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March 8, 2000

More than a decade ago we were engaged in the long twilight struggle of the Cold War.

Now the nature of the Free World project itself has changed from containment of Communism to 

global integration. Even the rubric, the Free World, sounds like an anachronism on the day when 

the President is speaking on integrating China economically and even politically into a new 

world.

Before Vietnam the project of the center-left in the Western advanced industrialized 

nations did not go by the name Third Way, though it might have. It was the project of promoting 

more opportunity and equality through a mixed economy, an active government and the creation 

of a welfare state that did not exist in many nations before World War II. The center-left of two 

generations ago was an international political community with extensive networks and shared 

values and beliefs. Out of this community sprang the basic institutional arrangements of 

internationalism, those Dean Acheson referred to when he was "present at the creation." That 

project was an updating of the New Deal for the Cold War. It even had a manifesto - Arthur M.

Schlesinger, Jr.'s The Vital Center.
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The New Deal is really what made the United States a preponderant power in the Cold

War, not only militarily and economically, but also socially and politically. Internationalism in 

that period rested on the society made by the New Deal. Before the New Deal there was no 

middle class in this country as we have come to know it and take for granted. During the New

Deal half the American people doubled their incomes, and they were located in the bottom half 

of the income scale. From 1950 to 1978, real family incomes grew by one hundred percent; it 

was a fairly even spread of income. Without the New Deal programs and the Great Society, 

which, among other things, virtually wiped out poverty among senior citizens in the United

States through Medicare and other programs, it wouldn't have been possible to wage the Cold

War in the successful way that we did. The United States would not have been an exemplary 

society. To be sure, we had polarizations. But can one imagine what would have happened had 

there not been the civil rights movement, for example? Or had we not passed civil rights laws 

what the US image would have been in that global contest?

Today, we're engaged in a revitalization of the center-left from the Cold War era. Some 

people use the label "Third Way"; here at home we also refer to "New Democrats." But it's 

something deeper. It's the latest manifestation of the progressive impulse in American life. The

Third Way today is not so much a zero-sum game, a game of containment, as it is about 

integration and inclusion. It involves blending competition and cooperation in various spheres.

It involves understanding that economic prosperity and social justice are one in the same. It 

involves maintaining and advancing a new economy that requires social investment in education 

and infrastructure. It involves reforming and modernizing the welfare state created two 

generations ago. It involves working through social resentments without letting them fester.

fostering tolerance and human rights, balancing liberty and responsibility, and demanding 
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accountability and transparency in government. It also means creating new pluralistic civil 

societies. Nations are internalizing the globally complex patterns of ethnicity and creating 

increasingly diverse multicultural societies. In order to become coherent communities, they must 

be civil societies as well. And that relates to the economic as well as to the political tasks ahead.

The principles of the Third Way begin with opportunity for all, the first principle of

Andrew Jackson, an old, enduring principle, but applied now within the new economy. Second, a 

belief in the affirmative workings of government, particularly after a long conservative era in 

which government was demonized. Government must not only be reformed; it must be adapted 

to new tasks. At the same time, the original ideal of self-government must be reanimated.

Citizens themselves must be self-governing, bear responsibility for themselves and their society.

Asserting that belief recreates credibility for government as well. Third, a belief that there is 

such a thing as society and the common good. Margaret Thatcher famously remarked, “There is 

no such thing as society.” Americans can say after Tocqueville that we believe in “individualism 

rightly understood,” because “rightly understood” means within community. It means the whole 

associational life that is at the heart of American society. It means, in the phrase of Vaclav

Havel, “civil society.” Those are the basic principles of the Third Way. It is not only the

Americans and the British who share them. This is a discussion that goeS'far beyond the Anglo-

American dialogue.

The Third Way is now a global phenomenon. There have been a number of meetings of 

leaders who embrace these general approaches, a new consensus emerging internationally as 

well as within various nations. Almost all of Western Europe takes this approach. In Latin

America, virtually the entire southern cone consists of countries that are experimenting with

Third Way approaches: Brazil, Argentina, and Chile.

3



Here,

states,

incomes

Meanwhile, the new economy

consensus

central reality in our politics. The sweeping primary victories of Vice President Gore, the

different direction and George W. Bush's

early atmospherics about "compassionate conservatism" are all responses to this new consensus.
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forged by President Clinton. And it is forged around issues of economic policy, 

health care, education. Social Security, Medicare, and gun control. The American people

the Clinton presidency has resumed in new ways the historic task of expanding 

democracy, creating more equality and opportunity, and reinventing the Third Way after the 

Cold War. Just as the New Deal remade society, we are remaking society today. Just last month.

Economic Report of the President issued by the Council of Economic Advisors chronicled

"were a rude awakening. It appeared as if the early post-war vision of continuously rising 

for all had indeed been just a dream." There was, the report goes on, “a marked 

increase in inequality. Not only were real income gains meager, but they were also unevenly 

shared.” However, since 1993, the report chronicles, the trend of inequality has not only been 

halted but even reversed. Family incomes have risen for the first time in decades, and those on 

the bottom have even risen higher than those on the top. Furthermore, real income for median 

African-Americans has risen 15 percent. The goal of full employment, a long-held dream of the 

center- left, enshrined in the Humphrey-Hawkins Employment Act, seems to be reached at last 

through a policy of fiscal responsibility and social investment

has flourished, and opportunity and equality, as the Council of Economic Advisors has noted.

support that consensus by two-to-one margins, on issue after issue. The Clinton consensus is the

Sisyphian effort of John McCain to push his party in a

have been advanced.

The overwhelming fact of American politics today is the new consensus. It is a

the

the changes that have taken place over the decades. “The two decades after 1973,” the report
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Even when Governor Bush calls for an end to the Clinton-Gore era, he carefully does not employ 

the word "change." This consensus is not the shifting of the sands awaiting the next wind to 

blow it into a new landscape. It is something deeply rooted in our history, though its intent is 

modernization. It may well be the dominant form of politics in the early 21st Century. So this 

may be a good moment to reflect on how far we've come in just the last generation.

When both the leading Republican candidates campaigned as "Reagan Republicans," 

repeatedly invoking the name of Ronald Reagan, it's telling to look at the rise of what we call 

conservatism or what some have personalized and called Reaganism, which arose in the context 

of the 1970s and early 1980s. Its influence grew amid foreign policy crisis, a seemingly 

aggressive Soviet Union, failure of the regulatory and welfare states, rises in crime and social 

polarization, and stagflation, which seemed incurable. The Democratic Party appeared to be a 

fragmented party without a coherent center. The vital center of the Truman days seemed to be a 

thing of the past. Instead, the Democrats were seen as the party of racial discord, confusion on 

foreign policy, disagreements about internationalism after Vietnam, and failed economic 

management. It was in that context that Reagan came to power and conservatism gained 

momentum. That movement also had a cultural component. As Reagan's famous ad of 1984 put 

1988 when George Bush, Sr. ran for President, the conservative issues still maintained their hold.

enough to carry him into the presidency. When Bush campaigned on the issues of Willie Horton, 

the Pledge of Allegiance and the slogan, "Read my lips, no new taxes," he was running on the 

themes of Reaganism. And Reaganism, for him, worked politically. But after the fall of the

Berlin Wall, more than Communism crumbled. All of the old politics around the world 
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it, it was "morning again in America.” “Morning” referred to a homogenous, small town

America, a nostalgic vision of a country that was bucolic, agrarian and harmonious. Even in 



disintegrated because they had, in one way or another, been organized around the Cold War.

The question in the United States was whether there would be a new American progressivism.

And that was the question that faced President Clinton when he became president.

Today, it's curious to look at the various forms of dismissal of President Clinton because 

they all fail to acknowledge the changes he has wrought: the changes chronicled in the Economic

Report of the Council of Economic Advisors, an America transformed over the last decade. The 

latest dismissal of the new progressivism trivializes, personalizes and appeals to certain 

pejorative attitudes that are not based in fact. It is a theory called "Clinton fatigue." It assumes 

that the country is very tired of President Clinton and that he is an unpopular president. In fact, 

any examination of polls shows something quite different.

There have been two presidents since Franklin Roosevelt who have filled out two terms 

before Bill Clinton, Dwight Eisenhower and Ronald Reagan. As it happens, according to the

Gallup Poll, President Clinton has been more popular and more popular longer than either of 

them, and in his last year he enters on an upswing. He seems on his way to defying the records 

established by Ike and Reagan, who never regained their highest stature in their last year.

President Clinton, by contrast, seems to be nearing new peaks. "Clinton fatigue," after all, is a 

myth.

When President Clinton came into office at the end of the Cold War all the familiar guideposts 

had fallen, and he had to recreate the world. It was another "creation," as it were. What we're 

6

The basic condition that allows the media still to float such theories is traceable partly to 

the vacuum of the post-Cold War period in which the new is unsecured and therefore insecure.

now witnessing in the last year of the Clinton presidency is not simply the concluding year of a 
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president, but a year in which we may be experiencing an early point in a new progressivism that 

may extend into further presidencies. The new realities are breaking through old myths.

We have seen the new consensus expressed in the President's State of the Union Address.

We've seen the spread of the international Third Way. The United States may well have been the 

first major country in which it took root, but now around the world this general approach is being 

taken up. The reasons may appear diffuse in each country, yet there's a pattern. Broad historical 

forces are at work. And they are at work not only on the center-left, but also on the center-right.

On the center-right, the center isn't holding. We see fragmented parties. The French 

right, for example, now has five parties. On the center-right, the parties are split between 

isolationists and internationalists. They are asserting old economic policies while brandishing 

the symbols of right wing populism. It may sound as though I'm talking about the Tories in

Britain, but I'm also talking about what we just witnessed in the Republican primaries. What 

we've experienced is the latest example of the center-right in crisis. We may think this is only 

happening in our nation, but it's reflected around the world. After the Cold War, conservatism 

of conserving.

In America, the question is: After John McCain, can any Republican end the Republican

Party as we know it? The problem of the center-right is not attributable to a lack of articulation.

intellectual shortcomings, malapropisms, or even political incompetence. It's a problem of deep 

fissures embedded within these parties. Attempting to create a viable center-right, as John

McCain has shown, fosters an uncontrollable centrifugal force that pulls these parties apart and 
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lost its project. No longer a bulwark against Communism, conservatism lacks a central rationale.
*■ ........................................................ i 9

Now there is no common principle holding the conservative parties together, not even the motive 

causes the center to buckle under strain so that the tilt is to the right. McCain's central problem
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. But there are

positive and negative consequences for him.

8

to write in the Los Angeles Times, "Bush has cloaked himself in new right, neo-Reaganism and 

it's simply the wrong message for the times." Under the pressure of the Republican campaign, 

the constituencies split. Catholics split from Southern conservatives. Thematically, there was

3-1^-(TO

that he simply did not appeal to core Republicans. He was rejected by his own party. The
was

party did not want to be rescued by its would-be hero; the party rejected the hero. George W. 

Bush embraced his party to win the nomination, and his party embraced him. He embraced 

central aspects of Reaganism, making him a truer heir of Reaganism than McCain.

Pinkerton, an acute observer from the Republican side, a former Bush domestic policy advisor.

Understanding Bush's current predicament requires thinking about what Reagan did when 

conservatism came together in the late 1970s. Reagan assembled a coalition of Southern 

conservatives. Northern Catholics, regular Republicans, and Californians - Reagan, after all, was 

a Californian. The challenge for him was to break into the Midwest and the Northeast. In 1976, 

when he ran against Gerald Ford, he picked his running mate before he got to the convention, 

Richard Schweicker of Pennsylvania, a moderate Republican. Reagan announced his candidacy 

in 1979 in New York City. In 1980, he picked as his running mate a Connecticut Yankee, 

George Bush, whose Texas roots were thin.

It would be unfair now to say that Governor Bush has not campaigned earnestly on the 

tenets of Reaganism. He has. He has advanced a huge tax cut in the spirit of Ronald Reagan. 

Reagan was the one who brought the religious right into the Republican Party, and George W. 

Bush has defended it. After losing New Hampshire, Bush won his party-base by brandishing the 

symbols of cultural conservatism. He went to Bob Jones University, wrapped himself in the 

Confederate flag and called for the repeal of Roe v. Wade. Bush’s campaign inspired James
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also a split. What Reagan put together, God and country, McCain tore asunder. In the

Republican Party primaries, God, in Bush’s campaign, was posed against country, in McCain’s.

Curiously, what has emerged, is a version of Reaganism without California. It's an 

anomaly. The fact is that the Republican Party has not nominated a ticket for President and Vice

President without a Californian on it since the days of Herbert Hoover, except once. That was in

the country; it is without a major Republican office holder. How can one recreate Reaganism 

without California? What kind of national coalition is the Republican Party without California?

How can the Republican Party think, or even develop its ideology, without California?

California has always been central to the Republican Party in the 20th Century and to 

conservatism. But conservatism today under Bush exists without California. Having won on

Reaganism, Bush now must campaign without the cornerstone of the Reagan coalition, without

California. Indeed, campaigning on Reaganism guarantees the loss of California.

The center-right is not the same thing as the center-left. It is a different project. What

Bill Clinton has relatively succeeded in doing, reinventing the center-left, the conservatives are 

perhaps just at the beginning of attempting. As we have seen during thoprimaries. themcoalition 

Republican Party. That requires something much deeper. Every time, so far, that an effort at 

internal reform has been tried the party has closed its ranks and rejected the reformer. That is the 

message and meaning of John McCain.

9

is fragmenting rather than coming together. No one should mistake Governor Bush's 

repositionings, even as he tries desperately to move to the center, for a reinvention of the

1988, when Ronald Reagan was the sitting president. So, in effect, Reagan served as the 
 ------------------- .

Californian. But today California is transformed. It is now one of the most Democratic states in 
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Party. The rejection is more than a rejection of one candidate. McCain rightly invoked the 

traditions of Theodore Roosevelt and of Lincoln, the great traditions of his party. And he was 

not wrong in trying to evoke these traditions. But those traditions migrated a long time ago into 

the Democratic Party under Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Truman. The rejection of McCain 

involves a further rejection of these traditions. Just as the Republican Party has rejected McCain, 

it reveals the profound hold that the conservative right has on the Republican Party. Having 

secured this base, Governor Bush exposed through the primaries exactly what the base was.

The saga of the Bush family itself is a story of the fading of the Republican tradition that

McCain sought to evoke. Each generation of the Bush family marks a step in the disintegration 

of the tradition, beginning with that stalwart Eastern Republican, Senator Prescott Bush of

Connecticut, who was a close friend of Thomas Dewey. From Vice President Bush to Governor

Bush, the tradition has diminished. McCain’s rival, the latest Bush, stands as testimony to the 

quixotic fate of McCain's self-appointed task of party change. McCain's identity as Barry

Goldwater's successor in Arizona is merely an irony. At the beginning of a new century, the 

issue for the Republican Party is whether it is stuck in the 20th Century.

The election we face will not be an ordinary election. It will be the kind of election that 

secures an era and not simply a candidate as president. Having established a new consensus in

America - a consensus that has now expressed itself internationally in country after country -

President Clinton has laid the groundwork at the beginning of the new century, not only for a 

successor, but also for a new era. The old progressive era in the United States was stalled by the

10

American entry into World War I; the second stage of progressivism, begun with the New Deal, 

was stalled by Vietnam. The work of renewal, as we've seen, has been picked up by President

It will take much more than the heroism of John McCain to transform the Republican



Clinton in a wholly new way in response to new realities: political, economic and social. Over 

the last seven years, the country has undergone enormous transformation. Without this change.

there would have been no McCain candidacy against the Republican right. That is also why the 

country reacted as it did to Governor Bush's visit to Bob Jones University. Recall that Bob Dole 

paid a visit there in 1996, and George Bush, Sr. visited there, and Ronald Reagan visited there.

and there was no outcry.

As a historical footnote, I recall that in 1980, Ronald Reagan began his presidential 

campaign as the Republican presidential nominee in a place called Neshoba County, in a town 

called Philadelphia, in Mississippi. It was where three civil rights workers were martyred and 

where Ronald Reagan affirmed his belief in states' rights. It was an appeal to Southern 

conservatives and to the then burgeoning religious right. Just three days ago, President Clinton 

marched across the Edmund Pettus Bridge in Selma, Alabama, linked arm-in-arm with the 

widow of Martin Luther King, Jr., to commemorate the 35th anniversary of the bloody event that 

led to the passage of the Voting Rights Act. So the country has changed - and for the better.

11
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Don’t Punish Africa

C-o-p , ' p o|

'S-p-S-A
knd it is true that voters should be cansjo^SpQrLc|othihg America 
nore concerned about a candidate’s duty free — insteatToFwith the cur-

any Divney is the chief executive 
’ficer of Comedy Central.

U.S. producers and U.S. workers 
would be negligible.”

So wjiy do the unions still oppose it? 
Sheer knee-jerk protectionism — 
even though the bill has tough meas­
ures to protect against any surge in 
imports from Africa, and restricts 
free-trade status to African countries 
moving toward democracy, economic 
reform and real worker protection.

No matter. Right now the only ver­
sion of the bill the textile makers 
would permit is one that says Africa 
can only import duty-free into the U.S. 
if it first buys all the fabric, thread 
and yarn from U.S. factories, then 
ships it to Africa to be sewn, and then 
ships it back to the U.S. to be sold — a 
costly obstacle course that would pre­
vent any new investment in African 
factories. The real motto of U.S. trade 
unions is: We’re for more worker 

The Letterman- 
Leno gantlet for 

candidates.

Shame on
the unions.

lealth care plan than his ability to 
nake bunion jokes. But in terms of 
■ngaging a new political audience, I 
ind the trend promising. i

A recent Pew Research Center) 

Xudy found that nearly half of Amer- 
cans under 30 say they get political 
nformation from late-night shows, 
"hough it’s tempting to translate 
hat number into another indictment 
f "kids today,” it really is a sign of 
he times. The youth vote has been 
onsistently disappointing over the 
ast three decades, and there’s a 
hance that getting politicians onto 
[ay Leno’s couch might just draw 
nany alienated voters into the pro- 
ess.

It remains to be seen whether solid 
unch lines can earn a politician new 
otes, but an ability to laugh at him- 
elf or herself might turn out to be 
fhat cures the disaffected voter.
I’m more intrigued by the implica- 

ons for those of us in the comedy 
usiness. Now that politicians are 
laying ball with us in order to ap- 
eal to Everyman, the comedians 
ave a new challenge: Coming up 
ith a way to make politics funny, 
nd not pulling your punches, while 
nowing that next week the butt of all 
our jokes will be sitting right next to 
ou, his or her staff having prepared 
ime cutting comebacks. 

Foreign Affairs
THOMAS L. FRIEDMAN

better numbers than "Meet the 
Press.” (Though in Tim Russert’s 
defense, he does not have a band.)

Thus it may be less important for 
candidates to show that they have 
the best plan for protecting Social 
Security than to show Americans 
they’re fun guys — people we won’t 
mind having in our living rooms for 
four years.

David Letterman’s deadpan to 
George W. Bush, "The road to Wash­
ington runs through me,” isn’t a joke 
to campaign managers looking to 
make their man the one Americans 
most want to have dinner with. Re­
member, a candidate willing to laugh 
at himself or herself is a candidate 
America thinks is real.

Some may feel that this is bad for 
politics and even democracy itself.

standards in Africa, not more work.
This is really bad. This bill isn’t a 

panacea for Africa, but it’s impor­
tant. Throughout the history of indus­
trialization, poor countries have 
started down the road of develop­
ment by sewing clothes. It’s the one 
thing that poor people can do right 
away. It’s critical that this bill go 
through now because by 2005 all the 
quotas on textile imports into the 
U.S. will expire. It will be a free-for- 
all. Right now investors are deciding 
where to locate plants for 2005 — 
whether to stick with China or 
branch out to Africa, Vietnam or 
Mexico. If Africa is shut out from 
these investment decisions, it will 
fall even further behind.

The Clintonites talk the talk of Af­
rica and AIDS, but, sadly, they have 
been afraid to get tough with the 
unions on this textile issue. Why is 
AIDS spreading so quickly among 
young women in Africa? One reason 
is that women have so few jobs they 
have to sell themselves to men with 
AIDS. Apparel jobs largely employ 
women. They make a difference.

But this is of no interest to the 
A.F.L.-C.l.O. crowd. All they care 
about is that Africa not sell more than 
0.8 percent of garments here. Shame 
on them for what they are doing, and 
shame on us if we let them. 

There is a travesty brewing in Con­
gress that, if allowed to continue, will 
be a source of shame for all Ameri­
cans. It will certainly be an ugly stain 
on the U.S. labor movement, particu­
larly the apparel union and the A.F.L.- 
C.l.O. — a stain that will highlight all 
the unions’ phony-baloney assertions 
in Seattle that they just want to im­
prove worker rights around the world 
and help the poor.

This controversy has to do with a 
stalled trade bill called “The African 
Growth and Opportunity Act.” And 
the bottom line is this: At a time 
when Africa is ravaged by AIDS, at a 
time when 290 million Africans — 
more than the entire population of 
the U.S. — are living on a dollar a 
day, the main U.S. textile union, 
UNITE!; the main textile manufac­
turers’ lobby, ATM!; and the law­
makers who bow to both of them are 
|blocking a bill that would allow Afri- 

rent 17 percent import tax.
Why the opposition? Because Af­

rica might increase its share of U.S. 
textile and apparel imports from its 
current level of 0.8 percent! Shame 
on the people blocking this bill. 
Shame on them.

Some 85 percent of the garments 
sold in the U.S. today are already 
sewn abroad. Honduras, little Hondu­
ras, already exports seven timps 
more textiles and apparel to the U.S. 
than all 48 nations of sub-Saharan 
Africa camhuied. With our minimum 
wages, we can’t produce jeans that 
retail for $16 and we don’t want to. 
North Carolina’s textile industry has 
already become highly automated 
and has moved away from low-value 
goods to high-value, high-tech fabrics. 
Much of the unionized labor force 
sewing clothes in the U.S. is in large 
cities and comprises new immi­
grants, many not citizens, since most 
Americans don’t want these jobs.

If Africa were given duty-free ac­
cess to our market, sophisticated 
textile plants in North Carolina 
wouldn’t move to Madagascar. China 
would be the big loser, because Afri­
cans have the same skills to knit 
cashmere sweaters cheaply as peo­
ple in China, and if Africa were given 
a 17 percent import tax advantage in 
shipping to the U.S., manufacturers 
would move their production from 
low-wage China to low-wage Africa. 
Which is why a study by the U.S. 
International Trade Commission 
concluded that “the impact of quota 
removal [for African imports) on
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A Likely Story!
Jeffrey Toobin’s history of the Clinton impeachment unfolds the whole affair so it makes a kind of sense.
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Thomas Powers is the author of several 
books on politics and current affairs, 
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A VAST CONSPIRACY
The Real Story of the Sex Scandal That
Nearly Brought Down a President.
By Jeffrey Toobin.
422 pp. New York:
Random House. S25.95.

Maugham. What we see above all is the 
sheer number of people waiting for 
Clinton to stumble, and the tenacity of 
their efforts to ensure he went down for 
the count. The fact is that presidents, 
like kings, emperors, dictators and 
movie stars, exude a fatal attraction, 
and one zealot with a writ may have the 
same goal as another with a gun.

Lawyers have a way, once they 
have slipped the pick through a chink, of 
working it ever more deeply in. First 
Clinton refused to settle, then Jones re­
fused to settle, finally the moment ar­
rived for lawyers to depose — that is, to 
question — witnesses for the opposing 
side. What is extraordinary is the broad 
power granted to deposing lawyers who 
may, under normal circumstances, ask 
... anything. And in this world deposi­
tions remain secret to about the same 
degree that life remains fair. The presi­
dent was asked about named women 
with whom he was rumored to have had 
sexual relations, tn the case of Gennifer 
Flowers, a girlfriend from the Arkansas 
years, he admitted a single lapse, but 
when asked if he had been having a sex­
ual affair with Monica Lewinsky, he said 
no, an answer he claims is somehow nar­
rowly and technically true.

Like most other people I find his ar­
gument on this point to be tortured, 
transparent, self-serving, devious and 
irritating. But splitting hairs on defini­
tions of "sexual relations” seems far 
less important to me than the larger 
question of what social purpose, if any, 
could possibly be served by allowing 
Paula Jones, through her lawyers, to in­
vade the president’s private life before 
she had even claimed, much less proved, 
that his alleged crude proposal had 
caused her any specific injury. When the 
president's lawyers in due course asked 
for summary dismissal on the grounds 
that no injury had been demonstrated. 
Judge Susan Webber Wright agreed and 
tossed the case out. In Toobin’s view this 
act of discretion makes Judge Wright 
one of the few heroes of the story.

And yet the law had already permit­
ted Jones to ask, and required Clinton to 
answer under oath, the sort of aggres­
sively intrusive questions any man 
would do what he could to evade, the law 
be damned. When he prevaricated in ig­
norance of the mountain of evidence to 
the contrary (the semen-stained dress, 
the interminable hours of taped tele­
phone conversations), the independent 
counsel, holding in trust a position whose 
mandate is supposed to include discre­
tion, undertook what amounted to a per­
sonal crusade to force an impeachment 
and Senate trial upon the country if 
that’s what it took to make the hapless 
president confess his lies about a series 
of acts that, examined by Starr from 
what we might call surgical distance....

But enough. If we haven’t grasped 
what Dale Bumpers was talking about 
by this time we haven’t been paying at­
tention. My only serious quarrel with 
Toobin’s admirably clear, vigorously 
written, plain-spoken and common-sen-

Continued on next page

ANYONE who did not spend the 
/\ penultimate year of the 20th 
AA century in a persistent vege- 

.A. tative state will know roughly 
what is to be found in Jeffrey Toobin’s 
narrative history of the investigation 
and Impeachment of William Jefferson 
Clinton for the high crime or misde­
meanor, take your pick, of ... what? 
Even now there is little general agree­
ment on just what, at its deepest core, 
the battle was really about.

The independent counsel, Kenneth 
Starr, who almost managed to drive 
Clinton from office, once declared of the 
president’s transgression (to reporters, 
while carrying out his trash), “You can­
not defile the temple of justice,” by 
which he narrowly meant lying in a legal 
proceeding, namely a civil suit brought 
by one Paula Jones, and more broadly 
meant lying, period. The House Judicia­
ry Committee formally accused the 
president of lying in the aforementioned 
legal proceeding (about which more, 
much more, below); and further ac­
cused him of lying to a grand jury about 
the initial lie; and finally accused him of 
: mg in his answers to questions put by 
me House concerning his previous lies. 
But the president’s fellow Arkansan, the 
former senator Dale Bumpers, who vig­
orously defended Clinton during the Sen­
ate trial, said the whole thing made no 
tense until you remembered what the 
president was accused of lying about. He 
quoted H. L. Mencken as saying, “When 

ou hear somebody say, ‘This is not 
about money’ — it’s about money.” And 

' When you hear somebody say, ‘This is 
not about sex’ — it’s about sex."

There may have been a time, follow­
ing his appointment in 1994, when Starr 
thought the moral struggle in which he 
was engaged was about Clinton’s role, 
possibly aided and abetted by his wife, in 
the failure of a small Arkansas bank 
that had lent him and his partners mon­
ey for the stupid real estate venture 
known as Whitewater. And there was al­
most certainly a moment among the un­
folding excitements of early 1998 when 
Starr believed he was this close to prov­
ing Clinton had obstructed justice by 
tampering with witnesses during the 
aforementioned Paula Jones legal pro­
ceeding. But by the time he reported to 
the House that fall. Whitewater, the ad­
ditional scandals known as Travelgate 
and Filegate and obstruction of justice 
charges had all faded away to nothing.

kb

his swimming pool on Capri in narra­
tives no longer than this review. Starr’s 
report to the House Judiciary Commit­
tee, totalling 452 pages, was placed on 
the Internet. There all might read his 
truly exhaustive time and motion stud­
ies (if not his 18 boxes containing thou­
sands upon thousands of pages of sup­
porting material) of the president’s 
dozen moments alone with Lewinsky 
over a 16-month period. Give Starr cred­
it. He proved Clinton a liar. His relations 
with Lewinsky were sexual.

How some unanswered questions 
about a land deal led to the mad extreme 
of the Starr report is the story related in 
“A Vast Conspiracy.” A Harvard law 
graduate who served an apprenticeship 
in chasing presidents with Lawrence 
Walsh, the independent counsel in the 
Iran-contra scandal. Toobin subsequent­
ly turned himself into a writer — quite a 
good writer. His strength lies in his abil­
ity to chart a clear narrative line 
through tangled cases, as he did in “The 
Run of His Life” for the O. J. Simpson 
murder trial. There is an argument in 
his new book, identifying its larger 
significance in a trend, disturbing in his 

and the only charge remaining was that 
of defiling the temple of justice by lying 
about ... well, who doesn’t remember 
the moment on Jan. 26, 1998, when a 
stern-faced Clinton leaned into the mi­
crophone and lied not only to the Ameri­
can people, but even, if Toobin has got 
this right, to his wife and daughter and 
his lawyer when he said. “I did not have 
sexual relations with that woman.” 
Weird pause. “Miss Lewinsky.” (It ap­
pears he had forgotten her name.)

What Clinton said was roughly what 
he had claimed in a deposition in the 
Jones case a week earlier. To prove that 
Clinton had lied, Starr needed to prove 
that in fact he did have sex with 
Lewinsky. Procopius recounts how the 
Empress Theodora got her start and 
Suetonius tells us what Tiberius did in 

view, by which the legal system is sub­
verting and supplanting the political 
system. By this he means that legal ac­
tivists, first of the left but more recently 
of the right, are finding ways through 
the courts to impose changes on Ameri­
can society they could never have 
achieved through electoral politics.

But what mostly engages Toobin is 
the story itself in all its gorgeous im­
probability, beginning with the wonder­
fully brief and unexpected line, "This is 
Danny.” Answering the phone in Little 
Rock, Ark., in January 1994 was Darnel 
M. Traylor, a lawyer of modest reputa­
tion, and calling him was a friend of 
Paula Jones, who was upset about a sto­
ry in The American Spectator that false­
ly, in her view, described a past en­
counter with then-Govemor Clinton of

Arkansas. In due course Jones sued Clin­
ton, by then president, for sexual harass­
ment. Through the bam door opened by 
this suit troops the surring and support­
ing cast of "A Vast Conspiracy” — the 
president and his combative wife; Starr 
and his fellow prosecutors; Monica 
Lewinsky, the White House intern who 
told the president at their first meeting 
that she had "a really big crush” on him; 
Linda Tripp, her friend in exile at the 
Pentagon with the tape recorder; and 
many more, including, throughout, never 
far from center stage, the army of at­
tacking and defending lawyers.

Along the way Toobin occasionally 
adds a new fact or quotes a previously 
unpublished document, but the main and 
considerable pleasure of his book comes 
from watching the astonishing story un­
fold so it makes sense. The first time 
around it emerged in fragments like a 
modernist text, a cross between Joyce’s 
“Ulysses” and Ciline’s “Journey to the 
End of Night,” a confusing tangle of un­
known names, sensational charges, 
pregnant silences, offstage cries. As re­
lated by Toobin, the story is as seamless 
as a novel by John O’Hara or Somerset
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This first novel features marijuana farmers, scam arti
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Jennifer Schuessler is on the staff of The 
New York Review of Books.

those who tried to destroy him.
Beyond that Toobin does not go, but 

he might have without getting any argu-

By Eric Rickstad. 
264 pp. New York: 
Viking. $23 J5.

By Jennifer Schuessler

RIC RICKSTAD’S first novel is 
set in Vermont’s ruggedly 
beautiful Northeast Kingdom, 
but his characters inhabit a 

landscape that leaf-peeping tourists 
rarely see. If there's a picturesque,

falls in with the Cumbers, a ragged ere' 
of dope farmers, scammers and accorr 
plices still silently reeling from th 
death of their own father nearly tw 
decades earlier. There’s Reg, a part 
noid loner who tends his illegal garde 
up near Smuggler's Gap and dreams c 
becoming a Nascar driver. There’s Ha 
in a wheelchair since a farcical porch 
side shooting accident, who now make 
his living “doing what he loves,” rippin; 
people off at a carnival booth. Most fate 
fully, there’s Marigold, a fading 23-year 
old who lives in a derelict trailer at th 
edge of her family's shrinking proper! 
towing cars for a living and avoiding hi 
brutal husband, Hess, a limping form< 
logger who lost his job — and a testic 
— in a chain-saw accident.

Rickstad takes his time setting h 
story in motion, but once he does it’s 
powerfully bloody mess. The body coui 
is high, and the violence persuasive. Bi 
most remarkable is the evocation of th 
territory, the gothic tangle of native foi 
est and exotic cash crop that mirrors th 
claustrophobic inner landscapes. Just a 
the monstrous mother plants (only th 
females produce the drug) are always i 
danger of going uselessly to seed, the f; 
therless characters are withering in th 
worn-out soil. “Reap” is not so much 
coming-of-age story as a description < 
adulthood as a miserable terminal di 
ease; everyone is over the hill befot 
reaching the age of 30.

More arresting than the general! 
formulaic plot are the grimly poetic in 
ages scattered throughout, like flashe 
of submerged lives that are never quit 
reeled in. Before the violent climax, Je 
sup recalls the time he cut the wings o 
a dead snowy owl he’d found in th

T I-

Toobin doesn’t really know what drove REAP
him. Perhaps someday Starr himself will 
tell us, but in the meantime he has re­
turned to private life, leaving to a succes­
sor the task of explaining why the long or­ 
deal of investigation, impeachment, trial
and acquittal was vitally necessary. 

There are few heroes in this bizarre 
story, which will bewilder our posterity.
But there are some. In addition to Judge 
Wright, Toobin admires Jones’s first 
lawyer, Danny Traylor, for failing to 
earn so much as a dime from the case.
He thinks Dale Bumpers delivered a
great speech. Finally and unexpectedly, weathered barn in sight, it’s usually being
there is Clinton himself — “the good guy chopped down for firewood. Weedy locals
in this struggle.” Toobin, it must be said, more likely to have escaped from state
kind of backs into this bow of respect. prison than from the idyllic photos in a
Whatever the president’s sins, Toobin hardware-store calendar fire their guns
says, they did not include anything like near places like Broken Leg Lake and Un-
the greed, hatred and vindictiveness of known Pond. And instead of sugar maples

there are marijuana plants — taller than 
a man and overpoweringly fragrant, 

 grown in remote mountain passes or in- 
ment”from me. Looking back" what doors under lights that leak an eerie blue 

strikes me most is the sheer grit it must glow through shaded windows, 
have taken simply to live through that
time, and the fact that the only really
clear and pointed defense of Clinton’s

Against this unsettling backdrop,
Rickstad tells the story of a few days in 

  the life of Jessup Burke, a lonely 16- 
human right to privacy came from the year-old with a dreamy inner life and a 
president himself — in August 1998, at set of remarkably snaggled teeth that he 
the end of a speech confessing he had not compulsively brushes to a gleaming

told the full truth. “Now this matter is 
between me, the two people I love most, 
my wife and our daughter, and our

white. When he’s not fishing for trout,
Jessup is haunting a once-grand aban- 

_  doned house in the woods or looking for a
God,” he said. “It’s nobody’s business familiar face in photographs of the great 
but ours.” The president caught hell for flood that took his father’s life before he 
that speech. It was said he wasn't sorry was born.
enough and he didn’t apologize enough. After a freak August snow, Jessup
Maybe so. But his claim that "even pres­
idents have private lives” seems the one 
obvious lesson from the whole mess. 

Continued from preceding page

sical book it is that he cannot resist the 
temptation to join the multitude in con­
demning "the damning fact” of the pres­
ident’s infidelity and holding up to
ridicule "the squalid details” of what
went on with Lewinsky, revealing Clin­
ton as “guilt-ridden, selfish, compul­
sive.” Infidelity is a charge only the
president’s wife can make, and the rest
strikes me as mainly nervous posturing.
In the line of duty I read the copious de­
tails of the president's moments with
Lewinsky, and I failed to find anything
there that would have brought a blush to
the cheek of anybody who had read
“Fanny Hill” or "Portnoy’s Com­
plaint,” both cheerful and enthusiastic
about the possibilities of sex. Once you
abandon the safety of the posture of hor­
ror you begin to see how strange and ar­
bitrary was Starr’s decision to pursue
the history of the affair to the bitter end.

Of the four great questions asked of
American presidencies in the second half

’V of the 20th century — did John F.
Kennedy know of the C I.A. plots to kill Fi­
del Castro? did Richard M. Nixon know of
the Watergate cover-up? did Ronald Rea­
gan know of the Iran-contra deal? did
William Jefferson Clinton have “sexual
relations” with Monica Lewinsky? —
only the last leaves you wondering what
kind of man could have taken it seriously.
Toobin makes a persuasive case that
Starr was an incompetent who abused the
power of a federal grand jury, mishan­
dled wimesses, delayed when he should 
have moved quickly and vice versa. But
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March 13,2000

Dear MrS£?esident,

Warmly,

^larris Wofford

You may find this background on Gandhi useful homework in preparation for 
India where Gandhi still haunts the land and shimmers the path, however far the powers 
that be there have strayed from that path. A wise philosopher said: Man has thought 
twice in our century, once with Einstein, once with Gandhi. Einstein feared that the 
atomic bomb would be his tragic legacy, and hailed Gandhi as the one who pointed 
another way.

Supplementing the 1955 talk are long excerpts from the sections on Gandhi in the 
book India Afire that Clare and I wrote in 1949, after our half a year in India and 
Pakistan. You or your writers may find some fragments of use.

Continuing my new role as your volunteer historian, I enclose a talk I did in 1955 
at the Hampton Institute on Gandhi, the Civil Rights Lawyer. It’s probably the most 
significant talk I ever gave. A copy was given to Martin Luther King a few weeks before 
the Montgomery Bus Boycott and started my connection with him. It led to his joke that 
I was the only lawyer in his camp who would help him go to jail instead of using all the 
tricks of the trade to keep him out.

Have a good trip to the subcontinent! I’ll be battling (or sailing) through two 
Congressional hearings on our appropriations, and then on to the reauthorization 
campaign.

1201 New York Avenue, N W • Washington, D.C. 20525 
telephone: 202-606-5000 • website: www.nauonalservtce.org

-cC
/

har0t

YesV-
No --------

Thank you, heart-felt, for the trip to Selma. Being there with you meant a great 
deal to me. Your words, and the sight of those state troopers lining the way, saluting you 
and Coretta, John Lewis and the Governor of Alabama - and the marchers 35 years after 
the troopers awaited with clubs ready - beautifully closes the loop on the Selma story. 
Someday soon I hope to begin putting my adventures in the 20th century in a memoir, and 

this will be part of it.

LC - 1 < Ir.i CC.2..4

FOR NATIONAL 

□ service

NATIONAL SERVICE: GETTING THINGS DONE
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN

am
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February 22, 2000

have

Sincerely,

Deborah Kent

President William J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC

Deborah Kent
10105 Walker Woods Drive 
Great Falls, Virginia 22066 

(703)757-4671

Dear President Clinton:
At the suggestion of Dr. James French, I am writing to call your attention to a truly horrifying situation that 

currently exists in Bangladesh. Every year hundreds of young girls become the victims of sulfuric acid bums 
inflicted upon them as acts of revenge by men whose advances they have spnmed-ar who are involved in dowry or 
property dispute^. Many of these girls die due to their injuries; those that survive are left blind, deaf, or horribly 
and permanently disfigured. Shame and embarrassment force them to spend the rest of their lives in hiding. Many 
are rejected even by their families and have no choice but to become street beggars.

The medical facilities in Bangladesh to care for these girls are woefully inadequate. There are only eight 
beds for female bum patients in the only public hospital in the country. The cost of treatment is prohibitively 
expensive for all but a few of the victims.

Recently I approached Dr. French with this story and he and Fairfax Inova Hospital very generously agreed 
to perform the reconstructive surgery required to give one of these girls a chance at a normal life. While I am 
enormously grateful to them and very excited about the difference they will make in at least one girl’s life, I know 
that bringing these girls abroad for medical treatment is not the answer to the problem. The answer, of course, is to 
stop the attacks from occurring in the first place.

In spite of international outrage, the incidence of these crimes increases every year. Yet very few of the 
attackers are punished. In a society that places little importance on women’s lives, destroying a young girl’s face 
has become almost socially acceptable.

President Clinton, some of these girls are as young as 11 years old. At one time they all not only had 
beautiful faces, but dreams and ambitions and hopes for their future. Many of them speak about the plans they had 
to go to college, start their own business, or even become Olympic athletes. Through no fault of their own, those 
dreams have been taken away from them and their lives have been destroyed.

Knowing that you will be traveling to Bangladesh in March, I felt compelled-to write to you and ask you to 
do anything you can to bring more attention to this situation, as well as to encourage the authorities in that country 
to put an end to these barbaric acts.

I am not an expert on this subject and I am not directly involved with any of the organizations that have 
been established to help these bum victims. But the pictures of these girls have continued to haunt me since I first 
became aware of the situation several months ago and I would like to do whatever I can to help.

The enclosed information tells this story much more convincingly than I can. I hope you’ll take just a few 
minutes to read it.

Thank you.

Qg.



John Morrison, a consultant for UNICEF said the problem is so serious it merits international attention.

"Now she'll probably end up as a beggar," Sen whispered.

"It's something that is kept quiet in Bangladesh. Some people are arrested, others are not. We want the 
government to take this seriously. It has become so bad one of the latest victims was a 12-year-old girl."

She speaks with great effort through a mouth grotesquely twisted by the acid. Tears trickle from one 
empty eye socket; the other eye catches only a gray shimmer of light.

The stories behind the barbarities are similar. The voice of Sufia Akther comes through gauze bandages 
covering a face that was once beautiful, with its large lively eyes that will never see again. Sufia is 20 and 
had just been accepted at college, a major achievement for a poor village girl from Lakshipur, 200 miles 
north of Dhaka. Her great ambition was to become an agronomist.

The wave of acid-throwing began about seven years ago and coincided with a new thrust by women in 
Bangladesh to assert their rights. The women had help from micro-credits that offered them economic 
independence and a chance to reject marriage proposals in a society where women were traditionally 
passed from father to husband as serfs.

"I’m better off dead. What use am I now to anyone?" said Khatun. "If I testify against this man, his family 
may kill me or kill my children. But I will testify. He must be punished."

Sufia was an accidental victim. The youth who tossed a pitcher of sulfuric acid through her bedroom 
window at 3 in the morning wanted to punish her sister Helen, 21, who had turned down his marriage 
proposal.

"There are no official statistics, but over 200 acid mutilations are recorded by the media in Bangladesh 
every year," said plastic surgeon Dr. Samanta Lal Sen. "Many cases are not made public because the 
girls are afraid to go to the authorities or the case is settled between families and the police."

DHAKA, Bangladesh - In a burn ward crowded with rusty cots and blood-stained linen, the acid-ravaged 
faces of women who dared to say no to men are hidden behind a swath of bandages. Bangladesh, an 
impoverished nation heavily sustained by international funding, has done little to stop jilted males from 
hurling sulfuric acid into the faces of women who offended their sense of machismo and their credo that 
men have rights over women.

The case of Ambia Khatun is typical. She recalls it was shortly before midnight when she was awakened 
by the noise of men cutting through the walls of her bamboo hut outside the town of Mymensingh. 
An instant later came the scorching pain as acid splashed into her face, hurled by an elderly man whose 
marriage proposal she had turned down. Khatun's face was burned and she was blinded for life. Some of 
the acid splashed on to her two small sons who are now with her in a hospital, scarred for life. 
The boys, ages 4 and 6, had clung to their mother, a 30-year-old widow, crying as the assailant burst 
through the wall.

On a Muslim holiday this month, Dr. Sen was moving through the bum ward of the Dhaka Medical 
College Hospital, pointing out that the gauze bandages on his patients' faces were old and should have 
been changed long ago. But gauze is in short supply, he explained. Worse, he said, he does not have the 
equipment to perform skin grafts, and that means an increase in infections.

Bangladeshis refer to the barbarities as "these unfortunate incidents." Officials belittle the scope of the 
problem and attribute the cases to "ignorant men in backward parts of the country."

His patients lie very still and very much alone. All of them once had dreams, ambitions, small business 
ventures and even scholarships. Now, unless their rural families have mercy on them, their destiny is to 
become street beggars.

In Bangladesh, Acid Ruins Women's Faces And Their Dreams
By Uli Schmelzer



is far

"Helen and I sleep in the same bed. I heard the noise and sat up. The acid hit me," said the voice below 

the bandages.

The youth who allegedly committed the crime has been detained, but is free on bail.

"Many cases are pending but there are few convictions. Usually the police try to convince or intimidate the 
woman to withdraw her case," said Salma Ali, a human-rights lawyer with the Association of Women 

Lawyers. She provides legal aid to eight of the victims.

"The police know who the attackers are but often won't arrest them. Even if the case goes to court, it 

takes years for a conviction," Ali said.

Bangladeshi law gives judges the right to impose sentences from 8 years to life imprisonment for acid 
throwers. Only one man has been sentenced to life, in 1995.

There is not much left of Payara Begum's face. She still moans with pain. The wounds refuse to heal. 
The acid thrower was the tutor of Begum's two children. A married woman, she indignantly rejected the 
tutor's advances and last month, in broad daylight, he tossed a can filled with acid over her.

"My husband is a good man. He comes to visit me. I hope he won't leave me now," Begum whispered.

In a country where men have the right to as many as four wives, the husband often marries a second wife 

if the first becomes old, ill or incapacitated.

Both lawyers and doctors agree the acid-throwing fad is a tragic byproduct of a gender revolution. In 
years past, men doused disobedient wives with kerosene and set them afire.

"Then, suddenly, these barbarians graduated to acid-throwing which, from a medical point of view, 
more destructive than kerosene burns," said Dr. Sen.

The phenomenon has taken on bizarre proportions. UNICEF's Morrison found out that the 12-year-old girl 
who had acid tossed into her face was mutilated over a land deal.

"The acid throwers figured the medical costs of caring for the girl would eliminate the rival family as 
competitors for the purchase of a piece of land," he said.

Some of the disfigured women, like Jamara Khatun, have been fortunate. She was one of a dozen 
women treated by a team of Italian plastic surgeons from the Italian branch of INTERPLASTIC, a 
worldwide group of Good Samaritans who came to Dhaka for two weeks last year with all their equipment 
and operated on some of Sen's patients. They produced amazing results in restructuring some of the 
devastated faces. Another six girls were taken to Spain for treatment by Spanish plastic surgeons.

But what Bangladesh really needs is equipment that allows surgeons like Sen to apply at home the skills 

he acquired in Germany, Austria and Britain.

Said the irate doctor, who has seen more pain than he cares to remember, "If we really want to stop the 
acid throwers, the law must impose exemplary punishment. The men who do this should be hung in a 
public square^ and I personally would like to throw some acid in their faces so they'll know what it feels 

like."

Even a doctor's oath to respect human life has its limits. (Chicago Tribune Foreign Correspondent 

January 31, 1999)
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Before the Attack 
A photograph taken 
of Bina Akhter before 
a man threw acid on 
her face and instantly 
shattered many of her 
dreams. (ABCNEWS)

Doctors gave Bina Akhter 
three years to live after 
being attacked. That was 
three years ago. Today, 
after eight operations, her 
face has evolved into 
patch work of skin grafts 
and scars. She still suffers 
from headaches so severe 
she can hardly stand. (ABCNEWS)

Teen Launches Crusade 
to Stop Acid Attacks 
Against Women in 
Bangladesh
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He poured the acid over Namita's head. "I thought that it had started to 
rain. My books fell on the ground. My watch also fell and it started to melt. 
Even the place where the acid fell on the street started to melt. I put my 
hands on my face and my hands started melting too. I remember my 
father rushing to me and people around me shouting, "The girl won't live." 
I don't remember anything else. I woke up in the hospital."

One man from that family also came to live in that city. He befriended 
Namita's father and Namita's innocent father thought that the past was 
forgotten. But actually this man was secretly plotting revenge. He planned 
to throw acid at Namita's father. While he waited for Namita's father to 
come back from school he saw Namita coming. Quickly he changed his 
strategy. He thought it would be better to hurt the daughter, as it would 
effect the father more. For what could be more painful for the father than 
to see his daughter in such a state and be powerless to do anything 
about it.

Her eyes gradually deteriorated and six months later the doctors had to 
take them out.

Namita's attack took place in 1985. Her father and his brothers had 
enmity with this family in their home village. The enmity was so great that 
there had been numerous incidences of violence with grievous injuries.

Her uncles moved to Calcutta to escape this violence and feud. Only her 
father remained in Bangladesh but he moved to the city to teach at a 
school there.

But Namita's story is also a story of success, of fighting with life and 
emerging victorious.
"An Italian missionary helped me immensely. He practically dragged me 
to a blind school and forced me to start living again. I later got my S.S.C. 
from a normal school and got my H.S.C. from Lalmatia College and also 
received my BA from there."

Namita is now teaching at The Blind School for Girls in Mirpur and is also 
staying in the school premises.
"Do you know President Ershad came to see me on three occasions and 
asked what he could do for me? I said, "Nothing, because, can anybody 
give me back my former life?"

d 
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through this century. It appears to be a very ambitious, credible and valuable undertaking.

The lead article in the special Time issue will focus on the report and its findings. Other pieces 
„,;n non donp ” Thpre will he ouest articles bv exoerts such as Harvard 'o 0
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

UVClbCdb. 11 Will UU pVg5V<A W, «AAV* W ovmv --------------------------- -------------------------------------- k|Jk

Assessment report being prepared by the World Bank, the U.N. Environment Program, the U.NA^*^ 
Development Program, and the World Resources Institute. This report is a first-cut assessment

will examine “what can be done.” There will be guest articles by experts such as Harvard 

biologist E.O. Wilson and Richard Leakey.

As drafted by our Communications Director, Elliot Diringer, your essay draws on your travels to 
China and Africa, including your meetings with environmentalists, to reflect on the challenges of 
better integrating environmental protection and economic growth on a global scale. It also 
highlights America’s environmental successes as a model for other nations. The draft is slightly 

longer than the 800-word limit, so any additions would require cuts. | —

of the state of (and state of knowledge on) the world's ecosystems - in particular, their ability to 
provide the environmental “goods and services” needed to sustain the levels of growth projected
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Time magazine has requested a guest essay from you for a special issuefto be published the week 
of Earth Day. I believe this is an excellent opportunity to express your concerns over issues such 
as climate change and biodiversity loss, and to make the case that America must lea.d . g 
international efforts to meet these challenges. A draft essay is attached. '

This special issue will be Time’s first “global” issue - distributed in the United-States as well as'k A 

overseas. It will be pegged to, and to some degree organized around, a new Millennial

Hi

SUBJECT: TIME MAGAZINE EARTH DAY ESSAY
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From the time I was a boy, I had dreamed of seeing elephants, giraffes and lions in the 

wild. But as I gazed across the lush African plain, what amazed me even more were all the 

creatures I’d never known existed -- the lechwe, the kudu, the lilac-breasted roller. I watched 

them in wonder.

That morning two years ago in Botswana’s stunning Chobe reserve, I wished every child 

in the world could share these magnificent sights. And I worried that in a few generations’ time, 

they could be lost even to the children of Africa.

As we enter the 21st century, a new global economy draws nations ever closer. But our 

growing interdependence hinges on much more than technology and trade. For we are linked 

intrinsically by the physical and biological webs that sustain life on our planet - and, 

increasingly, by the threat of their unraveling.

Indeed, unless we reach across borders and face this threat together, the next century may 

dawn on an Earth in ecological crisis, with half of all species gone, and our grandchildren 

enduring deadly floods, drought and disease brought on by global warming.

When millions across America celebrated the first Earth Day 30 years ago, our focus 

understandably was our own backyard. Our rivers were catching on fire, and our skylines 

disappearing behind a veil of smog. Our cherished national symbol - the bald eagle - seemed 

destined for extinction.

PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON
GUEST ESSAY FOR EARTH DAY ISSUE OF TIME MAGAZINE

Draft 3/17/00 1pm 
Diringer



America’s remarkable environmental progress in the years since is powerful testament to 

our national will, our technological prowess, and our faith in a better future. Differences remain: 

how much of our surviving wild lands to preserve, how best to attack the pollution threats that 

persist. But today protecting the environment is a bedrock American value, as important to us as 

safe neighborhoods and good schools.

What’s more, three decades of experience have proven the naysayers wrong. Tending to 

the environment has not weakened our economy. In fact, our air and water are the cleanest they 

have been in a generation, even as we enjoy the longest economic expansion in our nation’s 

history.

America’s responsibility now, as we mark the first Earth Day of a new millennium, is to 

bring these lessons to bear against new, more profound environmental challenges. We must look 

well beyond our own cities and countryside, make environment a core foreign policy objective, 

and provide the leadership needed to put all nations on a cleaner, more sustainable path to 

prosperity.

In Africa, the environmental leaders I met with described how desperate shortages of 

human and financial capital impoverish both their peoples and their land. They told, too, of the 

dear costs to us all. The rosy periwinkle, a plant native only to Madagascar, has proven potent 

against childhood leukemia. Yet other rare species on this small island nation, most found 

nowhere else on Earth, are disappearing faster than scientists can catalogue them.

The United States is working to help developing nations build their economies by 

preserving, rather than destroying, their natural endowments. My new Greening the Globe 

initiative, now before Congress, would strengthen these efforts by providing record funding to 

preserve the most endangered tropical forests. But we and other nations must do more.



And without question, we must do more to counter a threat that shows more clearly than 

whether they come from the United States or from China. An agreement forged two years ago in

Kyoto, Japan, with critical leadership from Vice President Gore commits industrialized nations 

to strong action against climate change. But developing countries must join us, for this global 

threat will be averted only with a global solution.

The key, I believe, is to help these nations leapfrog into the 21st century by eschewing the 

outmoded Industrial Era logic that more pollution means more progress. New energy 

technologies promise both prosperity and a clean environment, and we must encourage 

developing countries to adopt them. Just last month, on my visit to India, the government there 

took a major step in that direction: By 2012, it declared, at least one of every 10 new kilowatts of 

power will come from renewable energy.

Ultimately, our best hope may be that even where governments lag, their people 

understand both the stakes and the urgent need for action.

Last year in China, I met with environmentalists in the scenic city of Guilin. One woman, 

who spoke passionately of growing environmental awareness at the grassroots, asked me to 

carry a message to the American people: This fledgling movement can take hold only with your 

help. “If Americans don’t want to give up this good opportunity,” she said, “you have to take 

action now.”

She is right. In the struggle against history’s most profound environmental challenges.

isAmerica must lead.

oUmr owmpeT^

any other how closely our nations’ fates are linked - the threat of global warming.

Earth’s temperature is rising, and the heat-trapping gases responsible pose the same risk 
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March 14, 2000

Dear Mr. President,

Sincerely Yours,

David Kaplan
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639 Whispering Hills Road, Suite 325 • Boone, North Carolina 38607 • Tel.: 704.264.1322 • Fax: 704.265.94-1

President Bill Clinton
White House
Washington D C
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I hope this letter finds you well and happy. We finally finished the tape on 
eliminating youth violence, and think you will enjoy it. As you will see on the tape “End 
School Violence Now" there is a solution that actually works, and, it is working in a 
variety of schools right now.

Mr. President, Linda and I just had a baby girl on Valentines Day, Alivia 
Valentine Kaplan. We are hoping we can come with our little girl for a visit, and, to plan 

>>ut the appropriate next steps.
I really look forward to working with you on this. Now that I have a daughter, this 

issue is even more important.
Thank you for considering this. I really appreciate your own concern on this 

smarter, and I look forward to helping.
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February 3, 2000

Dear President ana Mrs. Clinton:

%

Thank you for asking me yesterday about the status of my appointment. 
First of all, I am honored and touched that you both consider me worthy of appointment 
to Assistant to the President. John Podesta assured me this afternoon that he will 
proceed immediately with granting me the title of “Physician to the President” (a title 
equivalent to Assistant to the President). Furthermore, Jake Simmons informed me that 
the President has the authority to promote me to the rank of Rear Admiral. I believe Mr. 
Simmons’ solution is a “win-win” for the White House and the military.

My primary concern is your confidentiality and the Medical Unit’s autonomy. 
■Promotion to Rear Admiral affords autonomy and respect in my interactions with the 
White House Military Office and the military community at large. With the President’s 
blessing, promotion to Rear Admiral would make me the first officer (male or female) of 
Philippine heritage and only the third woman in the U. S. Navy Medical Corps to rise to 
flag officer. Having come from a long line of Navy stewards, this promotion honors 
''those who have served before and with me.

Your loyal support now and in the past has been unwaivering. Now, as always, I 
remain yours in service,

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
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The Next President’s First Obligation
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“No administration serious
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challenge to the very heart of HDOUt national SCCUnty Will

be able to evade the need

China, which is not a signatory of the ABM Trea-

F

She Washington post

Wednesday, February 9, 2000

| or all these reasons, a nationwide missile­
defense system should be deployed as soon 
as is technologically feasible. An impressive 
array of technical options—land, sea or 

space—cannot be adequately explored until we

icon relations; ing nuclear powers and against accidental and unau- pact of the ballistic missile arsenal it has been build-
(4) that our European allies will interpret an anti- thorized hunch from any source. ing at a rapid rate is understandable. I have demon-

. J . • “ ■ Nixon s ABM program was assailed by exactly strated a long commitment to cooperative relations

comes anti-defense, to guarantee the-total vul­
nerability of the population.

sition that nuclear war is best prevented by guaran- _ _ _
teeing the most cataclysmic outcome. Hence, they the person of Deputy Secretary of Defense David missile defense, negotiations with Moscow about

.a — paciG)rq> wrote President Nixon in late spring of modifyingthe ABM treaty take place in a vacuum. A

ment and to use that decision to put a ceiling on • he 
Soviet offensive buildup. At the Moscow summit ol 
1972, the Soviets accepted the American insistence 
that offensive weapons be limited simultaneously 
with defensive weapons.

This history is relevant because many who treat 
the ABM Treaty as the cornerstone of arms control 
misunderstand the original impetus for it. And the 
contrast between the situation of 1972 and today’s 
is stark. The Rumsfeld Commission has unani- 
moustv described the new security environment 
One signatory, the Soviet Union, has disappeared as 
a legal entity. Missile technologies have evolved in 
sophistication and proliferated into nations (North 
Korea, Iran, Iraq) not even remotely considered 
candidates when the agreement was concluded. In 
short, in the existing strategic environment the 
ABM Treaty constrains the nation’s defense to an 
intolerable degree.

As for European reactions, it must be kept in 
mind that our NATO allies have made comparable 
arguments about every major new American weap­
ons program for the past 30 years—from "flexible 
response" in the 1960s, to the Strategic Defense Ini­
tiative (SDI) and intermediate-range missiles in the 
1980s. Opposing new offensive weapons placed in 
Europe in the 1980s and new defensive weapons 
based in America in the ’90s, these critics have 
charged on each occasion that the new programs 
would decouple America from Europe and torpedo 
important negotiations with Moscow. In each case 
the critics have been proved wrong.

In the Nixon administration, the ABM program 
broke the deadlock in East-West negotiations. In the 
Reagan administration. SDI and intermediate­
range missiles in Europe brought the Soviets back 
to the conference table. And with 20,000 nuclear 
weapons in the Russian arsenal, it will be many dec­
ades if ever before an American missiledefense pro-

This theory is better suited to an academic semi­
nar than to a natiouai leader required to make tale 
ful decisions in the real world. It is one thing to theo­
rize about mutual deterrence based on the threat of 
mutual suicide, quite another to implement such a 
concept in an actual crisis. Who is to assume the 
moral responsibility for recommending resort to a 
strategy that guarantees tens of millions dead on 
both sides?

In any event, whatever tenuous plausibility the 
MAD theory had in a two-power world disappears 
when eight nations have tested nuclear weapons 
and many rogue regimes are working feverishly on

(ration, especially on the foreign policy side of it
(1) that a workable system cannot be designed; s   UImuusiu m njucncan
(2) that if it was. it would undermine the long- (rating on military rather than civilian targets. In missile defense. No doubt China is more seriously

established American strategic doctrine called Mu- 1969 he also submitted to Congress a missile- affectedbyamissiledefensesystemthanRussia.be-
A»———1  a-—_aj_— ZWjfAFX^. ____ . I •. . ..
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would jeopardize the entire gamut ol Russo-Amer- from the Soviet Union, against attacks from emerg- missile defense would to some extent blunt the im- 
ican relations; ing nuclear powers and against accidental and unau-

sirable to delay a final technical judgment until a £L_. I i_..
new administration is in place. And we should sus- four decades, one is entitled to ask why an ABM 
pend further talks with Moscow until we have de- Treaty was signed by President Richard Nixon in

-----.2-.'..2—1.d.:------------L.d--------- 1972, when I served as national security adviser.

he Clinton administration is approaching
the congressionally mandated deadline for
a decision on whether to deploy a national
missile defense with all the ambivalence of

a dreaded visit to a dentist, mitigated by the fantasy
that some fortuitous event might yet make it unnec­
essary. It is engaged in discussions with Russia 
about modifying the 1972 ABM treaty, which pre­
cludes a national missile deployment And it does so 
even though it has not yet made a decision as to 
whether to deploy, or exactly how.

In my view, no administration serious about na­
tional security will be able to evade the need for mis- ,, . _o„ . 
sile defense. But an election year may not be the op- the development of nuclear, chemical and biological 
portune time to choose the most effective option. weapons of mass destruction and the ballistic mis- 
And in the absence of such a decision, talks with siles to deliver them. If one of these destroyed an 
Moscow make little sense. American city by accident or design, how would an

In the light of recent ambiguous test results and American president explain his refusal to protect 
imminent electoral preoccupations, it would be de- our country against even limited attacks?

1 Since I have held and published these views for

cided on the kind of missfle defense most in the na- IT’S,' L_„ :------J------- .2 2

tional interest That decision should define the The blunt answer is that the Nixon administration 
parameters of the dialogue. But since the strategic started its term in office determined to move away 
importance of missile defense is independent of its
technical characteristics, the interim should be used 
for educating the American public and for dialogue 
with our allies in Europe and Asia.

A president’s first obligation is to provide for the 
safety of the American people by deterring attacks 
on the homeland and our allies, and by reducing 
their impact should they take place. The danger is 
real and growing. In 1998 the bipartisan Rumsfeld 
Commission unanimously concluded the threat 
posed by a number of hostile emerging states “is 
broader, more mature and evolving more rapidly
than has been reported in estimates and reports by 
the Intelligence community."

.\-rerica. (Interestingly, this argument is never
heard from our Asian allies.) ----------- ,------------------------ ------------------------ -- --------------------- „„„„ „„„ ,luul,

I am not a technical expert, but I have been ex- Congress dominated by liberal Democrats, these to placate even a country so important as China.

I

oppose any strategy based on discriminating target- p__f 7 J; .; L. w
ing. and passionately resist any attempt to con- 1970 that a new arms-control agreement was need- quick-fix solution is foolhardy and dangerous, for it
struct defensive systems. Security is sought in the ed as soon as possible lest the Soviets outstrip us in risks putting our leaders 10 years from now. when
unprecedented attempt Jo Jeave one’s own civilian their building program of strategic forces. technology has moved on, into the same straitjacket
"7" ■*:?“ -j—” y”2 Nixon was far from converted to the MAD theo- they find themselves in today. Only when we have

PXX7heA^nX^doXiSSiledefenSe

nmsc---------
cf Mutual Assured Destruction, a ieassessment ol
that essentially nihilist doctrine is long overdue. r

Advocates of the doctrine converge on the propo- missile bunchers a vear.
sition that nuclear war is best prevented by guaran- In this atmosphere, the Defense Department, in

tuai Assured Destruction (MAD); defense program. Twelve sites were to protect mis- cause its arsenal is so much smaller and will remain
(3) that it violates the 1972 ABM Treaty and sile silos and the popubtion against limited attacks so for several decades. Beijing's concern that a U.S.

rinlrl i/>r->nnrrli‘-ro fka Anf.v-a mm. if mJ Onr-en A ma» L   . I. _ C* • a r f •    ■ - I z .

| urthermore, the US. might well have little 
or no warning before operational deploy­
ment’ of missiles capable of reaching US. 
territory with biological, chemical or nucle­

ar warheads. In other words, we are not dealing 
■with an academic inside-the-Beltway arms-control 
debate but with a < 
American security. 

Nevertheless, national missile defense has be­
come one of those symbolic issues around which 
elite opinion has been divided for decades, regard- - .
less of intervening political and technological for IlllSSlle defeUSe. 
changes. Four arguments are generally put forward 
in opposition to a national missile defenso-and L.... 2.. -------r. ,--------,  _ „
seem to me to be accepted by many in the adnunis- back into its framework by congressional and bu- territory against missile attack,
fmfi . — fk-g .A reaucratic pressures. Early in his first term, Nixon C* ’ . ‘ ‘T JL?2

ordered the Pentagon to develop a strategy concen- ty, has been vocal in its criticism of an American

population totally vulnerable to nuclear attack while   L
targeting the civilian population of the other side. In ry, but. faced with a Congress that was gutting the defined our necessities can we conduct a meaning-
these terms, defense policy turns on itself. It be- ABM program, decided to freeze—and thereby pre- ful dialogue on whether to amend or. if necessary.
WmA«, *a — . u.A.fAA-1 ._.i serve—a nucieus deployment in return for revoke the treaty.

equivalent limits on the Soviets’ own ABM deploy- © 2000, Los Angeles Tunes Syndicate

gram shuts down all Russian nuclear options, even 
as it constrains many of them. This should give time 
for an East-West diplomacy designed to move a nu­
clear conflict between the two largest nuclear coun­
tries to an ever-lower level of probability.

Finally, once Europe disentangles itself from out­
dated slogans, it will come to understand that a sys­
tem that protects America against limited nuclear 
attacks, and even more against rogue nuclear black­
mail. will enhance rather than diminish our willing­
ness to defend our allies. An America totally vul­
nerable to any kind of nuclear threat is much more 
likely to shrink from fulfilling alliance obligations. 
And sooner or later Europe will recognize these ar- 

from the MAD concept but was partially forced guments apply a* well to the defense of European

missile program as decoupling the defense of Eu- w>«Uvt 
rope from .America, because the United States the same arguments one hears today: that it would with China, and I strongly oppose the tendencies to-
might be perceived asjvithdrawing mto a Fortress not work; that it was destabilizing; that it would ward confrontation emerging in both countries. But
i... ha.- ».aai.. * ... weaken the Atlantic Alliance. we cannot leave our people defenseless in the face of

Amid the passions of the Vietnam protest and in a foreseeable nuclear threats from so many quarters

posed to enough briefings to be convinced that the criticisms merged with the prevailing assault on the 
technical problems can be solved, provided Con- defense budget as a whole. Nixon’s ABM authoriza-
gress and the administration are united in their tion passed the Senate by one vote. But in sub­
commitment to the concept. This is obviously the sequent years. Congress used the appropriations
view of countries possessing missile programs of process to destroy what it had narrowly failed to de-
thefr own, asjs shown by the virulence of their op- feat in the original authorization. Each year, the . , ...

t". t: *—z. .ZZ-. ~-zz-z iz'z:.zzz.  number of ABM sites was reduced by Congress un- overcome ABM Treaty restrictions. At this writing.
. L*„ -----------.* 1 L..1- our national priorities with respect to missile de­

counter to the longstanding strategic concept ets, aware of these pressures, were stonewalling dis- fense are the reverse of what is needed. We are talk- 
cussions on limiting their offensive buildup, then ing to Russia about modifying the existing system 
proceeding at the rate of more than 200 long-range without having as yet decided what program best 

serves our security and that of our allies.
Until we haw chosen the appropriate national
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February 18, 2000

MEMORANDUM FOR T PRESIDENT

FROM: SIDNEY BLUMENTHAL

SUBJECT: The Last Years of the Presidents

Eisenhower’s Decline

Eisenhower’s last year was marked by economic stagnation, foreign policy humiliation at 
the hands of the Soviets, and strained relations with his vice president, Richard Nixon, 

The point here is not to play a game of king of the hill, or to exalt one president over 
another. Nor is it to measure presidencies merely by popularity. Rather, the historical 
structure of the presidents’ final years strongly suggests the salience of certain issues and 
themes. Both Eisenhower’s and Reagan's vice presidents sought to succeed them, and in 
both cases these elements were major factors in determining the outcome. The pattern of 
the past may be something of a guide to the coming months. In the enclosed chart, the 
spikes and dips represent the jagged outlines of the politics of late-term presidents.

Between Franklin D. Roosevelt and Bill Clinton there have been two presidents who 
filled out two terms. Their last years in office provide the only relevant reference point 
for today. Presidential popularity, charted by the Gallup Poll, reveals that President 
Clinton is a far more popular president—and more popular over a far longer period—than 
Ronald Reagan was. Furthermore, President Clinton has enjoyed more consistent and 
sustained popularity than Dwight Eisenhower, who presided at a time when the 
presidency received a natural approval from the American people, in an era before the 
assassinations, race riots and the Vietnam War. The Princeton historian Sean Wilentz, in 
the enclosed article published in The New Republic, writes, “From 1945 to 1992, each 
American president saw his job approval ratings drop during his final years in office.” He 
adds, “Clinton is the great exception.”

On the eve of his second inauguration, Eisenhower reached a peak of his popularity (79 
percent). His fall began almost immediately. Throughout 1957, with the spread of a 
recession, he slipped downward. Then, with the Soviet Union's launch of Sputnik in 
October, he fell precipitously. By April 1958, he found himself at his lowest point, below 
50 percent for the first time.

THE WHITE HOUSE
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who damaged Ike’s ratings and ultimately his own political prospects by his effort to 
separate himself.

In August, asked by a reporter to give an example of Nixon’s contribution to government, 
Eisenhower replied, “If you give me a week I might think of one.” He failed to endorse 
Nixon until the GOP convention. Throughout the year, in fact, he had tried to convince 
members of his cabinet to run for the presidency against Nixon. He also was furious with 
Rockefeller. Ike had lost control of his party and was unable to set its direction.

Eisenhower entered 1960 partly restored in popularity at 66 percent. In May, the Soviets 
shot down a U-2 spy plane and captured its pilot, Francis Gary Powers. Ike, at first, 
denied that the US was engaged in such spy missions. But the Soviets paraded Powers 
before television cameras. In mid-May, the Paris summit with the Soviet Union 
collapsed. In July, the Soviets shot down another US patrol plane over the Soviet Union. 
Ike was below 50 percent again. The Democratic candidate for president, John F. 
Kennedy, charged that Eisenhower’s neglect had created a dangerous “missile gap” (a 
bogus charge, it later turned out).

Criticism of Ike for weakening defense and being too attentive to a balanced budget was 
not restricted to Democrats. New York Governor Nelson Rockefeller also made the same 
sharp claims. Rockefeller was Nixon’s chief rival within the GOP for the presidential 
nomination. In the end. Rockefeller decided not to challenge him. But he extracted a 
price. He got Nixon to agree to his broad program in what became known as the “Pact of 
Fifth Avenue,” after a meeting at Rockefeller’s apartment. For Nixon, the “pact” 
involved more than an entente with Rockefeller. It was a way for him to distinguish 
himself as more than “Ike’s boy” and to position himself against Kennedy. Eisenhower 
was so angry that he threatened not to endorse his vice president. And the splits within 
the GOP contributed to Ike’s fall in the polls that July.

In September 1960, Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev arrived at the opening of the United 
Nations General Assembly in New York, where he banged his shoe on the desk. 
Eisenhower’s rating briefly shot up to 65 percent, a rally-round-the-flag syndrome. In late 
October, he began campaigning for Nixon. It seemed that the old adoration for Ike was 
back. He had been senescent for so long that his dramatic campaign appearances, flashing 
the famous smile and waving his arms, made it seem that he had come alive again. But 
Nixon asked him to stop his campaigning, upon receiving a private request from 
Eisenhower’s wife and doctor, worried that he might have Another heart attack. 
Eisenhower refused to help Nixon further. Ike’s spike upward in early October swiftly 
depressed, even during his brief flurry of campaigning, and his polls went flat. Nixon lost 

by a razor-thin margin.

Eisenhower, the military hero of World War II, who was elected president on the promise 
of peace, was seen as a foreign policy bumbler. Confusion on the question ot peace only 
made his economic management more suspect. Had there been a calm international 
environment, Nixon could have projected the issues of peace and prosperity with clarity, 



Reagan’s Rescue
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With the economy roaring, Reagan shot up, in May 1986, to his highest point—68 
percent. But when the Iran-contra scandal was exposed in November, he suffered the 
single biggest drop of a president on record, falling to 47 percent. He hovered mostly 
below 50 percent for a year and a half. It seemed that there was nothing he could do to 
save himself. His rescue required the intervention of an outside force, a deus ex machina.

presented himself forthrightly as Ike’s successor, and would almost certainly have won 
the election.

The last year of Ronald Reagan’s presidency, which included many similar problems of 
succession, offers a sharp contrast.

Reagan’s ratings stayed in the low fifties through the election. His convention speech was 
instrumental in defining the winning theme that George Bush seemed incapable of 
articulating. Reagan began inauspiciously, blurting inadvertently, “Facts are stupid 
things.” (He meant to say “stubborn things.”) But he went on to say, “Now, we hear talk 
that it’s time for a change...We are the change.” He referred to “Mr. Gorbachev,” and 
concluded, “The work must continue.” With this flourish, he captured the theme of 
continuity and change for the Republicans. It proved enough to help lift Bush into the 

presidency.

Since Mikhail Gorbachev’s accession to power as the new Soviet leader in March 1984, 
Reagan had not known how to handle him. But in June 1988 Reagan went on location to 
Moscow, where he announced that “of course” the Cold War was over and that the “evil 
empire,” Reagan’s most memorable phrase, was from “another time.” (Reagan reflected: 
“In the movie business actors often get what we call typecast...Well, politics is a little 
like that too. So I’ve had a lot of time and reason to think about my role.”) His numbers 
suddenly went up to 54 percent.

It is important to note that Reagan’s recovery was relatively marginal. He never 
politically returned to the only period in which he enjoyed widespread popularity, from 
the spring of 1983 until November 1986. Yet the modesty of his comeback was still 
enough to build a plausible case of continuity for Bush. And after the election of his vice 
president Reagan rose for a moment to 63 percent, lending him a triumphant aura, as if he 

had always been beloved.

Reagan, the old conservative cold warrior, who had won two elections campaigning 
against the evil empire, transformed the peace issue by linking himself to Gorbachev and 
declaring the Cold War over. Reagan made peace and prosperity available to Bush, doing 
a superior job to Bush himself in basing his candidacy on those twin themes. What 
Eisenhower failed to do for Nixon, Reagan provided for Bush.



Lessons for 2000

The key political elements for 2000 are already in place.

Third, the economy continues its unprecedented expansion.

4

Second, there is no foreign policy crisis. Without the Cold War, there is no major 
adversary.

The confluence of these factors is now beginning to become apparent, as the CBS/ATw 
York Times poll of February 17 shows—an even race with underlying trends moving in 
the Democrat’s favor. But these factors cannot left be to their own devices, as though 

First, after Al Gore’s impending defeat of Bill Bradley, party coherence will be greater 
than in any previous cycle when the nomination was open. Bradley’s challenge, 
moreover, has not been on any fundamental ideological ground. It is more attitudinal than 
political. There is not a polarizing issue to widen an already existing schism within the 
party, like Vietnam. Bradley’s effort to draw support from a rejection of the President has 
itself been rejected.

Fourth, Gore is promoting the achievements of the administration as the basis for future 
progress. Unlike Nixon in 1960, he has no need to separate himself from the president’s 
policies. Ike named Nixon as his vice presidential candidate as a sop to the Republican 
right, to have a Californian and a younger man on the ticket. Eisenhower never respected 
or trusted Nixon. Bush became Reagan's running mate as an act of political convenience, 
not shared perspective. This put Bush in the awkward position of having to embrace 
Reagan while trying to distance himself (as in his call for a “kinder, gentler” country). 
Gore, unlike Nixon in 1960 and Bush in 1988, is his president’s close partner, who 
authentically carries the banner of the Clinton administration’s achievements. And, unlike 
Bush, Gore is articulate and direct in explaining why he is the new man to carry the work 
forward. The stronger the theme of continuity and change, the greater the victory and the 

mandate.

Despite the propagandists of “Clinton fatigue,” President Clinton is indisputably more 
popular than Eisenhower and Reagan, the only points of comparison. He has reversed the 
historic trend of second-term decline; and he is the only president to have done so. It may 
be that this singular feat augurs a deeper reversal, the restoration of confidence in positive 
government and an active executive. But that depends largely on the outcome of the 
election.

At the same time, the Republicans present a reverse image. First, their party is split 
politically. The congressional wing has been repudiated by the McCain candidacy. 
Second, the GOP is split on foreign policy. Third, the GOP is split on economics, 
particularly on the question of tax cuts. In short, the Republicans carry the burdens that 
have led to presidential defeats in the past.
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The Republicans and Bush in particular have declared that the election will be a 
referendum on the Clinton presidency. If they win, they will claim their victory was a 
reaction against it. The issue, according to the Republicans, is this: Do the American 
people vindicate and extend the Clinton era or do they bring it to an end? The overriding 
question for the President and the Vice President—seen in the light of the Eisenhower 
and Reagan examples—is how they will affect that referendum.

there will be an inevitable unfolding of events. The public will perceive complacency as 
smugness, then as arrogance.

The Democratic Party is emerging from the primaries relatively unscathed. The 
congressional and presidential wings are in harmony. There has not been a time since 
arguably 1975, or even 1965, when the country and the Democratic agenda were in 
convergence.

The Republicans, by contrast, will leave the primaries badly battered. The McCain 
insurgency has split their party and greatly discredited its congressional and regular 
wings. Bush, representing the governors and the regulars, kept a distance from the 
congressional leadership. But McCain, running as a maverick, took on all of them, 
leaving them in pieces. The Republicans have no program or strategy for retaining the 
House, except a dependent reliance on Bush’s pulling power.

Eisenhower, compounding his difficulties, tarnished his luster. Reagan, through the Cold 
War endgame and his rhetorical skill, magically enhanced his stature. Because of Nixon’s 
defeat in 1960, there is no historical reference to an Eisenhower era. Reagan, however, 
currently enjoys a greater historical reputation than he deserves because he was 
vindicated through the ambiguous medium of George Bush.

The President’s prospect is better at the beginning of his last year than it was for either 
Eisenhower or Reagan. He has entered what may be a virtuous cycle, if it can be kept in 
perpetual motion. Inescapably, Gore is viewed as a proxy and an extension. The better 
Gore performs, the better the President looks. Gore’s rise, documented in polls, reflects 
favorably on the President, giving him more room to lift up Gore. And the better the 

President does, the better Gore looks.

For 2000, simplicity, clarity and consistency of message are paramount. Proliferating 
issues may have an effect other than highlighting an active executive, who, after all, is 
not running. If the issues are not tightly framed, they can create a diffuse impression. In 
setting the agenda, the President must insure that every issue is subsidiary to the grand 
themes of advancing peace, deepening prosperity and building another decade of 
progress. Beyond that, on a political level, the balance must be struck between continuity 

and change.

Obviously, the President should brandish foreign policy to enhance his prestige and 
stature. The Eisenhower and Reagan experiences could not be more telling on that point. 
And, obviously, the schisms within the Republican Party must be exacerbated, especially 
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on tax cuts and (after China WTO) internationalism. But there are also other potential 
pitfalls, including the danger of being drawn into legislative wear-and-tear and the overly 
drawn complexity of the administration's stance on trade.

The Republican Congress the President faces has been in great part discredited, even 
within its own party. It is the opposite of the dynamic force he encountered in 1995-96, 
during his reelection campaign, when Republicans still envisioned the Congress as their 
vanguard. The Republican presidential candidate will want the President to be mired in 
protracted unresolved conflict with the Congress as a distraction and to drag down his job 
performance numbers. In effect, the Republican nominee must triangulate to have a 
chance. So the President must use the Congress to highlight the Democratic agenda, pass 
certain signal pieces of legislation, and split the opposition to illustrate their lack of 
direction, program and cohesion. Above all, he must avoid the tar pit.

Barring unforeseen crises, the one issue that has the most potential of confusing the 
public and splitting the Democrats is trade. It is the weakest point. Since the disaster in 
Seattle, the administration’s position has been defensive, argumentative and abstract. 
Pushing trade apart from concrete proposals has invariably led to setbacks—fast-track 
being the notable example. Trade cannot persuasively be promoted only as a process. 
And just talking about trade as a general proposition fosters an increasingly murky 
political atmosphere. Trade clouds up the administration’s foreign policy, sometimes 
even appearing to substitute for it, rather than being understood as one of its instruments. 
And talking about trade in the abstract casts a shadow over the economic success story. 
Administration pleas for a hearing on trade suggest that it is ineffective, implicitly 
reinforcing the notion that it has had little to do with the economy. The rhetoric 
surrounding trade, stressing “global integration” and “rules of the road,” is arcane and 
impenetrable to most people.

The case for trade should not be made in the abstract, but only in relation to China WTO. 
While all the usual arguments should be made about our interests, the issue should be 
framed above all as a foreign policy one. That enables the moral component to be brought 
to bear. It is about whether we will have a lasting peace with China, the largest nation in 
the world and an emerging power in the 21st century. Trade is an instrument of our policy 
of peace. It combines our interests and our values. Our ultimate goal is not merely trade; 
it is peace, which promotes not only prosperity but democracy. Indeed, the focus of our 
entire foreign policy is peace. The ending of the Cold War has not meant that the 
American people think of foreign policy apart from questions of war and peace. The 
President’s most favorable image remains that of peacemaker. Other arguments, of 
course, must be made for trade, including that trade means continued economic growth 
and opportunity. But if peace is not the first argument then the President will have 
dispensed with one of the most powerful themes that serve all presidents, especially in 

their last year.
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According to many of our top editorialists, the nation is gripped 
by something called "Clinton fatigue." After seven long years, 
voters are fed up with our "truth-twisting" president (the phrase 
is John McCain's), and they can't wait for him to clear out of 
Washington. It is this lingering distaste, the pundits argue, that 
explains the dynamics of the 2000 presidential race. As an 
antidote to Bill Clinton, voters want character; they want 
straight talk; they are sick of politics as usual. This accounted 
for Bill Bradley's surge last fail, and it now accounts for 
McCain's even more remarkable rise over the past two weeks.

1.w „

The model has an elegant simplicity. But it 
rests on a fictional premise. By every 
meaningful standard, statistical and 
historical, Clinton fatigue is an utter hoax. It 
is the latest sign of the growing gap between 
what the public actually thinks and what the 
pundits claim the public thinks. In fact, over 
time, Clinton has become more popular, not
less. That so many intelligent writers assume 

the opposite tells us exactly nothing about Clinton. It tells us a 
great deal, however, about the dogma-cursed state of American 
political commentary.

From 1945 to 1992, each American president saw his 
job-approval ratings drop during his final years in office. The 
Korean War so undermined Harry Truman's popularity that he 
decided not to run for reelection in 1952. Vietnam did the same 
for Lyndon Johnson in 1968. Wretched disapproval (and 
almostcertain impeachment) led Richard Nixon to resign in 
1974. Stagflation, the Iran hostage crisis, and "malaise" sent 
Jimmy Carter's numbers tumbling before Ronald Reagan 
clobbered him in 1980. Reagan's popular support went into free 
fall during the Iran-Contra scandal and never really recovered. 
George Bush, prior to his defeat in 1992, saw his approval 
ratings plunge from their peak just after the Gulf war. Even the 
likable Dwight Eisenhower saw his ratings slip sharply during 
his sluggish second term.
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Clinton is the great exception. After hovering in the mid-50s 
during the months after his reelection, his approval ratings have 
averaged in the low to mid-60s ever since-reaching 69 percent 
at the height of the impeachment crisis and never dipping 
below 56 percent. By contrast, Ronald Reagan's numbers 
plummeted from 63 percent in October 1986 to 40 percent in 
February 1987 and then were barely nudged above the halfway 
mark until after the 1988 elections.
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Commentators are quick to note that Clinton's approval ratings 
drop abruptly when the question turns from job performance to 
character. But poll data only matter insofar as they predict 
elections, and, when it comes to elections, Clinton's high 
job-approval numbers are far more predictive than his low 
personal-approval ones. And, like the job-approval numbers, 
the trend at the polls has generally been up.

Clinton has now been the dominant figure in four national 
elections. In 1992, he won the presidency, in a three-way race, 
with 43 percent of the popular vote. In 1994, of course, the 
Gingrich Republicans routed the president and his party, 
turning a large Democratic congressional majority into a GOP 
majority. But two years later Clinton not only rebounded from 
1994 but surpassed his showing in 1992, winning 49 percent of 
the popular vote in another three-way race. In 1998, against 
media predictions, he did even better, and the Democrats 
gained five seats in the House. The last time a second-term 
president's party did so well in an off-year election was 1822.

Now consider 2000. Last fall, the press was filled with 
suggestions that Clinton fatigue was killing Al Gore. But last 
fall, if you'll remember, Gore was frantically distancing himself 
from the president-telling every interviewer who would listen 
how much he disapproved of Clinton's behavior and engaging 
in elaborate rhetorical contortions to avoid mentioning the 
president's name on the stump. Since December, he has started 
forthrightly claiming credit for the Clinton administration's 
accomplishments, and he has soared, winning in both Iowa and 
New Hampshire. To be sure, part of Gore's success stems from 
his campaign shake-up and from Bradley's early timidity. And,
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week, Fouad Ajami spun tales of the new economy. Sean VWents

Dear Village: A letter to my people.
Nashville Dispatch: Ryan Lizza proves that the Reform Party can, in
fact, get crazier.
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Chart sources: Gallup Poll; Washington Post-ABC; NBC-WSJ; ABC; WSJ; NY 

Times-CBS; Newsweek. Chart by Nigel Holmes.

to be sure, Democratic primary voters are the least 
Clinton-fatigued people around. But the fact remains that, at 
the ballot box as in the job-approval ratings, evidence for 
Clinton fatigue is scarce. Even McCain, whose recent rise 
pundits credit to his anti-Slick-Willie persona, beat George W. 
Bush in New Hampshire with a tax plan that his opponents 
ridiculed (and that he at one point acknowledged) as 
Clintonian.

Party is doomed.

Currently (02.28.00 issue):
Favorite Son? John B. Judis reports from Arizona, where the 
character issue makes people vote against McCain. 
Improbable Cause: Jonathan Chait on the crumbling Michigan 
firewall.
The Editors: Cloning is almost here. Does Washington care?

Why, then, does Clinton fatigue get so much press? Because 
today's commentators are afflicted with two types of denial. On 
the right, there is negative denial, a stubborn refusal to concede 
Clinton's success in bringing about the OOP's current disarray. 
On the left, there is positive denial, characterized by absolutist 
assertions of outmoded doctrine coupled with distortions of 
Clinton's record. Negative denial helps explain conservative 
pundits' sudden enthusiasm for McCain as the "un-Clinton." 
Positive denial helps explain leftist pundits' enthusiasm for the 
inert Bradley.

Though distinct, these two types of anti-Clinton denial have 
much in common. In both instances, political frustration breeds 
political self-delusion. In both instances, normally shrewd 
analysts ridicule a president who has proven their nostrums 
wrong. In both instances, the experts, having persuaded 
themselves that Clinton fatigue truly exists, attempt to pass the 
fraud off on a resistant public. Amd, most remarkably, in both 
instances, the fraud gets perpetrated not merely by the usual 
gang of talk-radio demagogues and cable-TV blowhards but by 
some of the ablest intellectuals and editors in the land. Who 
these intellectuals are, how they operate, and what the 
Clinton-fatigue fraud portends for the future will be the 
subjects of next week's TRB.

Recently:
Elsewhere in this week's issue, Franklin Foer examines a 
phenomenon closely tied to Clinton fatigue: McCain chic. In TRB last
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February 28, 2000

Bill:Dear Preside

I very much hoping you are planning a Farewell Address, and -

Love,

I think this is an area where your record is superlative, it 
really does encompass so much of what you did accomplish and tried . 
to accomplish, and presumably it is an area where you will continue 
to offer leadership in the future.

.-'.C

' ■b - O C-.

The more I think about it, the more I think you should focus 
therein on race, and how far we still fall from egalitarianism, and 
what can and must be done in the 21st Century.
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Dear President ('I in ton

You

U
4

Afncan-Amencan community, Mt Sinai, was closed last month

Hundreds of dedicated employees., including doctors and nurses, arc being thrown out of work
and tens of thousands of Clevelanders arc being denied accessible health care With the
exception of the status of Deaconess Hospital, the Cleveland Clinic stands to benefit directly

I here is no reason the Cleveland Clinic is spending good money to buy St. Michael's and Mt

use

It wants to eliminate existing competitive facilities by purchasing them and taking them out of
operaiion, so they cannoi be utilized by competitors.

Hundreds of community hospitals are being closed nationally. The poor, the disadvantaged, and

^incerely,

Dennis J. Kucinich

60

Sinai East, two hospitals it docs not want to use, except to make sure that no one else can use 
them, it is forcing more and more people to become patients in the Clinic's own broad network

Committees:
Government Oversight
Education and Labor

'-iAS SEEN
3 -I <3 ,

community.
action, including bankruptcy proceedings, designed to force its closure.

1 4400 DETROIT AVENUE 
LakEWOOD.OhIO 44107 

(216) 228-8850 
(216) 228-6465 Fax

5983 W.54th

Parma. Ohio 44129 
(440) 845-2707

DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
10th District, Ohio

1730 Longworth Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 

(202) 225 • 5871

nlortunately, the worki-renown Cleveland Clinic is behind the effort to force St. Michael's and 
another community hospital. Mt. Sinai East, both of which are making a profit, to close. A third 
neighborhood hospital. Deaconess, is under threat of immediate closure /X fourth, serving the

have always been for those who are powerless to fight for themselves. An old working 
class neighborhood in Cleveland is threatened with the loss of the heart and soul of Us 

” ---- a 1 16 year old hospital, St Michael's. The community hospital is caught up in legal

Congress of tfje ©niteii States; 
of ftepmentatftjesf

March 14,2000

‘Bxju. -

the elderly arc finding it moie and more difficult to have access to health care. You arc the only 
one who can raise this to a level of national concern. We need your help in Cleveland. We need 
your help across America. Please help

from the closings of the other hospitals. In fact., they are purchasing both St. Michael’s and Ml 
Sinai East in order to shut them down.
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16 February 2000

Hon'ble President Clinton:

This line of terror and iniquity deserves to be wiped out.

I

Hon'ble President Clinton
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20500.

This line of terror and iniquity deserves to be wiped out. It can be erased 
peacefully by the free ascertainment ot the will of the people of the territory of the state

All Parties Hurriyet (Freedom) Conference
Raj Bagh, Srinagar Kashmir.

On the historic occasion of your visit to the sub-continent, it would have been a 
great honor for the people of Kashmir to welcome you to their land. They would have 
greeted and paid spontaneous tribute to you for your personal championship of human 
freedom and your sensitive interest in the observance of human rights.

Tragically, however, they are physically disabled from doing so. They are placed 
under an unwanted and abhorrent military occupation. A place famed for its celebrated 
scenic beauty has been turned into a theatre of suffering unparalleled in this pan of the 
world and unprecedented in Kashmir's own history. Most of the leaders ot their 
representative organization, the All Parties Hurriyet Conference (APHO. have been 
detained in India for two years without trial since Sth September 1999. the reason is that 
they exercised the democratic right asking the people to peacefully boycott the recent 
Indian parliamentary elections in the state of Jammu and Kashmir. The boycott proved a 
complete success. Needless to mention that hundreds of its senior workers and activists 
are incarcerated and tortured in Kashmir itself With the help of systematic murder, rape 
and arson -- a pattern, which preceded and has outlasted the horrors of Bosnia and 
Kosovo - the Indian authority is trying to brutalize the people into subjugation. In spite 
of all this the All Parties Hurriyet Conference with humility solicit your excellency to 
visit Kashmir. This will be a great solace to a distressed and forgotten people who have 

great expectations from your ensuing tour of the sub-continent.

The untold miseries and sufferings of our people are due to what is called the Line 
of Control in Kashmir. This line is actually the Line of conflict in Kashmir. As long as it 
will remain clamped down on the State ot Jammu and Kashmir, it will not only continue 
to impose a heavy toll of death on the people of the land, but will continue to make the 
people prisoners of physical as well as psychological uncertainty. The people have had 
no hand in creating this line. They are not resigned to its becoming some kind of a 
border. It has cut through their homes, separated families and served as a protecting wall 

for massive violations of human rights.

0
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stands as a provocation to violence which, even if curbed for a limited period, will always

by the people of Kashmir. By the expression "the people of Kashmir",

prepared not only to make constructive contributions

wii

2

i

dispute, which has in due course

volatile,'
the genuine
resolution of the Kashmir dispute.

of Jammu and Kashmir, as existed on or before 15th of August 1947. In the alternative, it 
stands as a provocation to violence which, even if curbed for a l imited period, will always 

’ reappear in one form or other with greater force and destructive potentialities

As much as the cruelty to which they have been subjugated, the virtually

I envoy 
i to settle this old 

of time attained the manifestations of a dangerous,

permissive inaction, of the great powers regarding their situation has been a cause of the 
greatest sorrow to the people of Kashmir. What makes this indifference impossible to

thought to

may'need to be revised now but their basis, the consent of the people of Kashmir, 
inviolable. Neither pragmatism nor morality sanctions the setting aside of this basis

we mean the 
on

The APHC can work out with all concerned parties the lines of a negotiated
* ). We do

grief and suffering, we are

settlement based objectively on justice, provided it is put in a position to do so 
not envision a final outcome, which will be complete victory or defeat for either India or 
Pakistan However, we do not foreclose any settlement, which will be seen to be desired 

£o7e of ev^'z^7£h f^d the part of erstwhile itate of Jammu and Kashmir 

or before 15th of August 1947. We have neither the desire nor the need to make any 

zone foist its preference over another.

The APHC is mindful of the urgings by the United States that India and Pakistan 
keep "talking to each other." It would be perverse on the part of anyone to oppose that 
course of action. But to expect a breakthrough in talks is to ask for rrnracles. We do not 
believe that all that the United Slates desires is to lend a veneer of peace and normalcy to 
a situation which in reality destroys the roots of peace and is strikingly abnormal.

The APHC reposes the hope in you that you will persuade the two governments to 
encage in focussed negotiations, in consultation with the Hurriyet Conference, about the 
pXduies to be set in motion to bring about a senlement of the dispute Despt e our 
grief and suffering, we are prepared not only to make constructive contributions to that 
Ld, but can prove our capacity to becoming a bridge between India and Pakistan.

The APHC would earnestly request your honorable self to appoint a sP®ci^ 

for the sub-continent who could recommend the ways and^ means tc

;nc:ror;;^o“oTn7^m^uSo^
nine wishes and aspirations of the people and realizing a just and lasting

understand is that the Kashmir problem is not politically an uncharted terrain about which 
no road map exists. The United Nations has at its inception devoted immense labor and 
thought to its solution. The fact cannot be gainsaid or dismissed that the terms ot 
settlement it recommended did elicit the agreement of both India and Pakistan. They 

now hut their basis, the consent of the people of Kashmir, remains



wishes of a people who

3

Mohammad Umar Farooq
Acting Chairman
All Parties Hurriyet Conference

New Delhi.

• ' i will definitely care for and gratify the 

. b«n reduced to a state *
^7e's  ̂aid sullenness, impels me and my coHeap.es to come up wtdt teques

With highest regards

basic freedoms, world peace and human ji^

and my colleagues to come up with the request
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March 13, 2000

Dear Mr. President:

Our letter is being sent as a plea for help to draw your attention to the burden 
put on American families including ours in wanting to keep the family unit 
together in raising a severely handicapped and medically fragile child in the 
home and not in an institution. Part of the American dream is to be able to 
educate and raise ones children together and participate in family outings 
and religious activities as a unit. Such is not the case in any American 
family similar to ours.

We are most fortunate to be parents of five wonderful children aged ten to 
twenty-three. Our third child, Devora, who is fourteen years old, was bom 
with agenesis of the corpus callosum (missing the bridge between the halves 
of her brain) and has central sleep apnea as well as five years ago developed 
a severe seizure disorder. Five years ago, Devora was sitting by herself, 
chewing thumb size pieces of food, holding objects, in a gait trainer, rolling 
over until she had a seizure and was taken via paramedics to our local 
hospital where upon admittance was post-dictal but had a doctor who gave 
her Phenobarbital and “lost our daughter for us.” Devora was revived and in 
a coma and on a ventilator for three days followed by a five week hospital 
stay at Children’s Memorial Hospital in Chicago wherein she lost everything 
that it took eight years to teach her to do. Devora, as of today, no longer can 
sit, chew, roll or at times even hold her head up and does not breathe when 
sleeping in turn using Bi-Pap, a portable ventilator system, to pump twelve 
breathes per minute into her while hooked to a monitoring system to 

President Bill Clinton 
Washington, D.C.

We are sorry to take of your most valuable time to read our letter but as of 
last week the Illinois Department of Services for Crippled Children (DSCC) 
suggested that they could not help us and said “try writing to the President of 
the United States and Governor of Illinois.”

Sheila and Larry Fisher 
2323 Old Glenview Road 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091 

(847)256-1824
j e n ni n cj 3
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measure her oxygen saturation and heart rate. She also even though 
medicated for seizures, seizes anywhere from twenty to thirty times in two 
hours leaving her hypotonic and in need of continual nursing care. Due to 
being low tone, her spine is now 48 degrees from normal thus causing more 
difficulties in breathing and we are investigating at this time if this is the 
cause for her sudden drops in heartrate.

We are lucky to be on the Katy Beckett Federally Funded Model Waiver 
Title XIX Program that is handled in Illinois through the Department of 
Public Aid and administered through DSCC. Through this program, Devora 
is currently getting eighty-four hours of registered nursing care per week 
unless she is out of school wherein she gets ninety-eight hours of nursing 
care. The way it is run in Illinois forces a family to go through a nursing 
agency only and not directly hire our own nurses so in turn since June, 1999, 
when Devora’s main nurse retired, we have not had Devora’s care covered 
putting the total responsible on mom (Sheila) who also manages and is 
totally responsible for my husbands business office. Larry works six days a 
week and sometimes six and a half and cannot help care for Devora.

You, Mr. President, are probably thinking by now what do they want from 
me? We are in need of your help- #1- in retrieving all our nursing hours 
which the State of Illinois does not deem as cumulative but once the week 
goes by whether or not if used, they disappear (as of today from June, 1999 
to date a total of 982.25 hours) #2- being able to hire our own nurses to staff 
Devora’s case (since not one of the agencies approved by the State of Illinois 
can staff the case completely) Our situation as of today still with the 
shortage of nurses, finds Sheila up round the clock for sixty-five hours at a 
time to care for Devora since Devora needs one on one intervention at all 
times On May 1, 1997, the Illinois Department Bureau of Comprehensive 
Health Services (BCHS) in Springfield, issued a statement from their doctors 
stating “that Devora actually needs skilled nursing care 24 hours per day but 
the mother certainly can exercise those skills.” The State also found that if 
Devora’s nursing hours were increased to 112 hours per week there would 
be a savings of $15,061.60 a month over the cost of institutionalizing her or 
a savings of $180,739.20 a year but again the State ruled against an increase 
putting the burden on breaking apart the family. #3-Devora’s nursing hours 
increased so that our family unit can stay intact and Devora can receive the 
love and nurturing only available in the family setting and not be at risk for 

i nstitutional ization.



Respectfully yours,

We are appreciative of any help and suggestions as to whom we may turn to 
in an effort to keep our daughter Devora medically stable and at home with 
us where she belongs, since a child like her thrives on family love and 
interactions with her siblings since her world knows of nothing else.

Sheila and Larry Fisher

Thanking you in advance for your help and awaiting to here from you, we 

are,
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March 17, 2000

Dear Mr. President,

Thinking about our conversation last week, here is sorm

-s>. c .

dllUll.

I will help any way I can.

_____--------Swarfce--

• Please forgive my directedness, but I believe you owe it to Wes to let him to pick up 
Karadzic before he’s relieved of his duty next month. There are very few other things 
you can do to ameliorate the disgrace of his being relieved early. Frankly, giving him 
an award doesn’t go very far, although it’s better than nothing. Letting him do the job 
you sent him to do would mean much more.

• The French are not going to help us get Karadzic. 7 
that, but only if you instruct them to do it, since the 
who do not want to. The same forces that undermin 
undermined your goals of apprehending Karadzic, 
If you instruct the Pentagon to pick up Karadzic, if 
immediately. My information is that he is still livi 
support and protection are low. Our troops can me 
country than previously. There might be some bre 
what? It would be mended.

• The French are internally divided re. the war crim
Chirac would be pleased to get some credit for this opci
is opposed by the French defense establishment, who consider apprehending war 
criminals penny ante and not worth the effort or risk. As you know, that thinking is 
ironically defeating. Without a sense of justice, the state remains in turmoil, and the 
troops must remain.

• I would hate to think of these war criminals outlasting your two terms. That would 
be a travesty. Apprehending Karadzic would send a direct message to Milosevic, 
turning up the heat, and making it more likely that he will leave, or that someone will 
take up the offer about which and I spoke. Please finish the job in the Balkans to 
which you have devoted so much time and effort - and devoted so much of your self. 
Your team can do this, if you tell them to.

Send to Burkhardt for reply? 

Yes . 

No

4cp bo>c^
Uwvca ■ "S .0 •
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aJ AJSC- 
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March 17, 2000

Dear Mr. President,

Thinking about our conversation last week, here is some follow-up: 

I will help any way I can.

■—Swarfce-

.0 •

• The French are internally divided re. the war criminals. There is some indication that 
Chirac would be pleased to get some credit for this operation. As in our country, he 
is opposed by the French defense establishment, who consider apprehending war 
criminals penny ante and not worth the effort or risk. As you know, that thinking is 
ironically defeating. Without a sense of justice, the state remains in turmoil, and the 
troops must remain.

• Please forgive my directedness, but I believe you owe it to Wes to let him to pick up 
Karadzic before he’s relieved of his duty next month. There are very few other things 
you can do to ameliorate the disgrace of his being relieved early. Frankly, giving him 
an award doesn’t go very far, although it’s better than nothing. Letting him do the job 
you sent him to do would mean much more.

• The French are not going to help us get Karadzic. The US military can overcome
that, but only if you instruct them to do it, since there are strong forces in our military 
who do not want to. The same forces that undermined Wes Clark have for years 
undermined your goals of apprehending Karadzic, Mladic, and, ultimately, Milosevic. 
If you instruct the Pentagon to pick up Karadzic, if could be done almost 
immediately. My information is that he is still living 18 miles from Sarajevo. His 
support and protection are low. Our troops can move much more freely in the 
country than previously. There might be some broken china with the French. So 
what? It would be mended.

• I would hate to think of these war criminals outlasting your two terms. That would 
be a travesty. Apprehending Karadzic would send a direct message to Milosevic, 
turning up the heat, and making it more likely that he will leave, or that someone will 
take up the offer about which and I spoke. Please finish the job in the Balkans to 
which you have devoted so much time and effort - and devoted so much of your self. 
Your team can do this, if you tell them to.

0^*5 -OO 
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An additional two thoughts:

SwanCe<

• I expect you’ll be in New York for the UN Millenium meeting in September. I hope 
you’ll come to the State of the World Forum (founded by Gorbachev), which will be 
going on a few blocks away, to take credit for Women Waging Peace and the other 
women’s initiatives you have supported over the years. (Interagency Council on 
Beijing Follow Up; Vital Voices: Women in Democracy; Bosnian Women’s Initiative 
and other iterations in East Timor, Rwanda, etc.) I will talk with your scheduler, but 
as you know, it makes a big difference if you indicate to him/her some interest. (By 
the way, Marion Wright Edelman was the chair of the Forum a couple of years ago. 
You can think of it as a Davos that isn’t focused on economics as much as overall 
world well-being. There are usually a string of Nobel Laureates speaking, and there 
will be several heads of state during the course of the week. They will schedule 
around your availability.)

• Harvard’s Memorial Church (Peter Gomes) would like you to deliver their Peabody 
Address in April. I hope you can come. That would also be a fine occasion for you 
to mention Women Waging Peace, which is a Kennedy School initiative (although 
primarily funded by my private foundation).

My best,

■H
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Dear Mr. President:

( ^cn

Under the leadership of David French, Hot Springs, is making good progress 
revitalizing the old high school as the Clinton Cultural Campus, and through 
the efforts of Hot Springs’ Fifty for the Future, the city is in the process of 
constructing a downtown parking facility to complement the National Park.

The President
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20502-0001

I am personally interested and involved in historical restoration in Hot 
Springs. My dream is to see the Hot Springs historic downtown restored to 
its original grandeur. However, we need your help in completing the 
restoration and leasing of our Hot Springs National Park Historic Bathhouses

The First Lady’s “Save America’s Treasures” initiative has been 
tremendously successful in preserving and promoting the value of our 
nation’s historic landmarks. As Hot Springs National Park was the first ever 
land set aside for protection by the federal government, I believe it would be 
very fitting to include the historic Bath House Row in this great program. The 
Bathhouses are exactly the type of landmark that this initiative is helping to 
protect, and this project - to help restore an important part of Arkansas’ 
cultural history and a valuable asset to our state’s economy - would provide 
a special capstone to both of your outstanding legacies.

a . COURTNEY C. CROUCH. JR.

As I watched your finalzState of the Union Address on January 27, I was 
reminded of the manytonversations^Jzhave had with my close fnends^Ark 
•Monroe, Ray Smith, Tom Wynne; and Stevie Stevens relatingToTtre 
unnrecedented achievementUThat von havp accnmnlichprl rlnrino vnnr

•' r tl

PodUuJ-v-

Today, as you are aware, there has been renewed interest across the county +
in health spas, but unfortunately, we have been unable to revive this / 
important part of our state’s history. I am confident that with the proper 
resources, we could capitalize on this renewed interest and bring these 
magnificent structures back to life.

As I watched your finaLSfate
reminded of the manXconvers;

•Monroe, Ray Smitn, Tom W
unprecedented achievementslhat you have accomplished during your

Presidency. No President in our lifetime has left such a legacy of prosperity — 
and vision for what America can and should be.

A . UUUU I INt Y <

March 7, 2000



COURTNEY C. CROUCH. JR

Page 2
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Sincerely,

CCCjr/lal

My best to both you and Hillary, and I hope you will make the restoration of 
Hot Springs National Park as one of your goals this year before leaving 
office. With your leadership and support in this endeavor, together, we can 
bring back the grandeur of historic Bath House Row.

I want to extend my deep appreciation to you and your staff for allowing my 
son, Courtney, to serve you as Director of Congressional Correspondence in 
the White House Office of Legislative Affairs.

Courtney C^CroTteh? Jr. 

P.O. Box 6040
Hot Springs, AR 71902-6040

In 1990, my company was fortunate to acquire the former United States Post 
Office building from the City of Hot Springs and have restored this 
magnificent building as our Home Office. It would be an honor to show you 
our offices on one of your visits to Hot Springs.

The President
March 7, 2000
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FROM:

Letter from Dan BlackbumRE:

The CL-415 costs approximately $23 milllion per aircraft. Four states, 
Florida, California, Alaska, and Texas, have indicated an interest in the CL- 
415, but the cost is prohibitive. DOD estimates that it would cost $184M to 

As you will recall Dan Blackbum handed you a letter and news clips 
regarding an aircraft manufactured by the Montreal-based Canadair. Mr. 
Blackbum contended that Los Angeles County was the only fire prone 
county in California not to suffer serious fire loses, because they used the 
Canadair CL-415 SuperScooper fire fighting aircraft. Mr. Blackbum 
suggests that the Air National Guard in states with high fire danger be 
equipped with the CL-415.

In preparing a response to Mr. Blackburn, we obtained the following 
information. The Air National Guard (ANG) and the Air Force Reserve 
Command (AFRC) have fire fighting capability using a modular roll-on roll­
off system called the Modular Airborne Fire Fighting System (MAFFS) 
which is carried by C-130s. The US Forest Service owns and stores the 
MAFFS equipment. The ANG and/or the AFRC can partner with the US 
Forest Service to use the MAFFS equipment, only after all commercial 
tankers have been committed. Currently there are four units equipped and 
trained to support fire emergencies in North Carolina, California, Wyoming 
and Colorado. Additionally, California and North Carolina have memoranda 
of agreement with the US Forest Service to utilize MAFFS equipment for 
state fires. Congress has appropriated $6M in FY 99 and $3.5M in FY00 to 
upgrade MAFFS equipment.

X
x.

,!■/. -no SEEN
■ ' -OQ

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

x,
MEMORUNDUM FOR THE>l(ESIDENT

MARIA ECHAVE



While the CL-415 gets high marks in certain types of terrain, in rugged 
terrain they are ineffective because they are unable to fly low enough to 
make accurate drops. The CL-415 is also limited under windy conditions. 
Reportedly the best tool for urban interface fires is the Sikorsky helicopter.

buy or $20m a year to lease eight aircraft but DOD contends that there is no 
military requirement for the CL-415.

While the US Forest Service has leased some CL-415, plans currently are to 
use the Sikorsky helicopter which can carry an equal or greater amount of 

water for fire fighting.

There is agreement that in high risk areas there is a need for a number of 
different fire fighting tools because of varying types of terrain as well as 
weather conditions. While the CL-415 works very well in some areas, it is 
of limited use in others. There is no military budget for fire fighting and 
thus, because the Air Force does not see a military requirement for CL-415, 
they do not plan to acquire this aircraft.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 17, 2000

90027-1435

Dear Dan:

Thanks

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Blackburn
3611 Lowry Road
Los Angeles, California

It was great to see you during my trip to California.
for the information about the CL-415 SuperScooper fire fighting 
aircraft. I shared your letter with Maria Echaveste, my Deputy 
Chief of Staff, so that she could evaluate your proposal.

I understand your case for the SuperScooper aircraft based upon 
what you have observed in Southern California. Based upon her 
review, however, Maria tells me that the CL-415 is recognized 
as highly effective in handling certain types of terrain, but 
that it is considered ineffective in other areas because it is 
unable to fly low enough to make accurate drops. The best tool 
for urban interference fires, in fact, appears to be the Sikorsky 
helicopter, and the U.S. Forest Service plans to use the Sikorsky 
for fire fighting. As you may know, the Forest Service also is 
upgrading its Modular Airborne Fire Fighting System equipment, 
which is carried by Air National Guard and Air Force Reserve 
C-130s. The Air Force does not see a military requirement 
for the CL-415 and does not plan to acquire the aircraft.

pin 0

I assure you that we are doing all we can to find ways to 
mitigate the often tragic and destructive effects of wildland 
fires, and I was glad to get your input. It's always wonderful 
to hear from you.



January 21,2000

continues to grow rapidly. No where is this more true than in the West. With that growth

private air tanker operators using World War II aircraft with serious safety issues and

Emergency Services agencies such as California OES to be positioned for rapid response.

dan blackburn

Hon. Bill Clinton
President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

I have enclosed excerpts from the front pages of three Southern California newspapers 
because they address a public safety issue that I believe is appropriate for you to address 
in this final year of your presidency. It is the growing threat of urban/wiIdland interlace 

fires and the tools with which to fight them.

The issue is clear. The urban/wiIdland interface area of the United States has grown and 
continues to grow rapidly. No where is this more true than in the West. With that growth 
has come an expansion in the threat of wildland fire. You heard something about this 
during the Lake Tahoe environmental conference two years ago. This past year saw 
California suffer its second worst fire year in history- six deaths, more than 600 homes 
and other structures lost, almost a million acres charred and nearly a billion dollars in 

losses and suppression costs.

The only major fire prone county in California not to suffer a senous loss was Los 
Angeles Countv. Why9 Because Los Angeles County uses the modem CL-415 
SuperScooper fire fighting aircraft, as reflected in the enclosed materials. They provide 
the initial attack capabilities which save homes and lives. Yet, when the Arcadia tire 
broke out in December and Los Angeles County offered the use of their SuperScoopers to 
the U.S. Forest Service, the USFS rejected the offer. The Arcadia fire burned for four 
unnecessary davs, forcing scores of evacuations, and only the grace of God in the form ot 
a change in wind and a brief rain shower prevented loss of homes and possibly lives. 1 he 
USFS avoids using modem technology because of their quiet, sweetheart deals with 
private air tanker operators using World War II aircraft with senous safety issues and 

poor effectiveness in an urban interface situation.

Now, as a possible solution, it has been proposed that the Air National Guard be 
equipped with these modem aircraft in high fire danger states such as California, Texas, 
Nevada, Colorado, Florida, Virginia, etc. This would allow them to co-ordinate with local 
Emergency Services agencies such as California OES to be positioned for rapid response. 
This not only would be a means of preparing to avert disaster but also would fall within

3611 Io wry road

los angeles, California 90027

(323) 665-2924



Page 2

As always, it is a pleasure seeing you.

Sincerely,

Dan Blackbum

The new NASA/JPL climate analysis issued this past Wednesday forecasts a change in 
the weather patterns that will result in warmer, drier weather and increased tire danger 
throughout California, the southwest and the south over the next decade or more. Thus, 
the need for a modem approach to this issue in this new century is crucial. Many nations 
around the world already use these modem aircraft. Only the United States among major 
nations with wildland fire risks lags behind.

Politically, it is a win-win proposition. The use of the SuperScoopers by Los Angeles 
County has been enthusiastically received by the public, especially by homeowner 
organizations and others. As you can see, the aircraft are very photogenic and the media 
loves them. Local officials rush to have their pictures taken in front of them. There is no 
downside. At the same time, they meet a very real public safety need which is certain to 
increase.

your "reinventing government" program by making the Air National Guard more 
responsive to the emerging needs of the nation's changing demographics in this new 
century. This concept initially was embraced by the Vice President's office and the 
Congressional Fire Caucus nearly two years ago but there has been little follow through. 
Mona Pasquil, who worked for you in the White House and now is working on the 
Democratic Convention, also is aware of a very supportive of this concept.

I would be happv to discuss this further with vou and your staff. Direct line is 323, 665- 
6571.
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A Super Scooper airplane drops its load of water near
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2 Southland Fires Char
Thousands of Acres

1

■ Brush: Glendale-La Canada flames are held back with 
air attack. Firefighters’ efforts shift to larger Ojai blaze.

LUISSINCO Los Angeles Times 

a ground crew fighting the wildfire along a ridge in Glendale on Wednesday.
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Crews mobilize as fire season flares anew

Daily News
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 23,1999
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A SuperScooper firefighting plane makes a daybreak drop over a conflagration raging along the Glendale Freeway on Wednesc^y' 0^DarfyNms
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Pasadena Star-News
Thursday, December 23, 1999 ♦ www.pasadenastamews.com
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Hundreds of 
firefighters bat-

1 tied wind-dri­
ven brush fires.
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GLENDALE — Nearly 600 firefighters bat­
tled on the ground and in the air Wednes­
day to contain a fast-moving wildfire and 
save homes perched on steep terrain in 
Glendale and La Canada Flintridge.

After consuming about 750 acres, the 
fire was 90 percent contained by Wednes­
day afternoon, and no one was injured by 
the blaze that broke out about 9:40 p.m. 
Tuesday, said Los Angeles County Fire 
Capt. Steve Valenzuela.

While winds gusting to 50 mph acceler­

ated the flames, an exceptionally bright 
full moon helped water-dropping heli­
copters and ground crews battle the fire, 
which ultimately jumped the Glendale (2) 
Freeway and threatened homes less than a 
mile away.

At sunrise, two water-laden Super 
Scooper planes joined the air assault with 
six helicopters flying through thick smoke 
in an area choked with obstacles, includ­
ing power lines.

“The air support for this fire was essen­
tial for containment,” Valenzuela said. 
“The operation worked like a well-orches-

Please turn to FIRE / A10

hillside in La 
Canada 
Flintridge on 
Wednesday.' $BL a
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Wildfire claims 750 acres
Air support vital in containment
By Donna Huffier 
Stmt Writer
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AN AIRPLANE « 
dispenses water 
over a nearly ij: 
extinguished' %
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Hon. Bill Clinton
President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D C.
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the president has seen

The Christian Science Monitor

ideas

4

Interview/William Ury

T Challenging the

Ury is optimistic because we are beginning

tr'

Based on Tte Christian Science Monitor column....

JANE LAMPMAN

WILLIAM URY

l-'- 1101

readers themselves

u Conflict won’t go away -4n fact there

It’s clear from his high-energy-yet-re-

Ury - who led the first face-to-face ses- as young as 6 or 7 are learning peer me-

The “third side" is the alternative to ers often become the be»Uie41«qrS.and , 
t l-i- > -‘J I 1 > 4*144

J
Addresses such questions as:

1-800 331 1622

AN IDEAL GIFT FOR ANYONE WHO 
ENJOYS THE FUN OF MATHEMATICS. 
Buy a copy for a friend, a 
FAVORITE TEACHER, OR FOR YOURSELF. 
___________________________

• Why does the new year start eariier in Europe?

• How can you be elected President with just 22% 
of the vote?

• Do airplanes get lighter as passengers eat lunch?

In fact, in our increasingly interde­
pendent world, he sees "the most 
promising opportunity In 10,000 years 

ry splits his time between teach- to create a co-culture of coexistence, co- 
ing negotiation, working in con- operation, and constructive conflict."
Diet situations, and trying to cap-

The 0>atb Chat Book
Frank Morgan

By Jane Lampman
Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

This book shows that mathematics 

can be fun for everyone It grew 

out of Frank Morgan s live, call-in 

Math Chat TV show and biweekly 

Math Chat column in The Christian 
Science Monitor The questions, 
comments, and even the answers 

come largefy from the callers and

I

Includes a list of past challenge winners.

It yw wy nt iook urn suvt nt 
rvztu tun on nt mu paci. 

you could wm f1000.
124m, F>D«, 2000 :S8NOa8385-53CO> Pnc, S199S

To order cell: (8:30 am to 5:00 pm. EST)

or send your order to:
The Mathematical Association of America. 

PO. Box 91112. 

Washington DC 20090-1112.

Please use item #MCHCS when ordering

they command respect for the transformation 
they've gone through.” he says.

Ury urges all of us to get Involved. His book 
describes 10 roles we can adopt at various 
times in our dally lives to contribute to a new 
culture of coexistence: As a provider, teacher, 
or bridge-builder, one can help prevent con­
flict: as a mediator, arbiter, equalizer, or healer, 
one can help resolve conflict: and as a witness, 
referee, or peacekeeper, help contain conflict. 

Each role holds out the opportunity to do 
something other than take sides or do nothing. 
"What did we learn from Columbine?" Ury 
asks. “That so many people in the community 
knew something, but did nothing."

“Human beings have a host of emotional
coercion that has been missing in West- needs." Ury says. “If all these needs had to be 
em approaches _tp conflict resolution, subsumed in one word, it might be respect.’... 
Ury SaVs It involves people from “the Most of the wars in the world today revolve 
community" using peer power to foster a around identity and respect. By addressing 
process of dialogue and nonviolence to young people s needs for meaning and respect, 
bring about a win-win-win situation we parents, teachers and community members 
(both sides and the community benefit), can help avert violence."
He offers many examples of its effective- Ury is optimistic because we are beginning 
ness. from Boston's reduction of teen to grasp the potential of the third side - “that 
homicides to South Africa’s peaceful we can apply our innovative genius not only to 
transition to majority rule. devising new computers and jet planes, but to

On Chechnya, he would draw on the better ways of dealing with differences." 
tradition of councils of elders and weave Given who we are. we have that choice. The 
the situation into a larger context. “In- critical question, he says, is whether we will 
stead of just condemning what's going make that choice to get involved. “The third 
on, we ought to be making a proactive ef- side is us.“ 
fort to try to stimulate creation of a coun­
cil of elders in the Caucasus - with sufi- 
port from Europe. the OSCE 
(Organization for Security and Co-oper­
ation in Europel. the US, and Russia - to 
look at the problems of the region and 
begin a slow process of peacemaking."

Because of intractable conflicts such

’■ i

Pc La

‘necessity’ of conflict

What if destructive conflict were preventable - and we simply did not know it? 
What if the biggest obstacle to preventing strife lay in our own fatalistic beliefs?’

CAMBRIDGE, MASS.
he words above aren't the
words of an ivory-tower acad­
emic or a naive optimist.
They come from someone
who’s spent years at the heart
of conflict - from family strug­

gles to bitter labor strikes to such in­
tractable wars as that in Chechnya.

William Ury. an anthropologist-
turned-negotiator, has distilled the
lessons learned from two decades at the
center of many storms, and 10 years of
in-depth research, into a provocative and
surprisingly heartening message about
where the human race stands in “Getting
to Peace" (Viking. 1999). His latest book
foUows two international bestsellers on
negotiation: “Getting to Yes" and “Getting
Past No."

The new book is a challenge to the
prevailing “myth of human nature." to
the idea that violence and wars are in­
evitable. and to each of us who thinks we
aren’t In a position to do anything about
it. He sets about to show us why we can 
do something - and how.

The "why" has to do both with the
truth about us and about our times.
With all die changes taking place in the
I lid today." Dr. Ury says in an inter­

view some enormous opportunities
have opened for us to begin to take our

tllective fate back as a matter of choice."
We have the choice, he says, because

our history is not what we have beheved.
Tins myth that human beings have been

'•.lihng each other most of the time for as
: r.y as they have existed - that it’s our

■ isle nature and if you scratch the ve-
i ivlllzatlon you get a Bosnia or mldal structures of authority are break- as Chechnya, "some very hard lessons 

r l i - is fundamentally mistaken. It Ing down, and self-organizing, coopera- are being learned today," he says. One 
borne out by what we know sclen- five networks of horizontal relationships lesson is that much more needs to be 

tifically. he adds. Ury devoted years to are emerging. done to prevent them. "The war in Yii-
studying archaeological records and vis- While helping to train the worldwide goslavla was the most widely predicted 
uing with tribes that most closely resem- managers of the Ford Motor Co. in nego- conflict - ’if (President Joslp Broz] Tito 
ble our ancestors. tlation. as part of the company's shift to goes, the place collapses'." Another les-

He presents the case that for the first a new decisionmaking network. Ury was son is that, after the bloodiest century in 
99 percent of human history, the norm struck by "how often I was reminded of history, we are beginning to learn that we 
was not organized violence, but coexls- the Bushmen and other simple societies, can't win. through war anymore - both 
icnce: only in the last 1 percent did vio- Here were the most modem manage- sides lose, he says. "And the realization 
lence become the way of resolving differ- ment ideas being put into practice, yet is dawning that maybe there are ways 
ences. He describes how the change from they were reinventions of common prac- both sides can benefit" Instead.
hunter-gatherer societies to farming led tlces I had seen among hunter-gather-
from horizontal to vertical jxiwer struc- era.”
tures. to tension over fixed resources.
and thence to organized violence.

We have been maligning our ances­
tors." he says. It’s not that they weren’t
capable of violence, but they worked ture the lessons learned in the books he will be more of it because of our interde- 
hard at preventing and resolving conflict writes. He discussed his passion for pendence. he says. And we're more vul- 
- and found ways to do so. The time he peacemaking recently after leading a nerable to it But that vulnerability 
has spent with the Bushmen of the Kala- Harvard University negotiation-program means greater motivation for pursuing 
harl, the Semal tribe in Malaysia, and workshop on "Dealing with Difficult Peo- nonviolent solutions - and mobilization 
even tribes in New Guinea, have con- pie and Difficult Situations." of the third side.
vinced Ury that “if anything, we [as a It's clear from his hlgh-energy-yet-re- It's beginning to happen. When he was 
species I are Homo negotiator.'" laxed presentation style that he hasn’t in graduate school in the mld-’70s. ne-

The tribes employ a conflict manage- lost any enthusiasm for the challenge, gotlatian wasn’t a defined subject. Now 
ment system - what Ury calls “the third And how many people would relish the its being taught everywhere - unlversl- 
slde" - that is wholly pertinent to con- idea of getting involved again in negotla- ties, the corporate world, government. 
temj»rary life, he says. Thafs because Hons over the Chechen conflict? “In 10,000 schools tn this country, kids
our global society is tn many ways be- Ury-who led the first face-to-face ses- as young as 6 or 7 are learning peer me-
:oming more like earlier periods in slons of Russian and Chechen leaders dlation." Ury says. Many children didn't 
human history. With the “Knowledge Rev- after a cease-fire in 1997 - would be know there were alternatives to violence 

’utlon." we are shifting from fixed re- eager to explore a “third side" approach to help them stand up for themselves or 
urces, such as land - long fought over to the situation, he says. get respect. Now in the cities, "gang lead-
ick to an expandable resource. Pyra- — -...............-.................................. - - - -
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March 3. 2000

TO: President Bill Cli on

esident, Assimilate, Inc., Cleveland, OhioFROM: Kathy Kemp,

Dear Bill.

?> - i 5 - o oI hope to hear from yc soon!

Sincerely,

\i sA)

g>C-

K'\

-or-
- I % • o &

Fibromyalgia is a very ■ ainful, debilitating, exhausting connective tissue disorder. 
I’ve read that up to 50 ’ of people with the disorder must work either part time or 
not at all. In chronic f romyalgia. traditional pain medication, therapy, etc., do 
not help.

My ingenuity as a libr- 'an/information specialist assisted me in seeing you today! 
While Andrew and I e> hange e-mail, I did not have his phone number until 
yesterday Th<= White ouse staff with whom I’ve been in touch were gone by the 
time I heard that you ' ■ re coming to Cleveland.

i *

I had the disorder for ' years. I could not even stand to be touched due to 
excruciating unrelent ’g pain. I had tried both traditional and alternative 
therapies with little re f. I was considering suicide. I heard about a doctor, Sam 
Chachoua in Mexico t -it made vaccines for AIDS, cancer, and autoimmune 
disorders. Fibromya ia was one of his success stories. I was desperate so I 
contacted Sam. Althcgh I could not pay him, he agreed to send vaccine to me. It 
was a MIRACLE1 My t romyalgia vanished and has not returned in almost four 
years. My Primary C; ? Physician. Kenneth Klak, D.O., (216-587-6800) is able to 
see the change in my vn.

u

\
Kathy Kemp, v
3665 W.48
Cleveland, Ohio 4410/
216-961-3060

J Ctt

I wish to keep in toucl with you when you leave Office. Perhaps you’ll have more 
time to e-mail call, wri to me then.

j J. «

Sam needs money to rfect his vaccines. I know that you gave Christopher 
Reeve money for spin 1 cord research. I wish to introduce you to Sam at The 
White House. We will 'ring documents that provide insight into his work. When 
may we have an appo tnemt?

HI! I’ve had a great dr I of difficulty contacting and visiting with you since 
Andrew Friendly left. nee I have not heard from you, I’m not sure which of mty 
letters you have recei d.
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March 13 2000

D^gr C’intn.p

Sincerely

A
t

Kathy Kemp

President Bill Clinton 
The White House 
Washington D C

My book is Bitch on V Oee/s Memoirs & Smiles from a Woman with Cerebral Palsy. I am 
a woman whose 'birth-day' ni’t was a severe physical disability—cerebral palsy. Despite this, I 
have two master's degrees own my own business and home, was awarded a government 
grant share a nineteen-yec- relationship with my lover, travel by myself, and have had more 
adventures than most peop'm

Bitch on Wheels descr -os how I sensitize people (whether they want me to or not) to 
disability It illustrates my e oeriences with sexuality, education, the medical profession, and 
politics I live my life in spi* cf my disability and have the chutpah to speak my mind.

I crashed into the Whr House am actively involved in politics, and was honored as a 
special guest at the President Bill Clinton s Second Inauguration. My memoirs describe my 
metamorphous from a shy, compliant child into an assertive college student, my painful first 
sexual experience my reci leration from a double diskectomy at the home of a gay osteopath 
friend whom I met only four months previously, and my constant battle with do-gooders who 
know what s best for me

Broken three-wheel sc mters three lost battery chargers in one business trip, and a 
friendship with President C’mton are routine for this "bitch on wheels " The book I am proposing 
is written to inspire both no disabled and disabled people to look at a disability as a challenge 
rather than an obstacle C ’ isty Brown s insightful autobiography and Oscar-wining film, My 
Left Foot explores life for a ?an with cerebral palsy in 1930 s Ireland: Anne Finger’s Past Due: 
A Story of Disability Pregn ncy and Birth discusses post-polio syndrome and freedom of choice 
in the 'ate 1980 s and .ear-Dominique Bauby’s The Diving Bell and the Butterfly explores an 
intelligent mmd trappec m r motionless oody in 1990's France Bitch on Wheels details how my 
perseverance and sense o iumor albeit facing new physical challenges and intractable pain 
that accompany cerebral p 'm/ in middle age. have created an achievement-oriented woman 
who rarely accepts "no" for m answer

May I send detailed ; book proposal or synopsis to you?

'I'.-h 
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 17, 2000

72001

Dear Amy:

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Bess
Post Office Box 93
Adona, Arkansas

Thank you for getting in touch with me. I was 
so pleased to learn that your surgery went well 
and that you are feeling better.

Hillary and I send our very best wishes to you 
and your family. God bless you.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 17, 2000

37381-5700

Dear Steven:

Sincerely,

A.

Mr. Steven Kirby
468 Bill Miller Road
Spring City, Tennessee

Thank you for writing to me about your efforts 
to obtain Social Security benefits. I am glad 
my staff was able to assist you in getting the 
benefits to which you are entitled.

Hang in there. Hillary and I are keeping you 
in our thoughts and prayers.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WAS HINGTON

Po
March 13,2000

FROM:

CC:

CARHART V. STENBERGSUBJECT:

>1JOHN PODESTA
CHIEF OF STAFF 
MARIA ECHAVESTE 
DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF

This is a follow-up to our previous memorandum to you regarding whether you should 
instruct the Solicitor General to file an amicus curiae brief in Carhart v. Stenberg, the case 
addressing the constitutionality of the Nebraska law proscribing dilation and extraction (D & X) 
abortions commonly known as “partial-birth” abortions. Our original memorandum to you 
recommended that we not file because the grounds of the lower court decision invalidating the 
Nebraska law were not the same as the grounds of our opposition to proposed parallel federal 
legislation. Recent developments, however, suggest that there may be some need to reassess our 
initial recommendation.

1 Because the D & X procedure is used in both second and third trimester operations, our legislative position, as 
currently maintained, is not properly described as an objection to only so-called “late-term” abortions.

BETH NOLAN 
COUNSEL 
BILL MARSHALL^ 

DEPUTY COUNSEL

' sT * C 4

* -co

(0 O i

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

/

As our earlier memorandum indicated, the Eighth Circuit invalidated the Nebraska 
statute on the grounds that it imposed an undue burden on a woman’s right to choose by 
prohibiting a procedure used in second trimester abortions. Our legislative position, on the other 
hand, has been that we would support a bill if it contained an exception for a serious threat to a 
woman’s health. The implication of our legislative stance is that we would support restrictions 
on partial-birth (D & X) abortions even if performed in the second trimester.1 We were, 

therefore, concerned that if we filed a brief supporting the Eighth Circuit’s holding, we would 
undercut our legislative position. Conversely, if we filed a brief consistent with our legislative 
position, we would undercut the decision of the Eighth Circuit and the legal arguments of the 
groups opposing the statute.



Since the time of our original communication to you, HHS has submitted a memorandum 
to the Solicitor General recommending that a brief be filed, and we have been informed that 
Secretary Shalala is strongly committed to this action. At the same time, the groups have 
actively lobbied the White House, including the Offices of the Chief of Staff, Vice President, 
First Lady, Public Liaison, and Counsel, to become involved in the case. The groups have made 
clear that they would consider our not filing a serious breach of our commitment to freedom of 
choice. In this respect they note that the Reagan and Bush Justice Departments participated on 
the other side in every abortion case heard by the Supreme Court during their tenure.

First, we could submit a brief that raises both the woman’s health claim and the 
vagueness/overbreadth claim. This position has the advantage of allowing us to file without 
moving us from our legislative position (other than suggesting that, in light of intervening cases, 
we now believe that the language to which we initially ascribed is unconstitutionally 
overbroad).3 The advantage of not abandoning our legislative stance, however, is also 
potentially its weakness. If we suggest (either implicitly or explicitly) that a narrowly tailored 
restriction would be permissible, we risk weakening the broader legal case against the Nebraska 
statute by not adopting the obvious position that the law is unconstitutional simply because it 
intrudes into the second trimester. Raising the vagueness/overbreadth argument, however, may 
allow us to finesse this issue in a way that raising the health claim alone would not. A well- 
constructed argument that the law is unconstitutional because it would prohibit D & E 
procedures in the second trimester may not show our hand that we would find a second trimester 
restriction on a pure D & X procedure permissible. Whether a brief can be successfully crafted 
along these lines, however, is not clear. We may need to review a completed draft to determine 
whether threading the needle in this manner is possible.

2 Some of the groups contend that drafting language distinguishing D & X from D & E procedures may not be 
possible. Under this theory, any ban on the D & X procedure would also limit the availability of the D & E method.
1 The language of the Nebraska statute was patterned after the federal bill.

HHS and the groups have also argued that participation in this case is important because 
of vagueness/overbreadth problems in the statutory language describing the partial-birth (D & X) 
restriction. Recent cases striking down partial-birth (D & X) restrictions (including Carhart} 
have found, in part, that the statutory language used to describe the procedure is vague and 
overbroad. Specifically, the cases hold that language aimed at prohibiting the D & X procedure 
may also cover certain dilation and evacuation (D & E) procedures- the procedures most widely 
used in second trimester abortions. On this basis, the groups argue that if the Court were to 
uphold the Nebraska statute, it would result in limiting the availability of a broad range of 
abortion services for pregnant women and would not merely prohibit one arguably objectionable 
procedure.2

In light of these developments, there has been a growing consensus among key staff that 
we should revisit the question of whether or not to file a brief in this case. We do not believe it 
advisable to file a brief that tracks our legislative position and argues only that the Nebraska 
statute is unconstitutional solely because it does not have a health exception. Submitting a brief 
along these lines would clearly weaken the legal case against the Nebraska statute and would not 
serve any other interest. Three other options, however, are available.



Third, we could stay the course and not file a brief.

DECISION:

Do not file a brief.

Meet to discuss.

Ask the Solicitor General to draft a brief raising only the health and vagueness 
arguments and postpone final decision until the draft is reviewed.

File a brief, which argues the law is unconstitutional because it intrudes into the 

second trimester.

Second, we could follow the Eighth Circuit and argue that the law is unconstitutional 
because any intrusion into the second trimester (including even a narrowly tailored restriction on 
the D & X procedure) would be impermissible.4 This is the strongest and probably soundest 

legal argument. Moreover, if D & X cannot be statutorily distinguished from D & E 
procedures,5 this approach may be the most necessary to protect the woman’s right to choose. 
The problem is that this approach differs from the implicit position in our legislative stance. 
Again, however, there may be some room to maneuver. None of our veto messages actually 
stated that we would sign a law that restricted second trimester abortions. The statements stated 
only that we would not sign a law that did not have the woman’s health exception.

The viability of any of these options depends upon the interrelationship between a 
number of legal, policy and political factors. The option of submitting a brief that raises both 
health and vagueness/overbreadth arguments could provide some of the political benefits of 
participation and, if properly crafted, could also provide helpful legal guidance to the Court. It 
also, however, could be risky both legally and politically if not artfully crafted and the full 
evaluation of this option may not be possible until a draft is completed. The option of filing a 
brief arguing that the law is unconstitutional because it restricts second trimester abortions is, 
from a purely legal standpoint, clearly the best course because it advances the strongest and 
cleanest legal argument. This approach, however, suggests some movement from our legislative 
stance. The option of not filing a brief allows us to remain the most consistent with our previous 
position. It may, however, expose us to considerable criticism from our allies and would, of 
course, preclude our ability to influence what may become an important precedent.

4 This option, of course, does not preclude also raising the vagueness and woman’s health claims.
5 There is conflicting medical opinion on this point.
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This is a follow-up to our previous memorandum to you regarding whether you should 
instruct the Solicitor General to file an amicus curiae brief in Carhart v. Stenberg, the case 
addressing the constitutionality of the Nebraska law proscribing dilation and extraction (D & X) 
abortions commonly known as “partial-birth” abortions. Our original memorandum to you 
recommended that we not file because the grounds of the lower court decision invalidating the 
Nebraska law were not the same as the grounds of our opposition to proposed parallel federal 
legislation. Recent developments, however, suggest that there may be some need to reassess our 
initial recommendation.
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As our earlier memorandum indicated, the Eighth Circuit invalidated the Nebraska 
statute on the grounds that it imposed an undue burden on a woman’s right to choose by 
prohibiting a procedure used in second trimester abortions. Our legislative position, on the other 
hand, has been that we would support a bill if it contained an exception for a serious threat to a 
woman’s health. The implication of our legislative stance is that we would support restrictions 
on partial-birth (D & X) abortions even if performed in the second trimester.1 We were, 

therefore, concerned that if we filed a brief supporting the Eighth Circuit’s holding, we would 
undercut our legislative position. Conversely, if we filed a brief consistent with our legislative 
position, we would undercut the decision of the Eighth Circuit and the legal arguments of the 

groups opposing the statute.

Your advisers have met again on 
this issue and ask that you not 
make a decision at this time. 
You should regard this memo as 
informational. You will get a new 
memo soon.

1 Because the D & X procedure is used in both second and third trimester operations, our legislative position, 
currently maintained, is not properly described as an objection to only so-called “late-term abortions.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WAS HINGTON

March 13,2000

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRE

FROM:

%
CO:

N

CARHART V. STENBERGSUBJECT:

JOHN PODESTA
CHIEF OF STAFF 
MARIA ECHAVESTE 
DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF

BETH NOLAN 
COUNSEL 
BILL MARSHALL^ 

DEPUTY COUNSEL

This is a follow-up to our previous memorandum to you regarding whether you should 
instruct the Solicitor General to file an amicus curiae brief in Carhart v. Stenberg, the case 
addressing the constitutionality of the Nebraska law proscribing dilation and extraction (D & X) 
abortions commonly known as “partial-birth” abortions. Our original memorandum to you 
recommended that we not file because the grounds of the lower court decision invalidating the 
Nebraska law were not the same as the grounds of our opposition to proposed parallel federal 
legislation. Recent developments, however, suggest that there may be some need to reassess our 
initial recommendation.

•NT

B, - I 8 ' OO

1 Because the D & X procedure is used in both second and third trimester operations, our legislative position, as 
currently maintained, is not properly described as an objection to only so-called “late-term” abortions.

As our earlier memorandum indicated, the Eighth Circuit invalidated the Nebraska 
statute on the grounds that it imposed an undue burden on a woman’s right to choose by 
prohibiting a procedure used in second trimester abortions. Our legislative position, on the other 
hand, has been that we would support a bill if it contained an exception for a serious threat to a 
woman’s health. The implication of our legislative stance is that we would support restrictions 
on partial-birth (D & X) abortions even if performed in the second trimester.1 We were, 

therefore, concerned that if we filed a brief supporting the Eighth Circuit’s holding, we would 
undercut our legislative position. Conversely, if we filed a brief consistent with our legislative 
position, we would undercut the decision of the Eighth Circuit and the legal arguments of the 

groups opposing the statute.

C'Aq



possible. Under this theory, any ban on the D & X procedure would also limit the availability of the D & E method.
' TT-m lonminna rvFtka NlAkracUa ctatiit#* nattpmprl aftpr fpripral bill.

Since the time of our original communication to you, HHS has submitted a memorandum 
to the Solicitor General recommending that a brief be filed, and we have been informed that 
Secretary Shalala is strongly committed to this action. At the same time, the groups have 
actively lobbied the White House, including the Offices of the Chief of Staff, Vice President, 
First Lady, Public Liaison, and Counsel, to become involved in the case. The groups have made 
clear that they would consider our not filing a serious breach of our commitment to freedom of 
choice. In this respect they note that the Reagan and Bush Justice Departments participated on 
the other side in every abortion case heard by the Supreme Court during their tenure.

In light of these developments, there has been a growing consensus among key staff that 
we should revisit the question of whether or not to file a brief in this case. We do not believe it 
advisable to file a brief that tracks our legislative position and argues only that the Nebraska 
statute is unconstitutional solely because it does not have a health exception. Submitting a brief 
along these lines would clearly weaken the legal case against the Nebraska stetute and would not 
serve any other interest. Three other options, however, are available.

First, we could submit a brief that raises both the woman’s health claim and the 
vagueness/overbreadth claim. This position has the advantage of allowing us to file without 
moving us from our legislative position (other than suggesting that, in light of intervening cases, 
we now believe that the language to which we initially ascribed is unconstitutionally 
overbroad).3 The advantage of not abandoning our legislative stance, however, is also 
potentially its weakness. If we suggest (either implicitly or explicitly) that a narrowly tailored 
restriction would be permissible, we risk weakening the broader legal case against the Nebraska 
statute by not adopting the obvious position that the law is unconstitutional simply because it 
intrudes into the second trimester. Raising the vagueness/overbreadth argument, however, may 
allow us to finesse this issue in a way that raising the health claim alone would not. A well- 
constructed argument that the law is unconstitutional because it would prohibit D & E 
procedures in the second trimester may not show our hand that we would find a second trimester 
restriction on a pure D & X procedure permissible. Whether a brief can be successfully crafted 
along these lines, however, is not clear. We may need to review a completed draft to determine 

whether threading the needle in this manner is possible.

HHS and the groups have also argued that participation in this case is important because 
of vagueness/overbreadth problems in the statutory language describing the partial-birth (D & X) 
restriction. Recent cases striking down partial-birth (D & X) restrictions (including Carhart) 
have found, in part, that the statutory language used to describe the procedure is vague and 
overbroad. Specifically, the cases hold that language aimed at prohibiting the D & X procedure 
may also cover certain dilation and evacuation (D & E) procedures- the procedures most widely 
used in second trimester abortions. On this basis, the groups argue that if the Court were to 
uphold the Nebraska statute, it would result in limiting the availability of a broad range of 
abortion services for pregnant women and would not merely prohibit one arguably objectionable 
procedure.2

2 Some of the groups contend that drafting language distinguishing D & X from D & E procedures may not be

The language of the Nebraska statute was patterned after the federal bill.



Third, we could stay the course and not file a brief.

>

DECISION:

Do not file a brief.

Meet to discuss.

4 This option, of course, does not preclude also raising the vagueness and woman’s health claims.
5 There is conflicting medical opinion on this point.

Ask the Solicitor General to draft a brief raising only the health and vagueness 
arguments and postpone final decision until the draft is reviewed.

File a brief, which argues the law is unconstitutional because it intrudes into the 

second trimester.

Second, we could follow the Eighth Circuit and argue that the law is unconstitutional 
because any intrusion into the second trimester (including even a narrowly tailored restriction on 
the D & X procedure) would be impermissible.4 This is the strongest and probably soundest 

legal argument. Moreover, if D & X cannot be statutorily distinguished from D & E 
procedures,5 this approach may be the most necessary to protect the woman’s right to choose. 
The problem is that this approach differs from the implicit position in our legislative stance. 
Again, however, there may be some room to maneuver. None of our veto messages actually 
stated that we would sign a law that restricted second trimester abortions. The statements stated 
only that we would not sign a law that did not have the woman’s health exception.

The viability of any of these options depends upon the interrelationship between a 
number of legal, policy and political factors. The option of submitting a brief that raises both 
health and vagueness/overbreadth arguments could provide some of the political benefits of 
participation and, if properly crafted, could also provide helpful legal guidance to the Court. It 
also, however, could be risky both legally and politically if not artfully crafted and the full 
evaluation of this option may not be possible until a draft is completed. The option of filing a 
brief arguing that the law is unconstitutional because it restricts second trimester abortions is, 
from a purely legal standpoint, clearly the best course because it advances the strongest and 
cleanest legal argument. This approach, however, suggests some movement from our legislative 
stance. The option of not filing a brief allows us to remain the most consistent with our previous 
position. It may, however, expose us to considerable criticism from our allies and would, of 
course, preclude our ability to influence what may become an important precedent.
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Marge Mitchell from Hot Springs called to inform you that Anna Bell 
Smith’s (old campaign manager) daughter, Glenda Feeney was found 
dead in her bed this morning.

Marge felt it was urgent for you to received this information as you may 
want to call. The service is tomorrow morning.
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Message received in the Social Office by Shereen Soghier at 10:00 pm 
this evening.

---------

Phone (5010 525 - 3625.
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Lack of Air Support
Hindering Drug War

strategy from Peru to Colombia, it found itself obliged to

\

readiness status for those functions, meaning that it could

and cover the deep southern portion of the source zone.’ions.

ck mg “liS ™tnE3 1 But!h?rfic'd-,"hichhad3fOTE-
pot AWACS. the Air ForeeXX P®«S ^eked even talc mam.e

Awar'c"'” 'n di;,repair and 100 short for big Jcts such “

MS-'--—*- -“==^5?
cial.

truck and other safety equipment. The surveillance aircraft.cons, the interdiction effort has barely iancc of the drug uj. ST “h'h "ST"*- sun’fllance■lirroJ'-
gotten underway over an area of William S. Cohen last month ramin-r that weXn^Jj sho.r,™Se modi;ls- °Peratc only in daylight be-
soulhwestem Colombia, which took bilities in Latin .America could leonardize the ColombS rf’ Ca^Manu bclts bas"-' navigational aids.
up -l.e slack from Peru. Colombia dore ,0"- "“fd army general asked for a commitment to havTJol^able to^oSj'muJh on ttofr™! “ “d

bird ns errea production during the ^^■llnnceca?cities.accordingtosenioroffis-ials. anadnuniTrationofficS Pbshmuchonthal^n'-

same 1995-99 period to an estimated
□20 tons last year (twice L'.S. annual , T’1ulal. our ablljtyto get into the .Andean ridge end of last year, and the Air Force is due to have th^
consumption). That burgeoning co- ^ ^"dfod to abriut zero " The White House drugoffioal and navigation equipment in place by the middle of next 
came trade finances an anli-govem- -h, d. '* knoWT' tbroughout the administration month, nearlv a Xafter lhevwere fikt remiested
menl insurgency. lh;1 1 U>mk we have to get going on this, and if we don e Addressing the reluct to ™ , ■

Mrireover, in Peru drug traffickers we face a Potential disaster within three or four years." vestment in Manta a senior Air Force official said^Lmk 
arc resurgent because of the decline in burveillaice flights are essential "because we can’t go in we get asked to do evervthini' mrt L. k’
surveillance and interdiction. L'.S. and jj’ereand fight this ourselves. The best thing we can give through die door and we had to do it with our nwnm™™ 
Latin American officials said. •*>«« countnes is good intelligence about the source zones rhJ* r“ L’f C«™d 10Ld01 our owl’.mone-Latin American officials said.

Last May. U.S. military forces and law enforcement agen­
cies aliandoned Howard .Air Bax- in Panama and lost the

missions where .Americans are in harm s way or where

u. u«. nivdiiiuut. Aiccanrcy. wunetm and others are 
uomed about new threats in Colombia and the erosion of

(fl)c Wnsljington Jlost

Monday. March 13, 2000

an administration official.
A long-term agreement was reached with Ecuador at the

.sv.Hu.Mn.au iuaut-r> in vungiess last vear refused to ati- 
thonze funding for initial improvements at Manta, arguing 
that the Clinton administration had mishandled the negoti­
ations tor Howard and failed to secure a long-ierm acree-
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lr.S. Officials Cite
T, , . "‘"yen congress aru the Clinton administration. Pcntu-
JI encl in Colombia S°n mfiglitmg and the competing demands of other mil-

Be Roberto Suro

II Sca’ Untrr

n^'e. storage, safety and navigational facilities and the 

AWACS.
Republican leaders in Congress last rear refused to -■ 

rs-------------—“."I*. V.vu.vino ui .ruiliut. <11 L^UJIIE
that the Clinton administration had mishandled the negoti­
ations for Howard and failed to secure a long-term agree­
ment with Ecuador for use of Manta.

SouthCom found funds to make patchwork repairs on 
the Manta runway after a >hort-term pact was reached last 
April and it opened last summer. But onlv one airplane at a 
time has been able to use Manta because it lacked a tl-e

seek a replacement for Howard. Concluding that nosin-le 
faciliu- could do the job. Southern Command and the State 
Department tried to fdl the gap by borrowing space at sev­
eral airfields.

In recent months. Customs Service radar pbnes and Air 
•National Guard F-16s have flown out of airports on Curac.-o

H :r want of such simple equipment 
as fire trucks and navigational bea-

there was a feeling of 'Hey. why shouldn't the Naw or 
somebody else take care of it?*"

The Colombian counter-narcotics package before Con­
gress includes a request to spend $38 million in fiscal 2001 
on reinforcing and lengthening the runways at Manta so 
they can handle AWACS and the tankers that allow them to 
fly long missions. Even if the work is completed, the aircraft 
may not lx* available.

“At this point the entire fleet of AWACS is committ- d to 
missions where .Americans are in harm s wav or where 
there is a high threat of conflict, and so if anv piano go to 
Manta on a regular basis, someone is going to have to de­
cide w hether it is Iraq or Korea or someplace else that has 
to give them up.“ the senior Air Force official said

In the meantime. McCaffrey. Wilhelm and others are 
uomed about new threats in Colombia and the erosion of 
gains in Peru. For more than a year, the Peruvian govern­
ment has been complaining that the lack of U.S. surveil­
lance has crippled its air interdiction program, according to 
senior officials. As a result, the Peruvians sav. the powerful 
deterrent effect of the “you fly. you die" campaign has worn 
off and cocaine traffickers are back in the air.

these countries is good intelligence about the source zones 
so they can get in there and do it themselves, but since last 
May. that has not been possible." a senior administration of­
ficial said.

South American h^id"^ ,0 d° "* ZOne'" W

hX T"'1 J1'0 ?,i0"'S 30 AWACS are " suth else-
highly uii.eM.iuL helping dnre down where that none are pcnnanently assigned to SouthCom

and temporary tours have become increasingly rare since 
the air campaign in Kosovo last spring.

"We are just way too stretched out between the Balkans, 

x w-rv. LU Ul UK Ul* 
Xrd'CUon in South Amenra'" said a senior Air Force offi- 

Concerned that the Pentagon underestimates the impor-

usc of the long runways and firsKlass maintenance and 
supply facilities that for decades had supported U S air op­
erations throughout Latin .America and the Caribbean Rec- 
ogniatng ILS importance to counter-narcotic efforts, the 
Panamanian government initially indicated a willingness to 
let How ard continue operating after other L'.S. installations 
were dosed when the United States ceded control of the 
Panama Canal. But early last vear. the Panamanians unex­
pectedly insisted that L'.S. forces leave Howard.

More than 2,000 flights a rear had been taking off from 
Howard on drug-related missions, including surveillance 
flighb tlut allowed Peruvian authorities to target coca 
fields for eradication and to intercept airplanes carrying co­
caine from production labs to embarkation points for ship­
ment to the United States.

Just as the United States planned to shift the surveillance

sune 1995-99 period to an estimated ^e declining to discuss the letter, McCaffrey said in 
520 tons last year (twice US. annual that “our ability to get into the .Andean ridge

Tliat decline is the result of diplomatic setbacks, friction 
between Congress and the Clinton administration. Penta-

itary operations, the officials said. ...........
ft \ ,.^es'0™" a<;riai surveillance is “absolutelv critical" to
U US. antedrug initiatives in South America. Marine Gen. 

* L narles t. Wllnelm rnmrmn/U Jn-ftkLW z,r »k„ r • c e_. .i_

A key element of the drug war in 
Colombia is faltering because US. 
surveillance flights over major co 
came-producing regions have de­

year. according to administration offi­
cials. 

The near disappearance of US. r. 
dar planes from .Andean skies severely „ „„
smuS'hra Seated ro­

und direct intercept missions by
South American warplanes. 

In Peru those intercepts proved 
L! U-l . . . . r .

----• “• • • s. ,«v '■ ■ > 
Peruvian coca production by two-
thirds between 1995 and 1999, ac­
cording to Barr.- R. McCaffrev, direc-

Ch'^s ESde""^  ̂ t"° ^S°Uthenl ™

era Command (SouthCom) recentlv told Conn-ess -I am sm“Eg1e^ crossing the Caribbean in boaLs or airplanes.

From Manta and only irom Manta can we reach down^aeet^t^S ^« to earnout itsassignZS
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My Internet Dream

my money where my £1 
mouth is: Today. I am an

!
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nounci ng that I will do­
nate S100 million to launch u 

an online university.
In just the past two years the 

Internet has evolved to the 
point where large portions of 
a college education can be au i
tomated, uploaded, and I
made available through I

streaming video, high band- '
width lines, and ever-faster 
computers. It is possible today 
to provide a decent college edu­
cation in certain disciplines for 
nothing more than the cost of 
computer hardware.

So why not capture an entire college 
curriculum via video? Take. say. a college 
calculus course, which might consist of 30 
hours of lectures by a professor; 20 hours 
of recitations by students: 1,000 questions 
asked by students. 95<1 of which are the 
same year after year; followed by exams. 
At MIT this course and a few others like it 
would cost S25.000 a year, but using a com­
puter, it would run about S200 a year per 
course.

It s time to create a universal know!/ 
edge database on video-a cyber-libra/y 
made available to everybody. It could fea­
ture not just calculus courses taughtVby 
leading mathematicians, but Warren Buf­
fett on investing. Scott Turow on writing, 
Steven Spielberg on how to direct. Johh 
Williams on how to compose. Issac Sterrik 
on how to play the violin, and Michael 
Jordan on how to play basketball. All No­
bel laureate on the subject that won them 
recognition; all Pulitzer Prize winners on 

air. owner-mauHder and 
croStrategy, a softuare and Internet com­
pany m Vienna, Va.

By Michael J. Saylor

When I graduated from high school. I 
didn't have enough monev to go to college. 
My family had about Slb.000 in life sav­
ings, and college cost S10.000 a year. I was 
lucky. I grew up on an Air Force base, I 
knew about ROTC scholarships, and I was 
able to finance an education at the Massa­
chusetts Institute of Technology.

Many others aren't so lucky; they can’t 
afford to attend college. That's bad not 
only for those denied an education but also 
for the rest of us. denied the fruiu of their 
education. Yet technology makes it rela­
tively inexpensive to fi- 
nance a college education 
for everyone who wants
one. I'm so committed tc I y* 
this goal that I am putting 1 

their books.
This online library could be a resource 

not only for those living in the U.S. but in 
Calcutta and Beijing. For some it might 
replace a traditional university; for oth­
ers. it would be a supplement, allowing 
them to take a course or two in a subject 
that Interests them. There would still be 
plenty of reason to attend traditional col­
leges, but this would fill nooks and cran­
nies not served by existing institutions.

This online university can stimulate in­
terest in education. As a kid. I read books 

from the library, and if they 
hadn't been available 
free. I probably never 

have would become inter-
> ested in attending college.
3 Making available video- 
I taped courses from Michael 
I Jordan and Steven Spiel- 
I berg and Bill Gates might
> encourage 12-year-olds in 

the inner city and beyond
to pursue education.

This cyber-library can also 
stand as-a lasting historical 

.record. It's as though you 
could get all the famous Ro­
mans to describe what thev 
thought on the day when Ju­
lius Caesar was killed. 

To help make this dream a 
reality. I'm going to fund a 
nonprofit organization that es­

tablishes video recording studios to 
capture the coursework, sets up servers to 
make it available for download and hires 
an administration to make sure the curric­
ulum is properly designed and that stu­
dents are tested and certified if they want 
to be. Students who enroll in this online 
university will be able to get a college 
equivalency degree or a certificate saying 
they passed a.certain course, which thev 
can then take to an employer amriswy H 
didiU-gmo college, but I veTaketMiils. 

-rfcognized course of study."
I've got a business to run. so why am I 

spending my time and money on this ef­
fort? Because I think the most important 
issue facing the country today is the peo­
ple left behind by our prosperity. The Web 
can't eliminate the underclass, but it can 
help improve the lives of the disadvan­
taged.
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Hungary Under Fire for Impinging on Media Freedoms

day to cck-braie Hungarian frecdotn, about 2,0(10 su|>- sue-
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lie broadcasting as one of the sjxiils of electoral victory,
and all three Hungarian governments since communism 

J-------------— fell in 1989 have installed their own supporters in key
headI of the legislatures cultural committee, said tonight management and editorial positions. Moreover

lavpr lhe lw,*|s,rly center rigid governing coalili.,n despite luving only I I seals in nt cnip'u. d 
ii i iri iiuiniif i.n.w^iiLs.. G.n.r... ------ with lhe Socialists’ 13-1
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Andrt. Szek a. an indejicndent media analyst. According events will coincide with that time, and since we eov 
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,“HI —l«“i;d’- with their own st, pp.iterson March I. IXmszkv. who will s|«*,.k about press freedom in his

annual address Wednesday, linked his exclusion from the 
airwaves to editorial bias at slate television—a charge re-

domorganizations.  
"iTee.lom of lhe press is endangered." said Budapest gariangoveriunenllbiliiekiceofcriticidori'iiconvr-i'ient 

Mayor Gabor I) niszky, a Lading figure in the opposition news reports."
I .•deration of Free Democrats, whose annual address flic state’s media law requires that three eight 
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Media deals forcing FCC to rethink cross-ownership rule 
By James Warren
Chicago Tribune

WASHINGTON In 1975, Chicago native Richard 
Wiley, then chairman of the Federal Communications Commission, 
confronted a firestorm over the increasing clout of American 
newspapers in what now seems a vaguely ancient past. It was a 
world without the Internet and one barely familiar with cable 
television.

In particular, there was anxiety over newspapers' push 
into broadcasting, their buying television and radio oudets and. 
thus, questions were raised about the dominance of one media 
company in local markets.

“Back then you just had three or four stations in most 
markets and the passions were very strong," Wiley recalled
Tuesday. “I felt we had to bring the matter to a conclusion."

The FCC did just that, passing a rule barring a company 
from owning a newspaper and broadcast outlet in the same 
immediate market. However, Wiley and his colleagues did permit 
most then-existing combinations, such as the Chicago Tribune, 
WGN-Radio and WGN-Ch. 9, to remain under the same umbrella.

Twenty-five years later, Wiley finds himself entwined in 
a politically charged tussle reflecting dramatic change in 
communications worldwide. The debate's players include powerful 
members of Congress and senators and it is likely to climax within 
the next few years over a rule deemed outdated by many but not all 
in the media, political and regulatory spheres.

It's the so-called cross-ownership rule (actually rules), 
and its fate is relevant to the latest major media deal, the $8 billion 
acquisition by Tribune Co. of Times Mirror Co. Tribune has now 
purchased papers in three markets in which it already has major TV 
sutions Los Angeles. New York and Hartford. Conn.

Tribune must now either receive an FCC waiver from the 
rule or hope the regulation is changed before the first of its stations' 
licenses are up for renewal, which for the stations in Hartford and 
New York is 2006.

Antitrust and regulatory experts in Washington said they

voters who are not engaged in the campaign.
“It's always a problem getung people to focus on an 

election that is so distant in time," said Baker. "The conventional 
wisdom is that it doesn't start until after Labor Day and this isn’t 
even St. Patrick’s Day. It is sort of a triumph of hope over 
experience to suggest that except among the inner core of insiders 
that there is going to be much interest in this barring a big scandal." 

At the same time. Gore undeniably ascended in his race 
with Bradley when he began to campaign vigorously and attack 
aggressively. “I think Gore learned from hard experience." said 
Chicago-based Democratic consultant David Axelrod. “He does 
best when he’s driving the message, when he’s driving the 

campaign. And when he does, the vacuum fills in a way that isn't 
positive.

“When he is drawn out there, aggressive, on the attack 
and drawing distinctions, he does well." Axelrod said. “And it is 
very, very important because Bush is going to try to buy his 
mortgage back from Pat Robertson and Jerry Falwell and move 
back to the middle. If Gore lets him do that, he significantly 
jeopardizes his chances of winning. He has to keep him pinned in 
the right comer."

Though vice presidents rarely are elected directly to the 
presidency. Gore has the most valuable of fundamentals in his favor 
so far: a remarkably strong economy, with low inflation and. 
unemployment in a time of relative peace.

Bush clearly will try to exploit the taint of President 
Clinton’s impeachment and other controversies, but to date voters 
have rejected those tactics, particularly in the 1998 congressional 
elections.

Gore trailed Bush badly in national opinion polls before 
the primary season and now is essentially in a statistical tie with 
him, suggesting that he was enhanced during the early voting while 
Bush was damaged.

But nearly eight months before the election, there are 
few certainties. Gasoline prices could soar. War could break out in 
Kosovo, Colombia or somewhere else.

“Anybody who thinks this is a pushover for either 
candidate is nuts," Axelrod said. "The worst lesson we could derive 
from the primaries is hubris.”
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Fall presidential campaign promises to be intense, nearly 
nonstop fight, focusing on key Midwest states
By Michael Tackett
Chicago Tribune

WASHINGTON As Vice President Al Gore and Texas 
Gov. George W. Bush completed victory laps Tuesday by sweeping 

once-important southern primaries, they turned attention to a fall 
campaign that promises to be an intense, nearly nonstop fight and 
focuses on key Midwest states.

Both Gore and Bush won essentially uncontested 
primaries in Florida, Texas. Louisiana, Oklahoma, Tennessee and 
Mississippi providing each with enough delegates, or nearly so, to 
lay mathematical claim to their party’s nomination.

Gore, in particular, has vowed only to increase the pace 
of his campaign following his resounding defeat of former Sen. Bill 
Bradley in the race for the Democratic nomination.

Mindful of how President Clinton set the terms of the
1996 campaign by waging an early and successful effort to define 
both himself and opponent Bob Dole, Gore has immediately turned 
his guns on Bush, questioning whether the governor has the 

experience to be president.
“I think it’s probably a good move,"said Edward 

Carmines, a professor of political science at Indiana University. 
“Clinton was able to frame the election until the spring, up until the 
conventions. For all intents and purposes, he won it during that 
period. Gore has learned that lesson."

Though Bush said recently that he thought voters wanted 
a period of "hibernation” from the presidential race, he is being 
forced to follow Gore’s approach.

“He is going to never stop campaigning, but I think the 
voters’attention will be much more focused on the two candidates 
later rather than sooner." said Ari Fleischer, a spokesman for the 
Bush campaign. "But that wont stop him from vigorously 
promoting his candidacy in a visible and aggressive fashion."

Most analysts believe that the race could be very close 
given the Electoral College map, the relative strengths of the two 
major political parties and the absence so far of an overriding issue. 
In 1960, 1968 and 1988, a sitting vice president sought the White 
House but only George Bush prevailed, in 1988.

The election in 1968, notwithstanding the issue of the 
Vietnam War. is somewhat similar in that both candidates have 
strong organizational support with the prospect of an electorate 
somewhat splintered by a third party. Indeed, the role the Reform 
Party nominee plays in this year’s race remains one of the few 
unknowns.

Both candidates start with states that are reliably either 
Republican or Democrat. Bush can count on much of the Rocky 
Mountain West and the South, while Gore’s campaign is running 
well ahead in the Northeast and the Pacific Northwest.

Gore also seems strong in New York and California, 
while Bush seems secure in Texas and probably Florida, where his 
brother. Jeb. is governor.

That means both candidates will focus on the states that 
have provided the Electoral College margins in the last 40 years, 
such as Illinois, Michigan. Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
Missouri. Only a handful of other states, like Georgia. Louisiana, 
Kentucky and possibly Tennessee, are seen by analysts as truly 
competitive.

“There will be states that see no candidate activity 
whatsoever," said Ross Baker, a presidential scholar at Rutgers 
University. “What you are seeing is a kind of market segmentation 
in political campaigning that is completely ruthless and sees nothing 
but electoral votes."

Though the issue ot campaign-tinance reform was 
discussed prominently during the primaries, both Gore and Bush 
seem destined to rely on the kind of multimillion dollar "soft 
money" (essentially unlimited contributions to a party) so frequently 
decried by the man whose supporters they are trying to woo. Sen. 
John McCain. R-Ariz.

After all. the two candidates who staked their runs on the 
issue of reform, namely McCain and Bradley, were defeated. 

In recent interviews. Gore has tried to suggest that 
having been singed by campaign-finance controversies, he now 
clearly sees the need for change. It is the politics of inoculation in 
which he tries to expose all of his own misdeeds and pronounce 
himself chastened in hopes of depriving Bush of an issue.

Gore’s breakneck schedule holds a modest risk of boring 
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Clinton genome statement drags down Nasdaq 200 points
By Gregg Fields

Sand-pumping engineers face an indomitable enemy
By Gilbert M. Gaul and Anthony R. Wood
Knight Ridder Newspapers

LONG BRANCH, N.J. In its campaign for a piece of 
the nation's $40 billion business-conference market, the renovated 
Ocean Place Conference Resort has added an impressive arsenal of 
amenities.

The hotel has 254 guest rooms, all with water-view 
balconies. It boasts a million-dollar office center, heated pools and 
a spa featuring full-body seaweed and mud masks.

And it offers something that was not part of the hotel’s 
recent $10-million renovation plan a brand-new, manicured beach 
to defend its investment from coastal storms and hurricanes.

That came courtesy of taxpayers.
It was the product of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

the same Corps that built Fort McHenry on Baltimore Harbor and 
swept the minefields of Normandy Beach on D-Day.

Over the last 220 years, the Corps has helped defend 
America’s shores from foreign invaders. Today, it is pumping sand 
to defend hotels, vacation homes, amusement piers and fudge shops 
from the surging ocean.

In that role it finds itself in the heat of another battle. 
Taxpayer-funded beachfill has become a symbol in the 

debate over coastal development, even though it is only one in a 
matrix of federal subsidies that benefit beach towns and property

Knight Ridder Newspapers
The human gene is rarely a consideration for investors, 

but a statement by President Clinton on who will share in the spoils 
of genetic research sparked a massive selloff in the Nasdaq 
Composite Index Tuesday.

Although typically associated with technology and 
Internet companies, the Nasdaq is also heavy with biotechnology 
businesses. With biotech stocks looking vulnerable after 

experiencing strong gains in recent weeks, a broad wave of profit­
taking swept through the Nasdaq, which fell 200.61 points, to close 
at 4706.63.

It was the second-largest point drop in the index's 
history, although, at 4 percent, it wasn't a historic decline in 

percentage terms. Tuesday s decline followed a dismal Monday, 
when the Nasdaq suffered its fourth-largest point drop.

By focusing on genetic research, the biotech industry is 
betting on developing a lucrative business, primarily in the battle 

from rural areas, generally want to abandon such restrictions as the
FCC rule, seeing them as a needless impediment to business.
Indeed, Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz., the presidential candidate who
chairs the Senate Commerce Committee, deems such restrictions
outmoded. He has reintroduced a bill to eliminate the rules, joined
by Rep. Billy Tauzin. R-La„ who is the chairman of the House
subcommittee on telecommunications.

Further, Texas Gov. George Bush, the apparent GOP
presidential nominee, has voiced the view that newspaper
publishers probably should be given far more leeway.

And several observers note that the FCC, now headed by
Gore ally William Kennard, last August expanded the ownership
rules to allow a company to own more than one broadcast outlet in 
a market.

As a Democratic congressman familiar with the rules put
it. “The world changed with that decision.’’He believes that the
need to ‘‘recalibrate”other elements of the cross-ownership rules
may make moot any challenge to the Tribune's license renewals.

“The environment has changed greatly," said Wiley, a
former partner in the Chicago law firm of Kirkland & Ellis who
served on the commission from 1972 to 1977.

“Back then, broadcast TV was just getting its sea legs
and cable was just getting started. Nobody foresaw it would
become the dominant video medium. And there was no Internet and
no satellite television."

In an FCC filing for the newspaper industry, Wiley
argues that the FCC should take a new look at the rules. Kennard
has promised that he will, but it is unclear when such a proceeding
will begin.

Andrew Schwartzman, president of the nonprofit Media  y ....  
Access Project, demurred from the general view and cautioned that. industrial stocks.
"This is not a regulatory slam dunk." The Dow fell 135.89 points, or 1.37 points, to close at

He suggested that someone could argue that the Tribune- 9811.24. For the year, the Dow has dropped 14 percent.
Times Mirror deal is "contrary to the public interest" even before a
license renewal, prompting the FCC to require divestiture of a
property at an earlier date.

Those close to the commission expect Tribune’s deal to
ultimately pass muster as the rules are altered.

“I would say that Tribune Company's deal with Times
Mirror should be approved, providing essential and formidable
competition to four established, huge, vertically integrated
conglomerates." said James Quello. a retired former FCC chairman
and member of the commission for 23@ 1/2 years.

Quello. who retired from the FCC in 1997. referred to
the amalgams of America Online and Time Warner; Walt Disney
Co., which owns ABC; Viacom Inc., which merged with CBS; and
Rupert Murdoch s Fox empire. But, as others point out, there are
other emerging media behemoths, underscoring that the clout of
newspapers in most local markets has diminished markedly.

In calling for formal FCC reconsideration of the rules,
Quello concurred that the FCC should permit cross-ownership
among newspapers, television and radio in at least the top 25
markets, where, he contends, there is a "superabundance of
communications outlets." If there is a valid threat of domination of
an individual market, then the existing antitrust laws can take hold.
he said.

technology should be made widely available rather than exploited 
by individual companies.

Biotechnology companies, which are investing heavily in 
the notion that dollars are the best way to measure the rewards of 
their efforts, saw their share prices collapse.

PE Corp.'s Celera Genomics unit, for instance, fell a 
stunning $59, to close at $130. It has been developing, for market, 
the same kind of genetic blueprint that the United States and Britain 
now indicate theyll provide for free.

Another firm. Human Genome, fell more than $29, or 19 

percent.
Clinton made the remarks after the United States and 

Britain announced a plan under which they will share government- 
funded research into decoded human genetic patterns.

"It is terribly important that we continue to open the 
world of science to every American," Clinton said. "We must 
ensure that the profits of human genetic research are measured not 
in dollars but in the betterment of human life.”

Overall, the Nasdaq Biotech Index plummeted 12 
percent, although it is still up 29 percent this year.

Still, analysts noted that the Nasdaq remains something 
of a stellar performer. Last week it hit an all-time high, soaring past 
the 5000 level, and. even with this week's pullbacks, it has risen 15 
percent this year.

The Dow Jones industrial average also slumped
Tuesday, although it held up more strongly than the Nasdaq. 

Ironically, the Dow was dragged down by two 
technology companies Microsoft and Intel that were only recently 
added. By contrast, the Dow's laggard performance this year has 
mainly been blamed on its heavy weighting toward old-line

saw no immediate impediments for the deal. Generally, the Federal 
Communications Commission would not be expected to pass 
judgment on a cross-ownership situation until a disputed broadcast 
outlet’s license was up for renewal.

Politically, Democrats, including Vice President Al 
Gore, are viewed as more sympathetic to retention of some cross­
ownership rules. The most steadfast defenders of the rule on 
Capitol Hill are Sen. Ernest Hollings, D-S.C., and Rep. John 
Dingell. D-Mich., both members of their respective commerce 
committees, whose jurisdiction includes the FCC.

Rep. John Dingell of Michigan, the ranking Democrat on 
the House Commerce Committee, said Tuesday that he believes 
eliminating the rule would encourage more media mergers like the 

one negotiated by Tribune and Times Mirror. That, he said, would 
result in a "huge concentration of power in a small group of 
hands." Dingell added that he doesn't support an FCC waiver of the 
rule for the Tribune-Times Mirror deal.
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RECOMMENDED TELEPHONE CALL

;se Jackson, Jr. (D-IL)Rep.TO:

As soon as possible.DATE:

RECOMMENDED BY:

To congratulate Rep. Jackson on the birth of his daughter.PURPOSE:

BACKGROUND:

Rep. Jesse Jackson, Jr. (D-IL)

March 17, 2000DATE OF SUBMISSION:

Chuck BrainO^

Broderick Johnson

202-466-3232 (DC)
773-933-7721 (IL)

CONTACT PERSON
AND TELEPHONE
NUMBERS(S):

As you know, Congressman Jackson is serving his 3rd term 

as the representative of Illinois’ second Congressional 
district. He serves on the House Appropriations Committee.

.'e .J

On Monday, March 13th, Representative Jackson and his 

wife, Sandi, gave birth to a five-pound baby girl, Jessica 
Donatella. She is the first child for the Jacksons.
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Dear Jessica:

generation.

Welcome, and happy birthday!

i

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
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i

I am delighted to congratulate you on the 
wonderful occasion of your birth on March 13th. 

Your arrival is a cause for great celebration to 
all those who love you, and your life is sure to 
be enriched by your devoted and loving parents, 

Sandi and Jesse.

Sincerely,
I

You are blessed to be born during this 
exciting time. The 21st Century will hold bright 

promise and opportunity for you and your 
generation. I wish for you a long and happy
life, with days filled with lessons to learn, 
people to love, dreams to fulfill, and an abiding 

hope that will see you safely from success to 

success.

Jessica Donatella Jackson 
2034 0 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
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In a conversation during that trip 

as well as one over dinner at Cafe Mi­
lano in Georgetown during Pastra­
na s subsequent visit to the United 
States, Pastrana, Robert and Kimsey

around the world invited by Colom- 
bian President Andres Pastrana to

eiobal real estate comnanv based’ in
McLean. ‘ ‘ *

Their latest adventure began in toard 
late January, when the two were 
among a dozen executives from
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“For me parts of it were un­
settling, but for Rambo here,” said 
Robert, nodding toward Kimsey, 
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based anthropologist and manage­
ment consultant, says that the trip by 
Robert and Kimsey reflects an atti­
tude—heightened by a robust econo­
my and the breakneck pace of tech­
nological innovation—that's
widespread in the board rooms of 
top entrepreneurs around the coun­
try. Such executives are “productive 
narcissists," Maccoby said, the kind 
of people who “want to solve big 
problems and do big things” and win 
the world’s love and respect

"They've always done things that 
others say can’t be done," Maccoby 
said. "The fact that this country pro­
duces people like that has pros and 
cons. You could get into trouble or 
you could do great things. There’s 
something both wonderful and in­
credibly naive about these peoole."

But mostly they say they steered 
clear of political philosophy and in­
stead tried to run the disimssion like 
any business meeting. They asked 
Marulanda to narrw* hi« ton three 
goals, which boiled down to his I 
wanting sympathy from the Amer­
ican public and, even more impor­
tant, money from the United States 
for economic development They 
tried to keep the conversation fo­
cused on issues they could easily all

agree on, such as helping children.
“You see that child over there," 

Robert said he told Marulandi 
"That’s the future of Colombia, not 
you. In the new global economy the 
most important resource a country 
has rests in here’—Robert taps his 
forefinger on his temple—“in the 
mind of its citizens. Kids need an ed­
ucation and to create jobs you need 
capital.”

By the end, Kimsey—whom the 
guerrillas referred to as the founder 
of “the American Internet"—gave 
Marulanda his AOL cap in exchange 
for Marulanda’s military hat Mar­
ulanda gave Robert a knife. Then the 
two Washington businessmen flew 
back to Bogota to spend the weekend 
with Pastrana.

“We are sure that with your help, 
we will be able to explain to the 
American people our work to find 
ways for national reconciliation and 
social justice," reads the translation 
of a note Marulanda wrote to Robert.

The note was handwritten. But it 
could have been sent via e-mail The 
guerrillas are not so unsophisticated 
that they lack an Internet connec­
tion; their Web site, among other 
things, features pictures of guerrilla 
life, including the rebels dancing the 
rumba.

Michael Maccoby, a Washington-

prop plane for the hour-long flight, 
landing on an single-runway airstrip. 
They brought chicken salad sand­
wiches and bottled water in a cooler 
to share with the guerrillas

“The thing that crossed my mind 
the most when I was in the plane 
was, what would keep a guerrilla 
from attempting to shoot down a 
government plane flying over guerril­
la-controlled territory?” said Robert

What Robert and Kimsey wanted 
to tell Marulanda was that prosperity 
can come to the peasantry only after 
the violence and drug trade is 
stopped. Their message of economic 
promise, though, must compete with 
the current reality: The rebels earn 
an $500 million a year or more from 
extortion, kidnapping people for ran­
som and protecting the drug trade.

Though they realize their trip 
won't bring an end to drug traffick­
ing, Kimsey said, Marulanda did 
state to a TV crew from “60 Min­
utes"—which accompanied them— 
that he was against drugs. He also 
said FARC would support Colom­
bia’s transition from drug-related 
farming to other commercial crops.

That, Kimsey hopes, will create 
pressure for the rebel leader to act on 
his words. And that could be produc­
tive by causing “divisions" among 
Marulanda’s followers—“all of 
which is in our best interest," Kim­
sey said.

Kimsey said they also scored a vic­
tory when Marulanda declared, un­
provoked, that “communism is 
dead." 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: SIDNEY BLUMENTHAL

SUBJECT: The Last Years of the Presidents

I

Eisenhower’s Decline

Eisenhower’s last year was marked by economic stagnation, foreign policy humiliation at 
the hands of the Soviets, and strained relations with his vice president, Richard Nixon, 

On the eve of his second inauguration, Eisenhower reached a peak of his popularity (79 
percent). His fall began almost immediately. Throughout 1957, with the spread of a 
recession, he slipped downward. Then, with the Soviet Union’s launch of Sputnik in 
October, he fell precipitously. By April 1958, he found himself at his lowest point, below 
50 percent for the first time.

The point here is not to play a game of king of the hill, or to exalt one president over 
another. Nor is it to measure presidencies merely by popularity. Rather, the historical 
structure of the presidents’ final years strongly suggests the salience of certain issues and 
themes. Both Eisenhower’s and Reagan's vice presidents sought to succeed them, and in 
both cases these elements were major factors in determining the outcome. The pattern of 
the past may be something of a guide to the coming months. In the enclosed chart, the 
spikes and dips represent the jagged outlines of the politics of late-term presidents.

Between Franklin D. Roosevelt and Bill Clinton there have been two presidents who 
filled out two terms. Their last years in office provide the only relevant reference point 
for today. Presidential popularity, charted by the Gallup Poll, reveals that President 
Clinton is a far more popular president—and more popular over a far longer period—than 
Ronald Reagan was. Furthermore, President Clinton has enjoyed more consistent and 
sustained popularity than Dwight Eisenhower, who presided at a time when the 
presidency received a natural approval from the American people, in an era before the 
assassinations, race riots and the Vietnam War. The Princeton historian Sean Wilentz, in 
the enclosed article published in The New Republic, writes, “From 1945 to 1992, each 
American president saw his job approval ratings drop during his final years in office.” He 
adds, “Clinton is the great exception.”
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who damaged Ike’s ratings and ultimately his own political prospects by his effort to 
separate himself.

Criticism of Ike for weakening defense and being too attentive to a balanced budget was 
not restricted to Democrats. New York Governor Nelson Rockefeller also made the same 
sharp claims. Rockefeller was Nixon’s chief rival within the GOP for the presidential 
nomination. In the end, Rockefeller decided not to challenge him. But he extracted a 
price. He got Nixon to agree to his broad program in what became known as the “Pact of 
Fifth Avenue,” after a meeting at Rockefeller’s apartment. For Nixon, the “pact” 
involved more than an entente with Rockefeller. It was a way for him to distinguish 
himself as more than “Ike’s boy” and to position himself against Kennedy. Eisenhower 
was so angry that he threatened not to endorse his vice president. And the splits within 
the GOP contributed to Ike’s fall in the polls that July.

In August, asked by a reporter to give an example of Nixon’s contribution to government, 
Eisenhower replied, “If you give me a week I might think of one.” He failed to endorse 
Nixon until the GOP convention. Throughout the year, in fact, he had tried to convince 
members of his cabinet to run for the presidency against Nixon. He also was furious with 
Rockefeller. Ike had lost control of his party and was unable to set its direction.

Eisenhower entered 1960 partly restored in popularity at 66 percent. In May, the Soviets 
shot down a U-2 spy plane and captured its pilot, Francis Gary Powers. Ike, at first, 
denied that the US was engaged in such spy missions. But the Soviets paraded Powers 
before television cameras. In mid-May, the Paris summit with the Soviet Union 
collapsed. In July, the Soviets shot down another US patrol plane over the Soviet Union. 
Ike was below 50 percent again. The Democratic candidate for president, John F. 
Kennedy, charged that Eisenhower’s neglect had created a dangerous “missile gap” (a 
bogus charge, it later turned out).

Eisenhower, the military hero of World War II, who was elected president on the promise 
of peace, was seen as a foreign policy bumbler. Confusion on the question of peace only 
made his economic management more suspect. Had there been a calm international 
environment, Nixon could have projected the issues of peace and prosperity with clarity.

In September 1960, Soviet leader Nikita Khrushchev arrived at the opening of the United 
Nations General Assembly in New York, where he banged his shoe on the desk. 
Eisenhower’s rating briefly shot up to 65 percent, a rally-round-the-flag syndrome. In late 
October, he began campaigning for Nixon. It seemed that the old adoration for Ike was
back. He had been senescent for so long that his dramatic campaign appearances, flashing 
the famous smile and waving his arms, made it seem that he had come alive again. But 
Nixon asked him to stop his campaigning, upon receiving a private request from 
Eisenhower’s wife and doctor, worried that he might have Another heart attack. 
Eisenhower refused to help Nixon further. Ike’s spike upward in early October swiftly 
depressed, even during his brief flurry of campaigning, and his polls went flat. Nixon lost 
by a razor-thin margin.



Reagan’s Rescue
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The last year of Ronald Reagan’s presidency, which included many similar problems of 
succession, offers a sharp contrast.

With the economy roaring, Reagan shot up, in May 1986, to his highest point—68 
percent. But when the Iran-contra scandal was exposed in November, he suffered the 
single biggest drop of a president on record, falling to 47 percent. He hovered mostly 
below 50 percent for a year and a half. It seemed that there was nothing he could do to 
save himself. His rescue required the intervention of an outside force, a deus ex machina.

presented himself forthrightly as Ike’s successor, and would almost certainly have won 
the election.

Since Mikhail Gorbachev’s accession to power as the new Soviet leader in March 1984, 
Reagan had not known how to handle him. But in June 1988 Reagan went on location to 
Moscow, where he announced that “of course” the Cold War was over and that the “evil 
empire,” Reagan’s most memorable phrase, was from “another time.” (Reagan reflected: 
“In the movie business actors often get what we call typecast...Well, politics is a little 
like that too. So I’ve had a lot of time and reason to think about my role.”) His numbers 
suddenly went up to 54 percent.

Reagan’s ratings stayed in the low fifties through the election. His convention speech was 
instrumental in defining the winning theme that George Bush seemed incapable of 
articulating. Reagan began inauspiciously, blurting inadvertently, “Facts are stupid 
things.” (He meant to say “stubborn things.”) But he went on to say, “Now, we hear talk 
that it’s time for a change...We are the change.” He referred to “Mr. Gorbachev,” and 
concluded, “The work must continue.” With this flourish, he captured the theme of 
continuity and change for the Republicans. It proved enough to help lift Bush into the 
presidency.

It is important to note that Reagan’s recovery was relatively marginal. He never 
politically returned to the only period in which he enjoyed widespread popularity, from 
the spring of 1983 until November 1986. Yet the modesty of his comeback was still 
enough to build a plausible case of continuity for Bush. And after the election of his vice 
president Reagan rose for a moment to 63 percent, lending him a triumphant aura, as if he 

had always been beloved.

Reagan, the old conservative cold warrior, who had won two elections campaigning 
against the evil empire, transformed the peace issue by linking himself to Gorbachev and 
declaring the Cold War over. Reagan made peace and prosperity available to Bush, doing 
a superior job to Bush himself in basing his candidacy on those twin themes. What 
Eisenhower failed to do for Nixon, Reagan provided for Bush.



Lessons for 2000

The key political elements for 2000 are already in place.

Third, the economy continues its unprecedented expansion.

4

Second, there is no foreign policy crisis. Without the Cold War, there is no major 
adversary.

Despite the propagandists of “Clinton fatigue,” President Clinton is indisputably more 
popular than Eisenhower and Reagan, the only points of comparison. He has reversed the 
historic trend of second-term decline; and he is the only president to have done so. It may 
be that this singular feat augurs a deeper reversal, the restoration of confidence in positive 
government and an active executive. But that depends largely on the outcome of the 
election.

The confluence of these factors is now beginning to become apparent, as the CBS/A^ew 
York Times poll of February 17 shows—an even race with underlying trends moving in 
the Democrat’s favor. But these factors cannot left be to their own devices, as though 

First, after Al Gore’s impending defeat of Bill Bradley, party coherence will be greater 
than in any previous cycle when the nomination was open. Bradley’s challenge, 
moreover, has not been on any fundamental ideological ground. It is more attitudinal than 
political. There is not a polarizing issue to widen an already existing schism within the 
party, like Vietnam. Bradley’s effort to draw support from a rejection of the President has 
itself been rejected.

At the same time, the Republicans present a reverse image. First, their party is split 
politically. The congressional wing has been repudiated by the McCain candidacy. 
Second, the GOP is split on foreign policy. Third, the GOP is split on economics, 
particularly on the question of tax cuts. In short, the Republicans carry the burdens that 
have led to presidential defeats in the past.

Fourth, Gore is promoting the achievements of the administration as the basis for future 
progress. Unlike Nixon in 1960, he has no need to separate himself from the president’s 
policies. Ike named Nixon as his vice presidential candidate as a sop to the Republican 
right, to have a Californian and a younger man on the ticket. Eisenhower never respected 
or trusted Nixon. Bush became Reagan’s running mate as an act of political convenience, 
not shared perspective. This put Bush in the awkward position of having to embrace 
Reagan while trying to distance himself (as in his call for a “kinder, gentler” country). 
Gore, unlike Nixon in 1960 and Bush in 1988, is his president’s close partner, who 
authentically carries the banner of the Clinton administration’s achievements. And, unlike 
Bush, Gore is articulate and direct in explaining why he is the new man to carry the work 
forward. The stronger the theme of continuity and change, the greater the victory and the 
mandate.
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Eisenhower, compounding his difficulties, tarnished his luster. Reagan, through the Cold 
War endgame and his rhetorical skill, magically enhanced his stature. Because of Nixon’s 
defeat in 1960, there is no historical reference to an Eisenhower era. Reagan, however, 
currently enjoys a greater historical reputation than he deserves because he was 
vindicated through the ambiguous medium of George Bush.

Obviously, the President should brandish foreign policy to enhance his prestige and 
stature. The Eisenhower and Reagan experiences could not be more telling on that point. 
And, obviously, the schisms within the Republican Party must be exacerbated, especially 

there will be an inevitable unfolding of events. The public will perceive complacency as 
smugness, then as arrogance.

The Republicans and Bush in particular have declared that the election will be a 
referendum on the Clinton presidency. If they win, they will claim their victory was a 
reaction against it. The issue, according to the Republicans, is this: Do the American 
people vindicate and extend the Clinton era or do they bring it to an end? The overriding 
question for the President and the Vice President—seen in the light of the Eisenhower 
and Reagan examples—is how they will affect that referendum.

The Republicans, by contrast, will leave the primaries badly battered. The McCain 
insurgency has split their party and greatly discredited its congressional and regular 
wings. Bush, representing the governors and the regulars, kept a distance from the 
congressional leadership. But McCain, running as a maverick, took on all of them, 
leaving them in pieces. The Republicans have no program or strategy for retaining the 
House, except a dependent reliance on Bush’s pulling power.

The Democratic Party is emerging from the primaries relatively unscathed. The 
congressional and presidential wings are in harmony. There has not been a time since 
arguably 1975, or even 1965, when the country and the Democratic agenda were in 
convergence.

The President’s prospect is better at the beginning of his last year than it was for either 
Eisenhower or Reagan. He has entered what may be a virtuous cycle, if it can be kept in 
perpetual motion. Inescapably, Gore is viewed as a proxy and an extension. The better 
Gore performs, the better the President looks. Gore’s rise, documented in polls, reflects 
favorably on the President, giving him more room to lift up Gore. And the better the 
President does, the better Gore looks.

For 2000, simplicity, clarity and consistency of message are paramount. Proliferating 
issues may have an effect other than highlighting an active executive, who, after all, is 
not running. If the issues are not tightly framed, they can create a diffuse impression. In 
setting the agenda, the President must insure that every issue is subsidiary to the grand 
themes of advancing peace, deepening prosperity and building another decade of 
progress. Beyond that, on a political level, the balance must be struck between continuity 
and change.
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on tax cuts and (after China WTO) internationalism. But there are also other potential 
pitfalls, including the danger of being drawn into legislative wear-and-tear and the overly 
drawn complexity of the administration’s stance on trade.

The Republican Congress the President faces has been in great part discredited, even 
within its own party. It is the opposite of the dynamic force he encountered in 1995-96, 
during his reelection campaign, when Republicans still envisioned the Congress as their 
vanguard. The Republican presidential candidate will want the President to be mired in 
protracted unresolved conflict with the Congress as a distraction and to drag down his job 
performance numbers. In effect, the Republican nominee must triangulate to have a 
chance. So the President must use the Congress to highlight the Democratic agenda, pass 
certain signal pieces of legislation, and split the opposition to illustrate their lack of 
direction, program and cohesion. Above all, he must avoid the tar pit.

Barring unforeseen crises, the one issue that has the most potential of confusing the 
public and splitting the Democrats is trade. It is the weakest point. Since the disaster in 
Seattle, the administration’s position has been defensive, argumentative and abstract. 
Pushing trade apart from concrete proposals has invariably led to setbacks—fast-track 
being the notable example. Trade cannot persuasively be promoted only as a process. 
And just talking about trade as a general proposition fosters an increasingly murky 
political atmosphere. Trade clouds up the administration’s foreign policy, sometimes 
even appearing to substitute for it, rather than being understood as one of its instruments. 
And talking about trade in the abstract casts a shadow over the economic success story. 
Administration pleas for a hearing on trade suggest that it is ineffective, implicitly 
reinforcing the notion that it has had little to do with the economy. The rhetoric 
surrounding trade, stressing “global integration” and “rules of the road,” is arcane and 
impenetrable to most people.

The case for trade should not be made in the abstract, but only in relation to China WTO. 
While all the usual arguments should be made about our interests, the issue should be 
framed above all as a foreign policy one. That enables the moral component to be brought 
to bear. It is about whether we will have a lasting peace with China, the largest nation in 
the world and an emerging power in the 21st century. Trade is an instrument of our policy 
of peace. It combines our interests and our values. Our ultimate goal is not merely trade; 
it is peace, which promotes not only prosperity but democracy. Indeed, the focus of our 
entire foreign policy is peace. The ending of the Cold War has not meant that the 
American people think of foreign policy apart from questions of war and peace. The 
President’s most favorable image remains that of peacemaker. Other arguments, of 
course, must be made for trade, including that trade means continued economic growth 
and opportunity. But if peace is not the first argument then the President will have 
dispensed with one of the most powerful themes that serve all presidents, especially in 

their last year.
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NOWMW* vote

According to many of our top editorialists, the nation is gripped 
by something called "Clinton fatigue." After seven long years, 
voters are fed up with our "truth-twisting" president (the phrase 
is John McCain's), and they can’t wait for him to clear out of 
Washington. It is this lingering distaste, the pundits argue, that 
explains the dynamics of the 2000 presidential race. As an 
antidote to Bill Clinton, voters want character; they want 
straight talk; they are sick of politics as usual. This accounted 
for Bill Bradley's surge last fall, and it now accounts for 
McCain's even more remarkable rise over the past two weeks.

TRB FROM WASHINGTON
Yawn
By SEAN WILENTZ
Issue date: 02.28.00 
Post date: 02.17.00

The model has an elegant simplicity. But it 
rests on a fictional premise. By every 
meaningful standard, statistical and 
historical, Clinton fatigue is an utter hoax. It 
is the latest sign of the growing gap between 
what the public actually thinks and what the 
pundits c aim the public thinks. In fact, over 
time, Clinton has become more popular, not
less. That so many intelligent writers assume 

the opposite tells us exactly nothing about Clinton. It tells us a 
great deal, however, about the dogma-cursed state of American 
political commentary.

From 1945 to 1992, each American president saw his 
job-approval ratings drop during his final years in office. The 
Korean War so undermined Harry Truman's popularity that he 
decided not to run for reelection in 1952. Vietnam did the same 
for Lyndon Johnson in 1968. Wretched disapproval (and 
almostcertain impeachment) led Richard Nixon to resign in 
1974. Stagflation, the Iran hostage crisis, and "malaise" sent 
Jimmy Carter's numbers tumbling before Ronald Reagan 
clobbered him in 1980. Reagan's popular support went into free 
fall during the Iran-Contra scandal and never really recovered. 
George Bush, prior to his defeat in 1992, saw his approval 
ratings plunge from their peak just after the Gulf war. Even the 
likable Dwight Eisenhower saw his ratings slip sharply during 
his sluggish second term.
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Commentators are quick to note that Clinton's approval ratings 
drop abruptly when the question turns from job performance to 
character. But poll data only matter insofar as they predict 
elections, and, when it comes to elections, Clinton's high 
job-approval numbers are far more predictive than his low 
personal-approval ones. And, like the job-approval numbers, 
the trend at the polls has generally been up.

Clinton is the great exception. After hovering in the mid-50s 
during the months after his reelection, his approval ratings have 
averaged in the low to mid-60s ever since—reaching 69 percent 
at the height of the impeachment crisis and never dipping 
below 56 percent. By contrast, Ronald Reagan's numbers 
plummeted from 63 percent in October 1986 to 40 percent in 
February 1987 and then were barely nudged above the halfway 
mark until after the 1988 elections.

Now consider 2000. Last fall, the press was filled with 
suggestions that Clinton fatigue was killing Al Gore. But last 
fall, if you'll remember, Gore was frantically distancing himself 
from the president-telling every interviewer who would listen 
how much he disapproved of Clinton's behavior and engaging 
in elaborate rhetorical contortions to avoid mentioning the 
president's name on the stump. Since December, he has started 
forthrightly claiming credit for the Clinton administration's 
accomplishments, and he has soared, winning in both Iowa and 
New Hampshire. To be sure, part of Gore's success stems from 
his campaign shake-up and from Bradley's early timidity. And,

Clinton has now been the dominant figure in four national 
elections. In 1992, he won the presidency, in a three-way race, 
with 43 percent of the popular vote. In 1994, of course, the 
Gingrich Republicans routed the president and his party, 
turning a large Democratic congressional majority into a GOP 
majority. But two years later Clinton not only rebounded from 
1994 but surpassed his showing in 1992, winning 49 percent of 
the popular vote in another three-way race. In 1998, against 
media predictions, he did even better, and the Democrats 
gained five seats in the House. The last time a second-term 
president's party did so well in an off-year election was 1822.
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to be sure. Democratic primary voters are the least 
Clinton-fatigued people around. But the fact remains that, at 
the ballot box as in the job-approval ratings, evidence for 
Clinton fatigue is scarce. Even McCain, whose recent rise 
pundits credit to his anti-Slick-Willie persona, beat George W. 
Bush in New Hampshire with a tax plan that his opponents 
ridiculed (and that he at one point acknowledged) as 
Clintonian.

Chart sources: Gallup Poll; Washington Post-ABC; NBC-WSJ; ABC; WSJ; NY 
Times-CBS; Newsweek. Chart by Nigel Holmes.

character issue makes people vote against McCain.
Improbable Cause: Jonathan Chait on the crumbling Michigan 
firewall.
The Editors: Cloning is almost here. Does Washington care?

Recently:
Elsewhere in this week's issue, Franklin Foer examines a 
phenomenon closely tied to Clinton fatigue: McCain chic. In TRB last 
week, Fouad Ajami spun tales of the new economy. Sean Wilentz's 
last article in TNR presented the historical case for why the Reform 
Party is doomed.

Why, then, does Clinton fatigue get so much press? Because 
today's commentators are afflicted with two types of denial. On 
the right, there is negative denial, a stubborn refusal to concede 
Clinton's success in bringing about the OOP's current disarray. 
On the left, there is positive denial, characterized by absolutist 
assertions of outmoded doctrine coupled with distortions of 
Clinton's record. Negative denial helps explain conservative 
pundits' sudden enthusiasm for McCain as the "un-Clinton." 
Positive denial helps explain leftist pundits' enthusiasm for the 
inert Bradley.

Though distinct, these two types of anti-Clinton denial have 
much in common. In both instances, political frustration breeds 
political self-delusion. In both instances, normally shrewd 
analysts ridicule a president who has proven their nostrums 
wrong. In both instances, the experts, having persuaded 
themselves that Clinton fatigue truly exists, attempt to pass the 
fraud off on a resistant public. And, most remarkably, in both 
instances, the fraud gets perpetrated not merely by the usual 
gang of talk-radio demagogues and cable-TV blowhards but by 
some of the ablest intellectuals and editors in the land. Who 
these intellectuals are, how they operate, and what the 
Clinton-fatigue fraud portends for the future will be the 
subjects of next week's TRB.
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February 24, 2000

MEMORANDUM FOR THE P DENT

From:

Subject: Long Term Planning Follow-Up

I. Major Themes

A. World Stewardship

Karen A. Tramontano 
Thomas Freedman

At our meeting, we agreed there are two key times during which you can maximize 
opportunities to shape the public legislative debate. The first runs from late March (at the 
conclusion of the nominating process) until late July (the Republican convention). The 
second occurs during the appropriations end game in September and October. Our 
planning will fully utilize these times. Since the most important congressional votes and 
legislative work will take place before each recess and immediately before the session 
ends, scheduling will hold May 22 - 26; June 26-30; July 24 - 28; September 25 - 30 and 
the relevant part of October. In addition to your formal meetings with members of 
Congress to discuss pending legislative business, we will also sometimes schedule 
informal congressional meetings on those evenings when you are working.

♦ Middle East (March/April) (Prior to September deadline)
♦ Northern Ireland (Prior to May)
♦ Russia (Elections & Aftermath—March 26 and April 16)
♦ NMD, ABM, CTBT

This updated memorandum reflects the themes and issues we discussed with you during 
the long-term strategy meeting last week. Based on that meeting, we are working with 
communications, press and the policy councils to develop strategies to implement those 
themes and issues.

We have segmented foreign policy issues into four groupings. The first group of 
issues are those where the stakes are high, a significant amount of your time is 
required and success depends upon your personal involvement at the highest level. 
Because we do not know exactly when you will be needed to work on these issues, 
we will keep your schedule somewhat flexible. Throughout the year, these matters 
will continue as high priorities; we will adjust your schedule, as circumstances 
require.
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♦ China PNTR/WTO (February-July)

Potential Travel:

X

♦ Congressional meetings (4 each month)
♦ Business meetings (February 24, 2000)
♦ Speeches (March 1 & March 8, 2000)
♦ Elite Press
♦ National Press
♦ Regional/District Press
♦ Kick-Off with Former Presidents (March 28, 2000)

♦ Asia (India) (March 18- 26)
♦ Germany (April - May)
♦ G-7 Summit (July 21 - 23)
♦ APEC (November 15-16)

J

The second group reflects high priority areas requiring less direct attention from you. 
Scheduling for these matters is much more likely to be within our control. There are 
other objectives in this grouping e.g. Africa Trade/CBI that may require your 
attention but will be primarily carried by others.

We agreed that China requires special emphasis. As a result, your schedule will 
reflect what it will take to win that vote. A fair amount of your time will be needed to 
retail and publicly frame this issue. We will set time aside for the following:

The last two groups identify planned trips and other potential travel you asked us to 
consider:

♦ Columbia + another Latin American Country
♦ Russia (After elections)
♦ Middle East (Depending upon events)
♦ Nigeria & Portugal (May-June)
♦ Ireland
♦ Additional stops in Asia trips, e.g. Korea, others
♦ Consider adding AlXka & Hawaii to Asian trips

♦ Columbia
♦ Greece-Turkey-Cypru§\

♦ Kosovo/Southeast Europe\ Making the case for US engagement
V-Hntemational Debt-Relief J
♦ Vaccines (Majch 2, 2000)
♦ Africa Trade/C§F'\
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B. Economic Stewardship

C. Domestic Leadership

1. Education

3

You asked that we consider developing a 2-day education tour where we highlight 
a failing school that is improving in venues like East LA. We are tentatively 
holding May 11-12 for the tour which will begin with a National Teacher of the 
Year event. In April we are proposing that you travel to Atlanta to speak to 
education writers at the Education Writers' Conference.

This section addresses issues where you are an established leader, where we want 
to continue your leadership, and where you are likely to achieve some of your 
SOTU initiatives.

We agreed that education would get attention only if it is at the center of a 
battle—either in the Congress or in the states. As we develop a strategy we will 
look for fights that will bring education into sharp focus.

We have focused this section on your economic stewardship, the benefits of the new 
and expanding economy, and the need to do more to ensure that all citizens have a 
share and a stake in our nation’s economic growth. We plan to showcase throughout 
the year your record on fiscal discipline and show how you continue to make the hard 
choices to ensure a strong economy. You asked that we consider focusing on 
poverty as a discrete issue including a review of welfare-to-work programs and an 
analysis of the nature of poverty. In addition we will highlight the following:

Long-term care
Retirement Accounts
EITC - Marriage Penalty
Medicare buy-in
Child Care
Tuition Tax Credit

♦ The Economic Summit - a one-day summit (April 5).
♦ New Markets' Tour/Closing the Digital Divide (April 10-12)
♦ Round table—Community Reinvestment Act (May)
♦ The New Economy - Major Speech at UPENN (February 24)
♦ The President’s Record on Fiscal Discipline
♦ Medicare solvency
♦ Social Security - transferring interest savings
♦ Paying down the public debt

Working Families tax package:
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Three related and no less important issues are:
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♦ Kyoto/Climate Change
Although progress in the Senate on the Kyoto treaty is highly unlikely, the 
Kyoto negotiations may bear some fruit. If progress is achieved, we will

As in the past, the education debate will re-engage during the congressional 
appropriations battle. The funding battle will provide another opportunity to 
highlight education.

♦ ESEA Reauthorization (February through June)
Social Promotion
Education Reform including low performing schools
School Accountability
Education Standards

Here in Washington the debate will begin with the reauthorization of ESEA. The 
elements of the reauthorization debate are outlined below:

♦ Power Generation (prior to Earth Day)
♦ Lands’ Legacy (September-October)
♦ Executive Actions - Sequoia National Monument (April 15)
♦ Bacca Ranch
♦ Roadless Forests - Final Rule November/December
♦ Redwoods
♦ Everglades

♦ Education funding - September through October
100,000 teachers
School Construction
After-school care
Head Start
GEAR-UP

We agreed to plan a few major environmental events using dates when the public 
pays attention to the environment like Earth Day, Memorial Day and the 4th of 

July. Major initiatives, like Lands' Legacy, Monuments and Roadless, could be 
unveiled in big events on these key dates to underscore their importance and 
improve the chances that you will successfully drive the issue. You asked that we 
add the Redwoods and the Everglades issues to this list. You also asked us to 
consider travel to the Rio Grande and Nevada to showcase other environmental 
initiatives. Plans are underway to highlight your accomplishments in the run-up 
to Earth Day including events on new generation vehicles, monuments and the 
30th Anniversary of Earth Day on the Mall.

’SIDENT HAS SEJ
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♦
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Research - The 21st Century Research Fund includes a $3 billion increase in 

research. Since the Republicans will top your investment, we will work with 
OSTP on a strategy to ensure that additional increases are not exclusively 
directed for NIH. We will also include the Livermore, Huntsville and 
Brookhaven labs as vehicles to demonstrate the government's investment in 
research.

The Human Genome Project - The first sequence draft will be completed this 
year. The draft represents 90% of the human genome sequence. An 
announcement could be ready by May. You indicated that this is a priority 
and you very much want to be involved. We will also look for ways to 
demonstrate how the genome project will improve people's lives.

Genome Privacy—As technological advancements progress, there is 
tremendous public concern about the release and use of personal medical data. 
On February Sth, you issued an Executive Order on Genetic Discrimination. 
In May, you and Tony Blair will sign a Joint Statement opening access to 
research data.

highlight it but also make clear that progress on Kyoto is a good deal for 
business (November). We continue to work on a power generation proposal 
for release in April before Earth Day (April 22).

♦ New Generation Vehicles
Similarly, we are working with the auto industry on an agreement to include 
SUVs in their new research and development effort on fuel efficiency for new 
generation vehicles. SUVs are the auto industry's biggest market, expanding 
this partnership to SUVs would be a big victory. Tentatively we are looking 
at a meeting between the auto industry and you in late March to highlight the 
successes of the Partnership for New Generation Vehicles and to showcase the 
new demos that get better than 70 mpg. We may also be ready to announce an 
Executive Order to improve fuel efficiency in the federal fleet.

♦ Fuel Efficiency
If we complete a "declaration of intent" with the trucking industry to conduct 
research that will lead to fuel efficiency, air emissions and safety 
improvements, much like PNGV, you could sign the declaration (April/May). 
We will evaluate whether electricity deregulation could pass the Congress this 
year and develop a strategy to improve its chances. We will also look at 
showcasing bio-fuels research, energy improvements in housing and energy 
conversion opportunities.
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The International Space Station
You could visit the American crew before their departure to the Space 

Station. Alternatively, you could call the space station sometime between 
August and December to talk to the crew. These events would highlight 
scientific advances made during your Administration.

Closing the Digital Divide:
Advocates applauded the Digital Divide budget initiative you announced in 
DC. The New Markets' Tour in April will provide another platform for you to 
talk about your proposals to close the digital divide. Americorps is working 
locally with Steve Case and America On-line on a digital divide project that 
has been quite successful—we will look for ways to include Americorps in an 
event on this topic.

Connecting Schools to the Internet:
The Department of Education released a report showing that we have made 
some progress in achieving our goal. The Vice President declined the 
announcement. Bruce Reed will provide the details to you. Another vehicle 
to get more schools connected to Internet will be your school modernization 
proposals. Our campaign to enact school modernization will provide 
additional opportunities for you to highlight this progress.

Technology and Disabilities
There is growing interest about the use of technology to assist people with 
disabilities and technology’s use in telemedicine. You could demonstrate 
these advancements and the government's investments in research by going to 
sites where these technologies are being made available to the disabled.

♦ Research Ethics - There is also growing concern about the use of gene 
therapies. Your Bioethics Advisory Board will recommend a government­
wide office to oversee the government's involvement in gene therapy research 
and use. If you embrace these recommendations you could create a new 
office on “Human Research Subjects Protections." The Board is also likely to 
issue findings regarding human subjects protections. You could announce 
these findings as well. (April-June)

♦ Research Misconduct—Work is underway to develop new guidelines 
regarding scientific research and misconduct. We believe these guidelines 
will be well received and very appropriate for you to announce. (September- 
November)

As Internet technology expands, questions about cyber access and personal 
privacy are growing. You have been ahead of the curve on these issues. 
Throughout the year, we will highlight your initiatives in the following areas:



4. Health

5. Crime

7

♦ A We will continue to work aggressively to facilitate a settlement with gun 
manufacturers. If a settlement appears unlikely, we will recommend 
becoming more directly involved in the litigation. The discussions with the 
gun manufacturers are ongoing and could continue through August.

♦ Webside Chats
You indicated an interest in continuing webside chats. We will begin these 
chats with the five constituent groups Loretta Ucelli outlined for you.

Successfully concluding the gun issue is less likely this year given the nature of 
the political debate and the current make-up of Congress. Nonetheless we are 
suggesting ways to focus and engage the debate. Dates that are important to note 
are the Million-Moms' March, the Columbine Anniversary and the anniversaries 
of the school shootings in Arkansas, Oregon and Kentucky. Since Colorado 
failed to pass a gun licensing law by one vote last week, citizens have announced 
that they will launch a ballot initiative in April. We have a tentative hold on your 
schedule for April 12 to travel to Colorado to announce the initiative.

Like last year, we will engage in an appropriations battle with Congress to 
fund 50,000 more cops. We will schedule events to highlight your 
accomplishments and leadership. (September - October)

You asked that we also consider a White House Conference or a Summit that 
would focus the public's attention on Medicare and Aging, CHIPS-Parents and/or 
Prevention. In addition, the HHS and USDA are hosting a conference on 
nutrition; we will look for ways to involve your Council on Physical Fitness, too.

♦ Privacy
There is growing public concern about invasions into personal privacy as a 
result of technological changes. Work is underway to develop the rules of the 
road for cyber-privacy

♦ Health Care Expansion
♦ Prescription drugs
♦ Medical errors (February 22)

In addition to the Medicare Reform debate and the political debate on the Patients' 
Bill of Rights, we believe there will be three vital health care debates where you 
can promote your SOTU initiatives and in the case of medical errors, take 
additional executive actions.
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As President, you have effectively used public speeches, the Race Initiative and 
now the "One America" office to elevate and redefine the American dialogue on 
race. We will continue to weave these issues into the fabric of everything we do. 
As you know, you will travel to Selma, Alabama on March 5 to join the walk 
across Pettus Bridge. We will also look for more communities like Fairfax, 
Virginia to highlight the multi-ethnic nature of America. We recommended 
establishing a process to help bring the race book to completion. Your guidance, 
is needed on whether to proceed. y

This is one of your signature programs and we must continue to highlight this 
theme. Last year we developed a communications plan to give Americorps a 
higher profile, with your help Americorps’ profile rose. This year Americorps is 
on the path to reach 100,000 volunteers. We plan to showcase this achievement 
by adding service events with Americorps volunteers to your schedule. 
Americorps would like you to participate in National Service Day on April 17; we 
are tentatively holding a couple of hours on your schedule for service. We will 
also ask the Vice President whether he is interested in speaking at the City Year 
event.

TH

♦ In addition to the report you announced on February 4th, there will be other 
opportunities to promote your gun enforcement initiative. In March/April the 
Treasury will issue another report on illegal gun trafficking. To bring more 
attention to your initiative you could roll out the report at a responsible gun 
manufacturer like Smith & Wesson.

♦ There are 12 states that have gun-licensing statutes—the Massachusetts law is 
most like your proposal. To focus attention on your licensing initiative, you 
could visit a state with similar laws and take a gun safety class or register for a 
license. (February-October)

♦ This month the Youth Violence Initiative will announce its new board 
including Steve Case and perhaps Oprah Winfrey. Throughout the year, the 
Initiative will have additional policy announcements and accomplishments to 
announce with you.

♦ To promote your "Smart Guns" initiative and to continue the gun debate you 
could also visit a manufacturing venue that uses this new technology. (March- 
July)

7'!
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D. Unfinished legislative business

E. Consumer Protection

II. Message Vehicles & Venues

♦ The Press

9

You have been very successful in demonstrating how government can protect 
citizen consumers. Work is being done on the following issues to produce policy 
initiatives and executive actions for your review that will continue your success in 
these areas.

As we discussed, it will become increasingly difficult to dominate the news. In 
addition to honing our message, delivery and amplification, we will need more of 
your time to maintain public leadership on key initiatives. You agreed to the 
strategic options set out below as additional means to improve the media’s 
coverage of the issues.

♦ Food Safety - including GMOs
♦ Airline Safety
♦ Medical Privacy
♦ Financial Privacy

♦ Patients Bill of Rights
♦ Minimum Wage
♦ School Construction (tax proposal)
♦ Common Sense Gun Control
♦ Campaign Finance Reform
♦ Hate Crimes
♦ Equal Pay

This section outlines some of the issues that will be at the center of the political 
debate. Some pundits are predicting that nothing will get done legislatively— 
especially on these issues. We believe, however, these issues can be raised above 
political cynicism and, in some cases, passed into law. The issues are:

SEEN

- i - oci

Continue to hold one press conference each month
For key issues, put time aside for one-on-one press interviews and 
roundtable discussions to build up to or to amplify an issue or event 
Write “op eds” and other articles to amplify specific initiatives or 
positions
As your administration draws to a close, develop a strategy for print and 
electronic media to put your imprimatur on the "legacy" stories that will 
be written.



♦ Speeches

♦ Anniversaries

10

In addition, to giving some key speeches, we also recommend that you 
consider using this year’s commencement addresses to outline your important 
accomplishments and to outline your vision for the future as you did in the 
SOTU. One suggestion is to mirror your three 1992 speeches on foreign 
policy, the economy and opportunity. Returning to this format would provide 
you with a "book-end" opportunity to remind your audience of your promises 
while discussing your accomplishments. As we develop a list of colleges and 
universities for your consideration, we will include community colleges and 
colleges where the tuition tax credit would make a big difference.

Kick Butts Day—April 5
World Health Day—April 7
National Youth Service Day—April 17
Oklahoma City Bombing—April 19
Columbine Anniversary—April 20
Earth Day—April 22
Mother Day’s/Million Mom March—May 14
Women 2000 General Assembly—June 5-9
Father’s Day—June 18(Fatherhood Initiative)
Title IX Anniversary—June 23
ADA Anniversary—July 26
Balanced Budget Act—August 5
Welfare Reform Bill—August 22
Back-to-School—Sept 5-8
World AIDS Day—December 1

We will take full advantage of anniversaries to lift topics and initiatives that 
may be more difficult to bring to focus in this political year. You indicated an 
interest in being involved in the dates that are in bold. We are currently 
reviewing a proposal to dedicate a memorial to the victims of the Oklahoma 
City bombing.

The speech format is an excellent medium for you to deliver your message 
and vision. The challenge is to find topics that will leave a lasting “footprint” 
while being sufficiently provocative to generate news.



♦ Domestic Travel

♦ National Conventions

♦ Fundraising Venues

♦ The White House

11

You asked that we carefully review the states where we will hold message 
events to maximize coverage and impact. We are reviewing the following 
states: Pennsylvania—outside Philadelphia, Ohio, Missouri, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, Connecticut, Vermont, Maine, Washington and 
Oregon.

We will review the list of organizations that will be hosting national 
conventions in Washington, DC. Where appropriate we will use these venues 
as opportunities for you to speak to a specific issues or “drop-by” the event.

Throughout the year you will be speaking at a number of fundraising events. 
We suggest using these venues from time to time to discuss policies that you 
have officially announced earlier in the day. For example, on February 29 we 
are planning to have a state-by-state report on Medicare prescription drug 
coverage. Your fundraising speeches later in the day may provide a perfect 
venue to amplify the report.

You would like to use the ceremonial power of the White House to recognize 
individuals who have benefited from your policies. Additionally, you 
indicated that you would like to invite supporters, members of your cabinet 
and others to Camp David or to the White House to thank them. Nancy will 
follow-up.

Traveling to specific venues may provide unique opportunities to increase 
exposure for some initiatives like National Monuments, Lands Legacy, 
Agriculture and guns. Additionally, there is also one state you have not 
visited—^Nebraska. We will work on a planning a trip to Nebraska. You 
indicated you are interested in returning to Alaska and Hawaii.
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James I). Wolfensolm

Limiting the Scope of the World Bank

losers. Hut in 1997-99, the best-performing countries

mental misreading of the development challeng­
es we face today. Poor nennln in

If the World Bank were Io withdraw entirely ization are pointing in the opposite direction.

our operational performance has improved

...... eJ”,,2

challenges that we face on the ground every day.
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security reform in Brazil, financial sector reform 
in Mexico and so on.

Reflecting other commission recommenda­
tions, we also would need to withdraw from im-

. ...................................  rt,',Onal ”«nks. our clients would lending goes to 11 countries that

he .lone by all the players in the fight against D,.,.,. • 1 i
poverty, and we applaud all who hroach this dif- * 001 pCOpIC 111 deVClOpillg
ficult subject. We also welcome the comrnis- ~--------------- ----------------------—----- —

countries will be the

reform and institution building, it would cease 
to create the kind of enabling environment that 
can attract private funds to countries and areas

be limited to countries in Africa, the Middle 
East, Europe and the former Soviet Union. This 
would undermine the World Bank's global char­
acter at the very time that I he demands of global-

During the past few days a good deal ofcover­
age has been focused on the Meltzer Commis­
sion Reporl on the International Einancial In­
stitutions. and what it might mean for the World 
Bank. Let me t ' ' ’ ____ j
some real concerns that we al the bank have, anil 
also to set the record straight.

We are, of course, pleased that the issue of 
poverty reduction should he headline news. We 
share the commission's concern that more must

that currently receive little. No other organiza­
tion is doing this work on a global scale.

A critical strength of the World Bank is its 
ability to learn from developing countries in all 

in its policy advice and opera I

in these countries.
Private-sector investors will not fund the im­

provements in health, education and other

world. But the burde.i would fall heaviest on the 
2.2 billion people living o.i less than $2 per day 
in Asia and Latin America, since the bank would 
no longer be involved in country programs

from Asia ami from Latin America; if it were o The loss of'fl e hn'V ‘ 0PP0S"C ‘,ir1er‘ion

.......i..Sissis
2.2 billion people living on less than $2 per day

portant country programs in Europe, such as Po­
land, where we have supported the creation of 
market-friendly legal and regulatory frameworks 
and financial sector and health care reforms.

Nor do the commission's recommendations 
seem to be supported by sound analysis and 
careful use of statistics. The report states that 

’ non-concessional 
, — ------- -— .....t have sub­

stantial access to capital markets, but it ignores 
the fact that these countries are home to more 
than 60 percent of the poor people in the devel­
oping world. The report's authors also fault the 
bank for neglecting its own insight that aid can 
be effective only in countries with good policies. 
But in 19$)7-99, the best-perfonning countries 
annually received almost five times more In­
ternational Development Association resources 
per capita than poor performers.

We have changed, and we are changing. By 
the late 1990s, the financial sector and the social 
sectors—-such as education and health—absorb­
ed about a quarter each of total annual World 
Bank lending, up from around 5 percent each 
during the early 1980s. None of this is reflected 
m the commission's report. Nor is the fact that 
our operational performance has improved 
markedly over the past few years. Instead, the 
report bases much of its argument on a distorted 
use of statistics on bank effectiveness.

We welcome debate. But we need to test the 
commission’s recommendations against the 
challenges that we face on the ground every day. 
Unfortunately, against this measure I believe 
that many of them significantly miss the mark.

The writer is president of the World Bank.
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ing support from Congress will follow it. This is 
crucial.

We nevertheless believe that a number of the 
commission's proposals are based on a funda­
mental misreading of the development challeng­
es we face today. Poor people in developing 
countries will be the losers if these proposals are 
implemented.

coinmis-
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Army Says It Likely Will Slow Plans

To Build Lighter, More Mobile Force

the wall street journal

Specifically, the Army has seriously consid­
ered cutting back its purchase of 1,200 Co­
manche attack helicopters, at a cost of about 
$43 billion, by as much as half, though a 
smaller reduction is more likely. The Co­
manche is made by Boeing Co. of Seattle and 
United Technologies Corp., Hartford, Conn.

The need to create lighter, more mobile 
units has taken on new urgency since the 
conflict in Kosovo. Commanders quickly 
learned their M-l Abrams tanks were too 
big to roll through the region’s narrow vil­
lages. The brigades the Army hopes to cre­
ate will be able to better operate in places 
such as the Balkans. With the lighter com­
bat vehicles, the forces will be more air mo­
bile and able to get to the battle faster than 
the Cold War-era counterparts that domi­
nate today’s Army.

By Greg Jaffe

Staff Reporter of The Wall Street Journal

WASHfNGTON-The Army, pleading 
poverty, says it likely will slow its ambi­
tious modernization plans to build a 
lighter, more mobile force capable of oper­
ations ranging from peacekeeping mis­
sions to full-scale war.

Instead of buying new equipment to re­
organize two brigades a year, it is far more 
likely that the Army will now re-equip only 
one a year, said Army Secretary Louis 
Caldera.

Earlier this year the Army predicted 
that the total cost of the modernization pro­
gram was expected to run about $70 billion 
over the next 12 years. The Army's budget, 
if continued at current levels, would cover 
only about half of those costs, according to 
Mr. Caldera.

Slowing the program will allow the Army 
to pay for its modernization without a large 
budget increase over the next few years, he 
said. But the decision also carries risks. 
Both Gen. Eric Shinseki, Army chief of staff, 
and Mr. Caldera have argued that by com­
mitting now to modernizing two brigades a 
year they would be better able to ensure the 
effort isn’t sidetracked by bureaucratic iner­
tia or the change of administration.

The Army is asking Congress for about 
SI billion in 2001 to jump-start the modern­
ization program. In January, the Army 
said it would use that money to reorganize 
two brigades that will feature lighter, 
faster armored vehicles than the 70-ton 
tanks the forces are built around now.

"We still will make the case that we 
would like to do two brigades" a.year, Mr. 
Caldera said. “But this is not an all-or- 
nothing proposition. We don’t want to play 
into the hands of those who say if we cannot 
do two brigades a year we should do none 
at all."

Support for the idea of transforming the 
Army remains strong throughout the Pen­
tagon. But there is concern within Con­
gress that the current plan is simply the 
latest in a series of modernization plans 
proposed and then sidetracked as other pri­
orities emerged. Doubts also remain about 
whether the Army will be able to find the 
money to execute its ambitious program in 
the years beyond 2001.

Senate Armed Services Committee 
Chairman John Warner (R., Va.) recently 
warned that the Army's modernization 
plan and its $1 billion outlay for 2001 were 
“in jeopardy,” because there wasn’t 
enough money to build lighter, more mo­
bile forces-the heart of the program-and 
continue to buy all of the other updated 
weapons the Army has requested.

In recent weeks, the Army has worked fu­
riously to try to free up the money to con­
vince leaders in the Senate that it could 
carry out the modernization program.
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by arffing xhara tn the public, [Mcmsoi S3>* he 
just want'! equal treatment, with the FHLB and

torrow ctcti man: imxj. Tie rteuai tf Ihi 
dtfpule—-whidi inwA.es htw tn mcrane the ty»- 
tarfs rafitaJ—are mnplicatnL The isste is now

Treasury Secretiry Rohert Rutm, fcr one. n not 
arrxuert lie sent i tai Wlrr a wrck ajtn to the 
Horse Banking Ccrrunillre, ampLiTnihjt that the 
Federal Home Lour Bink system ku Tundrnnmtal
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Bron Mannon, ehameian ol the boird that n®> 
Urea the FHLB s>srmi. Am amiable and srlioiluto 
former ermgrrssnan, be sip be agrees witfi tritia

moot, since the prevosd was healen tack in the 
House Banking Committee tssl week

And who, jou might wonder, has emerged 
rrcmtiy as the shupest crib’c of the Federal Home 
Loan Banta? Nene other than the Big Daddy of 
gCrrernmerrt harked hoiEing lenders, Fannie Mae, 
which appears to be worried ahead what it mpnls 
m anfidr cranpetrlfon from its riraL

Fannie frhe oanlendsth* tinea the HUB’S stock, 
is owned by its RAOO mnrtters, mrst of which >e‘ 
federally insurert, i rfoem’t hare a normal Tatcndr'' 
capital lune; Fannie Mae. in mtitaSL raises capital

HUB'S arlztrage inwstmenls began Io lake o J, the 
system's brat friend an Capital Hit) wan Sen. Alfcose 
D’Amalo of Ntew York, who was the aenior Rcpidfr 
can 00 the Sermle Banking Cranmdltee.

D’Amato, it tons* enrt, was • longtime pemorat 
Mend of the predrlnil cf the Federal Home Loan 
Bank of New York, Alfred A. DeJiBon, who nerved 
in theNev York state aKembly tuck when [XArato 
was Namao County ereentine. (A spetasoan fee 
DeHiBavi agrees that Ike two are fnroifc hod saw. 
"Ttat anrrned we were given a fair hearing’' in 
Wasbinglcnc)

The Federal Home Loan Bark systan mijht have 
meandered along unnoticed by oiosi of the wratl i 
one of its biends in Cnngrrsa hadn't tried to jxsh 
leglskrtiati this year that wudd allow the systan to 

to 
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What makes official Washington tnUrotinft 
detpitc itself, is Ita rpportsmi ty esery now and tlien 
to enonmler an irwtitrilim beNling away in the 
ehsorrity of the federal burmricracy, prolrrfing its 
little plere of hrrf ind fending cC its eritia.

The Federal Home Loan Itn* system is srrh an 
instihrtion. Orated in 1932 to paimp Ekfiridily into 
the newly established savings aodloan industry, the 
FHLB (taown on WaJ Street as Hull*) fora on in 
the prosperous weHrapitalred 1990s like a beached 
wtale.

And wtat a whale! Arnazlngty enough, the 
Federal Ibxre Loan Bank system is the natim’s 
lai gist hocroisvr in tarts of daily vohne—bfggrr 
even than the US Treamry. According to the 
newslettrr Grants Introt Rate Observer, Ike 
syvterrr's 12 tanks borrowed a total of JIA tHUJoi 
during the first nine months of 1999, muds nf it 
memight, compared with tbc Treasury's JU 
IriUesc

So what do the FHLB bonks do with al that 
.money? Well they wse nd of It Io perfnroi their 
trafilksial misaoa nt lending money (inwtattbry 
all Advances”) to the system's roomily 6/00 
rmobera, which today include a mot of pannier rial 
trmky insurance cnmpinira. credit onicsis and 
thrifls. (The S&La the system was crated to help 
tart rwv mostly rfcappearrd.)

Bui hoe’s the Tsia: It lirnu not that lie grnd <J 
Federal Itxne Loan Banks are using rcogjify a third 
of their laarowed money Io lovrst to financial 
mar keta, falawing tartdtragn" strategies that allow 
them to profit fom the rprad between the chop 
money they can bevrow is guivj iinwnl bvrkrd 
institutfons and the kigbrr rates they rear-ire in the 
unj ■ i wjalslom toy market.

Whwt we have here, in other words, ha land cf 
hedge fiwtd embedded in the US gwrmmerit—a 
at least scntaliirtg that operates very modi Ike one, 
in that B tr» borrowed money to mate highly 
fareisged arbitrage Investments. And this at a time 
whm the rathe's top financial crfTirials are trying to 

Fannie Mee ’put nodre the same rrarroscope ud 
measared by the same nrler.*)

Mcsriren oilers a radiral preposaL He says be 
agrees with some analysis list a case crsAf be made 
fcr prfratfzingall three fyvrerrroeat-rngiported firarv 
cal giants, the FHLB, Fannie Mae and FrecHie Mac. 

But that isn't using to tappen, pcfillcily, Mceri-
Itavrtoecabtireactrnlira son soys. And he’s probably rijit Nothmg to

Like any good Washingtrei clary, this one has a Washington ever dies. Tris is a town where the 
pditiral antic. Owing the early IfKXX when .ifinosaurs foe on forever.

Federal Home Lena Bink system has “fimdrnncntal 
problems.* With a total cf 1350 lafflen in groraw 
merrlsabsifeed debt culdanding,* he noted. It 
aaes Wile of IhisdAt to further Hs public purpose of 
erpanr&ig haoeownrraHp’

Rubin sharply oitirfred the FHLB'a invratnasit 
aclivitits. He urged 'antafling Die use of sritaidiced 
hmds to make rererrnght oiraieymartet toons and 
bcHa$150bflfinnirvEtrnstlarbitrage portfolio'

Like runny nf Washington's IwgruMmig.cjystrv- 
ta, the Federal Home Loan Bank Hga is a ide cf a 
buresucrary that jast won't qufi—tacked by key 
patrons an Capitol LET and a network of wricion- 
nerTed friends arrmrrd (he country.
_ The kidrtatjgahlc bureaucrat, n this ose. h 

that lhe FHLB jhadrki't be engaging to arbitrage 
urvrstments.

*My policy is to reduce lhe arbitrage, as tar as the 
itrodure of lhe Bcderrt Hrone Loan Brnta can go,' 
he explains. Since lakng orer as chief regutitcn in 
15&f. be says, he has seduced lhe systrm'a money- 
onrkrf invertrnesits Io abort 20 percent of its total 
fhan fOpercrnL

Tbc Treasury stjs gfflly that we shrndd act 
ipickeT—mm-e this bal fader,* sap Morrison. Bat 
that would be a mistake, he mys, since It wotdd 
mran srafler efiridendr for the systan's orarJam, 
who might then withdraw thrir capitU vuddmly— 
producing instatahty. The systao is too hlg to try 
anything risky, in othra words—on ar gumeot seme- 
what sirralar to wfial investment honks and hedge 
foods say when reguhtrn ifisrass new ruts on
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IHE PRESiDZ SEEN

Get
Real on
Kosovo

cbcjXewyorkeimcs
FRIDAY, MARCH 17, 2000
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Foreign Affairs
THOMAS L. FRIEDMAN space, they were more willing to 

reach out to one another.
To disarm the politics of Kosovo, 

NATO needs to convene the parties 
and redraw the map or impose a new 
one. One idea would be to move the 
Serbian border with Kosovo near Mi­
trovica to the south — to encompass 
the biggest pocket of Serbs still living 
inside Kosovo. In return, the Serbs 
would be asked to give the Kosovo 
Albanians the two small counties of 
Serbia along Kosovo's eastern bor­
der, where a large number of Albani­
ans still live. That would create 
much cleaner dividing lines. Then 
NATO could make Kosovo a self­
ruling republic of Yugoslavia, with a 
promise to consider independence 
sometime in the future.

Finally. NATO could tell the Serbs 
that if they agreed to this land swap 
the sanctions on them would be lifted. 
The Serbs would get out of their deep 
economic hole. The Albanians would 
have self-rule. And NATO could pa­
trol the fence between them.

True, this would mean the world 
would effectively have two Albanias 
— the original Albania and a new 
Kosovo Albania. Although the Albani­
ans have not shown any capacity for 
running one state properly, let alone 
two, Europe will have to live with it. 

A broken Kosovo is no place to be 
experimenting with multicultural­
ism or affirmative action. As Stalin 
would say, talking of a self-sustain­
ing, multicultural Kosovo today is 
like talking about "hot ice or dry 
water." Our interest is that Kosovo, 
like Bosnia, be a place where the 
different ethnic communities can 
live apart, stably, until they choose to 
live together again, and where the 
U.S. and NATO can ensure that sta­
bility at the lowest cost. Since the 
Kosovo war ended before a stable 
dividing line could be established 
there, we need to draw that now. 
Without a stable dividing line we will 
always be peacekeepers in a land 
with no peace to keep. 

Karl Kraus, the famous Austrian 
journalist and playwright, once ob­
served that European wars were 
caused by diplomats who lied to jour­
nalists and then believed what they 
read in the newspapers.

One is reminded of that aphorism 
today when listening to U.S. and 
NATO officials insist that they are 
still committed to building a multi­
ethnic Kosovo — despite the murder­
ous inter-ethnic violence still going 
on there, and the obvious desire of 
the Pentagon and NATO to get out of 
Kosovo forever.

It's time U.S. and NATO officials 
stopped fibbing to themselves and 
then believing their own quotes. It’s 
obvious that the Kosovar Serbs and 
Albanians hate each other and have 
no intention of living together in the 
idealistic multi-ethnic state that the 
Clintonites once envisaged.

Now it might be momentarily sat­
isfying to just walk away, telling both 
sides: “You people deserve each oth­
er. Why don’t you just slug it out and 
call us when you’re exhausted.” But 
that would only lead to another 
bloodbath and refugee turmoil. Like 
it or not, the U.S. and NATO do have 
an interest in stability in the Balkans 
— if for no other reason than that it 
would allow them to focus on more 
important problems.

Since we can’t walk away, our real 
choices are clear: Either we disarm 
the warriors of Kosovo or we disarm 
the warring politics of Kosovo. That is 
to say, when dealing with an unfin­
ished civil war, in which people hate 
each other but are still living side by 
side, one option is to use overwhelm­
ing force to disarm the whole popula­
tion and then stand guard on every 
street corner until they leant to love [ 

each other. At a time when NATO 
wants to reduce its troops in Kosovo, 
this option is not realistic.

That leaves the other option — 
disarming the politics of Kosovo. 
Right now the politics of Kosovo is 
always on the verge of explosion, 
because neither of the big parties — 
the Serbs nor the Albanian Kosovo 
Liberation Army — is content or 
exhausted. The K.L.A. is using the 
U.S. zone in Kosovo as a privileged 
sanctuary to infiltrate southern Ser­
bia and aid ethnic Albanians living 
there, wntfo CerByw inhlrraiing 

-rfienand materiel intoTitiSSgJTi-Kgs- 
ovo to protect their people ther^^X. 

The only way NATO ran reriHrA itc 
presence in Kosovo, without it blow­
ing up, is by doing what NATO did in 
Bosnia: disarm the politics by tacitly 
partitioning the country. Bosnia is 
stable today because the key factions 
were exhausted by four years of war 
and got what they wanted: their own 
ethnic zones. Once the dividing lines 
were stable, all NATO had to do was 
patrol them. And once the parties in , 
Bosnia were secure in their oxr 
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Antibiotics in
Animal Feed

tals."

Experts have long known that the overuseof ;„;ibiot^and thrir S and that is far below lht! of Vir‘ slowd,T ^tibi0,ic af>

lias reduced the ability of those drugs to cure K,n,ianl>’cln resistance found in ani- provais has discouraged drug com-
infections. Now there is mounting evidence ma ,S,. . . panics from investing in the costly
that the antibiotics widely used on farm ani- k '\ere n“l at aU development of new antibiotics for
mals are also diminishing the power of ini- based. °? fhe data’.*at. W"- hu!nans’ t0°-

Livestock growers also are fight-

I

soning caused by Campylobacter

view.1 eljc Wosljimiton ^Jost

Friday, March 17, 2000

Worries Rise 
Over Effect of

va.'ca MIKC UU3 aiuuiiu MIC CUUIlirY nUVt* .. . .
caused rising alarm among infectious disease “y sc>ent»fic evidence linking
^aithe^^^S^m: n^to^Scein^

Humans Seen Vulnerable

To Drug-Resistant Germs

ready banned the farm use of Vir- 
giniamycin and three other

By Mabc Kaufman 

ffhOiiiurnvi Aim ShiJI'iVni

A 66-year-old woman was recovering from

Thompson of the FDA's Center of 
Veterinary Medicine. “That is ex­
actly the concern we are looking at. 
We're collecting information now 
and there will be a thorough re-

nials are also diminishing the power of im­
portant antibiotics to help people.

Giving animals antibiotics in their feed 
can cause microbes in the livestock to be­
come resistant to the drugs. People can then 
become infected with the resistant bacteria 
by eating or handling meat contaminated 
with the pathogens.

“Many of us believe there is a tremendous 
overuse of antibiotics for animals,” said Mar-

More than a year ago. the FDA 
proposed new guideb'nes to limit 
the spread of antibiotic resistance, 
and late last year claimed authority 
to require drug companies to prove 
any new animal antibiotics won’t 
dangerously increase antibiotic re­
sistance in humans. In the future, 
FDA officials said, the agency will 
also review some animal antibiot­
ics already on the market, and will 
require new testing and new stan­
dards for those closely related to vi­
tal human antibiotics.

The FDA’s actions have left 
drugmakers and livestock produc­
ers worried and angry. They say 
that animal antibiotics have been 
safe and very useful for decades, 
and that farmers need them to keep 
their animals healthy and growing 
as fast as they can. Without them. 
American meat and poultry would 
not be as safe from disease-causing 
organisms, and prices would rise as 
well, they say. And they complain 
that the FDA has already imposed a. 
“de facto moratorium” on new ani­
mal antibiotics while the proposed 
guidelines are debated.

The FDA "is adding new require­
ments for resistance information 
never asked for in the past, and al­
most impossible to actually gather 
now," said Richard Carnevale of 
the Animal Health Institute, which 
represents pharmaceutical compa- 

"In essence, we can't get prod­
ucts approved because we can’t 

..  learn what we have to prove,” he 
mans remains inconclusive, and said. "One company has been work- 
that animal antibiotics in general ing for more than a year oifa proto­
pose no immediate danger to peo- col Ito test antibiotic resistance!, 
pie. Studies have found Synercid and the FDA is never satisfied and
resistance in 1 percent to 4 percent just tells them to keep tweaking."

 . Carnevale asserted that the FDA

FHE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN 
3> -13-00

WiHiani Beaumont Hospital in Royal Oak,
Mich., who was involved in the Michigan

case. r J '
to our view that animal antibiotics are un­

dermining antibiotics for people,

sidered."
Most of the antibiotics used on

the farm are not administered to
treat sick animals. Instead, farmers ------ „„
feed livestock a low-level diet of an- use of any drugs used as animal 
tibiotics to attack bacteria that g.aJV u_ 
might require the animal’s body to used to treat diseases in people. ~
exnend energy to kill off This al- !.. v;„ “A is uyi,.K ur

A® ‘‘"'T1! m°re t,.ul?ld)! understand and quantify the

view, more efficiently.

ly become the focus of concern. Re­
searchers have already found evi-

farms has led to an increase in anti­

lowing recommendations from the 
World Health Organization. Legis- 

■ -- r—r~. lation to impose a similar ban in the
but this w.'iole area has to be recon- United States was introduced in 

Congress last year by Rep. Sherrod 
Brown (D-Ohio). And consumer 
and public health groups peti­
tioned the FDA last year to stop the 
• ICO rxrvsr m ..

growth promoters that are also

iamycin is the cause of the Synercid 
resistance, however minimal, in 
the human population,” said Carl 
Johnson of Pfizer Inc.. which devel­
oped Virginiamycin and later sold 
the rights to Synercid to Aventis 
Pharmaceuticals. “We believe it is 
coming from hospital use."

aiiuiniiuus ivi auuiiais, sam iviar- Others see a need for immediate 
ems Zervos. an infectious disease specialist at “ “

doctors and public health experts. They are

nious dispute now before the Food and Drug 
Administration over how antibiotics are 
used in this country—specifically, how farm­
ers use them to promote the growth of live­
stock.

In response, the FDA is hying to 
111. i,A/lnsstnwzl — M* L *• ---------wiiuviouiuu unu 4u<uiiny MIC

and, from a producer s point of risk to humans posed by antibiotic 
view, more efficiently. u8e jn animals, and will undertake a

But this practice has increasing- formal risk assessment of Synercid 
ly become the focus of concern. Rin and Virginiamycin this spring, 
searchers have already found evi- "Experts are saying they’re see- 
dence that the use of antibiotics on ing resistance to Synercid, and that 
farms has led to an increase in anti- it must be coming from the animal 
biotic-resistant cases of food poi- use of Virginiamycin," said Sharon

and salmonella bacteria in people.

Now, doctors and researchers
point to the antibiotic the Michi­
gan woman received—Synercid,
an important drug-of-last-resort in
fighting life-threatening infec­
tions—as a case study illustrating
why they are so concerned.

While Synercid was approved
for human use only last fall, a close­
ly related drug called Virginiamy­
cin has been used on livestock
since 1974. Researchers have
found Virginiamycin-resistanl bac­
teria in as much as 50 percent of su­

permarket chicken, turkey and
pork. That alone causes concern
t hat the effectiveness of Synercid is
already significantly reduced in hu­
mans.

"It's clear that the use of Virgin­
iamycin to promote the growth of

a heart bypass in a hospital near Detroit food animals is a hazard to human
when she suddenly developed respiratory health," said Frederick J. Angulo of
failure and a serious infection. Doctors the federal Centers for Disease
quickly gave her an antibiotic that usually Control and Prevention (CDC).
works. This time, however, it didn't. The "It's difficult to track the chain of
bacteria causing the woman’s infection were evidence we need to say for certain
resistant to the drug. that the Virginiamycin in animals

The woman's doctors immediately turned
to a newly approved antibiotic, a powerful results in resistance to Synercid in 
one designed specifically to attack the kind humans. But we do believe the 
of dangerous antibiotic-resistant microbes seeds for Synercid-resistant [bac-
that had infected her. But her physicians terial were planted on the farm 
were dismayed to find that drug didn't work and are likely to blossom in hospi- 
either—the bacteria in her body were rcsis . , -
tant to it as well. The woman died soon after. „ , . , . , .... .- , a-----

Cases like this around the country have Defenders of animal antibiotics mes that supply farm drugs.

Virginiamycin resistance in ani-



science alone here," said Gary M. Virpniamycin resistance in ani-

precise methods of studying Paring as Synercid resistance in

elje Wosljington |Jo5t

Fbiday, Mauch 17, 2000

ing efforts to limit antibiotic use. 
They consider the medications es-

effective sooner because of this ani­
mal use."

is present, even if it cannot be sci- '"W dangerous if their re-
.. . —zsfnAr f'nior/v

cntifically proven at the time. But
the U.S. Trade Representative has 
opposed the ban—supporting the

Baltimore, a specialist in the field. 
“We know we have a major problem 
on our hands in terms of antibiotic 

_ resistance in our hospitals. The
being colonized by Campylobacter question about Synerad is whether

Weber of the National Cattlemens mals to Synercid resistanceinhu-

Beef Association. "At this point, we 1-------- --- -------------.-------

The threat from Synercid-resis- 
. uc, VVUS.UV. u.c Jant bacteria is potentially greater,
sential to their business, and are ^“use the drug generally is used 

rushing as well to protect the FDA
from what they consider to be non- 
scientific influences.

“Unlike Europe, we want to

resistant to the antibiotic that used 
to be doctors’ last resort. Vancomy­
cin.

v. ...  ........... .. Researchers believe that animal 
main unresolved. But they say that resistanceto \irginiamyan^ap- 

more j ‘
bacteria on the molecular level these now verv danfferous entero- 

have recently allowed them to dem­
onstrate that resistant forms of at

traced Synercid resistance in hu­
mans from Virginiamycin resis­
tance in animals.

.....  . “The Synercid story is just start- 
biotics known as fluoroquino- mg to play out, said J Glenn Mor- 
lones—which include the most ns of the University of Maryland in 

widely used antibiotic to treat food- 
borne infections. Ciprofloxacin.

Researchers found that chicken
treated with fluoroquinolones were

mans is more complex than with 
don’t see any evidence of an identi- Campylobacter or salmonefla. 

fiable problem regarding antibiotic “
resistance from animal feed. And in
the absence of good science show­
ing that, we think it would be a real 
blunder to ban or limit its use."

The European Union asserts

cocci. But the scientific debate over 
this is fierce, and the newest scien- 

least “t»£“‘roi^>on 'bacteria- methods have not conclusively

Campylobacter and salmonella—
are being passed from animals to 
humans. These organisms have be­
come increasingly resistant to anti-

sistance transfers to other entero­
cocci that inhabit human wounds, 

.ppp.--------- - ---------------------  .... c«h1eler infections and other hos-
U.S. industry position that the pital-acqmred contagions Syner- 
risks of animal antibiotics have not eid was approved to attack a dan-

to control infections when a pa­
tient’s immune system is already 
severely compromised—during or- 

...... ^...p., „.... .. gan transplants and chemotherapy,
make sure decisions are based on instance. But the pathway from

Virginiamycin in feed produces 
resistance in bacteria called entero­
cocci, which inhabit the intestines 
of humans and animals. They gen­
erally do not cause disease, and so 

.... .u.„p.„. -------- there is no inherent nsk involved
that governments can take action wlth development of anUbiot- 
when they believe a health danger !c resistance. They can, however.

been scientifically assessed—and Scr,>us fo™‘ enterococci

has threatened to take its case to
the World Trade Organization.

Researchers agree that many as­
pects of antibiotic resistance re-

bacteria resistant to the drug, and ««11 »« t0 Protect it now, or just 
that those bacteria were being accept the nsk that it and other im- 
passed to humans. An FDA-com- Portant antibiotics may become in- 

missioned nsk assessment con­
cluded in December that at least
5,000 Americans will suffer longer
bouts of Campylobacter food poi­
soning annually because of fluoro­
quinolone resistance passing from
chicken to people.
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One Hundred Sixth Congress

Congress of the United States
Committee on international Relations

House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Telephone: (202) 225-5021

March 16, 2000

The President of the United States
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. President:

be allowed to remain in the United States. On March 27th, 1997, Hon. Phillip Williams, Federal

Immigration Judge, finding that Brian did not pose a threat to the security ousafiaiYTiLthe United

Vi

States, granted him Political Asylum an Permanent Residency-Status. However, the Immigration
and Naturalization Service appealed the decision and, on September 9, 1997, at your direction,

ttorney General Janet Reno suspended all deportation proceedings, including Brian’s.

community. Moreover, since the suspension of his case over two years ago, Brian, a loyal

c Northern Ireland to visit his ailing mother. Surely, from a humanitarian perspective this is unfair
to both Brian and his family.

BENJAMIN A. GILMAN. NEW YORK 
Chairman

LEE H. HAMILTON. Indiana 
Ranking Democratic Member

SAM GEJDENSON, Connecticut 
TOM LANTOS. CALIFORNIA 
HOWARD L. BERMAN. California 
GARY L. ACKERMAN, New York 
ENI F.H. FALEOMAVAEGA. American Samoa 
MATTHEW G. MARTINEZ. California 
DONALD M. PAYNE. NEW JERSEY 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS. NEW JERSEY 
ROBERT MENENDEZ. New JERSEY 
SHERROD BROWN. Ohio 
CYNTHIA A. McKINNEY, Georgia 
ALCEE L. HASTINGS. Florida 
PAT DANNER. Missouri 
EARL F. HILLIARD. Alabama 
BRAD SHERMAN. CALIFORNIA 
ROBERT WEXLER. Florida 
STEVEN R. ROTHMAN. NEW JERSEY 
BOB CLEMENT. Tennessee 
BILL LUTHER. Minnesota 
JIM DAVIS. Florida 
LOIS CAPPS. California

MICHAEL H. VAN DUSEN 
Democratic Chief of staff

WILLIAM F. GOODLING. Pennsylvania 
JAMES A. LEACH. IOWA
HENRY J. HYDE. Illinois 
DOUG BEREUTER, NEBRASKA 
CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH. NEW JERSEY 
DAN BURTON. Indiana 
ELTON GALLEGLY, California 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN. FLORIDA 
CASS BALLENGER. North Carolina 
DANA ROHRABACHER, California 
DONALD A. MANZULLO. ILLINOIS 
EDWARD R ROYCE. California 
PETER T. KING, NEW YORK 
JAY KIM. California 
STEVEN J. CHABOT. Ohio

MARSHALL "MARK" SANFORD. South Carolina 
MATT SALMON. Arizona

AMO HOUGHTON. NEW YORK 
TOM CAMPBELL, CALIFORNIA 
JON D. FOX. Pennsylvania 
JOHN M. MCHUGH, NEW YORK
LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, SOUTH CAROLINA 
ROY BLUNT. MISSOURI 
KEVIN BRADY. TEXAS
RICHARD BURR. North Carolina

RICHARD J. GARON 
Chief of Staff

As you are aware from my previous correspondence to you, Brian is among a number of 
potential Irish deportees awaiting a decision from the Administration on whether or not he will

family man and dedicated member of the community, has reaffirmed the decision of Judge 
Williams. However, due to the continued suspension of his case, Brian has been unable to truly 
enjoy the privileges and rights afforded to every American, including the right to travel to 

Once again, I am writing to you with regard to one of my constituents, Mr. Brian 
Pearson from Pearl River, New York.

Since his arrival in the U.S. and subsequent residency in the Village of Pearl River, NY in 
my district, Brian, his wife Doris and their daughter enjoy an excellent reputation in their



' hL I- H &SEEN

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

A. GILMAN

' As the current void in progress on the Northern Ireland peace process continues, your 
direction to the Attorney General to withdraw the appeal would be a significant humanitarian 
gesture on behalf of the United States, a positive step forward towards reconciliation, and would 
help fill the current political vacuum in search for peace in Northern Ireland.

Accordingly, I respectfully request your assistance in resolving this unfortunate situation. 
Thank you for your time and consideration.

As your service to our nation draws to a close, I am concerned that the unresolved case of 
Brian Pearson and the other Irish deportees will unduly force both him and his community to 
continue to bear this burden of uncertainty and to begin their work anew. I remain confident that 
a complete suspension of the proceedings against Brian will be of a great benefit to both he and 
his family, as well as to their community. In addition, it would also facilitate his later travel to 
visit his ailing mother.

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton - page 2 
March 16, 2000

BENJAM,
Chairman

hesideni
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM:

RE: Willie Mays Commemoration Event

Invitation

Option

Would you like to attend the Willie Mays Commemoration Event on March 31st?

Yes No 

Attachments: Block Schedule and Invitations

Should you wish to attend the Willie Mays Commemoration Event you could depart NY on the evening 
of Thursday, March 30th, remaining in San Francisco/Palo Alto through Sunday, April 2na.

Peter Magowan, President, San Francisco Giants, has invited you to participate in the Willie Mays 
Commemoration/Openmg Ceremonies for Pacific Bell Ballpark, the new home of the Giants, on Friday, 
March 31st. Senator Boxer, Senator Feinstein and Representative Pelosi have also written in support of 
this request. This event begins at 11:00 am with the Willie Mays Statue Unveiling before an audience of 
more than 3000 invited and public guests. The Giants are scheduled to play the Milwaukee Brewers in an 
exhibition game at 7:35 pm that evening. Festivities continue on Saturday, April 1st with a game against 
the NY Yankees at 7:35 pm.

STEPHANIE STREETT
LAURA GRAHAM LG

THE WHITE HOUSE

WAS HINGTO N 
March 2, 2000

Schedule Overview

You are currently scheduled to be in NY with the First Lady Wednesday March 29th - Saturday April 1st, 
returning to Washington with the First Lady on the afternoon of April 1st. You depart for Las Vegas on 
the morning of Sunday, April 2nd for afternoon DNC events and than proceed to San Francisco for DCCC 
events. On Monday, April 3rd you address the DEC in San Jose before returning to Washington that 
evening.

f/as A/j-

— i'f' rycH t

‘ity JLo r\>

offer
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January 20, 2000

>
infectious enthusiasm and passion for the game.

Your

plus coaches and manager. We expect thousands to attend the ceremonies.

Willie in New York.

(415) 468-3A <Vt I

MCTQXD***!

The Honorable William J. Clinton 
The President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Peter A. Magowan 

president and

MANAGING CENCRAL partner

p-

iI

the ’62 World Scries, by the way) the next day, so there should be excellent 

representation from the New York press - even C

X8Y?„le7;^n7be Gtan«havre been able to do it privately. With Wiilie’s

Willie Mays is our game’s greatest living player - many would argue the greatest 
who ever played the game. The “Say Hey Kid” is universally respected for his

T /

I

I
i

I

Dear President Clinton,

This Spring, the San Francisco Giants will open Pacific Bell Park in downtown San 
Francisco. This new baUpark is the first privately financed baseball park in this 

generation.

To commemorate the opening of the ballpark and one of the greatest ballplayers of all time, 
Willie Mays, we will be hosting a very special event on Friday, March 31, 2000 at 11:00 
a m At that time, we will unveil a statue commemorating Willie Mays and invite the 
public inside the ballpark for the first time. We respectfully ask you to join us for this 

historic occasion.

Willie Mays, we will be hosting a very special event on Friday, March 31, 2000 at 11:00 
a.m. At that time, we will unveil a statue commemorating Willie Mays and invite the

2. This event will be similar to the dedication of the Hank Aaron statue. Your 
involvement brought national attention to Hank’s great achievements. Your

. involvement would bring similar honor to Willie and his inspirational career.

3. This wiU be a major event in Northern California. Our entire team will be there, 
plus coaches and manager. We expect thousands to attend the ceremonies. It 
will be very much like the groundbreaking ceremony we held back m December 
of 1997. We arc playing the Yankees (for the first time since the 7 game of

the political/business press who 
'consid'iring wby'i.‘taxpayersshould be asked “^"ild ^baUpark for

fabu'loureZreTr in New York, there remains tremendous affection for

>f.

I truly believe this is an event you would enjoy and wish to participate in for several 

reasons.

01 28/00 FRI 10:40 FAI 415 861 1670
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how to encourage public transportation.

be a great honor for the Giants organization, Willie Mays, and baseball tans everywuc. c > 
..... * M Urinate in this dedication. It would make the day memorable for thousands.

Thank you very much, President Clinton, for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Cc: Honorable Barbara Boxer 
Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
Honorable Nancy Pelosi

Peter A. Magowan

construction project has produced about!,OOOj&bsu-The Giants-S

h^fcesUujantsJ^^  ̂ bril,§ about 5125 011111011
 

annualty in businesTtiTSan FranciscoTturther. all this urban renewal is 
ocFurriHg in ^Tarca of the city thaTUSed to be rundown - but now is alive with 
new housing, restaurants and businesses. A renewal that we believe has 
occurred in part because of our project. Our project is also a good example of

01 28/00 FRI 10:40 FAI 415 861 1670

SA Our event is scheduled for Noon, Friday, March 3?'. We thought you might 

/ welcome a ]
I 7 welcome a Friday event that would allow you to spend some time with Chelsea. 
W We would, of course, be honored if Chelsea would attend our event.

In summary, 1 think this will be a major event, and, very positive and enjoyable. It would 
be a great honor for the Giants organization, Willie Mays, and baseball fans «^er > if 
you could participate in this dedication. It would make the day memorable for thousands.

4. Our ballpark is just the kind of development that you have supported. First, it is
an [iriyatelv financed proiect (the first one in 35ycars)- so we^are,
ripm-Tw^rati^g th^kind of seif r!7iKhcelihd mitiative thaLyiiu have eneguraged 
us to develop. Secondly, it iTthTbestkindriif urban renewal. The ballpark 

“instruction nrojiThas produ^arTOirtXOOOjjibLJni^xreai^
SWUull time and 2,100 part time jobs. Indirectly^jwe.crfiatc. another 7p0 jobs in
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Dear Mr. President:

development and the results can serve as a model nationwide

Thank you for your consideration of this invitation.

Sincerely,

%

oxjb

Enclosure

We hope you will be able to join the San Francisco Giants and their many fans in Northern 
California in honoring Willie Mays and celebrating the opening of Pacific Bell Parle

The San Francisco Giants’ new ballpark is the first privately financed ballpark in 35 years and 
stands as a strong symbol of urban revitalization. Ballpark construction has produced about 
1,000 jobs. Access to the park by public transportation was a major consideration in its

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United States 
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

bfANNE FEINSTEIN
United States Senator

LOSI 
longress

BARBA&^BOXER
United States Senator

NANCY
Member o’

ConareSS of tfje tMniteb States 
^ouse of Mepremtatfoea

JHa^ington, 20515

January 25, 2000

On March 31, 2000, the San Francisco Giants will be hosting a special erent tn unveil a statue 
commemorating WillieXlays and to mark the opening nf the new Pacific Bell Ballpark. Peter 
MagowariTPresident and Managing General Partner of the Giants, has written to invite youTo join 
the Giants ahd thC citizens-of San Fianascu tor-this special day. We are pleased toTransmit Mr. 
Nfagewan’s invitation and hope you will be able to attend this ceremony.

As you know, Willie Mays is one of the greatest ballplayers of all time. This statue will give 
appropriate public recognition to the contributions that the “Say Hey Kid” has made to baseball, 
the San Francisco Bay Area, and America’s youth. Atlanta has honored Hank Aaron, New York 
has honored the heroes of the Yankees. San Francisco is proud to honor Willie Mays.
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FROM: . EXECUTIVE OFFICE

9, 2000

00 MflK 18 AM9.-4y

Dear Mr. President

.argralen is the largest American cemetery outside France with

1945. This

Netherlands, providing a reason to thank this country for its support.

Your visit

to us; they are family.

Respectfully yours,

,0 Cynthia P. Schneider

The President
I he White House
Washington, D. C.

however, that an extraordinary opportunity will be missed if you 
across f ’

u/eef States of America 
? Netherlands

To have you visit Margraten Cemetery, hopefully in the company of Prime Minister Kok (who 
you will remember, has requested to meet with you in Washington since last September) would ’ 
mark in an unforgettable way the strong bonds of friendship between our two countries Your vlslt 
to Aachen in early May offers a unique opportunity to do so - at the cost of only one-two hours.

I might add that the region around Margraten (rhe Province of Limburg) gives extraordinary 
support to Amencan veterans, their families, and their memory. School groups adopt individual 
grave sites; families host veterans and their descendants on Memorial Day; veterans parade 
through the streets every year. In the words of one American veteran, “The Dutch are not friends 

lit" fhnv orn ”

FRX NO . : + 31 70 310 9322

MEte'i

Cynthia P. Schneider
Ambassador

Mr. President, I hesitate to bother you with yet another demand on your time. I do believe 
J r*\7 /:tr' t *»♦ nn OX' I rnrvrJ .*._** j _ ’lit • « - <- _

• . , ■■ ■ t are i-------- ,1|u,,v
he border around the occasion of the liberation to the symbolic center of American-Dutch 

friendship. 1 have no doubt that such a visit, however short it might have to be, would make a 
lasting impression on you and would be forever remembered by the Netherlands.

MSc -T beb'eve
dUis i's edvu /-

c (V—

oJfreo.Tm IaOU^-

(Lv)

are notable to make the short trip

lam writing once again to ask whether you might be able to find time for a short visit to 
MargrmenCcmetery m the Netherlands in connection with your trip to GermahyTncark'Mav 
O1Uy 7?7h7 outside F^c/with
more than 8,000 American veterans buried there. May 4 and 5 are the official Remembrance and 
C ommemoration days in the Netherlands because this country was liberated on May 5 1^3 This 
year the May 5 liberation ceremonies will have an Amencan emphasis since I have been invited to 
deliver lhe keynote speech and Leonard Slatkin will be conducting the special open air concert on 
the cvenmg of May 5 in Amsterdam. In addition, the Lockerbie trial will open on May I in the

13-03-00 14:33 P.05

Cc; ScVjTikd^
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•Member of a Professional Corporation

March 16, 2000
Hnk' 20 : in

Dear Mr. President,

To those who took issue on your visiting with Mr. and Mrs. McQueen, shame on them.

Sincerely yours,
3-iroo

\

•CLa. cl

/ 2347 STONEBRIDGE DRIVE 
BUILDING G

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48532

President of the United States
The White House
Washington D.C.

J. DALLAS WINEGARDEN, JR.*
JEFFREY J. HIMELHOCH

My client (who is also signing this letter) would like to express her thanks for your 
compassion, understanding, and dedication to all mankind. You have our eternal, 
infinite gratitude for personally sharing our grief and trying to see that Kayla's 
senseless death made a difference to our country. Her spirit which lives on in her 
family, friends, and hopefully all of America, will not end in part because of your 
supreme efforts to love, honor, and cherish her beloved memory.

We look forward to meeting with you along with the surviving McQueen children who 
are attending a new school as the McQueen family attempts to rebuild their 
devastated lives. Thank you for the invitation, the McQueen's look forward to seeing 
you again. God bless you and your entire family.

(810) 732-7100 
(810)235-8555

Fax (810) 732-1170 
email: jwineg@aol.com

JEROME D. WINEGARDEN, SR. 
(1914-1995)

EVELYN WALDMAN 
(Of Counsel)

%

LAW OFFICES OF

Winegarden, Winegarden & Himelhoch
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS CONSISTING OF SOLE PROPRIETORSHIPS AND A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

___

Tfiank you again,

■ WM
eronica McQueen

^oi-s^ eA-v-x. \J

5Sciui I—-t T

OfG

U. Dallas Winegartden, Jr.,/fpr and on behalf 
of the Veronica 'McQueenkfamily.
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March 16, 2000

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

tv2.FROM: NEAL LANE

CC: JOHN PODESTA

SUBJECT: OSTP WEEKLY REPORT

1

U.S.-India S&T Dialogue
I will co-chair the inaugural meeting of the U.S.-India High Level Dialogue on Science and 
Technology on March 24 in Hyderabad. The purpose of this event is to define areas of promise 
for future cooperation and to move forward an S&T relationship that has been stalled for the past 
year and a half. The Dialogue will involve world renowned scientists, high technology

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

\ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20502

Joint-Statement on Human Genome Receives Praise
The world’s scientific community was very grateful for your joint statement with Prime Minister 
Blair, and your speech at the Medals of Science and Technology event on the importance of 
making the raw human genome sequencing data publicly available. Even the financial world 
warmed to the statement after investors initially misunderstood the meaning and implications 
behind the statement, causing a large-scale sell-off of biotech stocks. Wall Street analysts 
soothed those concerns the next day, calling the statement "good news” for biotech, helping to r 
stabilize the genomics companies, and leading to a rally among the broader biotech sector.

/
^9
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House Budget Resolution to Harm Science & Technology
After failing on a party-line vote to increase the General Science, Space and Technology budget 
function to your requested levels, the House Budget Committee orr-Wednesday-etit-$13 billion 
from this subset of your overall R&D request. This cut represents. aiL82 a cut from your proposed 
budget. Funding cuts of this size would decimate your initiatives in information technology and., 
nanotechnology, and would, for example, result in 8,000 fewer researchers, educators, and 
students recervingJTSF support.

So far, 45 PATH homes have been sold to low and medium income families in the San Fernando" 
area, most of them first-time homeowners, -The heating/cooling costs are guaranteed to be no x 
more than $38/month - making them less than one-fifth of the current nationaEaverageTln 

addition, the amdunTofwood used has been reduced by 33 percent? The developer said that after 
your announcement he was able to get "buyin" and cooperation from his subcontractors, local 
government, local utilities, manufacturers and suppliers. The first people moved into their new 

homes in November 1999. This partnership clearly is a success, and we look forward to the wide 
visibility the May 6-7 event will give to the initiative.

I w I
I
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PATH - Coming to a Mall Near You <y
OSTP has helped arrange for the construction of a home on the Mall to demonstrate your ,
partnership for Advanced Technology in Housing. The home will be similar to those being built 
in San Fernando, California where you announced the PATH initiative in May 1998. The 2400
sq. ft. house will be open to the public over the weekend of May 6-7, and is projected to attract 
70,000 people.

A

y



1

*V-

»

’■ 1

>•*I*
*

VA' _u

✓
/ .

■f
Pigs Cloned
The U.S. base of a Scottish biotechnology 
company, PPL Therapeutics, announced on 
Tuesday (3/14) the birth of the world’s first 
cloned pigs. PPL, which cloned Dolly the 
sheep three years ago, used a more 
advanced technology to produce the pigs. 
The goal is to create a line of pigs whose 
organs could be transplanted into people 
without causing an immune response 
leading to rejection of the organs. The 
newly cloned pigs do not yet have that 
genetic alteration, but the company seems 
confident that the next step is imminent. I,
Transplanting animal organs into people, xenotransplantation, could eliminate today’s agonizing 
decisions on how to allocate scarce donated organs for life-saving transplants. It could 
significantly reduce the tens of billions of dollars now spent annually caring for patients with 
organ failure. Xenotransplantation is controversial, however, not only due to the ethical issues 
involved, but because some believe illnesses could cross from pigs to humans. Nevertheless, the 
company believes transplantation of genetically altered pig organs could be tested on humans in 
four years and that analysts believe the market for them could be worth $6 billion. It is 
important to note that this project was partially funded by the DOC’s Advanced Technology 
Program (ATP). The ATP project at PPL Therapeutics is a three-year project, begun in 1999. 
The projected budget is $3.5 million of which the ATP share is $2 million.

Iridium - The Sky is Falling
If no last minute deal is made to stave off bankruptcy, Iridium’s 80 satellites will soon be 
decommissioned. Rather than leave them floating through space where they could interfere with 
operational satellites, the company announced plans to lower their orbits so they reenter the 
atmosphere. An interagency group plans to evaluate the potential risk to people and property 
associated with any Iridium deorbit plan. On average, one man-made object reenters the 
atmosphere every day, so the Iridium “deorbits” are not expected to add significantly to these 
risks. OSTP will continue to closely monitor this situation.

Good News, Bad News: U.S. Biodiversity Twice Original Estimate, But 1/3 Is Imperiled 
The Nature Conservancy just released a 25-year compilation entitled "Precious Heritage; the 
Status of Biodiversity in the United States." It concludes-our country-centaini2d-of the 28 kinds 
.of ecological regions in the world - such as deserts, grasslands, different kinds of forest dnd 

/tundra - and 5 more than its nearest rival, the former Soviet Union. The U.S. hosts more than 
i 200,000 species of organisms - about IQ percent of the known species on earth, but up to a third 

oftfiemare vulnerable due to environmental degradationT^TEe'Consefvancy announced $1 

billion in new money to protect the wild landscape by buying up large parcels of land or securing 
conservation easements. They will now try to evaluate whether potential acquisitions can persist 
intact as climate changes, a criterion they had not considered before OSTP briefed their 
International Leadership Council last year.

I
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executives, and government officials. It will also serve to advance the new Science and 
Technology Forum (Fund) promoted by Ambassador Celeste, which you will announce in 
Hyderabad. The Dialogue participants will attend your speech at the High Tech City.
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