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January 20, 1997

President William J. Clinton

The White House Y Tewmges o
' i eihely B EhS;:’O

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC
Dear Mr. President:

You suggested at last month’s Holiday Dinner that I send you this proposal for
Celebration 2000 - A Bridge To The Future. This global millennium celebration on
January 1, 2000, has been conceived as a forum where the presence and commitment of
the world’s leaders can be focused to rally around your vision of a new era in global
communications and commerce.

[ believe that an international event of this magnitude, building upon expectations of this
significant date, would make manifest your Administration’s world leadership in bringing
the planet closer together through world telecommunications and commerce. Economic
cooperation is the best foundation for world peace.

[ would be pleased to assist whomever in your Administration is responsible for furthering
this concept.

Sincerely,
e
Herbert S. Miller

P.S. After we met, I ran into Bob Burkett who felt that Michael Ovitz would love to sink
his teeth into Celebration 2000.



Celebration 2000 - A Bridge To The Future

On January 1, 2000, in cities around the world, celebrations are planned to welcome in the
new year, new century, and new millennium. From small to grandiose, these preparations
reflect the western world’s fascination with the coming era, and its hopes for a peaceful
and prosperous future. Despite their good intentions, however, these celebrations lack a
single unifying element: the presence and commitment of the world’s leaders to begin a
new era in global communications and commerce. We propose that on January 1, 2000, a
series of events coordinated with these significant national and international celebrations
will occur, to demonstrate a new international vision by the world’s leaders for the new
millennium: Celebration 2000 - A Bridge To The Future.

Beginning from Japan, world leaders would travel in relay fashion with the sun during the
48 hours that constitute January 1, 2000. They would travel via supersonic transport to
major cities in China, Europe, Africa, South America, and North America. In each
location, a significant national event symbolic of international cooperation and trade will
be visited and celebrated to welcome in a new millennium of global connectedness.

At each site, the host nation would propose a celebration meaningful to its own vision of
trade and cooperation. These events would be linked by advanced telecommunication
facilities, bridging the distances between nations with instantaneous participatory voice
and vision transmitted via broadcast, cable, and Internet text, audio, and video.

As an example, Celebration 2000’s east coast U.S.A. component could include the
celebration of the decade of The New District Of Columbia. The Nation’s Capital is
poised to step onto the world stage as a pivotal location for international commerce and
communication. The Washington Center Alliance is actively planning to integrate
downtown planning elements such as the new World Convention and Telecommunications
Center which is scheduled to open on January 1, 2000.

Each of the selected events would be attended by several world leaders, who would move
on to the next event via supersonic transport, where they would be greeted and joined by
other world leaders who would then take over the ceremonial duties and travel to the next
destination. These legs could occur simultaneously or otherwise as necessary to maintain
the timing of the events. In this way, the spirit of cooperation would fly around the world
with the sun: a powerful and compelling gesture of unity drawing the attention of the
whole world to those projects and policies representing the new millennium, setting the
agenda for the next generation.
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. Stanley K. Sheinbaum

MEMO TO: President Bill Clinton
SUBJECT: Honest Brokering Between Palestinians and Israelis
DATE: 11 January, 1997

Of all things | am enclosing part of a section from , the
recent book by George Shultz—of all people. In the chapter on'thg Middle
East he has a section on “A Lesson From My Days With Nixon"—¥again, of all
people. Shultz, then Secretary of Labor, is describing to Shamir how, in the
battle over integration in the South, Nixon talked much of and indeed followed
the principle that the intermediary between such hostile antagonists as blacks
and whites had to be crystal clear and impartial. Shultz, then, of course,
analogizes that scene to the equally hostile antagonists, the Israelis and the
Palestinians. Once the intermediary—the same US government—shows sign
of a tilt or a bias toward one side or another the dynamic becomes impaired.

You must consider that the starting points are not on level ground. Both the
economic and military strength of the Israelis are far superior to that of the
Palestinians. Worse—and this may be even far more critical—is that there is
a natural tendency in the West to be biased against the Arabs of Islam. So
starting from that weak subjective position if the Palestinians conclude the
mediator to be biased—whether validly based or not—a major impediment is
created for that mediator to overcome. No one else can do it. And overcome
it he must, certainly not add to it.

| know from personal contact that Arafat and running through most of their
hierarchy, the Palestinians have as a result become much more difficult to
work with, There is always the fear because of their perceived bias that the
US mediator is trying to put something over on them.

Different rhetoric is used. In last week’s Los Angeles Times, Hanan Ashrawi
talks about the US mediator micro-managing, by actually proposing terms.
When Arafat is quoted as saying there is a bias in the American mediation
team Nicholas Burns says that was “extraordinarily unwise" to say, a
judgmental comment from a non-policy person. But for the Palestinians even
that is one more manifestation of the tilt against them.

Another confusing factor is the gray area of compromise. Any mediator
would always be chomping at the bit to recommend a compromise that could
get past a particular impasse. On a minor item that is acceptable. However,
as in the present case of the Israelis wanting to put off the date of
deployment well beyond what Oslo Il called for—Oslo being most critical to
the Palestinians’ long-run hopes for peace and statehood—the Palestinians
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don’t see any compromise offered by the mediator in that context as a run-of-
the-mill matter. It is critical to them.

I have gotten a bit wordy in all this but | am trying to emphasize the need for
being squeaky clean in the eyes of each of the antagonists. If the American
team does not succeed at this then the peace process will clearly come to
naught. it may at times seem by us as hand holding assuagement—
especially if the Palestinians' perception is ill-based. lll-based or not, it is a
reality which we must deal with—that is, if you want to reach a solution.

In the final analysis, it is my judgment in the face of that possibility that it is
you who has to make it clear to your team that the US has to be the honest
broker. Put differently, it is you and only you—and | fully recognize the
presumptuousness of such a comment—who has to determine whether the
peace process is in your own Presidential interest as well as that of the
nation. '

kdkddd kAT R Rtk bkt kT an ke dd kdbddhy

PS  There is an interesting irony in the Shultz/Nixon passage that | alluded
to, and in which Shultz emphasizes the need for complete impartiality on the
part of the American mediator. | learned a decade ago from an impeccable
source that when Shultz took over State after two years of nothingness from
his predecessor, Alexander Haig, he was lectured at his first cabinet meeting
by Mrs. Reagan that he, Shultz, had to understand that the Reagan
administration was a pro-Israel administration. | guessed accurately it turned
out that the reason for her tilt was a very close friendship here in LA with Mrs.
Armand Deutsch and Mrs. Alfred Bloomingdale, both strong zealots about
Israel. George loyally adhered to the diktak of that particular first lady until
his last year at State when he did attempt to do something about the Middle
East—unsuccessfully. His credibility on the Palestinian side was shot by
then, and they would not even meet with him. Nevertheless, 1 consider his
emphasis on the principle of the honest broker to be critical—despite his own
deviation.

PPS The foregoing is background for my hoped-for telephone conversation
with you.
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text aver for the president. Al 4:30, I asked Jim Baker to come to my office
so I could show Arafat’s statement (o him as well. “Arafat's statement
meels our conditions,” I told hin.

“I's just preat to have this done. Congratulalions,” Jim Baker

responded. :

Al 5:14, Colin Powell called back: the president agreed and authori
me to make a public statement that the PLO had met our condition for
a dialogue. At 6:30 that evening, [ went dowh (o the pressroom pffd an-
nounced: “The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) today/fssued a
statemenl in which it accepted U.N. Security Council Resolutigffs 242 and
338, recognized Israel’s right to exist in peace and security, agl renounced
terrorism. As a resull, the United States is prepared fopfa substantive
dialogue with PLO representatives.” .

I wanted 1o control this dialogue carefully, so I desigffated Robert Pel-
letreau, our ambassador to Tunisia and a top-notch grofessional, as the
only authorized channel. T stated flatly, “"The Uniteg’Stales does not rec-
ognize the declaration of an independent Palestinfn state.” And, I em-
phasized, *The United States’ commitment (o the curity of Iscael remains
uaflinching.” '

In a reference to the Arab “three noes” g
negotiation, no peace with Israel), Bill Sakiy® on December 15, 1988, in
the New York Times, called this the “lhra yesses': yes (o Israel, yes to
forswearing lerrorism, yes 1o 242. Safire Amplified perceplively:

#1967 (no recognition, no

In the end, onr unrelenting pressure |
1enounce all forms of terrorism,” reasf
group and state ferrorisn. . . . we wiint peace.” . . . For weeks the P.L.Q.
leader has been trying 10 entice t departing Reagan Administration into
talks with half-concessions and p#f 1y “yesses.”

Secretary of State George tz was nol having any of thut. Others, from
Murgaret Thatcher to a grougff dovish Jewist: citizens of 1he U.S., read (he
murky Aralal tea leaves agfl saw what they wanted (o see, but (he Reagan
Adminisiration, to its credfit and credibility, demanded straight answers.

I think the key in fgf€ing the PL.O. leader o act was the denial of his
visa fo (he UL.S. That yflis an action that brought almost universal denunciation
upon Secretary Siffiiz's head, it one that curried more weight than any
form of cajolingr persuasion.

J off. "“We totally and absolutely
‘asiv Araful, “including individual,

rmn, and the denial of o visa 10 Arafat had been tough
would continue to do so. The waters had swirled, roared,
around me. When they receded, the PLO had made a new

decisiopfwhile the United States had held fast to a constamt position.

Reactions varied widely, mosily following preconceived hopes. Some peo-
ple,were excited by the prospect that the PLO, long thought indispensable

]
1

Interlock: The Shultz Initiative 1045

to progress in the peace process, would, now be invotved. Ol were;
furious that an odious organization and its chieftain had bee .llimlzed.
The Israclis launched into their familiar tactic, when clhmF wenl
against their perceived interests, of “damage magnifi on,"'blow.mg out
of all proportion the negative side of this de_vel ent and ignoring !hc
posilive puossibilities. Some Arabs were ecstagie? Others responde:! wan-ty,
with the familiar tendency (o view any dga€lopment with a conspiratorial
bent. Our ambassador 1o Tunis re d thal “Arab diploma!s fear the
U.S. dialogue with the PL.LO is mpfivated by an American desire to take
pressure off Isruel” —to de intifada and thereby get lsra.el ot of
that jam. More generally, YsOugh, the reaclion 1o the PLO decision was
rather like the way thefock market anticipates news: when the news
actually breaks, lhe el doesn’l react; it has already absorbed the idea.

, they con never be taken back.

Representation: .
A Lesson from My Days with Nixon

1 had no high expeciations for the PLO before or af!er they mel-mfr
conditions. Their capacity for change and accomlnodallf)n was, by t.hmr
past performance, a question mark at best. cher!heless, in my discussions
with the Isruclis, | repeatedly emphasized the importance ul_ having as
oppoasite numbers in negotiations Palestinians who were not involved in

Aerrorism but who were legitimate, who truly represented their consti-
" tuencies. At some point, sooner or later, Israel would have 1o face up tp

that 1ruth. Over an informal and private dinner al his ol.ﬁcial residct:lcc, 1
discusscd my views with Prime Minister Shamir on Apnl_l.S: 1988, \:?u
need strong representstion on the other side of any bargaining table,” I
suid. To deliver on any deal, the deal makers must have the f.ull confidence
of lheir constituencies. To underscore my point, I told Shaniir a long s!ory
about my involvement in the desegregation of the sc:hools in the Arnen:can
South, an account meant o dramatize for him the lmpnrtanc_e of_crcdlble
and legitimate representation if the outcome of a negotiation is to get
supporl, He listened patiently as [ recounted my own personal story from
: - S, history.

: I::f ILl'::l‘:. nussl‘)?ﬂ, | lf)ld him, the schools in seven of our Southern slallts
were slill segregated by law. The Brown v. Topeka Board of Educalfon
decision by the Supreme Court in 1954 had declared such segregation
unconstitutional. Time passed. ‘Tension mounted. The whole subject was
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inldnu_ly qontroversial, with greal arguments over Ihe problems of busing
in arcas where the schools were segregaled.

In March 1970, President Nixon had declared the Brown v. Board of
Education decision 1o be "cight in both constitutional and human terms”
and expressed his intention to enforce the law. He decided to form a cabinet
committee to work on this process in a direct, managerial way. Vice Pres-
ident Spiro Agnew was made chairman, and [ was (he vice chairman. Our
problem was how o manage ihe fransition to descgregated schools in (he
seven alfected slales: Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Notth Carolina, and South Carolina.

Agnew wanted no part of this problem and basically declined to partic-
ipale In the commiltee’s deliberations. So 1 wound up as de facto chairman.
I hdd strong help from Presidential Counselor Pat Moynihan, Special Coun-
sel.Lén.Gaunent, and Ed Morgan, a savvy former advance man for the
pretident. 1 first formed biracial committees in each of the seven slales.
We determined, with the president’s agreement, that politics should have
nothing to do with the selection of the people for these commiltees. We
wanted people in eqnal numbers of black and white who were truly rep-
resentative of their constituencies, And s0, with greal care, we picked
steong, respecled leaders from each of these states.

This was a key point. I told Shamir, “We didn’t pick people who agreed
with us or with each olher. We picked people who were respected by those
they would represent.”

The first group invited to Washington came from Mississippi in the lafe
spring of 1970. I took them into the Roosevelt Room of the White House,
righ{.opposite the president’s Oval Office, and staried in, The discusston
wasjcivil; but the deep divisions were evident. The blacks argued that
de{e“'g.iegalion of the schools would be good for education and that it was

absolulely essential. The whites wers resistant, Both sides were tough but
lrl.lly;fepgemnlalive. Ilet them argue and get it out of their systems. There
camé’ a’point in the meeting, after about two hours—and this happened

withi¥égularity as groups from the other states came in—when 1 felt that

it was lime to shift gears. By prearrangement, I had John Mitchell standing

by.YHe: was known throughout the South as the tough guy, and on the

‘whole was regarded by the whites as “their man.” I asked Mitchell, us

attorney general, what he planned o do insofar as the schools were con-
cerned.. "'l am atlorney general, and 1 will enforce (he law,” he growled
in his gruff, pipe-smoking way. He offered no value judgments and did not
take part in the debate about whether this was good, bad, or indifferent.
“I.will enforce the law.” Then he left. No nonsense. Both the blacks and
the whites were impressed.

.- Thiy message from the attorney general, I explained to Shamir, allowed

me.tq move our discussion forward from “whether" to “how,” 10 mana-
]

R T L

managed fn a reasonable way, whether they-liked it or not, ! told them.,

. 4 ! 1y i
I saw that I was making headway, so 1 left them alone for a bit, much
1o the consternation of an observer from the Juslice Department, ] I:elrh.kc'l‘
long ago that when parties get that close tg agreement, it is bes{ to’ler |
them complete their agreement by themselves,” I told the perploxed'l‘)
server. “That way, the agreement belongs to them—it's theirs—and li'ley-
will try hard to make it work. " As lunch ended, these two tough reSp.ecl't‘:d‘
leaders shook hands on their own deal. We were in business in ;vhal many:
reg&ml:d ?ls lh;. most problematic state, 'f')i".L :
radally, after we returned to the White House, the who me”
around, and individuals started (o make suggestions about l:::r:zlﬂ:;ﬁpl'siﬁ .
- this or that potential problem. A small kitty out of HEW flexible rﬁ‘ﬁ"&iiﬂ’“

aud inlo the Oval Office, where he met each of them and sat the
_ , lhem down,
President Nixon spoke (o (hem with a great sense of conviction and with

considerable emotion. Looking aroupd the room, he said, in essence,

4. Warten lood, the president of (he Mississippl Manuf '
Gilbert Mason, president of the Biloxi chapter oliltlll:: Nc:AC.gu rett” Assocletion, snd b,

g g ¢ et i T s
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“‘Here we are in the Oval Office of the White House. Think of the decisions
that have been made here and that have affecied the health and the security
of our country. But remember, too, that we live in a great democracy where
authority and responsibility are shared. Just as decisions are made here in
this office, decisions are made throughout (he states and communities of
our country. You are leaders in those communities, and this is a time when
we all have 1o step up to our responsibilities. [ will make my decisions, and
I count on you (0 make yours. We musi make this work.”

By the time he got through and people were ready to leave, they were
rharged up to get their backs into making the schuol openings and sub-
sequent operations of the schools go forward as smoothly and constructively
as possible.

The group went home 1o Mississippi, and they were able 10 provide real
leadership. They were strong people, and they were accepled as legitimale
and valid representatives within (heir communities of the true feelings thal
peaple had. We went through the same process with representatives of five
other states before the school year was o start. The last state 1o gO was
Louisiana. I suggested to the president that we hold this meeting in New
Orleans. We would go to the South, where the action would fake place. 1
would do my part in the morning. He could fly down from Washington
and do his parl with the Louisianans at the end of the morning meeting.
Then, in the afternoon, we would invite the cochairmen from each of the
seven slales 10 join the president and me for an overall discussion of the
school openings.

I remembered well a meeting in the Oval Office to discuss this possible scl
of events, 1 recounted 10 Shamir. Vice President Agnew strongly warned
the president not 1o go. lle said, there you will be in that room, Mr,
President, half the people there will be black, half will be white. The schools
will be opening, beginning the following week. There will be blood running
tbeoughout the streets of the South, and if you go, this will be blood on
your hands. This is not your issue. This is the issue of the liberals who
have pushed for desegregation. Let them have it. Siay away.

President Nixou looked at me, the nonpolitician in the crowd. | thought
he had already decided to go and didn’t nced arguments from me. But |
told him what 1 thought: *“Well, Mr. President, T can’t predict what will
happen. The vice president may very well be right about viclence in the
streels, but this is your country. You are the president of all the people,
and it seems (o me that we have seen some very reasonable and sirong
people come vp here. You've met with them and have had a big impact
on them. We should do everylhing we can to see that the schools open
and operate peacefully and well.”

The:president decided 1o go ahead with our plan. Down we all wenl to
New Grleans, except for Vice President Agnew, who siayed home.

__Interlock: The Shultz Initiative 1049 .

I left the night before the president and starled in the morning with the
biracial l.ouisiana grovp. The going was tough, much more so than with
any other state. As | struggled, T thought, maybe my problem was the
closeness of the school opening, maybe the more resiricted amount of
tlime, maybe we jusl missed the ambience of the White House. President
Nixon was due (q arrive about noon 1o pyt on his final touch. As noon
arrived, | had not achieved the degree of agreement that J usually had by
the time the president met with the group. We took a recess. | went out
to meel with the president. “Mr. President,” I told him, “Fm sorry (o tell
you that 1 haven't got this group to the point you wsually find when you
meet with (hem. They're still arguing, I'm afraid this time you're going lo
have to do the job yourself."

Nixon came in. He listened. He talked. He raised the sights of everyone.
He slepped up to the problem, did a wonderful job, and brought them &ll
on board.

Thal afternoon we had our meeting wilh the cochairmen from the seven
states. The mceling was highly publicized throughout the South. President
Nixon 1alked eloquently about the imporlance of what was going to happen
and the slake that ever yone had in seeing it go smoothly. There were strong
pledges of conperation from whites and blacks alike. A sense of deter-
mination in a joint, compelling enterprise filled the room.

Riding home on Air Force One, we gathered around to discuss the day’s
activities—Pat Moynihan, Len Garment, Bryce Harlow, the president, and
I. We felt very good about the day’s activities. Bryce Harlow, who was
from Oklahoma and the only real Southerner in the crowd, said that he
thought things would go pretty well in the South. But, he said, wait until
this process of desegregation comes (o the North. The lawyers from Boston

- have been coming South preaching all these years, But wait until they have

to face desegregation in their own communities.

‘The president said, “How do you figure that, Bryce?"

He said, " Well, Mr. President, people in the South have been living with
the Negro for all these years, side by side. In the South, we love the Negro
as a human being, but we hate the Negro as a race. In the North, it's just
the opposite. There is no experience of living together as human be-
ings, so Northerners love the Negro as a race, but they hate the Negro
as an individual. Therefore, and since this all comes down in the end fo
individual human relationships, it will go better in 1he South than in the
North.”

As the schools opened, we worried about how this would be covered on
television. Len Garment went around to the leading nelworks and told
them (hat they should report the facts as they were. He said to them,
“Suppose a hundred schools open, and there is violence at one of them,
What is the story? ] think the story is that the schools opened 99 percent
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1050 ON THE MOVE AGAIN

peacefully.” ‘The schools opened, and all went well. ‘The openings were
peaceful, much to the amazement of almost everyone. The leaders in their
communities had done a fine job. They stood up to their responsibilities.

Aller having fold this long, involved story, 1 looked at Shamir. "“Ihere are
two big lessons in (his story as I see it,'"" | (old him. “The fist is 1hal i
you are to give legitimacy to an efforl, involve people who truly represent
their own coastituencies, nol people who think Ihe way yon do and are
easy for you to (alk to. The other big lesson has 1o do wilh the hsnan
relationships involved. Jews and Palestinians have been living site by side .
theoughoul the region for centuries. | have traveled aronmd in the Middle
East a fair amount, and | have heard many expressions of admiration,
respect, and affection for human beings across ethnic lines. Just as in our
South, there are personal relationships of long standing. Alhough deep
and ablding halveds exist—and the intifada and [sracl's harsh reaction are
intensilying (hase hatreds—there is also personal 1apport and respect to
be nurtured.

I hoped also that Shamir would gain inspiration.frons the example of
President Nixon, who had couvrageously stepped up (o 1his historic and
difficult problem and had given the leadership needed al a criticol moment.
“The moment must come,” | said, “when sirong Arabs aud Israelis step
up to their possibilities as well as their problems, when 'whelher’ turns to
‘how,” and when the job of creating better and more stable conditions of
life begins.”

That was my exil from the peace process: | lelt with ideas on the table
thet 1 hoped could be trken up anew by new players. 1 remembered my
frst visit to Jerusalem in 1969 and (he words of Mayor Teddy Kollek,
“Jerusalem is like a beautiful mosaic. ‘The colots don’t run into each other,
but il you pat them together in the right way, they cno make s beautiful

‘plcture.” I also semembered Shamir's statement 1o me that “somehow we

will find a way lo live together peacefully.”

Somehow, but how?

Tough decisions on all sides were needed, made with a foresight thal
elsded the Middle Eastern scene. Otherwise, the drift would continue
toward spiraling violence and positions that become more and more irrec-
oncilable. The Uniled States had, and has, a vnigue ability (o bring together
all the parties and to help them overcomne hatreds and lorge solutions to

" thelr deep-seated problems. Dut those who reside In the Middle East, and

those who lead them or aspire to, must in the end bear the burden of
responsibility for conditions where they live.

CHAPTER 48

The Struggle
to Oust Nogega

On Snturday, May 21, 1988, aff10:35 .M., all the key peaple in the national
sccutity agencies of (he exefutive branch gathered in the White House.!
‘The subject: how to get milffary dictator General Manuel Antonio Norlega
owt of Panama and whetlyr, in negoliating with him, we were wise to use
the possibility of quashing an indictment—which had been brought against
him in February on dryf charges—as a lever to get him ouf of power and
out of Panama. Presigent Reagan had decided almost two weeks eatlier
in a meeling with Ayforney General Bd Meese fo do so.

On May [0, in a fheeling in the Oval Office aitended by Vice President
Bush, the details #f a poteniial deal with Noriega had been spelled out, 1
could see then (hAI the vice president was vaeasy. He wanted the deopping
of the indiclmeflt 1o be described as “in the natwee of a plea bargain® pnd
connseled thafwe must orchestrate Latia suppor! for the deal and be sure
thit HTouse Jeaker Jim Wright was on bonrd. Mike Kozak, a lawyer In
State’s Latif America burcau who had played a role in achicving the Pan-
ama Canyf Treaty in ihe 1970s, was onr negolintor. ‘foward the end of the
meeling/1 said, “So we can take this as a deciston for Kozak to go ahead?”
All agpted: President Rengan, Vice President Bush, everybody.

here we were, eleven days laler, with (he deal almost in hand, arguing
the fundamentals all over again. Nothing ever gets setiled in tlsls town, |
(honght once again. Al one point the president turned (o me, “Gearge,
you and I seem 1o be pretty lonely here.” Vice President Dush, Treasury
Secretory Jim Baker, Chief of Staff [loward Baker, and his deputy, Ken

1. In addition W President Roneld Rengan, Vice President Oeotge Bush, and mysell,
Also present weae Sceretary of the Tieasury Jim Raker, Atiorney Ueneral Ed Meese, Secrefar
of Defense Frank Carlucci, Chicl of Stall [owasd Baker, NSC adviser Colin Powell, Cl
dlrecton Willlang Webster, Deputy Chief of Sinff Kaa Daberstein, leputy 1o (he NSC ailviser
lohn Nc;u;p(uue. Under Secretnry Mike Armacost, Assistant Secretary Elllott Abeams, end
Mike Kozak,
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National Winning Entry
For the PBS Democracy Project's Presidential Inaugural
Speech Contest

Written by Alexandra Leichtman
High School Senior

Washburn Rural High School
Topeka, Kansas

For information about the contest, please contact Kevin Dando, PBS Manager of
Education Communications, (703) 739-5073
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Please coordinate
the reply

Public Broadecasting Setvice
1320 Braddock Piece Alexendria, VA 22314-1698 (703)739-8000
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Today we are faced with the greatest threass to liberty in the American experience. I

Jhosg

- ot spiak of comeiuniern, ockenr szs, fovety oF drigs; Bt GEspithy ind indliiae ke
eumiumour‘society. It is thus our mission as a people, as a nation and as a global community

- —— 1t =

mwmmwwmmﬁﬁmeﬁhwm&wﬁmﬂl
more perfect world, |

We have emerged from the dark night of the Cold War when the priority of nations was
the assembly of ever larger machinas of destruction. However, the globe we have inherited is still
far from peacefil. Though gone are the days when two monoiiths faced off and the world drew a
line between East and West, in their place have come the days when the world must msintain an
everiasting vigil against the insidious threat of oppression and prejudice everywhere, The United
States and the Soviet Union have their missiles trained on each other no longer, but we must
mwmmﬁnhmmmmuumgm&ehmommm
worldwide. Wammaaqﬁmmmmnﬁoumwmmmm
to annihilate. Howm,thesdmthnhuaﬂowduuﬁsmmd&lghm&ngpowhu
aiso given us the ability to communicate on a giobal scale. No longer can oppressive governments
hold their people in the bondage of ignorance and isolstion, for the same technology that has
given us smart bombs has given us the Internet and a future in which we ca truly be one
civilization united in liberty and working for the good of all peoples.

mmmmummmmdhmummw
m«mmuwmw«mw«:m«mm.'m
mmmwwﬂdhmmmdmmamrdwmabwmmww
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mlm,mmmaﬂowdﬁchmwyofmdamu&mwywmpmwmuwﬂ

FormolmgmmhawbeubWonﬁhnhﬂcmmthwmm

'Raciem and ethnicism did oot ead in the 1960°s. Tod:yww:tphnurmhnymﬁhwﬂaw

sgainst each other in the streets and wonder where it all went wrong. We blame drugs and
MMMWﬁgm“hnwmdxhﬁm‘w
Inmdreds of years of inequity and prejudice, that the energy of 2 solitary generation is not enough
10 change the world forever. Lulled by our achievements sud daumted by the task of transforming :
mhmmm:woﬁnmmwcwmﬁﬂuﬂnmmmmmutﬁn
and equal society, should have banded together in a single force against the animosity and |
mmmﬂndmbﬁign. But the very diversity that complicates our society also equips us to
aid in the resohution of conflicts worldwide. We sre in 2 unique position of understanding and
should lead by exampie and bouor the differences among us. |

My fellow Americans, though we are still faced with egormous challenges, we have been
blessed with the freest society of the moder world. Yet, the danger of success is that it makes us
complacent and often ignorant of injustice. We must 2ot rest on our laurels assuming our culture
to be static and flawless. Thomas Jefferson and Patrick Henry gave us a first taste of liberty, but
the fight did not end with their struggies. We owe our current freedoms to Susan B, Anthony,
Dr. Marin Luther King Jr., and others who worked to eliminangl bias and discrimination. Let us
contimue in their spirit of inchusion and tolerance and honor their memory by carefully guarding
the freedoms they fought so bard to establish. Abowlll,mmmlpectevcyom’ari'l’mothl
freedom we hold so dear. Though we may believe that how others use their freedom is un-
Amuién,mnﬂpmlmtthekﬂbmyumdowm However, let not our liberty cleave us
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into embatted factions, hulaﬁbutyMusimoomcommyof&eethhﬁnamdmm

. el SR 1P WS sedm ei ¢ o e ki o S WS ~ i —— 2

pwpln Mummmemmtomewﬂdemm

ummmmmmmumwunammmmww
equality. &rmdﬁmnﬂ&ummﬂvmmmww«dpm,m ‘
from the equaliy of opportasity that has drawn imumigrants to our shores for  dozen generations.
However, today it is hard to upbald a position of world leadership when we have children who go
to bed hungry, elderly who freeze in their homes, and aduits who cannot read. The programs of
the Great Society have not succeeded in eliminating poverty and illiteracy, but neither bave they
fhiled us entirety. Wcmutnoubmdonhopoofmwenuuﬁon. We must reform and
refine those programs that protect the most vulnerable of cur society, for the poorest citizen s 50 -
less American than the richest entrepreneur. Howmmmulwoddluduuoﬁndeﬁnd
byhcwmmﬁcwukmmusmdwshouidworktmhwth-woddthnmmmt
only powerfidl, but compassionate and iumane as well

To those who would forge shead, I would add a csution, Remember that lasting change is
gradual, Remember that unlike policies and institutions and governments, minds cannot be |
changed by legislation. Remember that meaningfhl progress begins with the heart and mind that is
within. And remember not to give up hope. [ cannot and will not promise that this administration
will see the end of terrorism, racism, poverty and inequality. qul.yuythnomcomim
wmmmwwmwmdhmmmmdmamqmdowlyﬂuﬁnmm
be taken. .

Some say that we have inherited a world of despair and nihilism. 1 say we have before us
a world of promise and potential For though we may be of different cultures, refigions and

311 e
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millennium and welcome the new and I challenge you as [ challenge myself to begin the 21*

Century cver wary of th spectes that hauat ourciviization and everconfiden that in the 21°

Cenury jusice, Feedom td prospeciy will eign both e howoe nd sbroad. Never forget that
mmd.mmnmwﬂdhtﬂvhl“ﬂlw?w“mwmm
tohlmnddm Md&emmmeuMbmum
10 be climbed and challenges to be mastered. Ymmﬁmamuﬂamuﬂ&ﬂoﬁm
mpow-ﬂmm.muyotmm To lt them remain unsed is the |
m@mwmwmdm Thcthmhumfcrumjomhmdld
seek a more perfect world,
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PBS
Ms. Kelly Green

Presidential Inaugural Committee
Washington, D.C.

Ms. Green:

This is the background biographical information Alexandra Leichtman, the national
winner of the PBS Democracy Project’s Presidential Inaugural Speech Contest, has sent us.

Alexandra is a senior at Washburn Rural High School in Topeka, Kansas.

Euture Educational Plans
I am in the process of considering colleges and vice versa. I plan to study History and
International Relations as well as French and Psychology.

I am a member of EarthBound, my school’s environmental club, and I served as vice-
president my sophomore year and president my junior year. One of our main
achievements was to establish a school recycling program. I have also served om various
local political campaigns doing such glamorous work as stuffing envelopes and making
s1gms.

I am a National Merit Semi-Finalist. I am also a member of National Honor Society. And
I .am a member of the state champion Knowledge Master Open Team.

I was not eligible to vote this election.

Hobbies

I'am a member of my school’s varsity girl's soccer team and a co-captain of my club soccer
team. I also am employed at the Olive Garden as a hostess and a cashier. I am a Kansas
Jayhawks Basketball fan.

Eamily

My parents are both employed as child psychologists at the Menninger Clinic. My mother
is a first-generation immigrant from the Philippines. My brother is a student at the
College of the University of Chicago majoring in Biology.

Please call me at (703) 739-5073 if you need any additional information. Thank you.

Kevin Dando
Manager of Education Communications

Public Broadcasting Service
1320 Braddock Flace Alexandna. VA 22314-1698 (703)739-5000



THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN

(~24-a7)
THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
January 21, 1997 n

MEMORANDUM FOR TmENT
FROM: DONALD A. BAER p‘ﬁg

SUBJECT: JONATHAN ALTER EDUCATION ARTICLE

I wanted you to see this as soon as possible before your Wednesday education event in Chicago.
This is the best single statement I have read of both: 1) why education should be the defining issue

for your Presidency, and 2) how you can and must achieve great goals on education mobilizing all
sectors of the country.

Jonathan and I have discussed this issue and approach numerous times. I recommend the core of

these thoughts should be in your Chicago speech (with higher standards as the focus) and, more
important, should be the heart of your State of the Union.



| g o

THE AGENDA

ISTORY HAS AN IRONIC
sense of humor. It turns
out that President Clin-
ton’s fondest hope for
the millennium is to
fulfill one of George
H Bush’s casual promises
; from back in 1988. Campaigning against
Michael Dukakis, Bush pledged to be “the
Education President.” He wasn’t. Nor was
Clinfon in his first term. But now, barring

anunexpectedcnsm, inton will bet his
American wor
'X' orcefor

course, this must be accomplished in
what the Washington wonks are calling
“the context of a balanced budget.” And
what exactly does that mean? The rap on
Clinton is that by becoming essentially a

| &~
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Clinton believes history will judge him by how well he scores on educatlon
A primer on what’s coming in the second term. BY JONATHAN ALTER 3

) A
f" s

moderate Republican on fiscal issues, b l
be remembered mostly as a president wi
played a good game of defense a.glinst
tremist ideas, with some nice on-courf
cheerleadmgtomakeeveryone&el bettery
There was even a mantra for it in the cam+
paign: “balancing the budget while protect3
ing our values,” the values being "M-?-. !
(code for Med.lcam, Mbd.lmd. education’
and the environment).
This defensive maneuver workecl bril3
liantly last year, but it hamstrings Clintor
ashebegmsh;sseoond term. Commitm en| ]
tdaba]s.ncedbudgelmeansliulemoney
for the big, bold initiatives that could}
catapult him to greatness—or at least$
greatness in the eyes of the liberals who]
write most American history. At thej
same time, by promising so feverishly to!
protect the elderly, the president will}
have a hard time making the long-
term cuts in entitlement programs 3
necessary to make balancing the.
budget anything more than a tempo- 3
rary achievement. g
CllntonsnewMedwareproposaLform- %
stance, amounts to little more than an ac-¥
counting gimmick that buys him nothing in
the long run. Unless he pulls a Nixon-to-3
China on entitlement re-'_
form, he will win few:§
points for fiscal respon-3
sibility. The epitaph HEA
CUT THE DEFICIT IN THE MID- §
DLE OF HIS TENURE, ONLY TO}
HAVE IT BALLOON LATER will not be ¥
carved on a monument any time soon. -3
This is what the British call a sticky.
wicket, and it has yielded a domestic agen-§
da widely derided as too modest, even for aj
centrist. The usual Washington wise guys
anticipate a kind of energetic do-nothing-3
ism from Clinton. His short-term gonls
are viewed as either futile, like campaign-3
finance reform and trying to roll back the}
food-stamp and welfare cuts for legal immi-§
grants, or as cakewalks, like uncontrovery
smlreglonaltradepactsandmurem
for community policing,
But don’t write off Clinton'’s priorities as
puny without a close look at education,
e 1.
T

ICCUSTRATION BY JOHN H
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major concern of his since his earliest days

in peclitics. The ident’ t hope for

eaving a lasfing imprint is that ingly

prosaic ideas like college and
—student

just t tmnsform the

the GI Bill did in the 1950s. In 1996 the

| not fully happening yet.

ment, the private sector and nonprofits.
ces and a Iot o)
talk about rebuilding “civil society,” this is
“Replication” of
successful programs is all too rare. For in-

stance, O%on has an innovative health-
care plan that hascut tred

president began envisioning a nation
where the first two years of college are as
cOmmon as ven ;

toﬁﬁmke ucation” the
way earlier presidents invo) na

detense” —as Mom-and-apple-pie crust for
expensive mes that would never
wed oth

mmdpa&amln
today's knowledge economy, the 1dea_T

Oregonians to 11 percent —much lower than
the national average. But the plan has not

beenemulaled Government es In ' a
systemic suppression of good 1deas,” says
Harvard professor Alan er, is

heipiog judge te FordhFoundatons Toney
helping judge the F oun s
vations in American Government awards.

Even if Clinton does educate and mar-
shal, he will still swim upstream in the old-
fashioned, everyday world.of Washington

policymaking. Here's some of the rest of
t.hisyear’s agenda.

The Plan From Hope: The president’s
“Hope Scholarships” are named not after
his hometown but after a similar program

The Little Engine That Could: Clinton
keeps the children’s book of that title in the
Oval Office, and it will take a similar Her-
‘culean effort to get enough reading tutors
into the schools. America’s Reading Corps
is lightly funded—only $200 million over
five years to train 30,000 reading special-
ists, who in turn are supposed to train a
million volunteers. The aim is to make
sure every child reads by third grade, a no-
ble goal that, if achieved, would yield huge
personal and economic benefits for the
country. But until Clinton and
add another zero to the funding, it’s little
more than a charade.

KiddieCare: One of Clinton’s biggest cam-
paign promises was to provide health cov-
erage for the 10 million children who are
uninsured. But when states and private em-
ployers now generously insuring some low-
er-middleclass families figure out that
Washington will do it, they’ll dump those
kids into the federal pool, sending costs

s al in_the confusing into the stratosphere. No one
thathewwldhel : has figured out how to solve

;hmm e mﬁ_ The Beltway wise guys are e ror el

ut the i . ; reform to work, it must

e et expecting an energetic do- S cheain

could be capsized by scandal o 5 . Former recipients must learn

arressamorataly Bt 10thing-ism from Clinton. — iow io bold dowa jobe. 1he

o e omieme . But don’t write him off yet: b . s iy e

face a choice between losing
their pet projects and siding
with the president), the two
domestic issues most

m_ma:fd& i

state

and local duties.

—which means the president

will have to fashion a whole new way of

governing, in wtnch WMT
g ass man laws but

his communications dn‘ector. Donald
Baer, calls a domestic “Marshal Plan”—
that’s “marshal” with one “1.” The original
Marshall Plan, announced in 1947 by Sec-
retmyofStateGeorgeMmhaﬂ,wasa
huge investment in postwar Europe. No
one is expecting that now domest:.mlly In-
stead, this organizational effo

ifis called, would move Egmnd e %
words toward concrete-action p

marshaling existing resources of govern- -

his education ideas could
ik ~still transform the country
the way the GI Bill did.

in Georgia. They would provide a $1,500

tax credit (direct money) and a $10,000 tax

deduction for college costs. The plan, which
is aimed at middle-class families more than
poor ones, would make the first year of col-
lege essentially free. Students earning at
least a B average would be eligible for a
secorid year of the credit. This is a big-
budget item—$42 billion over six years—
and it could generate both grade inflation
and tuition inflation. But it's the biggest
plank on Clinton’s bridge.

Bricks and Mortar: Computers in the
schools? Try classrooms that don’t leak. A
new report says that more than a third of
American children attend schools that
need to be rebuilt or undergo major re-
pairs. The backlog now totals a staggering
$112 billion. Clinton is proposing $5 billion
over five years, with a bonding formula to
leverage an additional $20 billion locally.
It’s a start—and a way to get federal mon-
ey into the schools without threatening lo-
cal control over curriculum.

welfare recipient's check to
an employer as a wage sup-
plement. The government -
picks up-at least half of the
new worker’s salary, plus
-benefits, and the employer
picks up the other portion, of-
ten minuscule. By the time
benefits expire, the company
should have a fully trained employee.

In theory, anyway. Incentives to hire wel-
fare recipients haven’t worked in the past.
Clinton may be forced to revisit the old idea
of low-wage public-sector jobs, though he
would have to persuade labor to drop its
hidebound opposition. The president is se-
riously interested in making welfare reform
a reality, but not yet seriously enough com-
mitted to what’s necessary to accomplish it.

Having been burned so badly on health-
care reform in 1993-94, Clinton has be-
come a quintessential consensus politician,
,m.‘ with cofmnil-

aretrmtfromlhe lofty --:

gural Address. Under fire, the president is
still tryi mmh_

With PAT WiNGeRT, RicH THoMAS and KAREN
BRESLAU in Washington and bureau reports
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20500
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

THE SECRETARY

January 23, 1997

The President
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I am writing to recommend William Clyburn, Jr., for your
consideration for appointment to the Surface Transportation
Board.

Mr. Clyburn is experienced in the issues this Board handles. He
served as Staff Counsel of the Senate Surface Transportation
Subcommittee of the Commerce Committee when the Democrats were in
the majority in the Senate, and he now handles transportation and
education issues for Senator Robb as his Commerce Counsel and
Legislative Assistant. Mr. Clyburn has an engineering degree
from Georgia Tech and is an attorney, having graduated from the
University of South Carolina School of Law.

I have worked extensively with Mr. Clyburn's family during my
time in public service in South Carolina. I appointed

Mr. Clyburn's father, Bill, to the South Carolina Workers'
Compensation Commission. Both Bill and his wife Beverly have
been public school teachers; Bill was a teacher, coach, and
principal, and Beverly is a guidance counselor. Bill now is a
member of the South Carolina House of Representatives. William's
cousin, Jim Clyburn, served as director of the South Carolina
Human Affairs Commission before, during, and after my time as
Governor. Jim was a leader in improving race relations in the
State, and now serves as South Carolina's first African-American
member of Congress since Reconstruction. The Clyburn family
remain close friends of mine.

William Clyburn has the qualifications to be a valuable member of
the Surface Transportation Board. He also has the qualities to
be an excellent public official.
Yours sincerely,
'

Richard W. Riley

600 INDEPENDENCE AVE.. S'W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20202-0100

Our mission is to ensure equal access to education and to promote educational excellence throughout the Nation.
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SHAI FELDMAN Fax : 617-674-1448 Jan 20 '97 20:58 PO2

HARVARD UNIVERSITY
CENTER FOR SCIENCE AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

Jobn F Kennody Schaal of Government
79 Jobs F Kemnedy Strees
Cambridgt, Macaberan (2138
Fax (017) 495-8903

Mr. Jack Quinn January 21, 1997.
White House Counsellor

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue

Waghington DC 20800

Dear Mr. Quinn,

Dr. Abdullah Toukan, Science Advisor to King Hussein of Jordan, and
I -- an Israeli, currently at Harvard University‘’s John F. Kennedy
Sc¢hool of Government -- have cooperated in writing a short book:

idai : ! f 5
The book focuses on ways of enhancing and stabilizing Arab-Israeli
peace -- a task in which the United States under the guidance of
President Clinton has invested considerable time and energy. Many
of the issues discussed in the book have been the focus of the
Middle East multilateral Arms Control and Regional Security (ACRS)
talks, co-sponsored by the United sStates and Russia. This is the
firet time that an Arab official and an Israeli scholar have
cooperated in charting a common vision for regional security in the
Middle East. The book, written under the auspices of the Carnegie
commission on Preventing Deadly Conflict, is due to be published by
Rowman, Littlefield by the end of March. Given the unique nature
of this book, we are hopeful that it would attract much attention.

In designing a front cover for the book, we would like to make use
of a photograph that captures the regional -- or multilateral --
character of the Middle East peace processe as well as the central
role that President Clinton hag played in this process over the
past four years. We therefore seek your permission to use for this
purpose a White House photograph that shows President Clinton, King
Hussein, Prime Minister Rabin, President Mubarak and Chairman
Arafat in one of the recent White House ceremonies.

We would be very grateful if you could grant us such permission at
your earliest convenience.

With many thanks and very best wishes,

<7 e :%(

Shai Feldman
Senior Research Associate
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
January 23, 1997 97 IGN 230w 7:90
MEMORANDUM FOR%@.ESIDENT
C
FROM . MIKE McCURRY W7

SUBJECT : SUPER BOWL PHONE CALL

It is my recommendation that you do not call the Super Bowl Champions on Sunday night due to
the usual post-game chaos in the locker room. Instead, I feel you should call the coach privately
Monday morning and extend to him and the team your congratulations and an invitation to the
White House.

‘% (’[}\(,e_ ol ge..;w»o U SMS dLIﬂMZLB
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January 23, 1997
MEMORANDUM TO THE P IDF%%
FROM: STEPHANIE STREETT & ANNE HAWLEY ,M!/

SUBJECT: SCHEDULING DECISION

oe: JOHN PODESTA

ACCEPT:
Date of Event:
1/24/97
1/24/97

1/24/97 - 2/5/97
1/28/97

2/7/97

2/11/97

2/21/97

S et

Aot
b

Meeting With Ambassador Pamela Harriman
Meeting With Ambassador Clay Constantinou

Meeting With Doug Coe and Tony Hall to Discuss the
National Prayer Breakfast

Meeting to Discuss the Next Steps of the Middle East
Peace Process

Meeting With Russian Prime Minister Chernomyrdin and
the Vice President

White House Screening and Reception For the New
Ken Burns Movie, “Thomas Jefferson”

White House Event For the Chicago Bulls



PENDING:

12@1@ of EVQDL;

1/24/97

2/1/97 - 2/28/97

2/1/97 - 2/28/97

2/3/97

2/11/97

2/28/97

Feb. tbd

Feb. tbd

REGRET:
Date of Event:

1/20/97 - 2/15/97
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Meeting With Representative Charlie Rangel

Representative Rangel would like to discuss the role
that the Ways & Means Committee will play in crafting
Medicare protections, tax revisions, international trade .
and welfare to work legislation.

Meeting With the Black Leadership Forum (BLF)

This meeting would provide you an opportunity to
meet with the leaders of some of the most influential
African American national organizations and maintain
their continued support.

PTION: Drop by First Lady’s Tea in Honor of Sheikh
Hasina, Prime Minister of Bangladesh

Mardi Gras Dinner Hosted by Leo O’Donovan at
Georgetown University

S—R‘Q’ — Dinner Party Hosted by Molly Raiser

You will probably be in New York City for Chelsea’s
birthday weekend.

Meeting With the Bipartisan Leadership to Discuss
Foreign Policy

White House Event With Mrs. Clinton to Launch the
Ad Council’s PSA on Children’s Programs

Dtiation T Bt

Press Conference to Announce Memorandum of
Understanding Between Ford, Chrysler, GM and the Small
Business Administration.
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By LESLIE WAYNE

WASHINGTON, Jan. 22 — It may be a politi-
cal truism here that money buys influence and
votes on Capitol Hill. But a research group

sought to prove the point today in a study of

votes and campaign contributions in the last
Congress. In analyzing 14 heavily lobbied is-
sues, the group found that corporations that
poured money into Congress typically got the
votes they wanted.

“It might be an obvious fact that there’s a
connection between money and votes,’” said
Nancy Watzman, a project director at the Cen-
ter for Responsive Politics, the nonprofit re-
search group that issued the study. ‘“‘But until
we began to analyze votes, we began to see how
this relationship works out. This money is going
for very practical business reasons, not be-
cause of lofty grand ideals. You need money to
play and be heard.”

For instance, the sugar industry poured mon-
ey into the campaigns of 61 senators and 217
House members who voted to maintain a sugar-
price subsidy that consumer groups say adds
an extra 50 cents to a five-pound bag of sugar.

The study found that the 61 senators who
voted with the industry received an average of
$13,473 in sugar industry political action com-
mittee donations from 1991 to 1996, while the 35

senators who voted against the industry re-

ceived an average of $1,461.

And, the study.found that the 217 House
members who voted with the sugar industry
from 1991 to 1996 received an average contribu-

g

Campaign contributions
prove a matter of business,
not lofty ideals.

" tion of $5,994; the 208 who voted against the

industry got an average of $853 in contributions
over the same period.
“The sugar lobby proved mvmcnble, surviv-

ing numerous attempts to eliminate the Fed-

eral subsidy program,” the report said. ‘“‘Sugar
clout was also strong enough to defeat propos-

als to charge the industry to clean up the -

Everglades.”

The same held true for a group as diverse as
peanut growers, Glaxo Wellcome pharmaceuti-
cals, the Northrop Grumman Corporation and
other military contractors, oil and gas compa-
nies, cattlemen, miners, doctors, the timber
industry, the tobacco industry and assault
weapons manufacturers.

The timber industry was able to persuade the

'104th Congress to allow logging of dead and

dying trees on public lands through the year,
over the objections of environmental groups,
and succeeded in getting several measures
passed that made it more difficult for environ-
mental groups to attack the industry.

The 54 Senators who supported the timber
industry received an average of $19,503 in con-
tributions; the 42 who opposed them received

an average of $2,675 from timber companies. jjn
the House, the 211 members who supported the
industry on a major vote received average
contributions of $2,415; the 209 members :i
voted against got an average of $542.

The military industry also wrote big chedts
to members of Congress. For instance, the 213
members of Congress who voted to spend fn
additional $493 million on Northrop Grum-
man’s B-2 stealth bombers received an average
of $2,100 from the contractor; the 210 who votpd
against, got an average of $100 each.

‘“What we are saying is that people shoqld
look at these numbers,” Ms. Watzman said.

Glaxo Wellcome, a British pharmaceutiqal
company, fought off efforts in the 104th Cqn-
gress to close a loophole that allowed the cojn-
pany to sell its Zantac anti-ulcer medication in
the United States for an additional 19 months
before any competitor could make a geneyic |
version. :

Glaxo gave the 53 Senators who voted wit it
an average of $5,470 in contributions; those 45
voting against it received $1,447.

By contrast, Ciba-Geigy, a United Stajies
pharmaceutical company that had been seek-
ing to offer a generic version of Zantac, spent
far less and lost. Moreover Ciba-Geigy spent
more money on Congressmen who voted
against it than on those who supported it: It
gave $902 to the 53 Senators who voted ag:ipst
Ciba-Geigy and in favor of Glaxo; it gav> an
average of $578 to the 45 Senators who vot- ¢ in
Ciba-Geigy’s favor.
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US. Is Selling Missiles It Once Bz Banned ;

By RAYMOND BONNER

BANGKOK, Thailand, Jan. 22 —
Just a few years after they ended
their nuclear arms race, the United
States and Russia are locked in a
fierce competition for arms sales to
Southeast Asia, with both countries
offering potential purchasers some
of the world’s most sophisticated
missiles as incentives.

From Thailand to Malayasia, |
countries shopping for advanced :
fighter aircraft are demanding —
and receiving — the chance to buy
deadly accurate, air-to-air missiles
that allow a jet pilot to shoot down an
enemy plane he can not even see —
indeed, one that might be as far as 30
miles away.

When Thailand first asked for the
missiles, known as Amraams — an
acronym for their formal name of
advanced medium range air-to-air
missile — Clinton Administration of-
ficials rejected the request. The offi-
cials feared that the sale could cause

regional instability and trigger an
arms race.

Bangkok immediately said that if
the United States blocked the sale of
the missiles, it would not buy Ameri-

can-made F-18 jets, a pending deal .

- During the Cold War, the Pentagon
advocated restrictive policies on
arms sales, particularly of sophisti-
cated weapons that might fall into
enemy hands. Now, the military
services push the arms trade as a
way of helping defense contractors
suffering from cutbacks.

The aim, American officials said,
is to drum up sufficient business to
. keep the defense manufacturers
. profitable and ready to serve the
American military.

The Amraam was one of the most
effective weapons for the American-
led alliance that routed Iraq in the
Persian Gulf war.

Navy admirals, whose pilots fly
the F-18, were among the earliest
advocates of clinching the sale to the

: Thai Air Force by including Am-

raams in the deal.

Just a few years ago, the United
States would permit the sale of
Amraams only to NATO allies.

Then, in 1995, the United Arab
Emirates went shopping for 80 com-
bat jets, a deal worth between $6
billion and $8 billion, which the oil-
rich country could afford, though
there were questions about whether
- it had enough qualified pilots.

The Emirates demanded various

worth nearly $600 million. The Thais * types of sophisticated gear for their

made it clear they were considering

the Russian MIG- 29 which can carry
a similar missile.

Washington eventually capitulat-
ed, even though American and Thai
officials say Bangkok did not really
want to buy a plane from Russia.

The Amraam’s journey from a
weapon that Washington zealously
protected to one that is now available
to a range of countries illustrates
what happens once arms restrictions
are relaxed even a little, American
officials and arms control advocates
said in interviews.

“Once we’ve said ‘yes’ to one, it is
hard to say ‘no’ to the next,” said an
- official in Washington.

American officials said this week
that the decision to provide the mis-
sile to the Thai Air Force opens the
door for other countries in the Asso-
ciation of South East Asian nations to
make similar requests, although
each would still face a case-by-case
review.

The sale of Amraams to Thailand
is also a telling illustration of the
workings of the global arms bazaar.
These days, American officials say,
it is business, not ideology, that is
driving sales.

Sty

-

planes, and at the top of the list was®

the Amraam, American official§:
said. o

After an intense debate, and over
opposition from the Arms Contral.
and Disarmament Agency, the Clin-
ton Administration agreed. With
that, Lockheed’s F-16 has now
emerged as the likely winner of the
contract, edging out the French MI~
rage.

After the sale to the United Arab
Emirates, Thailand demanded the
same missiles. “We caved to them as

well,” said a State Department offiz -

cial in Washington. “It shows how:
the threshold gets passed.”

Now, Saudi Arabia and Egypr;',
which have been turned down in thg*
past on requests for Amraams, are:
expected to come knocking again.
And this time it will be hard to say,
no, American official$ said this week':

«,4»

Because of Amraam’s “extremely.
good”’ potential to hit aircraft out 01'_
visual range, any air force that has it.
enjoys a clear advantage over the:
enemy, according to Jane's Defense-
Weekly, a publication that assesses.
military weapons systems. o

In seeking to buy Amraams, thé"
Thais are not preparing for an immix:
nent war, Western military analysts:
said. Rather they are modernizing
their air force in line with Bangkok's.
status as a growing economic and
political power.

‘“Even in the absence of a specific
threat, the Thais are correct in their
strategic thinking,” a senior Western
military officer said about Ba.ng-
kok's purchase of Amraams. :

The F-18, the French-built erage
and Russia’s MIG-29 all would have
fulfilled Thailand’s needs, he and oth- -
er military analysts said. . :

The MIG-29 is an extremely good
combat plane, and is less expensive
than either the French or American
jets. But its ““Achilles heel,” as oné
Western military officer put, is that
maintenance and service are not at
the same level. And many countries;.
including Thailand, are still reluc’ ,
tant to buy from Russla. i

The Malaysians bought MIG'S
three years ago, in large part be:
cause the Russians agreed to offset
part of the price with the purchase ol .
Malaysian palm oil. : _

Similarly, in Thailand, McDonneli
Douglas, manufacturer ot the F-Is,-

“agreed to buy some Thai products <
'from rubber to frozen chickens — in :

order to sweeten the deal.
“It was a high stakes game,” said
a senior Western military official in
the region. “Had we called their
bluff, it’s anyone’s guess what m:ght :
have happened.” .
With so much money at stakei-
Washington was not willing to take
the risk. A senior American diplomag
added, “We couldn’t tolerate a treaty-
ally buying a Russian jet.”
The Thais won’t get the missile‘;
technology right away, not untii-
someone else in the neighborhood,
gets comparable technology. Bui;:
that is a question of when, not ifr
American officials said. Malaysia al-..
ready has MIG-29's, and it has promZ
ises from Russia for eventual sale of
the sophisticated missiles. -
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- GOP Querles ‘White House
On Tuition Tax Break Plan

By Clav Chandler
Wamonl"usl‘su!f Writer

Days after President Clinton’s in-
.augural appeal for bipartisanship,
. congressional Republicans have
quesnaned the package of tax breaks
’ for-students that is high on Clinton’s
“agenda for his second term.

In a letter sent vesterday to Trea-
"sury Secretary Robert E. Rubin,
. House Ways and Means Committee
- Chairman Bill Archer (R-Tex.) ex-

- pressed support for using the tax:

. code to make post-secondary educa-
!tion more affordable. But he asked
. whether the specific provisions
- urged by Clinton would:
~m Entice colleges to push tuition
. tosts higher.
*m Grant new power to the Internal
“Revenue Service by requiring it to
‘monitor student report cards.
“w Pressure teachers te go easy in
. grading students.
& Prove difficult to administer be-
.. cause school years are unlikely to
- correspond with the tax year.

“The principle of using the tax
*‘code to help provide for affordable
»‘educational opporturut:es represents
.-common ground,” Archer wrote,

““hut 1 await your reply-in order to
* ‘evaluate the merits of this particular
“‘tax proposal.” Archer's committee
> has jurisdiction over all tax meas-
- ures.

- Republicans last year scrambled
+'to keep Clinton from claiming the

: ‘cost-of-education issue for himself.

¢ In the final days of the last Congress,

* GOP legislators allocated more mon-

ev even than Clinton had requested

" for education programs.

But they stopped short of endors-
mg the specifics of Clinton’s educa-
*tion program, which calls for nearly

; ‘$40 billion in tuition tax breaks over
» ‘the next five years to expand educa-
= 'tional opportunities for students af-
'ter high school. :
. Clinton will outline his education
- proposals in greater detail Feb. 6
“‘when he submits his fiscal 1998
* budget to Congress. He is expected
: 'to stick with the measures he advo-
~cated in last year's budget and dur-
“ ing the campaign.
;.’ Under that plan, freshmen and

- sophomores could choose between a
=.. -$1,500 refundable tax credit and a

* federal income tax deduction of as
‘; ‘much ac $10,000 a vear, Students

oeT 1:\.11.01:1:111 aLTcaow B

' B average to be eligible for the cred-

< it in their carand n-zv_.ﬂm:n final

li.&t‘

- year that the tax credit could be
- used For the tax deduction, there
~ -would be no minimum grade require-
‘ment and no limit

on the number of years that it could
be used. To qualify for either break,
taxpayers would have to earn below
$100,000 for joint filers and below
$70,000 for single filers.

The Republican game plan, many
analysts contend, is to feign opposi-

tion to Clinton’s plans, then offer to |
accept them in exchange for conces-

sions on a cherished Republican ob-
jective: the reduction of tax rates on
capital gains.

“The thing Clinton wants most is
his tuition tax cuts, and the thing Re-
publlcans want most is a capital
gains tax cut,” reasons John F. Jen-
nings, director of the Center on Na-
tional Education Policy. “It looks to
me like we're headed for a deal
where both sides get what they're
after,”

At the same time, fiscal analysts
as well as education policy experts
say there is good reason for skepti-
cism about Clinton’s education pro-
grams. Many echo Archer’s con-
cerns that the Clinton plan could
trigger tuition inflation and make it
hard for teachers to grade objective-
ly. But they also raise an objection
Archer didn’t cite: Tax breaks are a
clumsy tool for reducing the financial
obstacles to college study and will
mostly end up as a “windfall” gain for
families who could afford to send
their Kids to college anyway.

“I see this as a grossly unfair tilt-
ing of federal resources away from
students who have the greatest need
in favor of higher-income families,”
said Lawrence E. Gladieux, execu-
tive director for policy analysis in
the Washington office of the College
Board. -

Deputy Treasury Secretary Law-
rence H. Summers argued that the

Clinton proposals were modeled ona

successful program adopted in Geor-
gia where there has been no evi-
dence of significant tuition or grade
inflation. “This is the best way we
could think of to ensure that Ameri-
cans’ opportunities for higher educa-
tion are not limited by their capacity
to pay for it,” Summers said.

Eatlier this week, Senate Republi-

cans also endorsed the idea of using

the tax code to provide relief to stu-
dents and their families. Among oth-
er proposals, Senate Republicans
urged restoring the interest deduc-
tion for student loans, new tax
breaks for savings accounts desig-
nated for educalion ana new tax
breaks for students taking advantage
of state-sponsored prepaid college
tuition plans.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE P IDENT

From: Ann Lewis
Ann Walker
Subject: Tribute to President Reagan

The Ronald Reagan Presidential Foundation has requested a short essay to be used in the new
book, The Shining City. A section of the book will contain personal tributes to President Reagan
from world leaders and policy makers. They have asked you to submit a short essay (less than a

page).

According to Eric Felton (staffer for Reagan), The Shining City will include some of Ronald
Reagan’s most memorable reflections on America, his love for its people, and his views on the
world and those people who have helped to shape it. The purpose of the book is to honor him
and his life by re-living some of his greatest speeches and famous quotes. The hope is to “inspire

in others to the same traits that make President Reagan great.”



President William J. Clinton
Prepared Text

Tribute to Ronald Reagan
January 23, 1997

It was shortly after I took office that I sat down with President Reagan. We talked for a

long time, about.many things that were important to us--families, o ion’s future and the
world. < Fexas busaa [ius Neaada & &w%%hm "\

L e, g e ST st - g

I came away that th dee er appreciation of Ronald Reagan’ s-m:-m
bottemiess-hepe-for our people, beyond any issues or daily debates. As President, Ronald
Reagan assured the American people that nothing is impossible, and he wanted our nation to
always “reach for the stars.” He wanted the best for America.

B President Reagan combined hope, humor,.and a deep love of thig land and its peoplek'ﬁls
f humble beginnings, ¥ his sense of hope was richer, with so much more to
dream about and to make real. When Ronald Reagan looked at the horizon, he never saw limits.

On leaving the Presidency, he spoke of looking out the windows of the White House,
down the hall and up the stairs from the Oval Office, from the Family Quarters on the top floor.
I often look out from those same windows, over the memorials to Washington, Jefferson and
Lincoln, past the Potomac River and beyond the nation’s capital. You can see a broad sweep of
Americans, from families who have traveled to see the monuments, to those on their way to
work. These windows are perfect for considering America’s past and the people who built it, for
thinking about the workers and their families who are trying to make their way in the present,

and for imagining America’s future. As-RenaldReagan-remindsus;thefuture-ts-witheut-limits.

Today, as yesterday, no amount of adversity will diminish Ronald Reagan’s dream for
our nation. We all wish him the best, because he has the same wish for all Americans. That
generous sense of hope and optimism is his continuing gift to America.
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