




















THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 12, 1994

The Honorable Edward M. Kennedy
Chairman

Committee on Labor and Human Resources
United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The health care reform legislation we seek to enact this year will
guarantee private health insurance to every American. Reaching that
objective will require a continuing transformation of the health care
delivery system.

That transformation will undoubtedly have a serious impact on our
nation’s health care work force. My Administration is committed

to policies that will ensure that the expertise, experience, and
commitment of these workers are effectively utilized in a new health
care system.

Many state and local governments have already begun the process of
transforming health care delivery systems. There have been many
innovative agreements between labor and management such as those

in Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, and the voluntary hospitals in
New York City that protect the interests of experienced health care
workers, give voice to workers and their unions, and promote quality
care. These components are intrinsically linked.

We assume that in developing your health care reform legislation,
your committee will consider provisions designed to guarantee a
voice in decision-making for workers and their unions, to continue
the contribution of an experienced health care work force, and to
provide new opportunities for workers in the changing health care
delivery system consistent with the Administration’s efforts .through
proposed reorganization to consolidate job training and job placement
services for dislocated workers.

We look forward to working with you on this and the entire health
care reform legislation. Together we will produce an historic law
for Americans.

Sincerely,

it Uutann,




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 12, 1994

The Honorable Dan Rostenkowski
Chairman

Committee on Ways and Means
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The health care reform legislation we seek to enact this year will
guarantee private health insurance to every American. Reaching that
objective will require a continuing transformation of the health care
delivery system.

That transformation will undoubtedly have a serious impact on our
nation’s health care work force. My Administration is committed

to policies 'that will ensure that the expertise, experience, and
commitment of these workers are effectively utilized in a new health
care system.

Many state and local governments have already begun the process of
transforming health care delivery systems. There have been many
innovative agreements between labor and management such as those

in Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, and the voluntary hospitals in
New York City that protect the interests of experienced health care
workers, give voice to workers and their unions, and promote quality
care. These components are intrinsically linked.

We assume that in developing your health care reform legislation,
your committee will consider provisions designed to guarantee a
voice in decision-making for workers and their unions, to continue
the contribution of an experienced health care work force, and to
provide new opportunities for workers in the changing health care
delivery system consistent with the Administration’s efforts through
proposed reorganization to consolidate job training and job placement
services for dislocated workers.

We look forward to working with you on this and the entire health
care reform legislation. Together we will produce an historic law
for Americans.

Sincerely,
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 12, 1994

The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan
Chairman

Committee on Finance

United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The health care reform legislation we seek to enact this year will
guarantee private health insurance to every American. Reaching that
objective will require a continuing transformation of the health care
delivery system.

That transformation will undoubtedly have a serious impact on our
nation’s health care work force. My Administration is committed

to policies that will ensure that the expertise, experience, and
commitment of these workers are effectively utilized in a new health
care system.

Many state and local governments have already begun the process of
transforming health care delivery systems. There have been many
innovative agreements between labor and management such as those

in Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, and the voluntary hospitals in
New York City that protect the interests of experienced health care
workers, give voice to workers and their unions, and promote quality
care. These components are intrinsically linked.

We assume that in developing your health care reform legislation,
your committee will consider provisions designed to guarantee a
voice in decision-making for workers and their unions, to continue
the contribution of an experienced health care work force, and to
provide new opportunities for workers in the changing health care
delivery system consistent with the Administration’s efforts through
proposed reorganization to consolidate job training and job placement
services for dislocated workers.

We look forward to working with you on this and the entire health
care reform legislation. Together we will produce an historic law
for Americans.

Sincerely,
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 12, 1994

The Honorable William D. Ford
Chairman

Committee on Education and Labor
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The health care reform legislation we seek to enact this year will
guarantee private health insurance to every American. Reaching that
objective will require a continuing transformation of the health care
delivery system.

That transformation will undoubtedly have a serious impact on our
nation’s health care work force. My Administration is committed

to policies that will ensure that the expertise, experience, and
commitment of these workers are effectively utilized in a new health
care system.

Many state and local governments have already begun the process of
transforming health care delivery systems. There have been many
innovative agreements between labor and management such as those

in Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, and the voluntary hospitals in
New York City that protect the interests of experienced health care
workers, give voice to workers and their unions, and promote quality
care. These components are intrinsically linked.

We assume that in developing your health care reform legislation,
your committee will consider provisions designed to guarantee a
voice in decision-making for workers and their unions, to continue
the contribution of an experienced health care work force, and to
provide new opportunities for workers in the changing health care
delivery system consistent with the Administration’s efforts through
proposed reorganization to consolidate job training and job placement
services for dislocated workers.

We look forward to working with you on this and the entire health
care reform legislation. Together we will produce an historic law
for Americans.

Sincerely,

(f%ﬂcngLLthﬂfL ~



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 12, 1994

The Honorable John D. Dingell
Chairman

Committee on Energy and Commerce
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The health care reform legislation we seek to enact this year will
guarantee private health insurance to every American. Reaching that
objective will require a continuing transformation of the health care
delivery system.

That transformation will undoubtedly have a serious impact on our
nation’s health care work force. My Administration is committed

to policies that will ensure that the expertise, experience, and
commitment of these workers are effectively utilized in a new health
care system.

Many state and local governments have already begun the process of
transforming health care delivery systems. There have been many
innovative agreements between labor and management such as those

in Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ohio, and the voluntary hospitals in
New York City that protect the interests of experienced health care
workers, give voice to workers and their unions, and promote quality
care. These components are intrinsically linked.

We assume that in developing your health care reform legislation,
your committee will consider provisions designed to guarantee a
voice in decision-making for workers and their unions, to continue
the contribution of an experienced health care work force, and to
provide new opportunities for workers in the changing health care
delivery system consistent with the Administration’s efforts through
proposed reorganization to consolidate job training and job placement
services for dislocated workers.

We look forward to working with you on this and the entire health
care reform legislation. Together we will produce an historic law
for Americans.

Sincerely,
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- THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 11, 1994

The Honorable Howard Paster
Hill and Knowlton

901 31st Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20007

Dear Howard:

Thanks for your recent memo following up on

your visit to Europe. As always,
your ohservations and insight.

Let me continue to hear from you.

Sincerely,

L= T3

I appreciate

0L aLl
B [l
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March 28, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESTDENT
FROM: Howard Paster W

SURJECT: Mood in Europe

[ spent last week overseas (London. Brussels and a brief stop in Amsterdam) and met with many
leading reporters and business people from those cities and elsewhere on the continem. As I
thought through the sum of my discussions, I decided it might be helpful if I gave you a quick
summary of what I heard.

1) There were many anxious questions about the Whitcwatcr business, and a clear lack of

understanding of the substance of the conmroversy. The essential message 1o me was that

Europeans may rail against the United States for one reason or another, but they live in dread

'| of anything that might destablize us. It may make sense for you to do an Oval Officc intervicw

with six to eight leading foreign correspondents after Easter to demonsirate that business

proceeds as usual in foreign affairs, as you demonstrated last week it proceeds as usoal on
apitol Hill.

2) Recent controversies with Japan (including the threat of 301) and the increased talk of
including environmental, worker health and similar issues in trade talks, have caused what I sce
as an inappropriate level of concern about trade policy. Despite your extraordinary effort on
NAFTA and the suecessful conclusion of the GATT negotiations, therc was not — 10 my mind -
- adequate recognition of your commitment to open trade. Indeed, there was a pattern of hostile
questions unplying a protectionist turn in the U.S. There needs to be a clearer understanding

ong our trading partners that for a Democrat to pursue open trade as you have also means you

the flexibility to demand a fair made regime.

~3) The British have not yet gotten the controversy about the Adams visa out of their system.
I am sure you will hear more about on your June trip.

4) Given the level of those with whom I was dealing 1 was disappointed by the lack of
seriousness attributed to the Detroit conference on employmemt. Depite the weak state of the
economies in Western Europe, about which you are well versed, I was struck by the degree to
which the Detroit conference was discounted. Therc needs to be a better effort by ‘our partners
to explain this initiative before the G-7 if the maximum benetit from this initiative is (0 be
realized.
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S) Prime Minister Major’s decision to0 appeal to the most anti-Fauropean elements in his party
on the issue of Curopean Union enlargement is deemed to be an act of great cynicism. Unless
there is a change in direction quickly the folks with whom I was 1alking expect a scrious
overhang from the enlargement conmoversy. There was lirtle expeemation this would be sealed
before the summer, and will be used by the Brilish press to undermine Major.

I hope this is of some use. All good wishes.


















THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
May 11, 1994

MR. PRESIDENT:

Enclosed is memo from Tony Lake and Susan
Brophy recommending that you sign the
attached transmittal letter transmitting to
the Senate the Convention on Conventional
Weapons (CCW) together with Protocols I and
II, but that, in view of concerns raised by
the Joint Chiefs, you defer the submission of
Protocol III. State, DOD and ACDA concur in
this recommendation.

Protocol I prohibits the use of weapons whose
primary effect is to injure by fragments that
can’'t be detected by X-ray. Protocol II
regulates the use of land mines and booby
traps. Protocol III prohibits the use of
air-delivered incendiary devices in areas of
civilian concentration. NSC and Legislative
concur.

Congress has an active interest in the
submission of the CCW, twice enacting
legislation calling for such submission.
Senator Leahy sent you a letter earlier this
year making the same recommendation.

We have sent copies of this memo to the Vice
President, Mack, Gergen and George.

If you approve, please sign the transmittal
letter to the Senate. NSC would like to
transmit the package by COB Thursday, May 12.

Approve Disapprove Discuss
/_\ ‘
pdda-btern
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

1 .

May 11, 1994 cqtay 1t el 2]

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT ( (Q

’“Ja

THROUGH: THE EXECUTIVE CLERK/

FROM: ANTHONY LAKY
SUSAN BROPHY ‘}@

SUBJECT: Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May
be Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscriminate Effects (CCW)

Purpose

To approve transmittal of the Convention on Conventional Weapons
(CCW), together with its Protocols on Non-Detectable Fragments

and Mines, to the Senate for advice and consent to ratification;
and defer the issue of ratification of the Incendiaries Protocol.

Background

The CCW was concluded at Geneva on October 10, 1980, and signed
by the United States in 1982. It has three protocols, each
addressing different types of munitions. Protocol I prohibits
the use of any weapon the primary effect of which is to injure by
fragments which cannot be detected by X-ray. Protocol II
regulates the use of landmines and booby traps. Protocol III
prohibits the use of air-delivered incendiaries in areas
containing concentrations of civilians.

The Mines Protocol is the most important of these provisions.
Although it does not go as far as we would want, it does provide
useful restrictions on the use of these weapons. Had these
restrictions been observed in the conflicts of the past decade
considerable civilian casualties would have been avoided (the
U.S., even though not a party, has observed this Protocol). More
important, U.S. ratification would enable us to take the lead in
pressing for substantial improvements to this Protocol and would
strengthen our efforts to encourage countries to adopt a
moratorium on export of all anti-personnel landmines.

State, DOD and ACDA concur in the ratification of the Convention,
including acceptance of Protocols I and II. However, the Joint
Staff, after coordinating with the Services and the CINCs, has
expressed significant concerns regarding ratification of the
Incendiaries Protocol, particularly with respect to the

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
~ May 4, 1994 MY 4 P|: 5]
ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESI ;NT

Taais S,

FROM: ANTHONY LA

MARK GEARAN N
SUBJECT: Presidential Press Clusters
Purpose

To agree to routinely meet with "press clusters" pegged to
specific events and issues. These gatherings could be useful in
demonstrating your commitment to foreign policy and in
communicating your Administration’s international agenda.

Background

We propose that you routinely hold press meetings with selected
journalists. These "press clusters" would include domestic and
foreign journalists, in separate or joint sessions. They would
be organized around major initiatives, policy decisions, foreign
trips or general foreign policy goals. They should become a
reqular event in which you reach a target audience with an issue-
specific message. Some sessions could be taped by USIA for
distribution overseas.

Your interview on Wednesday with two South African newspaper
editors, Anthony Lewis and Clarence Page demonstrating U.S.
support for the historic transformation in South Africa is an
example of what we envision as a "press cluster."

The next opportunity to conduct a press cluster will be towards
the middle or end of May as your decision on MFN draws near.
This session would provide an opportunity to outline our U.S.-
China policy within the context of our overall trade policy.
Your trip to Normandy and the G-7 Economic Summit would also
provide opportunities to hold press clusters.

RECOMMENDATION

That you agree
to be organized

o regularly conduct Presidential Press Clusters
ound major initiatives.

Approve Disapprove

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 14, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH: NANCY sooznaa@iﬁi p

FROM: TARA SONENSHINE
TOM ROSS TR<
SUBJECT: Presidential Press Clusters

We propose that the President routinely hold press meetings with
selected journalists pegged to specific events and issues. These
"press clusters”" would include domestic and foreign journalists,
in separate or joint sessions. They would be organized around
major initiatives, policy decisions, foreign trips or general

foreign policy goals. Some sessions could be taped by USIA for
distribution overseas.

PRESIDENTIAL PRESS CLUSTERS: APRIL-JULY 1994

1. SOUTH AFRICA (Elections April 26)

There is currently a Schedule Proposal making its way
through the system for the President to meet with (2) South
African news editors and (1) U.S. columnist in the week
preceding the South African elections. The goal is to
demonstrate U.S. support for the historic transformation in
South Africa by having the President talk about policy goals
with leading domestic and South African writers.

2. ASIAN-PACIFIC TRADE/MFN

Towards the middle or end of May, as the decision on MFN
draws near, 1t is critical that the President sketch out our
U.S.-China policy within the context of our overall trade

7 policy. One vehicle for this is a Presidential Press

Cluster devoted to international economics.

‘Jﬂp FOREIGN CLUSTER: INTERNATIONAL TRADE/MFN-CHINA
uﬁ{fuyg -- The Economist

-- Financial Times

= Japanese Newspaper

- Wall Street Journal
-- Business Week

- The New York Times



2

3.. NORMANDY: EUROPEAN INTEGRATION, NEW DEMOCRACIES

For the pre-Normandy trip, we propose (2) clusters; one
broadcast, one print:

BROADCAST CLUSTER:

-- BBC Television

-- French Television

-- voa

-- C-SPAN

it CONUS

- CRPLF (combines Radio France, CBC Canada, Swiss Romande
and Belgian-French Radio)

PRINT CLUSTER:

- The New York Times

- Washington Post

- Newsweek

-- Time

= U.S. News & World Report
e Los Angeles Times

=i Chicago Tribune

4. G-7: EUROPE, TRADE, INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS

Prior to the G-7 meeting, we recommend a session with
European and American journalists:

-- London Times/Observer

.- German newspaper

-- Le Monde

-- Asian Wall Street Journal
- The New York Times

-- Business Week

- Toronto Globe and Mail

Ideally, Presidential Press Clusters should be held every 2
months. They should become a regular event in which the
President reaches a target audience with an issue-specific
message. Presidential press gatherings not only provide an
opportunity for the President to educate the domestic and foreign
audience, but they are useful in demonstrating the President’s
commitment to foreign policy and the communication of this
Administration’s international agenda.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That you approve the overall concept of Presidential Press
Clusters.
Approve Disapprove
2. That you approve that we at least proceed with the Normandy

portion of this request.

Approve 4‘/ Disapprove
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wo divergent priorities for the Clinton ’

-administration—promoting thmman rights

abruad and boosting American exports—are
crashing together in a controversial engine sale to
China that has intelligence offigals scratching their
heads in disbelief. In this case, export dollars are
apparently more important than human rights or
arms proliferation concerns.

The case involves a Phoenix-based engine
company, Garrett, which has been trying to sell the
People’s Republic of China dazens of its advanced
turbofan engines since 1986. Officials at
AlliedSignal, Garrett’s parent company, say the
engine technology is 24 years old and widely used in
business aircraft around the world. Other
companies make similar engines, so the tecimology
is hardly a state secret.. ;

To a number of intelligence officials, however,
the sale of these engines could enable China to
upgrade its Silkworm missiles, which it has been
selling without campunction to countries such as
Iran and Syria. '

The history of the sale is complex, and much of it
is classified, but we have put it together from
sources and documents provided by congrr_e.mnal
sources.

Discussions between Garrett and the Chinese
beganin 1986, and a deal was coacluded in 1987 to
sell China an initial lot of 30 engines, to be used in a
light military jet known as the K-8. In early 1989,
the Department of Defense was informed of the
imitial sale, though at the time it slipped between the
cracks. Despite the Bush administration’s new,
restrictions on China after the Tiananmen Square
massacre, which prevented the sale of military
equipment, the deal continued to bump along. In
May 1990, the Commerce Deparunent granted the -
Chinese permission, in accordance with the onginal
sale agreement, to export four K-8 trainers, with
the U.S. engine inside, to Pakistan.

In November 1991, the Commerce Department
gave Garrett permission to expand sales to China
withont additional expart lissqsing. The Defense

was not consuited ..

Al hell broke loose in July 1992, when, almost by
chance, the Pentagomé top technology proliferation
experts reada glasxﬁe&cable between the U.S.
Embassy in Beljing andthe State Department alerting
them to the sale. ThePentagon demanded a senes of
closed-daor meetings, and various agencies were

asked to analyze the implications of the sale.

A momth later, the CIA weighed in with the first
classified report establishing that the Chinese could
use t rrett engines in an improved Silkworm
mi e report’s implications were that the
Umt.gd States might be selling China technology that
could threaten the U.S. military from a third country.

The Defense Intelligence Agency weighed in with
another classified report on Sept. 30, agreecing with
the CIA that these engines could end up in the wrong
hands. According to the documents, however, the sale
progressed, and four more engines were shipped to
China in September and October of 1992.

Yet another classified study was completed Nov.
20, estimating the increased range and payload if
the Silkworm were modified to suit an upgraded
Garrett engine. Such an improved Silkworm,
analysts warned, could have a minimum range of

332 nautical miles with a 1,000-pound payload, and |,

a top range of 581 nautical miles with a one-pound
payload. In other words, the Chinese could
conceivably use the engines to develop a cruise
missile capable of striking anywhere in Asia.

Other government agencies began to weigh in
rapidly. By the end of December 1992, the Bush
administration had been warned against the sale by
officials from the Air Force, Navy and Federal
Aviation Administration.

But the Clinton Cabinet, led by Commerce
Secretary Ronald H. Brown, was eager to fulfill the
president's desire to boost exports. AlliedSignal was
looking at a half-billion-dollar deal with the Chinese by
late last year.

Bowing to pressure from Commerce and
AlliedSignal. the Pentagon finally approved the sale.
The official tilt was identified in a confidential memo
Sent to the State Department on March 21 by Deputy

IACK ANDERSON and MICHAEL BINSTEIN

gme Sales to China

Assistant Secretary of Defense Mitcbel B.
Wallerstein stating that the new justification for the
sale would “provide a basis for a Commerce
classification which would allow sales of the engine to
the PRC, including its military, without prior U.S.
government review and approval.”

Thus, in the midst of Clinton’s public concern about

China’s human rights record, a major military engine
sale continues to gain momentum—one which many
intelligence sources obviously believe will one day
came back to haunt the United States.

By Mike Caey
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ederal workers in three
Fagegmupsbavean

intense stake in the
suceess of the program that has
paid buyouts to more than
11,000 of their colleagues in the
last month. They are:
® The 50-plus aowd. They are
the most likely to get the 10,000
buyouts comung between now
and Sept. 30, or one of the
40,000 buyouts that will be
offered starting in October.
@:-Warkers under 30 who, if the
buoyouts flop, will be laid off
during the next couple of years
because they lack seniarity or
veterans preference protectian.
@ Federal workers from age 30

. t050. While they are unhkely to

get buyouts or pink slips, the
departure of alder colleagues
will open up proxnatians. They
also will bear the brunt of the
extra workload caused by the
departure of many of their
colleagues.

Bayouts malee sense because

they protect younger workers’
jobs and cut agency payrolls.

But some folks believe
downsizing has its downside.
This is what same Mounday
Moming Quarterbacks say
@*1've never heard anyone voice

. concern about who is going to do

the work of the 252,000 people
who are leaving the payroll. As
you know, no replacements are
allowed.

“Removing that many people
assumes they did nothing but sat
around and collected a paycheck.
We all know most big
organiztions, private and
government, have a few
nonproductive people.

“But is the administration
prepared for everything—from
rule-making to answering
constituent letters—to take
longer? Who do they think will do
the work? My office has seen no
reduction in programs, only
increases. The Federal Aviation
Administration’s associate
administrator for air traffic took
the buyout. Why is FAA allowed
to {ill the job even with an acting
manager, when it was vacated

A Stake in Buyouts:

with a boyout? Wasa't the imtent

ABen Feldmaa, Pitomac

[Cangress not oaly adapted
the president’s downsizing plan,
it also increased the rmumber of
jobs to be cut by several.
thamndUnhbuyunmh
mﬂimforevaybcywt.'hu
they can fill a job provided there
is a anresponding cut!
unevhzremtbeugmnmn.]
#+So you thought the buyouts
would trigger an exodus of:
medmemnddleaged”irhitc
males? Agencies are small™
towns.andweallkwwwho
applies for and gets buyonts. in
my agency of 400 to 500, most
of the upcoming retirees are
fermle African Amvericans who
are 100 percent highly —
productive and irreplaceable. I'm
gaing to cry when they go and
cTy all the more because those of
us who are left will be stuck with
those who spend haif of their:
days complaining and the ather
half wandering around daing
apything but work. These are
the folks . . .doing personal
business on government time, -
yakking on the phane with*
friends, who spend two to three
hours per day at their health
clubs and who seem to be on
permanent vacation.

“These sinecured '
mediocnities, half of whom in fact

. .are middle-aged and

retirement-age wh:tzmaié?

- could not begin to replace some

of the people who are taking the
bayouts. The reason is pretty
simple: They couldn’t do
anything else except be on the
public dole.

“The real problem is that the
ideology of reinventing
government pretends that these
people are suddenly going to
change 20 years of bad habits
and become productive.

“We used to say that 30
percent of the people in the
agency did 90 percent of the
work. Now it will be 20 percent
doing 90 percent.”

One of the Department
Of Education's 20 Percenters

ey

e
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

DATE: ___05/10/94

MACK MCLARTY
TO: HAROLD ICKES

FROM: JOHN D. PODESTA
Assistant to the President and
Staff Secretary

The attached has been forwarded
to the President.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

I4MAY 9 PT: |2
May 9, 1994
INFORMATION
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: Linda Moore, Political Affairs

SUBJECT: Recent Polling

L. SUMMARY

Below are the results of recent polls from Michigan and Texas.

I DISCUSSION

An EPIC/MRA survey of Michigan voters reports that you have a 54% favorable/39%
unfavorable personal ratio and a 52% positive/46% negative job ratio. Your job ratio
compares favorably with that of Governor John Engler (R-MI), who has a 48%
positive/50% negative job ratio. A copy of the results of the survey is attached.

According to The Texas Poll, you have a combined positive job rating of 40% which

represents a substantial improvement over the 27% combined positive job rating you posted
during the poll’s winter sample. A clip from the Dallas Morning News is attached.

Gé ALK
[4#RoL )



STATEWIDE APRIL SURVEY FOR EPIC/MRA NEWSLETTER -~ POLL #16
[FREQUENCY REPORT OF SURVEY RESPONSES -- 849 SAMPLE OF RESIDENTS
-- 601 SAMPLE OF LIKELY 1994 VOTERS ~- COMPLETED APRIL 29, 1994)

4. Generally speaking, do you think that things in this country
are going in the right direction or do you feel that things have
gotten pretty seriously off on the wrong track?

30% Right Direction
55% Wrong Track
15% Undecided/Don't know

5. How about right here in Michigan, do you think that things
are going in the right direction or do you feel that things have
gotten pretty seriously off on the wrong track?

42% Right Direction
46% Wrong Track
12% Undecided/Don't know

6. Now I am going to read you a list of problems that people are
concerned about in Michigan. Please tell me which one problem you
personally worry about the most?

(READ 1 TO 7 =-- TAKE FIRST RESPONSE ONLY -- ROTATE LIST)

33% Crime and drugs
16% Education reform and school finance

9% Health care
12% The economy and jobs

1% The environment

133 State taxes and government spending

13% Family values

3% Undecided/Don't know (DON'T READ)

Now, I would like to read you a list of names. For each name that
I read, please tell me if you recognize that person. If you do
recognize the name, tell me whether you have a favorable or
unfavorable opinion. The first name is Bill Clinton [IF FAVORABLE/

UNFAVORABLE] Would that be very or generally?
NAME (ROTATE 8-11) NO REC/VER FAV/TOT FAV/TOT UNF/VER UNF/UNDEC

7. Bill Clinton 0% 20% 54% 39% 20% 7%
8. John Engler 0% 16% 53% 40% 22% 7%
9. Oliver North 2% 7% 33% 42% 25% 23%
10. Hillary Clinton 0% 19% 51% 41% 24% 8%

11. Rush Limbaugh 7% 13% 33% 43% 31% 18%



12. How would you rate the job being done by Bill Clinton as
President --- would you give him a positive rating of excellent or
pretty good, or a negative rating of just fair or poor?

9%
43%
27%
19%

2%

Excellent
Pretty Good =----- 52% POSITIVE
Just Fair
Poor -==--rcece--- 463 NEGATIVE

Undecided/Don't know

13. How would you rate the job being done by John Engler as
Governor --- would you give him a positive rating of excellent or
pretty good, or a negative rating of just fair or poor?

8%
40%
29%
21%

2%

Excellent
Pretty Good ----- 48% POSITIVE
Just Fair
POOr ~==-==cece—-- 50% NEGATIVE

Undecided/Don't know

14. In general, how satisfied are you with the condition of
Michigan's economy --- very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, somewhat
dissatisfied or very dissatisfied?

7%
S1l%
29%
10%

3%

Very satisfied

Somewhat satisfied ----- 58% SATISFIED
Somewhat dissatisfied
Very dissatisfied --==--- 39% DISSATISFIED

Undecided/Don't know (DON'T READ)

15. Thinking about the November election for governor, do you
think you will vote to reelect John Engler, will you consider
voting for someone else, or do you think you will vote to replace

Engler?

27% Reelect Engler

30t Consider voting for someone else
29% Vote to replace Engler

14% Undecided/Don't know
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__16. In the race for governor in 1994, if the election were held
today, do you think you would definitely vote for John Engler the
Republican, probably vote for him, definitely vote for the
Democratic candidate, or probably vote for the Democratic candidate
for Governor?

(IF UNDECIDED] Well, if the election were held today and you
had to decide right now, which candidate would you lean toward =--
John Engler the Republican or the Democratic candidate?

21% Definitely Engler the Republican
20% Probably Engler the Republican

3% Lean toward Engler the Republican ------ 44% ENGLER
18% Definitely vote for the Democrat
22% Probably vote for the Democrat

2% Lean toward the Democrat -==--==-------- 42% DEMOCRAT
14% Undecided/Don't know

—17. Knowing that Governor Engler was a strong supporter of
Proposal A, will you be more or less likely to support him in the
November election, or would you say that the passage of Proposal A
won't really matter to you that much in deciding how to vote? [IF
MORE /LESS LIKELY] Would that be much [MORE/LESS LIKELY) or somewhat
(MORE/LESS LIKELY)?

9% Much more likely
108 Somewhat more likely --- 19% MORE LIKELY
6% Somewhat less likely
15% Much less likely ==-=---- 21% LESS LIKELY
56% Won't matter
4% Undecided/Don'‘'t know

___18. Do you think there is too much, too little, or about the
right amount of attention being paid to the Whitewater controversy
involving President Clinton and Billary Clinton? [IF TOO MUCH/TOO
LITTLE) Would that be much [TOO MUCH/TOO LITTLE) or somewhat [TOO
MUCE/TOO LITTLE)?
48% Much too much attention
21% Somewhat too much attention -==-==-=-=-- 69% TOTAL TOO MUCH
13% About the right amount of attention
6% Somewhat too little attention
7% Much too little attention -----=-------- 12% TOTAL TOO LITTLE
5% Undecided/Don‘'t know
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___19. Thinking about the public statements that President Clinton
and Hillary Clinton have made about the Whitewater controversy, do
you think they are completely telling the truth, mostly telling the
truth, mostly misleading the public, or completely misleading the
public about their involvement in the Whitewater controversy?

9% Completely telling the truth
43% Mostly telling the truth -------- o b 52% TELLING THE TRUTH
28% Mostly misleading the public

9% Completely misleading the public

1% Lying about involvement (VOLUNTEERED) -- 38% MISLEADING/LYING
108 Undecided/Don't know

___25. LlLegislation has been proposed that would require school
teachers to pay a fine if they participate in a school teacher
strike. Do you approve or disapprove of this proposal? [IF
APPROVE /DISAPPROVE] Would that be strongly or somewhat?

31% Strongly approve

12% Somewhat approve ------- 43% APPROVE
16% Somewhat disapprove

35% Strongly disapprove ---- 51% DISAPPROVE
6% Undecided/Don't know

—27. Forty million dollars in adult education funding has been
used in the past to enable dropouts and teenage parents to earn
diplomas. Governor Engler has pushed through a program that now
uses this money to fund a new Economic Development Job Training
grant program. This program has been criticized for taking money
away from people who need it to get a diploma and learn job skills
and giving it to corporations to train existing employees to do
things that business paid for in the past. Critics of the program
cite grants used to train current employees to speak foreign
languages, reduce stress, and pay travel expenses for consultants
as examples of tax dollar waste. They call it corporate welfare and
claim that job training funds should be used to train people to get
off welfare and unemployment rolls. The Engler administration says
that the program is needed to retool the economy and to discourage
companies from leaving Michigan. They also defend the program by
saying that other states like Ohio and Illinois have similar
programs. What do you think. Do you approve or disapprove of this
new grant program? [IF APPROVE/DISAPPROVE] Would that be strongly
or somewhat?

8% Strongly approve

19% Somewhat approve ------- 27% APPROVE
23% Somewhat disapprove
35% Strongly disapprove ---- 58% DISAPPROVE
15% Undecided/Don't know









































