in &
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
c

i ue
always up and things can be learned and all tha But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everyoody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

So that's the only point I want to make. Aand I think any -- I
would say that applies to every candidate. I don't want to answer the
gquestions you ask me because that's not my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.

My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
gquestions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every political
question you asked me from now on, I'm going te pretend that I'm living
back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential library and
I'm sitting here as a voter saying, where do they st
-- all of them. And I do believe the Vice President
f telling the American people what he would do and

o
Susan's formulation -- how he would change the count

George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have
lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
President Kennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in your
view, is the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting by a
President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of landing
on Mars?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning te land on Mars. But I
think -- for one thing, when I became President, the space program was
actually in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at risk. And
I have fought for it and I believe in it. Aand one of the things I talked
to -- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in toc see me
yvesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And Dan Goldin
was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, my Science Advisor.

And we talked about how we could use the coming of the mllie“nlum as -- you
know, the First Lady spcﬂcored all these other lectures here. And I told
him about Step en Hawking's lecture and what he said. 2And we talked
about how we could set some goals for the space program, captur
nation of the American people and broaden the support for it.

and one of the things that I suggested that I think would be
quite helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to
dramatize for the American people -- you mentioned Mars, but I think what
is more likely to capture the imagination of the American people are the
benefits to us here on Earth of continued advances in space. And some of
them, particularly in the health field, are likely to be breath-taking.
They're principally in the area of the environment and health.

So I asked our people to start working on that and t
would be willing teo help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day

for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They also gave me a
moon rock, by the way -- but only on loan. {Laughter.} And the moon rock
is 3.6 billion years cld. So when I feel very ti I'11 lock at it and

feel young again. {Laughter
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o] Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?

Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway with
Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been made on
the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the other on it?

THE PRESIDENT: Okay. Why don't we take both Irish guestions at
once. What's your Irish question?

Q Last week, you seemed to kind of get fired up when you were
talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the politicians in
Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do you feel, after
21l the work that you've done on this project

hird Irish questicn, what role, if any,
in

T
nt, in breaking the deadlock?



THE PRESIDENT: Okay, let me answer the Irish guestions, then
I1'11 come back to the "should we have done something else."

I've talked to Senator Mitchell, and he is willing to spend some
time -- he can't go back full-time for another year or two, but I'd like to
put this in some -- at least I'd like to tell you how I look at it.

Cbviously, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it's important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Good Friday Agreement. And that's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsikilities are
and what the other side’'s responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that
it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out

the decommi g and the standing up to iv
out how unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pol
hard on it, and they' ve asked Senator Mitchell to come

work on it, and my instinct is that it will be resolved.

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the outsiders -- I told the parties that to the outsiders --
no one, none of us cutside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will understand if this thing breaks down over who goes
first; that that did sound like the kind of argument that young people
have, you know -- who goes first.

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are
afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe i
not require decommissioning as a con .
branch, they don't want to
that it wasn't the vote of
was what the Unionists and ¢

rms that got them to &

them to disavow what they've

did

And what they're saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put
it in that textured way on both sides, it makes it clear why it becomes a
difficult issue. And I can't think of anybody better to try to work
through it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out.

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced cur energies.
I don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a
bigger ethnic group in America than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emotion to the Irish struggle.

so think that it has enormous s olism, beyond the size of
country and the number who have died. And if it can be resolved, I
e £

a

ive great impetus to the fcorces of peace throughout the
don't believe for a moment we made mistake.

But let me also say I think we should be more involved in Africa
and I've tried to involve us more in Africa. I did everything I could to
head off that civil war between Ethiopia and Eritrea. It's not a civil
war, they are two separate countries, but they once were together and
they're basically now arguing over the divorce settlement. And I don't
mean to trivialize it in that characterization. And we are still actively
involved in trying to stop that.

rReverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the

awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for that. We're now
working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try to Qtab;llze the
region. We are training African militaries and the Afric i

Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent furti
the United States should be more involived in A

Sc I agree that we should be more involved. But I don't agree
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. I'm proud of every late-night
phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go ahead.

Q -~ can I ask about you --



THE PRESIDENT: Wwell, I don't want to talk about me.

Go ahead, what?

Q Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
development, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support --
Africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are

Afro-Latino. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House, that
is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder if you would tell the
people of the United States what you are going to plan for that big
celebration?

And another thing, Mr. President -- I am disgusted with you --
vou have been hiding something extraordinary -- the performance -- or the

trade promotional coordinating committee that ha
c

3 been carried cut in the
o)

last year -- are the participants i
don't you speak about the success o
talk about a lot of things tha

"

K

THE PRESIDENT: Well, a lot of the things that are good for
t make good news for them, you see.

Q 2and I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)
THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- (laughter) -- a follow-up?
(Laughter.) ©Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, is that

good.

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday of the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides
with the first year of the new century and the millennium. S0 we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want oth

f it be

rve

more credit than I do to be able to do that. But
for us to i living here in that year, i
I hope we e re American citiac
next year
Go ahead. - that showed
(Laughter.} If this give you anocth
{Laughter.}
Q Sir, you've stressed that you have plenty to do, and yet for
some time, your political career has enjoyed the benefits of support from
two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady -- two

people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those two people in terms of peolitical
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
you'll balance that assistance against your job as President, and finally,
how you personally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.

o I have a follow-up to his question. {Laughter .}
Now, I believe that. (Laughter.)
well, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically I try to
be helpful And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don't mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I
find myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read
what you all say about it -- but I don't feel myself winding down, I feel
myself keying up. I want to do more. I want to try to make sure that I
give the American people as much as I can every day. So I've got plenty of

energy and I'1l do whatever I'm asked to do.

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he’s had far wmore responsibility and en more done
any Vice President in history Nokbody's e ve
approximates that. I don't think the Ame
know that. And he deserves a lot of cred
my friendship and my support But I alsc .
becau cople o] e ar (: hi
g lo W e Ri 1 g, v vil
s ng. I rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reason I think that has nothing



to do with the questions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's
a good man with a good record, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. And I

think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- if she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful I
will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job. I
have never known anybody who didn't run for coffice who was a more
effective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public
citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to make
and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that, you
know, the whole guestion of moving there.

~
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But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it
would be a great thing for the country -- not only because of what I owe
her, because she just -- what she knows and how she's lived and what she's
done. I mean, it's very unusual to find somebody like that who has that
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place. I
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

Go ahead, Bill.

Q in that vein, sir -- {laughter) --

shifts from you to your ce President and to your wife,
onten drifri slowly offstage, or do
i cffice, some office again?
s3 that yvou will never again run

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. {(Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- you can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though
I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets
two

terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with his
life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

And I was a very happy person befors
trouble fi i somethin

way and do a different way.

Will I miss a lot of the things about this job? Yes. I'll even
miss all of you, believe it or not. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been gocd for our people and
for our country and I think for the world.

and, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And
the people that are most satisfied and wost happy in life take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of sitting around moping and
wishing the rhythms were something other than they are. That's just not
the way the life works. And, listen, I'm way ahead and I'm very grateful.

Thank you very much.
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Today's House hearing on the AIDS epidemic went as well as anyone could
have hoped, as far as the VP is concerned. Neither the witnesses nor the
Republicans made any mention of the Vice President and his role in the
South Africa AIDS matter. We had several Democrats in attendance who were
ready to support the VP, but there was no point to raise it. Jamie Love's
(Consumer Project on Technology) written testimony tries to score some
points against the Vice President, but he did not raise those in his
spoken remarks. Eric Sawyer from ACT-UP did not mention the VP. They
seemed to make a determination to leave us out of it.

Rep. John Mica was the only Republican, except for a brief drop-by from
Rep. Ben Gilman, to attend. He actually had somewhat supportive things to
say about the Administration's proposed budget increase announced Monday.
The following Democrats attended: Rep. Patsy Mink, Rep. Tom Lantos, Rep.
Jan Schakowsky, Del. Eleanor Norton, Rep. Elijah Cummings, and Rep. Dennis
Kucinich. Lantos, Cummings, Norton, Schakowsky, and Mink stuck it out
until the final panel (ACT-UP, Love, etc.) were through. I think they
were actually a little disappointed we asked them to hold their thunder.

Tom R./Sandy may have something to add. Thanks for yvour help, if nothing
else, 1t was a good fire drill. -PT

Message Sent

TO:

Ron Klain/OVP@OVP

Laura M. Quinn/OVP@OVP
Charles W. Burson/OVP@OVP
Sandra Thurman/OPD/EQP@EOP
Richard Socarides/WHO/EOP@EQOP
Thomas M. Rosshirt/OVP@OVP
David W. Beler/OVP@OVP

Sarah A. Bianchi/OVP@OVP



http:17:47:44.00

Melissa B. Ratcliff/OVP@OVP
Kay Casstevens/OVP@OVP
David R Thomas/OVP@OVP
William T. Glunz/OVP@OVP
Philip G Dufour/OVP@OVP
Monica M. Dixon/OVP@OVP



RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Paul Thornell { CN=Paul Thornell/0O=0VP [ UNKNOWN ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME:22-JUL-1999 17:29:15.00

SUBJECT: AIDS Hearing

TO: Monica M. Dixon { CN=Monica M. Dixon/0=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: William T. Glunz ( CN=William T. Glunz/0=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Kay Casstevens ( CN=Kay Casstevens/0=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Sarah A. Bianchi ( CN=Sarah A. Bianchi/0=0VP@0OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Thomas M. Rosshirt ( CN=Thomas M. Rosshirt/O=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Sandra Thurman { CN=Sandra Thurman/OU=0PD/O=EQP@EOP [ OPD ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Laura M. Quinn { CN=Laura M. Quinn/0O=0VP@QOVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Philip G Dufour ( CN=Philip G Dufour/O=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: David R Thomas {( CN=David R Thomas/0=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] }
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Melissa B. Ratcliff ( CN=Melissa B. Ratcliff/O=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: David W. Beier ( CN=David W. Beier/0O=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : GNKNOWN

TO: Richard Socarides { CN=Richard Socarides/QU=WHO/C=EOQOP@EQP [ WHO ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Charles W. Burscon { CN=Charles W. Burson/0=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TO: Ron Klain ( CN=Ron Klain/O=0VP@CVP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ : UNKNOWN

TEXT:

Today's House hearing on the AIDS epidemic went as well as anyone could
have hoped, as far as the VP is concerned. Neither the witnesses nor the
Republicans made any mention of the Vice President and his role in the
South Africa AIDS matter. We had several Democrats in attendance who were
ready to support the VP, but there was no point to raise it. Jamie Love's
(Consumer Project on Technology) written testimony tries to score some
points against the Vice President, but he did not raise those in his
spoken remarks. Eric Sawyer from ACT-UP did not mention the VP. They
seemed to make a determination to leave us out of it.
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Rep. John Mica was the only Republican, except for a brief drop-by from
Rep. Ben Gilman, to attend. He actually had somewhat supportive things to
say about the Administration's proposed budget increase announced Monday.
The following Democrats attended: Rep. Patsy Mink, Rep. Tom Lantos, Rep.
Jan Schakowsky, Del. Eleanor Norton, Rep. Elijah Cummings, and Rep. Dennis
Kucinich. Lantos, Cummings, Norton, Schakowsky, and Mink stuck it out
until the final panel (ACT-UP, Love, etc.) were through. I think they
were actually a little disappointed we asked them to hold their thunder.

Tom R./Sandy may have something tc add. Thanks for your help, if nothing
else, it was a good fire drill. -PT
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THE PRESIDENT: Good afterncon.

Q Mr. President, you don't know it, but there is such a
bright light on you -- we can't see you for the light. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: I've been waiting a long time for the halo to
appear. (Laughter.}

Let me say, ladies and gentlemen, I have a brief opening
statement, but before I make that and take questions, I'd like to say
that, as you might imagine, I have been briefed on this morning's
developments in the search off Martha's Vineyard. Again, let me commend
the Coast Guard and all the officials at the local, state and naticnal
level for the fine work they have done under extremely difficult
circumstances.
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Again, I think we should keep our thoughts with the families as
events unfold, and my thoughts and prayers are with them.

Today I want to make a brief statement about the choice we face
here in Washington and in our country about how best to move forward into
the new century and what to do with the surplus. When we look toward the
future, it is helpful to remember at least the recent past. Six and a
half years ago, the budget deficit was $290 billion and rising. Wages
were stagnant, inequality was growing, social conditions were worsening.

In the 12 years before I took office, unemployment averaged more
than 7 percent. It's almost difficult to remember what it was like. No
cne really thought we could turn it around, let alone bring unemployment
to a 29-year low, or turn decades of deficits, during which time the debt
of our country was gquadrupled in only 12 years, into a surplus of $99
billion.

Our nation has made a seismic shift int he last six years, fre a
critical choice -- whether to move forward with the fiscal discipline that
got us to where we are today, or return to the kind of risk-taking that
got us into recessions and deficits before.

We must decide whether to invest the surplus, to strengthen
America over the long-term, or to sguander it for the short-term. I think
the right course is clear. &nd a bigger surplus only means that the
mistake could be bigger, and the missed opportunity greater 1f we take the
wrong course.

I have proposed a balanced budget that puts first things first. I
believe we must maintain our sound economic strategy, and invest the
surplus in long-term goals -- saving Social Security, saving and
strengthening Medicare, modernizing it by providing a long overdue drug
benefit, and continuing to meet our basic responsibilities in education,
defense, the environment, biomedical research.

Tomorrow I will release a report that shows a great and growing
need for prescription drug coverage. What the study shows is that 75
percent of our older Americans lack decent, dependable private-sector
coverage of prescription drugs. That's three out of every four seniors.
Clearly, America needs a prescription drug plan that is simple, universal
and voluntary. Anyone who says we don't I believe is out of date and out
of touch.

As I've described, my plan meets these national priorities, while
paying off the debt by 2015; while investing in America's new markets, the
places that have not yet felt our prosperity; and while providing
substantial tax relief -- $250 billion of it targeted to help families
save for retirement, pay for child care, long-term care, for modern
schools.

So let's be clear about something. We're not debating whether to
have tax cuts or not -- we should have tax cuts, but tax cuts that provide
for us first to save Social Security and Medicare, not undermine them; tax
cuts we can afford, not ones that would demand drastic cuts in defense,
education, agriculture, the environment; tax cuts in the national
interest, not special interest.

Now, these are the risks that are posed by the Republican tax plan
that the House is about to vote on. Let me tell you what their plan would



do. It would pile up $3 trillion in debt over the next two decades, right
when the baby boomers start to retire -- that's what it costs -- right
when Social Security and Medicare feel the crunch.

Because of the cost of the tax plan over the next two decades, I
should say what it doesn't do. It doesn't do anything to extend the
solvency of Social Security, to extend the solvency of Medicare, to
provide the prescription drug benefits and it would require significant --
significant -- cuts from where we are today in education, defense,
biomedical research, the environment and other critical areas.

If we don't save Social Security it's not because we can't. If we
don't strengthen Medicare and add the prescription drug benefit, it's not
because we can't. If we don't meet these clear national needs, it's

because we choose not to do so. It will be because, instead, we choose to
reward ourselves today by risking our prosperity tomorrow.

I hope Congress will make the right choice. When members cast
their ballots on the Republican tax plan, they're really voting also on
whether to save Social Security and Medicare. They're voting on whether
to pay off the national debt for the first time in over 150 years --
something that would guarantee us lower interest rates, higher investment,
more jobs, higher incomes, and for average citizens, lower home mortgage
payments, car payments, credit card payments, college loan payments.

They're voting whether to meet our most pressing national
priorities in education, defense, nearly every other domain in our
people's lives. I think the choice is clear between the plan the
Republican leadership has outlined and the national priorities of the
American people. I hope we can still work together across party lines to
save Social Security and Medicare, to safeguard ocur priorities and have
the right kind of tax cut.

If Congress passes the wrong kind, of course, I will not sign it.
I will not allow a risky plan to become law. And as I said, we now have
six and a half years of evidence. This is not really a debate that's just
about ideas without any evidence. We clearly know what works now, and we
cought to stay with it.

As I said, I will work with any member of any party willing to put
first things first. We can have a tax cut and do the right thing for the
long-term in America. That is my commitment, and I hope that together we
can fulfill it for our people.

Thank you very much. Helen.

Q Mr. President, in U.S. treaty relations, is it obligated
to defend Taiwan militarily if it abandons the one China policy? 2And
would the U.S. continue military aid if it pursues separatism?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say, first of all, a lot of those
guestions are governed by the Taiwan Relations Act, which we intend to
honor. Our policy is clear: We favor the one China policy; we favor the
cross-strait dialogues. The understanding we have had all along with both
China and Taiwan is that the differences between them would be resoclved
peacefully. If that were not to be the case, under the Taiwan Relations
Act we would be required to view it with the gravest concern.

But I believe that both China and Taiwan understand this. I
believe that they want to stay on a path to prosperity and dialogue. And



we have dispatched people today, as the morning press reports, to do what
we can to press that case to all sides. This is something that we don't
want to see escalate, and I believe that what Mr. Lee said yesterday was
trying to move in that direction. We all understand how difficult this
is, but I think that the pillars of the policy are still the right ones.
The one China policy is right; the cross-strait dialogue is right; the
peaceful approach is right. And neither side, in my judgment, should
depart from any of those elements.

Q So we would still have to go to war with China if it
decided to break away?

"THE PRESIDENT: I will say what I've already said -- the Taiwan
Relations Act governs our policy. We made it clear. And I have -- as you
remember, a few years ago we had a physical expression of that, that we
don't believe there should be any viclent attempts to resolve this, and we
would view it very seriously. But I don't believe there will be. I think
that both sides understands what needs to be done.

Terry?

0 Mr. President, do you think that President Lee was
unnecessarily provocative in trying to redefine the nature of the
Taiwan-Chinese relationship? 2And is the United States trying to send a
signal by delaying a Pentagon mission which was going to Taiwan to assess
its air defense needs? And, further, finally, you said that you still
believe in a one China policy. How do you address Senator Helms'
criticism that that policy is "a puzzling fiction"?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think it's a puzzling fiction. But
if Senator Helms means that today they're not, in fact, unified, then
that's true. But the Chinese tend to take a long view of these things and
have made clear a sensitivity to the different system that exists on
Taiwan, and a willingness to find ways to accommodate it, as they did in
working with Hong Kong, and, perhaps, even going beyond that.

So I think the important thing is to let -- they need to take the
time necessary to work this out between themselves in a peaceful way.
That is clearly in both their interests. And I'm still not entirely sure,
because I have read things which seem to resonate both ways on this,
exactly what the Lee statements were entitled -- trying to convey.

But I think that both sides are now quite aware of the fact that
they need to find a way to pursue their destinies within the framework
that we have followed these last several years, which I might add, has
allowed both places to prosper and to grow, to do better and to have more
contacts, more investment, and underneath the rhetoric, gquite a bit more
reconciliation. So I would hope that we would stay with what is working
and not depart from it.

Q Is that the meaning of the delay of the Pentagon mission
to assess the --

THE PRESIDENT: I didn't think this was the best time to do
something which might excite either one side or the other and imply that a
military sclution is an acceptable alternative. If you really think about
what's at stake here, it would be unthinkable. And I want -- I don't want
to depart from any of the three pillars. I think we need to stay with one
China; I think we need to stay with the dialogue; and I think that no one
should contemplate force here.



Randy.

Q Economists have been calling on you to indicate now
whether you intend to reappoint Alan Greenspan in order to avoid having
the issue to become mired in election vear politics and upsetting
financial markets next year. Would you like to see the Chairman stay on,
and has he given you any indication of his plans?

THE PRESIDENT: I have, as you know, enjoyed a very good
relationship, both personally and professionally, with Mr. Greenspan. I
think he has done a terrific job. I have no idea whether he would even be
willing to serve another term. I will make the decision in a timely
fashion. I do not expect it to become embroiled in election year
politics; there's no evidence of that.

You heard -- I think the Vice President said yesterday or the day
before that he thought he was doing an excellent job. So we believe that
as long as the United States is fiscally responsible, then the Fed will
respond to developments in our own economy and in the world economy in a
way that is clear, transparent, and I think designed to keep our growth
going. So I'm not concerned about it.

Peter, go ahead.

Q -- I think the Vice President indicated he was sending a
signal by saying that Chairman Greenspan had been doing an excellent job.
Do you endorse that interpretation?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know, all I know is he said he was doing a
great job, and I agree with him.

Go ahead.

Q Mr. President, you mentioned the Kennedy tragedy at the
beginning of the news conference. Could you please give us a better
understanding of what the White House role has been in the conduct of the
recovery operation and the decision-making on the release of information
about it?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that -- I am unaware of any role we
have played in the decision-making of the release of information, except,
let me say that today a lot of things are breaking in a hurry, and I
believe there are some decisions that ought to be announced by the Kennedy
family, and others that ought to be properly announced by either the Coast
Guard or the NTSB.

So we have not tried -- to the best of my knowledge, had any rcle
in the timing or substance of release of information. And we have had no
role in the conduct of the operation except that I did talk to Admiral
Larrabee, I think it was the day before yesterday, at a time when the
operation might normally have ceased, and he said, I think we have a
chance to find something else because of the equipment we have here, even
though it's difficult and I'm inclined to believe because of the
circumstances here and because who's involved that we ought to go on a
little more. And I said that I would support it and defend it. 2and I
think it was the right decision.

Q Mr. President, 1f vyou'll allow me to ask about two
different topics. On the Kennedy search, sir, there have been conflicting



reports about whether or not Mr. Kennedy's body has, in fact, been
recovered. I understand that based upon the answer you just gave, that
might not be a question that you'd want to address, but, perhaps, given
the fact that there is this conflicting information you could answer that
question.

And, secondly, sir, on this notion of a drug benefit, prescription
drug benefit, you chided the Republicans about targeting tax cuts at the
wealthy, saying that they're too steered in that direction. How do you
reconcile that philosophically with allowing rich Americans, rich older
Americans, to get a prescription drug benefit which even you just said
this new study will show one in four don't need?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, it's wvoluntary. 2And most
wealthy Americans are well taken care of under the present program they
have and won't exercise it. So that's the first point I want to make.

The seccend thing I would like to say is I don't think most people
know this, even some of you may have forgotten, but in the 1ith hour of
the deficit reduction package negotiations in 1993, in order to get up to
$500 billion in cuts in the deficit projected over five years -- we did
much better, as all of you know -- the cap was taken off. The income cap
was taken off of the Medicare tax, which means virtually every single
upper-income person in America will pay far more into the Medicare program
than they will ever draw out in health care or benefits.

They are making a net significant contribution today because,
unlike Social Security taxes where there is still an earnings cap, there
is no longer an earnings cap on Medicare. And I think a lot of folks have
forgotten that -- so that in that sense, this is the most progressive
program we have. The upper-income people, particularly once you get over
about $250,000 in income, they're paying far more into this program over
the course of their life than they could ever draw out if they were sick
every day from the time they're 65 on.

Q Sir, a question --

THE PRESIDENT: I just don't think I should make an announcement
about that. I am aware of what the Coast Guard has done and what they
have found as of five minutes before I came out here. But I simply -- I
just don't think it's appropriate for me -- I'll be glad to comment on
whatever they want to say, but I think I should leave it for them to talk.

Q Sir, you talk about how expensive the Republican tax cuts
would be. But the Congressional Budget Office has now just come out with
a report saying that even with their tax cuts, almost $800 billion in tax
cuts, they would save about $277 billion over a 10-year period, whereby
your program would save only about $50 billion. That's about $227 billion
difference. How do you reconcile that? And, you know, people on the Hill
listen to the CBO.

THE PRESIDENT: They listen to the CBO except where it's
inconvenient for them, like the patients’ bill of rights. The Republicans
have freed us all now to guestion the CBO, since they ignored the CBO in
the patients’' bill of rights; they have discredited their own CBO.

Let me say, I haven't seen that CBO accounting. All I can tell
you is that all of our budget people were rolling their eyes and saying
that it was a very creative study.



Let me just say this: You have six and a half years of experience
with the numbers we have given you and the estimates we have made. And
every single year, our numbers have not only been accurate, but we have
done better than we said we would do -- every single year, for six and
a half years now.

Our studies show that their tax cut over the next two decades will
cost, first, a trillion dollars and then $3 trillion in the second decade,
and that -- then an enormous loss to the American people in interest
savings. That is, we'll have to keep spending more and more of our tax
money paying interest on the debt, and it will require huge cuts in
education and defense and other things.

You cannot -- they simply cannot credibly make that statement. And
they don't put any new money intoc the Medicare program. And they don't
have a Medicare reform package out there. So unless they just simply
propose to bankrupt all the teaching hospitals and a lot of the other
hospitals in the country, and let the Medicare program wither away, as one
of the previous leaders so eloguently put it -- they can't possibly
finance this tax program without doing serious damage. I can't comment on
the CBO study, but it doesn't make any sense to anybody I've talked to
about it.

Q May I just follow up --
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.

Q The CBO estimates the cost of your Medicare reforms are
more than twice what you say they are.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again you have evidence. Let me just say
this: In the 1897 Balanced Budget Agreement -- okay? -- and this is the
reason all these teaching hospitals are in trouble today -- we agreed to a
Medicare savings figure. And we said, okay, here is our health
information -- this is what we do in the Executive Branch, we deal with
these hospitals -- here are the changes you need to make in the Medicare
program to achieve the savings that the Republicans and the Democrats in
Congress and the White House agreed on.

And the CBO said, no, no, no, no, that won't come close; you need
these changes plus these changes. And we said, okay, we're following the
CBO, we put it in there. What happened? And that's one of the reasons
the surplus is somewhat bigger than it otherwise would be -- the cuts in
Medicare were far more severe, our numbers were right, their numbers were
wrong and that's why you've got all these hospitals all over America,
every place I go, talking about how they're threatened with bankruptcy.

So when it comes to estimating Medicare costs, again, we have
evidence. And whenever there's been a difference between us and the CBRO,
we've been right and they've been wrong. That's all I can tell you. No
serious person -- s0 what are they going to do about Medicare? They say
our drug program will cost more -- they don't put a red cent into it.
What are they going to do about it? Even if you don't have a drug
program, if you adopt their tax cut program they won't be able to do
anything to extend the solvency of Medicare and they will have to have
huge cuts.

For them to produce those savings they are going to -- they can't
even fund my defense budget, much less the one they say they want.
They're going to have cuts in defense, cuts in education, cuts in the



environment. That's all their savings assumed that they're going to stay
with the present budget levels, which they, themselves, are trying to get

out of even as we speak here today. So this is -- the American people are
not -- I mean, this is not rocket science, this is arithmetic.
And we've been dealing with -- we went from creative supply-side

mathematics to elemental arithmetic in 1993. &And it has served us very
well. 2And all I'm trying to do is stick with basic arithmetic and get
this country out of debt, save Social Security and Medicare, provide this
prescription drug benefit, keep us moving forward.

Q Mr. President?

THE PRESIDENT: Next. Let me take John's first, then I'll take
you, Sarah.

Q Sir, in your conversation with Chairman Arafat this
morning, did you ask him to take any specific steps to advance what you
believe is new momentum toward peace, and did you discuss with him his
complaints yesterday that he found Prime Minister Barak's 15-month
timetable unacceptable?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I told him only this. I said that -- I
generally described my meetings with Prime Minister Barak to him. I told
him that he was committed to working in partnership with Chairman Arafat
and honoring any agreements that had been made to this point, and that any
modifications they made going forward to the benefit of either or both
sides would have to be done by mutual agreement; that I thought he was
completely committed to resolve all the issues outstanding in the peace
process in an expeditious manner. And what I urged him to do was to have
this one-on-one meeting, hear him out, think it through, and if he wanted
to talk to me again after the meeting occurred, that I would be happy to
talk to him.

So I went out of my way not to describe Prime Minister Barak's
proposals or to advocate or not advocate, but simply to say that I was
convinced they were being made in complete good faith, and that the peace
process would be revitalized, and whatever they did from here on out is
something that they would do together. And I think he felt good about
that. &2And I did say, after you have the meeting, if you want to talk
again about this -- I'1l be glad to talk to you. 24And he said he did. So
that's where we are.

Sarah. Go ahead, Sarah.

Q Sir, your microphone is not working apparently; it seems
like you're talking very low, we can barely hear you. But in the
meantime, don't you think it would be a good idea if we announced for the
country's sake the list of conferences to be held at the White House each
day, and the list of the people whom the President has appointments with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't know. I never thought about it. Don't
you have a list of the conferences we have every day here?

Q No, indeed. We do -- and what if we find out you haven't
any?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I ought to talk to our folks about
it, but I will consider that.



Go ahead.

0 Will you be taking any concrete contributions with you to
the Balkan summit on investment next week? And you've said that you would
give only humanitarian aid to Yugoslavia as long as Milosevic is in
power. Will you have any trouble defining that? Will that cause any
problems in distinguishing between humanitarian and other aid?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let me say that I hope very much that there
will be some positive, concrete commitments that come out of the meeting
that we're going to have. I do not believe -- I do not believe we can
achieve the future we want in the Balkans and avoid future ethnic
conflicts unless there is a unifying vision which both brings the Balkan
states closer together in their economic and political self-interests, and
then brings the region as a whole closer to Europe.

And so I think that we have to have some incentives to move in
that direction. And there are direct -- there are also indirect things
the United States can do to help to contribute to that goal. And because
of all the other things that have been going on -- you know it's been a
very busy two or three weeks -- we haven't actually had an opportunity to
sit down and go through what ocur options are, so I can't give you a more
specific answer.

But I will say this -- if what we have done in Bosnia, and what we
have done in Kosovo, is to have lasting benefits, we have got to find a
way to create closer unity among the Balkan states themselves, and then
with the region and Europe. And that is what I am working on.

aAnd what was the second question you asked?
Q On the humanitarian aid, how will you define it?

THE PRESIDENT: Oh, yes. There may be -- frankly, there may be
some differences of opinion. As you know, I tend to take a rather narrow
view of 1t because I don't think that we should, in effect, reward Mr.
Milosevic's political control by doing things which are not humanitarian
in nature. But based on the virtual daily reports I get about where we
all are on this and where we are operating in Kosovo, I now no longer
expect them to be big debates. I don't expect there will be a big
difference of opinion.

Yes, go ahead, John.

Q Mr. President, the House of Representatives appears to be
on the verge of terminating funding for the F-22 fighter. Will the White
House fight hard for full funding for that program, even if it means
sacrificing other Pentagon airplane programs or even pay Lor servicemen?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't think we should sacrifice the pay
for our service personnel because we now are getting back in the ball game
in recruitment. You know, we've really been -- the good economy and the
increased deployments and the low pay all combined we're making it hard
for us to both recruit and retain people. And the people are still the
most important part of our military -- their quality and their training
and their morale and their commitment and the condition of their
families. So I don't think that.

Now, the Congress every year puts other things into the defense
budget which are not pricrities for the Pentagon, and are priorities for
the Congress. We can fund the F-22, we can fund the plane without



compromising the basic priorities of our national defense within the funds
set aside, and that is what I will fight to do. I think it would be a
mistake to abandon the project. I think it has real potential to add to
our national defense. I have always supported it and I hope that it can
be preserved. .
Q Thank vyou, Mr. President. You had some fun, recently,
with George W. Bush and his slogan of "compassionate conservatism." But
you went beyond the notion that he's not offering many details as policy,
and seemed to ridicule his slogan and even gquestion his sincerity. Were
you just trying to help Mr. Gore's candidacy or were you taking the
opportunity maybe to just needle the leading Republican candidate?

THE PRESIDENT: No, I was just having a little fun. (Laughter.)
You know, that's a long time -- if we don't have any laughs it's going to
be a very tedious struggle between now and November of 2000.

Let me say this. I think that every person struggles to find a
phrase or something that will sort of stand for what he or she is trying
to do. So I was really just having a little fun.

I think the most important thing is that all the candidates make
their positions clear on the great debates going on now, and make their
pesitions clear on what they would do if they got the job. To me, that's
the most important thing. You know, I am not involved in this campaign as
a candidate, and I have a full-time job, so I'm not involved in any sort
of full-time consulting role. {(Laughter.) So I look at this -- I look at
this more from the point of view of the average American voter -- what
will change the lives of America.

For example, every candidate should tell us, are you for the
patients’ bill of rights are you for closing the gun show loophole; are
you for raising the minimum wage; are you for the House Republican tax
plan, or do you favor our plan on Social Security and saving Social
Security and Medicare and making America debt-free and having a smaller
tax cut that enables us to continue to fund education and defense and
these other things? What are you going to do if you get elected?

To me, the best thing the Vice President has done is to talk about
dramatically intensifying the war on cancexr, making pre-school universal,
increasing access to college by helping people save without tax
consequences; what he would do to make America a safer country, what he
would do in communities to have faith-based organizations cooperate with
governments more. I think these are interesting ideas about how you build
on the progress the country has made the last six and a half years.

So I would say to everyone -- you know, use whatever slogans you
want, but tell us where you stand. I think that's the most important
thing.

Susan?

Q Mr. President --

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I'll come over here. I know I'm left
leaning, but I will give you -- (laughter) --

Q Mr. President, the economy is going great. In a new USA

Today-CNN poll this week, your approval rating was at a very healthy 58
percent. But that same poll showed that by 50 percent to 38 percent,
Americans said they wanted to see a change from Clinton administration



policies -- not a continuation of them. What do you think accounts for
that sentiment for change, and do you think it means that you present
something of a mixed blessing to Mrs. Clinton and Vice President Gore in
their campaigns next year?

THE PRESIDENT: I think what that means people think things are
going well, but they want a change in policy. I think that's right. If
vou asked me that gquestion, and you worded it in that way, I'd be in the
50 percent, because I think that -- my own view is that, particularly in a
dynamic time, where things are changing, you should want continued
change. But is change -- the guestion is, should we change in a way that
builds on what has been done and goes beyond it -- which is what I would
argue -- or should you change and go back to the policies we were
following when we had $290-billion deficits and we averaged over 7 percent
unemployment for 12 years. I mean, I think that's really the question the
American people have to ask themselves.

I think change is good. The great thing about this country is
that it works best when it's sort of in a perpetual stage of renewal. So
I would, myself, as a citizen, I would vote against somebody who said,
vote for me and I'1l keep it just like 1t is; everything that Bill Clinton
did is exactly what I'1l do. I would vote against that candidate, because
I do not believe that is the right thing to do.

But what I think we should do is we should build on the progress
of the last six years and go beyond it, and not adopt a completely
different approach which has been proven not to work. So all I want the
American people to do is to remember what it was like before, think what
it's like now, recognize that ideas and policies have consequences. And
the American people usually get it right; that's why we're all still
around here after more than 200 years.

0 -- (inaudible.)
THE PRESIDENT: No.

Q -- for Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Gore?

THE PRESIDENT: No, because I -- no, he has done -- look at what
the Vice President's done. He's staked out new issues here. He said,
here's how I'm going to change what we're doing in cancer research; here's
how I'm going to change what we're doing in education; here's how I'm
going to change what we're doing in crime -- but not to reverse what we've
done, but to build on it and go beyond it. So I think that's very, very
-- that's the sort of thing that's worthy of debate. That's not the same;
that is change.

What the American people have to decide is what kind of change do
they want. Do they want to build on what has worked for the last six and
a half years, or do they want to abandon it and go back to what failed
them for 12 years before. That will be the decision they have to make.

Yes, go ahead.

Q In your last press conference, sir, with Prime Minister
Ehud Barak, you mentioned you wanted better, normalized relations with
Syria. Now, have you received any response, positive response or
indication from Syria towards that? And, on Iran, can you share with us
the administration's views of -- events and administrations in Iran?
Thank vyou.



THE PRESIDENT: Well, on Syria let me say, the only thing I can
tell you is that the statements, at least, that have been coming out of
Syria have been guite encouraging in terms of the regard that President
Assad seems to have for Prime Minister Barak, and the willingness, the
openness that there is to negotiating and moving toward peace. So I'm
encouraged by that.

and on Iran, frankly, I'm reluctant to say anything for fear that
it will be used in a way that's not helpful to the forces of openness and
reform. I think that people everywhere, particularly younger people, hope
that they will be able to pursue their religious convictions and their
personal dreams in an atmosphere of greater freedom, that still allows
them to be deeply loval to their nation. &nd I think the Iranian people
obviocusly love their country and are proud of its history and have
enormous potential. And I just hope they find a way to work through all
this, and I believe they will.

Q You mentioned the patients' bill of rights. It seems
like that was an argument by both parties over providing more for people
who already are lucky enough to have health insurance. B2And, in fact,
neither party dealt with some very fundamental issues that energized you
and the First Lady five and six years ago. The question is, with such a
robust economy and the budget surpluses, if not now, when, and if not you,
who, would provide the leadership to provide for those folks?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but I think the bigger guestion is how. That
ig, it is true that just as we'wve predicted in 1993 and 1994, that the
percentage of people who have health insurance on the job is going down,
just as we said it would, if nothing was done. So what we have tried to
do is to isolate discrete populations that seem to be most in need and try
to offer them help.

In the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, we reached bipartisan
agreement on a proposal that would fund providing health insurance for up
to 5 million more children through state-designed programs. Now, I've
been a little disappointed -- and I'm not being critical of any of the
states, either, here -- but I've been a little disappointed that the
uptake on the program has been a little slow. That is, I would have
thought by now we'd have almost 3 million of those 5 million children
enrclled already, because we've got the money there, and we're well behind
that.

So we are looking at whether there are things that we can do at
the national level to work with the states to simplify access to the
children's health insurance programs that the states have set up. But --
and I also had a talk with Senator Kennedy, the other day who believes
that for little or no more extra money, we could actually adjust the
program and take in several million more children. So the children are
the biggest group.

Then, I have a proposal, as you know, that's part of my Medicare
reform proposal that I didn't mention today, but I want to reiterate 1it,
that would allow the most vulnerable group of people without health
insurance, people between the ages of 55 and 65, to buy into the Medicare
system in a way that would not compromise the integrity of the system. So
I think that is guite important.

In addition to that, there are a lot of states -- there are some
states -- Tennessee was the first state to do this under the former
governor -- they started it -- which are allowing lower-income working



families to buy into their Medicaid programs on a sliding scale.

So if all these things were done, we would dramatically reduce the
number of people without health insurance and we'll eventually probably
get down to, if we keep pushing in this direction, get down to the point
where the largest group of people without health insurance are young,
single people who believe that they're going to live forever and be
healthy forever and don't want to bear the cost. BAnd we'll have to think
about, then, what to do.

But I think the best thing to do is try to get as many kids as we
can covered, and then try to get these people who are out of the work
force who are older, but they're not old enough to get Medicare, to get
them at least where they can all afford on a sliding scale to buy into the
Medicare program.

Go ahead, Scott.

Q Thank you, Mr. President. On the Kennedy tragedy, sir,
will you authorize the Navy to participate in a burial at sea ceremony?
Why do you believe it's justified to spend so many federal resources on
this tragedy? And, finally, sir, I wonder if you would give us your
thoughts on Mr. Kennedy's last visit here to the White House. I
understand you and the First Lady tock him on a tour.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we have received -- I have received no
official word, personal word from the family what burial
arrangements they want. Until they make a statement about it, I just
don't feel that I can say anything.

Secondly, I will say that until just a couple of days ago the
recovery efforts -- the rescue, then the recovery efforts that were
undertaken were consistent with what would have been done in any other
case. Because the Coast Guard felt that they had the capacity to succeed
in this if they had a few more days, and because of the role of the
XKennedy family in our national lives, and because of the enormous losses
that they have sustained in our lifetimes, I thought it was appropriate to
give them a few more days. BAnd if anyone believes that was wrong, the
Cost Guard is not at fault; I am. It was because I thought it was the
right thing to do under the circumstances.

Now, you asked about -- John Kennedy had actually not been back to
the White House since his father was killed, until I became President.
First, he was on an advisory committee that made a report to me and he
came back to the Oval Office, where he saw the desk that he took the
famous picture in, coming through the gate, for the first time since he
was a little boy.

And then last year -- maybe you would have a better memory than I
would, but it seems to me it was last May, when we had the event at the
White House celebrating the series that HBO did on the Apollo program. Do
vou remember they did a series on the space program that was done after
the movie came out? And Tom Hanks came, a lot of people came. 2nd he was
invited because of his father's role in starting the space program. 2And
he and Carolyn came. BAnd afterward I asked them if they would like to go
upstairs, and he said he would. So I took him upstairs and showed him the
residence, which he'd not seen since he was a tiny boy.

And I showed him some of my -- the memorabilia that I had from his
father's service. I have a picture of his father speaking to the Irish



Parliament, and a number of other things which he thought were very

interesting. And we took a -- we had a very nice evening. And I sent him
the pictures from it. And then, in return, he sent me a signed copy of
his favorite picture of his father, which is now upstairs. It's John

Kennedy campaigning in Virginia, in Charlottesville in 1960. It's guite a
lovely picture -- interesting picture.

But it was a nice night. I think that he really wanted to kind of
come to terms with all of it. 2And I think he and Carolyn, they were
delightful young people, and they had a great time here that night. And
Hillary and I loved having them here. It was guite a great night.

Q To just follow on that, sir, just one guestion, if I
may. Is there anything that Mr. Kennedy said to you that night that
particularly struck you?

THE PRESIDENT: We just had a friendly conversation. You know, I
knew him pretty well by then. We'd been -- I met him years ago when he
was a law student, doing a summer internship with Mickey Kantor's
law firm out in Los Angeles, long before I ever thought I'd be here and
before I ever thought we'd have any other contacts. He just happened to
be -- Mickey asked me if I'd speak to his law clerks, because I was in LA
to give an education speech, and I went by and visited with them and he
was there. And we had been together on many occasions since then.

The thing that struck me was I thought he was -- he said he was
glad to be back. And I think he -- he was a very deliberate person, as
many people have noticed, about when he would be publicly exposed and all
of that. He had his mother's care for having a private life. 2&nd I think
that he had not -- I'm not sure he had really felt he wanted to come back
to the White House before he did. But especially in light of everything
that's happened, I'm glad he had the chance to come back here one more
time and see the residence and know where he was when he was a little
boy. I'm glad he did that. I'm grateful that that happened.

Yes, go ahead. Yes, yes, please.

Q On Colombia, the Pastrana administration are asking the
United States for $500 million to support the military against the
guerrillas. Is your administration ready to respond to that request?

And, also, the Colombians are asking for more direct intervention from the
United States. Are you considering this possibility? And, also, Mexico,
you're going to meet with President Zedillo in October. And the Mexican
government is still rejecting the extraditions of major drug lords. What
are you going to ask him -- you're going to get assurance from him to
extradite these big narcotic traffickers to the United States?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you know, we had no extraditions between
Mexico and the United States for a long time, and we've actually had some
now. So we're moving in the right direction. And President Zedillo and I
have been pretty successful in continuing to move our relationship in the
right direction, so we'll work on that.

On Colombia, I'm not prepared to make any kind of dollar
commitment today. But let me say, I have stayed in close touch with
President Pastrana, and I admire the fact that he has really thrown
himself into trying to end the civil conflicts in Colombia, to stop the
insurgency. The people in the United States have a real interest in that
because I think that until the civil discord in Colombia is brought to an
end, it is going to be much, much harder for us to restrain the activities



of the narco-traffickers there, and their reach.

So, in addition to wanting a neighbor and a democracy in Latin
America to be free of the kind of violence and heartbreak that the
Colombian people have undergone because of this, it is also very much in
our national security interest to do what we can, if we can be helpful in
ending the civil conflict so that Colombia can be about the business of
freeing itself of the influence of the narco-traffickers in ways that
would be good for Colombians and good for us as well.

Q Another guestion about the presidential race. Aside from
asking George W. Bush to come forward and give specifics on the issues
that you mentioned, could you tell us what you find objectionable about
his trying to present a new moderate face for his party, just like you did
for the Democrats? And could you tell us whether you're worried whether
he will figure out how the Republicans can occupy the center of American
politics?

THE PRESIDENT: No.
Q You don't think he can?

THE PRESIDENT: ©No, no, I don't think I'll answer those
guestions. (Laughter.) I will say -- no, lock, let me say again, I
wouldn't even agree with the characterization you gave of my first
answer.

When I ran for President, in 19291, the first thing I did was tell
the American people what I thought was going on in our country and what I
would do. And if you remember, the late Senator Paul Tsongas and I were
actually almost ridiculed at the time because we both put out these very
detailed plans of what we would do. If you go back and get one of those
plans now, you'll see that virtually everything we said we'd do we did do,
except for the things we tried to do and were defeated on.

And my view is that there are a lot of things that count in a
presidential election toward a successful presidency, but it is -- that go
beyond specific issues, and judgment plays a role in it, and crises will
always come up and things can be learned and all that. But it really
matters where you stand on the big issues that everybody knows about that
are going on right now, and it matters where we're going in the future.

So that's the only point I want to make. And I think any -- I
would say that applies to every candidate. I don't want to answer the
questions you ask me because that's not my job. My job is not to handicap
this horse race, not to comment on it, not to comment on the candidates.
My job is to work for the American people. But I'm going to answer these
questions from the point of view of Joe Citizen. That's -- every
political guestion you asked me from now on, I'm going to pretend that I'm
living back in Little Rock already and I'm working on my presidential
library and I'm sitting here as a voter saying, where do they stand, what

will they do -- all of them. 2and I do believe the Vice President has done
the best job of telling the American people what he would do and -- to go
back to Susan's formulation -- how he would change the country in a

positive way.
George.

Q Mr. President, as the nation has celebrated the 30th
anniversary of the moon landing, a lot of the former astronauts have



lamented that no President after Kennedy set a kind of national goal like
President Kennedy did of landing on the moon. Do you think that -- in
your view, is the country not receptive today to that kind of goal-setting
by a President, or is it something a President should do, set a goal of
landing on Mars?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, we are planning to land on Mars. But I
think -- for one thing, when I became President, the space program was
actually in peril. And we -- the space station was certainly at risk.

And I have fought for it and I believe in it. &And one of the things I
talked to -- Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin and Michael Collins were in to
see me yesterday, and we talked about where we could go with this. And
Dan Goldin was there, the NASA Administrator; and Dr. Neal Lane, my
Science Advisor. And we talked about how we could use the coming of the
millennium as -- vyou know, the First Lady sponsored all these other
lectures here. And I told him about Stephen Hawking's lecture and what he
said. And we talked yesterday about how we could set some goals for the
space program, capture the imagination of the American people and broaden
the support for it.

and one of the things that I suggested that I think would be quite
helpful that we're going to work on now is what we can do to dramatize for
the American people -- you mentioned Mars, but I think what is more likely
to capture the imagination of the American people are the benefits to us
here on Earth of continued advances in space. And some of them,
particularly in the health field, are likely to be breath-taking. They're
principally in the area of the environment and health.

So I asked our people to start working on that and they said they
would be willing to help us. I have to tell you that it was a great day
for me yesterday to have them come by the White House. They also gave me
a mocn rock, by the way -- but only on loan. (Laughter.) And the moon
rock is 3.6 billion years old. So when I feel very tired, I'll loock at it
and feel young again. (Laughter.)

Yes, go ahead. We had an Irish guestion first, I promised. Go
ahead, what's the Irish question?

0 Thank you, sir. Given the --

THE PRESIDENT: You want to ask one, too?

Q We both have a -- given the various meetings underway
with Mo Mowlam here, and George Mitchell there, has any progress been made
on the Irish situation? And is one side more to blame than the other on
it?

THE PRESIDENT: Okay. Why don't we take both Irish questions at
once. What's your Irish guestion?

Q Last week, you seemed to kind of get fired up when you
were talking to the teenagers from Colorado. You said that the
politicians in Northern Ireland were behaving akin to school children. Do
yvou feel, after all the work that you've done on this project, that
perhaps it was misplaced and you should have perhaps pushed in a place
more like Africa, where they have thousands of people dying from ethnic
strife, instead of 3,500 over 30 years?

Q And if I can have a third Irish guestion, what role, if
any, do you expect to play, Mr. President, in breaking the deadlock?



THE PRESIDENT: Okay, let me answer the Irish questions, then I'll
come back to the "should we have done something else."

I've talked to Senator Mitchell, and he is willing to spend some
time -- he can't go back full-time for another year or two, but I'd like
to put this in some -- at least I'd like to tell you how I lock at it.

Obviously, I am very disappointed at the breakdown of the process
here. But I do think it's important to note that neither side wants to
abandon the Good Friday Agreement. And that's very important. It's also
important to note that everybody agrees on what their responsibilities are
and what the other side's responsibilities are, and everybody agrees that
it all has to be done by a date certain.

So they have agreed to break out the two areas causing problems,
the decommissioning and the standing up to the executive, and try to
figure ocut how they can unlock that, and Mo Mowlam, as you pointed out, is
working hard on it, and they've asked Senator Mitchell to come back and do
some work on it, and wmy instinct is that it will be resolved.

Now, let me say in terms of your characterization, here's the
problem. To the outsiders -- I told the parties that to the outsiders --
no one, ncne of us outside, even somebody like me that's been so involved
in this, no one will understand i1f this thing breaks down over who goes
first; that that did sound like the kind of argument that young people
have, you know -- who goes first.

Underneath that, there's something deeper: The Protestants are
afraid that they IRA will never disarm if they let the Sinn Fein go into
the executive branch, and the IRA do not believe -- since the agreement
did not require decommissioning as a condition of getting into the
executive branch, they don't want to have to spend the rest of their lives
being told that it wasn't the vote of the people, it wasn't the Good
Friday Accord, it was what the Unionists and Great Britain did to force
them to give up their arms that got them to disarm. They believe that
would, in effect, require them to disavow what they’'ve done for 30 years.

And what they're saying is, when we surrender our arms, we're
surrendering to our people. Our people voted for this. We are
surrendering to the will of the people that we represent. So when you put
it in that textured way on both sides, it makes it c¢lear why it becomes a
difficult issue. And I can't think of anybody better to try to work
through it than George Mitchell, because he's got it all in his head and
he's put three years into it. But my instinct is that we will get this
worked out.

Now, you asked about did I think we had misplaced our energies. I
don't think so. We have -- for one thing, we don't have a stronger
partner in the world than Great Britain, and for another, we don't have a
bigger ethnic group in America than the Irish, and we're tied by blood and
emotion to the Irish struggle.

I also think that it has enormous symbolism, beyond the size of
the country and the number who have died. And if it can be resolved, I
think it will give great impetus to the forces of peace throughout the
world. So I don't believe for a moment we made a mistake.

But let me also say I think we should be more involved in Africa
and I've tried to involve us more in Africa. I did everything I could to
head off that civil war between Ethiopia and Eritrea. It's not a civil



war, they are two separate countries, but they once were together and
they're basically now arguing over the divorce settlement. And I don't
mean to trivialize it in that characterization. 2And we are still actively
involved in trying to stop that.

Reverend Jackson played a significant role in trying to end the
awful carnage in Sierra Leone, and I'm very grateful for that. We're now

working, and we're able to work with Nigeria to try to stabilize the
region. We are training African militaries and the Africa Crisis Response
Corps, so that we can, hopefully, prevent further carnage. So I believe

the United States should be more involved in Africa.

And, of course, the
our behalf the other day of
the most important thing we

announcement that the Vice President made on
our new AIDS initiative in some ways may be
can do to save lives there.

So I agree that we should be more involved. But
that we misplaced our energies in Ireland. I'm proud of
phone call and every frustrating hour I've spent on it.

I don't agree
every late-night

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go ahead.

Q -- can I ask about you --

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't want to talk about me.

Q Oh, come on.

THE PRESIDENT: I'm not a candidate for anything.

Go ahead, what? Go ahead. All right, one more.

Q Listen, Mr. President, with due respect, in another
development, I know that you are for Africa, and you know that I support
-~ Africa, my friend, the President of the Dominican Republic -- we are
Afro-Latino. But I am not concerned at this moment about Mars. I am
concerned about place where I have been for 20 years, the White House,
that is going to celebrate 200 year next year. I wonder if you would tell
the people of the United States what you are going to plan for that big

celebration?

And another thing, Mr. President
have been hiding something extraordinary
trade promotional coordinating committee
last year -- are the participants in the

don't you speak about the success of that initiative?

-- I am disgusted with you -- you
the performance -- or the

that has been carried out in the
prospective of this economy. Why
It's a sin that vyou

-- you talk about a lot of things that is -- another thing that is good

for America and the world.

THE PRESIDENT: Well,

a lot of the things that are good for

America don't make good news for them, you see.

Q And I have a follow-up. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: No, let me just say -- {(laughter) -- a follow-up?
(Laughter.) ©Now, that's really good. That is really -- Oh, God, is that
good.

Let me just say that we will have a lot of celebrations of the
200th birthday of the White House next year, and it's neat that coincides



with the first year of the new century and the millennium. So we'll have
-- I'm not prepared to announce them yet, because I want others who
deserve more credit than I do to be able to do that. But it will be a
signal honor for us to be living here in that year, and we'll be able to
do a lot -- and I hope we'll have even more American citizens coming to
the White House next year to be a part of it.

Go ahead. Just that follow up -- that showed a lot of guts.
(Laughter.) If this is a follow up, I'll give you another guestion.
{(Laughter.)

Q Sir, you've stressed that you have plenty to do, and yet
for some time, your political career has enjoyed the benefits of support
from two people in particular -- the Vice President and the First Lady --
two people who are now in a position to expect some support from you. I'm
wondering what you feel you owe those two people in terms of political
support, and as you plan your schedule in the weeks and months ahead, how
you'll balance that assistance against your job as President, and finally,
how you personally are adjusting to what people might think is an
interesting shift in role.

Q I have a follow-up to his question. (Laughter.)
THE PRESIDENT: Now, I believe that. {Laughter.)

Well, I will do whatever I'm asked to do, basically. I'll try to
be helpful. And if I can be helpful, I will be. But I think the best
thing I can do for anyone who generally shares our ideas, is part of our
party, trying to move the country forward, is to continue to be a good
President and take care of our country.

But I don't mind hard work and I don't mind long hours, and I find
myself, apparently unlike some of my predecessors -- but just read what
you all say about it -- but I don't feel myself winding down, I feel
myself keying up. I want to do more. I want to try to make sure that I

give the American people as much as I can every day. So I've got plenty
of energy and I'll do whatever I'm asked to do.

I owe them a great deal. I think Al Gore -- everybody in this
room knows that he's had far more responsibility and gotten more done than
any Vice President in history. Nobody's ever had a role that even
approximates that. I don't think the American people know that yet, but I
know that. And he deserves a lot of credit for what he's done and he has
my friendship and my support. But I also think that it's a mixed
blessing, as you say, because people want to see any Vice Pregident out
there on his own. If you go back and look at where Richard Nixon was in
1958, you will see the same sort of thing. So I think I see this as a
rhythmic process.

I think he'll do fine. But the reascn I think that has nothing to
do with the gquestions you ask me. The reasons I think that are, A, he's a
good man with a good record, but most importantly, he's out there telling
the American people how he would change the country for the better. and I
think that's important.

I did an interview and I talked about Hillary and this -- if she
decides to do this I will do whatever I can do. And if she's successful I
will happily go to the Senate spouses meeting if that's part of the job.
I have never known anybody who didn't run for office who was a more
effective, more consistently committed, completely passionate public



citizen than her. So if she decides to do it, and if the people of New
York decide that they want her to do it, that's a decision for them to
make and they have to deal with that, and she's trying to deal with that,
you know, the whole question of moving there.

It is true that shortly after we came here I said, you get to
decide where we live from now on for the rest of our lives. And she said,
I want to go to New York -- in, like, '93. This is just something that
happened later. So I'll be dividing my time between home -- I'm going to
go home and build my library and build my center -- I'll divide my time
between there and New York, whatever she does about this Senate race.

But if I can help her in any way, I will, because I think it would
be a great thing for the country -- not only because of what I owe her,
because she just -- what she knows and how she's lived and what she's
done. I mean, it's very unusual to find somebody like that who has that
much knowledge and background and passion all packed into one place. I
mean, I know that you think I'm a biased observer, but I think I could
support it with evidence.

Go ahead, Bill.

Q In that same vein, sir -- (laughter) -- as the spotlight
shifts from you to your Vice President and to your wife, are you likely to
be content, drifting slowly offstage, or do you think that someday you
will want to run for office, some office again? Or are you willing to
tell us this afternoon, sir, that you will never again run for elective
office?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't have any idea. (Laughter.) Really, I
don't know. Let me just say this. I love this job. I love it. Even on
the bad days -- you can do something good for the country, you can do

something good for the future. I have loved doing this. And I have given
it every ounce of my energy and ability and judgment. 2And I feel very
fortunate. But we have a system that I, frankly, agree with, even though
I'm in pretty good shape -- we have a system that says a President gets
two terms and then the President has to go find something else to do with
his life. And there are lots of other worthy things to do.

And I was a very happy person before I became President. I never
have had any trouble finding something interesting to do that I believed
in. And I will do my best to use the opportunity and the gift the
American people gave me to serve in this position to be a useful citizen
of my country and the world for the rest of my life, and I have no doubt
that there will be some way I can do that. And I'm, frankly, kind of
excited about it. I mean, it's a new challenge. I'll have to think in a
different way and do a different way.

Will I miss a lot of the things about this job? Yes. I'll even
miss all of you, believe it or not. But I'm just grateful that I've had
the chance to serve and that the results have been good for our people and
for our country and I think for the world.

And, you know, that's part of life. Life has its rhythms. And
the people that are most satisfied and most happy in life take the rhythms
of life and make the most of them, instead of sitting around moping and
wishing the rhythms were something other than they are. That's just not
the way the life works. And, listen, I'm way ahead and I'm very grateful.

Thank you very much.
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