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Campaign abuses listed

asked each major party to list the
other's 10 most serious legal and eth-
ical abuses of campaign finance laws. The
Republican National Committee supplied
39 pages on Democrats; the Democratic Na-
tional Committee supplied only seven.
Most folks who would be interested in
such things are of an age that they don t need
to go straining their eyes reading the agae type
that would be required for me to reproduce
the entire package here. so in the interest of
space, Mollison produced condensed ver-
sions of the first10 charges on each list.

3 ndrew Mollison of Cox News Service

Republicans vs. Democrats

1. President Clinton, Vice President Al
Gore and the Democratic Party “‘broke cur-
rent campaign finance laws and degraded
the White House” by using access to the
president and his oftice to raise funds.

2 Clinton personally initiated the selling
of overnight stays at the White House and

| approved rewards for top donors, e.g. in-

cli.ded golf outings.
3. QA o

4 Gore solicited contributions by phone
from his office in possible violation of the
Hatch Act.

5. Despite misgivings by the National Se-
curity Council. Gore knowingly participat-
ed in a $140,000 fund-raising event orga-
nized by DNC fund-raiser John Huangin a
Buddhist monastery in California: non-
profit organizations are prohibited from
hosting political fund-raising events.

6. On atip from Clinton, Harold Ickes.
then his deputy chief of stafl, “solicited
money on federal property” by using a
White House fax machine and phones in
the White House and Air Force One to tell
a financial speculator how to channel big
gifls to the DNC and three nonprofit orga-
nizations whose goals paralleled those of
the Clinton/Gore campaign.

7. At one coffee, a bank regulator met
with 17 top bankers. Atanother, a product
safely commissioner met with the leader of
atrade group she regulated.

8. A “clear pattern of illegal political
fund-raising activities™ by Huang has been
shown at Commerce and the DNC.

9. The Justice Department reportedly
uncovered evidence that efforts to direct
contributions from fureign sources to the
Democrats before the 1996 election were
discussed in the Chinese Embassy. which
was visited three titnes by Huang. who had
many classified briefings, including those
on China.during his 18 months at the Com-
merce Department.

10. The Clinton administration “may have
put domestic considerations above possible
national security concerns' by cooperating
with efforts by California officials to revi-
talize an old naval base there by leasing
property to a big Chinese-government com-
pany with a “questionable trackrecord.”

Meredith
Oakley

Democrats vs. Republicans

1. In dealings with Pakistani officials,
Rep. Dan Burton of Indiana, who heads the
Houseprobe of campaign abuses, may have
violated the Hobbs Act, which prohibits
federal officials from using their positions
to extort contributions.

2. Rep. David McIntosh of Indiana “used
his chairmanship of the House Regulatory
Affairs Subcommittee to raise contribu-
tions for his 1996 campaign.”

3. While chairingthe National Republi-
can Congressional Committee, Rep. Bill
Paxon of New York intimidated lobbyists
by circulating to all GOP representatives a
list that ranked fund-giving political action
committees depending on their ratio of gifts
to Democrats and Republicans.

4. “A Republican foreign money-laun-
dering scheme" resulted after Haley Bar-
bour. then RNC chairman, set up a tax-
exempt, nonpartisan research group with
RNC seed money.

5. Family members and other supporters
who had given the maximum to a GOP con-
gressional candidate gave extra money to
PACs that quickly gave the same amount or
slightly less to that candidate. .

6. House Majority Whip Tom DeLay o
Texas organized Project Relief, a collection
of 330 industry members and lobbyists who
helped draft legislation revising business
regulations. Many participants later were
asked for contributions that were for-
warded to more than 80 GOP challengers
with a“good luck” note from DeLay.

7. House Speaker Newt Gingrich of Geor-
ga arranged for the GOP platform to include
an endorsement of a new treatment for dia-
betes recently developed by a firm that gave
$400.000 in 1995 and 1996 to the GOP.

8. While tobacco companies were giving
$4.5 million to the RNC, party chair Bar-
bour asked GOP governors to oppose an
anti-tobacco bill in Arizona and to support
apro-tobacco bill in Texas.

9. The RNC contributed $4.6 million just
before the 1996 election to Americans for
Tax Reform. a conservative, tax-exempt or-
ganization with parallel goals that didn't

ave to file campaign spending reports.

10. A record-setting $6 million in fines
was assessed in October 1996 against a high-
ranking volunteer fund-raiser for Bob Dole
and his company for violating federal laws
against evading contribution limits and
concealing fund sources.

And members of Congress think they
can work together to root out campaign fi-
nance abuses. Ri-i-i-i-ght.

>
Associate Editor Mevedith Oakley’s colurnn apper
every Monday. Wednesday, Frday and Sunday.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

Internal Transcript July 8, 1996

INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT
BY ANDY ROSENTHAL, DAVID ROSENBAUM,
AND ALISON MITCHELL OF THE NEW YORK TIMES

The Oval Office

6:45 P.M. EDT

Q Why don’t we start, Mr. President, with -- if you 1look
across the four years of your administration, your first two years
were your most activist ones, probably the ones where you had the
most accomplishments. And yet, that would be when your popularity
was lowest and the public voted in the Republicans in Congress.
The last two years the Republicans have been in control of Congress
and largely in control of the agenda, and yet your popularlty has
soared. What do you make of this strange situation?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think I would make maybe three points
about that. First of all, in the first two years I had to do some
things that were controversial particularly with specific interest
groups, but the benefits were not apparent by election day ’94.

I mean, remember what a hard fight we had to pass the deficit
reduction plan in ’93, with the various component parts of it which
included doubling the earned income tax credit for families; it
included a dramatic departure in the student loan program, which
was a real improvement in the student 1loan program, but the
interest groups didn’t like that. And the whole deficit reduction
plan was roundly condemned by the Republicans and they all voted
against it.

But the full economic benefits of it, even though we had a
good year in ’93 and a good year in ’94, were not manifest in the
lives of ordinary people, didn’t really begin until starting about
a year ago we began to see some sense that, well, hey, maybe this
thing is really getting better.

The same thing is true of the crime bill. The NRA was enraged
and really was very active in the ’94 campaign, and to give them
credit, they were responsible for beating a significant number of
House members and maybe provided the margin of victory of -- maybe
made Mr. Gingrich the Speaker, the NRA did. But that’s because
they were mad and organized and the other people liked the Brady
Bill and they liked the assault weapons ban, but they didn’t feel
it yet and it didn’t register on them. It only began to register

on them when we could -- later when we could show the results of
the Brady Bill -- 60,000 felons, fugitives and stalkers not getting
weapons -- and there was a fight over the assault weapons ban.

So I would say a lot of the positive things that were done --
I could make the same points in education, in the environment, in
welfare where we’d already done a lot of the waivers to give states
the power to move people from welfare to work, right across the --
were not particularly manifest -- point one.

Point two, the last image people had of the President and the
Congress was the failure of hedlth care. And I think it sort of
overshadowed and enshrouded the campaign -- I mean, the campaign of
794.
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middle-class non-seniors are in America. You know, the people that
don’t have health insurance in America are the non-senior,
non-poor, not quite good middle-class people by and large. Those
are the people without any health insurance. And what I didn’t
want to do was to see us make structural changes in the Medicare
program which would recreate in the senior population the same
problems we’ve got in the non-senior population. You know, for all
the problems with Medicare, if you live to be 65 in America, the
seniors in America have the highest life expectancy in the world.
The only reason our average is not as high as Japan is because we
have higher rates of violence and AIDS and because we have so many
poor families with high infant mortality rates.

So, yes, we’re going to have to change it, but I didn’t
agree with the way they wanted to change it. And I guess we’re
going to have to wait until after the election -- we ought to do
something after the election anyway in the way of a bipartisan
commission to 1look at ' the demographic impacts on all the
entitlements. But beyond that, I strongly believe that we should
take some action now. We shouldn’t keep bringing the deficit down
only by squeezing discretionary spending and we can’t get the
savings that I have agreed to out of Medicare and Medicaid until
there’s a budget agreement.

So I’m still hoping that before the end of the year
we’ll get one. I know that seems improbable today but I believe
it’s still a possibility.

MR. MCCURRY: We have to call it quits I think.

Q Well, in that case --

THE PRESIDENT: Did you want to go back to foreign
policy? Let them go.

Q In that case, we’ll switch to another question.

Q You have had -- this is about the campaign, I guess,
and about your administration. You have had a stormy
administration. You were elected, I can’t remember your exact

numbers but the number of people who voted for you always seems to
be about the same if you believe polls. You have a very sort of
solid support that goes from 41, 45, 46, something like that.

Q Fifty-something or other.
THE PRESIDENT: They’re better now.

Q There continues to be this thing in the polls in
which people say when asked the question, do you think that the
President and his wife were fully forthcoming on all these issues
that just keep coming up -- and I understand it must drive you
crazy -- the answer is no. And the question, I guess, is why? And
what can you do about that?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don’t know. I think that all I
can do is to answer the questions that are asked and provide all
the evidence that I’ve asked. I can say this. We’ve given more
information on more people and more subjects I think than anybody
ever has. And if you look at the D’Amato hearings, which I think
is one of the reasons we haven’t done more in this Congress is that
there was more time spent in the hearings of D’Amato than on
Medicare, Medicaid, welfare, the economy, education and all other
subjects put together. By far.

Look at what the evidence pointed out. The evidence
adduced by them failed to have one single, solitary shred of
evidence showing any wrongdoing by me. ‘In fact, the evidence that

-more-
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they tried to adduce about my governorship showed high ethical
conduct even in dealing with people who had strongly supported me.
And there was no evidence of wrongdoing by the First Lady.

So what were they left with? They were left with saying
they didn’t disprove this charge we decided to make.

Q They still don’t believe that you’re telling the
full truth.

THE PRESIDENT: There’s nothing I can do about that
except to tell the truth. I think it has something to do with the
way the issues have been presented to them. But if you start from
day one and you persist until the end in setting up an issue in
which you say, we’re going to ask a bunch of questions and once
they’re disproved we won’t bother to tell you that there was no
evidence of them; we’ll just ask a bunch of new questions and once
those questions are answered, we won’t bother to tell you those
answers to those questions; we’ll ask a bunch of new questions.

I mean, how many people in the United States do you
think know what the Resolution Trust Corporation report said? Not
very many. So all I can tell you is there’s nothing I can do about
that.

All I can tell you 1is I’m going to keep =-- 1I'11
cooperate with the people I’m supposed to cooperate with, I’1l1
answer the questions I’m supposed to answer, but I believe in the
end the American people will get it right. They normally do. I
trust them. As the campaign goes along if they have questions of
me on this, I think that they’1ll ask them. But I also think people
are -- a lot of people know that a whole lot of this has just been
pure politics.

Now, I don’t believe that about the FBI files. That’s
a legitimate issue. And I say we are determined to cooperate and
I want to know what the truth was there myself. That’s in a
separate category. That’s different.

Q And you still don’t know?

THE PRESIDENT: No. That’s why I was disappointed the
FBI wasn’t here the next day. I mean, we would have had this thing
resolved if they had shown up here the next day, which is the way
I think it should have been handled, but it wasn’t. So now we have
to wait. But I want this thing -- that’s a different issue. But
the other business, I believe the American people know that there
was a lot of politics in that and that they’re interested in things
which affect their lives and their future, and I’m fighting for
them.

Q Have you personally tried to get to the bottom of
the FBI files things? Have you called in your top aides and said,
what do you know about this, and what do you know about this, and
what do you know about this?

THE PRESIDENT: Let me tell you something. I have done
everything that I thought I should do consistent with also honoring
the fact and the appearance that an investigation would go forward
unhampered.

Ask Mr. Panetta and others. The last time we tried to
do something like this, then what we did became the issue, you
know. And so we have pledged to fully cooperate with them. We
have encouraged them to get here in a hurry; let’s get on the
ground. What we have said is we’ll put somebody with you and we’1ll
what we’re supposed to do but we want you here. We don’t want.
anybody questioning whether we =-- what we said to somebody

-more-
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sometime. We don’t want this -- how can you prove that you didn’t
tell them to say this that they’re saying. I don’t want that sort
of thing. I want -- if somebody is here from the outside from the

beginning, then we will be able to prove whatever needs to be
proved.

Apart from that I think the American people know there’s
lots of politics in the rest of this and I think there’s a discount
factor there. But the most important thing to me is I Jjust
realized that the more time I spent on it and the more time I spent
talking about it, tne less time I would spend being President; and
that I thought it was wrong, but I wasn’t going to let it rob the
American people of my presidency. I was going to show up for work
every day, put it out of my mind and go to work except when I was
required to actually respond to something. And that’s what I’ve
done. And as a result, I think we’ve been able to get quite a lot
done here in the last three and a half years.

Q To get their stream of questions and the endless
hearings and so on -- you said it was wrong, but you didn’t want to
rob the American people of your presidency. You’re not talking
about the files, you’re talking about the whole --

THE PRESIDENT: The Whitewater process.
Q All the hearings.

Q Do you think there was a generational element to
this? I mean in the sense that. do you think some of this
negativity is that being the first post-World War II President, the
baby-boomer President, that there was a lot of change associated
with your generation that people still haven’t come to terms with?

THE PRESIDENT: I don’t know. Could be. I think that
there are -- I believe that if you go back through the history of
our country or if you look at the history of other societies, that
when a lot of the balls are thrown up in the air at once, in this
case we’re changing the way we work, the way we live and the way we
relate to the rest of the world. It not only provokes a change in
the role of government but it also just opens up other things or
questions. And things happen and tensions appear. And you know
that could have something to do with it. I wouldn’t know. I just
know that what I’ve got to focus on is what I can have a positive
impact on.

When you get elected President you get four years, and
every day those four years come closer to being elapsed. Every
minute the President needs to be focused on -- I think 1literally
every day I think about what was the vision I had for this country
when I came here; is it still valid; is our strategy working; what
do we still need to do; where have we failed. What do we need to
do? What are we going to do in the next four years? Do I think I
did a good job in the first four years? Yes, but that’s what they
hired me to do. And how are we going to build on it? And I know.
that the more I think about that and the less I think about
anything else, the more 1likely I am to leave a legacy for the
American people that is positive and good.

And, so, what I try to do literally is just not even to
think about the other things unless there is a specific issue where
I can be helpful. If I can answer a question. If I can give
information. If I can fulfills some specific responsibility, I try
to do it. Otherwise, I try to just keep my eye on the ball.

Q Your infield is yoving in here.

Thank you very much.

~more-
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percent of the people thought I was right in Haiti and 38 percent
in Bosnia or whatever the numbers were, why it really makes sense
over the long-run. Why did you help Mexico when people said 81 to
15 on the day you did it you were wrong? Why did you do it? I
think that it really is something that I think I need to take on
even more is trying to figure out a way to make the American people
believe not just episodically but instinctively that there’s no
longer an easy dividing line between foreign policy and domestic
policy. That the world we’re 1living in doesn’t permit us that
luxury anymore. And that we’ve got to break down that wall in our
minds.

That’s the one thing I want to talk about.
MR. STEPHANOPOULOS: We really have to go.

THE PRESIDENT: Clinton’s first law of politics. When
you’re starting to have a good time --

Q You’ve got to stop. I was sitting over there when
I heard George Bush talking about this at the same position in his
last term, as it turned out to be. And he was saying some of the
same things. You went from the outside to being in the best
possible position. Were you surprised at how different you wanted
things to be or how much things had to be the same, if that makes
any sense? You talked about China.

THE PRESIDENT: No. You know, on China and I thought --
I explained what I thought -- but I think what we’ve done, you
know, my policy on Haiti, for example, or Northern Ireland and the
way I proceeded in the Middle East, not so much the goal but the
manner of searching the goal I think were quite different. And our
domestic policies, of course, have been very different.

But I try to think everyday -- I really try to think
everyday also about how all this looks to someone 1living in a
medium-sized town in Ohio or California or Arkansas or anyplace
else. You know, what it’s like for them and how this can connect
to their lives. That’s what I -- if I have brought anything to the
presidency, I think that is special I think I do have a feel for
how all these issues fit together and why. you know, fighting for
the V-chip or regulating cigarette advertisement or trying to help
communities adopt stiffer standards on truancy and curfews and all
that, that that’s part of a security environment that’s a piece of
what we’re trying to do with anti-terrorism and nonproliferation.

I try to see these connections and I think that slowly
I’'m being able to communicate that to the American people in a way
that resonates with them.

I hope that’s true and I believe it’s true.

Q Thank you, sir.

Q So what time do you have your watch on?

THE PRESIDENT: Let me tell you. This is a watch I wear
when Hillary’s gone. :

Q Oh, okay. So, it’s First Lady time.

THE PRESIDENT: Here it’s ten minutes till 8:00 p.m. now
here. Is that right?

MR. MCCURRY: Yes.

THE PRESIDENT: And'it’s ten minutes to 2:00 a.m. for
Hillary. She’s in Estonia. ’
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So I’ve got this. Sometimes they give people these
watches like at these conferences you go to, so you can always keep
up with what time it is back home. So I got one of these because
that’s how it was given to me.

Q Did you get that at the G-7 or something?

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. This one I got at the G-7. So,
they gave it to me. And when it was set for me it was set for --
every one of the G-7 leaders got one set one for the French time
and one for their home time. And, so, when I got home Hillary was
gone, i just set it so I would always have her time and I could
wear it when she’s gone, so I know what time it is so I don’t call
her at 3:00 a.m. in the morning.

Q Thank you.

END 7:52 P.M. EDT
















































