


%
Y
C s

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT®,
o e s

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET

Number of pages including cover TE;‘

Date 2‘{.'5 L
ER: T

-

FAX Number Qv-"—'i-\.s

Ty s i U

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
Presidential Correspondence
The White House

Washington, DC 20500
Phone: 202-456-7610

Fax: 202-456-2993



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
August 6, 1996 "
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The Honorable Anne K. Bingaman (o g
Ageigtant Attorney General : - e & A3
Department of Justice . LY 91f”5.~
Washington, D.C. 20530 g Ao , >
\Jw At V\/D)
Dear Anne: X A
“]mf" s
I have received your letter of August 1, 1996, ,)v*\"’ _,
Z

and it 1s with deep regret that I accept yo § I o
resignation as Assistant Attornay Gemeral fgr M &'
Antitrust, effective as tendered.

Fa e s
PN A
I want to thank you for your efforts >

at the Justice Department. You have fulfilled 4”“*(<R¥L“
ur duties there with skill and energy., and fo
the Antitrust Division's unpaaalleled record of o L)
achievement is due in no small part to your vision,i'®
and leadership. You can be especially proud of y
your succegs in maintaining the integrity of the ﬁfﬁ],w)
Nasdag stock market I am proud to have had you 1+
on my team and, on pbehalf of the American people, NJ;D
thank you for a job\ well done.

Hillary and I axe gr
and we wish you and
success and happiness.

Sincerely, Sy S ad 439
YR o N%u{xt
T Chne ~— ppmmt

c et U kzﬁfY?. o
vLJVAf-—{’19’¢ 1

teful for your £riendship,
ff the best for every future
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Antitrust Division

ANNE K. BINGAMAN
Assistant Attorney General

| ONFIRMATION
... \COPY/’

Pregident William J.
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Clinton

Dear Mr. President,

Main Justice Building

10th & Constitution Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C, 20530

(202) 514-2401 / (202) 616-2645 (f)
antitrust@justice.usdoj.gov auena
http://www.usdoj.gov (World Wide Web)

August 1, 1996

JIM DORSKIND:
Please ooordinate
the reply.

I want you to know that, for purely personal reasons, I have
decided that I will resign as Assistant Attorney General for

Antitrust,

I expect to leave no later than November 15, 1996.

I can nevar fully express to you how grateful I am for the

privilege of serving in your Administration.

This job has been

the high point of my life, and I hope that I have given back even

a small fraction of what I have taken from it.
learns someday what I know f£rom over three

I hope the public
years of constant

experience -- what a principled, dedicated and honest job your

Adminigtration has done in the administration of justice.

It has

been a joy to watch, and to live with, and you, the First Lady
and the Attorney General have set the tone and the standards for

that.

It is a real honor to have been a small part of it.

Your re-election will be a great gift to the country.

éc: .'. Exec Clank |

A WWJ‘V%

A Arank
/x/aé,u/ vh /7

okl
W///m/

@J

— é‘%

Ao Frvse”



qlgﬂtqﬂf;—lalf;p

s o e e & s e s A A T i

July 31, 1996
MEMORANDUM

TO: The sident

FROM: Nancy Hernreich
Mildred C. Alston

RE: Recent Correspondence

X) \g"““ Hunt writes that the event in a
urviv ; Tuzla on July
ivors of Srebrenica was heart-rending, uly 11 for

' ratifyi
received with great appreciation. Financiag helpyé:g'w::gly 47

are the main hope of Bosnia‘’s f
uture and could v
for reconciliation. They must be equipped withbgagg:erful ke

infrastruct i
e ure. She is beside You and Hillary every step of the



Vienna, Austria

EMBASSY OF THE, V) 24 W
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ,

W
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Oflice of
The Ambassador
b d t .
July 18, 1996 ’5 : %
The President
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500
Dear Mr. President,

In Lyon, T mentioned to you that we were working on an event with the survivors of
Srebrenica. That gathering occurred in Tuzla on July 11th. I read a letter from you,
which was received by 6,000 Bosnian women with great appreciation.

‘The event in Tuzla was both heart-rending and gratifying. The distillation of sorrow in
that sports hall -- mourning 8,000 sons, brothers, husbands, father, lovers -- had an
intensity of collective grief T have never before witnessed.

As difficult and even dangerous as the gathering was, it seemed to me necessary that the
United States be visibly present with these women as they mourned. We were there not
simply to commiserate over the past, but to point to a new future. The concrete help we
brought (several million dollars worth) was very warmly received. But more important,
coming as we did — women to women -- there was a trust that's hard to achieve at the
purely political level.

Press coverage was extensive, with media from CNN, BBC, NBC, ABC, AP, Reuters,
and a score of other national and international entities. It was important that the day not
be described only in terms of the exhumation of mass graves, or even a warrant from the
Hague, but also the faces of real people wondering how they will cver put their lives
back together. We were able to creatc that visual picture that could tell the story.

o0 W SR 0 AR AN i e i " FEREED XA TN S



Queen Noor and EU Commissioner Emma Bonino were a Jjoy to work with,
contributing their reputations and expertisc while our people did most of the leg work.
Together, we gamered over 300 signatures of international women leaders on an open
letter of support for the Dayton accords, which ran as a full-page ad in several papers,
including the International Herald Tribunc. We arc continuing to organize international
support -- from corporations, governments, and individuals -- funneled through both
international and local Bosnian NGOs.

I believe women like those in Tuzla are the main hope of Bosnia's future. Representing
70% of the electorate, they could be a powerful force for reconciliation. It's vital that
they be immediately equipped for that purposc with basic infrastructure - faxes,
vehicles, computers, etc. -- so they can continue connecting to women across ethnic
lines. I am working toward that end.

Although Ambassador John Menzies is stretched very, very thin, he and the US.
Embassy in Sarajevo have been closc to this work with Bosnian women. The Austrians
are totally supportive of my involvement; this was, after all, part of their cmpire, and
they have consistently advocated intervention to stabilize the former Yugoslavia.

Finally, the U.S Military and IFOR have been extremely helpful, providing security and
other logistical support. General Joulwan and Major General Nash have understood the
importance of this mission and done everything they could to support us. And the
presence of 130 IFOR women, in uniform, comforting the mourners two weeks ago,
created a remarkably sympathetic portrait of TFOR for the world to see.

Mr. President, I hope I'm able to camry some of the load over here, while you
concentrate on the campaign. I wish [ could physically be two places at once.

Fortunately, my spirit has leamed to bi-locate, and I am beside you and Hillary cvery
step of the way.

Fondly,

e
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July 30, 1996

O R u
TO: The President
FROM: Nancy Hernreich
Mildred C. Alston
RE: Recent Correspondence
‘EEJLQO McGovern encloses copy of Middle East Policy Council's; gl

15th anniversary issue of "Highlights." The Council has y) %; g %

established sutgessful programs because they focus on quality. ¥
Each program has :

informative and ob




BOARD OF DIRECTORS

July 8, 1996

Hon. George McGovern

President

Middle East Policy Council President Bill Clinton

Lt. Gen. Charles W. Brown The White House

RS AR eL) 1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Hon. Frank C. Carlucci Washington, DC 20500
Chairman

The Carlyle Group ‘
Dear Mr. President:
Mr. K.v.R. Dey, Jr.
Pres. & C.E.O. (ret.)

Liggett Group, Inc. I am pleased to enclose a copy of the Council’s January-June 1996

Mr. Yankel Ginzburg "Highlights.” You won’t be able to miss the big “15th Anniversary” headline.

Artist [ believe the Council has been able to establish a number of successful programs
Mr. Najeeb Halaby over the years because we focus on quality. Each of our major programs - Middle
Attorney at Law East Policy journal, Teacher Workshops, Capitol Hill Conference Series - has been
B4, Dl B, Nitsscklie fieveloped step by step and they have earned reputations for being thoughtful,
President informative and objective.

S.E. Missouri State Univ.

M. Talat M. Othman Today, the Council's challenge is to meet the growing demand for our
President

programs and publications without sacrificing content. Our Board of Directors,

National Advisory Committee, staff and local sponsors of Teacher Workshops bring
gi'r'f';:‘:e;'cff';f\': considerable skills to the table. If we can stay in the black financially, the Council
Development will continue to make a substantial and positive contribution to U.S. understanding
SR BloiadinCesp and dialogue about Middle East issues.

Grove Financial, Inc.

Mr. Witold S. Sulimirski
Chairman,Exec. Cmte.
Intercap Investments Inc.

Dr. Jack W. Wilkinson
Advisor to the Chairman
Sun Company Inc.

enc.: a/s

1730 M Street, N.W.
SuIte 512
WAasSHINGTON, D.C.
20036-4505
TeL: (202) 296-6767
Fax: (202) 296-5791
mepc@capcon.net
www.mepc.org
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MIDDLE EAST POLICY COUNCIL

GHLIGHTS

January - June 1996

1 %15th Anniversary% 1 996

In 1996 The Middle East Policy
Council marks its 15th year of con-
tributing to the public dialogue on
issues affecting U.S. interests in the
Middle East. It has been a productive
decade and a half, and we have created
a number of valuable programs and
publications. We greatly appreciate
your support and interest over the years
and hope we will share many more
anniversaries with you.

In recent months we have received
a number of complimentary letters.
Here are excerpts from some of our
favorites.

“We at the Carter Center find your jour-
nal to be helpful in that it's one of the
few sources of balanced views about
the more controversial issues.”

- JiIMMY CARTER, FORMER PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES

“Mobil holds in high regard the
Council's programs to contribute to a
better understanding of the Middle East.
...The Council's ability to attract high-
ranking government officials, diplomats,
and an excellent cross-section of acade-
mics, analysts and business executives
to [its] seminars generates a broad
range of viewpoints that our people
find interesting and beneficial.”

- L.A. Noto, CHAIRMAN AND C.E.O.,
MosiL CORPORATION

“Over the past decade and a half,
diplomats and U.S. policy makers have
relied on Middle East Policy for timely
and thoughtful analysis of events and
trends in the region by a wide range of
the most important opinion leaders....
The panels on which | have had the

privilege of participating were enlight-
ening experiences.... Both were enjoy-
able and educational examples of the
fora you have established to address the
major developments in this important
region and to help define the way
ahead.... Again, congratulations on 15
years of major service to the cause of
peace and education in the Middle
East. | look forward to continuing my
close relationship with you in the years
to come.”

- ROBERT H. PELLETREAU, U.S. ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF STATE

Middle East Policy is one of the few
journals that | read consistently. | run
an electronic library about Middle East
issues on the Internet, which involves
surveying a vast amount of information
on a daily basis. As a result | consider
myself moderately well-informed, and
policy-oriented journals tend to freeze
the past, rather than enlighten the
future. Middle East Policy consistently
identifies important subjects, enlists
interesting observers and practitioners,
and offers both the space and the
encouragement to be provocative and
original.”

- GARY Sick, CoLuMBIA UNIVERSITY

| have been an avid reader of (Middle
East Policy] for many years and have
found it to be an informative and
thought-provoking journal. In Cairo, as
at previous posts, pieces in MEP are
often photocopied (sorry) and passed
among American and Egyptian staff for
information and discussion. | have rec-
ommended your journal to Egyptian
contacts as well, as an objective and
informative magazine on Middle East
affairs.

- EDWARD S. WALKER, U.S. AMBASSADOR
10 EGYPT

LLOOK FOR THE COUNCIL ON THE
INTERNET

The Middle East Policy Council has
a site on the World-Wide-Web! Come
by and explore at //www.mepc.org/.
The Council plans to use the extraordi-
nary reach of the World-Wide-Web to
increase awareness of our programs
and publications as well as policy
issues. The Web site will be a valuable
resource for researchers, students,
teachers, academics, members of the
media and the general reader. In fact,
even before the site was completed it
was receiving over 100 visits per day.
There is something for everyone:

*  Find out where and when Teacher
Workshops are being held.

* Read articles from the latest issues of

Middle East Policy or research a

topic in the journal’s 1982-1996

cumulative index. Then order

the Journal issue, all on-line!

See your invitation to the next

Capitol Hill Conference or review a

summary of the most recent

conference.

*  Subscribe to Middle East Policy or
get on the Council mailing list for
conferences or workshops.

*  Review Council involvement with

issues affecting American business

in the Middle East.

Learn more about the Council’s

President, former Sen. George

McGovern, and the Council’s Board

of Directors.



Cong. Lee Hamilton looks on as Brian Atwood speaks at February 27 Conference

Is there something you'd like to see
on the Council web site? Please send
an e-mail and let us know.

* K www.mepc.org *k
e-mail - mepc@capcon.net

REp. LEE HAMILTON HEADS
PANEL EXAMINING “U.S.
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE TO
THE MIDDLE EAST”

The Council convened its tenth
Capitol Hill Conference at the Rayburn
House Office Building on February 27,
1996. It was entitled, “U.S. Develop-
ment Assistance to the Middle East:
Critical Perspectives,” and the room
was overflowing. Over 110 attended—
Hill staffers, media, clergy, business
executives, and foreign-policy special-
ists. Council President George
McGovern moderated the panel, which
included Congressman Lee Hamilton,
U.S. AID Administrator Brian Atwood,
ANERA President Peter Gubser, and
Harvard scholar Sara Roy. The pro-
ceedings, as always, will be published
in Middle East Policy.

Congressman Hamilton expressed
the need for an integrated foreign poli-
cy and deplored the lack of interest in
the subject on the part of any but those
with a political agenda. He warned in
particular of a move to prevent U.S.
troops from being allowed to serve as
part of a peacemaking team on the
Golan Heights, should the eventuality
of an Israeli-Syrian peace agreement
occur. Congress should not stand in

the way by refusing to let U.S. troops
serve on the Golan, no matter what
powerful political forces are working
against it. Congressman Hamilton reaf-
firmed the U.S. commitment to bringing
more openness and accountability to
the governments in the developing
Middle East.

Brian Atwood advised taking the
long view regarding the road to devel-
opment in the Middle East. There has
been more continuity in U.S. policy
toward that region than toward any
other area of the world, particularly
with regard to the peace process.
Commitment of resources is key. Egypt
has benefited tremendously from the
investment of U.S. aid in peace and
development. Family planning alone
has saved billions of dollars in social
services.

In the West Bank and Gaza, peace
is bringing benefits that have changed
the political climate. Specifically, AID
is working with non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) on democratiza-
tion and waste-water facilities as well
as jobs. Industrial zones are being dis-
cussed, but Palestinian workers still
must have access to employment in
Israel. Investment will be needed, and
the U.S. should encourage integration
of the Middle East economy—open
markets, etc. Jordan, Israel and Egypt
are becoming more amenable to inte-
gration. It will happen with the
Palestinians too and eventually with the
Syrians and Lebanese.

Peter Gubser dealt with the role of
civil society and non-governmental
organizations, emphasizing that peace
is made between peoples and among
people. It involves confidence build-
ing, sustainable development and open
political systems, and regional coopera-

tion and integration. He made sugges-
tions for what might be done: 1) dia-
logue between peace, human-rights,
labor, professional and religious groups;
2) sustainable development initiatives
on education, health, food, water and
sanitation. By means of grassroots
problem solving, NGOs are “incubat-
ing” democracy. Palestine is a special
case and has more opportunity because
it is an open, relatively tolerant and
incipiently democratic society. 3)

- Regional economic integration is need-

ed, as conflict has eaten up resources,
imposed restrictions, and prevented
economic development. 4) Regional
trading and labor-exchange blocs might
help, as in the Benelux model. NGOs
can educate people to accept these
changes. 5) Natural resources need
protection.

Sara Roy concentrated on Gaza's
economic and social conditions and
how U.S. AID deals with them, and
then suggested priorities for Palestinian
development. The main threats to sta-
bility and peace are unemployment,
poverty, hunger, illness and illiteracy.
There are 10,000 new workers added
to the labor force every year, posing the
single most dire problem in the region.
The closure of the border by Israel is
hurting tens of thousands of innocent
people. Gaza has lost more in wages
than it has been promised by donors
through the Oslo process. Poverty has
increased since September 1993. Food
prices have risen sharply, and 90% of
food imports come from Israel. The
population is traumatized by violence
and hunger. Palestinian prisoners in
the Negev desert have been smuggling
food out to their relatives in Gaza.

U.S. AID programs are aimed at
short-term, visible results. Water man-
agement and productivity of small busi-
nesses are very important, but more
attention should be paid to developing
human resources. Employment is key
and Israel’s policy of sealing the border
is the biggest obstacle to U.S. AlD’s
assistance to the Palestinians.

Ms. Roy suggested priority adjust-
ments for AID that would help people
more than the infrastructure projects
now being focused on: 1) education,
(skills training), 2) mental-health reha-
bilitation, and 3) poverty reduction.



Strengthening of NGOs is important,
as they are the backbone of economic
development and the provider of social
services, particularly education and
health. Finally, AID should try to
reduce poverty through services to the
unemployable and needy, and through
employment creation. Essential to the
effort is an end to closure and the
establishment by the Palestine Authority
of a regulatory framework to encourage
and support private-sector development
and foreign investment.

STRONG TURNOUT FOR
UNUSUAL CONFERENCE ON
POLITICAL ISLAM

The Council held the eleventh in its
Capitol Hill Conference Series on May
14 in the Dirksen Senate Office
Building: “Political Islam: Can It
Become the Loyal Opposition?” The
speakers were Professors Mumtaz
Ahmad of Hampton University and .
William Zartman of the Johns Hopkins
School of Advanced International
Studies. Dr. Kenneth Pollack, a director
for Middle East Affairs at the National
Security Council, was to have joined
the panel, but an emergency
meeting early that morning prevented
him from appearing.

Dr. Ahmad surveyed the Muslim
world generally and the cases of
Turkey, Malaysia and Pakistan particu-
larly; Dr. Zartman assessed the Islamist
movements in the Maghreb and Sudan.
The audience of approximately 100
people were impressed with both the
content of the presentations and the fact
that the subject was being discussed at
all. This topic is not overexposed in the
congressional forum, where terrorism is
the usual context for discussion of
Islam.

The speakers concurred that the
term “loyal opposition” implies democ-
racy, a rarity in Muslim societies. Some
of the questioners challenged the speak-
ers, particularly Professor Ahmad, on
the question of whether a government
could risk the possibility of a one-man,
one-vote, one-time election. Professor
Ahmad suggested that a decentralized
system of shared power where there are
many winners—at the local, state, and
federal levels, for instance—is prefer-
able to a winner-take-all system. He

also stressed the point that democracy
is the only system that allows for
turnover of power on a regular basis,
permitting opposition groups to have a
voice in government. It follows, there-
fore, that Islamists would want to pre-
serve democracy.

In South Asia a liberal and mod-
ernist Islam is emerging to challenge
the mainstream. There is also a Sufi
(mystical Islam) revival in Turkey,

William Zartman at May 14
Capitol Hill Conference

Central Asia, North Africa, India,
Pakistan, Bangladesh and Southeast
Asia. Moderate movements are already
operating as the loyal opposition in
Jordan, Turkey, Pakistan and Malaysia.
These groups are having to compromise
in order to compete in the democratic
political arena.

Dr. Zartman questioned whether
Islamist parties can accept the judgment
of the population rather than that of
divine inspiration and whether they can
compromise with secular groups.

The Islamist movements in North Africa
offer contrasting case histories. In
Morocco there is a decentralized sys-
tem because of its numerous cities,
while in Tunisia one very large city
dominates political life. In Algeria and
Tunisia the mosques were the only
places dissent could be expressed dur-
ing the regimes that came to power
after the French colonial period. In
Tunisia the Islamists were rejected for
their excesses in the late 1980s. A sim-
ilar reaction has been expressed in
civil-war-torn Algeria recently, where a
relatively free multicandidate presiden-
tial election resulted in victory for the
incumbent, Liamine Zeroual.

The example of Sudan, where an
Islamic party is in charge of the govern-
ment, is not edifying. Opposition par-
ties are banned and a long-running civil
war against the non-Muslim south has
crippled the country.

Islamic groups have their own
inherent political legitimacy. In addi-
tion, Islamism is a socioeconomic as
well as a political movement, a
response to a lack of jobs and avenues
of dissent. In order to coopt the move-
ment, Dr. Zartman advised govern-
ments to provide more economic
growth and free expression. Finally,
the state must be held by an account-
able force committed to the rules of the
democratic game, be it king, army or
judiciary.

WORKSHOP PROGRAM SETS
NEW RECORD

The Middle East Policy Council
Teacher Workshop Program expects to
hit an all time high of 27 workshops in
1996.

All 27 were confirmed by the end of
April, another record! Three workshops
are already confirmed for 1997. This is
evidence of both the great interest in
these programs and the need for more
funding so the Council can say “Yes!”
to more requests. One of the 1997
workshops will be a return engagement
to Miami-Dade Community College in
Florida, where we held a very success-
ful workshop for 60 teachers in 1994.



It seems that word about the workshop
got around, and a return visit is needed
for other interested teachers in south
Florida. Anyone wanting to schedule a
workshop in 1997 should call as soon
as possible and reserve a date.

On June 19, the Council held a
workshop at the “Global Institute” at
Ohio Dominican College for teachers
from all over Ohio. One hundred
teachers came for this hugely successful
workshop organized by Lynn Fiala.
This is Ms. Fiala’s third consecutive
year as local sponsor for Council work-
shops. The Council and the teachers of
Ohio are lucky to have her. The May
11 workshop in St. Louis, Missouri,
drew a crowd of 75 teachers from five
area schools. The district obviously
wanted to make “Islam and the Arab
World” an educational priority. Two
participants wrote to their principal to
say that they “both agree that it was the
BEST workshop we have ever had in 27
years of teaching. The woman was fan-
tastic, the food was fantastic and the
entire day was spent without once
looking at the clock waiting for it to
end.” These types of comments, which
are received so often, serve to remind
us how valuable the workshops are.

Unfortunately, the Teacher
Workshop program recently suffered a
significant setback. The International
Institute of Islamic Thought (IIIT), which
has generously provided Arab World
Notebooks, Qurans and other books to
the Council free of charge since 1994,
can no longer give us Arab World
Notebooks. This reference guide is the
core of materials given to teachers. The
Council is scrambling to tap remaining
stores and must also consider a special
print run. Coincidentally, this loss is

compounded by the fact that the sec-
ond edition of the Arab World _.
Notebook is expected to be completed
in late 1996. It is essential to publish
this new edition but printing sufficient
copies for 1997-99 is estimated to cost
about $60,000. If you would like to
make a donation to support this print-
ing effort, please contact the Program
Director.

1996 VENUES
January 11 ... Los Angeles, CA
February 6 .......cccoeveruennns Starkville, MS
February 10 ....cccccceuruene Milwaukee, WI
Febiuary 12 ....cceessnenses Milwaukee, WI
February 14 ................. Milwaukee, WI
February 19 .....ccccceuvvinens Louisville, KY
February 24 ........... Imperial Beach, CA
March 2 caoisiasasiss Denver, CO
March 6 .isiasisiins Long Beach, CA
March®1 i Orlando, FL
March 15 secasssanins New Orleans, LA
70011 ] [ SR Oklahoma City, OK
May 4 ... Stockton, CA
May: 11 .ccossassiisissssonos St. Louis, MO
May 21 s Brooklyn, NY
June 19 s Columbus, OH
Jily 16: i Pasadena, CA
Jaly: 2% sisanssvumissisess Corpus Christi, TX
| 1] VLR —— Fullerton, CA
AUBUSE 7 oovviiinineniinsanananes Elkhart, IN
AUBUSE23 oo cvnssrmasssssssssssrisss Helena, MT
October:5 i Dover, DE
October 16 ........oevsverssanes Dayton, OH
October 24 ..o Clinton, Ml
OHODEE 26 wvvicinsssusivmsessanvosos Tyler, TX
November 23 ............ Washington, DC
1997 VENUES
FEBIUATY B vossissnsserssisisessanses Miami, FL
March 1 .o Bridgewater, MA
March 15 csscssasspasssnssisn Allendale, MI

Middle East Policy Council Teacher Workshops have been held in 37 states

THE COUNCIL INTRODUCES THE

S

24, 25, 24, 21...

This is how our recent mailing
announcing the Council’s Wentor Clib
began. The numbers represent how
many “Teacher Workshops About the
Arab World and Islam” the Council
conducted in 1993, 1994, 1995 and
1996 (scheduled). These are impressive
numbers. But, our strong desire is that,
when we look back four years from
now, these numbers read more like 48,
49, 51, 52. Certainly, the demand for
this many workshops exists. Unfort-
unately, as you know from earlier
reports, the financial means do not.

So, we are asking prospective cor-
porate and individual members to
imagine that the Council had the means
to conduct 50 workshops each year.
That amounts to 2,000 educators annu-
ally, 2,000 more teachers each year
who would be infinitely better prepared
and motivated to teach their students
about the Arab world and Islam. Think
of the ripple effect this would have.
Add this number to the 5,000 educators
who have already attended a Council
workshop and you begin to see why
this program can make such a differ-
ence.

The Wentor Clib is based on a simple
relationship. Every member equals one
workshop. A member commits to pro-
vide $3,000 on an annual basis. This is
the average cost of a workshop. If we
have 45 members we can offer 45
workshops.

The Wentor Clubis brand new, but we
have had some encouraging early
responses. Archer Daniels Midland, the
National U.S.-Arab Chamber of
Commerce and the Embassy of Kuwait
have all joined the club. If you have
any questions or need more informa-
tion, please contact the Council.

1 0
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MIDDLE EAST VISIT APRIL 4-15

Sen. McGovern and Richard
Wilson, Executive Director, made an
informative tour of Abu Dhabi, Muscat,
Doha and Dhahran April 4-15. As with
each of the Council’s visits to the
region, this trip included meetings with
government officials, private business-
men, members of the American busi-
ness community, U.S. diplomats, acad-
emics and journalists.

A number of topics seemed to
emerge during the many meetings.
There was guarded anticipation of the
results of the May 29 elections in Israel
(Israel’s bombing campaign in Lebanon
had not yet begun). However, because
of disappointment with steps taken by
Labor in recent months, strong prefer-
ences for a winner were usually not
expressed.

The preeminent issues, however,
were economic. In Abu Dhabi, there is
growing concern about how to manage
development effectively during the cur-
rent boom. Increased power, telecom-
munication and transportation demands
as well as the ramifications of GATT
and WTO membership were some of
the issues most discussed. Also during
this visit, the Minister of Higher
Education, Sheikh Nahyan Bin Mubarak
Al-Nahyan, addressed the American
community and others on the need for
increased U.S.-U.A.E. cooperation on
developing higher education in the

A.E.

Not surprisingly, in Qatar the devel-
opment of LNG resources topped the
list. There is also interest in plans for
expanded oil production. The
American business presence in Doha
continues to grow at a rapid pace. On
the political front relations with the
GCC were perceived to be on the
upturn following confirmation of the
new GCC Secretary General and a
Saudi-Qatar agreement to appoint a
commission on their border dispute.

In Oman, LNG projects were also at
the forefront since a major contract
with a South Korean purchaser was
close to being confirmed. In addition,
the U.S. firm Sea-Land Service’s plans
to develop a new container port at
Salalah was in the news. The United

States is not the only country trying to
balance its budget. Oman is hewing
closely to the spending guidelines
called for in its 5-year development
plan announced in January.

In Saudi Arabia’s Eastern Province,
concerns about an uneven economy
were brightened somewhat by
announcement of another government
bond issue for major contractors.
Unexpectedly strong oil prices for the
first quarter created some optimism,
especially in regard to reducing the
government deficit. However, this is
considered a short-term windfall and
companies remain cautious.

With regard to the American busi-
ness community the trip began in Abu
Dhabi with a breakfast at the home of
John Jackson, General Manager for
Westinghouse Gulf. John, his family,
and a overflow crowd of American
businessmen and U.A.E. nationals
made the morning very enjoyable.
Meetings with the ABC-Qatar, ABC-
Oman and the ABA-Eastern Province
were also very productive. Special
thanks to Cynthia Albano and Roger
Shafer in Oman, Ron Billings in Qatar
and John McNamara and Howard
Campbell in the Eastern Province for

their efforts in arranging these meetings.
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The fifty-third issue of the journal
was particularly comprehensive. It
included articles on a wide range of
issues affecting U.S. policy, from an
assessment of Gulf security five years
after Desert Storm and a reassessment
of dual containment, to Turkey-Russia
relations, to the deeper meaning of the
Rabin assassination, to the PLO-Hamas
rivalry, to a philosophical analysis of
the death of secularism in the Arab
world.

The proceedings of the Council’s
conference on the Sultanate of Oman
were published in this issue, including
the remarks of Assistant Secretary of
State Robert H. Pelletreau, syndicated
columnist Georgie Anne Geyer, senior

World Bank economist John Page,
RAND analyst Joseph A. Kechichian,
defense specialist Michael Collins
Dunn, and anthropologist Christine
Eickelman. Other essays on Gulf topics
complementing this centerpiece sug-
gested the need for a more nuanced
U.S. policy toward Iran, in the interest
of eventual collective security.

With the memory of the Rabin
assassination still fresh, Marc Ellis wrote
of the need for Palestinians and Israelis
to reflect on the path ahead. The cycle
of violence is hard to break, as was
well demonstrated in the run-up to the
elections, when Shimon Peres seemed
to campaign for peace by bombing
Lebanon. Ellis argues, as always, for a
humane and generous compromise
over the land, rather than trying to get
the sharpest possible deal. Just as Jews
sought and won equality in the West
after the Holocaust, the Palestinians
should be granted similar treatment in
Israel/Palestine.

Egyptian scholar and former
Parliamentarian Mona Makram-Ebeid
analyzed the Egyptian elections, giving
a historical overview and arguing for a
power-sharing model that might lead to
orderly liberalization of the political
system. She acknowledges, however,
the difficulty of enlarging the circle of
inclusion at a time when stability is
viewed by the regime as its primary
need. As Mahmood Monshipouri
points out in his analysis of the PLO-
Hamas relationship, incorporating com-
peting secular and Islamic visions into
one political framework is a challenge
few societies have been able to meet.

The current rise of religious fervor in
the Arab world has been made possi-
ble, according to Paul Salem, by a disil-
lusionment with secularism. The
exhaustion of Arab nationalism, the
class conflict, the emotional aridity of
Western modernism, and a shift of
power to the pro-Western Gulf states
and away from the secular pro-Soviet
power centers all played a role. Salem
predicts that because many of the prob-
lems of the region are intractable, there
will be an oscillation back to secular-
ism—over time, all ideologies lose their
ability to charm.

In addition to publishing in the
Documentation section a summary of
the Oslo Il agreement, the journal



obtained approval from Edward P.
Djerejian to reprint his Baker Institute
Study, “United States Policy toward
Islam and the Arc of Crisis.”
Ambassador Djerejian’s thesis is that
the United States needs a coherent
geopolitical vision embracing the newly
independent Muslim states of Central
Asia as well as the Gulf, the Levant and
North Africa. The U.S. obsession with
the peripheral issue of terrorism makes
little sense in light of the religious con-
servatism that is affecting governments
throughout the area and beyond.

BUDGET WARS

In addition to meetings with
American business groups during Sen.
McGovern'’s and Richard Wilson’s April
visit to the Middle East, the Council
was also active stateside on issues
affecting U.S. business in the region.

As a member of the Board of Directors
of The Section 911 Coalition, the
Council was called on to help respond
to the “Budget Wars.” Because it is
poorly understood, the foreign-earned-
income tax exclusion (Section 911) was
marked for elimination in several of the
proposed budgets circulating in Wash-
ington earlier this year. Sen. McGovern

was quick to remind a number of con-
gressmen of the competitive benefits of
Section 911, even calling one propos-
al’s co-author, Senate Minority Leader
Tom Daschle at home for a Saturday
morning discussion.

The foreign-earned-income tax
exclusion was also the primary issue for
the American Business Council of the
Gulf Countries' (ABCGC) ‘mini-
Doorknock’ campaign in late April-
early May. Sen. McGovern arranged
and participated in several meetings
with key lawmakers. He also hosted
ABCGC Chairman Howard Campbell
and other members of the Doorknock
campaign at the Senate Dining Room.
This was a perfect opportunity to meet
and greet senators in a relaxed atmos-
phere. Sens. Ted Kennedy, Allan
Simpson and Chuck Robb were among
those who stopped for a chat.

A final note with regard to Section
911: The Council's home page on the
World Wide Web (www.mepc.org)
includes a section on U.S. business
interests in the Middle East. Browsers
in that area will be able to click on a
“Section 911" Coalition button that will
take them directly to the Coalition's
home page.

A delegation from the American
Chamber of Commerce in Egypt

You CAN HELP

SuBscRIBE TO MiDDLE EAST PoLicy:.

O $35 - U.S. & Canada

O $55 - Foreign

(AmCham Egypt) came to Washington
in March following stops in New York,
Houston and elsewhere. New Minister
of Economy, H.E. Nawal El-Tatawy, led
a high-powered group interested in
bringing attention to Egypt's ongoing
privatization effort. They were seeking
to emphasize the need for American
support of and participation in this criti-
cal process. On behalf of that effort,
Sen. McGovern was very pleased to
host AmCham Egypt President, Shafik
Gabr and several others at the Senate
Dining Room. Again, this was an effec-
tive way to establish contact and com-
municate the group's message to a
number of lawmakers.

APRIL BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING

The Board of Directors met on April
25, 1996, at the Council offices in
Washington, D.C. Seven members
were present: George McGovern
(chair), Frank Carlucci, Yankel
Ginzburg, Dale Nitzschke, Fuad Rihani,
Witold Sulimirski, and Jack Wilkinson.
Reports were presented on the Teacher
Workshop program, Capitol Hill
Conference Series and Middle East
Policy. As always, fundraising was a
priority topic and a number of
proposed ideas were disucssed.

CONTRIBUTE (ONE-YEAR SUBSCRIPTION INCLUDED WITH CONTRIBUTIONS OF $100 OR MORE):
O $65 - Pays for a teacher to attend a Teacher Workshop.
O $100 - Ensures that two U.S. policy makers receive a year’s subscription to the Journal.

(You also receive a year’s subscription to the Journal)
O $250 - Sends four teachers to a Teacher Workshop.

O $1,000 - Pays for more than half of the cost of a Capitol Hill Conference.

O $3,000 - Fully funds a Teacher Workshop.

Country/State:

Zip:

Please make checks payable to Middle East Policy Council
The Middle East Policy Council is a (501) (c) (3) non-profit educational organization. Your contribution is tax-deductible.

Contributions may be wired to account #01 08 466 593, Riggs National Bank,
1503 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 200013 or mailed to Middle East Policy Council,

1730 M Street, N.W., Suite 512, hgto .

C. 20036



PURPOSE

The Middle East Policy Council was founded in 1981 to expand public discussion and understanding of
issues affecting U.S. policy in the Middle East. The Council is a nonprofit, tax-exempt 501(c)3 educational
organization whose programs and publications extend throughout the United States. In addition to the
general American audience, Council activities seek to inform opinion leaders in:

¢ U.S. government

TEACHER WORKSHOPS

| The Middle East Policy Council’s “Teaching

| About the Arab World and Islam” workshop
program is the most extensive effort of its kind
in the United States and has gained a national
reputation for quality and objectivity.

[ { Since conducting its first Teacher Workshop in

| 1985 over 120 workshops have been held in 37 :

L] states. More than 5,000 U.S. teachers have
{ attended these workshops.

“Teaching About the Arab World and Islam”
workshops are one-day programs for 30-80

secondary-level educators. They are conducted §

| in association with universities, national and
] regional social studies associations, local

| departments of public instruction and other
public/private educational organizations.

Their purpose is to:

|| ¢ Demonstrate techniques and provide
inférmation that enables secondary-level
educators to teach more effectively about
the Arab world, Islam and the Middle East.
Assist the development of study programs
on the Arab world and Islam.

Provide reference guides and extensive
reading materials for schools and
classrooms.

Encourage engagement with school districts =

in further informational programming.

|| Audrey Shabbas is the primary workshop leader §

| and is nationally recognized as one of the
| preeminent instructors in the U.S. on the Arab

| world and the Middle East. She has thirty years | =5

of teaching experience and is listed in “Who's
Who of American Teachers.”
- rr———————

¢ media
¢ business

¢ academia

“Middle East Policy
quarterly has played a

{ for a path toward peace
in the Middle East.” g

. - RONALD REAGAN

Former President of

* the United States

¢ education (especially secondary level)
¢ clergy

MIDDLE EAST POLICY
QUARTERLY JOURNAL

Middle East Policy is a key source for analysis of
political, economic and cultural issues affecting
] U.S. policy in the Middle East. The journal also

| | includes timely book reviews and pertinent
| | documents.

| Content: Particular focus is given to the Arabian

{ Gulf, Arab-Israeli issues and Israeli-Palestinian
issues. Articles are submitted by a wide variety of
American, Arab and Israeli scholars, diplomats,
business executives and others.

Distribution and Retrieval: Middle East Policy
is available in over 2,600 university and public

. libraries in the U.S. It is also available by
~+f subscription and in selected bookstores across the

United States. It is reproduced on microfilm and in
bound volumes and is listed in all relevant political-
science indexes and data bases. The journal’s 14-
year cumulative index and selected journal articles
can also be found on the Council world-wide-web
site at www.mepc.org. The Council is currently

OTHER PUBLICATIONS

The Gulf, Cooperation and the Council: An
American Perspective (1993), By Joseph Wright

Twinam

Achieving Peace: Recommendations for U.S.
Policy (1993), by Thomas R. Mattair

considering making the
entire text of each journal
available on the web site.

Reprints: Permission to
reprint over 75,000 copies
of articles from the journal
has been granted to
colleges and universities
during the past fourteen
years.

Selected Documentation Pertaining to U.S.-Arab
Relations (1992), historical and current documents

4 on the Palestine conflict, the status of Jerusalem

and the Arabian Gulf.

| The Saudi-Egyptian Conflict over North Yemen,

1962-1970 (1987), by Saeed M. Badeeb




CarrToL HiLL CONFERENCE SERIES

{ and opinion leaders in Washington, D.C. who affect U.S. policy in the Middle East and the Arab
world. The conference series complements and enhances the policy analysis available in Middle
{ East Policy. Proceedings from the 11 Capitol Hill Conferences to date have been published in the §i

Council’s quarterly journal.

: orate on U.S. polacy and interact wuth scholars, busmess leaders and other experts.

In a town that has so much going on, there has been extensive interest in and steady attendance
| at these forums. They have played an important role in the policy community, not only in bring-
| | ing attention to specific subjects but also in helping to critique and refine existing U.S. policy.

| | SOMe PAST CONFERENCE TITLES:

: Persian/Arabian Gulf Security and U.S. Policy; address by
U.S. Secretary of Defense William ). Perry
Resurgent Islam in the Middle East
Where To Go From Here: Practical Steps to Ensure
Success in Israeli-Palestinian Peacemaking

¢ Dual Containment: U.S. Policy Toward Iraq and Iran
¢ The Middle East: What is Our Long-Term Vision?

| “Middle East Policy pro-

| motes understanding ...

| while giving a fair and
unbiased interpretation
of current events that

| affect those relations.”

- JiIMMY CARTER
| Former President of
the United States

You CAN HELP

Subscribe: Middle East Policy is a unique, well-
respected source for current analysis of Middle East
political, economic and cultural issues. $35 a year in
the U.S. and Canada, $55 elsewhere.

Contribute: The Council depends on the support of :
individuals, corporations and foundations. Because the §

OTHER ACTIVITIES

U.S. Business Issues: In
addition to publishing
economic articles in the
journal, the Council
actively supports U.S.
business interests in the
Middle East. Council
officers regularly consult
with American business
groups in the U.S. and the
Middle East. The Council
also supports U.S. competi
tiveness initiatives and is a
member of the Board of
Directors of the Section 911
Coalition.

International Visitors: In
cooperation with the U.S.
Information Agency’s
International Visitors

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

{ Hon. George McGovern
President
| Middle East Policy Council
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program and USIA contrac-

ting agencies, Council
officers brief visitors from
the Middle East and
organize panel discussions
on specific topics.

Dr. Jack W. Wilkinson
Advisor to the Chairman
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I'm guessing that you've already developed a response, but
these two letters should receive an answer.
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Communications 501 Third Street, N.W. Morton Bahr
Workers of America Washington, D.C. 20001-2797 President
AFL-CIO. CLC 202/434-1110 Fax 202/434-1139

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

Tuly 31, 1996

President William J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

I am writing to strongly urge you to veto Congress’s version of welfare reform and to
continue to fight for the real reform you proposed. Your plan provides opportunity and
assistance (0 our nation’s poorest families and is a model of what welfare reform should
be. Instead, you are being presented with a program that its sponsors hope will simply
sweep the poor and their children from our sight and out of our budget. This is
unconscionable.

This bill is seriously flawed and will result in rcal tragedy for the most vulnerable of
our citizens — the morc than one million poor children (according to the Office of
Management and Budget) who will fall through the safety net into extreme poverty.
Other child advocates estimate as many as 3.5 million children will suffer, especially
under provisions limiting lifetime participation under the public assistance program
to five years.

This is a mean-spirited mcasure, one designed to appease the call to “do something”
without carefully examining the conscquences. Of course, those leading the charge for
this so-called rcform won’t be affected by a slashed welfare check, the five-year
lifetime limit, the lack of child carc, a limit on receiving food stamps (for a childless,
unemployed person) or the other punitive aspects of this bill.

There is no requirement for the states to provide any particular level of work
opportunity, training, child care or other services, even though this bill, without
question, incrcases the need for all these and more. Instead, we will likely see
most states establish an arbitrary deadline to “get a job or else,” culting off benefits
and Icaving children defenseless. A quick review of how most states have managed
hlock grants in other areas affccting children — foster care or child development,

for example — leaves little doubt of the real trugedy these children will likoly
encounter.
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President Clinton
July 31, 1996
Page two

Experiments are 1ine, but not at the expense of children who need to eat, go to school
and have access to medical care in order to thrive and become working productive
citizens in their own right.

We support real reform, Mr. President, and we believe that your plan rematins the most
effective way “to end welfare as we know it,” as you pledged.

The mean-spiritedness of this bill’s sponsors is evident in yet another way, with the
proposal to deny legal immigrants who arc not citizens any cash benefits. despite the
fact that these immigrants pay taxes and contribute to their communities and the nation.
Again, it appears that the bill’s sponsors hope that the poor will simply slip away, out
of sight. '

We cannot support such a plan, Mr. President. I urge you to stand with us, with the
nation’s poor children, and veto this shamcful proposal.

Sincerely,

Morton Bahr
President
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DETROIT. MICHIGAN 48214
PHONK (313) 928-8000

INTERNATIONAL UNION, UNITED AUTOMOBILE, AEROSPACE & AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENT WORKERS OF AMERICA—UAW

STEPHEN P. YOKICH, PRESIDENT ROY O. WYBE, SECRETARY-TREASURER

VICE-PREBIDENTS: CAROLYN FORREST =+ JACK LASKOWSEKI - ERNEST LOFTON + RICHARD s$MOEM)

July 31, 1996

The Honorable William Clinton
The President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

The UAW strongly opposes the conference report on the welfare bill. We urge
you to veto this mean spirited, reactionary legislation.

The UAW Is deeply concerned that the conference report falls to contain
adequate antl-displacement provisions to prevent employers from using welfare
reciplents in heavily subsidized workfare programs to fill job vacancies. = Because the
weltare bill does not contain any minimum wage floor, equal pay and benefit standards,
or protections for union contracts, there is a serlous danger that this measure could
undermine good paying jobs in the public and private sectors and erode the standard of
living for working men and women.

The UAW ls aiso troubled by the provisions in the conference report which would
impose deep cuts in the food stamp program, thereby undermining nutrtional
assistance to poor familles. In particular, we oppose the provision denying food
stamps to workers who have been laid off for more than three months.

The UAW also objects ta the provislons In the conterence report which would:

o slash the Eamed Income Tax Credit, thereby punishing low income
working familles;

o deny assistance to legal Immigrants, including poor children and
elderly persons who are lawiully residing and paying taxes in this
country; and

» reduce SSI payments to the elderly and disabled.
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In addition, we are concerned that the welfare bill falls to provide adequate chiid care
and Job tralning assistance to help move individuals off of welfare and Into the
workforce.

Finally, the UAW opposes the core provisions of the conference report which’
would destroy our social safety nat by eliminating the entittement status ot weifare
programs and replacing them with block grants to the states. in the process, the bill
would slash federal funding for weifare programs by about $680 billion, and allow the
states to withdraw billions of additional dollars from these programs. The net result is
that millions of neaedy individuals will be denied critically Important assistance if this
legisiation becomes law. In particular, this legislation would increase the severity of
poverty among children and push over 1 million children into poverty.

For all of these reasons, the UAW strongly opposes the conference report on the
welfare bill. We urge you to veto this measure, and to insist on genuine welfare
reform which will help to move individuals off of public assistance and into the
workforee, without punishing vulnerable persons in our country.

Sincerely,

Stephen P. Yokich
President, UAW

AR:car
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%\ July 29, 1996

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: MICHAEL WALDMAN /7, /

SUBJECT: NEW YORK TIMES MAGAZINE ARTICLE

As you may recall, a week ago we passed on to you the questions submitted by The
New York Times Magazine for their 100th Anniversary issue. We suggested one draft; in
addition, Bruce Reed and Jonathan Prince suggested a different version during the California
trip.

I understand that you have been drafting a reply. I wanted to let you know that the
Times is very eager to receive the draft in the next day or so; Senator Dole has submitted his
answer, and they need to set them in type.

Please let me know if there is anything you need us to do -- either in typing up your
draft, taking dictation, or preparing a new draft for your approval. Thank you.



QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY
NEW YORK TIMES MAGAZINE

Question 1:  If you are re-elected, what two or three accomplishments do you think you
will be best remembered for into the next century?

Question 2: By the year 2096, what three amendments to the Constitution are most likely
to have been added?

Question 3: What will be the role of spirituality in the lives of Americans in the 21st
Century?



Language from California trip
Jfrom Reed and Prince

NEW YORK TIMES QUESTIONNAIRE
NEW PROPOSED ANSWER FOR QUESTION ONE

Before he died, Thomas Jefferson said he wanted to be remembered for three things.
And so his tombstone outside his home at Monticello says he was the author of the
Declaration of Independence, the father of the University of Virginia, and the author of
Virginia’s Statute of Religious Liberty. I’ve always liked that story. It reminds me that this
great man, who accomplished so many things, hoped his legacy would be the three things he
did to help guarantee Americans would always grow up in the land of opportunity, in a

country where freedom and respect were the fundamental law of the land.

I hope that I can keep that magnificent dream alive for the future, and renew it as we

move into the 21st century.

Jefferson founded the University of Virginia because he knew that the vitality of our
democracy and the future of our nation would depend on the knowledge and education of our
people. Today, in the Information Age, that is more true than ever. Education is the key to

opportunity and success.

I want to be remembered as the President who made college available to every

American who wants to work for it.

Over the last four years, we have put an unprecedented college opportunity strategy in



place: We reformed the student loan program, to make college more affordable for 5.5
million students -- and we saved money for the taxpayers by eliminating the middleman,
cutting red tape, and cutting the cost of student loan defaults in half. We have expanded Pell
Grant college scholarships for deserving students. And our national service program,
AmeriCorps, has already helped 45,000 Americans earn money for college by helping their

communities.

Over the next four years, we want to go even further: We want to expand work-study
so, by the year 2000, one million students every year can work their way through college.
We want to let people use money from their IRA to help pay for college. We want a $1000

honor scholarship for the top 5 percent of graduates in every high school.

And I want to make 14 years of education -- through the first two years of college --
the standard for every American. I have proposed a $10,000 tax deduction for families to
help pay for education after high school. Now I want to create a $1,500 tax cut for
Americans, to guarantee the first year of tuition at a typical community college, and the
second year for everybody who earns it by maintaining a B average. No tax cut will do
more to raise American incomes than a tax cut to pay for college. If we make college

available for every American, I will be very, very proud.

The essence of the Declaration of Independence is the great American notion that
every single person should have the freedom and opportunity to build a good life by taking

the responsibility to make the most of it.
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I want to be remembered as the President who transformed our government from a
massive bureaucracy into a powerful tool to give people independence in their daily lives --
the power to control their own lives. I don’t want the future to undermine our values; I want

our values to shape the future.

I want to give parents the independence to be good parents and good workers. One
of my proudest moments was to sign the Family and Medical Leave Act so Americans
blessed with a baby or troubled by a sick parents are no longer forced to choose between
their families and their jobs. And now I want parents to be able to take unpaid leave from
work and so they can do their job as parents: to do things like go to parent-teacher

conferences or take a child to the doctor.

I want to give parents the power to raise their children with good values, independent
from powerful social forces that too often undermine parents. That’s why I fought to give
parents control over what their children see on television, by requiring all new televisions to
include a V-chip that will block violent programs when it is activated by an adult. That’s
why I’m fighting to cut off children’s access to cigarettes, to crack down on those who breal
the law and sell tobacco to minors, and to curtail advertising especially designed to entice

children.

I want to replace the broken welfare system that traps people in a cycle of dependence
with a system based on our values, that lifts people from welfare to independence, moving

them to work and into the economic mainstream.



The religious liberty clausé in the First Amendment to our Constitution is modeled on
the Virginia Statute of religious liberty that Jefferson wrote. The essence of that statute is
the great and wonderful notion that people of different backgrounds and beliefs could build a
strong nation together. And it makes me think -- not only about what kind of President I
want to be remembered as, but what kind of person I want to be remembered as, and --

especially -- what kind of country I want America to be.

America is the greatest nation in history because it has been built by people of
different backgrounds and beliefs, united by common values and a common pursuit. - That is
what I always want America to be: a nation where we reach across our differeces to come
together. A nation where we always draw strength from our great diversity and our constant

values to fashion the future we want for our children.

And I believe this legacy of Jefferson’s imposes a special burden on all Americans,
especially those of us in public life. To never give in to the temptations of division and
discord, but rather, to always struggle to come together, to always search for common
ground.

And that is how I want to be remembered: As a man who did his best every day to
bring us together, to help our peoi)le meet America’s challenges, protect America’s values,

and fulfill American dreams.



THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
Draft answer submitted to you &s- e
on July 20 before California trip

PRESIDENT WILLIAM J. CLINTON
ANSWERS FOR NEW YORK TIMES MAGAZINE
ISSUE OF SEPTEMBER 29, 1996

Question 1: If you are re-elected, what two or three accomplishments do you think you will

be best remembered for into the next century? 'P > \rd o 8 Ao \—13 Aot tyedy &u‘("’c
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More than anything else, I want our grandchildren to look back at this time as our
generation’s crucial moment to decide what kind of country and what kind of people we are
going to be. And I want them to say that we made it more likely that we could harness all
that is positive about this age of possibility, and that we acted on their behalf -- that we kept

the American dream alive, that we came together as a nation despite our differences, that we



kept America the world’s strongest force for peace and freedom.

And I would want Americans, 100 years from now, to be able to look back and see
that we remained true to our most enduring values: offering opportunity to all; demanding

responsibility from all; staying together as a community.

That is what we have tried to do. And during the past four years, I believe our
country has, in fact, begun to grapple with our tough choices. We have created 10 million
new jobs. We have cut the deficit more than in half, so that is now at its lowest level since
1981. We have begun to mend many of the tears in our social fabric evident over recent
decades: Crime has dropped for four years in a row. There are 1.3 million fewer people on
welfare today than on the day I took office. All of these are signs that we are putting our
national house in order. And I hope they will be taken as portents of more progress to come

in the new century.

All these are signs that we are putting our national house in order. But we must

continue to make progress. It is very important that we have a clear sense of the challenges

that lie ahead.

When I think about opportunity, I think about how we can give all our people the
capacity to prosper in the growing economy. Throughout our history, our country has

always expanded the education it offered, to keep pace with changing times, whether it was



the land grant colleges, making 12 year of public education mandatory, or the GI Bill. I
believe that the next step must be to make the 13th and 14th years of education -- the first
two years of college -- as much a universal“standard as a high school degree became in the
years following World War II. That is why I have proposed tax cuts to enable every young

person in America to go to at least two years of college, and to enable older workers to get

the training they need throughout a lifetime.

When I think about community, I think about sustaining our efforts to fight crime,
especially the crime committed by young people. We took a new approach to crime --
combining tough punishment with community-based policing, putting 100,000 police on the
street and taking guns off the street. The success of community policing rests on the active
involvement of neighbors, organized through block-watch associations and citizen groups.
These victories against crime will not last, however, if we do not address the rising tide of
youth violence. The early years of the new century will be ugly indeed if a generation of
children continue to kill children, and hundreds of thousands of young people raise

themselves on the streets. More police and tougher sentences will not be enough. Every

member of our society, especially parents and neighbors, will have to take responsibility to

teach our children values and discipline.

And when I think about community, I think about the efforts we must make to
strengthen our families -- because families are where we pass on the values that sustain us as

a country. As this century draws to a close, families are under intense and increasing



pressure. In this intensely competitive economy, parents find it harder than ever before to
spend enough time with their children, and to protect them from mass media and other
influences that can warp their values. So I want this to be a time when we come together as
a community to give parents more control over their lives and the lives of their children.
That is why, for example, we are going to require TVs to have the V-chip, so that parents
can control the forces that come into their living rooms. And that is why, in the coming
years, we should extend the Family Medical Leave Act, so parents can take time for parent-
teacher conferences and routine medical appointments. In the new century, our people

should be able to be both good parents and good workers.

Finally, I believe we will look back at this moment and see that the United States led
the world toward a new era of peace and security. As I have said many times, our nation
has had to choose twice before during this century whether to turn inward or reach outward.
Now, in the wake of the Cold War, we face new realities and new threats. New
technologies and the rapid movement of information, money and people across borders bring
us closer together and enrich our lives. But they also make us all more vulnerable to rogue
states, crime, drugs and terrorism. We must face the threats to our generation, just as
previous generations faced the threats*to theirs. So far, our nation has chosen to advance our
vision of free markets, a strong military, and support for democracy around the world. And
so far, support for this general policy has been strong and bipartisan -- just as it was after
World War II. I want us to be able, in the first half of the 21st century, to avoid the

mistakes and the horrors of the first half of this century. This is a moment of peace and



prosperity; we should use this moment to create the framework for a century of peace.

Question 2: By the year 2096, what three amendments to the Constitution are most

likely to have been added?

I hope that the next amendment to be added is a Victim’s Rights Amendment, which I
recently endorsed. After carefully studying all the alternatives, I became convinced that the
only way to safeguard fully the rights of victims is to amend the Constitution to guarantee
that victims receive notice of public court proceedings; that they have an opportunity to
present their views to the court on such matters as bail sentences, and plea bargains; that
they get restitution from the criminal; and that they receive notice if the criminal is released
or escapes from custody. The Constitution today protects the rights of the accused, but not
the rights of victims. If we wish to create a level playing field, we must give victims an
equal place in the Constitution. I am convinced that we will do so within the next few years,

and with bipartisan support.

I do not know what other amendments will follow this one -- because no one can
know what pressing problems the natipn will face over the next century that cannot be
addressed through other means. I do not support amending the Constitution lightly. It is a
sacred document, which should be changed only with caution and after much deliberation.
We should not do by constitutional amendment what we can do by legislation -- such as

balancing the budget. Neither should we guarantee rights that are already guaranteed -- such



as the right of schoolchildren to express their religious convictions in an appropriate manner.
We should save the amendment process for these times when a crucial interest of the
American people is going unprotected, and the Congress and President can do nothing within
their usual powers to remedy the situation. I hope that these times do not often occur in the
next one hundred years -- and so I hope that our most fundamental law will look in 1996

much as it does today.

Question 3: What will be the role of spirituality in the lives of Americans in the 21st

Century?

We can only dimly imagine what the 21st Century will look like, how we will live,
and how we will work. Nonetheless, I fully expect Americans to remain among the most
religious people on earth. For despite 220 years of occasionally tumultuous change, our

deep faith in God has been a constant source of strength for our people.

How we worship is as varied as our people; our nation includes followers of every
faith and nearly every religious sect on earth. But faith guides all our families in similar

ways, giving children a sense of values and their earliest and most important rules for life.

Our history is filled with our struggle to live up to those values. Our Framers
appealed to the supreme being when they declared our independence. Religious liberty is

enshrined in the First Amendment to the Constitution. Religion was a source of moral fervor



when we abolished slavery and began the work to protect human and civil rights. It was a

wellspring for the modern civil rights movement. It continues to be the source of our most

basic shared values.

The job of living up to those values is not done. Humans are imperfect; we will
always have to strive to achieve what President Lincoln called "the better angels of our
nature.” We need our religious grounding more than ever, as we seek to find unity in our

differences, as we try to treat one another with civility and decency, as we try to teach our

children right from wrong.

The Scriptures [Romans 12:2] tell us: "Do not be conformed to this world, but be
transformed by the renewing of your mind that you may prove what the will of God is, that
which is good and acceptable and perfect. " I have no doubt that our people, who enjoy the
greatest religious freedom anywhere, will continue to seek their higher and better selves
through their connection with God, and that America always will be a better place because of

it.
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Jim Guy Tucker July 21 , 1996 James T. Clark

ARKANSAS

Governor Executive Director
JIM DORSKIND:
The Honorable Bill Clinton irllease coordinate
The President of the United States e reply.

White House
Washington, D. C. 20500-2000

Dear Mr. President:

| am requesting any assistance that you may be able to
provide in securing a $68,000 grant for the Arkansas State
Crime Laboratory from the Drug Control and System Improve-
ment Discretionary Grant Program administered by the Bureau
of Justice Assistance.

The State of Arkansas intends to use this grant money to
purchase and necessary computer equipment to participate in
an area network drugfire program sponsored by the F.B.l. The
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number is 16.580.

Any home field assistance you can provide will be greatly

appreciated.
Sincerely,
xecutive Director
JTC/jlh
# 3 Natural Resources Drive * P.O. Box 5274 e Little Rock, Arkansas 72215
Fax 501-227-0713 Fax 501-221-1653
Phone 501-227-5747 Phone 501-227-5936

Laboratory Services Medical Examiner
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KJ NonConstruction  :  [J Non-Construction

3. APPLICANT INFORMATION

-eQal Name: Organizational Unit:
State of Arkansas Arkansas State Crime Iaboratory
Address (give city, county. state, and Zip code): Name and telephone number of the person to be contacted on matters involving
State Crime Laboratory ! g | Sopicacn e e coe)
#3 Natural Resources Drive Jim Clark, Executive Director
P. 0. Box 8500 (501) 227-5747
Little Rock, Arkansas 72215 (501) 227-0713 (FAX)
i. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN}: 7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropriate lelter in box) m
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F. intermunicipal M Profit Organization
it Revision, enter appropriate latter(s) in box(es): D D G. Special District N. Other (Specify):
A Increase Award B. Decrease Award C. increass Duration
D Decrease Duration Other (specify): 9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
N/A Bureau of Justice Assistance
10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC 11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 1 6l 5| 8 0
mme Drug Control & System Improvement Drugfire Equipment Program

Discretionary Grant Program

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (cilies. counties, stales. elc.):

State of Arkansas: Statewide

75 Counties
Population: Approximately 2.5 million
13. PROPOSED PROJECT: 14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:
Start Date Ending Date a. Applicant b. Project
State of Arkansas/Statewide :
10/01/094 9/30/97 Arkansas State Crime Laboratory : State of Arkansas/Statewide
15, ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16. IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW B8Y STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a Federal $ .00 a  YES THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE
68,000 STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:
o. Applicant s .00 pate  /-19-96
c State s .00
b NO. [[] PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.O. 12372
d Local $ .00
[ oR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR REVIEW
e Other 4 .00
. 1. Program income $ .00 17. 1S THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
D Yes  If “Yes," attach an explanation. [x No
i g TOTAL $ 00

68,000
18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY
AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BOOY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED
a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative b. Title c. Telephone number
Jim Clark Executive Director (501)227-5747

d. Signature g d Rgpresentat P . .. o:u S:oood
/’Z/h (s 7-19-96

Frevious Eaieat Not Usable “Standard Form 424 (REV 1-88)
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JIM DORSKIND:

Please coordinate
July 19, 1996 the reply.

President William J. Clinton
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20500-2000

RE: YouthBuild Coalition
Dear President Clinton,

I am writing in support of the request by YouthBuild
Coalition of Somerville, Massachusetts for an increase
in the federal government's appropriation to their
organization.

YouthBuild is an organization that is successfully
helping undereducated, unemployed high school dropouts
nationwide to rebuild their communities. At a time
when the future of our youth is at risk -- violence
among our youth is spreading across the country,
illegal drug use is on the rise, the high school
dropout rate has not leveled off, and teen pregnancy is
still a serious issue =-- funding to organizations such
as YouthBuild is more important than ever.

I believe it would be detrimental to the success of
YouthBuild, and all organizations which rely on
government funding, if the appropriation were reduced.
Sincerely,

(et

Adele Simmons

AS:3j/2306

c: Dorothy Stoneman



Carolyn - my best effort

looks good but we don’t say anything about (excessive) food
stamp cuts to(o) poor working families probably should have
a sentence on that in section on what needs to be fixedf -

also might want to use nutrition, not food stamps.



August 3, 1996

THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
MEMORANDUM FOR THE P ENT S 59

FROM: JONATHAN PRINCE

SUBJECT: New welfare, immigration sections in platform

We have updated the platform to reflect the welfare bill. The new welfare section is
attached. I have also attached the immigration section, which includes a new paragraph
discussing efforts to make citizenship easier for eligible immigrants, and a page from the
American community section, to which we added a sentence opposing the English-only
legislation.

The Platform Committee meets in Pittsburgh on Monday to consider the entire document.
Please let us know if you have any changes. '
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DRAFT — The 1996 Democratic National Platform

President launched a 24 hour, seven-day, toll-free hotline so women in trouble can find out how
to get emergency help, find shelter, and report abuse to the authorities. The number is 1 800
799-SAFE. Everyone who knows it should pass it on to anyone who might need it. Every
American must take the responsibility to stop this terrible scourge. As we fight it, we must
remember that the victims are not to blame. This is a crime to be punished, not a secret to be
concealed.

We must do everything we can to make sure that the victims of violent crime are treated
with the respect and the dignity they deserve. We support the President’s call for a constitutional
amendment to protect the rights of victims. We believe that when a plea bargain is entered in
public, a criminal is sentenced, or a defendant is let out on bail, the victims ought to know about
it, and have a say. A constitutional amendment is the only way to protect those rights in every
courtroom in America.

Immigration. Democrats remember that we are a nation of immigrants. We recognize
the extraordinary contribution of immigrants to America throughout our history. We welcome
legal immigrants to America. We support a legal immigration policy that is pro-family, pro-
work, pro-responsibility, and pro-citizenship, and we deplore those who blame immigrants for
economic and social problems.

We know that citizenship is the cornerstone of full participation in American life. We are
proud that the President launched Citizenship USA to help eligible immigrants become United
States citizens. The Immigration and Naturalization Service is streamlining procedures, cutting
red tape, and using new technology to make it easier for legal immigrants to accept the
responsibilities of citizenship and truly call America their home.

Today’s Democratic Party also believes we must remain a nation of laws. We cannot
tolerate illegal immigration and we must stop it. For years before Bill Clinton became President,
Washington talked tough but failed to act. In 1992, our borders might as well not have existed.
The border was under-patrolled, and what patrols there were, were under-equipped. Drugs
flowed freely. Illegal immigration was rampant. Criminal immigrants, deported after
committing crimes in America, returned the very next day to commit crimes again.

President Clinton is making our border a place where the law is respected and drugs and
illegal immigrants are turned away. We have increased the Border Patrol by over 40 percent; in
El Paso, our Border Patrol agents are so close together they can see each other. Last year alone,
the Clinton Administration removed over 11,000 illegal workers from jobs across the country.
Just since January of 1995, we have arrested more than 1,700 criminal aliens and prosecuted
them on federal felony charges because they returned to America after having been deported.

However, as we work to stop illegal immigration, we call on all Americans to avoid the

temptation to use this issue to divide people from each other. We deplore those who use the need
to stop illegal immigration as a pretext for discrimination. And we applaud the wisdom of
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Republicans like Mayor Giuliani and Senator Domenici who oppose the mean-spirited and short-
sighted effort of Republicans in Congress to bar the children of illegal immigrants from schools -
- it is wrong, and forcing children onto the streets is an invitation for them to join gangs and turn
to crime. Democrats want to protect American jobs by increasing criminal and civil sanctions
against employers who hire illegal workers, but Republicans continue to favor inflammatory
rhetoric over real action. - We will continue to enforce labor standards to protect workers in
vulnerable industries. We continue to firmly oppose welfare benefits for illegal immigrants. We
believe family members who sponsor immigrants into this country should take financial
responsibility for them, and be held legally responsible for supporting them.

Welfare reform. Today’s Democratic Party knows there is no greater gap between
mainstream American values and modern American government than our failed welfare system.
When Bill Clinton became President, the welfare system undermined the very values -- work,
family, and personal responsibility -- that it should promote. The welfare system should reflect
those values: we want to help people who want to help themselves and their children.

Over the past four years, President Clinton has dramatically transformed the welfare
system. He has freed 41 states from federal rules and regulations so they can reform their
welfare systems. The Clinton Administration has granted 69 waivers -- more than twice as many
waivers as granted in the Reagan-Bush years. For 75 percent of all Americans on welfare, the
rules have changed for good already, and welfare is becoming what it should be: a second
chance, not a way of life. Welfare rolls are finally coming down -- there are 1.3 million fewer
people on welfare today than there were when President Clinton took office in January 1993.

Now, because of the President’s leadership and with the support of a majority of the
Democrats in Congress, national welfare reform is going to make work and responsibility the law
of the land. Thanks to President Clinton and the Democrats, the new welfare bill includes the
health care and child care people need so they can go to work confident their children will be
cared for. Thanks to President Clinton and the Democrats, the new welfare bill imposes time
limits and real work requirements -- so anyone who can work, does work, and so that no one who
can work can stay on welfare forever. Thanks to President Clinton and the Democrats, the new
welfare bill cracks down on deadbeat parents and requires minor mothers to live at home with
their parents or with another responsible adult.

We are proud the President forced Congressional Republicans to abandon their wrong-
headed and mean-spirited efforts to punish the poor. Republicans wanted to eliminate the
guarantee of health care for the poor, the elderly, and the disabled. They were wrong, and we
stopped them. Republicans wanted to destroy the food stamp and school lunch programs that
provide basic nutrition to millions of working families and poor children. They were wrong, and
we stopped them. Republicans wanted to gut child abuse prevention and foster care. They were
wrong, and we stopped them. Republicans wanted to cut off young, unwed mothers -- because
they actually thought their children would be better off living in an orphanage. They were dead
wrong, and we stopped them. The bill Republicans in Congress passed last year was values-
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backward -- it was soft on work and tough on children, and we applaud the President for stopping
it.

We know the new bill passed by Congress is far from perfect -- parts of it should be fixed
because they go too far and have nothing to do with welfare reform. Republicans in Congress
insisted on using welfare reform as a vehicle to cut off help to legal immigrants. That was
wrong. Legal immigrants work hard, pay their taxes, and serve America. It is wrong to single
them out for punishment just because they are immigrants. We pledge to make sure that
immigrant families with children who fall on hard times through no fault of their own can get

‘help when they need it. And we are committed to continuing the President’s efforts to make it

easier for legal immigrants who are prepared to accept the responsibilities of citizenship to do so.
Republicans also insisted on cuts in nutritional assistance to working families with children that
go too far, and we are committed to correcting that.

But the new welfare plan gives America an historic chance: to break the cycle of
dependency for millions of Americans, and give them a real chance for an independent future.
It reflects the principles the President has insisted upon since he started the process that led to
welfare reform. Our job now is to make sure this welfare reform plan succeeds, transforming

-a broken system that holds people down into a working system that lifts people up and gives

them a real chance to build a better life.

States asked for this responsibility -- now we have to make sure they shoulder it. We
must make sure as many people as possible move from welfare to work. We must make sure
that children are protected. We challenge states to exempt battered women from time limits
and other restrictions. We challenge the business community to provide more of the private
sector jobs people on welfare need to build good lives and strong families. We know that
passing legislation is not enough; we must make sure people get the skills they need to get jobs,
and that there are jobs for them to go to so they leave welfare and stay off. Welfare reform
should put more people to work and move them into the economic mainstream, not take jobs
away from working families.

We call on all Americans to make the most of this opportunity -- never to use welfare
reform as an excuse to demonize or demean people, but rather as a chance to bring all our
people fully into the mainstream of American life, to have a chance to share in the prosperity
and the promise that most of our people are enjoying today.

Child support. Nobody has the right to walk away from the responsibility to care for his
or her children. If you owe child support, paying it fully and promptly is just the first step in
living up to your responsibility as a parent. The Clinton Administration has made a determined
effort to crack down on deadbeat parents, collecting a record $11 billion in 1995 through tough
enforcement -- almost a 40 percent increase over 1992. President Clinton issued an Executive
Order to track down federal workers who fail to pay child support, and force them to pay.
President Clinton and Democrats in Congress insisted that the toughest possible child support
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enforcement be part of the new welfare reform plan -- including the President’s plan to deny
drivers licenses and professional licenses to people who do not pay their child support. We are
telling deadbeats: If you neglect your responsibility to your children, we will suspend your
license, garnish your wages, track you down, and make you pay.

Teen pregnancy. For the first time in years, the teen pregnancy rate has leveled off and
begun to drop. But we all know it is still far too high. Government alone cannot solve this
problem. That is why President Clinton challenged community, business, and religious leaders
together to form a national campaign to keep the teen pregnancy rate going down. And he
expanded support for community-based prevention programs that teach abstinence and demand
responsibility. We must send the strongest possible signal to young people that it is wrong to get
pregnant or father a child until they are married and ready to support that child and raise that
child.

We also know that half of all underage mothers were made pregnant by a man in his
twenties, or even older. Statutory rape is a crime, but unfortunately the laws that protect young
women from it are almost never enforced. We echo the President’s call to America’s
prosecutors: Enforce the statutory rape laws vigorously against men who prey on underage
women. :

Choice. The Democratic Party stands behind the right of every woman to choose,
consistent with Roe v. Wade, and regardless of ability to pay. President Clinton took executive
action to make sure that the right to make such decisions is protected for all Americans. Over the
last four years, we have taken action to end the gag rule and ensure safety at family planning and
women’s health clinics. We believe it is a fundamental constitutional liberty that individual
Americans -- not government -- can best take responsibility for making the most difficult and
intensely personal decisions regarding reproduction.

The Democratic Party is a party of inclusion. We respect the individual conscience of
each American on this difficult issue, and we welcome all our members to participate at every
level of our party.

Our goal is to make abortion less necessary and more rare, not more difficult and more
dangerous. We support contraceptive research, family planning, comprehensive family life
education, and policies that support healthy childbearing. For four years in a row, we have
increased support for family planning. The abortion rate is dropping. Now we must continue to
support efforts to reduce unintended pregnancies, and we call on all Americans to take personal
responsibility to meet this important goal.

Reinventing government. The American people have a right to demand that
responsibility is the order of the day in Washington. The mission of today’s Democratic Party is
to expand opportunity, not bureaucracy. We have worked hard over the last four years to rein in
big government, slash burdensome regulations, eliminate wasteful programs, and shift problem-
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established a special task force to help local communities catch and prosecute those responsible,
prevent further arsons, and rebuild their churches. We believe everyone in America should learn
English so they can fully share in our daily life, but we strongly oppose divisive efforts like
English-only legislation, designed to erect barriers between us and force people away from the
culture and heritage of which they are rightly proud. We must remember we do not have an
American to waste. We continue to lead the fight to end discrimination on the basis of race,
gender, religion, age, ethnicity, disability, and sexual orientation. The Democratic Party has
always supported the Equal Rights Amendment, and we are committed to ensuring full equality
for women and to vigorously enforce the Americans with Disabilities Act. We support continued
efforts, like the Employment Non-Discrimination Act, to end discrimination against gay men and
lesbians and further their full inclusion in the life of the nation.

Over the last four years, President Clinton and the Democrats have worked aggressively
to enforce the letter and spirit of civil rights law. The President and Vice President remain
committed to an Administration that looks like America, and we are proud of the
Administration’s extraordinary judicial appointments -- they are both more diverse and more
qualified than any previous Administration. We know there is still more we can do to ensure
equal opportunity for all Americans, so all people willing to work hard can build a strong future.
President Clinton has led the way in reforming affirmative action so that it works, it is improved,
and promotes opportunity, but does not accidentally hold others back in the process. When it
comes to affirmative action, we should mend it, not end it.

Religious freedom. Today’s Democratic Party understands that all Americans have a
right to express their faith. The Constitution prohibits the state establishment of religion, and it
protects the free exercise of religion. The President fought for and signed the Religious Freedom
Restoration Act, to reaffirm the great protection the Constitution gives to religious expression,
and to recognize the historic role people of faith have played in America. Americans have a right
to express their love of God in public, and we applaud the President’s work to ensure that
children are not denied private religious expression in school. Whenever the religious rights of
our children -- or any American -- are threatened, we will stand against it.

Responsibility to our community and our country. Today’s Democratic Party believes
every American has a duty and a responsibility to give something back to their community and
their country. In the past three years, 45,000 Americans have performed national service as part
of the AmeriCorps program President Clinton and the Democrats fought so hard to create -- and
we commend Senator Grassley and other Republicans who joined a bipartisan effort to preserve
AmeriCorps when Speaker Gingrich’s House tried to kill it.

We applaud the American spirit of voluntarism and charity. As we balance the budget,
we must work even harder in our own lives to live up to the duties we owe one another. We
must shrink the government, but we cannot shrink from our challenges. We believe every school
and college in America should make service a part of its basic ethic, and we want to expand
national service by helping communities give scholarships to high school students for
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July 31, 1996

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President,

Thank you for the chat on Monday, July 29. There are two items which may be of
interest to you. Peter Kelly and I will be in Angola from Wednesday, August 7, to
Wednesday, August 14. I will be discussing economic development issues with
my Luanda office and meeting with Ambassador Steinberg; then traveling with
Peter to Bailundo to observe and discuss various issues with Jonas Zavimbi and his
UNITA compatriots. If there is anything you would like to share with Dr.
Zavimbi, please let me know.
Also, after the January meeting of the Council of Europe and admission of the
Russians to the Council, we urged the upgrading of our diplomatic representative
to ambassadorial rank. While it is my understanding that Ambassador Harriman
has been given responsibilities to the Council, it is still our belief that a separate
ambassador ought to be appointed.

If you would like to discuss either of these matters, please let me know. Thanks
again for the talk.

B -3-q¢

Best Regards, Sed™ (USC
AQ}(‘OV\?

Suite 800 " Di 9382
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Congress of the Tnited States
Wlashington, BE 20515

July 31, 1996

President William J. Clinton
The White House
Wishington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

- This past Monday, your White House Counsel wrote to a House Subcommittee on Government
Reform and Oversight that he was unable to consider releasing the names of the 200,000 Americans whom
you keep in your White House “Big Brother” Database. He wrote that he was “too busy” helpmg you
draft legislation that would give you sweeping new powers, mcludmg the power to order secret wire taps
on American citizens without court approval.

We strongly support efforts to protect American citizens against foreign and domestic terrorist
attacks. However, we find it extremely difficult to grant you additional powers that can be used against

innocent Americans, such as secret wire taps without court authority, given your record of abuse of the
civil liberties of Americans.

FBI files. For over a year, your White House has sought and maintained at least 700 to 1,000 files
from the FBI containing personal, sensitive background information on your political opponents and
continues to withhold information from Congress on this matter. Any legislation that is passed must
guarantee that such abuses and possible illegal uses of FBI files can never occur in the White House again.

White House Big Brother Database. You have refused three requests to release the names of the
200,000 Americans on whom you keep computer files in the White House Big Brother Database. Before

any serious consideration can be given to granting you additional powers to conduct wire taps of American
citizens and to other requests in your anti-terrorist bill, we insist that you release all the data you maintain
on the 200,000 Americans in the Big Brother Database.

We all strongly support efforts by the law enforcement community to do everything possible to
fight terrorism at home and abroad. However, in order to fulfill our oath to uphold the Constitution, we
must protect the civil liberties of innocent Americans. Your actions in bringing improper FBI files into
your White House and failing to release the names of 200,000 Americans in the Big Brother Database,
indicate that you cannot be trusted to protect the civil liberties of Americans. In order to ensure that
Congress can protect the rights of all Americans and make them secure from terrorism, we urge you to

immediately reverse your course and allow complete and unrestricted access by Congress to all information

- relating to the FBI files and Big Brother Database investigations.

A 2R RO T
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PRIVATE AND CO TIAL
The President of the United States™f America {
The White House &
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue i Y (/O \

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

In case they’re picking on you and you need a laugh, turn to page 170 and I think you’ll
find one.

Cc+dially yours,

o

HENR‘L' 0.
Chairman & Editor-in-Chief

P.S. Thanks for the autographed photo. Ilook a lot better in a suit but you probably
look like the picture from the neck down. Ho ho ho!

59 EAST 54 STREET * NEW YORK 10022 *» 212 758-0740 * TELEX: 649333 * FAX: 212 593-5194
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The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

-

/
Ay =
/57/*/gf <Hep o 7

1209 Geranium Street NW
Washington, DC 20012
July 30, 1996

. JIM DORSKIND:

Please coordin:
the reply.

Washington, DC 20500-2000
Dear President Clinton:

We were disheartened to hear Leon Panetta’s misinformed comments about the
proposed D.C. Economic Recovery Act (DCERA), introduced by the District’s
non-voting delegate, Eleanor Holmes Norton. Mr. Panetta expressed the concern
that a tax cut for District residents would not be fair, in that it would not
be available to other distressed urban areas. We would point out that, to the
contrary, the DCERA is precisely about fairness and this nation’s overdue debt
to the citizens of the District of Columbia.

Which other "distressed urban area" in this country continues to live under
the circumstances that prompted our revolution 220 years ago, namely, taxation
without representation? Which other city, large or small, does not have a
state capital to turn to for support of certain of its activities, such as
health care, prisons, and access to higher education? And which other city in
this country, the world’s democratic ideal, must get congressional approval
before spending even a penny of its locally raised tax monies? The answer, of
course, is none: there are no other American cities faced with the same
burdens or lack of democratic guarantees as is Washington, D.C.

If the DCERA is not fair, it is only because, as our forefathers said, there
should be NO taxation without representation, not merely lower taxes. But no
one is asking for a complete elimination of our tax burden. We are, however,
asking for what is fair in light of our unique situation. We would hope that
your administration, rather than turning a blind eye to this city’s problems,
would be anxious to lend a hand. Surely you must agree that the status quo is
unacceptable given our nation’s commitment to democracy around the globe.

Our nation’s capital and its residents are in desperate need of a fix, and we
have not heard of any attempts by your administration to address that issue.
If not the DCERA, what would you propose in its place? Other plausible
remedies (such as retrocession to Maryland) have been discussed, but Mr.
Panetta did not even suggest one of them as a worthwhile alternative. His
outright dismissal of the one serious proposal already on the table suggests a
total disregard for the District and its citizens. Is our only option to turn
to a Republican Congress for relief--unless that’s what Mr. Panetta is telling
us to do with our votes as well.

Sincerely,
Deborah M. Thomas
Ralph A. Blessing

cc: Mr. Leon Panetta }
Del. Eleanor Holmes Norton
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CARDINAL'S RESIDENCE
2101 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE
BRIGHTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02135

August 3, 1996

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave.
washington, DC 20500

Dear President Clinton:

As you can @ee by the enclosed statement I have made a suggestion
that a bi-partisan effort is needed to daevelop laegislation which would
ensure a legitimate reform of the welfare system.

No one can argue that the system as we know it cannot be
perfected. The new legislation, however, is not authentic reform, but
it is a formula for disaster.

I would urge you aven at this late hour to reconsider your
declared intention to sign into law the Welfare Reform Bill.

While this may not ba the best political advice in the short run,
I have no doubt but that it is the only correct moral option before
you. Could you not invite a bi-partisan effort to develop a national
consensus on this issue?

Like foreign policy, the national interest demands that this issue
not be held hostage by partisan concerns.

With an assurance of my prayers for you and all whom you hold
dear, I am

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Boston



STATEMENT OF HIS EMINENCE, BERNARD CARDINAL LAW
ON WELFARE REFORM

AUGUST 2, 1996

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

The news of Congress’ action on Welfare Reform and the President'’s
decision to sign such fatally flawed legislation is distressing to all
who care about the most vulnerable among us: poor children born and
unborn, their families, and newcomers to our shores.

The leadership of the Catholiec Church has steadfastly opposed some
elements of the Congressional welfare reform bill. Bishops of the
United States, both through statements of the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops and through statements of individual Bishops, have
consistently voiced concerns about this legislation. We cannot
support the abandonment of the poorest of our children and families;

“

we cannot support the discriminatory treatment of needy legal
immigrants.

As Chairman of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops’
Committee on Pro-Life Activities, I wish to highlight an additional
concern of the U.S., Bishops: we have always opposed child exclusion
and family cap measures and successfully urged Congress to reject the
mandatory imposition of such policies. However, we remain strongly
opposed to statems exercising their option to exclude children because

of the age or welfare status of their mothers. We deplore the loss



of life that would ensue from increased abortione due to the allowance
of child exclusion clauses in the states’ implemenﬁation of this
Federal legislation. We deplore the loss of life opportunities to
those children born into households suffering from increasad poverty
as a result of such measures.

The cooperation of our two major political parties on this issue
and the .Praesident’s declared intention to sign such legislation,
suggests that Welfare Reform is solidly on the political radar screen
of our pational leaders. Even at this eleventh hour, I call oa the
president and Congressional leaders of both parties to commit
themselves to a bipartisan approach to Welfare Reform that is founded
on the inalienable rights and dignity of every human being. If the
present course is maintained, no authentic reform will be achieved.
There will only be short-term political gains at the expense of the

most vulnerable. Ultimately, the nation will be the loser.

Bernard Cardinal Law

Chairman, Committee for Pro-Life Activities

o
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
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THE WHITE HOUSE

%
WASHINGTON ‘4{30

P@ ,
L] /’
PERSONAL AND €ONFIDENTIAE

July 30, 1996

Dear Mr. President,

I know that you are facing one of the most difficult political and policy decisions of
your first term on whether to sign or veto the welfare reform bill. As your national
economic adviser, I feel compelled to share my views with you.

L believe there are several economic reasons why you should veto the bill. First, the

deep cuts in the food stamp program and the conversion of the AFDC guarantee into a bloc
grant with a clearly inadequate contingency fund will reduce the automatic stabilizers that the
economy relies upon to moderate the personal and national costs of unforeseen economic
slowdowns and recessions. I wish I could promise you that our economic policy has made
recessions obsolete, but truth in advertising tells me I cannot. Second, economic logic

indicates that a bloc grant approach to AFDC with an inadequate maintenance of effort
provision will gradually but inexorably cause a race tL_eJmmm_amgng_gtg;e_,_even those

whose populations might otherwise be inclined to support more generous provisions for their
poor. Thus, the long-run implications of this bill for those who are today eligible for AFDC
are considerably worse than the short-run implications. Third, the United States already
enjoys the scurrilous distinction of havmg the largest fraction of its children living in

_poverty, and children who are poor in the United States are actually poorer than their
counterparts in the other advanced industrial countries. How can we support legislation that
threatens to increase the number of children living in poverty by more than 1 million
according to the Urban Institute (upon which this Administration has relied for much of its
own analytical work on health and welfare)?

The moral arguments against s*igning legislation that threatens the physical and mental
well-being of more than a million helpless, young, innocent Americans are strong enough
But there is also a powerful economic argument.

examined the effects of childhood on an individual’s future
‘")6 productivity and livin ards. Mmmhmmmmghmdmmlf as

‘)Q dxstmct from such factors as fam1ly structure race, and parental educatlon ,has_a_sxgnLﬁcant

chlldn:n. The study found that chlldren who experience poverty between the ages of 6 and
15 years are two to three times more likely than those who are never poor to become high-
school dropouts. Using years of schooling as a predictor of future hourly wages, the study
concluded that just 1 year of poverty for the 14.6 million children and their families in
DETERMINED TO BE AN X‘DMIlemmvx
MARKING Per E.O. 13526
Sec. 3.2(C) Initials:_I2O __Date:_ 1 13 A
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poverty in 1992 costs the economy somewhere between $36 billion and $177 billion in
reduced future productivity and employment. These results indicate that a bill that saves $60
billion by throwing a million more children into poverty will exact a serious offsetting cost in
terms of lower productivity in the future, not to mention more blighted personal lives. Nor,
as the CBO itself has documented, does the bill provide adequate money to support its own
welfare to work requirements. Instead, to the extent that those who lose welfare are lucky
enough to find a job, a likely result will be downward wage pressure on whatever low-
income, low-skill jobs are available.

tgm_y_wnth one full-time emploled worker through a combmatlon of a hlgher minimum

wage, an expanded EITC, and food stamp eligibility. Much of what we have won through
the EITC and a hike in the minimum wage will be lost as a result of these unnecessarily
large food stamp cuts. Finally, cutting $60 billion out of our most important low income
budgetary programs will exacerbate one of our nation’s most glaring eeonomrc problems --
disparities ee i e in real

.incomes for the poorest over the past 20 years.

I regret that the economic team was not able to play a larger role in the
Administration’s evolving position on welfare. I believe that if we had you might find
yourself confronted with a more palatable choice today. I hope the economic arguments I
have provided here will help you make your decision. I have also taken the liberty to work
with Alicia Munnell of the CEA to solicit a few letters on welfare reform to you from
outstanding economists with whom the Administration has worked closely on a variety of
issues. Attached you will find letters from Charlie Schultze, Henry Aaron, and Robert
Solow, all urging you to veto the welfare reform bill.

@/ OJAA o
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Children’s Deiense Fund

July 29, 1996

The Honorable William Clinton
President of the United States
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC 20500-2000

Dear Mr. President:

I always seek to share my about to be expressed public views
with your staff and with you before I release them. Therefore; I
enclose my statement on the pending anti-child Senate and House
"welfare reform™ legislation for your information. I hope you will
veto it.

I request-a five minute meeting with you today or Wednesday or
before you decide whether or not to sign any pending "welfare
reform" bill.

I loock forward to heag}ng from you.
Sincetely yours,

Marian Wright Edelman

25 E Strect, NW
Washingon, C 20001

Yalo-b . _—aa F AN -
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Monday, July 29, 1996

Contact:  Sarah Howe 202-662-3609
Lisa McDougal 202-662-3615

Edelman Urges Presidential Veto of Social Time Bomb

WASHINGTON, D.C. — The following statement was issued today by Children’s
Defense Fund President Marian Wright Edelman during a news conference at the
National Press Club:

“Calling the pending Senate and House legislation ‘welfare reform’ is like calling
ketchup a vegetable. Unlike ketchup, the massive harm these so-called ‘welfare reform’
bills will inflict on poor, hungry, and disabled children and those at risk of domestic
violence 1s life threatening and permanent for the many children they will leave behind in
hunger and poverty.

“These pernicious Senate and House welfare bills are social and political time
bombs that will explode in families, schools, neighborhoods, and cities all over America
for years and decades to come. If enacted, they will leave a moral hole in the soul of
America that can never be repaired. -

“As an American, as a parent, as a child advocate, and as a person of faith, I am
ashamed that | and my colleagues have to hold a press conference urging any of our
political leaders from any party — in the Congress or in the White House -- to reject
legislation they know will hurt children. What kind of political leaders hold children
hostage in an election year game of political chicken to see who will blink first in
enacting reform that will hurt millions of poor and disabled children, working families,
and legal immigrants?

“

“What kind of leaders would vote for a welfare bill that will throw another 2.6
million families, including 1.1 million children into poverty and further impoverish
millions more already poor children and families in the richest nation on earth? What
kind of political leaders would vote to eradicate a 61-year-old national safety net for
children, permit states to decrease their own child investments by at least 20 percent, cut
$60 billion from poor families - the majority of whom work and are struggling to make
ends meet — and from legal immigrants, while not cutting a dime from corporate welfare
recipients, affluent individuals, or Pentagon fat?

-more-
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“What kind of leaders would deny benefits to more than 300,000 disabled
children and as many as 350,000 legal immigrant children and cut food benefits for 14
million children? What kind of political leaders would propose to take away an average
of $1300 from low-income families while considering new tax breaks for non-poor
families and corporations? '

“What kind of leaders would talk about putting people to work while guaranteeing
not a single new job, and without assuring adequate child care for all the parents they
require to work? What kind of Ieaders would deny millions of children survival
assistance, even diapers, after their parents are cut off from all income assistance as
millions will be under Senate and House bills?

“The American people ought to ask their leaders to cite the biblical and American
principles of justice that would justify turning the needy into the greedy and the greedy
into the needy official national policy.

“The President of the United States rightly has twice vetoed false welfare reform
bills that hurt children. Moral and political consistency require him to veto current
Senate and House bills which would hurt millions of childrea. At McClellan Air Force
Base, California on July 23, the President said, “I just don’t want to do anything that
hurts children.” That same day in Sacramento he said, “We want real welfare reform ... .
that honors work and protects children.” And so do we. We are committed to working
with the Congress and with the Administration on real welfare reform that protects
children, puts parents in training and into work after the election year games are over.

“Since the last anti-child welfare reform bill was vetoed by the President on
January 9, 488,227 American children have been bomn into povesty and 5,230 children
have died from poverty. It is unconscionable that Congress and President Clinton would
knowingly exacerbate this indefensible and largely preventable poverty by making
millions more children poor, hungry, and homeless.

“Albert Camus said in 1948, “perhaps we cannot prevent this from being a world
in which children are tortured. But we can reduce the number of tortured children.”
Perhaps we cannot end child poverty this year, but we can surely keep more children
from becoming poor by rejecting unjust legislation.

“If America cannot stand up for, protect and invest in its children, it does not
stand for anything and will not stand strong in the new century and millennium. The
infants and toddlers and school-age children whose lives will be stunted by this false
‘welfare reform’ legislation deserve more from their nation. I hope the Congress and the
President of the United States will give our children what they deserve -- freedom from
hunger, poverty, neglect and abuse.”

-30-



SENT BY:OFFICE OF SECRETARY _ ; 7-26-96 ; 5:27PM ; DOL-

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

Frome: RBR ﬁgfb
Datat July 26, 1996

Rast Housoe and Senate welfare bills

You are probably getting more¢ advice on this than you want
ox need, but I'd be remiss if I didn't weigh in.

I profess no expertise in welfare policy, but I am concerned
about two aspects of the bllls which would affect the unemployed.
rirst, the lack of any mandatory job training funds for welfars
recipients (by contrast to the $1 billion per year mandated for
job training under the current JOBS program) would almost
certainly cause states to turn to the vary limited discretionary
rundaing available for low-income and dislocated workers (now
totaling about $2 billion).

Secondly, the constraints on food stamp assistance would
impose severe hardships on childless workers who have lost their
jobes. (The House Dill would limit food stamp assistance to three
monthe in an ontire lifetime; the senate bill, to a few months
pér year.)

_ You know batter than I what the politics of all this are.
But wexre yYou to veto the bill, I beliave that a number of
Damocrata who voted in faver would support yows

Your confortable lead in the polls camnot be taken for
granted, of course, but I do not think you stand to lose much by
holding ocut for a better bill, Every time you have taken a stand
on prineiple you have come out ahead,

D3
-0



The Brookings Institution

1775 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20036-2188

Economic Studies Program
Charles L. Schultze
Tel: (202) 797-6295 Fax: (202) 797-6181 E-Mail: cschultze@brook.edu

July 29, 1996

The President
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Only unthinking partisans will fail to recognize the difficult decision you face on both
substantive and political grounds in determining whether to veto the welfare bill.
Nevertheless, I think the long-run good of the country strongly calls for a veto, even if the
Congress sends you legislation closer to the Senate than the House version. Two aspects of
the bills are particularly harmful:

* Both bills fail to provide the substantial sums necessary to make sure that during the
difficult transition to a tougher welfare system, the new work requirements and

benefit terminations do not substantially increase the number of poor families and
children.

* Opver the long run, the conversion of AFDC and possibly food stamps to block
grants, and the accompanying elimination of a federally-supported individual
eligibility standard, will have the pernicious and unintended effect of driving public
assistance to the poor well below what a large majority of Americans would be
willing to support.

I agree with the need to set rigorous work standards for welfare recipients and to
introduce a very tough-minded policy against open-ended support for the formation of single-
parent families with illegitimate children. But the federal government should then provide a
major share of the large additional sums needed to make sure that these reforms occur without
adding, as the present bills will do, another 1 million or more children to the rolls of the poor.

Block grants and devolution of many current federal responsibilities to the states make
eminent good sense. But the one function that ought not to be devolved to the states is the
full responsibility for determining the overall level of financial support for the poor (although,
as you have already demonstrated, states can be given much more responsibility for program
content).

+ FOUNDED 1916 +



To the extent that some states attempt to maintain a decent safety net while others
skimp -- in order to attract industry, and to minimize the number of “tax eating” poor -- the
taxpayers in the more generous states will be forced to pay twice: First they pay the direct
costs of assistance to the poor, and second, they are saddled with the additional tax rates that
are needed as the poor move in while industry and middle- and upper-income taxpayers move
out. Over the long run no feasible maintenance of effort provisions will prevent this outcome
-- certainly not those in the current welfare bills. And so, decent middle- and upper-income
Americans and responsible state governments, who would be perfectly willing to pay the costs
of a reasonable safety net, will gradually be forced into scaling back their support for the
poor.

I realize, Mr. President, that with respect to the AFDC program you have not raised
the objection to block grants that I spelled out above, so that you cannot veto the bill on that
explicit ground. Nevertheless the other objectionable parts in the bill you will receive provide
a substantive and politically saleable rationale for a veto. And to the specific arguments of
those among your advisers who are recommending a veto, I would add the serious long-run
dangers to American society that would ensue if, unlike virtually every other advanced nation,
we abandoned the framework of a nationally-determined safety net for the country’s poor.

I wish you every success, but particularly over the next four months.

Cordially,

Uwtts Al

Charles L. Schultze
Senior Fellow
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MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139-4307

29 July 1996

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr, President;

I realize that your decision whether to sign or veto the Welfare Reform Bill has all sorts of delicate
and complex political consequences. And 1 know that every possible argument for and against
specific provisions of the Senate bill has already been laid out for you. Nevertheless, I want to take

a page to urge you to veto the bill, from a perspective that may not have been emphasized very
much.

We both start from the belief that transforming welfare into work is important for the self-respect
- of the participants as well as for the comfort of society at large. That is the goal you had in mind
when you first embraced welfare reform and it is still the right goal. All of the evidence tells us that
it is a very difficult goal to achieve, especially at a time when the earning power of unskilled men
and women who are lucky enough to hold jobs is decreasing. Cutti
automatically cause jobs to appear for those forced off the welfare rolls. A more likely result will
be even lower wages for whatever jobs are avallahle. The current bill is clearly inadequate in its
approach to the provision of training for jobs to make the transition possible. Administering a work-
welfare program with even 2 minimum of humanity and competence will be neither simple nor
cheap,

To go at this in a mean-spirited and ham-handed way is simply not decent, and it may end up by

discrediting the concept of welfare reform. No one has asserted more clearly than you that the costs
of this punitive approach will fall very heavily on children. That is evil in itself, and it will have
the effect of prolonging the existence of a hopeless underclass for another generation,

Precisely because transforming welfare into work is so difficult to do well, we will have to learn as
we go along, with some turmoil in the process. That is the worst time in the world to be further
shredding the safety net under poor children. I'hope you will decide not to go along with that, and
will be able to make people understand that your position rests both on analysis and on decency.
This is being written on a clear, beautiful day on the Vineyard. Wish you were here.

Sincerely,

Bot

Robert M. Solow
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The Brookings Institution

1775 Massachusetts Avenue N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036
Phone (202) 797-6128 FAX (202) 797-6181

26 July 1996

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

I am writing to urge you to speak out strongly against Congressional approval of the
welfare reform legislation that now appears likely to emerge from the House-Senate conference
and then to veto the resulting bill. :

The bills passed by both House and Senate grotesquely distort the goals you set for
welfare reform four years ago.  You called for reforms that would provide: strong incentives to
welfare recipients to find productive work and that would provide states with the flexibility and
the means to effectuate those incentives. You presented such draft legislation to Congress. You
have used waiver authority—ahead of legislative action—to provide states with much of the
flexibility they need to implement desirable reforms

In contrast to the House and Senate bills, your draft legislation would not have plunged
more than one million mmwwmww Your
bill lowered the poverty income gap, while the current bills increase it dramatically.-by as much as
$4 billion or 20 percent.

Your proposals did not slash per person food stamp benefits by more than one-fifth over
the next six years--to a meager 66 cents per meal, or terminate benefits altogether for able-bodied
adults who are willing and able to work’

Your proposal did not relieve states of any obligation to provide benefits to children, even
if the child’s parents were poor, met all state eligibility requirements, and were willing to work.

Your proposal did not make a mockery of the work requirement it imposed. as the House
and Senate bills do, by denying states the resources they need to fulfill those bills’ own work
requirements.

P.2
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Your bilt did not treat legal immigrants as pariahs, as the current bill does by deaying
Medicaid benefits for as long as ten years.

Themnentbﬂlsmwbdngmondledhwnfamue,hmostixnpaummpects, far
more draconian than the earlier bill that you quite properly vetoed. I have studied welfare policy
for a long time~-long enough to know that the status quo is not acceptable~-but also long enough
toknowthatthebmnowmkingshape!nconfermceisaprogrmnaticdisasterwaiﬁngto
happen.

Iundumndthatﬂnpoliticalwuwmmpwaﬁdtoappmvothehillt}mtem«guﬁmn
the conference committee. I also realize that I have few credentials as an expert on politics. But I
stmng!ybelievcthatbytaldngaﬂrmmdpublicpodtionagainstthebmnowemergingfrom
Congress, you can recapture welfare reform as a major political asset. Your veto will be
sustained ifyoumakccleartowaveﬁngDanomtsinamqjorpublicmwmmatyou cannot
support the legislation emerging from the Conference committee, Doing 80 in a prime-time news
conference or a televised address would make it difficult for Democratic members of Congress to
desert their president during an election year. Through such a venue, you ¢:an make clear to the
American public that you initiated the debate on welfare reform because you fully appreciate that
the current system cannot and shOuldnotcontimxeuitismdthatyouhaveusedwaivermhoﬁty
to enable constructive state reforms. You can reiterate that you stand readv to sign constructive
legislation, but that reform should be compassionate and far-sighted, not mcan-spirited and
myopic. And you can make clear that on these principles you will not be moved.

Sincerely yours,
enry J. - ’

Senior Fellow
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via facsimile

Memorandum to the President

July 30, 1996
From: Al From
Subject Welfare Reform

Just a quick note to urge you to sign the welfare reform bill and to commit to you that I will do all
I can to rally support of that decision. A couple of things for you to consider:

1. You have presided over an historic ideological transformation of the Democratic Party. Over the
weekend, I read the party’s platforms from 1980 through 1996. The change in our party’s message is far
greater than even I realized. We are truly a New Democratic party. You deserve enormous credit for that.

2. The challenge before us is now operational. We must demonstrate the ability to put the big ideas of
this ncw idcology — like ending welfare as we know it — into action. The pressure you are getting to veto
this bill proves that it will not be easy.

3. For you personally signing a welfare bill — and Bruce Reed assures me this is one you can comfortably
sign — will not only cement your credentials as a New Democrat, but it will also end once and for all any
talk of you campaigning one way and governing another. i

4. Finally, signing this welfare bill will redeem your most important promise of 1992. At the same time,
it will take Dole's most powerful potential issuc away from him, Veto a third welfare bill — and no matter
the explanation - Dole has an issue.

For those reasons and others, 1 hope you will sign this welfare bill.

d ANTTT B NHOC3TLLIT HJ3SOr 9298 982 212 62:ST 966T—-0£—L0



Crime Prevention Council as a leader among retailers in crime deterrence, store
personnel, and consumer safety.

8 : ) [ Trudy Lieberman piece in Columbia Journalism Review, "Bartley’s Believe it or

Not! The Wall Street Journal’s editorial page has plenty of clout. But what
about credibility?" Via Harold. The article examines editorials on the judicial
\eﬁ nominations of Bruce Greer and Peter Edelman among others.

Two Joe Conason pieces from The New York Observer, "The Ghost of Nixon
Still Haunts Safire," and "Character Questions? Dole Them Out!" Via Harold.
One article addresses Safire’s "ceaseless effort to trivialize Watergate," and the other
asks a number of ethical questions about former Senator Dole and his campaign.

\(GS Rep. Murtha forwards remarks of Mrs. Carmen Gordon at the naming ceremony
for the USNS Gordon. "Please see the remarks made by Mrs. Gordon... her
husband, Congressional Medal of Honor, killed in action, Somalia."

% We also received the following items:

Q/}‘(@/\‘ McLarty note on Bill Bowen’s suggestion re: the University of Arkansas at Little
Y g Rock Law School. Bowen discussed with you last Friday after the radio address the

Q%Qq l((((( possibility of naming the school the William Jefferson Clinton School of Law. He

\\ also has asked Mack about this on several occasions, and Mack seeks your guidance
5@(; on how to respond.

\, McCurry memo on Ohio Commerce grant. The radio actuality you recorded on
July 26 "received extensive play." In addition, the Commerce Department faxed a
media advisory regarding the $1 million grant to all newspapers, radio and TV

stations in the state.
\/ Sen. Hatfield letter thanking you for attending his retirement party. "Your more
than generous comments touched my heart and caused me to re-dedicate my
C remaining lifetime to living out your evaluation and prov[ing] you to be correct.”
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
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‘\(?) Joe Conason column from The New York Observer. From Harold. Titled "In

‘[ Waffle War, Bill Runs Second" and points out the flip-flops in Sen. Dole’s record.
"...Mr. Dole can engage in the most tortured gyrations on abortion, gun control and
supply-side tax cuts without any pundit denouncing his comical acrobatics as proof on
an innate deceptiveness.” Tony Campolo is favorably quoted on the incident
following Ron Brown’s memorial service.
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2 comical acrobatics as proof of who happens to be a Pennsylvania evangelist and academic named
mg. an innate deceptiveness.. And Tony Campolo. But in a column he wrote this month for a Pittsburgh
M. Clinton can risk denuncia- Guistian‘mondﬂy,MnCampoloexplaimdm_tasmcywalkedfmm
tion as a baby-killer, in order St. John’s Chapel back toward the White House, hé had mentioned
civilser- | toprotect women at riskiif par- acertain gospel song to his distraught companion. The President
tial-birth  abortions :-were hadrecaucdheaﬁh'gdxat's‘amesongoﬁoeatdﬁmcmlforayoungw
hadcome | banned, without winning any black man, and described how its hopeful words had suddenly :
sto—slick credit for steadfastness. . changed thémogd‘bfdyés&y‘ice:‘fqmndaspairmoclcbraﬁon,and
paigning The truth evidently too ob- o| People were'on théir feet elebrating the resurrection.” t
uits” and. |  vious to occur to purveyors of % “As the Président told me the storg,” Mr. Campolo continues, “we .
ythecre- | the conventional idiocy is that H laughed together, but then quickly retumed to the ugly sadness im- |
ring per- both candidates are veteran ¥ ol mediately at hand. Television cameras caught these sudden mood
players of this game, and that e R dwngwinﬁw?midcntﬂmind\edaysdmfoﬂowed.kmhlinv"‘
[ have no eabhsonwﬁmhasdisplayedawpacityfordiscmdingpoliciwand : baughmreddmv:deofootxgeandmedwlmwasmbmnothwd.
o positionsmatbewnc...inconvuﬁenLSudidistastcﬁxloppomnnism .asevidaweofd\chmidau’si;;simuity...ldomcxpeadlcwodd.
ies, how. | is bestexercised imperceptibly, like the movements of a three-card monte at]q:g'ctovundqsmndhowsom,eguscqnhughind\g oe,of sorror
ts,"asing | shark. Mr. Dole's problem of late has been a persistent clumsiness. His  ButTwould like to think that Christian§ could, sinde thit i eXactiy v
per’s ref- wiscrevasalonthqassault—w%ban-wasfnﬁnedbyhisloudin: *the Gospel makes possible?” /¥ . -4y PR Sl
er.” sistence that he still opposes the law but no longer thinks it should be Mr. Campolo says he was surprised that o oné ever asked him what, '
oppedby |  repealed. What exactly does that mean? really occurred that day. What he didn't realiz# wis that no‘ooe—ieast.
keepme Stillnmridimlwswashiswranglingwimﬂicrdigiwsrightova of all those who call themselves journalists-—neadé toask. Theydll*
the abortion plank in the Republican platform. On July 14, The New York- knew what it meant before it even'happéned. ' it R

| forethe
" -hehas so
' ptoglmn?'gtinthqmogivedpoliﬁcalbxiomn;

 caricatiires of politicians

JOE CONASON

S6UUL29 Pp: 5p
In Waffle War, |

Bill Runs Seconﬂ} |

IfTasked you to pick a politician who

f ‘:.‘ - bl tur Hxﬁng : ... r : 3
rl‘illglousught'hemllsoonh\ed fore the supply
1ong despised when he unveils his‘tax-cutting £cx

. he predictabl
main a figure of granite integrity. . 55 5; . 3 - A
\I‘hc creation and repetition of simplistic images seems
about as much as most of our political analysts can manage. M
usually do possess some factual founda:
tion; Bill Clinton certainly has abandoned principles he once
ticulated passionately, such as the struggle for human rights in Chi-
na. He has remained steadfast on others, including reproductive
rights for American women. 5 ofin e
Butinformation dmdosntsuppmmcoonvamonalwwdom—
which better deserves to be known as the conventional idioCy-—is
rarely permitted to upset established clichés. Thus Mr. Dolecanen-
gage in‘the most tortured gyrations on abortion, gun control and

supply-side tax cutg, without
any pundit denouncing his

’
by

portant matters almost weekly, whose nafiié would'spring most " | -
swiftlytomind? .~ .. y g TR
*: Almost without thinking, but perhaps slight sneer, nearly

Times Magazine published an acute article by Jason DeParle about

Mr. Dole’s courting of Christian conservatives, including a brief his-
tory of his *tolerance” trope’s migrations from one section of the plat- |
fonntoahothcrandba'ckagaimlnﬂlcnwgazinepieoc.Mr.Do!cis !
quoted to the effect that “tolerance "" would appearin the abor:- 1,
tion plank, not the platform preamble: “It has been resolved. I made that ;s-
‘decision. Itis not negotiable.” On Saturday, July 13, the same paper’s |
ﬁmtpagcmvcalqddmtﬁnisvusi@almdymdjtdémvndqum-_ !

* | 2> Anillusprative gase i the fa-
.’ 4-»mous video chpid:ptkaﬂera‘
| nwhich th Pesiderslaighed one pomentand cried the ext. Every-
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( Crime Prevention Council as a leader among retailers in crime deterrence, store

personnel, and consumer safety.

' Trudy Lieberman piece in Columbi rnalism Review, "Bartley’s Believe it or

Not! The Wall Street Journal’s editorial page has plenty of clout. But what
about credibility?" Via Harold. The article examines editorials on the judicial
nominations of Bruce Greer and Peter Edelman among others.

Two Joe Conason pieces from The New York Observer, "The Ghost of Nixon
Still Haunts Safire," and "Character Questions? Dole Them Out!" Via Harold.
One article addresses Safire’s "ceaseless effort to trivialize Watergate," and the other
asks a number of ethical questions about former Senator Dole and his campaign.

Rep. Murtha forwards remarks of Mrs. Carmen Gordon at the naming ceremony
for the USNS Gordon. "Please see the remarks made by Mrs. Gordon... her
husband, Congressional Medal of Honor, killed in action, Somalia."”

% We also received the following items:

McLarty note on Bill Bowen’s suggestion re: the University of Arkansas at Little
Rock Law School. Bowen discussed with you last Friday after the radio address the
possibility of naming the school the William Jefferson Clinton School of Law. He
also has asked Mack about this on several occasions, and Mack seeks your guidance
on how to respond.

McCurry memo on Ohio Commerce grant. The radio actuality you recorded on
July 26 "received extensive play." In addition, the Commerce Department faxed a
media advisory regarding the $1 million grant to all newspapers, radio and TV
stations in the state.

Sen. Hatfield letter thanking you for attending his retirement party. "Your more
than generous comments touched my heart and caused me to re-dedicate my
remaining lifetime to living out your evaluation and prov[ing] you to be correct.”
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The Wall Street Journal’s editorial page has plenty of clout.
But what about credibility?

| Ss=rvmtwe)
by Trudy Lieberman

n February 8, The Wall

Street Journal pub-

lished a lengthy editor-

ial called “The Clinton

Judges,™ arguing that a

Miami corporate litiga-
tor, Bruce Greer, should not get
a seat on the federal bench.’
Although he had been recom-
mended in 1993 by Senator
Bob Graham, a Florida
Democrat, and officially nomi-
nated in 1995, confirmation
hearings before the Senate
Judiciary Committee kept
being postponed — from
December to January and then
to mid-February, the week
after the Journal editorial
appeared.

Greer's deficiencies, as laid out in the Jowrnal,

s Trudy Licherman s a contributing editor of ¢ir. She iy

senior investigaty e editor ar Consumer Reports. This arti-
mclusions. not those of Consumer

former inves-

< tigative reparter for The Washington Post. propaosed this

project and provided substantial rescearch assistance.

Robert Bartley has been at the Journal
since 1962 and in charge of opinion
there since 1972. He won a Pulitzer

for editorial writing in 1980.

centered on a lot of guilt by asso-
ciation, some of it pretty remote:
* A partner in Greer’s law firm
had committed suicide some
cleven years ago when it was
discovered that his client’s
securities firm had engaged in a
massive fraud.
* The law firm had once
employed “radical feminist
lawyer Patricia Ireland and
Jack Ryan, until recently act-
ing head of the Resolution
Trust Corp.™ and onetime head
of banking supervision and
regulation at the Federal
Reserve, whom the editorial
linked to “one of the unan-
swered questions of the
Whitewater probe.”
* One of Greer's clients had been David Paul, chair-
man of the CenTrust Savings Bank. which collapsed
shortly after the savings and loan crisis, who went to
prison and was ordered to pay $65 million for “loot-
ing CenTrust.”

The editorial then moved on 10 Greer's wife, an
attorney and real estate developer. “The $12 mil-
lion in assets Mr. Greer and his lawyer wife list on

\
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The page

is stylish,
clearly
written,
rarely dull,
and often
fun to read.
It is also
often unfair,
riddled
with errors,
distortions,
and outright
falsehoods

their financial disclosure form includes a
$900,000 limited partnership in Cen Office
Building Ltd. Public records in Florida indicate
that the property was once owned by CenTrust.
The details of this transaction should be
explored.”

Had anyone explored the arrangement, it
would have become clear that the property was
never owned by CenTrust Bank nor did
CenTrust have any connection to it. The proper-
ty simply shared an unfortunate coincidence of
names. The building had been named Cen
Office eleven years before Evelyn Greer’s
involvement because of its proximity to Century
Village, a large retirement community in
Broward County.

he editorial concluded with the Olympian

observation that “lawyers are entitled to

have clients and those clients are likely to

be people in trouble with the law,” and
added, “there is no reason to accuse Mr. Greer
of anything criminal, and no one has done so.”
But it questioned whether someone who might
have at one time represented unsavory charac-
ters should be rewarded with a “lifetime
appointment to the federal judiciary” and con-
cluded, “In that context, his list of associations
is far too rich for our blood.”

The day after the Greer editorial appeared,
Senate Judiciary Chairman Orrin Hatch took to
the Senate floor to denounce judges who were
soft on crime, and he linked those judges to the
president who appoints them. Shortly afterward
Greer got word there would be no hearing; the
nomination was dead, and on February 13, fed
up with political shenanigans, Greer notified
President Clinton he was withdrawing his name.

A month after the editorial, the Journal pub-
lished a letter from Miami attorney Barton
Sacher, who as an SEC official in the eighties
often opposed clients Greer defended. “Your
off-base personal attacks against Mr. Greer and
his wife — predicated solely on misleading
innuendo and inaccurate facts — bear a striking
resemblance to McCarthyism at its worst,”
Sacher wrote. That was as close as the Journal
came to any correction. By then, of course, it
didn’t matter.

The Journal’s editorial page, written by its
staff of thirty writers and editors, is in a class by
itself. It is unquestionably influential, serving as
a bulletin board for conservative thouglt and
opinion. (The Greer editorial, for instance, sig-
naled a campaign issue for Republicans — the
“liberal Clinton judges™ — which has resonated
through the media ever since.) It is stylish,
clearly written, rarely dull, and often fun to
read. It has a clear point of view and avoids

equivocation. No “on the one hand” and “on the
other hand” commentary here.

f Unlike the Journal’s meticulously researched
n

-depth news columns, which many consider a
model of journalistic excellence, the editorial
page rarely offers balance, is often unfair, and is
riddled with errors — distortions and outright
falsehoods of every kind and stripe. And when’
the errors are challenged, the Journal is 1
than eager to set the record straight. The page
might stand accused of sloppiness except that
the errors always seem to bolster the Journal’s
point of view. Under editor Robert Bartley, the

licy seems to be ideology above all else.

“People complain all the time with good rea-
son,” says Michael Kinsley, who was a Journal
columnist for three years until 1987. Kinsley
himself clashed with the Journal a few years
ago when, in his New Republic column, he criti-
cized its editorials about White House counsel
Vincent Foster and the Rose law firm as shoddy
and dishonest. The Journal later attacked
Kinsley for blaming the editorial page for
Foster’s death (which Kinsley didn’t do) and
implying that the White House put him up to it,
which Kinsley says it didn’t.

disputed edltonaliwdsmuhmﬂ.

seven years, and a clear sense o
modus operandi emerged Qn-subjects
ranging from lawyers, judges, and product lia-
bility suits to campus and social issues, a strong
America, and of course, economics, we found found a
consistent pattern of incorrect facts, lgnored or

incomplete facts, missing facts, uncorroborated

facts. Repeated efforts to discuss the paper’s

editorial practices with Bartley were unsuccess-
ful. Absent a conversation with him about the
section’s objectives, one can only conclude that
affecting policy and changing the course of his-

_tory matter most.

Greer’s wasn’t the only judicial appoument
to feel the Journal’s punch. In late 1994 it tar-
geted Pgter Edelman, then counselor to the
Secretary of Health and Human Services, who
was being considered for a seat on the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
circuit. The Journal said that when Edelman
was director of New York State’s Division for
Youth in 1978, he ordered a one-week furlough
for a seventeen-year-old who had knifed a girl
during a robbery. While on his furlough, the
youth was arrested on charges of raping, rob-
bing, and trying to electrocute a sixty-three-
year-old woman.

That the Journal's charge was not true was
cventually pointed out in a letter, published
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about three weeks later, written by J. Thomas
Mullen, president of the Catholic Charities
Services Corp. in Cleveland, who had worked
with Edelman in New York. Under the structure
of the agency, Edelman did not order transfers
* or furloughs, but he could override them, partic-
ularly when there was a concern about security,
which he did in this case. But by the time he
had ordered the boy picked up and returned to
the facility, it was too late.

It was also too late for Edelman’s nomination.
Under pressure from the right wing’s judicial
attack machine, Clinton got cold feet, and
Edelman’s name never went to the Senate.

he paper’s ruthlessness in assaulting judi-
cial enemies is matched by its zeal in
defending (by the same means) friends it
thinks the legal system has maligned.
Consider the case of Elliott Abrams, assistant
—
secretary of state in the Reagan administration,
who in 1991 pleaded guilty to withholding
information from Congress during the Iran-
Contra affair. In a short, breezy editorial last
summer called “Iran-Contra Epilogue,” the
Journal said “one of the worst abuses to emerge
from the Iran-Contra jihad against Reaganites
was ended this week: The U.S. Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia ruled that
the D.C. bar association couldn’t block Elliott
Abrams from practicing law for a year,” adding
that “the liberal shock troops of the D.C. bar
nonetheless insisted on punishing him.”

I T .

First, it named the wrong court. The ruling
had come from the District of Columbia Court
of Appeals, not the U.S. Court of Appeals.
Second, the case was brought by the Bar
Counsel, an arm of the D.C. Court of Appeals
that is appointed by the Court’s Board on
Professional Responsibility, which is respon-
sible for disciplining lawyers, not the D.C.
Bar Association, which does not decide or
bring disciplinary actions. Third, the Bar
Counsel had no choice but to bring the case;
under court rules it must initiate proceedings
against any member of the bar who is convict-
ed of a crime that violates disciplinary rules.
Hamilton Fox, chairman of the Board on
Professional Responsibility, pointed out the
mistakes in a letter the Journal published
nearly one month later.

Such inaccurate portrayals ofjudicial and
legal matters have a long history at the
Journal. In 1989, The American Lawyer pub-
lished a scathing critique of three editorial-
page commentaries by the Journal’s then
assistant editorial page editor, L. Gordon

CIR  JULYSAUGUST 1995

Crovitz. The article, by Stuart Taylor, Jr.,
charged that the Journal editorials and op-eds,
which discussed the 1977 veto by
Massachusetts Governor Michael Dukakis of a
bill that would have required teachers to lead
students in reciting the Pledge of Allegiance,
were “riddled with inaccuracies” and “grossly
distorted the state of the law,” and that “a
businessman who relies on the Journal may
well have concluded from Crovitz’s pieces on
the pledge that legal precedents supported the
law Dukakis vetoed. The opposite was true.”

“They were almost indifferent as to whether
what they wanted to say comported with dis-
passionate factual reality,” says Taylor, who is
now a senior writer at The American Lawyer.
“If my article caused him [Bartley] any grief,
it escaped my attention.” (Crovitz went on to
bigger and better things at Dow Jones and is
now the editor and publisher of the Far
Eastern Economic Review.) Says Taylor: “I
think the general pattern of their gonzo atti-
tude continues.”

Journal’s highest-octane gonzo response.

For example, the day after an Albuquerque

Tribune reporter, Eileen Welsome, won a
Pulitzer Prize in 1994 for disclosing that the
government had conducted radiation experi-
ments on unsuspecting citizens without their
consent, Max Boot, an assistant features editor
for the editorial page, mocked her series in an
op-ed, saying there was nothing particularly new
to report and that the hype over the experiments
“far exceeds their news value.” Toward the end
of the piece Boot got to his real problem with
the series: families of the victims highlighted in
Welsome’s stories might sue. “It’ll be the attor-
neys — not the alleged victims — who’ll
receive the most compensation. That’s the fall-
out from the radiation experiments story ‘uncov-
ered’ by Eileen Welsome,” Boot wrote.

A letter from Tim Gallagher, who was the
Tribune’s editor and is now editor of the
Ventura, California, County Star, was published
nearly two months later. In response both to
Boot’s op-ed and two letters that attacked
Welsome’s series, Gallagher wrote that Boot
had failed to summarize Welsome's work accu-
rately. The Tribune didn't claim to be the first
to report that people were injected with plutoni-
um, and it credited others who had; the Tribune
did claim to be the first media institution to
identify victims and report that they had never
given informed consent for the experiment, and
pointed out that the federal government had
attempted to hide their identities for fifty years.

The
editorial
page might
be accused

of sloppiness

except that
the errors
always
seem to
bolster the
Journal’s
point of
view
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The editorial
page seems to
have a policy

of

waiting for
a letter of

correction or

26

complaint,
which is
usually run
up to four
weeks later
— if at all

Last summer, with a bill limiting the ability
of investors to sue for securities fraud bogged
down in a conference committee, the Jowrnal
wrote an editorial titled “Brazen Beyond
Limit?” that came to the defense of
Representative Christopher Cox, one of the
bill’s sponsors. Cox had been named as a defen-
dant in a lawsuit filed on behalf of some of the
8,000 investors in a fraudulent investment
scheme called First Pension. (Investors lost
$136 million, and the principals are now in jail.)

he editorial brushed off Cox’s involve-

ment as minimal. It argued that as the vic-

tim of “lawsuit abuse,” he had to “waste

time, energy, and money mounting a
defense against baseless charges.” To persuade
readers that there was no case against Cox, the
editorial emphasized a preliminary ruling by a
judge who was no longer hearing the case and
ignored the fact that the case had been trans-
ferred to the court’s complex-litigation divi-
sion seven days before the Journal published
its editorial. (Contrary to the Journal’s asser-
tion of baseless charges, the suit is proceeding,
and Cox remains a defendant. The paper has
carried no news account about court rulings
this spring that have kept Cox in the case,
although California papers did.) The editorial
also implied that naming Cox as a defendant
was politically motivated and attacked the

investors’ attorney, Michael Aguirre, who the

Journal said had “repeatedly and unsuccessful-
ly run for political office in San Diego as a
Democrat” (he ran twice for nonpartisan City
Council office and once for Congress, as a
Democrat, fourteen years ago).

The Journal also attacked news stories,
including the paper's own, that questioned
whether Cox was trying to abolish the kind of
lawsuit that was filed against him.

Harry Farrar, one of the defrauded investors
in the First Pension case, wrote a letter to the
Journal complaining of errors in the piece,
made numerous follow-up calls, and sent two
letters to publisher Peter Kann asking his help
in getting a letter of correction printed. When he
got no response, Farrar, in frustration, contacted
CIr. “If they had allowed us to point out the
errors, it would have detracted from their thrust
to get the [securities] legislation moving,”
Aguirre told CIR.

In_March the paper took another whack at
plaintiffs’ lawyers with an editorial arguing
that damages in product liability suits should
be limited. It noted that a bill making its way
through the Senate was the best it was likely
to pass, since “most Democrats and some
Republicans are deeply dependent on trial

lawyers as campaign contributors.” That state-
ment was a misleading half-truth at best.
Ninety-nine political action committees set up
by members of the American Tort Reform
Association, a who’s who of business and
trade organizations that want to limit liability,
gave $26.2 million to members of Congress
and candidates during the 1994 election cycle
and in calendar year 1995, compared with
$2.9 million given by the Association of Trial
Lawyers of America.

Other examples abound of facts not standing

in the way of J

Boot wrote an op-ed claiming that Proposition
103, which regulated auto insurance rates in
California, didn’t work. Actually, it did: premi-
ums that had been rising faster than the rates
countrywide have turned around; in the past
five years, the increase was 88 percent lower
than rates throughout the U.S. Four months
before Boot’s op-ed appeared, the Consumer
Federation of America had issued a report and
press release detailing the successful California
experience. A couple of weeks after the op-ed,
the Journal published a letter from J. Robert
Hunter, the former insurance commissioner of
Texas who had written the CFA report, pointing
out the Journal’s errors.

In an editorial last June attacking subsidies
to the U.S. Merchant Marine, the Journal
claimed that U.S. mariners earn an average of
$125,000 for six months’ duty. If the paper
had called the Maritime Administration at the
Department of Transportation, it would have
discovered that on average a U.S. mariner
earns about half of that. The error was pointed
out in letters, almost one month later, from a
couple of mariners, one of whom wanted to
know where he could find those high-paying
jobs. The head of the Maritime Administration
was sufficiently exercised to make a public
statement about the error.

n August 1994 editorial about the
Smithsonian Institution’s Enola Gay
exhibit said that “. . . it is especially curi-

us to note the oozing romanticism with
which the Enola show’s writers describe the
kamikaze pilots. . . . These were, the script ele-
giacally relates, ‘youths, their bodies overflow-
ing with life.” Of the youth and life of the
Americans who fought and bled in the Pacific
there is no mention.” Contrary to the Journal’s
outraged presentation, the quote did not origi-
nate with Smithsonian curators; the words
were written by a Japanese kamikaze pilot who
had survived the war, an attribution the origi-
nal script made crystal clear. “If they said it
was written by a Japanese pilot, it would have
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undercut their point,” says Tony Capaccio, edi-
tor of Defense Week, who has written about
press coverage of the Enola Gay affair.

n his annual statement to readers last January,
publisher Peter Kann proudly described the
paper’s correction policy. He certainly did not
intend to point up the stark contrast between
the two branches of the paper, but his comments
about the daily Corrections & Amplification
column clearly apply only to the news pages.
He said it is “a constant reminder of the short-
comings of even the most painstaking reporting
and editing process. Last year we published
more than 500 items setting the record straight
as well as more than a thousand letters from
readers often taking issue with Journal news or
views. . . . Our clear policy, however, is to cor-
rect errors and offer opportunity for reader
response. We believe this enhances credibility
and reinforces reader trust.”
The editorial page seems to have a slightly
different policy. It appears to wait for a letter of
correction or complaint, which is usually run
two to four weeks later. Correction boxes on the
editorial page are apparently reserved for misat-
tributed quotations, spelling errors and mis-
matched books and authors on the Leisure &
Arts page, incomplete attributions, and mis-
placed quotation marks.

Delays in publishing letters of correction can
undermine the correction itself. By the time a let-
ter is published, most readers have forgotten what
the editorial said, the desired goal may have been
achieved (as in the case of Bruce Greer), or the
disputed information may have been picked up by
other media. The Washington Post, for example,
repeated the inaccuracy in a news story about the
Enola Gay exhibit the day after the Journal’s edi-
torial appeared and used the inaccurate passage to
bolster the views of the exhibit’s critics.

A letter writer who has an especially high
profile may have his or her say within a day or
two of the offending editorial, but that’s rare. So
are correction boxes that admit to the kinds of
errors examined for this story. :

Other papers are more likely to use correction
boxes for serious factual errors on their editorial
pages and save the letters columns for differ-
ences of opinion. The Washington Post, whose
editorial page is on an influential par with the
Journal’s, corrects such errors that way. “If we
make them, we correct them. We hate to do it,
but we do it,” says deputy editorial page editor
Stephen Rosenfeld. “You have to be more rigor-
ous than the news columns because matters are
very contentious.”

An error Rosenfeld made recently in one of
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his op-ed columns points up the difference
between the Post and Journal approaches.
Rosenfeld called former strategic arms negotia-
tor Max Kampelman a “former Democrat.”
Kampelman was always a Democrat, and
Rosenfeld forthrightly corrected his error in a
column two weeks later. When the Journal
made a similar mistake, claiming that Senator
Thad Cochran of Mississippi was a member of
the plaintiff’s bar — in other words, a trial
lawyer, one of its regular targets — it waited for
him to write a letter saying he was not.

t’s impossible to say how many errors go

uncorrected. A case in point deals with misin-

formation familiar to CJR readers. In mid-

March, the Journal wrote about the health
reform bill then making its way through
Congress, and attacked an insurance concept
called “guaranteed issue” that requires carriers
to offer policies to anyone, regardless of health.
It argued that when New York required insurers
to sell guaranteed issue policies and eliminated
most premium variations based on health risk,
“500,000 individuals have been forced to drop
their insurance coverage.” The January/February
1995 issue of CIR showed how that number was
false and had been derived from a misleading
study by an actuarial consultant employed by
insurance interests that had much to gain by dis-
crediting the New York experience. If any letters
were sent to the Journal disputing that statistic,
none ever appeared.

Last summer the Journal ran two op-eds and
one review critiquing a well-publicized book on
wealth inequality by a New York University eco-
nomics professor, Edward Wolff. But it refused
to print a letter from Wolff correcting some
errors and distortions that appeared in the pieces.
For example, in one, the writer inaccurately
claimed that Wolff had used only two years’
worth of data and ignored pension wealth. Said
Wolff: “They weren’t interested in getting to the
truth of the matter but more interested in present-
ing a political position on income equality.”

The White House couldn’t get a correction
after the Journal wrote that Hillary Clinton had
intervened to suppress allegations of sexual
harassment at the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting, a charge the Journal had picked
up from The Sunday Times of London. The
White House had denied the allegation before
the Journal published its editorial. Bartley told
Washington Post reporter Howard Kurtz that
the Journal was aware that the First Lady had
denied the charge. “We meant to include that,”
he told Kurtz. But “if you've got 600 words,
something has to give.” *

Other papers
are more
likely to use
correction
boxes for
serious
factual errors
and save the
letters
columns for
differences
of opinion
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Crime Prevention Council as a leader among retailers in crime deterrence, store
personnel, and consumer safety.

Not! The Wall Street Journal’s editorial page has plenty of clout. But what
about credibility?" Via Harold. The article examines editorials on the judicial
\\\’ nominations of Bruce Greer and Peter Edelman among others.

gg . ) [ Trudy Lieberman piece in Columbia Journalism Review, "Bartley’s Believe it or

Two Joe Conason pieces from The New York Observer, "The Ghost of Nixon
Still Haunts Safire," and "Character Questions? Dole Them Out!" Via Harold.
One article addresses Safire’s "ceaseless effort to trivialize Watergate," and the other
asks a number of ethical questions about former Senator Dole and his campaign.

\(GS Rep. Murtha forwards remarks of Mrs. Carmen Gordon at the naming ceremony
for the USNS Gordon. "Please see the remarks made by Mrs. Gordon... her
husband, Congressional Medal of Honor, killed in action, Somalia."

% We also received the following items:

‘Q(() McLarty note on Bill Bowen’s suggestion re: the University of Arkansas at Little
Rock Law School. Bowen discussed with you last Friday after the radio address the
possibility of naming the school the William Jefferson Clinton School of Law. He
also has asked Mack about this on several occasions, and Mack seeks your guidance

\,
N

McCurry memo on Ohio Commerce grant. The radio actuality you recorded on
July 26 "received extensive play." In addition, the Commerce Department faxed a
media advisory regarding the $1 million grant to all newspapers, radio and TV
stations in the state.

Sen. Hatfield letter thanking you for attending his retirement party. "Your more
than generous comments touched my heart and caused me to re-dedicate my
< remaining lifetime to living out your evaluation and prov[ing] you to be correct."



