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STEP 5

“[T]he surgeon then forces the scissors into the base of the skull...
[H]e spreads the scissors to enlarge the opening. The surgeon
removes the scissors and introduces a suction catheter into this hole
and evacuates the skull contents. With the catheter still in place. he
applies traction to the fetus, removing it completely from the patient.”

Text from Martin Haskell, M.D,
Dilation and Extraction for Late Sccond Trimester Abortion

If you find this offensive, congratulations.

You have a conscience.

Both the House and the Senate have voted to ban
partial birth abortions (HR 1833). Even many
Democrats and Republicans who generally support
legalized abortion voted to han this procedure. Why?
For many, a simple description of the partial birth
abortion, as you see above, is the best

argument against it.

Why then would anyone still support this abortion
lc\:l'mique? per'upu because of the volumes of
misinformation aired on the lul)icct. Qtherwise-

bl people PP partial birth aborti
because ll\e_v believe the fo"oving:

1. The procedure, which is used almost ut/usiw/y to
save the llﬂ' 0/ the mother, will no Ionmr be available
Jor this purpose.

Not True. “There are absolutely no obstetrical
situations encountered in this country which require
a partiauy delivered human fetus to be zl-:stmycd to
preserve the life of the mother.” In fact, since a
partial birth abortion takes three days to perform.

it would never be used on a woman in immediate
danger. However, the bill explicitly allows such an
abortion “if necessary to save the mother's life.”

2. The procedure is used only on “secerely deformed”
]:-tuw.s with almost no chance _/or long-fcrm survival

outside the womb.

Not True. Dr. Haskell, a specialist in the partial
birth abortion technique, says, “In my particular

case, probably 20 percent are for genetic reasons.
And the other 80 percent are purely elective.”’

Dr. James McMahon, another practitioner of partic
hirth abortion, said his “non-elective” reasons for pe
(urming it include dtpn.'uion or _voud\ of the mother
as well as cleft pa]ate or Down Symlmme of the child

3. The fetus dies from the anesthesia giten to the
mother prior to the procedure.

Not True. On November 17, 1995, The
American Society of Anesthesiologists told the
U.S. Senate that this statement was “entirely
inaccurate” and “contrary to scientific fact.” It
added: “[P]regnant women are routinely heavily
sedated clun'ng the second or third trimester for
the performance ofa variety of necessary surgical
pmcedum. with alnolu(cly no adverse effect on
the fetus, let alone death.™

Americans want to look to our pmiclcn! as a moral compass of our nation.

Please, President Clinton. Sign H.R. 1833

THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF CATHOLIC BISHOPS

SECRETARIAT FOR PRO-UIFE ACTIVITIES
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¥, it herewith the Annual

Todd:

Arts for the fiscal

The attached final report,

1994 Annual Report of the National

Endowment for the Arts, was National Endowment for

received by this office today, and

is now ready for transmittal. It jects that reach into

was approved by John for final

printing on May 2, 1995. cy’s mission is public
Please let us know when you s this mandate through

would like this package to be

forwarded to the Congress. ural heritage and

QOZQ /%; S S ¢1ﬂu—sﬁ4//t“4ﬁj}§— & tion, and public and

Saho® Lopl L % g - TR

4
s gl G )

\aps most importantly,
\izations to reach out

Tim Saunders
audiences for the

<:§55;17 4 can be measured by the
_ i
o Lves oL .t low. "
2

ith working artists in

2
LI‘—Q\ i festivals, and in the
/—\ }
/ 4 /e access to museums,
227190 rts reach into the

smallest and most isolated communities, and in our inner cities,
arts programs are often a haven for the most disadvantaged, a
place where our youth can rediscover the power of imagination,
creativity, and hope.

We can measure this progress as well in our re-designed
communities, in the buildings and sculpture that grace our
cities and towns, and in the vitality of the local economy
whenever the arts arrive. The National Endowment for the Arts
works the way a Government agency should work -- in partnership

with the private sector, in cooperation with State and local
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SPECTIVE ON THE BUDGETY

A Fair Flat Tax to Rally Behind

working Americans. A

Get rid of the worker making $60,000 a
2 : year pays eight times the
!ngh-eam?r exempp on rate paid by someone pulling
in the Social Security tax; in a half-million a year and
s 80 times the rate paid by

cut the rate b}lt applyit (o eone making $5 million 2
to all earned income. year. To put it another way:
By MICHAEL DUKAIIS A $60,000 earner pays 8.2%

teve Forbes hoped to ride into the

White House on a flat income tax

with a low-earner exemption. He
apparently had a lot of company, at least
on the Republican side of the street.

Of course, when you look at it clasely,
the flat tax is nothing more than another
attempt to give a huge tax break to
wealthy taxpayers like Forbes. But it
sounded good, at least when he first pro-
posed it, and it transformed him., at least
temporarily, into a serious challenger for
the Republican nomination.

Suppose, however, that a candidate for
the presidency ran on a plan for a flat tax
with a high-earner exemption. We'd
think he was out of his mind.

Yet that's exactly how the Social
Security tax works. We pay 2 flat wax of
6.2% on every dollar we make. up to
$62,700. All wages above that are

- tax-exempl. '

The high-earner exemption is as
regressive as it sounds. And {U's tuking a
huge chunk out of the wages of average

on all her earnings; a
$500,000 earner pays the
8.2% on the first $82,700, which is 0.78%
of all his earnings, and the earner of $5
million pays the same, which is 0.078% of
his earnings.

It's bad enough that working middle-
class Americans are feeling less and less
secure. For those lucky enough to still
have a job in these days of massive cor-

‘More than half the people in
this country pay more in
Soclal Security taxes than
they do in income taxes.’

porate downsizing, the Social Security
tax is the unkindest cut of all.

In fact, more than half the people in
this country pay more in Social Security
taxes than they do in income taxes. And
you can bet they aren’'t among the

wealthiest 20% to whom virtually all
income growth has gone since 1980.
What can we do about it? It's as simple
as it is common sense. Get rid of the
high-earner exemption, cut the Social
Security tax rate and apply it to ail
earned income—just what the flat-
taxers say they want to do to the income
ax
If we made this one move, the Social
Security flat tax rate would decrease by
12%. Everyone earning less than
$82,000—that's more than 87% of
American workers—would get a tax
break. It wouldn't increase the federal
deficit one dime. But it would eliminate
the necessity for the kind of tax cut that
budget r:s:uators are wrestling with,
which w add billions to the deficit.
Lower taxes for the overwhelming
majority of working Americans. Height-
ened fairness. A fiscally responsible tax
cut for the middle class. These are the
goals that all fair-minded Republicans
and Democrats should be able to support.
Of course, people like Steve Forbes
would have to pay the same rate as the
rest of us. But wasn't that the principle
behind the flat tax in the first place?

Michuel Dukakis was the Democratic
nominee in the 1988 presidential election

and served three terms os nor of
Massachusetts. He is cu a visiting
professor at UCLA’s School of Public Pol-
icy and Social Rescarch.
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SCHOOL OF PUBLIC POLICY AND SOCIAL RESFARCH
3250 PUELIC POLICY BUILDINC
BOX 951856
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90095-1856
March 18, 1996
George:

You may remember that we talked about the subject of
the attached op-ed piece several months ago. It's simple. It's fair.
And it will give the vast majority of working people in this country
a tax cut without increasing the deficit one dime.

1'd appreciate it if you would make sure that the President
reads the piece personally. I think he would be interested.

Kitty and I have had a grand time here at UCLA, but we'll
be heading back to Boston and Northepstern this Saturday. If you

want to follow up on this, you can/meach me at 617-373-4396,
beginning March 25.

A1l the best.
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DEATH OF EDMUND SIXTUS MUSKIE

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

A PROCLAMATION

As a mark of respect for the memory of Edmund Sixtus Muskie,
I hereby order, by the authority vested in me as President of the
United States of America by section 175 of title 36 of the United
States Code, that the flag of the United States shall be flown at
half-staff upon all public buildings and grounds, at all military
posts and naval stations, and on all naval vessels of the Federal
Government in the District of Columbia and throughout the United
States and its Territories and possessions on Saturday, March 30,
1996. I also direct that the flag shall be flown at half-staff
on that day at all United States embassies, legations, consular
offices, and other facilities abroad, including all military
facilities and naval vessels and stations.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this

day of , in the year of our Lord nineteen

hundred and ninety-six, and of the Independence of the United

States of America the two hundred and twentieth.



DEATH OF YITZHAK RABIN

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

A PROCLAMATION

Today a senseless act of violence has robbed the United
States of a close friend and robbed the world of a statesman and
courageous champion of peace.

Yitzhak Rabin was a brave man who defended his country for
half a century and whose vision and tenacity brought the world
closer to peace.

He was a man of hope, a man of wisdom, a man who sought to
improve the lives of all those he touched.

The peace process that he began will be his legacy. The
people of the United States and the peace-loving people of the
world are determined that the peace process will go forward.

As a mark of respect for the memory of Yitzhak Rabin and
America’s support for peace in the Middle East, I hereby order
that the flag of the United States shall be flown at half-staff
upon all public buildings and grounds, at all military posts and
naval stations, and on all naval vessels of the Federal
Government in the District of Columbia and throughout the United
States and its Territories and possessions until his interment.
I also direct that the flag shall be flown at half-staff for the
same length of time at all United States Embassies, legations,
consular offices, and other facilities abroad, including all
military facilities and naval vessels and stations.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this fourth
day of November, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-five, and of the Independence of the United States of

America the two hundred and twentieth.



DEATH OF ADMIRAL ARLEIGH A. BURKE

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
A PROCLAMATION

As a mark of respect for the memory of Admiral Arleigh
Burke, one of our Nation's foremost naval heroes, I hereby order,
by the authority vested in me as President of the~United States
of America by section 175 of title 36 of the United States Code,
that the flag of the United States shall be flown at half-staff
upon all public buildings and grounds, at all military posts and
naval stations, and on all naval vessels of the Federal
Government'in the District of Columbia and throughout the United
States and its Territories and possessions until interment. T
also direct that the flag shall be flown at half-staff for the
same period at all United States embassies, legations, consular
offices, and other faéilities abroad} including all military
facilities and naval vessels and stations.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this second
day of January, in the Year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-six, and of the Independence of the United States of

America the two hundred and twentieth.

, Wiis, (f Bt



THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release July 29, 1993

DEATH OF GENERAL MATTHEW B. RIDGWAY

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

A PROCLAMATION

As a mark of respect for the memory of General Matthew B.
Ridgway, one of our Nation's most venerated military leaders, I
hereby order, by the authority vested in me as President of the
United States of America by section 175 of title 36 of the United
States Code, that on Friday, July 30, 1993, the flag of the
United States shall be flown at half-staff upon all public
buildings and grounds, at all military posts and naval stations,
and on all naval vessels of the Federal Government in the
District of Columbia and throughout the United States and its
Territories and possessions. I also direct that the flag shall
be flown at half-staff on the same day at all United States
embassies, legations, consular offices, and other facilities
abroad, including all military facilities and naval vessels and
stations.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this
twenty-ninth day of July, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
and ninety-three, and of the Independence of the United States of
America the two hundred and eighteenth.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON



—TC)

~ (‘[(\ \
SN~ A
3/26/96
Todd -- —

The attached message was submitted by NSC from a State Dégt.
draft. It was prepared in response to a Public Liaison wequest
for a proclamation/message to be used at the First Lady’'$?
April 10 event commemorating the Chernobyl disaster, and £o
respond to subsequent requests for a message for similar Z¥ents
around the country. .

~o
We edited the text, and Victoria Reznik and Carlos Pascuat=of
NSC’s Russia desk have approved it after coordination with State
and Melanne Verveer in the First Lady’s Office. The First Lady
may base the tone of her remarks on this message and quote from
it, per Terry Bazyluk at USACDA who is working on her speech.

Per Victoria Reznik, NSC plans to release the text to the press
and send a cabled version to the embassies involved (Ukraine,
Belarus, etc.).

They would like to have an approved text by tomorrow, 3/27.
(Please note that we were instructed to delete the comma after
"Russia" in paragraph 1, line 2, to be diplomatically

sensitive -- apparently Ukraine and Belarus are sensitive about
being lumped together with Russia, so NSC recommends keeping
Russia with the rest of the world via this type of
punctuation(!))

Maureen Hudson
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 26, 1996

Warm greetings to all those across the United States, in Ukraine,
Belarus, Russia and around the world who are commemorating the tenth
anniversary of the Chornobyl nuclear disaster.

The devastating effects of the 1986 explosion and fire at the
Chornobyl Nuclear Power Plant are with us still. Dozens of people
were killed almost immediately; thousands were stricken with acute
radiation sickness. Radiation contaminated large areas of what
are now Ukraine, Belarus, and the Russian Federation, reaching even
the Baltics, Scandinavia, and beyond. Thousands risked -- and many
lost -- their lives in the cleanup efforts, and in the years since,
terrible cancers have claimed even more victims, many of them children.

I commend the noble work of the humanitarian relief organizations
and the courageous individuals who have cared for the innocent victims
of this calamity. 1In striving to save and protect the children of
Chornobyl and their elders, they have responded to one of the world’s
worst environmental catastrophes with the best effort that the world
has to offer. Their advice and initiative have led to constructive
U.S. Government programs to supply medicines and treatment for those who
continue to suffer. And their compassionate work has earned our lasting
admiration and gratitude.

But we know that relief and sustained medical care are not enough.
The United States will continue to lead international efforts to prevent
another such disaster. Late last year, we joined with Ukraine and the
other G-7 nations in a Memorandum of Understanding to close the Chornobyl
plant by the year 2000. Through this Memorandum, our countries entered
into a partnership to mobilize the resources not just to close Chornobyl,
but also to help Ukraine develop a more vibrant, self-sustaining energy
sector that will advance its prosperity as a sovereign nation in the
new Europe. And on April 19 and 20, world leaders will meet in Moscow
to recommit themselves to a global mandate for nuclear safety and
security. This is a goal of the highest order -- for we must not rest
until Chornobyl is remembered not only as a tragedy, but also as a
signpost on the road to a safer world.

As we mourn those who lost their lives at Chornobyl and pray for
those who still suffer its effects, let us renew our solemn pledge:
to promote healing, ensure prevention, and offer hope.



TO: TODD STERN
e EVELYN LIEBERMAN MAR | | 1998
FROM : JIM DORSKIND \ DATE: March 8, 19¢

COMMEMORATIVE PROCLAMATION REQUEST

Commemoration Title:
Commemoration Date(s) :
Requestor Name(s) :

Organization:

Request Date:
Congressional Support:

Contact Telephone
Number:

History:

NOTES :

Please indicate approval
recommendation:

EL ag(eez

Chornobyl Remembrance Week
April 22-26, 1996
Marilyn DiGiacobbe, OPL, and

"Chornobyl Challenge ‘96, a coalition of the
following:

Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, Inc.
Ukrainian American Coordinating Council, Inc.
Children of Chornobyl Eoundation, Inc.

February 1996

None

Chornobyl Challenge ‘96: 202-547-0018

No prior proclamations on this subject.

The proclamation would commemorate the 10th
anniversary of the nuclear accident. Melanne
Verveer believes that marking this anniversary is
a good idea, and Carlos Pascual of the NSC is fine
with it, as well. The First Lady is probably
doing an event on April 10, at which the
proclamation would be distributed. I have
suggested a message to Melanne, who agrees that a
MESSAGE would be fine. Thus, I recommend a
message, rather than a proclamation.

or disapproval of a MESSAGE, or another
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I am pleased to send greetings to the/staff and readers
of the United States Attorneys' Bulletin.

As you know, my Administration
of immigration laws a priority, and gh we support lagal
- immigration, America cannot tolerat influx of criminal and

illegal aliens. As a nation of immigrants, we cannot permit the
abuse of our immigration laws to contirnue. .

8 made the enforcement

v// We are determined restore the rule of law to our nation's
immigration system, amd(dur goal is to create a seamless web of
enforcement fr2m the border to the workplace., Qur immigration
policy ie focused in four areas: strengthening border control,
protecting American jobs by enforcing laws against illegal
immigrants in the w able
giving aseistance to etates that need it -- deny g
18 benefits for public services or welfare.

In the last two years, we have added more than a thousand
border patrol agents and have used the best American—te
© strengthen border control. :
several technological advances

rtment programs. a egal aliens are being removed.
rom the United States when they are released, and we will e

continue to sponsor appropriate legislative changes to achieve
these ends. : ;

r barring federal contracts
companies that violate immiiration law by hiring undocume
workers, reinforcing the principle that government business
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tax dollars should not ba directed to employers who knowingly
hire illegal workers. For che—first time, these companies will
nd

be subject to government-w ent. The executive order is
simple and straightfor

with needless paperwo
on government contracting asder

will not burden employers

: it place unreasonable demands
- eﬂ-

—

Be assured, however, that we will not tolerate employment
digorimination. Our anti-diecrimination laws protect legal
workers, and I am determined that our strengthened enforcement
of illegal immigration laws will not weaken these protections.

I am grateful for the'innovative work that you and the
Immigration and Naturalization Service are doing to establish
port courts, develop model prosecution Programs, and genarate

" creative solutions to protecting American workers through new

legislation.

As we continue to enforce immigration laws, T realize that
we are asking more of you. You have been called on to Troaecute
and remove more criminal and illegal aliens, to block illegal

aliens from successfull crossing our land and sea borders,
and to intensify work site enforcement and prosecutions so
that employers and illegal aliens know that American jobs
are for lawful workers only.

I know that your job is not easy, but you can be proud of

your hard work, dedication, and innovation. I am confident that
together we wiil meet the challangas ahaad.

BC/JC/JAD/ech-lynn (Corres. #2796041)
(3.attorneys.msqg)

cc: Presidential Messages, 91 OEOB
cc: Rahm Emanuel
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
)27/ 9%

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

S6MAR26 PT7: 21
March 26, 1996
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRYSIDENT
C
FROM . MIKE McCURRY UM =
SUBJECT  : FOURNIER PIECE

I thought you might be interested in the attached wire story. Ron Fournier is traveling in
Turkey with the First Lady's party.



PM Chelsea-Coming Out, 690
Chelsea's Poise and Good Humor is a Hit on Center Stage
By RON FOURNIER= Associated Press Writer=

ANKARA, Turkey (AP) To anybody watching Chelsea Clinton grow up in the
White House, this won't come as a surprise: There's a second lady on the first
lady's trip.

The only child of Bill and Hillary Clinton, fiercely shielded from the
spotlight at home, Chelsea is exhibiting poise, confidence, good humor and her
father's gift for gab on her mother's eight-day trip through Europe.

Call it The Coming Out of Chelsea: Part II.

Accompanying her mother on a 1995 tour of the Indian subcontinent, Chelsea
quietly emerged for the first time from the cocoon of privacy her parents spun
around her. She stood shoulder-to-shoulder with the first lady in every
setting on that trip from the top of an elephant to opulent official dinners.

This time, it's the same, and more.

The 16-year-old private school student, who plays virtually no public role
in Washington, took to the stage of a USO show in Tuzla, Bosnia-Herzegovina,
on Monday and nearly stole the show.

““Your name's Chelsea?'' Sgt. Maj. Jack Tilley, the military emcee, dead
panned.

““Something like that,'' Chelsea joked back.

He then asked her to shout, "““Hoo-ah'' the rowdy cheer that is popular in
these parts.

Rising up in her dusty combat boots, Chelsea belted out a huge,

" "Hoo-ah!"''

““That was good,'' Tilley said. ~"Try again.''

She did, and the crowd of 1,000 soldiers laughed and cheered.

It was a remarkable moment for a teen-ager who has never been a part of
her parent's political lives and is, by all accounts, a normal young lady.

But aides say there is no change in the way the Clintons view Chelsea's
place in the public domain: She is still off limits.

Reporters were told before the trip that Chelsea cannot be interviewed and
her privacy should be respected. Questions about her personal life go
unanswered. Prying journalists are ignored.

But given the latitude to accompany her mother everywhere, even to the
deepest corners of Bosnia's perilous landscape, Chelsea has given the public a
glimpse at her emerging public persona.

Quick with the quip, Chelsea charmed a swarm of soldiers at a remote post
outside Tuzla when one of them asked about her driving lessons.

“TIt's going. It's alright,'' she replied, with a wide, full smile. ~°I
haven't had much practice.'!

Walking away, she stopped and turned around to add: ~“Beware if you come
to D.C.'"!

Like a practiced politician, Chelsea took to crowds in Germany and Tuzla
as quickly if not more quickly than her mother. She shook hands, signed
autographs and whispered to babies.

In private conversations on the trip, she has sounded like her father
confidently jumping between subjects and throwing out opinions and
observations in a rat-a-tat delivery.

She showed compassion, too.

Touring an out-of-the-way military hospital, Chelsea waited for her mother
to leave the bedside of hernia patient Corey King. ~“How long have you been
here,'' Chelsea said softly, as her mother moved on to the next patient.

He answered, and Chelsea asked about the picture of King's family at his
bedside. ““Will you see them when you leave Bosnia?''

Yes, King said.

""That's good,'' Chelsea replied. ~“Good luck, and thank you for what
you've done.''

' The exchange underscored her inquisitive nature, a trait that showed up
again during the first lady's cursory military briefings. Chelsea chimed in



with her own questions. , i
Also showing through is a fun-loving streak typical to most teens.
Gen. William Nash, the swaggering leader of U.S. forces in Bosnia,

suddenly turned to Chelsea at a remote U.S. post near Tuzla on Monday and
said, "“Let's go-have some fun.''

He ordered a soldier to show her the inside of a tank.

By the end of the day, Chelsea's black corduroys were covered in dust and
speckled at the ankles with mud from the tank inspection and other -adventures.

*kk% filed by:APW-(ar) on 03/26/96 at 07:45EST *%%%
*%%% printed by:WHPR(JGER) on 03/26/96 at 12:30EST #*%%*
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By RALPH VARTABEDIAN
TIME STAFF WRITER

WASHINGTON—During
launch, the space shuttle rides a
pillar of flame 60 stories tall as it
soars into.orbit at more than 17,000

x mph—making it inherently the
most dxngemus vehicle in Ameri-
oys ‘work force the

wsizé 0 wo ions to keep
‘the system v ‘
poudbre ;LS L s
‘But with the space agency under

unprecedented pressure to trim its
staggering launch costs, fears that
it is cutting into safety have driven
several. high-level managers out
the door in recent years...

T was. concerned about ﬁow fast
we were reducing,” said .ferermah
~W. Pearson, former associate
administrator for human space

.. flight, who quit the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration
16 months ago but has only now
“made his reasons public.

Earlier this month, space shuttle
idirector Bryan O’ Connor said in an
interview that he believes a reor-
ganization shifting space shuttle

management to the Johnson Space
Center in Houston could jeopardxze
light safety, IR

“Ina series of recent mtemews
other current and recently retired
NASA managers said the issue of
safety is widely debated within the

‘ agency and that many share

"'é."

hr O’Connor’s and Pearson’ s worries.

¥ ':S’he;e ‘18 'deép concern among
-m oniauts;” said one NASA offi-
+¢ial; who askeéd not to be identified.

;‘:Pegtalk about it all the time. It is

tural.” . :
N‘ﬁ"m Admimstrator ﬁaniel S.

Goldin said in an interview last
week that he is moving quickly to
;letsgond tothe new safety.concerns,

“thé shuttle is safe.
After the‘ shuttle Challenger

“Please see NASA AR

he remains conﬁdent that

. 4};,1 s

By MAGGIE FARLEY
Tmmsrmwnmg g 8
TAIPEI, Talwan—-—Bolstered by a

clear mandate-the-day after win-
ning Taiwan’s first fully democratic
election, the:new government said
Sunday ‘that it is. willing to resume
talks with China but that the next
step toward. tion is up to
Beng, rgcondlia

“We should pursue ‘a pohcy of

detente . . .} ion the pnnciples
of uality an( will,” Taiwan-
ese e Wenmcm said.
“The most t thing is to
work togetHiér'with China to aban-
don the zero-snm mentality

Lien said’the:a stration of
President Le ] hul, who won
resounding reele mSaturdays
vote, is “se ¥ considering a
peace agre fith "China and
wants to ‘pr é‘way for a
bilateral sums e s

-Chinese off IS0 floated the
idea of talks'with Taiwan.

sho

“The two.sides’
high-level ‘summiit between. their
leaders,” Chinese Foreign Ministry
spokesman Shen Guofang told
Reuters ne

But Shen alse signaled that
Beijing won‘t‘& tto come to
the negotiating table.

“The doors Have been opened b
China}]. The o ! lie wit
ge Tajwan es;"” he told

ong Kong z-backed Wen
Wei Po new o e
~Three-q wan'’s vot-
ers on Sat iowed their sup-
port either for Lee’s program to
solidify Taiwan's8overeignty or for
the outright.independence advo-
cated by thes§econd-place

finisher—a_ Feaul geen here. as a
defiant retor fﬁ*q':

stepped up verh a ‘and milltary
pressure on Taiwan, including mis-

sile tests and livi fire war maneu-
vers close to’ “to'try to
ersuade shun notions of
independence; Itregards Taiwan as
arenegadeprovince, = . ...
Lee's populdr;backing—plus the
presence of_thi U.S. naval
armada in aters since the
Vietnam “two 'U.S. con-
gressional ,x Bolutions declaring
: support ) i the
esident the confidence to wiit for

“éatablish our ‘place in
8aid at. a celebra-

tion for Tai ens who had
returned hom erseas. just
for the elec e'q 1io turn-
.back on'g to democra-
¢y,” he told th fore 1éad-
ing a round o : A
Chinai diwa ally
communica Ollg ongove -
mental gro to-ﬂiacuss trade and
technical 5. Talks about
establishing ir, shipping and
sre’ ded in
June after ade a “private”
vxsxt to Cou;p University in
Pleage TAIWAN A2
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Continued from A1, # ™4 =
exploded in 1986, each shuttle mission faced one chance
in 76 that it would end in the same sort of disaster.
according to an evaluation by Science Applications
International Corp., a San Diego-based consulting firm
But thanks to safety reforms, the firm last year esti-
mated the risk had dropped to one in 146, safer than
before but still far more dangerous than any aircrat.

Goldin disclosed that he would not cut the $3.2-
billion shuttle budget for the next two years, though
previously planned work force reductions will
continue.

The shuttle work force has already shrunk from
35.400 four years ago to 26,000. By the end of the
decade, the agency plans to ax 5,000 more jobs—a
cumulative cutback of 41% in eight years.

The Aerospace Safety Advisory Panel, a NASA
advisory board of senior industry executives, raised a
number of important new safety concerns in a recent
report. The panel found that the shuttle's navigation
and landing equipment is obsolete and that plans to
upgrade the system are being delayed until the turn of

the century to save money—a finding that caught Gol-
din by surprise. :

A s a result, Goldin said, he has ordered his managers
to submit a list of proposed shuttle safety
improvements inmediately, regardiess of cost.

Acknowledging that NASA has not succeeded in
communicating the ultimate importance of safety to its
work force, Goldin said he has ordered a new commu-
nications program to emphasize safety.

“Perception is reality when it comes to safety,” Gol-
din said. “We are going to make sure we effectively
communicate that to our ®

What Goldin is not going to change, however, is the
wave of management changes sweeping over the
agency. The changes broadly reflect the titanic forces
affecting the rest of the government as political leaders
search for a formula for balancing the federal budget.

NASA, Goldin said, mist cut launch costs without
compromising safety, achieve better scientific output
with fewer resources and generally become more
focused on exploring the universe rather than protect-
ing its budget. - b

A massive and bloated work force cannot guarantee
safety, Goldin insisted. Even while cutting the shuttle
budget, he said, NASA has poured $1 billion in recent
years into improving the reliability of flight hardware.

wTEGY

mong those upgrades Wai a redesign of the high-
A_prenure pumps in the shutfle's main engines—
eliminating the need to routinely tear the pumps apart
for detailed inspections. ““-. % -

“This is how you get safety,” Goldin said. “You don't
get it from adding inspectars.™ -

In the interest of streamlining, Goldin is transferring
management of NASA progrags.from the agency’s_
Washington headquarters g igipe centers across the
countrd. ) K e S 1N1D91 &« '

In the case of the shuttle, the reorganization means
moving authority from Washington to the Johnson <3
Space Center, which would then run shuttle operations [ g
at NASA facilities in Alabama, Florida and Mississippi.

O'Connor, the former shuttle director, said he
believes the plan contradicts reforms established a
decade ago in the aftermath of the Challenger disaster.
Indeed, the commission-that investigated the Chal-
lenger explosion recommended that the shuttle man-
agement be located in Washington to eliminate rivalry
between NASA centers that was impeding

“Everybody who looked at it after Challenger said
this is one of the reasons we had a problem,” 0'Connor
said.




sdld.

] \
oldin said he stopped the reorganization process
when O'Connor came forward with his objections,
and then polled senior managers. Nobody would concur
with O'Connor, Goldin said, and the plan went forward.

“Although we respect Bryan, we don't have the same
concerns,” Goldin said. “I hope Bryan comes back to
the agency." Y

Pearson, the former associate administrator for
human space- t, said he agreed with the issues
raised b;P:)'Coql‘gr. though it was a different set of
concerns that prompted his X

Pearson said he argued that the agency was cutting
the shuttle work force toofast and that it should adopt a
more cautious, incremental approach. “You should take
your time and evaluate, rather than just cut and cut and
cut,” Pearson said. “That was my concern. I love the

-program.E ¥, 4N T

But Goldin and other senior NASA managers over-
ruled his concerns, Pearson said. “Sometimes, when
they don't listen to you, it's time to leave,” he added.

Astronauts are also growing concerned, though they
have followed a long tradition of keeping those safety
issues in-house. While astronauts believe the shuttle to
be safe, they are increasingly worried that the changes
could undermine safety, according to current and
former NASA officials.

“I know everybody is concerned about it," said
James Bagian, a recently retired astronaut. “But until
you have an untoward occurrence, you don't know
whether you really have a problem in safety. It is a
matter of judgment, not a strict science.”

He added, “Any time you have changes in a system
that seems to be running well, there is always a chance
for glitch to occur.” >

The changes to the program so far pale in comparison
to what is coming. NASA has selected a single
contractor—United Space Alliance, a joint venture of
Rockwell International Corp. and Lockheed Martin
Corp.—to run virtually every aspect of shuttle
launches. -

USA would take over most of the work force, though
NASA would continue to control flights after they
leave the launch pad and astronauts would continue to
be civil service employees. Congress is prodding NASA
to go much further, however, eventually privatizing
the shuttle fleet and turning over full control to private
firms.

NASA spaceflight chief J. Wayne Littles said in an
interview late last year that USA should be able to
eliminate 7,500 jobs—eventually taking the shuttle
work force down t0 17,000. , -

“We are going to transition to a contractor, and that
is a culture shock to government employees,” Goldin
acknowledged. R

Another senior NASA official, shuttle operations
director Brewster Shaw, left the agency in 1995 after
saying he was trying to “come to grips” with creating
incentives for a private rm to maintain safety. Upon
leaving, Shaw would say cii} that the decision to retire

SRS

was “extremely difficult.”

The Aerospace ‘Safety Advisory Panel repeatedly
raised its own concerns in reports and testimony by its
chairman, Paul Johnstone, sayving the reorganization
and loss of personnel might jeopardize safety.

“It is impossible to define clearly at what point the
program will cross over from saie to unsafe conditions,
but this crossover would surely occur if reductions are
allowed to proceed uncontrolied,” the board said.

The remarkably complex shuttie demands a lot of
care, attention and money—parucularly because
much of it uses 1970s technology. At a congressional
hearing last week. Goldin noted that a typical home
computer 18 more powerful than the shuttle's main
computers. .

The four-vehicle shuttle fleet is always fighting off
glitches during missions. When one of the shuttle’s four
main computers failed in a mission earhier this month,
NASA waived its rule requiring a landing as quickly as
possible after a computer malfunction because a quick
landing would have cost $1 million.

In the shuttle launched Friday, a hydraulic leak
occurred in a critical steering system. The agency said
the system has two backup units and that the leak does
not pose a threat to safety.

The rubber O-ring seals on the shuttle's solid-rocket
booster nozzles also showed signs of burn damage, a
situation the agency is watching carefully but believes
does not the astronauts.

A recent report of the Aerospace Safety Advisory

NASA TV
The space shuttle
Atlantis, top,

carried American
astronaut Shannon
Lucid to a
rendevous with the
Russhan space
station'Mir, left as
seen from shuttle
after docking
Saturday. Lucid,
fourth from right
above, is to spend
four months
aboard Mir.

Panel found that on one shuttle mission. the orbiter's
windshields were so badly hazed that the “astronauts’
view of the landing runway was obscured.” The risks
were compounded by an obsolete microwave guidance
system for landings that 1s not being replaced because
of the cost involved, the report noted.

Goldin said he was not aware of the decision to avoid
replacing the microwave system and ordered his sub-
ordinates to give him a list of all safety enhancemerts
that could be made to the shuttle,

"“If they need to spend more money, | support it,”
Goldin said. \

Some experts have questioned whether the NASA
bureaucracy is less than fully supportive of its chief. By
all accounts, Goldin 1s a strong manager who, unlike
many political appointees in federal government, is not
subservient to the bureaucracy.

“There is a disconnect between Goldin and the
troops.” said Albert Wheelon, a member of the Chal-
lenger commussion. “Right from the beginning, he has
been his own person. The people at NASA are used to
manipulauing the boss. But the price he pays for that is
that people will do things on their own in a sly way.”
Frank L. Manning, executive director of the safety
panel, said he believes that in some cases, lower-level
NASA employees are not fully on board with Goldin's
agenda.

“Goldin has said time and again that safety is first,
and he means it,” Manning said. “But as you get down
into the organization, people are saying, ‘Let's meet the
schedule.” "
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A REPORTER AT LARGE

"THE NEXT PRIME MINISTER

ony Blair, Britain’s youngest-ever Labour leader, has managed to renew the Party

in an unprecedented manner, but can he do the same to the nation?

BY SIDNEY BLUMENTHAL

N April 9, 1992, when the La-
bour Party lost its fourth suc-
cessive election to the Conser-

vatives, people began to speak of Brit-
ain as a permanent one-party nation.
Before the election, it seemed incon-
ceivable that the Conservatives could
win. After the election, it seemed in-
conceivable that they could ever lose.
There was no opposition that could
beat them. The Labour Party had strug-
gled for ten years to alter its image—
from that of a reckless, union-run party
of nationalizing socialists to that of a
modem, forward-looking party able to
govern. But the voters remained :
Although the polls had shown Neil
Kinnock and his party ahead of John
Major until Election Day, people fi-
nally fell back upon what they had
come to regard as the natural ruling
party.

Replacing the Labour leader after a
traumatic defeat had become an an-
thropological ceremony akin to kill-
ing the king: the Party would sym-
bolically cut off its head and get a new
one. Neil Kinnock, the Welsh “wind-
bag,” ardent, emotional, and given
to poetic flights of rhetoric, was suc-
ceeded by John Smith, who was Kin-
nock’s opposite in manner. Smith wasn’t
charismatic, daring, or new, and all
those negatives recommended him: he
made Labour seem safe. A stolid
Scotsman who was a barrister by trade,
he was respected on all sides for his ci-
vility, integrity, and steadiness. Over
the next two years, Smith fostered
enough of a sense of security to put
Labour twenty points ahead in the
polls. Then, on May 12, 1994, the
fifty-five-year-old Smith died from a

heart attack. For the next week, poli-

tics stood still. Even Conservative poli-
ticians wept in public.

Tony Blair, then the forty-one-
year-old shadow Home Secretary, had
admired Smith. One of Blair’s first po-
litical acts had been to write a policy
paper for Smith when Smith was a
minister in the last Labour Govern-
ment, in the seventies. Later, the two
men travelled together to Party meet-
ings. Now, in a period of national
mourning, Blair saw the greatest op-
portunity of his political career. Under
Smith’s benign tutelage, Blair, the
Party’s most fervent modernizer, had
been frustrated by the slow pace of
change, fearing that it would once
again produce defeat. Within hours
of learning of Smith’s death, Blair de-
cided to make a bid for the Labour
leadership, and immediately organized
his campaign with an efficiency unde-
terred by grief. “The moment that John
died, everyone was distraught by his
death,” Philip Gould, Labour’s chief
strategic consultant, recalls. “At the
same time, everyone realized that the
moment was now. Out of that great
sadness came this new figure, an en-
tirely new Labour leader. Either event
would have been powerful. Both events
occurring together were really power-
ful. They reframed attitudes toward
Labour.”

Since Margaret Thatcher became
Prime Minister, in May of 1979, the
Conservative Party’s victories can be
attributed partly to its formidable
strength in the art of political war. The
Conservatives were the first in Britain
to run a political campaign in the Amer-
ican style, using slick, negative adver-
tising created by the firm of Saatchi &
Saatchi. (The image of Labour’s inept-
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They were arrested, leaving him to paint
In peace a world with no Gestapo in it—

A dream that came true. Agonies recede,
And if his vision hid harsh facts from him
It sharpens them for us. Best to believe
He served an indispensable ideal:

Douceur de vivre on a heroic scale—

" Heaven on Earth, the Land of Oobladee.

Cloud Nine and Shangri-la hooked to the wall
As bolt holes for the brain, square wishing wells.

Suppose that like his brush my pen could speak
Volumes, our cat might stay in shape to pounce,
But only on the arm of that soft chair

You sit in now and where you would lie lulled,

An ageless, in-house odalisque couchée
Never to be less langorous than this,

Always dissolving in the air around you
Reality’s cruel purr with your sweet whisper—

And nothing would be terrible again,

Nor ever was. The fear that we once felt

For daughters fallen ill or just an hour

Late home: it never happened. That dumb bird
Stayed in its tree and I was true to you.

With the dawning of 1996, John
Major awoke to discover that deaths
and defections had reduced his major-
ity in the House of Commons to five
seats. Major is not required to call an
election until May of 1997, but he will
have to do so sooner if his majority
collapses. Of a chance to contest the
Prime Ministership, Blair says, “I think
we are ready, and I think they literally
have nothing left. I mean everything
that is now done—the budget, the leg-
islative program—is simply about try-
ing to wrong-foot the Labour Party,
and, you know, the country could re-
ally do without eighteen months of this
nonsense.”

Not since 1964, when Labour won
(by a bare four-seat majority) on the al-
lure of Harold Wilson’s “White Heat
of Technology” vision, which was con-
sidered at the time the British equiva-
lent of John F. Kennedy's New Fron-
tier, has Labour been perceived as
future-oriented. But Wilson, a leader
of the old Labour right, did not remake

—CLIVE JAMES

his party; indeed, he backtracked from
the mild reform efforts of his predeces-
sor, Hugh Gaitskell. James Callaghan,
who governed as Labour’s last Prime
Minister, from 1976 to 1979, inherited
a relic of a party, its constituency lim-
ited and its ideas exhausted. Blair has
managed to give Labour a broad popu-
lar support such as it hasn't truly had
since Clement Attlee succeeded Win-
ston Churchill, in 1945. In one year,
Blair has increased dues-paying Party
membership by a third, bringing in a
hundred and fifteen thousand new

members, most of them from the mid-
dle class.

LAIR, stripped momentarily of his
pin-striped suit jacket, is hovering

over the kettle in the kitchen of his
Islington house. “Would you like a cup
of fruit tea? Sugar with that? Lemon?”
His wife, Cherie Booth, who is a Queen’s
Counsel (or Q.C., the senior-barrister
title held by Rumpole of the Bailey),
appears, adjusts her shoes, straightens
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her black suit, and, with a quick “Bye,
dear,” races out the door on the way to
her law office. The front hallway is full
of sports equipment and toys belong-
ing to the Blairs’ three young children,
and an acoustic guitar, which is Blair’s.
He carries the tea tray into a living
room furnished with floral-patterned
chairs and sofa, and bookcases contain-
ing bound volumes of the Weekly Law
Review.

Blair enjoys few things more than
holding forth on the ills of contempo-
rary society. He described for me, at
some length, his view of the two cen-
tral problems facing Western countries:
how to insure economic security in a
time of global technological change,
and how to revive a sense of moral pur-
pose amid widespread social fragmen-
tation. “I think those are challenges to
which the right really doesn’t have an
answer,” he says. “The right’s response is,
in effect, to say, ‘We want to re-create
the world of fifty or sixty years ago,
where the woman stayed at home, the
man worked, gays were kept in the
closet.” We are not going to re-create
those days. I also reject, however, what
I would call sixties student liberalism.
In the end, there was an anarchic feel
to that, and a belief that it didn’t much
matter what you did—you did your
own thing. It was a sort of social liber-
tarianism that is the mirror image of
the economic libertarianism of some of
the new right.”

Blair sees himself in the same pre-
dicament as other politicians who are
grappling with the problems of a tran-
sitional politics. “What is fascinating is
the degree to which these problems are
the same everywhere,” he says. “There
is great danger that we will get caught
in the wedge between the new right
and what I call here the old left, who
simply accuse us of selling out the prin-
ciples of the Labour Party or the Demo-
crats. This is where, curiously, the crit-
ics from left and right come together.”

Blair's critics have interpreted his
skeptcism about the old Labourism as
evidence that he lacks political convic-
tions. The Conservative right and the
Labour left have united in their por-
trayal of him as a practitioner of “de-
signer politics"—a chronic waffler tak-
ing his direction from pollsters and
media spin-masters. From the left, he
has earned two new sobriquets: Tory



A VERY DULL PARTY

died that year), and kicked around Paris
for a few months, getting work as a bar-
man and as an insurance clerk. Later
that year, he decided to become a bar-
rister—a career that requires accep-
tance into an apprenticeship, called a
pupillage. In 1976, he presented an un-
impressive résumé at the law chambers
of Alexander Irvine, Q.C., whose best
friend, since his days at Glasgow Uni-
versity, was John Smith, then the young-
est minister in the Callaghan Cabinet.

“My first impression was of colossal
enthusiasm, determination, and charm,”
Irvine says of Blair, but Irvine had al-
ready accepted a top graduate from the
London School of Economics—a La-
bourite from Liverpool named Cherie
Booth. “T had a firm view that I wasn’t
to take two pupils,” Irvine says. “I
hadn’t done so before. He succeeded in
persuading me he wanted to be my pu-
pil—an important element in any sales
pitch. One of his principal skills was
absorbing enormously complicated ma-
terial. Make your best points on the is-
sues—he was very good at that.” In 1980,
Irvine’s two pupils, now barristers, mar-
ried. Cherie Booth came from a family
of Catholic working-class Party activ-
ists (her father, Tony Booth, played a
militant left-winger in the landmark
television comedy “Till Death Us Do
Part,” which was exported to America
as “All in the Family”), and she was
professionally and politically ambitious.
“They are a political household,” Irvine
says about the Blairs. “He will confide
in her. It is undoubted. It’s one of these
marriages where they will almost natu-
rally think as one.”

E sequence of Labour’s political

march of folly had begun long be-
fore the dismal, strike-filled winter of
1978-79, which resulted in Margaret
Thatcher’s election as Prime Minister.
Industrial disorder had been a major
factor in bringing down the previous
Conservative Government, of Edward
Heath, in 1974, and Labour was de-
fined more than ever by its relation-
ship to the assertive unions, whose will-
ingness to press their demands to the
point of paralyzing Britain seemed
contemptuous not only of public order
but of the economic condition of a na-
tion facing an inflationary surge. Cal-
laghan was the ‘quintessential Labour
leader, born into the working class and
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“What about that! His brain still uses the old vacuum tubes.”

bred in the Party incubator—a “keeper
of the cloth cap.” He was of the La-
bour right, but his policy was to play
left against right to sustain himself in
the middle. He could not control the
union leadership, however. The more
the unions acted out, the more impo-
tent Callaghan appeared and the more
the Labour Party itself was rejected as
inimical to governing. Callaghan’s de-
feat was a statement about the pathol-
ogy of a party that allowed Margaret
Thatcher to rule for eleven years with-
out ever winning a popular majority.

The Conservatives won with 43.9
per cent to Labour’s thirty-seven; they
had a forty-three-vote majority in the
six-hundred-and-thirty-five-member
House of Commons. Since it was the
Labour right that had lost power, the
Labour left argued that it should be
allowed to implement its mandate.
Much of the leadership of the right
split off with great fanfare to launch a
new political party, the Social Demo-
crats, and for a while it was the most
popular party in the country. (It splin-

tered in several directions, though, and
by 1989 it had vanished.) Tony and
Cherie Blair, who did not abandon La-
bour, found themselves in a hive of fac-
tional conflict in which they opposed
the far left.

Within the Party, the trade unions
could no longer muster their former
support, and a vacuum was filled by
contentious left-wing groups. “When
the old blocs of Labour declined,” Blair
says, “they were supplanted by interest
groups, and the result of that was that
a committee would set itself up calling
itself the race committee and decide
your race policy, or a women's commit-
tee would decide your women’s policy,
and an environment committee would
decide your environment policy, and
before you know it what you have is a
conglomeration of policies that do not
appeal to the broad mass of the coun-
try at all.”

In 1979, Blair told Alexander Irvine,
who was well connected in the Party,
that he wanted to stand for Parliament.
Irvine introduced him to Smith, and
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the Party. Blair was now shadow Home
Secretary, assigned the task of neutral-
izing the Tories’ tough position on
crime. He had to defend Labour from
the charge of softness without echoing
the Conservatives’ draconian policy.
Blair honed his position into a quotable
phrase: “Tough on crime, tough on the
causes of crime.” He travelled to Wash-
ington again, this time to learn how
the Clinton Administration had over-
come the once prohibitive political ad-
vantage the Republicans had on
the crime issue. He expected to
be fencing for years with the Tor-
ies on volatile social issues and
then, at last, if John Smith should
win, to become Home Secretary.

Smith’s patience seemed an as-
set, an antidote to Kinnock’s chip-
piness. When Major’s popularity
began to plummet, Smith adopted
the attitude of King Log, simply wait-
ing for events to occur. An aide called
it “the long game,” but it was less a
strategy than a reflection of Smith’s
temperament. Under pressure from
Blair and his allies at the 1993 Party
conference, Smith pushed for and won
what was called “one member, one
vote,” or OMOV: a reduction of the per-
centage of the bloc vote granted to the
trade unions in determining the Party’s
leadership, and an increase in the con-
stituency members’ influence. But
Smith rejected use of the phrase New
Labour and any alteration of the Par-
ty’s written charter, and he banished Pe-
ter Mandelson, openly disdaining “the
black art of public relations.” Blair wor-
ried that Smith would not press for any
further reforms.

By the afternoon of the day of
Smith’s death, May 12, 1994, Blair
had decided he would run for leader,
even though it meant challenging
his friend Gordon Brown, whose am-
bition had always been to lead the
Party. The race between Blair and
Brown was a phony campaign, a con-
test between political brothers which
didn’t involve fratricide. Brown as-
sembled his team, delivered one pub-
lic speech, and quickly concluded he
could not win. Blair, for his part,
pressed forward, and thereby gained
strength. So, after a dinner at a fash-
ionable Islington restaurant with Blair,
Brown ended his bid before ever an-
nouncing it. “There was no struggle,”

Brown told me tersely. Brown, not ad-
mitting that he was wounded, appeared
statesmanlike; Blair appeared impreg-
nable. Blair faced two traditionalists,
Margaret Beckett and the Scotsman
John Prescott, and won easily.

“I would hesitate to say Tony was
lucky because my friend Smith died,
but in the brutal political sense he was
lucky,” Alexander Irvine, Blair's men-
tor, says. “To be clinical about it, de-
spite the fact that Gordon has a major
intellect, and projects it as such,
the overriding image would have
been Another Worthy Scots-
man. That might have forced at-
tention on the predominance of
Scots in the Labour Party and
the extent to which Labour had
become marginalized to its
strongest point. That was the
negative case for Gordon. The
positive case for Tony is that he’s fan-
tastically good news at the box office.”

Upon his election as leader, Blair
told Philip Gould, Labour’s top politi-
cal consultant, that he was “not going
to fudge any decisions in relation to the
Party,” explaining that the concept was
“to produce New Labour.” Three months
later, in October of 1994, in Blackpool,
Blair appeared at his first Party confer-
ence as leader, against a backdrop of a
new banner, which read, “New Labour,
New Britain.” In a speech he said, “Let
us say what we mean and mean what
we say.” Then he announced a sweep-
ing and historically resonant act: La-
bour’s charter would be rewritten. He
was proposing nothing less than strip-
ping the temple of its holy of holies—
expunging its Clause IV. This clause
was not mere words but a religious
credo, engraved on the back of mem-
bership cards: “To secure for the work-
ers by hand or by brain the full fruits
of their industry and the most equitable
distribution thereof that may be pos-
sible upon the basis of the common
ownership of the means of production,
distribution and exchange, and the best
obtainable system of popular adminis-
tration and control of each industry or
service.” Clause IV was a summons to
the socialist Jerusalem.

Credited to the Fabian socialist Sid-
ney Webb, Clause IV had been adopted
in 1918, as a right-revisionist response
to the Bolshevik Revolution. But it had
become a sacred text for the left. For
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decades—ever since Hugh Gaitskell
briefly entertained the notion of chang- -
ing it, in 1959—Labour leaders, in-
cluding Kinnock and Smith, had
veered away from the trouble that
change might cause. “It was an ancient
shibboleth, and people used to say,
‘O.K., let’s not touch it,’ ” Blair says.
“And my argument against that was if
we're going to prove to people that the
Labour Party is changed and is genu-
inely a value-based party, not a party
that still has within its constitution a
quasi-Marxist figment of ideology,
then we should have the courage to just
go out and change it. If in truth we
can’t change it, then there is something
pretty fundamentally wrong with the
way we are.” At the Party conference,
a vote was taken on whether to affirm
Clause IV. It passed by 50.9 per cent
to 49.1: the largest trade unions op-
posed a change. For six months, Blair
stumped Party halls around the coun-
try for a spring vote, and as a result he
won this one resoundingly. “Now, that
was a bit like breaking a spell,” he says.

“Few politicians are good at taking
the high ground and throwing them-
selves off it,” observed Mandelson, who
had tried a decade earlier to deal with
Clause IV by stealth—by simply ne-
glecting to have it printed on the back
of the membership cards. “Tony does
it, and takes enormous care to bring
everyone else behind him. He manages
the process of risk taking with great
application to detail.”

LAIR has gathered around him a
fairly close-knit if eclectic circle of
aides and advisers, all devoted to him
and the Project as one cause. His old-
est friend in the group is Anji Hunter,
whom he met when they were both
teen-age school rebels. As his “personal
political adviser,” she runs the office,
serves as a liaison to other Members of
Parliament and leaders of the Party,
and speaks to Blair perhaps dozens of
times a day. Jonathan Powell, the chief
of staff, was drawn not from the ranks
of the Party but from the Foreign Ser-
vice. He was First Secretary at the Brit-
ish Embassy in Washington—the link
between it and the Clinton Adminis-
tration. His brother, Sir Charles Pow-
ell, was the foreign-policy and defense
adviser to Thatcher, and was often re-
ferred to as the Deputy Prime Minis-



48

Sturm und Drang, a nation “at ease
with itself.” But his ineffectuality has
only rarely allowed him to strike the
pose of a man at ease.

In September, 1992, five months
after Major’s surprise election victory,
the pound sterling crashed out of the
European exchange-rate mechanism.
Black Wednesday, as it was called, se-
verely challenged the assumption that
the Conservatives were the most com-
petent economic stewards. (Black Wed-
nesday also triggered revolts within the
Party over joining Europe.) Since then,
Major has been swamped by endless
factional battles, botched initiatives,
and private scandals throughout the
ranks of his party, but in July of last
year he proved his political will to sur-
vive by forcing a vote on his leadership.
He was opposed only by John Redwood,
a right-wing backbencher, whose slo-
gan was “No Change, No Chance,” and
whose program included halting the
decommissioning of the royal yacht,
Britannia. Major won easily, insuring
his position as Prime Minister until the
next election. But he had drained the
Tories of possibility: he was all that
was left.

With great alacrity, Blair captured
the center ground the Conservatives
had lost by redefining the idea of one
nation. Thatcherism has given him his
opportunity to prove the relevance of
his Christian socialism and to make the
case that social cohesion can be gained
by means other than an aristocratic pa-
ternalism or an unfettered market. His
one-nation politics also enables him to
lift the taint from Labour as a sectar-
ian, class-bound movement.

In a series of speeches beginning last
October at Labour's party conference
in Brighton, Blair openly developed his
one-nation concept. “One nation,” as
he defines it, means restoring a sense of
community, and can be achieved only
by overcoming class. “I want us to be a
young country again,” he said, adding
a new spin on jingoism. “Not resting
on past glories. Not fighting old bat-
tles . . . Not saying, ‘This was a great
country.” But ‘Britain can and will be a
great country again.”” In a foreign-
policy speech on November 30th, Blair
accused the Tory right of being “the
Little Englander party, content to be
on the margins of Europe and often,
as over Bosnia . . . isolationist.” Britain,

he said, can only be “strong in the
world because we are cohesive at home,
and strong in Europe. . .. Britain as
one nation.”

After spending Christmas in Aus-
tralia, Blair went to Singapore, where,
on January 8th, he delivered a speech
to the business community, declaring
his commitment to “one-nation poli-
tics” and proposing to make everyone
“stakeholders.” The welfare system
would be reformed to serve as a pro-
gram to enable people to enter the la-
bor force as skilled workers. The “shar-
ing of the possibility of power, wealth,
and opportunity” would not rest on
“the tax and benefit regime.” But deal-
ing with a global economy requires an
active government that engages the
market by spurring savings and making
public investments, especially in educa-
tion. Citizens, he went on, are not sim-
ply widgets but stakeholders where
they work. The modern corporation,
he argued, should be seen not as “a
mere vehicle for the capital market”
but as “a community or partnership.”
Rights and responsibilities extend
throughout the society, from top to
bottom. That speech (inspired in part
by Will Hutton’s book) has provoked
an intense debate over the new ideo-
logical fault lines he has drawn.

A political token of the redefini-
tion of “one-nation politics” came in
October with the unprecedented de-
fection of Alan Howarth, the former
Tory Minister of Education, from the
Conservative to the Labour side. “I'm
a one-nation man, not a class warrior,”
Howarth told me. “Tony’s values in
politics are very much mine. Each
move in the Conservative Party is more
to the right. The world outside recog-
nized that the best Thatcher did is
shared wisdom—goodbye to the big
central state. But the world also rec-
ognizes unrestrained market forms
will destroy all relationships. You need
to sustain the cohesion of society. The
Tory Party hasn’t adjusted. Major’s
sole aim is to keep the Tory Party in
office. It's not obvious what he wants
to do except survive. Major is increas-
ingly a prisoner of the right wing of his
party.”

HE Conservative Party’s internal
divisions have so far made it im-
possible for it to develop a coherent

AT THE GALLERIES

THE ART OF
THE BRONTES

HEN Charlotte Bronté was nine,
she and her sister Emily,
who was six, were recalled

from the Cowan Bridge School; their two
older sisters, who had contracted tuber-
culosis there, had returned home before
them to die. Under the tutelage of a re-
mote father and a maiden aunt (their
mother had died four years earlier), the
sisters, together with their two remain-
ing siblings, Branwell and Anne, spent
their childhood in celebrated isolation at
Haworth Parsonage, with one view from
the house taking in the vast sweep of the
moors and the other the graveyard.

The children’s profound sense of loss,
their powerful imaginative gifts, and their
almost exclusive reliance on one another's
company gave rise to an extraordinary
collective creative mania. They began by
reading everything in the house, from
“The Pilgrim’s Progress” and “Paradise
Lost” to Goldsmith’s “A Grammar of
General Geography” and Blackwood's
Magazine—a monthly miscellany of sat-
ires and reviews of contemporary politics
and literature, which, in turn, inspired
them to create imaginary worlds of their
own. Over time, these worlds evolved
into the politically and socially complex
kingdoms of Angria and Gondal, which
absorbed them well into adulthood. The
Brontés fashioned matchbox-size fac-
similes of Blackwood’s in microscopic
script, and wrote their own plays and sto-
ries in minuscule books made from scraps
of paper, sugar bags, and wallpaper. (In
“Angria and the Angrians,” Branwell
compressed twenty-five hundred words
onto a five-by-seven-inch page that bears
an uncanny resemblance to the obsessive
abstract lettering of Charles Crumb's last
cartoons.) “The Art of the Brontés,” at
the Morgan Library through April 14th,
offers a sampling of these manuscripts,
together with some of the remarkable
illustrations by Charlotte and Bran-
well that accompany them. Also on dis-
play are Emily’s beautiful watercolor
of her dog Keeper and Anne’s feathery
pencil sketches of trees and of a forlorn

girl in the woods. —MARY HAWTHORNE



BRAINSTORMING WITH BILL

often amusing people best appreci-
ated for their dramatic art of self-
presentation. “The real challenge to
Britons is to succeed in the modern
global economy—the proper relation
of markets and public action,” Gor-
don Brown says. “Tony has proved
how Labour is capable of transform-
ing the Party. Now we must have a
modern view of Britain’s place in the
world. The battle is one to establish the
agenda.”

Thatcher's task in presenting her
view of Britannia Restored was sim-
plified by the Cold War and Labour’s
antinuclear pacifism. Britain, under
her reign, was holding the line of con-
tainment, and was, ipso facto, strong.
The crushing of the Argentines in the
Falklands War gave an adrenaline
rush to the idea that Britain was a
muscular power. Thatcher’s real fear
was Europe. In time, she split the To-
ries over it, and the Party remains
heavily weighted toward the “Euro-
skeptics,” who include Major. And
there is, among the public, a pervasive

~anxiety that Britain, the foremost
great power at the beginning of the
century, is now weak and backward
compared with Europe. (According to
Gordon Brown’s own new figures, the
country has now fallen behind Italy in
per-capita income.) But Blair believes
that the policy of muddling through,
without full engagement in Europe,
must lead to further decline and might
even fray the Anglo-American special
relationship. :

N November 29th, Air Force
One landed in London. Clin-
ton’s relations with John Major had be-
gun on a badly strained note. In the fall
of 1992, operatives from the Tory cen-
tral office had parachuted into Wash-
ington like commandos in a desperate,
doomed attempt to rescue the cam-
paign of George Bush; meanwhile, the
Home Office searched for material that
would prove that Clinton had engaged
in unpatriotic acts while protesting the
Vietnam War as a Rhodes Scholar at
Oxford. But now, in Westminster,
standing before the entire Parliament,
the President praised John Major, who,
silently but visibly, mouthed the words
“Thank you.”
Then Clinton went to see Blair.
They tested themes on each other that

they would later use in key speeches:
Blair's “stakeholder society” address
and Clinton’s State of the Union. The
main problem was social insecurity,
and there was only so much change
people could take at one time. Clinton
said that he had focussed his ener-
gies on legislative achievements to the
neglect of communicating with the
public. Blair replied that Thatcher and
Reagan had been able to get out their
messages more successfully. He said
that left-of-center parties faced par-
ticular problems in this respect, partly
because commentators often failed to
understand what they were about. In
the absence of an intellectual move-
ment, the vacuum was being filled by
cynicism and disillusion. Clinton said
that it was not possible to win voters in
favor of big government anymore, an
idea he finally expressed in public in
his State of the Union address. He said
that the larger themes should be lib-
erty, progress, and unity. Blair observed
that the age of overarching initiatives
like Britain’s Beveridge Plan, which
had inaugurated the welfare state in
1945, was over. Implicit in this explor-
atory discussion was the intention of
both sides to set the Anglo-American
special relationship on a new basis: the
Transatlantic Project.

Blair and his circle believe that Clin-
ton’s reélection is a crucial factor for
them. “Clinton win? Not important,” a
deadpan Peter Mandelson told me.
“Nothing. No effect.” Then he started
biting all his nails at once and shaking.
A Clinton defeat would be seen in
Britain as an augury for Blair. A Clin-
ton victory would make Major appear
hopelessly retrograde and give Blair a
sense of inevitability.

Blair believes that the difficulties
Clinton has encountered are far less

Si

personal than political in character, and
that, therefore, the American experi-
ence might foreshadow the resistance
he will meet. Any change from a long-
established regime is bound to stir up
a fervent opposition. Blair’s polling has
already detected in the electorate a re-
actionary populist nationalism simmer-
ing beneath the surface, which might
find a focus for its rage in an incum-
bent Labour Government. But, what-
ever their similarities, Clinton and
Blair operate in very different political
systems. Blair in power would not be
checked and balanced; with a certain
majority, he could propose and dispose.
The experiment that Clinton proposed
at the beginning of his Administration,
but which was frustrated, therefore
might be tested first in Blair’s Britain.
Then Blair would face the true crisis of
transition: coping with a politics of
raised expectations while instituting
programs that would not immedi-
ately lift living standards. “Probably the
most important thing is that I don’t
think any project such as this becomes
clear to the public until you are in gov-
ernment and you're doing things,” he
told me.

Blair had expected that Britain’s
election would be held in 1997, after
America’s. But in December one Con-
servative Member of Parliament died
and another defected to the Liberal-
Democrat Party. Pro-European Tor-
ies claimed that there might be more
defections if the Party didn’t steer
away from the right. The leader of the
Party’s right, Defense Minister Mi-
chael Portillo, a Thatcher protégé,
dared them to leave. A group of old-
line Tories announced that they were
going to write their own one-nation
manifesto. Margaret Thatcher weighed
in with a blast at them as “no-nation
conservatives” and at Major for being
insufficiently right-wing. Studying
actuarial charts and the Party’s widen-
ing schisms, Major privately ordered
the central office to prepare battle plans
for a potential campaign within six
months. But Major has embraced no
strategy. He seems to be planning on
winning a mandate for entropy.

Tony Blair, sitting in a green-
leather armchair in the Office of the
Opposition Leader in the House of
Commons, is at ease yet impatient. “If
not now, when?” he asks. ¢



THE PRESIDENT 1S SEEN
? —')-lctik'
EMBASSY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STOCKHOLM

OFFICE OF THE AMBASSADOR
March 15, 1996

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton h‘

President of the United States
The White House R M
washington, D.C. 20500 L §

Re Request for Visit of New Swedish Prime Minister

Dear Mr. President:

Further greetings from Scandinavia. As we’ve
discussed, Sweden anticipates its first ever visit from a
sitting President of the United States. We now await the
deliberations of the Nobel Committee which, in early October,
will select its Peace Laureate(s) with ceremonies in Oslo
(December 10) and Stockholm (December 11).

Accordingly, my purpose in writing need not be to urge
a separate visit but, rather, to urge you to meet the new
Swedish Prime Minister in your office for a brief 30-45
minutes at your convenience this Spring. Goéran Persson, age
46, eagerly seeks this meeting with you and requests any dates
between May 15 - June 15.

Although Persson won’t become Prime Minister for one
more week (March 22), his election without opposition is
assured. I met with him last week to run through a number of
U.S. policy priorities we have with Sweden. He was an
attentive listener.

Persson was closely identified with domestic policy as
Finance Minister. He successfully introduced an austerity
budget, which was not an easy task for a Social Democrat. A
conservative on economic matters, I’m concerned that Persson
may be tempted to use foreign policy issues to mollify more



left-leaning elements in his party. A Washington visit,
including a meeting with the President, can balance this
temptation by emphasizing to Persson the value of U.S.-Sweden
cooperation early-on in his tenure as Prime Minister.

o Sweden has contributed 1,000 combat troops
to the U.S. division in Bosnia,
enthusiastically supports PFP, pushes for
open markets in EU councils, and is a
leading advocate for the Baltic states with
Russia and the EU. We want Persson to
continue and advance these policies in ways
that benefit U.S. interests.

o Moreover, Sweden is considering procurement
of attack helicopters for its military.
U.S. aerospace manufacturers are very
interested. We want to help land these
contracts for American companies.

Once Persson has formed an opinion, he sticks to it. A
meeting with the President while Persson is still forming his
foreign policy views is essential. It will help build upon
the tremendous advantages to the U.S. from the evolution in
U.S.-Swedish relations of recent years. We should make this
happen.

With kindest personal regards to you and Hillary, I
remain,

Respectfully yours,
| O

Thomas L. Siebert
Ambassador
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EMBASSY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STOCKHOLM

OFFICE OF THE AMBASSADOR

POTUS-GORAN PERSSON MEETING
ous - 0-45 MINUTES

Nobel Peace Prize

o POTUS and Richard Holbrooke jointly nominated for
Nobel Peace Prize. AwardzCommittee-tm«sSwedish.

o Notice of Peace Prize Laureates announced on
approximately October 10, 1996. Award ceremony in
Oslo (Dec. 10) with second day in Stockholm (Dec. 11).

6 roddtical{socialibusiness/foundation=communities

sbightlycintegrated=in sweden. Attention:given.to
headsofsgovernnant.(PM Rerason).widely..publicized.and
Sxeatly appreciated.throughout:Sweden.

15 Million Americang of Swedish Descent

© Up to 15 million Americans claim some measure of
Swedish descent.

o Concentration in industrial states of upper Midwest,
including especially Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois,
Iowa and the Dakotas. Meeting with new Swedish Prime

Minister would receive wide publicity in targeted
areas.
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THE #RESIDENT HAS SEEW
3=26-9¢
. IRS Commission: As part of its FY96 spending bill, the Senate agreed to an amendment by
Senator Dole that would give the Republicans an additional four appointments to the National

Commission on Restructuring the IRS. This would leave the Commission with eight
Democrats and nine Republicans.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

. Economic Indicators:
Manufacturing and Trade, Inventories and Sales March 21
Advance Report on Durable Goods March 27
Investment Plans Survey for 1996 March 28
U.S. International Trade in Goods and Services March 29

Eizenstat Confirmation: Senator D'Amato stated his intention to move Ambassador Stuart
Eizenstat's nomination through the Senate before the April recess.

@ Council on Competitiveness Report: The Council on Competitiveness is circulating early

copies of a new report on the importance of research and development to selected members of
Congress. The report positively describes NIST’s partnership programs. Public release is
expected in April.

m ATP Congressional Report: On March 28, NIST will send to Congress a mandated report
% on the status of the Advanced Technology Program and its impact to date. The report

\ highlights the positive impacts of this unique government/private partnership, and some

successful anecdotes from ATP participants.

N\ Tokyo Summit: On April 16-17, Secretary Brown is scheduled to accompany the President
to Tokyo, Japan for the Summit postponed from November. From Tokyo, he will depart on
April 18 and travel to Jamaica to participate in the Caribbean BDC Meeting in Kingston
through April 21.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

. General Motors/UAW Settle Strike: The walkout at the two Dayton, Ohio, GM brake
plants began March 5 and involved 3,200 people. By the time of its resolution sixteen days
later, 27 of 29 North American assembly plants were shut down, over 166,000 GM workers
were idled, and thousands of workers had been laid off by GM suppliers. Members of UAW
Local 696 voted by a 95 percent margin to approve the tentative agreement reached between
UAW and GM. UAW Local workers went back to work today (Friday), and as soon as parts
are received at other plants the remaining idled workers will return.

. Yale University: There is a possibility that a work stoppage at Yale University may resume
as early as March 25.

Cabinet Weekly Summary Report, March 15 - March 22 Page 2
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N\ "W  Japan Votes for Clinton

By R. Taggart Murphy

CAMBRIDGE, Mass.
hen forecast-
ing the Pres-
idential
election, the
pundito-
cracy end-

lessly debates Bob Dole’s electabil-
ity, the Buchanan insurrection and
Bill Clinton’s resurrection from po-
litical death. But the commentators
have ignored an enormously impor-
tant factor: Japan.

The last three Presidential races
were greatly influenced by events
there, and this year will be no differ-
ent. Washington and Tokyo have
agreed on steps that could help pro-
tect President Clinton from the
greatest threats to his re-election:
soaring interest rates and market
instability.

Government leaders on both sides
may win, but American workers are
likely to continue to get the short end
of the stick.

R. Taggart Murphy, a former invest-
ment banker who has lived in Japan
for 15 years, is the author of “The
Weight of the Yen.”

Of course, Japan has no votes in

the Electoral College. But in the ear-

ly 1980’s, its willingness to buy tens
of billions of dollars of Treasury se-
curities let Ronald Reagan cut taxes
and run up the largest-ever peace-
time deficit. Deficits stimulate the
economy — at least until the bills
start coming due — and Mr. Rea-
gan's 1984 re-election campaign la-
beled the resultant economic eupho-
ria “Morning in America.”

Likewise, in 1988 Japan’s Ministry
of Finance so zealously browbeat the
country’s financial institutions to
support the dollar and the American
bond market that some financial an-
alysts jokingly suggested that it
should register as a Republican polit-
ical action committee.

To be sure, the ministry had mo-
tives beyond influencing the Ameri-
can election — Japan's economy
would be crippled if a dollar crisis
upsets the world financial system.
But the Japanese felt that Michael
Dukakis was more inclined toward

protectionism than George Bush,
whkh no doubt gave the Ministry of
Finance powerful additional reasons
to act.

On the surface, Japanese support

‘for President Clinton may seem im-
‘probable. Mr. Clinton is more widely

disliked in Japan than any President

By Herbert L. Needleman
and Philip J. Landrigan

arol Browner, the head of .

Toxins at the Pump

adults to most neurotoxins. They live
and play close to the ground, where
fumes from tailpipes settle. The
nerve cells in young brains contin-
ually change, laying down connec-
tions and pruning back others. The
eﬂecu of such a nonous mﬂuence -

since Harry Truman. Although his
trade initiatives have accomplished
little and he long ago abandoned his
campaign pledge to halve the trade
deficit, his speak-loudly-and-carry-a-
small-stick approach has led the Jap-
anese public to consider him a Ja-
pan-basher.

Privately, high-ranking Japanese
officials say they would love nothing

Could Tokyo

influence the

Presidential
election?

more than to see the White House
back in the hands of a predictable,
George Bush-type Republican. But it
is the Ministry of Finance, not popu-
lar views, that has the greatest con-
trol over Japan's markets. Indeed,
the ministry’s temporary loss of this
control helped defeat George Bush in
1992.

In 1990, officials at the ministry
and the Bank of Japan punctured
Japan’s overheated - “bubble econ-
omy” — which had made Tokyo's
stock market the world’s biggest and
raised the market value of Japanese
land — by raising interest rates and
putting controls on lending.

L

But these officials got more than
they had bargained for. Japan's
stock market fell to less than half its
late 1989 peak, and banks discovered
that the development projects they
were financing were worth only a
fraction of the tens of billions of
dollars in loans taken out to finance
them.

Needing cash at home, Japanese
investors cut their buying of long-
term United States securities, which
helped send long-term American in--
terest rates soaring. These stubborn-
ly high rates helped keep the Ameri-
can recession of the early 1990’s go-
ing much longer than expected, giv-
ing Bill Clinton his “It’s the econ-
omy, stupid!’* campaign platform.

This year, of course, Mr. Clinton
needs low interest rates for the econ-
omy to work in his favor. Convention-
al wisdom says the Japanese can
have little effect, because they have
not returned to the market for long-
term dollar securities and the Fed-
eral Reserve sets short-term rates.

But such reasoning ignores the one
thing that could force the Fed to
raise rates sharply and thus possibly
doom Bill Clinton: a dollar free fall.
And the Japanese help keep the dol-
lar stable.

Japan has been running trade sur-
pluses of more than a hundred billion
dollars for each of the last four
years. Its Government and private
banks hold at least $350 billion — a
good half of America’s external debt.

Fortunately for Bill Clinton, the
Japanese authorities have almost as

Christophe Voriet

much to lose from a dollar crisis as
he does. Japan needs a stable dollar
to work out the festering bad debts of
its financial system, officially esti-
mated at some $400 billion (but pos-
sibly two or three times that large).

These bad loans have hung like a
storm cloud over the Japanese econ-
omy for four years, dampening new
investment and sabotaging growth.
For the last few weeks, Japan has

loan companies that together man-
aged to rum tip“some $7 billion in
uncollectable debt.

he widespread bashing
of the Ministry of Fi-

cratatogenhebddebtpmblems
behind them. -

For that, a stable ar rate is
absolutely esséntidl; one in which the
dollnrlsh!ghmmanome
nese corporations to earn at least
moderate profits on their exports so
that they can service their debt.

Last April,
fell in a few frightening weeks from
100 yen to less than 80. No Japanese
exporter could make money at that
rate; it threatened to unravel the
Ministry of Finance’s entire strategy
for dealing with the bad debt prob-
lem. It also threatened Bill Clinton’s
re-election, because it signaled the
possible end of the dollar’s role as a
global currency and with it our abili-
ty to finance the national debt with-
out economy-crushing interest-rate
hikes.

Thanks in part to an arrangement
reached quietly last June between
the Clinton White House &nd the Min-
istry of Finance, the dollar rebound-
ed against the yen and has been
stable. Treasury Secretary Robert
E. Rubin and his deputy, Lawrence
H. Summers, agreed with Japanese
officials to help prop up the dollar
while the Japanese supported the
United States bond market.

Since then, the ministry has taken
several steps to boost Japanese in-
vestment in dollar securities, includ-
ing allowing insurance companies
and pension funds to hold more of
their assets in foreign currencies.
For its part, the White House has
called off the tough talk on trade and

on the altar of a stable dollar.
Republicans can console them-
selves with the thought that Mr. Clin-
ton’s new allies are forcing him to
govern like a Republican. Thanks to
the debt run up by Presidents Rea-
gan and Bush, Mr. Clinton has no
alternative to putting the priorities of
the debt holders in Japan ahead of
those of working Americans. =]
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THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
WASHINGTON
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March 25, 1996

MEMORANDUM

TO: The President of the United States

FROM: Hershel Gober, Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs
SUBJECT: Presidential Delegation on POW/MIA Affairs

During the period of March 8-15, 1996 I led the fourth presidential mission to
Vietnam on POW/MIA accounting. This delegation confirmed that an effective process of
cooperation exists and that it is firmly established on a sound political and institutional
base. During this administration we have achieved significant accomplishments in the four
criteria established by you to measure the degree of Vietnamese cooperation. The highest
levels of the Vietnamese government reaffirmed their commitment to assist fully in our
POW/MIA accounting effort. The Vietnamese have intensified their unilateral efforts since
the normalization of relations. Significant concrete results will continue to be achieved
though our involvement in pursuing the fullest possible accounting will continue for
several years.

The Vietnamese view the POW/MIA accounting effort as a humanitarian endeavor that
should not be politically linked to other issues affecting our bilateral relationship. Human
rights is a particularly sensitive issue for the Vietnamese and any linkage of the POW/MIA
issue to Human Rights would not be positive.

Each of the senior officials that I met with privately expressed concern that the United
States is reducing humanitarian assistance to Vietnam. I was informed that U.S.
humanitarian assistance should be commensurate with the level of assistance and
cooperation they provide and that since normalization this form of aid has been reduced.
Presently we provide a symbolic $3 million dollars in humanitarian aid, funneled through
non-government organizations, to Vietnam. Humanitarian aid is important to our national
image with the people of Vietnam and our ability to sustain cooperation and goodwill.
Any reduction will be counter productive to our evolving bi-lateral relationship.

Vietnam may be considered a foreign policy success. It is important that at this point we
implement an effective strategy to educate the public that you have delivered on your



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
WASHINGTON

.

pledge to develop measures to achieve the fullest possible accounting. It is clear that in
order to achieve U.S. objectives we must build a relationship with Vietnam that also
serves its principal interest. They look for the United States to take stronger steps to
improve relations and are eager to begin negotiations leading to a trade agreement.
Without positive movement on our behalf it is reasonable to conclude that internal
Vietnamese political support for U.S. concerns will erode. Our efforts to complete the
normalization process should move forward.



March 20, 1996
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The President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20502

Dear Mr. President,

On December 6, 1991, you and Hillary came to the Pacific Club in Newport Beach for,
what has become known, in California at least, as “The Breakfast”. On that day you sent
a powerful “new democrat” message to not only the moderates in the room, but also
across the state and the nation. I believe that the positive leverage resulting from that
event was an order of magnitude greater than its rather modest size. I believe that we
have just been given an opportunity to do it again, but with what I believe could be
significantly bigger impact.

The Pacific Club President has asked me to extend their invitation for you to return to
“commemorate that historic event”. I believe that you could again use this as a platform
to not only review your significant accomplishments of the past three plus years, but also
to reinforce to moderates of both (or all) parties the very real differences between your
vision for the country and those of our opponents.

Due to it’s “historic” significance, as well as the venue (to say nothing of your current
strong showing in Orange County) I’m sure it would get an even higher level of media
coverage than the original event, which you remember, was very extensive. The schedule
is obviously flexible and I think anytime between now and the election would be fine.

If you can find a spot in the schedule we might also find some time to play a few holes at
one of the great nearby courses. A relatively new, but highly rated, course called Pelican
Hills that runs near the ocean would be my first choice.

Janice and I hope to see you and Hillary soon.

Best wishes, Riat/9




March 20, 1996

QBMARéB A0 : g3

Ms. Betty Curry

Personal Secretary to the President
The White House, West Wing
Washington, DC 20050

Dear Ms. Curry:

I found this letter which belongs to one of my students. He
apparently intended to send it and then decided not to, as it was
in our trash can.

I read the letter and was touched by Michael’s concern. I did some
research to find your name, and felt you would be the best person
to send this to who could see that the President actually received
it.

It is my hope the President might find time to pen Michael a short
reponse, and that he might make a reference to President Kennedy,
as he is quite focused on him right now.

4

Withﬂgvery good wish,

gt “;7{::;
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iarch 20, 1996

Dave Hancock, Homeless Taxpayer éﬂ?ﬂq
2525 Sunbird Dr. “iR 25 i
Colorado Springs, CO 80918 0 -

President Clinton, 44th. request for HELP!
white House Executive Office

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20500

Subject: Request for definitive reponse concerning clerical injustice.

Mr. President,

This is my 44th request to the White House without a definitive
response to resolve the I.R.S. clerical irregularities in the known,
and purposeful falsification of my Federal tax records.

Since Commissioner Richardson is an empidyee appointed By the
President, I request Presidential involvement in rectification of this
wrongful act.

The fact is simple, my Federal tax records were knowingly altered
by Federal employees, resulting in complete financial destruction and
illegal Government confiscation of our family home.

I request the return of my home and possessions along with complete
exoneration, and the correction of my Federal tax records.

I believe the Presidential Office is a pivotal point from which to
combat clerical injustice and ineptness, often resulting in the illegal
Government atrocity thrust upon my homeless children.

Since I have been illegally forced from my legal address, please
_respond to the following:

D. Hancock D. Hancock D. Hancock

¢/o Sen. Hank Brown c/o Sen. Ben Campbell . ¢/o Sarah McClendon

SH 716 105 E. Vermijo, suite 600 3133 Connecticut Av., N
Wash., D.C. 20510-0604 Colorado Spgs., CO 80903 Suite 215

Roxie Burris attn: Dave Devendorf Wash., D.C. 20008-5104

you, —= A 221 /9e
OV

Dave Hancock i M)( ‘
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AN I.R.S. ATROCITY
TRUE AND DOCUMENTED EVENTS

I was knowingly sent an illegal and falsified tax deficiency, even though,
my records had never been audited by the I.R.S..

My CPA requested an appeal audit; the I.R.S. refused to audit my records, or
review the known falsified bill, and I was forced into Tax Court, since no
deficient taxpayer is allowed the benefit of a real Court.

The I.R.S. employed 'Judge' in Tax Court had a definitive conflict of interest,
but did not remove himself from my case.

The I.R.S. paid 'Judge' knowingly and readily accepted falsified, misleading,
fictional, and incomplete reports, prepared and signed by I.R.S. employed attorneys.

My business assets were liened, and I was forced to voluntarily forfeit them to
U.S. Government ownership.

With the stroke of a pen, this family's past was stolen forever, and our future
wiped out of existence.

Every person, your family, and any business can also be totally annihilated by
directed clerical abuse of illegal ana falsified tax deficiencies; thus losing
forever, all security and safety you and yours have worked for.

Informed sources report that this family was chosen for destruction by the I.R.S.,
and the ATTROCITY has cost U.S. Taxpayers over $2,000,000.00, and still climbing.

The preposterous, falsified business bill today totals approximately $750,000.00.
The preposterous, falsified personal bill today totals approximately $500,000.00.
The I.R.S. seized my bank accounts and captured my 331 dollars.

Our 56,000 dollar home was seized without notice, and sold by the I.R.S. without
our knowledge, irrespective of the Taxpayer Bill of Rights, or the Constitution.

While away, our home was illegally entered and all of our family belongings were
taken, and I was threatened with criminal trespass, without regard for the Tax-
payer Bill of Rights, or the Constitution.

Our Childrens' possessions and memories were stolen at I.R.S. direction, irres-
pective of their individual rights to personal property, local laws concerning
theft, Taxpayer Bill of Rights, the Constitution, human decency or basic morals.

I DO NOT OWE, NOR HAVE I ZVER OWED THE TAXES CHARGED TO ME OR MY BUSINESS.

The I.R.S. is wrong, and owes this homeless family immediate and complete
restitution for this cruel and unusual punishment. (ref. 8th. Amendment)

When questioned, official I.R.S. policy is immense personal harassment and
abuse, consisting of deliberate indifference and planned illegal acts designed
to inflict irreparable harm in every way humanly possible.

Commissioner Richardson has had personal knowledge of this I.R.S. ATROCITY.

Will Janet Reno's office PLEASE asign someone to rectify this wrongdoing?

To verify True Events, contact Mr. Bill WeeWee, CPA, ph. 520-544-0947. - -

To contact the writer, notify Sarah McClendon, Washington, D.C., Ph. 202-483-3791.

D. Hancock and Family
HOMELESS AT I.R.S. DIRECTION
Colorado Springs, Colorado



October 17, 1995

. FeR  VeR|FIcA f7en
David Hancock -

2525 Sunbird Dr. lo/wl ¢ B el
Colorado Springs, CO #0918

Sxe-5HY-0947
President Clinton, 24th request for HILP!
1600 Pennsylvania Ave.

Washington, D.C. 20500
Mr. President,

My home has been illegally seized and sold by and for the benefit of
the Government of the United States.

This illegal seizure and sale was knowingly based on a falsified bill
concocked at tne direction of Mr. Scott

Schmitt of the Colorado Springs, CO
Office of the Internal Revenue Service.

As I am not the only individual to re

feel, that I, and otaers, have been, and are the victims of a systematic
Racketeering scheme fostered by the Government of the United States. However,
if I am wrong, and the Governmeat has not fostered this scheme of Mr. Scott
Schmitt, of Colorado Springs, CO, then at least, the Goverament has condoned
Mr. Schmitt's actions,

as Commissioner Richardson has known of this problem
for over 2 years.

ceive a known falsified bill, I

I herein seek your personal involvement to right ALL wrongs perpetrated
upon myself, my family, and others for the illegal benefit of Mr. Schmitt,

Commissioner Richardson, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Geovernment
of the United States.

I seek this right based on the Laws under which ALL citizens and Govern-
ment Officials are Governed.

I seek this right under the United Nations Covenant on Civil and Polit-
ical Rights of 1967, as ratified by

the United States Senate, in Treaty Form,
reference Senate Resolution 102-23,

This ratification protects ALL citizens
of the world against the illezal acts of their Government, and holds the

Governments Officicials personally responsible for such illegal activities.

ALL proofs to my position are in Federal Records,

and in past corres-
pondence sent4to you.
Myﬁélf, d @4 F§ﬁ{iy await your rectification of this wrong.
s g A
bl
a*;& ancOck \

copies w/attachment, 2 pages: United Nations, Center on Human Bigats
: Washington Post
New York Times
Media
News Papers
Congress
Interested Parties



David Hancock ; October 16, 1995
Colorado Springs, CO

Senator Hank Brown
716 Hart Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20510

Senator Brown,

""When the Government does wrong, we have a moral responsibility to admit it",
""Wwe will no longer hide the truth from our citizens', President Clinton.

Why has this family been the target for such abuse by Internal Revenue Service
Employees, if not for someone in that organization receiving a bribe? A payment of
ANY kind, even a merit increase, is a Governmental bribe to cause illegal activity.

None of our questions have been answered, and most of our years of correspondence
have been totally ignored, even after going to Commissioner Margaret Milner Richardson.
Commissioner Richardson, refered us to Michael Bigelow of Ogden, Utah, who through
his secretary, told us to leave him alone: Mr. Monks, the Revenue Service Ombudsman,
also told us to "Leave him alone", and '"not to bother him anymore'. Mr. Hutton, the
Denver District Director also told us, '"not to bother him'".

We have been bld, no Revenue Agent can knowingly falsify a Tax Bill; they can't. . .
but Joann Davis of Colorado Springs, CO did.

We have been told, no Revenue Agent or Employee can request money NOT OWED; they
can't, . .but Scott Schmitt of the Colorado Springs, CO office did; knowingly signing

the false order prepared by Joann Davis. A request for money knowingly not owed is
extortion and Mail Fraud.

We have been told, every Taxpayer is allowed an appeal through the Appeal Section of
the Revenue Service, we were not allowed any appeal.

We have been told, no Revenue or Federal Employee can follow you; they can't. . .but
we were followed on numerous occassions by Government Vehicles, with Government

License Plates, traced to the IRS parking lot at 2020 N. Academy Blvd., Colorado
Springs, CO.

We have been told, no Federal BEmployee can sit outside your home for hours, even
throughout the night, for days on end; they can't. . .but Government Vehicles did.

We have been told, no one can tamper with or steal your mail; they can't. . .but
someone did. My personal mail, with Certified Letter notification slips were in
the possession of Bill Davis, Jr., and shown to William Fay, the 'Kangaroo' Tax
Court fJudge', in my pressence. I believe this is called Mail Theft. Proof of
the Certified Letter slips existence is in Tax Case 28674-91.

We have been told, no Revenue Employee can knowingly falsify your Court Records;
they can't. . .but Allan Hull and Bill Davis, Jr. of the Denver District did not
follow the Court instructions, and knowingly falsified the Court Documents. The
proof is in Tax Case 28674-91 and 10th Circuit Appallate Reply; Case 94-9001.

We have been told, no Federal Judge can knowingly receive falsified Court Documents;
they can't. . .but 'Kangaroo' Court 'Judge' Bill Fay, did knowingly accept falsified
statements prepared at the direction of Christopher Neal of the Denver Counsel. Proof
is in Tax Case 28674-91. This violates the Rules of Civil Procedure. Will William
Fay and Christopher Neal be allowed to continue to destroy families in this manner?

We have been told that no Federal Judge can knowingly dismiss a Case using biased or
priviledged information received from the opposition without both parties being present;
they can't. . .but 'Judge' Bill Fay did and stated so in his Memorandum Opinion in

Tax Case 28674-91. A clear violation of Tax Court Rules, Legal Cannons, and 26 USC.
The information stated in the Memorandum Opinion was FALSE!



Ltr. to H. Brown 10/16/95 p. 2 -
We have been told, no one can stop your mail; they can't. . .but our mail was not

delivered for 13 months, after I was told, "I was to be punished", by Bill Davis, Jr.
acting, as directed for Christopher Neal, of the Denver Counsel. Proof is located in

the files of the House Oversight Committee of the Post Office, and the 10th Circuit
Appallate Reply, Case 94-9001. The reason for the mail stoppage, as given was that my

mail box was crooked. I was informed that Hal, my mailman keeps a daily log on me, WHY??

We have been told, no Federal BEmployee can have your phone disconnected; they can't, . .
but our phone was disconnected, when no money was owed, WHY? Perhaps a PUNISHMENT???

We have been told that no Federal Employee can have your utilities shut-off; they can't., . .
but our utilities were shut-off during a snow storm. The Utility Co. returned the

service after a few weeks, since I did not owe, and apoligized; since such a shut-off

is illegal in Colorado Springs. Who ordered this illegal act???

We have been told that no Federal Employee can tell lies about you to your neighbors;

they can't. . .but Revenue Employees have told my neighbors that I am a tax cheat, and
have not paid my taxes, a TOTAL UNTRUTH. The Government owes me a REFUND for my OVERPAID
TAXES for my PUNISHMENT YEARS. Proof is in the 10th Circuit Appallate Reply, Case 94-9001.

We have been told that helicopters do not fly over your home; they can't. . .but dark
green and black helicopters,did, on more than one occassion, hover over our home, WHY???

We have been told that no Federal Employee can destroy one's personal property; they can't.
but someone did, on more than one ocassion, vandalizing our home, and in one specific
incidence, dug up our front yard, WHY???

We have been told, NO Federal Employee can LIE to an Investigating Member or Congress;
they can't. . .but Christopher Neal, of the Denver Counsel, did knowingly LIE to Rep.
Joel Hefley of Colorado. Mr. Neal committed a Federal Crime; will Mr. Neal be punished
for not disclosing the information Joel Hefley requested???

We have been told, no Government Employee can illegally and fraudulently take away your
home and possessions; they can't. . .but Juan Rodriquez, of Colorado Springs, CO,
knowingly Seized and Sold our private home for a bill he, himself knew to be fraudulent
and bogas. Now all or our personal possessions have disappeared; are these items now
the personal property of Federal Agents in the Denver District???

We have been asked, why my family did not stay in our home until the end of this travesty,
the answer is simple. . .THE WEAVER'S OF RUBY RIDGE, IDAHO DID STAY HOME!!!

What amounts of taxpayers' money has been wasted to cover a Revenue Clerk's failure
and refusal to do her job, (Joann Davis), and an illegal bonus, (Scott Schmitt)??? How
many illegalitiss does it take for an act to be illegal??? How many Laws and Regulations
must be knowingly violated, before a violation of the Law occurs??? ONE OR HUNDREDS???

This psychopathic psychosis of Governmental Bureaucratic destruction of my family
is nothing more than Government fostered Racketeering by Revenue Service BEmployees,
whose individual and personal acts are seditious treason against the Government of the
United States. This destruction thrust on my family has born nothing for the Government
other than the distrust of millions of other Americans, who have all stood up and paid
allegiance to and for that Government since they could walk and talk.

The Internal Revenue Colorado Springs Office, under Scott Schmitt's direction, has
maliciously sought to cause this family humiliation, worthlessness, financial depletion,
public scorn, ridicule, and shame through Fraudulently and knowingly falsifying our
family's Tax Records. WHY??? Possibly a bonus, merit increase, or quota???

This illegal abuse of power can happen to any U.S. Law abiding citizen, and my
family requests that YOU ACT in order that no other human being has to suffer such
degradation as this family has so unmercifully been forced to endure.

My family has now been made homeless, where will you spend your Thanksgiving and
Christmas??? We're not sure, our future is at best tenuous.

WHO HAS THE POWER TO RECTIFY THIS 10 YEARS OF WRONGDOING & THE RUINATION OF OUR
CHILDREN'S FUTURE. . »THEY'VE HAD NO PAST!!!

David Hancock, Colorado Springs, Colorado, U.S. Citizen, Taxpayer.
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< SCHOOL OF FORESTH Y
SUNYANI

Chief Conservatof of Forests* Office
Forestry Department

P.O. Box 527
Accra
o y Niess)
B RANK: LEARNER TECHNICAL
i OFFICER 20th January, 24

REQUEST FOR_ASSISTANCE FOR B. WILLIAM T. QUAH
CAYFLOR V. KPADEH ALBERT L. GAYFLOR,

REGINA K. SNOH AND ISAAC N. SAYLEE

Thank you for the above.

I am glad to inform you that the above persons have been offered
admission to the school of Forestry Sunyani = %.7v Y=o Rt T "

.- i

I wish also to inform you that they can have their allowances
paid in the local currency. Their admission however depends on the
availability of sponsors to see them through the three-year-course with
monthly allowances of at least ¢40,000.00 per month per person to cover
their feeding,text books, camping materials. etc.

¥lease communicate to me immediately,any sponsovship available
at your end for themyto enable them have a good start, and help this
office to give you and the sponsors a fair appraisal of their studentship.

for: CHIEF CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS
(GEORGE FANTOMAS)

THE PROGRAMME CO-ORDINATOR,

cc: The Principal,
School of Forestry,
. Sunyani.



