


A rare moment of incaution was Hamilton’s strong
standf against the Gulf war. He co-sponsored, with major-
ity leader Richard Gephardt, a resolution to tie Bush’s
hands and keep the country out of war. Hamilton’s
speech in the great debate of January 11, 1991, now
reads like a pessimist’s almanac: the U.S-led coalition
would fracture, there would be massive American casual-
ties, victory would have destabilizing consequences, war
would break the economy, the allies would not share the
cost, “Anti-Americanism will rise, terrorism will increase,
and radical Islamic forces will be strengthened.”

Hamilton remains unrepentant about his vote. He
argues sanctions could have worked and says the admini-

stration shares the blame for Saddam’s invasion of

Kuwait, since it helped to arm him and did not send a
clear warning not to cross the Kuwaiti border. True
enough, but Hamilton’s own record is hardly better. As
chairman of the subcommittee that handles the Mideast,

Hamilton stalled a bill proposed by Howard Berman of

California to impose comprehensive sanctions on Iraq.
Six days before the invasion, he voted against the Glick-
man amendment, which would have cut off agricultural
credits.

Hamilton’s problem wasn’t malfeasance or stupidity.
[t was the limitation of his horizon. Bill Clinton, in his
Milwaukee speech, proposed a post-cold war focus on
democracy-building abroad. Hamilton thinks this is
fine—he’s one of the people Clinton showed the speech
before delivering it—but he gives no sense of being able
to articulate how democracy might serve as a corner-
stone of foreign policy. Hamilton has also raised objec-
tions to the National Endowment for Democracy and
voted to cut its budget. Part of this is a generational
problem. The most fervent advocates of the democrati-
zation movement, such as Stephen Solarz, Dave
McCurdy, and Brian Atwood, are younger. At 61, Hamil-
ton seems not to grasp the idea in the same way. Clinton

could, of course, do worse than to choose someone of
Hamilton’s fundamental decency for his secretary of

state. But decency is not policy, or even a view of the
world. Clinton could do a whole lot better.

An interview with Mrs. Clinton.

HILLARY’S KIDS

By Roger Rosenblatt

n a speech at Spelman College in Atlanta three
weeks before the election, Hillary Clinton told the
students in the audience that she wants to be “a
voice for children in the White House and to
implement an agenda my husband will propose.” |

interviewed her a few hours later, and our discussion
centered on her proposed work for children—a cause
to which she has devoted twenty years, mainly with the
Children’s Defense Fund, on whose board of directors
she has served since 1978. In our talk, her views on fam-
ily matters in general and children in particular were
not always consistent or fully worked out, but they were
both more moderate and more complicated than they
are usually depicted.

he most controversial of Clinton’s views, of

course, has been her proposal for the presump-

tion of competence in children. Since her now

infamous 1979 article, “Children’s Rights: A
Legal Perspective,” published in a collection of essays
on the subject, she has held that children, now deemed
competent to make decisions affecting their lives when
they reach the age of 18, should be presumed compe-
tent beginning at age 12. The existing presumption of
children’s incompetence is based on a supposed corre-
lation between their dependence on parents and an
immature sense of responsibility. Under Clinton’s pro-
posal a child would have the right to claim such things
as a good education, corrective health measures, and to
get out of a neglectful or abusive home, as in the Gre-
gory K case in Florida—though Clinton notes that suit
was really the foster parents’, not the boy’s. But children
would have to demonstrate responsibility as well. In
Arkansas, Clinton helped pass a state requirement that
children remain in school if they want to get and keep a
driver’s license.

When [ raised the subject of Clinton’s competence
proposal, she readily replied: “You know, I never
meant the presumption of competence to be any-
thing other than a thought-provoking idea. It didn’t
get that much notice at the time because what gradu-
ally began to happen is that a varicty of children were
presumed competent to do an increasing number of
things. The courts began letting children over the age
of 12 express preference in divorce cases, for example.
So there wasn’t any great cataclysmic event that
occurred. Children’s developmental stages began to be
acted upon, and over the last twenty years, things kind
of evolved.”

Whether or not one believes that she intended her
idea merely to make a stir, her proposal seemed to sug-
gest a revolution in legal thinking about children. In
her 1979 article she named specific areas in which chil-
dren’s rights should be asserted: “Decisions about
motherhood and abortion, cosmetic surgery, treaunent
of venereal disease, or employment, and others where
the decision or lack of one will significantly affect
the child’s future should not be made unilaterally by
parents.” In “Children Under the Law,” an essay writ-
ten in 1973 for the Harvard Lducational Review she
wrotc:

The basic rationale for depriving people of rights in a
dependency refationship is that certain individuals are in-
capable or undeserving of the right to take care of them-
sclves and consequendy need social institutions specifically
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dcsigled to safeguard their position. Along with the family,
past nd present examples of such arrangements include
~ marrige, slavery, and the Indian reservation system.

One nay argue that she was simply establishing a his-
toric U context for her cause, but if she was looking for
“a nought-provoking idea,” she could not have chosen
mere incendiary analogies.

When I pressed her to give an example of how the

resumption of competence would change the law, she

ceplied: “I don’t think that it can be implemented with
a piece of legislation. It's more a matter of treating chil-
dren with a level of respect for their increasing capacity.
More about attitude than legislation.”

[ asked: “But isn’t the presumption of incompetence
a matter of legislation? So how would the new presump-
tion be applied?”

“You do it by exceptions. I would not necessarily

argue that we wipe out all of our rules, and say as of

now every child from zero forward is presumed compe-
tent. But now we're making a million rules demonstrat-
ing why they’re incompetent. I don’t think that’s help-

ful. What I would argue for is really a greater amount of’

respect for children’s capacities at stages of develop-
ment. Why weren’t more children originally given a
chance to be heard in divorce courts? Because there
was this sense that that was an issue they weren’t com-
petent on. They might be competent to testify in an
automobile accident, or a murder. But this was an area
where it was viewed that somehow parents would be act-
ing always in their children’s best interests. Well, it
became clear, through hard human experience, that
that was not always the case. Gradually, as the need
arose, and it was recognized, a remedy was devised. My
argument is that we should always have that potential in
the back of our mind.”

Clinton may be right that judges have come to realize
that feuding parents in divorce cases don’t always have
their children’s best interests at heart, and that children
too should be heard—but that doesn’t mean that kids
in such cases will be as objective as witnesses to acci-
dents and crimes, or that it is necessarily a good idea to
get them to testify. If there weren’t a real difference
between children as objective observers and as pawns in
divorce trials, children’s competence would hardly be a
complex issue, much less one that Clinton would have
chosen to champion.

t was clear throughout the interview, however, that
she does not advocate children’s rights at the
expense of the integrity of the family—a position
that might disappoint her conservative critics and
perhaps some of her liberal supporters as well. My
guess is that she began defending children to give
them a role in family disputes, but by focusing on chil-
dren almost exclusively, she inadvertently encouraged
a distortion of her views. These views seem to be evolv-
ing still. Yet as early as 1977, in a book review for the
Yale Law Journal, she acknowledged that all these ques-
tions “invite fear and confusion, since they touch
deeply held and often conflicting convictions about

family autonomy and childhood needs.”

The day before the Spelman visit there was a story in
the papers about a boy who was removed from his
mother and placed in a foster home because child-
welfare officials contended that the mother had fabri-
cated a disease for the child in order to keep him teth-
ercd to her and to get the attention she craved from
doctors. “In thatkind of case,” said Clinton, “itseems to
me that the first step to be taken is to help the family,
and help the mother. I mean, you don’t act on the child.
You act to keep the family unit functioning, and you do
that by bringing assistance to the person who is most in
need of it, who, in this case, is the mother.... [ was so
grateful to The Wall Street_Journal, much to my surprise,
for asking a professor to rcad all my writings.
And he basically said that in another time [ would be
accused of being too conservative. He said my view has
always been we have to do everything possible to keep
the family functioning. And we don’t do that. Welfare
agencies have been too quick to intervene after having
ignored problems and allowing them to deteriorate. Or
too quick to intervene instead of looking for the least
detrimental alternative to intervention. And so the child
is often caught in the worst of both worlds. The family is
not supported. The state is not an adequate substitute
parent. And the child is the object of dispute.”

ot surprisingly, the issue of the family is a sensi-

tive matter to her. All of the attacks on her dur-

ing the campaign as a cold careerist and an

indifferent mother shocked Clinton, she said,
because she has always seen herself as devoted to family
life and to the idea of family. Of course, defending the
family is the politically correct posture, but Clinton is
caught in a bind here. If she questions the nature or
structure of family, she’s portrayed as an intellectual
harridan. If she supports the family, she sounds like a
political hack.

Whatever stance she takes, she has been relentlessly
assaulted from the right. In an article in The American
Spectator last August, Daniel Wattenberg wrote that
nobody needs a scale of increasing competence for chil-
dren, “because we have something far better, families:
millions of calibrated scales of increasing competence
tailored individually to millions of individual children
by millions of parents.”

When [ cited the piece, Clinton fired back: “I
believe that. So what! You know, it's like saying most
people don’t break the law. That's wonderful. And I'm
proud of them, because they have developed an ethical
system and norms that reflect their responsibility to
society. That's not what we're talking about. This is an
attempt to impose a slippery slope argument on the
whole issue of children’s needs, and the role that the
legal systems sometimes have to play. I just reject it.
We're only talking about instances in which it is obvi-
ous to those willing to sec that the finely calibrated,
protective system of the family has broken down. And
it's broken down cither because of a family’s inability
to function or because of a family’s unwillingness to
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abide by what is considered appropriate behavior. And
that doesn’t mean there is a governmental solution
that automatically means intervention, but it does mean
not to ignore how families have been placed under
stress. I think that no one who's fairly read what I've
written could argue that I'm for anything other than
supporting families.”

n fact, in all of her major speeches of the cam-
paign—at Yale Law School, Wellesley, Chautauqua,
the University of Illinois, and to the American Bar
Association in San Francisco—she emphasized the

desirability of family cohesiveness. Yet it is hard to know !

what she is proposing exactly. She criticizes the welfare
agencies for being “too quick to intervene instead of
looking for the least detrimental alternatives.” Like
what?

As far as [ know, there is only one place in the coun-
try that takes a comprehensive approach to foster care,
and its program is sometimes successful, sometimes not.
At the Center for Family Life, a private social service
agency in Sunset Park, Brooklyn, a program was started
in 1988 to keep foster families within the same neigh-
borhood as the biological families. It was hoped that
this would reduce the adversarial relationship between
the two, while the center tried to restore equilibrium to
the biological family and eventually return the child to
a healthier home. But this is a hard-fought, continuous
process, dotted with failure. Perhaps recognizing this
without saying so, Clinton continued to veer back and
forth in the interview between advocating the power of
the family and the power of the child.

“I think to be a realistic advocate for families is like
being a realistic parent,” she said. “You know, you
unconditionally love your child, but you also recognize
what has to be done in order for that child to develop
appropriately. And that means sometimes making deci-
sions your child doesn’t like. It means understanding
how that child does develop, so that you can be an
appropriate parent. Well, being an advocate for families
means starting from the position of unconditional sup-
port for the institution of family, but recognizing realis-
tically that there are times when that family structure is
broken down, and that the children are the likely vic-
tims of that breakdown.”

[ asked her why, since she believes in children’s com-
petence, she favors parental notification on abortion.
“In part,” she answered, “because of my idealistic sup-
port of families. I have supported parental notice so
long as there is some kind of bypass provision, because
insofar as possible, we respect and honor the family. It
would be better than not in most cases if the family
could support a young girl’s decision either to bear her
child, or to seek an abortion, as opposed to having the
child feel alienated and cut off from the people who,
no matter what happens to her, are going to be there in
her life, one way or the other. But I recognize that that’s
the idealistic hope, and that’s part of why I'm so com-
mitted to keeping families together. Realistically, some
families cannot deal with [abortion]. There are prob-

lems of abuse, incest, rage, all kinds of things. & there
has to be some realistic bypass, some pressure wjye for
the situation. But, I think you should start fryym the
premise of supporting the family.”

By “some kind of bypass provision,” she means (nat a
pregnant child in a menacing home could have sane-
one other than the primary guardian—another relatye,
an adult friend—sign the abortion consent. Tye
parental notification law recently voted unanimousy
into effect in Wisconsin has such a provision. Still, what-
ever bypass is permitted, the idea of parental notifica-
tion is logically opposed to the idea of the presumed
competence of children. Either Clinton does not see
this, or she prefers to fudge the issue on the grounds
that families as a whole may be presumed more compe-
tent than Kids.

An on-the-run interview like this one, taken at a hec-
tic point in the election, reveals only so much. After the
ruckus stirred up by Clinton’s opinions on children
and the family, it was natural for her to wish to appear
quieter during the campaign and more restrained in
her views when talking to a reporter. But one thing, I
think, was clear from our discussion: Hillary Clinton
believes that her views of children’s rights and of the
family are compatible, and she is still attempting to
devise the proper balance between the two. In politics,
unfortunately, this process of sorting out one’s beliefs
on morally ambiguous subjects often emerges as hedg-
ing or outright dishonesty, as both Clintons discovered
in the course of the campaign. ¢

Republican Mudbath |.

KEMP VS. DOLE

By Fred Barnes

n November 6 Rich Bond, the departing

Republican national chairman, attacked for-

mer Delaware Governor Pete du Pont for “an

act of absolute political treachery.” The crime?
Campaigning for Gop chairman before Election Day,
thus before President Bush had lost and Bond had
announced he’d be stepping down. To punctuate the
point, Bond also zinged du Pont as “disloyal, unseemly,
and cowardly.” Labor Secretary Lynn Martin isn’t brim-
ming with happy talk either. Should she fail to win the
Republican post, she told an associate, the party will suf-
fer terribly. Why? Because pro-lifers will have imposed
their unpopular litmus test on the party again. (Mar-
tin’s pro-choice.) Not so, says Ralph Reed of the Chris-
tian Coalition. The cor’s headed for trouble, he argues,
if the new chairman won’t unapologetically defend the
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A rare moment of incaution was Hamilton's strong
stand against the Gull' war. He co-sponsored, with major-
ity leader Richard Gephardt, a resolution to tic Bush’s
hands and kecp the country out of war. Hamilton's
speech in the great debate of January 11, 1991, now
reads like a pessimist’s almanac: the U.S.-led coalition
would fracture, there would be massive American casual-
ties, victory would have destabilizing consequences, war
would break the economy, the allies would not share the
cost, “Anti-Americanism will rise, terrorism will increase,
and radical Islamic forces will be strengthened.”

Hamilton remains unrepentant about his vote. He
argues sanctions could have worked and says the admini-
stration shares the blame for Saddam's invasion of
Kuwait, since it helped to arm him and did not send a
clear warning not to cross the Kuwaiti border. True
enough, but Hamilton's own record is hardly better. As
chairman of the subcommittee that handles the Mideast,
Hamilton stalled a bill proposed by Howard Berman of
California to impose comprehensive sanctions on Iraq.
Six days before the invasion, he voted against the Glick-
man amendment, which would have cut off agricultural
credits.

Hamilton’s problem wasn't malfeasance or stupidity.
It was the limitation of his horizon. Bill Clinton, in his
Milwaukee speech, proposed a post-cold war focus on
democracy-building abroad. Hamilton thinks this is
fine—he's one of the people Clinton showed the speech
before delivering it—but he gives no sense of being able
to articulate how democracy might serve as a corner-
stone of foreign policy. Hamilton has also raised objec-
tions to the National Endowment for Democracy and
voted to cut its budget. Part of this is a generational
problem. The most fervent advocates of the democrati-
zation movement, such as Stephen Solarz, Dave
McCurdy, and Brian Atwood, are younger. At 61, Hamil-
ton seems not to grasp the idea in the same way. Clinton
could, of course, do worse than to choose someone of
Hamilton’s fundamental decency for his secretary of
state. But decency is not policy, or even a view of the
world. Clinton could do a whole lot better.

An interview with Mrs. Clinton.

HILLARY’S KIDS

By Roger Rosenblatt

n a speech at Spelman College in Atlanta three
weeks before the election, Hillary Clinton told the
students in the audience that she wants to be “a
voice for children in the White House and to
implement an agenda my husband will propose.” |

intervicwed her a few hours later, and our discussion
centered on her proposed work for children—a cause
to which she has devoted twenty years, mainly with the
Children's Defense Fund, on whose board of directors
she has served since 1978. In our talk, her views on fam-
ily matters in general and children in particular were
not always consistent or fully worked out, but they were
both more moderate and more complicated than they
are usually depicted.

he most controversial of Clinton’s views, of

course, has been her proposal for the presump-

tion of competence in children. Since her now

infamous 1979 article, “Children’s Rights: A
Legal Perspective,” published in a collection of essays
on the subject, she has held that children, now deemed
competent to make decisions affecting their lives when
they reach the age of 18, should be presumed compe-
tent beginning at age 12. The existing presumption of
children’s incompetence is based on a supposed corre-
lation between their dependence on parents and an
immature sense of responsibility. Under Clinton’s pro-
posal a child would have the right to claim such things
as a good education, corrective health measures, and to
get out of a neglectful or abusive home, as in the Gre-
gory K case in Florida—though Clinton notes that suit
was really the foster parents’, not the boy's. But children
would have to demonstrate responsibility as well. In
Arkansas, Clinton helped pass a state requirement that
children remain in school if they want to get and keep a
driver’s license.

When 1 raised the subject of Clinton's competence
proposal, she readily replied: “You know, I never
meant the presumption of competence to be any-
thing other than a thought-provoking idea. It didn’t
get that much notice at the time because what gradu-
ally began to happen is that a variety of children were
presumed competent to do an increasing number of
things. The courts began letting children over the age
of 12 express preference in divorce cases, for example.
So there wasn’t any great cataclysmic event that
occurred. Children's developmental stages began to be
acted upon, and over the last twenty years, things kind
of evolved.”

Whether or not one believes that she intended her
idea merely to make a stir, her proposal seemed to sug-
gest a revolution in legal thinking about children. In
her 1979 article she named specific areas in which chil-
dren’s rights should be asserted: “Decisions about
motherhood and abortion, cosmetic surgery, treatment
of venereal disease, or employment, and others where
the decision or lack of one will significantly affect
the child’s future should not be made unilaterally by
parents.” In “Children Under the Law,” an essay writ-
ten in 1973 for the Harvard Educational Review she
wrote:

The basic rationale for depriving pcople of rights in a
dependency relationship is that certain individuals are in-
capable or undescrving of the right to take care of them-
sclves and conscquently need social institutions specifically
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desigied o safeguard their position. Along with the family,

past nd present examples ()f such arrangements include

= marrige. slavery, and the Indian reservation system.
One nay argue that she was simply establishing a his-
torii il context for her cause, but if she was looking for
a voughi-provoking idea,” she could not have chosen
mere incendiary analogies.

When I pressed her to give an example of how the
presumption of competence would change the law, she
replied: “I don't think that it can be implemented with
a piece of legislation. It's more a matter of treating chil-
dren with a level of respect for their increasing capacity.
More about attitude than legislation.”

I asked: “But isn’t the presumption of incompetence
a matter of legislation? So how would the new presump-
tion be applied?”

“You do it by exceptions. I would not necessarily
argue that we wipe out all of our rules, and say as of
now every child from zero forward is presumed compe-
tent. But now we’re making a million rules demonstrat-
ing why they're incompetent. I don’t think that’s help-
ful. What I would argue for is really a greater amount of
respect for children’s capacities at stages of develop-
ment. Why weren't more children originally given a
chance to be heard in divorce courts? Because there
was this sense that that was an issue they weren’t com-
petent on. They might be competent to testify in an
automobile accident, or a murder. But this was an area
where it was vicwed that somehow parents would be act-
ing always in their children’s best interests. Well, it
became clear, through hard human experience, that
that was not always the case. Gradually, as the need
arose, and it was recognized, a remedy was devised. My
argument is that we should always have that potential in
the back of our mind.”

Clinton may be right that judges have come to realize
that feuding parents in divorce cases don’t always have
their children’s best interests at heart, and that children
too should be heard—but that doesn’t mean that kids
in such cases will be as objective as witnesses to acci-
dents and crimes, or that it is necessarily a good idea to
get them to testify. If there weren’t a real difference
between children as objective observers and as pawns in
divorce trials, children’s compctence would hardly be a
complex issue, much less one that Clinton would have
chosen to champion.

t was clear throughout the interview, however, that
she does not advocate children’s rights at the
expense of the integrity of the family—a position
that might disappoint her conservative critics and
perhaps some of her liberal supporters as well. My
guess is that she began defending children to give
them a role in family disputes, but by focusing on chil-
dren almost exclusively, she inadvertently encouraged
a distortion of her views. These views seem to be evolv-
ing still. Yet as early as 1977, in a book review for the
Yale Law Journal, she acknowledged that all these ques-
tions “invite fear and confusion, since they touch
deeply held and often conflicting convictions about

family autonomy and childhood needs.”

The day before the Spelman visit there was a story in
the papers about a boy who was removed from his
mother and placed in a foster home because child-
welfare officials contended that the mother had fabri-
cated a disease for the child in order to keep him teth-
ered to her and to get the attention she craved from
doctors. “In that kind of case,” said Clinton, “it scems to
me that the first step to be taken is to help the family,
and help the mother. I mean, you don't act on the child.
You act to keep the family unit functioning, and you do
that by bringing assistance to the person who is most in
need of it, who, in this case, is the mother.... I was so
grateful to The Wall Street Journal, much to my surprise,
for asking a professor to read all my writings.
And he basically said that in another time I would be
accused of being too conservative. He said my view has
always been we have to do everything possible to keep
the family functioning. And we don’t do that. Welfare
agencies have been too quick to intervene after having
ignored problems and allowing them to deteriorate. Or
too quick to intervene instead of looking for the least
detrimental alternative to intervention. And so the child
is often caught in the worst of both worlds. The family is
not supported. The state is not an adequate substitute
parent. And the child is the object of dispute.”

ot surprisingly, the issue of the family is a sensi-

tive matter to her. All of the attacks on her dur-

ing the campaign as a cold careerist and an

indifferent mother shocked Clinton, she said,
because she has always seen herself as devoted to family
life and to the idea of family. Of course, defending the
family is the politically correct posture, but Clinton is
caught in a bind here. If she questions the nature or
structure of family, she’s portrayed as an intellectual
harridan. If she supports the family, she sounds like a
political hack.

Whatever stance she takes, she has been relentlessly
assaulted from the right. In an article in The American
Spectator last August, Daniel Wattenberg wrote that
nobody needs a scale of increasing competence for chil-
dren, “because we have something far better, families:
millions of calibrated scales of increasing competence
tailored individually to millions of individual children
by millions of parents.”

When [ cited the piece, Clinton fired back: *1
believe that. So what! You know, it's like saying most
people don’t break the law. That's wonderful. And I'm
proud of them, because they have developed an ethical
system and norms that reflect their responsibility to
society. That's not what we're talking about. This is an
attempt to impose a slippery slope argument on the
whole issue of children’s needs, and the role that the
legal systems sometimes have to play. I just reject it.
We're only talking about instances in which it is obvi-
ous to those willing to see that the finely calibrated,
protective system of the family has broken down. And
it's broken down either because of a family’s inability
to function or because of a family's unwillingness to
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abide by what is considered appropriate behavior. And
that doesn’t mean there is a governmental solution
that automatically means intervention, but it does mean
not to ignore how families have been placed under
stress. I think that no one who's fairly read what I've
written could argue that I'm for anything other than
supporting families.”

n fact, in all of her major speeches of the cam-

paign—at Yale Law School, Wellesley, Chautauqua,

the University of [llinois, and to the American Bar

Association in San Francisco—she emphasized the
desirability of family cohesiveness. Yet it is hard to know
what she is proposing exactly. She criticizes the welfare
agencics for being “too quick to intervene instead of
looking for the least dctrimental alternatives.” Like
what?

As far as | know, there is only one place in the coun-
try that takes a comprehensive approach to foster care,
and its program is sometimes successful, sometimes not.
At the Center for Family Life, a private social service
agency in Sunset Park, Brooklyn, a program was started
in 1988 to keep foster families within the same neigh-
borhood as the biological families. It was hoped that
this would reduce the adversarial relationship between
the two, while the center tried to restore equilibrium to
the biological family and eventually return the child to
a healthier home. But this is a hard-fought, continuous
process, dotted with failure. Perhaps recognizing this
without saying so. Clinton continued to veer back and
forth in the interview between advocating the power of
the family and the power of the child.

“I think to be a realistic advocate for families is like
being a realistic parent,” she said. “You know, you
unconditionally love your child, but you also recognize
what has to be done in order for that child to develop
appropriately. And that means sometimes making deci-
sions your child doesn't like. It means understanding
how that child does develop, so that you can be an
appropriate parent. Well, being an advocate for families
mecans starting from the position of unconditional sup-
port for the institution of family, but recognizing realis-
tically that there are times when that family structure is
broken down, and that the children are the likely vic-
tims of that breakdown.”

I asked her why, since she believes in children’s com-
pctence, she favors parental notification on abortion.
“In part,” she answered, “because of my idealistic sup-
port of families. I have supported parental notice so
long as there is some kind of bypass provision, because
insofar as possible, we respect and honor the family. It
would be better than not in most cases if the family
could support a young girl's decision either to bear her
child, or to seek an abortion, as opposed to having the
child feel alienated and cut off from the people who,
no matter what happens to her, are going to be therc in
her life, one way or the other. But I recognize that that's
the idealistic hope, and that’s part of why I'm so com-
mitted to keeping families together. Realistically, some
families cannot deal with [abortion]. There are prob-

lems of abuse, incest, rage, all kinds of things. 5 there
has to be some realistic bypass, some pressurc w|ye frir
the situation. But, I think you should start fryy Iy
premise of supporting the family.”

By “some kind of bypass provision,” she mean: tnat a
pregnant child in a menacing home could have sone-
one other than the primary guardian—another relatye,
an adult friend—sign the abortion consent. Tae
parental notification law recently voted unanimousw
into cffect in Wisconsin has such a provision. Still, what
ever bypass is permitted, the idea of parental notifica-
tion is logically opposed to the idea of the presumed
compctence of children. Either Clinton does not see
this, or she prefers to fudge the issue on the grounds
that families as a whole may be presumed more compe-
tent than kids.

An on-the-run interview like this one, taken at a hec-
tic point in the election, reveals only so much. After the
ruckus stirred up by Clinton’s opinions on children
and the family, it was natural for her to wish to appear
quieter during the campaign and more restrained in
her views when talking to a reporter. But one thing, |
think, was clear from our discussion: Hillary Clinton
believes that her views of children’s rights and of the
family are compatible, and she is still attempting to
devise the proper balance between the two. In politics,
unfortunately, this process of sorting out one's beliefs
on morally ambiguous subjccts often emerges as hedg-
ing or outright dishonesty, as both Clintons discovered
in the course of the campaign. ¢

Republican Mudbath 1.

KEMP VS. DOLE

By Fred Barnes

n November 6 Rich Bond, the departing

Republican national chairman, attacked for-

mer Delaware Governor Pete du Pont for “an

act of absolute political treachery.” The crime?
Campaigning for cop chairman before Election Day,
thus before President Bush had lost and Bond had
announced he'd be stepping down. To punctuate the
point, Bond also zinged du Pont as “disloyal, unscemly,
and cowardly.” Labor Secretary Lynn Martin isn't brim-
ming with happy talk either. Should she fail to win the
Republican post, she told an associate, the party will suf-
fer terribly. Why? Because pro-lifers will have imposed
their unpopular litmus test on the party again. (Mar-
tin's pro-choice.) Not so, says Ralph Reed of the Chris-
tian Coalition. The GOP’s headed for trouble, he argues,

if the new chairman won't unapologetically defend the
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For Hillary Clinton, the real job begins

n a warm weckday aftonoon in May, Hillary Clinton was conducting

interviews with local television reporters in Lexington, Ky. The time

was pre-convention, post-“cookics-and-teas” Dap.

Three iaterviewers were lined up in a grude school library. The

candidate's wile, once named in the Nationa! Law Journal as one of
the 100 most powerful attomeys in America, had confined henelf to
ladylikc appearances, eating schoal lunches with 2nd graders and reading to
preschoolers.

The tclevision reporniers all were women, none older than 40. Each took
her turn acrots from Cliaton in Baby Bear chaifs at a tiny table and each
askcd the same oddly intimate questions.

“Mrs. Clinton, do you dominate your husband? Will that be a problem in
the White House?” The &\Leuiom were always put chesrfully, with a wry,
you-know-I-have-10-ask-this sort of look.

And Clinton, 10 the arnazement of the reporters traveling with her at the
time, alwuys answered with a smile, ncver acknowledging the sbeurdity. She
dealt with it without a trace of sarcaum, even when the same question was
asked again in Ciacinaati the next day, and again in other citica after that.

I leR that three-day stint on tho campaign trail with some impressions.
The first is that Clinton s capable of seemingly superhuman rcstraint. The
second is that she is a much gentler woman her hardball image in theo
media has led us to beliove,

But the last, and most troubling, is that this admirsable woman
wascon(ronting alone America’s twisted fean about educated working
women, living that old feminist slogan; The personal is political.

Tho reporters that day in Lexington also were working women, Some were
marricd, some may have been mothers. qum out tho same
issues: Whose job is more important, who ¢ cities for whom, who
dresscs the kids, what's a wife's real name? Yet they felt compelled 10 ask:
Who wears the pants?

In the years prior to the presidential campaign, Clinton admittedly made
some concessions to male-dominated politics and society, gradually
adopting some of the things coasidered roquired of a political wife.

But she did 50 to a leaser degree than many who preceded her, eschewing
for the most pant the modus operandi mww a safely repreased woman.
Despite her husband being Povemor, she wielded power openly, with a law
de%rcc and a job, instcad of secrotly, from bedrooms and parfors behind
fashion and makeup, America’s metaphorical version of fan aad veil,

Sincc those days in May, Clinton has boen vindicated. The Republicans’
orgy of anti-feminism backfired. The terrifying liberal working witch of
Pairick Buchanan's nightmares s00on will be living in the White House.

What kind of first lady will she be? Judging from the campaign trail and
her evolution as political wife, 1 doubt Clinton will transform her new office
into the “first partner’s® den or et a new standard for behind-the-sconcs
manipulation of a presideat,

After all, this is a woman who moved an East Coast careqr |a law and
politivs to work in Arkansas because she loved Bill Clinton, She gave up her
surname and took his when it became clear that using her own burt his
political carecr.

She traded her natunal ng for one that takes (im&7o assemble,
Dishwater hair is colored blonder and contact lenses have replaced thick
eycglusses, She never appean in public without a spackling of makeup. She
wraded spg city for 8 demsanor that must b i

angd :
" Intelligencé that has ta-be camouflaged aiher thin eragoised. 'V%ﬂm.-.;

1 don't envy her her now job as national social secrotary and official
lightning rod for the backlash against the Womm have made in the last
two decades. But | suspect she will acquit with grace.

Tha HingeC}inton will live at the White Housa probably will not make
ours 3 more benign society for women. Violence inequities iavolving
women will stay witb us jong sfter she leaves 1600 Peansylvania Avenue,

But as an educated, powerful woman who has worked outside the home
for many years, she could leave a huge legacy if—simply by her example—
the reality of working fomales were to become [ats fearsomo to that segment
of America that still can't coma to terms with it

N K_Ay*—

Nina Burloigh, special correspondent
for Pevple magazine in Washington, is
& lrequent contnbuior to
WOMANEWS, ”

Cantinucil froun page |

counseling s¢vvice (hat was prohibited fro!
distributing information on aboaion. The
vice aow refers callers (o the Insh Famal
alng Association, but still conducts trainh
rescarch on pregnancy ssucs.

In 1985, the Dublin-bascd Society for U
Protection of Unborm Children, which or
Lbecalization of abortivn laws, tovk nsn
tion againat Open Line Courpchn“an
er pcwunq counscling service, the Oub
Wcll Woman Centre, arguing that dusiribs
abortion informatiua violated the [rish cd
tution, which guarantccs the nght to life
unbom. i )

|righ courts, including the Supreme Coe
1948, then imgused injunctions ogainst (8
tpcncl:cl“forblddm; them 1o providc info
tion such as sddraass and telephone nun
of abortion clinics in Britain, and from h;
clicats make travel armangements. ¢

Il approved, ono of the thros ameadmeg
could restorg the right of counselors to py
the names and addn:ases of abortion serv
Briwin.

“In many instances when (women} ha
clear and grapdic idea of what abortion i
may opt not (9 have sn abortion,” says
Fennelt, 8 former member of Parliament
miauster of state for women's afTairs o
to 1987. N ]

Freedom to distnbute information
suppon from the Europcan Count of H
Rights in Strasbourg, France, last month
court ruled that the Irish ban violates t

pean countries. It is lefl to the Irish
meat 10 bring i law into line with
Rita Bunenshaw, chief caccutive of t
Dublin Well Woman Centre, says the ru
should cncourage u “yes” vole on the
ment related (0 sbortion information.
But anti-sbortion activists oppose Lthe {
bution of information, which they consi
u:mqion .||i".n.c¢-" " i
“1t is & cupbemism for abortion aasis
when you give the women names and 8
¢s of abortion clinics in Britain,” says P
Buckley, 2 spokeswoman for the Societ

and anti-abortion campaigners.

The amendment regarding the circu
under which an abortion can de kgal wi
Ircland is the most divisive. X

Peopie on both sides of the issue are g
ning a “no0" vote on this plank.

amily planning counsclor argue il i
stcp backward from the Supreme Cournt
whuch allowed abortions in the case ofi
suicide. 1t also would ¢reate confusion
what 18 *life”" wod “"hualth™ of U moth{
lead Lo a s¢ries of cases being tesied in

ay,
amendment ignores womeq who
need certain medical treatments that
compatible with p 0Cy, says Maxi

, predideat of the Union of Siude
lreland, an advocucy group for studen
which is fighling a coun injunction
group distributing information.

But the Socicty for the Protection of |
Children argues that there is no such th
“real and subataniive risk™ 10 the life of
mother, “Women ure not dying becausq
ton 18 ilicgal,” says Marie Vernon, mead
the sociery. )

An uacmbn of Insh Catholic bubho
a statement Nov. 5 that stops shon
in'j pcople how (0 vole, but says the we
of the ameadments is tlawed.
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Flrst lady tinds her footing:..~

L0

;».m Hillary Clinton: Husband sﬁrsttemaome—

\r:!;mes brought her a scorching spotbgkt.
“h

ILLARY RODHAM CL.HQTON never
promised to be a typical first lady —

indeed, there is any such . But In
brhaglngsharpleg‘alaldllsandualtoril-{,
sues to the White House, Mrs. Clinton'.

“and, just as often, criticism.
While Americans were de-
ﬂghted to see a political spouse so
~"¢ompetent, sure of herself and eager
“%%o contribute to her husband'’s ad-
”f tration, others have been
’ cath.lng in their response to the
‘fauses she champions publicly and
0 .wary of the extent of her prlvate in-

-afluence,

{4 In retrospect, an extended hon-
v.eymoon with the public was never in
.+the stars for Hillary Rodham Clin-
‘ston, the first professional woman to
<l the role of first lady. Only Eleanor
¢ Roosevelt has withstood such strict public

jBt:rut'.lmr. and she didn’t have to worry about

o eemingly endless investigations of her conduct’
an Arkansas lawyer prior to her husband’
ection.
r.it Add to that a number of personal losses —
- the deaths of her father and mother-in-law and
sthe suicide of the Clintons’ long-time friend
) Vlnce Foster — and it is obvious that the past

153

schools and neighborhoods.

four years have taken an enormous personal
toll on Mrs. Clinton.

"~ But if the second Clinton term brings the
president the prospect of lame-duck status, it
also brings a welcome freedom for his long-time
partner. She no longer has to worry that her
status in the polls could endanger his re-elec-
t.lon.nShe doesn't have to listen to image en-
hancers who want her to change her hair-do or

puldn’t help being a lightning rod ror attentlonf her wardrobe Legal problems still bedevil her,

" but in most other respects Hillary
Clinton is now free to define her role
. without the stifling constraints of
political campaigns.

So far, she has mentioned her in-
terest in helping monitor the imple-
mentation of welfare reform — a
suggestion that was quickly ridi-
culed by her political opponents.
More promising is her intention to
get involved in the administration’s
plans to aid the District of Colum-
bia, an initiative that could show-
case her interest in improving con-
ditions for families, children,

When Hillary Clinton first stepped into the.
spotlight, few people could have predicted how
scorching the scrutiny directed at her would be.

" Nodoubt even fewer could have withstood such

heat without crumbling. Whatever else her leg-
acy turns out to be, simply by surviving all this
and keeping her head she will surely serve as a
role model for future first ladies.
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Recently, Hillary
Rodham Clinton
met with 8 GH
readers to share
concerns about
families and the
future. Here, their
inspiring thoughts
on ways we can all
make a difference in
improving our lives
and rebuilding our
communities. ’

by Jurate Kazickas |

ownsizing, spiraling health-care
costs, fear of crime—these problems
dominate our front pages. But for
many Americans they're more than
newspaper headlines—they’re reality.
In March, when Good Housekeeping invited read-
ers to meet with First Lady Hillary Rodham
Clinton to discuss the critical issues facing today’s
families, we found that the lives of the eight women
selected mirrored the challenges facing all of us.
But this special forum, “How to Make the Future
Better for Our Children,” wasn’t downbeat. The
morning was filled with hope, support, and possible
solutions. In a sun-drenched room of the Chicago

to Our

ARTS

W

GH JULY

Public Library, the panelists sat with Mrs. Clinton
and moderator Ellen Levine, GH’s editor in chief,
on a low platform decorated with plants and coftee
tables graced with flowers. It may not have been a
suburban living room, but the ambience was the
same, as Mrs. Clinton shared her own experiences
as a wife, mother, and daughter.

“One of the hard parts about living in the White
House is that 1 don’t get to just kick back and
chat with my friends as much as I'd like to,” Mrs.
Clinton said, thanking the panelists for coming.
But the panelists were inclined to want to thank
her, calling the chance to discuss their concerns
with her directly “the opportunity of a lifetime.”

7"



Meet the Panelists
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DREMA LEE WOLDMAN:
Family support
helped her succeed
despite her teenage
pregnancy.

2

Building a Family

Safety Net

Drema Lee Woldman was once 19, preg-
nant, unmarried, and about to drop out
of college. Now 43 and married almost
a year, Woldman looks back and credits
her own mother for giving her the sup-
port she needed to take charge of her
life. “While | was planning a marriage,
my mother was planning my future.
She told me she wished 1 would stay in
school and graduate so that 1 would be
able to take care of myself and not
depend on someone else. And in order
for me to do that, she took care of my
child while 1 wentto school.”

Woldman did go on to graduate and
support herself and her daughter, who’s
now a junior studying nursing at
Louisiana State University. Woldman is
an office manager and president of one
of the largest chapters of Alpha Kappa
Alpha, the nation’s oldest sorority for
African-American women. And she
said she’s never forgotten the support
her family gave her. Today, Alpha Kap-
pa Alpha sponsors a mentoring pro-
gram for fourth and fifth graders that
targets students with poor grades and
attendance—and requires their families
to sign on for parenting skills and edu-
cational workshops.

Mrs. Clinton: “We have to do every-
thing we can to strengthen families so
that they can take care of their own
children. Every family—including my
own—needs help from time to time, and
there often are not enough of us around
to do that. | hope your example will
spread so that more sororities, more

72

MARY ANN SPALETTO:

more money.

She fought to
save her
marriage after
considering
divorce.

churches, more civic clubs will take on
this kind of job.”

Saving Marriages

Mary Ann Spaletto, 54, mother of two
grown sons, considered her 32-year
marriage “just about perfect” until four
years ago, when she discovered that
her husband had been unfaithful. “I
found our world crashing around us.
As | watched my grown sons fill with
grief and anger and fear, | realized it
doesn’t matter how old children are
when they feel their family structure is
going to be shattered.”

Her first impulse, she said, was to get
a divorce. “But when | thought about
going to the lawyer, | thought of my mar-
riage and realized there were a lot of
good parts left. We live in a throwaway
society. We don’t mend, we don’t repair,
we don’t fix. My mom used to mend my
socks, the TV man would come and
repair a TV, or my dad would fix my toys
when they broke. Now we just throw
them away.” She said it was a shame that
we treat relationships the same way.

Seeing her husband’s remorse, she
turned to her Catholic pastor for coun-
seling, read self-help books, and even-
tually learned of an organization called
WESOM—We Saved Our Marriage.
“Before our very eyes we saw him
change, our marriage change, and we
decided now it’s payback time.” She
and her husband have started a chapter
of the group in their parish and actively
help other couples mend marriages torn
apart by infidelity.

Mrs. Clinton: “We do give up too eas-

MARGE LEIBFORTH:
She wants day-care
providers, like her

daughter, to get .
more respect—and :

MONICA LAMBERTY:
Her family
narrowly escaped
Sfinancial ruin
when their health
care was canceled.

ily. Not every marriage can be saved,
but a great many that people gave up on
in the past can be—even in the face of
challenges like the one you’re talking
about. The struggle to save something
that is worthwhile can move you into an
entirely different level of your relation-
ship. You can look back and say you
wish it hadn’t happened, but by having
dealt with it, there are so many rewards.
I hope others will follow your lead.”

Surviving Downsizing
Monica Lamberty, 29, a part-time X-ray
technician and the mother of three
young children, saw her husband lose
his job as a truck driver. “We found out
on a Monday that his last day would be
Friday. So I called the union and they
informed me that the last day my hus-
band would be working would be the
last day of our health insurance cover-
age. | was floored. 1 just could not
believe it. I said, ‘What about the union
dues we pay to you monthly?*”

The union replied that the money for
insurance was allocated on a weekly
basis, not monthly, and by Friday, the
Lambertys would be without insurance.
They were eligible for COBRA, but at
$485 a month, it was half their mort-
gage payment. “There was just no way
we could afford that,” said Lamberty,
“and with three little kids—if one of
them broke an arm at the playground,
or, God forbid, there was a catastrophic
illness, we’d be done tor. We could lose
our house. And it really scared us.”

So she wasn’t shy when a prospec-
tive employer called the house asking



VIRGINIA MARTINEZ:
Divorced, she works
to support her two
child,:en while
providing social

usA 0ePANE: Working two
part-time jobs to support her
young family after her hus-
band’s company downsized,

neighborhood crime watch.

she has also started a

T

for her husband. Dave Lamberty wasn’t
home yet, she replied, but she did the
interview for him, describing her hus-
band’s strengths and skills. It worked.
He got the job before he even met the
employer.

Her family is safe—for now, Lamberty
said. “But it just seems like there’s no
security or stability. Every time you tum
around they are downsizing everyplace.”

Mrs. Clinton: “This is a very com-
mon story now...and we could do a
better job of dealing with these prob-
lems. There is a piece of legislation that
I hope the Congress will pass, which
would guarantee that when somebody
loses a job, they get to take their health
insurance with them at the same cost.”

Easing the

Economic Crunch

Virginia Martinez, 46, is living through
a number of economic struggles at
once. A divorced mother of two chil-
dren, 10 and 12, she gets child support
from her ex-husband only sporadically.
On her modest income as executive
director of Mujeres Latinas En Accién,
a social services agency for Latina
women, she is also doing all she can to
help her 80-year-old mother, who is on
Medicare. Martinez grew up in a poor
Mexican community in Chicago and
was confronted daily with social prob-
lems. “There were more and more kids
out on the street; the gangs were getting
more and more violent. [ thought if |
don’t do something about it, nobody
else will, either.” She realized she need-
ed an education and, encouraged by her

HOLLY KNAUFF: To help
put her kids throug
college, sheworks as a
coordinator at an early
intervention program
Jor preschoolers at risk

of academic fuilure.

services to poor
Latina women.

employers at an insurance company
and later at a law firm, she went to col-
lege and cventually law school, on
scholarship. But she worries that the
scholarships that made all the differ-
ence in her life won’t be available
when her children need them, given the
severe cutbacks in federal grants.

Mrs. Clinton: “My husband and |
both got scholarships in college and
law school, and my husband has rec-
ommended more work-study and
scholarship money for kids who are
willing to work hard. It’s the best
investment we can make. Because if a
young person graduates from high
school and college, that’s good for the
entire society.

| also have an older mother, and she
is like your mother—she’s independent,
she lives alone, she doesn’t want to be a
burden. I'm grateful that she’s healthy,
but I don’t know what the future holds.
Medicare works—we should try to
reform it, but we should do nothing to
undermine the security it gives.”

Putting Moms First

Sunny Fischer, 51, grew up in public
housing in the Bronx, NY, and never
dreamed she’d be as comfortable as she
is today, working as an advisor to phi-
lanthropic organizations, especially
those that aid women. “Every time | get
on an airplane | listen to the flight
attendant who announces, ‘If the cabin
decompresses, an oxygen mask will fall
down. Please put your mask on first
before you put the mask on your child.’
That’s an incredibly powerful image

SUNNY FISCHER: Having
grown up in public
housing, she now
takes pride in
working with phil-
anthropic groups
that help women.

for me: that we have to take care of
ourselves before we can take care of
our children.”

Mrs. Clinton: “I was in a middle
school in a very, very tough neighbor-
hood recently, and a young boy said to
me, ‘You know, Mrs. Clinton, every-
body thinks all of us kids are bad kids,
but most of us are good kids and
nobody’s paying attention to us.” And
he went on to say, ‘I guess it’s just like
when an airplane crashes, it gets in the
news, but no one reports on the thou-
sands of airplanes that land safely
every day.” And [’ve thought about that
a lot—because sometimes it doesn’t
take very much to help an airplane land
safely. It’s a question of whether we as
adults are willing to spend the time that
children need. Most kids would much
rather have our time than our money.

“l wish everyone would know that
they could do something. It doesn’t
have to be complicated, it doesn’t have
to be earthshaking. It can just be help-
ing one single child. There is no prob-
lem in America that hasn’t been solved
somewhere. We just need to quit wring-
ing our hands and roll up our sleeves
and start learning from each other and
supporting each other, and | am abso-
lutely confident we can make a big dif-
ference in a short period of time.”

Indeed, for many there that day, it
was an inspiring, transforming event.
“The important thing for each of us is
to set goals in our own communities
and follow through with them,” said
Lamberty. “I really believe now that
one person can make a difference.” %
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Y

I've Gone Through...

BES

74



PHOTOCOPY
PRESERVATION

Al0

REVIEW & OUTLOOK

The Clinton Tag Team

Back 1 one of als carly mainme
hons, you ney remembrer. Bill Clin
tr’s Presidiential campatgn had a shy
pan. “bny one, gel two,” The subse-
qmul coskie-bakimg phase snbimerged
e nohan of a dwal, hushand-and-wife
I'tesidency. B energed again in-
angnralion week. when Mrs. Bill Clin-
lon quickly became Thikiary Rodham
Clmlon, abont lo remake lhe talion's
heatlh e syslem.

We recite this history becanse Ihe
First Lady has seciped 1o skl ahmasl
alone it the cenlerof lhe revelalions of
the past Iwa weeks, culunnaling in
veslerday's aslanishing — leslinony
that the missing Rose Law Fivm hilling
records  suddenty appeared in e
“hook tomn” next ta her sludy il e
Lamity quarlers of 1he While louse.
Ade Carolyn Haber undonbtedly lold
the same sloty when she testified he-
fore Independent Camsel Kenneth
Starr's wirand jury i Litlle Rock on
Tuesday . oandd the docitmenls thein-
selves are presimably being tested for
fingermmts i line wilh usual fore nste
procedares. They are known to be an-
nokited in the handwriting of the lite
Vincenl Foster, and al's also known
that dociments from s office passed
through the family quariers before be-
mg ulrned aver to the Clintons' per-
sonal allotaeys, Clinlon defellders ob-
Jeetiaine Ockham’s Razor coneetion
af lese fadls.

JUis o good Limes Lo veflect on who re-
sides i lhe lamily quarlers. True, ie's
difficitll coongh 1o amagine Bill ar
Chelsen or Socks ponrmig aver Rose
hitllmyg revords, Trace oo il Ihe VWiite
House wenl ont of v——
1ts way lo shovel a
Rill Sante colmnn
ont ol lhe snew 1o
keep Lhilary on e
pol. Bul one pre-
smes e Iwo
halves of 1he dial
Presidemney  share
ptiow  talk.  Aml
while Mis. Clinten
elearly has a nnd
al her swan, i 1Gts 1o beoa sireleh lo de-
picl her as g loose canian on the
White Hense deck. Thent whole his:
oty Mrom Arkahsas 1o e presenl sui-
Zests a poblicalmanagertal-lnaneial
g deim, Which s to say whal pught
lo be olivians, thal the conlroversy
swiarling aronnd e Firsl Lady inex-
tricably mvolves the Mrestilend .

o vade o ate M

abihe tne Il "there was one person
only thal was responsthle for whal
happened m yowr affice this weekend.
und Ml person ocenpies the Oval (-
nee.”

Or ke e Arkansas lransaclions
surrounding the Caslle Grimde devel
aptmenl. which we've delailed this
week. Yes. Mrs. Clinlon did legal work
for pans of Jnn Mcbougal's real es-
tale developinent. and answered KTC
mterragalories i wiy tat now has
her wrappeil meosplit hairs, But 0 was
nol Mrs. Clinlon who reversed a vele
of legislabah helpfal to keepmg a Cas-
He Sewer loan afloat. Nor was it Mrs.
Chnton mentioned ina memo allnding
1o poltlical comlribntions al a Madison
fund-raiser. Nor was it Mrs. Clinlon
ctled ina memo M MeDougral detive
ered 1o Belsey Wrighl on a bill to fa-
cilitate a hrewery there: “Governor
Clinlon has made a1 commitiment.”

Or take. for that maller. Whilewi-
e Development Co. itself. Bill was as
much a partner as Hillary, and balh
profiled when Mr. McDouagal absorbed
losses. And while Hillary took the le-
wal plan to recapilalize the fonidering
1hrift 10 Arkansas Securities Conmns-
sioner Beverly Bassett, it was the Gov-
ernor who had appoinled the Commis-
soner three months earlier.

And, of course. Mr. McDougal
clanus Governar Clinton Jogged by o
suggesl e pnt
Hillary on telatuer.
While Mr. McDou-
wal is scarcely Ihe
most credible wit-

: ness. the facl s

! O that S2.000 cheeks
CA T glanted arving
w o= oy e Rose Law Fim
‘i-ff/ ’l 1o Hiliny's auen-
S\ 4 4 hon. By e way,
VN this  was  helore

Rick Missey even jomed Rose, shit-
tering e slory thil he bronght in the
Madison acconul. Also. of conrse,
Davud Hale, now a Starr wilness after
his gnilly plest. also clanns Governor
Clinlan pressined him inlo mkig a
Aa00m0 loan 1o Madisoh Giaratty.,
sone of which etded np in the While-
witler account,

Or Like. for that matler, Mrs, Clin-
fon's SI00.00 - commudily profils.
Perhaps Tyson Foods Coungel dun
Blinr advised™ her it hese Iriansie-
tiotis becawse he liked te cadence of
Ihe tame Rodham. Or s inleresl
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Hillary’s Book:
It Takes
Memory Loss

iy Rodham Clinton say's she wants
10 LK fess ationt her eredimlity and more
abont her new baok. But after reading her
book. I wonder if that's possible. The hook
1s her biggesl nib yor,

I Takes a Village™ 1s about children.,
thongh ouly mhe sense thal ek 19 1
abont aafling trap. Her ook as in fact one
of he shvest recelection manifestes ever
wrillen. 10s a polineal plaform wreapped
in Dr, Senss. T, Berry Brazehon and Julie
Andrews. Mrs. Clinton is on 2 crnsade to
preserve the welfare state as we know it.
and cntdren are her shock toops,

This is w0l to say there aren’'t many
nngs to like m her Dook. ane of its strik-
g fealnres s how nuich eoudd have been
wirllen by Bitl Bennetl, It recds like her
own personal “Book ol Virtues.” She re
bukes  “nostalgia merchants™ who talk
ahout “family values™ even as she sleals
maost of their argnments.

The fush lacly deplores divisice. praises
two-parent families. exlols religion. de-
nounces TV sex and violene:e. endorses
sexnal abstmence throngh age 21 and hails
personal respunsibibity. Joyeelyn Elders
wits 1ol invited lo contribute a chapter.
needless to say. She even has nice words
for Promise Keepers. the group that mn-
nerves many feminisls because il stresses
mile obligations o wives and kids, A flap
has erupled over whether Mrs. Clinton

Potomac Watch

By Paul AL Gigot

should have acknowledged the ghostwril-
g ad of Barbara Feinman lfor ilis hook.
But that's nothing compared with how
miich Mis. Clinton owes inlellecinally to
Dan smd Marlyn Quavie,

I's always possible the first Ldy has
came to betieve allof s, She has long had
ber spiiial syde. But nomght be more
credible i this traditionahst s hetovie didn’t
louk fike i pranzy cover for the expanston of
shile ppwer she tried lo pursiue when she
veally hal clom < ihat is. during the Clin-
1on Presulency B.G.
1Before Gingrich)

Jdust readmg her
baok.  vosr weontdn't
Know there was such a
time. Hes pal i Mag
aziner dossn’t rate @
mennian. Heallh res
form aphears only as
the generzsl and dun-
ous. Lunenl that the
.S, trats muchaf he
workl e “affordahle
health care.” Her
cointef all of Ihis is abonl as cemplele as it
was on catile futnres and Castle Grande.

Murven Edelman

A Presidential Budget Message

By Hegngry Stes

T the spwaher of the Howse of Represeq
tatrees and presalent of the Senalte:

Today 1 ask the Congress to jan with
me a4 new and wrgently needed ipproach
to the federal budget probiem.

In recent months we, the leaders of 1he
Congress and 1. have agreed that the id
get should be brought mto balmee by the
vear 2002. We have, however, beeu nnadle
toagree on how Ihat should be done and as
a consequence have been unable to enact a
program o achieving the goal.

Il we were to ook only at the prospects
for the comuy i the years between now
and 2002, ihat Failure, white unfortunane,
would not seem lo be a calaslrophe. De-
spite our disagrecmenls. the budget dencit
in those years will be only about 2427 of
gross domestic product and the ratio of Ihe
federal debt 1o GDP would be approxi-
maltely constani.

The centinuing deficils would have a
negative cffect. probably small. on the
riate of cconomic growth, but we could go
on living with thein for a long lime- as we
hive been living with krger deficits n lhe
past 13 years. In these circumsiances it
wis understandable that Ihe various par
lies to he decisian-making process should
4l say thal alvhough balancing Ihe budget
was imporkmt it was not more imporiant
thin avording some of the steps that would
have been necessary 10 do it.

Beyond 2002

But when we loek heyond 2062 the silu-
ation is drastically different. There we see
the prospect of defteits rising 10 15% or 207
of GDP. as a result of the increase in the
proportion of the population entitled to So-
cial Sccurity and Medicare benefits and
the rising per-capita cosls of he:lth care.
That tins prospect is real has been af-
firmed by the Kerrey-Danforth Camenis-
sion. the Cieneral Accounting Office and
many privale experts.

Although we can live wilh deficits
QU to 2 1720 of GDP, we cannot live o
long wilh deficils of 15% 10 2. of GDP,
Such deficils would ahsorb not enly all of
ournel privale saving but also mest of the:
siving Thin goes inlo replacing the stock
of camtal. This would threaten to go he-
yond slowmg down the growih of intomes
and actnally reduce incomes. Morcover,
the 1rano of the debl o GDIE wonld rise
rapidly. thas raising the ratio of fedveral
mierest obligations 10 GDI* and so raiising
the dehncit, explosively.

Tins sunalion could not go on. As an
veonomist hias said. if somelling cannot go
on forever 1t will stop. 1 Ihink it can be
safely saia that we will not hawve defieits of
B 10 200 of GDP and rising. Measnres
will be taken 0 prevem that, But if the
measures are nol taken wumlit deficits of
that size are upon us, lhe measures will
have L0 be extremely panful. There will
have to be very large tax mcreases and
turge. sudden cnts in the benefuts that peo-
ple have come o expect.

which there is no panless exin. Bul Ihe
steps that we woubll have lo ke leday
wonld be nnich less pannful than thoese thal
will othervise he necessary in the next
generation.

So the quesiion s whelier we should
2¢1 0w or leavee the problem for the M-
mre. Indead, mmy opinion there is no
(uestion. Wes have a responsihiliny lo the
future s we should acl now,

1 am snre some will say” lhat we shoald
not take difticultsteps naw on ihe basis of
predictions thal nay lwn ol o be incor-
rect. Pethaps economic growth will inrn
ont W beanich fasler than we now expect.,
Perhaps there will be discoveries that will
radically reduce the costs of medical care.
12t we have to act nimv on what seems the
mosl probable expectitions. If conditions
lurm out lo be more favarable. there wiit be
opportainties for welcome  adinstments
Liter.

Somy main proposal today s that we -
Congress and I—should commit ourselves
leva comrse of aclion thal will avert the hnd

Board of Contributors

We can, if we begin
now, avert catastrophe. We
cannot do that pamlessly,
czen today. But the steps
that we would have to take
today would be much less
pamful than those that will
otherwise be necessary m
the next generation.

gut ¢nsis of the next generation. Specifi-
cally, we should commnt onrselves o a fis
cal path ihat has three phases:

i Balanee the budget by Ihe year 2000,
sa lhal we nay end tns centiry as we en-
tered it wilh o batanced budget.

b: Run bhudgel surpluses hetween 200
and 2010, lo redhece the absolite size of the
deficit and thercfore the fumire mierest

< hurdens.

c: Aftesr Znln, when the main effects of
the agmg ol the populimoen bi the budget.
keep the ratio of the debl 1o GDI? constant.,
which wonld probably pernul deficits of 24
to 2 of GhY,

I ask the congressional leadership to
jow me e commitmenl o such a path. |
would aceepl the jdgment of the Congres
sional Budget Office i estimating whellie
the policies proposed would move us along
Ihat path.

We camiot adlicre to such o ourse un-
less Congress and the admumstration can
agree on the ways to de that. And we can-
not agree nnless each party accepts the

what 1 bedneve wonld he the deal way 1o
adueve e goal. Recem expeneece b
demonstratedibat weal proposals olsting
actionor. as has heen siod. the best is te
enemy ol the gowd. 1 recognize that v
some pomls the congressional njomy
Jdil ] have disagrecients, 1 helieve, how
evel, that when we Gice realishically e
Larger task outlined here we will find thiad
the feastble vphons ate limned and so s
the rvom for disagreemenl.

Instead ol describmg my ideat policy, 1
will ontiime whal sceem tame 1o be the pys-
sible mam mgredicnls of wn agreemen)
that wonld take min accounl my highesi
prionties as well as the preferences of
Congress as Fhave leawned them i recem
negoliations:

1. Premiums for Medicare 1art 15 ido
tors” hills) wonld be riaised to cover i, ol
the cost, ralher e the 255 cilled Tor in
presenl v,

2. Social Securty henefits. aned retire
ment benefits of federil workens, wonkd e
indexed o a 2% annual merease or une
percentage poiat less than Ihe ncrevise of
the consumar price index caleukaed by the
Rureim of Labor Statistics, whichever 1s
higher. The schedule for raising the age ol
which workers become entilled o beuefits
wonld be accelerated.

3. The present mdividual and corpee-
riale income lax world he converted m
gradual steps mto i more comprehensive
tax. with few if any of the present de
ductions and o flat or flatler rate. e
rites of the tiax bemg set at a level that
would yield revenne e above the yield
of e presenl taxes. Broademng the hase
of The tax will make it possible to e hievs
1hat revenne objective walh lax rates he
low the highest narginal rates now jip
plied 10 individual and corparate inrome,

Specific proposals for limitmg expend-
twes far other programs. mchidimge de
fense, are carned e the udzet docimnent
that accompanies this message. B e
three areas | have listed here e al the
heart of ane hiscal problein,

The Rising Generialion

If Ihese steps are aken. 1 Wil be pos
sible o follow my propsed path lor re
duetng the deficn while at the same thne
preserving and sttengthening the leaer al
programs [hat are addressedd 1o helping
the most disadvantaged chifldren v o
soctety. 1 oregand that as of the ntinosl
nnportance and hape that Congress wil
agree with me on thal, Fo neglect the nis
mg generation when They are e ldren in
order to protect them aginst ecanunne
hardship when they e adulls wonlid be
rresponsihle, if ot hy gecritical

I nvite discusstan of these projisals
with the leadership ol Congress, My niam
poml is the nnperanive need 10000 new o
forestall lhe fiscal aisis hat impemis for
the next cenlury. If s need 18 accepted,
our differences will be seen in their |,
linnted propartiens and 1 betieve we shalp
Le able 10 come into agreemient.




that aside, it now appears the Presi-
dent was tald about the firings in ad-
vanee, though afterward  he  ex-
plaitied, “AlL T knew was there was o
plien 1o et the size of the office, save
tax dollars.” Of comrse, Mrs. Clinton
s dentes she had any sigmilicant
role in the fiving of Billy Dale and his
six colleagues.,

In his testimony Wednesday belore
the House Oversight Committee, for-
mer White House administrdor David
Witkins  sketehed his view of the
event: 1 was i the chain of com-
maned - the President, the st Lady,
1] Mebarty, me. I was me. 'm i
countable,” Bul he added, “Was thery
pressure” Did Tfeel pressure of the de-
sires il wishes of others ! Yes, Tdul.”
Mr. Foster, for example, “regularly
inforied me thit the Fivst Lady was
coneerned and desived action  the ac-
ton desived was the fiving of the
Tritvel Office staff,”  Me. Watkins
wrote it his now-Gnous memo. And if
Mr. Foster was speaking for the First
Lady, the st Lady must be pre
stmed to speak for the President,

indecd,  calendiar notes  Tinadly
turned aver to House investigators by
Hollywood producer and travel-coni-
pany impresaio Harry  Thomason
show that he had two meetings with
the Prosident the week before the fir-
ings, and shortly after ench el with
Catherine Cornelius, later designated
to take over the office. The usual de-
nials apply, but Mr. Dale tells us a
high aide to President Clinton told him

buzzing through the Beltway press
tive. Namely, that youcan timpeach a
Iirst Lady, that the President has been
fluating above the controversy, that no
crime hits heen suggested and is inany
avent Mr. Starr's tarf, that continued
eimphasis on seandal is (zaspl) politi-
cal, that with an election approaching
all this should be closed down so the
electorate can ponder the future of
Medicare. So let's deep-six Whitewir-
ter, as we deep-sixed it back m 1992,

Wit are your deepest suspicions,
ties line of logic asks. OK, our deepest
suspicions are that back i Arkiansas
the Chinfon tag team was engaged in a
pattern of sleazy operitions, and that
when they arrived in Washington they
abtised the powers of the Presulency
to  thwart investigation of  them.
Whether the sleaze amounted to in-
dictable erimes we will leave to Mr.
Stirr, but the covernp is the reason ar-
ticles of impeachment were voted
apainst Richard Nixon. These are per-
s only suspicions, but virious peo-
ple keep asking.

It is far better, we suhmit, to air
fully such suspicions now, even if par-
tisans like Alfonse D'Amato are the
messengers. What are political cam-
paigns for, after all, if not to air and
prove or refute issues of both policy
and character? For the Republic,
clearly the worst outcome would be to
bury suspicions until after the elec-
tion, and to have them re-emerge and
proven trie at the start of a second
Clinton term.

New Era

Greek Prime Minister Andreas -
pandreon’s de facto departure from of-
fice this week nurks the end of an erit.
1t was o time dominated by @ political
leader whose sense of political drima
and - populist  rhetoric  alternately
chirmed and enraged his conntry-
men. Even when returning o power in
193, already frail from open-heart
stirgery and hardly able to work more
than a fow hours a day, the Pasok
leader’s speeches attracted masses.

Yesterday he was succeeded as
prime minister by former Industry
Minister Costas  Simitis, who  las
earned a repatation as a strong man-
ager and i partisan of more free-nyir-
ket policies.

Mr.  Simitis,  one of  Pasok's
[onmding members, has offen been
at odds with s hoss over economie
policy. Keonomie know-how will -
deed come i handy for the next
heid of government.,

for Greece

As economics minister during Mr.
Papandreon’s  previous term, Mr.
Simitis successfully lannched an ans-
terity program; it came to i screech-
i hadt when the prime minister told
then Finance Minister Dimitris Tso-
volas to "give it all away.” In spite of
Mr. Simitis announcing an economic
overhaul when Mr. Papandreou re-
turned to power, the privatization

program never really took off, major

infrastructure programs such as the
badly needed new airport in Spata
have been delayed, and tax evasion
is still a national sport. Nor did the
recent power vacuum exactly help
the economy. Business leaders be-
cime increasingly jittery over the po-
litieal impasse.

Mr. Simitis inherits @ diffienit
legacy. Rather than charisma and
rhetorieal skills, he will need an al-
together different style of Greek
stageeraft,

In fact, VIC has been a parody of lib-
eral reform from the start. Tt was sold to
solve & problem that didn’t exist, because
U.S. childhood immunization rites were
already near 0. Poor kids conld qualify
fur shots through Medicaid and the “3177
program. The problein for the rest wasn't
the cost of vaceines but parental neglect or
oversight.

Yet VEC eliminated the private market
for vaccines and handed federal control to
an ageney that had never managed any-
thing ke it before. Robert Goldberg of
Brandeis estinuaies that by 1998 the pro-
gram will have wasted 87 billion. Dale
Pumpers. the Senate Deinocrat  from
Arkansas, calls VFC o disaster that “will
not immianize one additional Kid.”

“TTakes a Villige” somehow overlooks
Dale Bumpers, [ never even hints that the

. progriany is controver-
siab,  Instead  Mrs.
Clinton praises Betty
Bumipers, the semi-
tor's wife, for her
work in the private
. sector on childhood
immuntzition!  The
first Laely doesn't lack
for brass.

All of this makes it
hard to believe Mrs.
Clinton when she now
says. on her  book
tour, thal government should play just a
“relatively minor role” 115 more likely
she's following the counsel of her friend
and mentor, Martian Wright Edetman, who
invented the children’s gambit.

As Mickey Kaus reported in The New
Republic, Ms. Edelman says she founded
the Children's Defense Fund in the 1970s
because, “When you talked abont poor peo-
ple or black people, you faced a shrinking
audience. . . . 1 got the idea that children
might be a very effective way 10 broaden
the base for change.”

The strategy  has  always  worked,
adding federal entitlements i the penie of
children even in the Reagan vears. The
ehildhood vaceines idea < which nlso came
from Ms. Edelman —was supposed e have
eased the political path for HitlayCare.

Now Ms. Edelman is playing the kids
card again, this time to stop Republican
reforms, which she says are “really qinte
evil.” She and her allies spread the wond
that somehow the 50 states would do worse
by children than the current federally ran
welfare system. Not long after her blister-
ing public letter of complaint. Bill Clinton
changed his mind and decided to veto wel-
fare reform, notwithstanding his promise
of 1992, In her book, Mes. Clinton manages
to deplore out-of-wedlock births withou!
even mentioning welfare poliey.

More and maore the Clintons” re-election
strategy seems based on the assumption
that Americans have memories thalare as
poar as theirs. Sooanuch of this administra-
tion seems to have happened so long ago
thiat o major duty of jonroalists this year
will be to remind people what it was really
like, Judging by Mrs. Clinton’s hook, this
is going to be a full-time job,

Hitlry Clinton

rvonng iy Jorauaii

By James S Huesent

Barbara Jordan's political achieve-
ments will be carved in stone, but it is her
rich voice that will resonate through his-
tory. She was a modern-day clarion —for
expressing outrage, for exhorting political
action and, most famously, for defending
the U.S. Constitution.

She also had a great laugh,

Not many people saw that side of Bar-
bara Jordan, who died Wednesday at age
59. But I saw it often, plus much more. As
a graduate student at the University of
Texas. | had the dual honor of having Miss
Jordan as a teacher and serving as her
chauffeur. Physical impairments  pre-
vented her from dri-

She had little sympathy [or protesters
and confrontational tacties. OFf Jesse Juck-
son, she said: “He'll never run for an office
he can win.”

Miss Jovrdan loved to turn the tabies on
former adversaries. While she served in
the state Senate, Texas Gov. John Con-
nally for years refused to talk to her. After
she retived from politics, he asked her to
be a character witness in a legal matter.
She initially refused, then agreed. Why?
“Recause he'll always owe me,” she told us
with i smile.

Barbara Jordan's political wlols were
John Kennedy (when she heard he was as-
sassinated, she said, her first thought was
she wished she had

ving, so she hired
students 1o take her
from school o her
home in  south
Austin.  For  two
years, | whisked her
down Interstate 35 in
my tiny  yellow
Daodge Omini, pepper-
ing her with ques-
tions, soaking up her

frontatsonal

She had little sympa-

thy for protesters and con-

Jesse Jacksom, she said:
“He’ll never run for an of-
fice he can win.”

taken the bullets)
and  Lyndon  John-

son,  who  cam-
paigned  for  Miss

Jordan  when  she
was running for Con-
gress. Listening to
conservatives  bash
the  former Texas
president caused her
gennine pain. “Lyn-

of

tactics.

wisdom and praying

that a Mack truck wouldn't side-swipe us,
(1 imagined the headline: “Grad Student
Maims National Ieon.”)

Fortunately, our travels were always
safe, but never dull. While Miss Jordan
loved to talk about politics, current events
and history, few subjects were as com-
pelling as her own life story. The product
of Houston's hardscrabble Fourth Wird.
she quit piano lessons at age 11, and her fa-
ther—believing music was the only occu-
pation available to black women —was hor-
rified.

“What are you going to do?” he de-
manded.

“I don’t know.” Barhara said, “bat T'll
think of something.”

Miss Jordan is now hailed as a political
pioneer. She was elected in 1966 as the first
black in the Texas State Senate and in 1972
as the first Southern black in the (1.8, Con-
gress since Reconstruction. But the hur-
dles she cleared before entering politics
were just as formidable and easy to forget.

I certainly did, One day T asked Miss
Jordan if she joined a Houston law fiem af-
ter graduating from law schoot in 1960, and
she chuckled at my maiveté, Black women,
in that city at that time, were second-cliss
citizens, yet Miss Jordan had the temerity
10 believe she could practice law. And she
did, often representing indigent clients in
disputes against police.

But Barbara Jordan’s great love was
politics. She believed in minimizing flare-
ups. changing the system from within and
getting along. In the Texas Capitol, she
overheard a conversation in which a sena-
tor referred to someone as a "no-good son
of o hiteh.” When he saw Miss Jordan. he
quickly apologized far lus language.

“Don't apologize,” she said. “If he's 4
no-good son of a bitch, then he's a no-good
son of a biteh.”

don Johnson  did
more for my people than any president
stnce Abraham Lincoln,” she told me.
“You would have liked him.”

In Austin, Miss Jordan settled into o
comfortable but very private hfe, sur-
rounded by a close-knit group of friends
and rebuffing most requests for interviews
or speeches. I once asked her why she
never married or had children. She said
she had dedicated her
life to politics and
could not divide her
loyalties. “1 could not
be like Pat
Schroeder,” she said.
referring to the Col-
orado CONEIess-
WORKL.

After a career in
law, politics  and
acadenia, the
thought of running a
Fortune 500 company
appeated to her, she saud, the boardroom
being the ultimate white male bastion. But
she enjoved teaching at the LBJ School of
Public Affairs, throwing year-end barbe-
cues for her students at her spacious ranch
home. We in turn threw her a surprise 50th
hirthday party in 195, inscribing her cake
with the phirase “A National Treasure For
Half A Century.”

In class, Barbara Jordan threw us oc-
casional curve balls, once asking us what
is the most important attribute for a U.S.
president,

“The ability to say ‘no,” someone
shouted.

“Knowledge of history,” velled another.

Miss Jordan shook her head. “He must
have,” she said, “a sense of humor.”

[t was, perhaps, Miss Jordan’s own
sense  of homor—her basic  optimisin
about life, her good will and her appreci-

Barbari Jordan

ation for the absuvd—that helped vy
overcome personal obstacles. She used o
wheelchair since the early 19505 aml was
sitid to have multiple selecosis, (St dis
from viral poeamoniin as i@ complicat?
of leukemia, aceording 1o schovl
cials.) When I dropped her oll o
home, T would help her into an efed!
scooter parked outside, and she
wotor into the house. But one
couldn't drive the scouter over a |
the driveway. She tried and trive
uo avail-this great amd prowd
stymied literally by o crack
ground. There was only one th
dod She Lnghed.

1 stayed in tonch with Bar!
over the years but alwiys i
vate drives together, Now
lenced her voice; but in the |
her wortds reached, the ech
prowdly and forever,

My, Hursch is o rcpo
Baston bureen.
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bc-pinkerton - a0925 PRESERVATION
(ndy) (ATTN: Editorial Page editors)

Pinkerton is a columnist for Newsday.
PINKERTON COMMENTARY: Stone-Tossing Mars Hillary Clinton Book
By James P. Pinkerton= Special to Newsday=

Hillary Rodham Clinton saint or sinner? Congenital liar or Eleanor
Roosevelt redux? The first lady has been called all that and more in recent
weeks. The Beltway buzz concerns whether she will testify before the Senate
Whitewater committee, an event that would generate more media megawattage than
Oliver North's Iran-contra hearings multiplied by Anita Hill's Senate
testimony. All this speculation threatens to overshadow her new book, ~“ It
Takes A Village.'' This is a shame, because the policies she espouses are of
more consequence than the personalities involved in the scandals, flaps and
fiascoes that transfix Washington.

Clinton is direct. “"All of us,'' she writes, ~“are responsible for
deciding whether our children are raised in a nation that doesn't just espouse
family values but values families and children.'' Americans can help, she
adds, by offering more time, energy and the key word ~“resources.''

Yet while Clinton quickly telegraphs her bottom line, much of her book
could have been written by an apolitical expert such as Joyce Brothers whon
she strongly resembles in the dust jacket photo. Her discussion of the
practicalities of child-rearing, from breast-feeding to teen-disciplining,
contains useful, even life-saving, advice. Pointing to the 40,000 head
injuries kids get every year, she states that "““Parents should be willing to
go teoe-to-tos with their kids over taking certain precautions, like wearing
helmets.'' She conspicuously doesn't call for a law to back that
recommendation.

Indeed, she endorses many conservative ideas, including experiments in
mandating uniforms for public school students as some cities have done. She
also backs public school choice and creation of innovative charter schools
within the public system, and praises Bill Bennett and C. Dolores Tucker for
their joint effort to shame Time-Warner and other media giants into dropping
their ~“gangsta'' rap acts and airing more "~ “family sensitive'' shows.

Yet her message of bureaucratic liberalism that came through so loud and
clear in 1993-94 has been revised, not revoked. Beginning with her title,
drawn from the African proverb, "It takes a whole village to raise a child,''
clinton has instead attempted to reposition her ideas for the late '90s. She
begins by subtly shifting the definition of ““village.'' Most Americans
associate ~"village'' with traditional, organic community. But Clinton has a
different usage in mind. There can be no return to the ~““good old days,'' she
declares, adding that ~"The village can no longer be defined as a place on the
map.'' In today's village, she argues, the government will be the chief.

Chapter upon chapter extols the wonderful bureaucratic programs she has
visited in the United States and the wonderful bureaucratic countries she has
seen overseas. Revealingly, one chapter is entitled "““Let Us Build a Village

Worthy of Our Children,'' which recalls the slogan of the British socialists
after World War I. They would build, they pledged, ~"a nation fit for
heroces.'' It didn't work out that way, but for the true bureaucratic believer,

programatic failure never causes a loss of faith.

Not only does Clinton believe in full federal funding for everything, but
she suggests many ways for Big Government to get bigger. For example, she
worries that ~“family caregivers in America are often not regulated.'' Indeed,
two-thirds of America's children are cared for in somebody's home. Social
workers and their unions have long scught to "““professionalize'' child care;
such a step would mean more tax-funded jobs for people like them, But would
child care in America really improve if grannies and nannies were muscled out
by a costly caste of providers and an intrusive cadre of enforcers?

clinton is no ivory-tower dweller. Rather, in her down-to-earth
conclusion, she expertly elbows her enemies in a fashion that recalls some
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men who graced and disgraced the White House. She trickily lambastes those
who adhere to "“the extreme anti-government position’'' without ever naming
anyone. And so, when she accuses foes of indulging in ~“intense personal
attacks on government officials,'' the reader is free to equate Rush
Limbaugh, for example, with the Oklahoma City bombers. But why would anyone
oppose Clinton's efforts to help children? Because, she informs us, such
extremists seek "~ "not just to restrain government, but to advance narrow
religious, political and economic agendas.''

Such motive-impugning detracts from a book that would otherwise be
remembered as a sincere expression of the liberal creed. Clinton, whose own
house seems glassier with each passing day, ought to consider that before she

throws any more Nixonian stones.
Distributed by the Los Angeles Times~Washington Post News Service
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The Fight Over

Orphanages

Welfare: Let's move to a discussion of what is best
for the children that is open, honest and fair

By HiLLArRy RopHAM CLINTON
Hillary Clinton recently dismissed as “ab-
surd” the idea of taking poor children away
from their homes and putting them in or-
phanages. Newt Gingrich retorted by sug-
gesting that the First Lady rent the 1938
movie “Boys’ Town,"” adding, “I
don’t understand liberals who
live in enclaves of safety who
say, ‘Oh, this would be a terrible
thing. Look at the Norman
Rockwell family that would
break up.” The fact is we are
allowing a brutalization and a
degradation of children in this
country, a destructiveness.”
NEWSWEEK asked Mrs. Clinton
for her response:

AM HEARTENED THAT

the well-being of children

and families increasingly

is a focus of national at-

tention as more and more
Americans express their frus-
tration with the failings of the
welfare system, high rates of
illegitimacy, irresponsible par-
enting, poor schooling, drugs
and violence. And I appland
our nation’s determination to
do something about these
problems.

Over the past 25 years I have spent a lot
of time and energy working to strengthen
families and help children. There is noth-
ing about which I care more. I have volun-
teered in institutions serving children in
homeless shelters, group homes, children’s
hospitals and schools. In Arkansas, I start-
ed programs to teach parenting skills to
welfare recipients and worked with advo-
cacy groups to improve education, health
care and child care. I have served on com-
mittees to combat youth violence and child
abuse. And I have written about the legal
rights and responsibilities of children in
their families and society.

I also understand the frustration that
many Americans feel toward government
bureaucracy. As a children’s advocate and

lawyer, I waged plenty of my own battles
with government and represented foster
children and parents in lawsuits against
government bureaucracies. On a more
personal level, I have struggled with the
anguish caused by terminating the parental

LARRY DOWNING -~ NEWSWEEK

The First Lady: ‘T doubt either mom would h
given up Bill or Newt without one heck of a fight’

.............................................................................

rights of mothers who desperately love
their children but are unable to care for
them. And I have had to explain to abused
children, who fear loneliness more than
harm, that being taken from the only home
they know is for their protection and not
their punishment.

Based on these experiences, I know that
when any of us talk about what is best for
children, we should start with a large dose
of humility, and then be willing to struggle
through the hard questions posed by the
collapse of families.

Take the orphanages debate, for
example. There is no doubt that many
Americans have benefited from being
raised by caring people in orphanages. On
the other hand, I disagree with those who

suggest that children should be taken from
their parents and put in orphanages solely
because they were born out of wedlock and
their parents are poor. This is big
government interference into the lives of
private citizens at its worst.

As we debate welfare reform, I hope we
will learn from the recent verbal
skirmishes over orphanages how public
discussion of critical issues can be
confused and bogged down by polarizing
language. I agree with the recent
comments of Speaker Gingrich, who said
last week that the debate over orphanages
had become distorted and cheap. Let’s
move on to a discussion that is open,
honest and fair. If we do, perhaps we will
be able to look back at the orphanage
debate as a cautionary lesson in how to
discuss sensitive and important matters,
and not to characterize whole groups of
Americans with broad, unfair
stereotypes that will not lead
us to positive or fair solutions.

Like most Americans, I too
am deeply disturbed by the
outrageous rates of out-of-
wedlock births and the welfare
dependency they bring. And
my heart breaks every time I
hear another story about a
mother or father who abuses,
neglects or kills a child.

But more than two decades
of working on children’s issues
has taught me that there are no
simple solutions to such
complex human problems. I
also have learned that there are
some absolutely bedrock
principles when it comes to
ensuring the well-being of
children.

First, children are almost
always best off with their
families. Our legal system
presumes that a child should be
with his or her parents unless
there is convincing evidence that abuse or
neglect threatens a child’s well-being. That
standard should not be changed. But we
should look for better ways to identify
children at risk, move quickly to help their
families and, as a last resort, move children
to the best possible out-of-home
placement.

Second, those who believe poverty is a
disqualification from good parenting
probably have not been in the company of
poor but hardworking parents. Both the
President and the Speaker lost their
fathers, one through death, one through
divorce. Each of their young mothers
eventually remarried, and each boy was
then adopted by his new father. But one
can only imagine what might have
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But Hillary Clintén and the White
House are drawing another lesson from the
health-care debacle: it is not wise to link
the First Lady’s prestige so directly to con-
troversial policy issues. It shouldn’t happen
again. As a senior White House official ex-
plains it, the First Lady “will stay engaged
and remain an influence, but [her role] will
be more informal. She won’t be a point per-
son on a given policy.” The difference in
her role, stresses the official, is one of “ap-

proach” and not intensity. “She’s not going
to - start talking through a veil” says
Planned Parenthood’s Ann Lewis, a friend
of Mrs. Clinton’s.

Far from being an imposition, the
change suits the First Lady. It will free her
from being tied to one project, a fact that
has led to “a lot of thought and discussion,”
says one of her aides, about how the new
role will take shape. She is certain to spend
more time on children’s issues. One likely
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FORWARD, MARCH: Hillary and Chelsea
Clinton at the White House last week

task: promotion of a children’s health bill.
Unlike broader health reform, advocating a
children’s bill “is a no-loser,” says a White
House official. “It would be pretty hard to
attack her for that” Similarly, Mrs. Clinton
has said privately that she wants to get in-
volved in juvenile-crime issues

She will now be the cheerleader—not
leader—of the main health-care initiative.
In October, Leon Panetta, the White
House chief of staff, ordered that control of
the reforms be turned over to Robert Ru-
bin and Carol Rasco, the President’s top in-
house economic and domestic-policy ad-
visers. White House officials, however,
insist that the downgrading and reshuffling
of the agenda does not reflect badly on Mrs.
Clinton. As a senior official explained last
week, Panetta’s decision “was less about
Hillary than Ira,” as in Ira Magaziner, the
aide who masterminded the Clinton plan
and whose manner alienated potential al-
lies on Capitol Hill. Today the First Lady
acknowledges that any reform that might
emerge from the new Congress must take
an “incremental approach”the kind of
change proposed by Republicans as a
counter to the Clinton overhauli.

“She’s far too pragmatic to be in denial”
about the message voters sent Democrats,
a supportive White House aide says of the
First Lady. “She can be self-righteous, yes,

J4sbut she is not a person to deny reality”

Even Panetta, says a senior official, be-
lieves Mrs. Clinton “gets it. She knows
what the basic problems were.” The chief
of staff makes a point of inviting her to
strategy sessions because, as this official
puts it, her presence “does help.”

Indeed, say staff members, the First
Lady can understand these times, Far from
being the standard-bearer of liberalism in
the White House, says an aide, “she’s a lot
more conservative than she’s made out to be
in the media.” To stress the point, the First
Lady reminded an audience last week that
she was brought up in a staunch Republican
family and was a “Goldwater girl” in 1964.

From the changing hairstyles that have
become a source of self-deprecating humor
to what little information about her that can
be divulged, Hillary Rodham Clinton re-
mains supremely in charge of her self-im-
age. And officials in the White House know
to be careful about what they say, even pri-
vately. “That’s a touchy subject,” sighed a
top adviser to the President when asked
about Mrs. Clinton. Another official joked
that it was too risky discussing the First
Lady over a White House phone. “You want
me to talk about Hillary?” the official asked
with mock incredulity. “This is not a secure
line” And then he earnestly claimed he had
nothing to say. —With reporting by
Ann Blackman/Washington

41











































































































































:
3
S
£
£
:



a
‘%
3

2 4
4

1‘

All pholos, Chris Hartlove.

N 1989, LADIES’ HOME JOURNAL BEGAN A SEARCH FOR WOMEN WHOSE
LVES WE WOULD FOLLOW THROUGHOUT THE 19905 AS PART OF AN INNO-
VATIVE ORAL-HISTORY PROJECT KNOWN AS VOICES OF THE Decape. THOU-
SANDS OF READERS RESPONDED, AND WE SELECTED FIVE WHO WE FELT
REPRESENTED A CROSS SECTION OF AMERICAN WOMEN. THeY ARE: DIANE
BISHOP, THIRTY-5IX, OF MALVERN, PENNSYIVANIA; DANA CRONE, THIRTY-FIVE,
OF EMINENCE, INDIANA; MOLLY MINNICK, THIRTY-FIVE, OF S1. JOHNS,
MICHIGAN; PAULETTE POLLEY, FORTY-FIVE, OF AKRON, OHIO; AND ANNE WEATHERILL,
FORTY-NINE, OF CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS. IN THE YEARS THE JOURNAL HAS CHRONICLED
THER LIVES, THESE WOMEN HAVE GONE THROUGH EXPERIENCES, BOTH JOYFUL AND
SORROWFUL, THAT ARE SIMILAR TO THOSE OF MILLONS OF AMERICAN WOMEN: MAR-
RIAGE, DIVORCE, LOSS OF A JOB, STARTING A NEW BUSINESS, MOVING TO A NEW
TOWN, DISCOVERING A FAMILY SECRET, DECIDING WHETHER 7O HAVE ANOTHER CHILD.
(FOR MORE ABOUT EACH WOMAN, SEE PAGE 274.)
THIS YEAR, IN ADDITION TO THE ANNUAL INTERVIEW WITH

EACH WOMAN, EDITOR-IN-
CHiEF MYRNA BLYTH DECIDED
TO ARRANGE A VISIT TO THE
WHITE HOUSE SO THE GROUP
COULD MEET WITH THE MOST
CONTROVERSIAL, AND POWER-
FUL, AMERICAN WOMAN OF THE
1990s: Hiary RobHAM Cun-
TON. HERE, EXCERPTS FROM THER
REVEALING, SURPRISINGLY INTIMATE
TAIK CONDUCTED IN THE WHITE
HOUSE'S HISTORIC MAP ROOM.

Anne: What is the best to people. the kinds of attacks that
thing about being First Probably the most he is subjected to. But,
Lady—and what has disappointing thing is unfortunately, it goes
been your biggest how much attention is with the position.
disappointment? given to things that don’t Paulette: How do you

Hillary: The best thing make any difference— cope with the stress?
is being able to feel that and how easy it is today Hillary: I find a great

from and good times
with my husband
and daughter. We do a
lot together: We play
cards together. We watch
a lot of sporting events
together. That’s a real
release, especially for my
husband. Also, we watch
a lot of movies. Probably
the best thing about
living in the White House
is we have a movie
theater! That is terrific.
Then, on my own, I read
alot, I pray a lot;
sometimes I go for a long
walk or a bicycle ride.
Sometimes I just call up
a friend of mine,
somebody I trust and can
just talk to and know that
she’s there for me.

I try to be there for
my friends, too. I've had
so many of my friends
come to visit me here.
That'’s another benefit—
vou've got a lot of space
for guests. I've had
friends from high school,
college and Arkansas.
And they come and we
stay up late.
Dana: Is it like slumber
parties?
Hillary: Yeah, it is kind
of like slumber partes.
[Laughter]
Paulette: I imagine that
maintaining this contact
with your (continued

I'm trying to help people  in our country for deal of support

and that I'm trying to people to lie about you.

help my husband. It’s I don’t know how else e e O
very exciting 1o meet 1o say it. You find S
people and share their vourself being

lives in a way that I could characterized in ways
not have if I were doing that are totally untrue

anything else. And then and there’s no way 1o
to see the way you really get ahead of it.
actually can do things So that has been very
that change people’s disappointing, because

lives—I mean, evervthing I feel thatit’s such a
from responding to mail  privilege t0 be in

to working on projects public life and I'm so
that make the student- proud of my husband,
loan system in our and it’s so difficult to

country more accessible live day after day with




fcontinued) friends is
what’s helped you to stay
in touch with ordinary
women and what their
concerns are.

Hillary: You know all
the vears my husband
was governor, people
didn’t drive me around,
people didn't guard me.
I'd get in my car, g0 10
work, and maybe I'd go
downtown for lunch or
run over to my
daughter’s school for
something. Or I'd run
errands and then on
Saturday I'd load her in
the car and we’d make
the rounds that you have
to make, because we did

shopping now?

Hillary: I can go
shopping, but it is a really
big burden. And my
husband cannot do
anything. He

the press following you?
Hillary: Only at Camp
David. For reasons I
really don’t fully
understand, the press
feels it has to go
evervwhere.

Dana: How does that
affect your marriage?
Hillary: Well, it doesn’t
affect our marriage so
much, because it is
something that together
we are able to talk about
and share our feelings
about. But it affects our
ability to have our
relationships with other
people be as normal as
possible. That’s what's

' f‘\*‘\,\;\:’\ﬁﬁm\

there are some highs and
Jows to raising a young
woman. I've often
wondered what that’s like
for you here in the White
House.

Hillary: That is
probably the question 1
have worried over more
than anything else. Both
my husband and 1 made
the decision early on that
since he was going to be
in public life. even back
in Arkansas, we would do
everything we could to
keep her life as normal as
possible. That meant
saving no to a lot of
things. It meant

has to take an X r——
entourage of i ' o m
people with i T N Sy e v

him, and it is
very hard on
him, because
he is a real
people
person and
he loves
talking to ~
people.

But now
he’s always
surrounded. I

<

a lot of our shopping
ourselves. I had no idea
what it would be like
coming here.

Diane: You mean

vOu never get 10 go

don't have quite that kind
of burden, thank
goodness.

Dana: Do you and your
husband ever get away—
the two of vou, without

Ll dd aaad 2

hard. We have good
friends here in town, and
we occasionally have
tried to spontaneously go
see them. [But] it just
turns into this huge
ordeal. By the ime you
get all the cars lined up
and the press is ready to
go, what had been a great
idea turns into just
another event.

Molly: You've
mentioned Chelsea. 1
have a fourteen-vear-old
daughter who will turn
fifteen soon, and of
course I adore her. but

'
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protecting her and no
subjecting her to the kind
of interest the press has.

I've worked very hard
on that. Now, there are
some people who will
say, “Well, you never
hear or see her: they
must not care about
her. . .." You can never
please people and you've
got to keep doing what !
vou think is right, and
what we know is right is
protecting her so she can
have her own life.

I had an experience
last spring that brought {




that home. One of the
networks was doing an
interview with my
husband, and they were
relentless in requesting
some kind of film footage
around Chelsea. And we
kept saying, “No, no,
no.” So, after we said no
about a million times,
they finally accepted it.
Then the interviewer said

to me, “Well, you made
the right decision. I
wouldn’t let my daughter
be interviewed either.”

I said to him, “Why
did you put me into such
a position where I had to
keep saving no?” He
said, “Well, because we
thought maybe you
would give in. And it
would make for good

television.” I said, “But
not for good parenting.”
He said, “That’s right.”
Diane: How do you stop
from losing your temper
when you encounter
things like that?

Hillary: It’s hard. ...
What I've unfortunately
learned is that it’s very
hard in the public eye to
act in a way that you

would act normally in
your personal life,
because people then draw
all sorts of conclusions
from it. So maintaining a
calm appearance is very
important. And I work on
that all the ime—it’s not
easy, I have to tell you.
Dana: Since I own a
hair salon, I've noticed
{continued on page 272)
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Dear LHJ:
When my: husband and |
were in West Palin Beach.
Florida. we had dinner al
Sala del Toro at the jai
alai grounds. Dessert was
a white-chocolate mousse
with raspberry sauce that
was heavenl! I would love
to be able to serre il to
company.

—Anne Griffin

WHITE MAGIC

Cooking white chocolate is @ delicate

Hmisolish'ngdmipuoppaoringhhhm,w-
ina those from the Journal kitchen ond odverfisements.

isers’ recipes oppeor in
with on osterisk include microwave instructions.

B
Espressa Pecan Tart . 238

cho.colf:te, chopged, w.ith 1 cup heavy or o e Cressecake
whipping cream in medium soucepan over very
low heat, stirring frequently, until completely g bowt™ Hoiday udge . 235
smooth. Cool completely to room temperature. Beat "":;‘;"m"‘

1 more cup heavy cream with a pinch salt  Pungun Cuflon e 252
in mixer bowl. Whisk one quarter of the whipped oy ey Mo
cream into cooled white-chocolate mixture, then  Tofes kel Loy Caep. 234

p.238
Mulied Ciger Sorbet p. 238

Traditional Pumpkin Pie p. 266

fold in remaining whipped cream. Spoon into  Whaelhxalaie Mosse ¥

Raspbenry Sauce p. 272

champagne or dessert glasses. Cover and :

A " A0S ic & Herh Chicken p.
processor. Strain through sieve, discarding seeds. mwm;;m,

boldfoce. Recipes morked

matter—the secret is to melt it gently over BREADS fotes ok Noodes . 281

: Talape?o Corn Bread p. 286 ety
very low heat. Executive chef Fred Nolte  Runge Rols p. 266 m:o?“mmm
serves his rich dessert in @ sumptuous  DESSERTS oe-Dish Chickes & Stffng Bake
setting: in a champagne glass adorned &mﬁmg% h:.a':,,,.m

. . Créme Brillée p. 234 3
with dark-chocolate shavings. Dol LaerSwee Pl Pt - i 1
‘Wm ip Chocolate mmmqrpu%‘:cw 2%

Melt 8 ounces premium or imported white !mm mun mmm[:g

b 265
Tortilla Roll-Ups p. 254
MISCELLANEQUS
Cinnamon-Vanilla Custard Sauce

p. 236
Cranberry-Raspberry-Pineappie
Punch p. 246
Green Pea Dip p. 266
*Heavenly Hot Fudge Sauce
p.234
LowFat Tragtonal Stuffing p. 248
SIDE DISHES
Cranverry-Beet Reiish p. 248
*Mashed Potatoes and Tumips

s v : - p. 248
refrigerate 2 to .3 hours. Serve with Rospl':\erry T I s ok
Souce ond semisweet chocolate shavings  Cheien Nogeets wih Troo! i e
i ) kes 8 ¢ J Sauces p. 258 Vinagratte p. 252
(optional). Makes 8 servings. Ciassic Chilt p. 258 Pexs 3 Prsenee p. 270
Raspberry Sauce: Process 1 package (100z.) & @wam::nmmmw St ot s ot
. . . - ¥ n
frozen raspberries in light syrup in f Sawce p. 256 oo P ol e inget
Butter p 250

“Vegetarian Succatash . 250

oNply Rld

Blackwood. New Jerser:  Makes 1 cup. e "Wid Rice Mediey p. 250
LH] visits the White House But I am very disturbed by what I see as  about that. The world is totally chang-

continued from page 205

vou change vour hairstyle a lot—and I
love this one. But is there a reason that
you’ve changed it so many times?
Hillary: Ever since I was a teenager 1
have experimented with my hair because
I get bored with it. I really do. You
know, it’s the one part of your body that
you can change easily. I mean, exercise
is so hard. [Laughter] So I'm always do-
ing something different with it. It’s been
fun for me. Choosing clothes is also fun
for me, because it’s not anything I've
ever been particularly concerned with in
my earlier life.

Molly: To go back to Chelsea—do you
control her television-watching?
Hillary: Well, we did all during the
time she was growing up. We were very
strict about how much and what kind of
television she could watch. There were
some things we would let her watch reg-
ularly, but usually with my husband or
me. We were also very careful about
movies. You know, we just wouldn’t let
her go to movies. Now, as she’s gotten
older, even though she sees, things with
her friends or at friends’ houses that I
wouldn’t personally approve of, she sees
it with the background of our values.
Diane: Do you ever worry about your
husband’s safety or your own?

Hillary: I never used to worry about it.

an increase in violence. 1 hope with
some of the changes we're making in
Washington, we’ll begin to get that un-
der control. But I'm really troubled by
the sort of meanness—the mean-spirited
things people are saying on the radio
talk shows and in some of the other are-
nas. They're doing it to be sensational,
and they’re doing it to make money. I
understand their motivation, but I don’t
know that they understand how that of-
ten can unhinge people who are them-
selves not very stable. That troubles me.
Paulette: We’'re fortunate enough to
have a place in history by being Ladies’
Home Fournal's Voices of the Decade.
What would vou like your place in histo-
ry to be?

Hillary: I don’t have any idea. 1 was al-
ways hopeful that whatever 1 did during
my life, I could feel that I’d made a con-
tribution to help other people. That is
the most important thing 1o me. Sol
hope that history will say that I tried 1o
speak for people who often don’t get
heard and that I tried in some way 10
make our country more sensitive and
caring about people. We're at a funny
point in history, I think. All the time I
was growing up, the world seemed
frightening, but also stable. You had the
United States versus Communism. You
could know where you stood, and you
didn’t have to really worry 100 much
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ing, in some ways that are very, very
good. The freedom that’s come to East-
ern Europe and places like that is a real
triumph of the human spint. We have to
celebrate that. But it does mean that
there are no mMore easy ways.

So all of us are being really challenged
to maintain our values, our faith, our re-
lationships, as we're pushed into a very
different world. I think as a result of
that, there’s a lot of confusion and inse-
curity that gets both acted out between
people and gets projected out on the
President and other people in public life.

To some extent that's what's hap-
pened to us personally. Everyone
around this table, I am sure, has not had
her life turn out exactly as she would
have expected and has had changes in
her life even in the last several years that
were never expected.

Myrna: Last night we were talking
about the health-care issue, 1O which
you've devoted so much time. Do you
feel the work you’ve done is going to
come to some kind of fulfillment?

Hillary: Well, I really hope so. I'm
even more convinced now than I was
when I started of how important this is
for every family because no family is se-
cure. The great lesson to me is here we
are in the richest country in the world
with by far the finest medical facilities
and personnel, and yet we (continued)
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continued

don’t make all of our people secure.
Myrna: Has your experience working
on health care been frustrating?
Hillary: It’s been a real learning experi-
ence. What has happened is that groups
that profit from the existing system are
extremely well financed and powerful,
and they have launched a very effective
campaign over the last year and a half to
confuse people and to make people
afraid. The opponents say, “You're try-
ing to get the government to take over
the medical system.” Totally untrue, but
it scares people. Or we're going to take
away your choice of doctor. Totally un-
true, but people don’t know who to be-
lieve. And if you're sitting at home, you
see an eight-second television news story
where somebody in the administration
says, “We're going to preserve your
choice of doctor.” Then you see very
well-produced ads that run around the
news, and then you get a mailing. How
do vou know what to believe?

Unfortunately, we’re living in a time
when it is increasingly difficult, if you're
in public life, to get your side of the facts
out, because unless it is sensationalistic,
or about conflict, it isn’t considered very
newsworthy. That's been frustrating.

And that gets me back to the era that
we're in. I worry very much about how
we keep a democracy going when people
don’t know who to believe, when they
think evervbody’s in it for themselves,
when they don’'t think there’s any objec-
uve facts out there.

Myrna: What's the issue you're going
to work on next, after health care?
Hillary: I’'m going to get back to all the
work I have done over the years on be-
half of children and families.

My belief is that a family is the result
of both their own values and the society
in which they live, and that both have to
work hard to support families. I believe in
the last couple of decades we have not
done as good a job on either the personal
family front or on our society’s obliga-
tions. I think one of the ways to focus
that is around this whole issue of violence
and what it does when it renders people
so insecure that they cannot even let their
children go out and play, they cannot feel
comfortable in their own homes.

So I'm going to get back to what we’re
doing with and for our children and how
we can help families to be stronger, to
take care of their own children better.
Anne: In what ways do vou feel that the
American woman has benefited from
vour being the First Lady?

Hillary: Well, I can’t really speak to
that, but I hope that one of the ideas
that I believe very strongly is being
communicated, and that is that wom-
en should be (continued on page 278)

VOICES OF THE DECADE—1994

Each year, Contributing Editor Kathryn
Casey interviews the five women who com-
prise Lodies’ Home Journal's Voices of the
Decade oral-history project on women’s
lives in the 1990s. The complete text of all
the interviews conducted wilﬁ these women
for the project will be placed in the
Schlesinger Library of Radcliffe College, os
a resource for scholars.

The night before their visit with Mrs. Clin-
ton, the group gothered at the historic Hay-
Adams Hotel to talk about the past year.

Diane Bishop, 36; systems auditor,
Malvern, Pennsylvania; husband, Dave,
general contractor;
son, Sean, 9; step-
daughter, Leigh Ann, 9
After years of battling
an autoimmune disor-
der, Diane has begun
a new medication regi-
men that has kept ‘:ﬁe
illness ot bay for near-
ly a year. So she felt
strong enough to make
a job change. As a
computer-systems audi-

tor, she now spends a SRy

“I's everything we really wonted,” Molly
says about the new home she and her hus-
band built in St. Johns, a town in central
Michigan. “I think we're really going to be
happy here.” Laying down roofs is particu-
larly satisfying because it's the Minnicks’
sixrl move in fwo years.
Ironically, ofter years of discussing the
ssibility of a second child, the Minnicks
ave finally made the decision to have an-
other baby, but even fertility drugs failed to
enable Molly to conceive.
Now the couple are assessing how far
they are willing o go to remedy the situation.

-~ Paulette Polley, 45; col-
leie instructor, Akron,
Ohio;  daughters,
Nicole, 17, Alycia, 14

The lost year has had
its ambiguities for
Paulette, whose twen-
ty-three-year marriage
came to an end when
her divorce from hus-
band William, ¢
physician, became fi-
no(in June. “| feel like
I'm ready to begin o

third of her time travel- e Do EEised new life,” she says.

ing around the world.  Washington memento (from left): “Yet there are still
These days, her Dana, Pavlette, Diane, Anne and touches of sadness.”

home life seems equal- Molly meet the First Lady Overall, though,

ly idyllic. After six
ears of single motherhood, she describes
er two-year marrioge as a godsend.

Yet perhaps as an outgrowth of the
years of uncerfainty, she admits, “It's al-
most an automatic thing to worry about the
rug being pulled out from under me. But
I'm working at getting over that.”

Dana Crone, 35; beauty-shop owner/oper-
ator, Eminence, Indiana; husband, Jack,
farmer; children, Molly, 12, Ty, 11, Casey, 7
It's been an exciting year for “The Out-
back Hair Shack,” the beauty salon Dano
opened next to her home on the family
farm lost year. “I made three fimes what
I'd made the year before, working for
someone else,” Dana says.

This year, in parficular, the odded in-
come will come in handy. Scarce rain crip-
pled the grain yield, and bumper crops in
other Midwest states caused prices to
plummet.

But their three children are thriving, and
the Croneses’ marriage is back to normal
after a difficult year of confronting a long-
kept family secret: Tonya, the twenty-two-
year-old daughter Jack fathered in his
youth, sought the couple out. “She’s o
member of the fomily now,” says Dana.

Molly Minnick, 35; genefic social worker,
St. Johns, Michigan; husband, Dave,
physicion; stepchildren, Brandon, 18,
Julie, 15; son, Andy, 7
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she describes the two
years since the separation as fruitful. Her
girls have fored well, and they've given
her o lot of emotional support. After years
of being o welltodo doctor's wife, Poulette
is groteful she hos a career of her own to
sustain them.

And Paulette has discovered that she
doesn’t always have to be with someone,
and that it's often enjoyable just being
alone. When she does want company, thot
hasn’t been lacking. “I've been pleasantly
surprised,” she says.

Anne Weatherill, 49; writer/editor, Cofru&
Christi, Texas; husband, Jim, commercial pi-
lot; daughters, Maryanne, 26, Christine, 21
“IV's been an interesting summer. My whole
life chonged,” Anne says.

In June, Anne and her husbond sold
their home and moved from Clarkston,
Washington, after Jim's employer, Conti-
nental Airlines, closed its route to neorby
Spokane. They chose Corpus Christi os
their new home because of the city’s prox-
imity to the airline’s Houston hub.

Since the move, Anne has had more to
get used to thon the Texas heat and hu-
midity. She left behind not only her job on
a daily newspoper in Washington Stote
but her two grown doughters. “I miss
them like crozy,” she admits. “But in @
sense | feel like Jim and | are starting ©
second marriage.”
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continued from page 274

respected for the choices they make and
not be criticized or put down. Because
given the fact that we are all living so
much longer, which is wonderful, wom-
en are going to have many stages in
their lives. And they may at some points
in their lives be full-ime homemakers
and mothers, and they may at other
points be full-time in the world of work
outside the home.

For most women it will be a balanc-
ing act between home and work. What I
really regret is the way some groups try
to pit women and their choices against
each other, instead of celebrating the
fact that women now have a much
greater range of choices.

Molly: Have you ever given thought to,
or do you have any desire whatsoever, to
hold the office of the presidency?
Hillary: No; no! [Laughter]

Myrna: Mrs. Clinton, thanks for spend-
ing all this time with us.

Hillary: Well, I am so glad that you
did this, and I think you're all very
brave, sharing the stories of your lives.
Will you all tell me how this process
has made you feel? Has it been excit-
ing for you? Has it been a little scary
at times?

Dana: For me, it was exciting in the be-
ginning, but then when you go through a
very difficult year, which we all did, then
that’s hard.

Molly: Because we promised we’'d
share.

Dana: You kind of dread that; you're
not sure how people are going to react.
Hillary: How have your family mem-
bers and friends and relatives reacted?
Dana: They love it.

Molly: My husband’s always nervous,
though.

Paulette: Let me share something with
you. Back in the 1940s, my parents used
to live in Washington, D.C., and my dad
was a driver for the Navy. He used to
make deliveries to the White House,
through the back door. So this is really a
kicker for my parents, that fifty years lat-
er their daughter is coming as an invited
guest! (Laughter]

Hillary: Oh, isn’t that neat.

Diane: I've done two things to make my
mother really proud of me: give her her
first grandchild and come visit Hillary.
Molly: Yeah, my mom wanted me to
tell you how proud she is of you. She ap-
preciates the time that you have put into
this position.

Hillary: Thank you. I am so impressed
at how you have all been through this
process for several years and you still
seem to be cheerful and optimistic about
it, which I think is a real tribute to both
the format and to the sensitivity. And
also to each one of you! o

What makes Oprah run?
continued from page 200

so good about her own life, she’s deter-
mined to help her audience better theirs.

A WOMAN OBSESSED

The first part of the two-day session, a
Ladies’ Home Journal exclusive, starts in
Winfrey’s plush Harpo Studios office in
Chicago. The office is unusually quiet
today during the show’s final week of
summer break. Settling between the col-
orful needlepoint pillows on her terra-
cotta-color leather couch, Winfrey
radiates calm and control. She’s clearly
ready to talk about the agony and the
ecstasy of being in the best physical and
emotional shape of her life. Her hair is
woven into braids a la Whoopi Gold-
berg. (The classic pouf Winfrey wears
during the TV season is taking a break
to accommodate her swimming lessons.)
She is wearing a long, black Jil Sander
apron dress with matching sandals, an
elegant Bulgari watch and earrings, and
tortoiseshell eyeglasses. Unlike the Ev-
erywoman image she conveys on her
show, this Oprah has the presence of a
sophisticated powerhouse.

Considering her self-made wealth
(her estimated worth is $250 million)
and her influence (her show is watched
by fifteen million viewers daily), Winfrey
literally may be the most powerful wom-
an in the country. But, most important,
now she feels she’s finally gained power
over herself.

“Last year I asked [God] for freedom.
Did I not come out of myself in a big
way, breaking out of that fat shell?” says
Winfrey with a proud smile. “And this
year I asked for clarity. I have become
more clear about my purpose in televi-
sion and this show.”

Her “purpose” is a constant obses-
sion these days. Every day, Winfrey
says, she wakes up and asks herself,
“What do I want?>” and “What am I
willing to sacrifice for it?” She asks her-
self these questions about love, work
and life in general, but every morning
when the alarm clock sounds she is es-
pecially focused on the activity that’s
most important to her right now: run-
ning. “Running is the greatest
metaphor for life, because you get out
of it what you put into it,” declares
Winfrey, who completed a 13.1-mile
half-marathon under an alias in August
1993 and plans to run a grueling, full
26.2-mile marathon in Washington,
D.C., this fall.

Like many runners, she glories in ef-
fort and pain. “This is the hardest thing
there is for me. Nothing is harder—
work, accomplishments, achievements—
than the actual mental and physical
discipline that it takes to do this,” she
says. “[But] this is what I have to do to
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get the kind of mental and physical
sharpness that I want.”

THE TOUGHEST DECISION

What Winfrey doesn’t want these days,
she says with absolute certainty, is mar-
riage. Although she’s well aware that her
audience is eager to see her marry Sted-
man Graham, the live-in boyfriend to
whom she became engaged two years
ago, there will be no wedding anytime
soon. “The reason I’'m not married is
because there really is no reason to
be. There really isn’t,” she says. “I deeply
regret being so insensitive about mak-
ing the announcement about being en-
gaged . . . and we’re not married not
because there are any problems,” she
adds, a defensive edge to her voice.

These days Winfrey is willing to face
every issue head on, including her noisy
biological clock. “So, yes, it’s ticking. So
what?” she says. “It’s what I'm doing in
this moment that really matters, and if I
am supposed to have children, I will,
and I will know that.”

Winfrey’s newfound ability to make
tough decisions isn’t limited to her per-
sonal life. This summer she finally dealt
with a long-standing management prob-
lem involving Debra DiMaio, the
show’s executive producer and a long-
time personal friend. DiMaio was bril-
liant, but she had a reputation for
making everyone beneath her so miser-
able that several top producers were
planning to quit if Winfrey didn’t step
in, according to a published report.
DiMaio resigned in June, after being
with the show since its beginning. “A lot
of the producers had difficulty with the
way Debbie dealt with them,” says Win-
frey, resignedly folding her hands in her
lap. “And my only problem over the
years with Debbie has been the way she
dealt with people. I’ve done the show for
so long with her, and she was my right
hand and my left hand and part of my
brain. So I just would not even imagine
doing it without her.” Is DiMaio’s de-
parture a decision she would have been
able to make two years ago? “No,” she
says, her voice steady, calm and low.

The change at Harpo will mean in-
finitely more work for Winfrey: She’ll
have to attend the weekly story meetngs
that she trusted to veteran DiMaio, and
she won’t have the security of DiMaio’s
advice. But ever the student of life, Win-
frey turns the experience into a lesson.
“Now that I am [doing the show with-
out her], I think, Oh, this is what I was
supposed to be learning?” she says, as if
talking to herself. “Yes, the show is
evolving, and now it is time for you 0
take complete control.”

Winfrey demonstrated her “complete
control” potential in June 1993, when
she decided at the last minute to hold
back her autobiography. (continued)
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