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but not least, we have the hardworking, ever-
faithful residents of the U.S. Soldiers and
Servicemen’s Home. We thank all of you for
being here.

If it weren’t for you, we literally couldn’t
do the job we were sent here to do. But with
your help, we can not only continue to make
progress for our country, continue to keep
moving forward with confidence into the fu-
ture but we can do it in a way that responds
to the hopes and the dreams and the real
problems of the thousands and thousands
and thousands of Americans who write this
White House, who call us and ask for help,
who send a gesture of their concern, a ges-
ture of their friendship, a gesture of their
hope to this White House. All of them de-
serve to be recognized. All of them deserve
to be heard. All of them deserve to be treated
with courtesy, with respect, and with dignity.

You have permitted the United States, in
this administration to do that. We could not
do it without you. And I only hope America
knows that the White House, like so much
of America, runs not on requirements but
on the volunteer spirit that is represented in
this great audience today.

Thank you all, and God bless you. Thank
you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:25 p.m. on the
South Lawn at the White House.

Letter Accepting the Resignation of
David R. Gergen as Special Adviser
to the President and Secretary of
State
November 8, 1994

Dear David:
As you indicated, when I asked you to con-

centrate on foreign-policy last June, we
agreed on a six-month assignment. Fore-
knowledge, however, does not lessen the re-
gret with which I accept your resignation as
Special Adviser to the President and Sec-
retary of State, effective December 31, 1994.

You have made a remarkable contribution
to our Administration over the last eighteen
months. Your wise counsel helped us dra-
matically improve public understanding of
our economic plan, and its resulting passage
restored fiscal responsibility to our govern-

ment while helping to create an economic
climate that has produced millions of new
jobs.

Your life’s example sent a powerful signal
about the value of bipartisanship, and com-
mitment to public service over partisan gain.
That example, and your unflagging deter-
mination to build coalitions across the par-
tisan divide, helped us to achieve many non-
partisan victories, including passage of
NAFTA, the Brady Bill, National Service,
and Goals 2000.

And finally, your insightful analysis and
thoughtful recommendations about Ameri-
ca’s relationships with the rest of the world
have helped us to ensure that democracy
flourishes and peace extends around the
globe—in the former republics of the Soviet
Union, in the Middle East, in Haiti, and else-
where.

When you joined our Administration last
year, you reaffirmed your allegiance to the
noblest aims of public service in America: to
work long and hard for the people that hired
us, in order to ensure that each of them has
a chance to live the American Dream, and
to guarantee that the greatest nation in his-
tory stands forever tall.

That is exactly what you have done. Thank
you for your dedication, for your counsel, and
for your friendship. I hope that I have re-
served the right to call on each in the years
to come.

Sincerely,

Bill Clinton

NOTE: The Office of the Press Secretary also
made available the letter of resignation from
David R. Gergen.

The President’s News Conference
November 9, 1994

The President. Good afternoon.
Ladies and gentlemen, last night and again

this morning I spoke with both Republicans
and Democrats to congratulate those who
won and console those who lost their elec-
tions. I also called the leaders of the next
Congress, Senator Dole and Congressman
Gingrich, to tell them after this hard-fought
campaign that we are ready to work together
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to serve all the American people in a non-
partisan manner.

The American people sent us here to re-
build the American dream, to change the way
Washington does business, to make our
country work for ordinary citizens again.
We’ve made a good start by cutting the defi-
cit, by reducing the size of the Federal Gov-
ernment, by reinventing much of our Gov-
ernment to do more with less. We have in-
creased our investment in education and ex-
panded trade, and our economy has created
more than 5 million jobs. We’ve also made
a serious start in the fight against the terrible
plague of crime and violence in this country.
I remain committed to completing the work
we have done.

Still, in the course of this work, there has
been too much politics-as-usual in Washing-
ton, too much partisan conflict, too little re-
form of Congress and the political process.
And though we have made progress, not
enough people have felt more prosperous
and more secure or believe we were meeting
their desires for fundamental change in the
role of Government in their lives.

With the Democrats in control of both the
White House and the Congress, we were
held accountable yesterday. And I accept my
share of the responsibility in the result of the
elections.

When the Republican Party assumes lead-
ership in the House and in the Senate, they
will also have a larger responsibility for acting
in the best interest of the American people.
I reach out to them today, and I ask them
to join me in the center of the public debate
where the best ideas for the next generation
of American progress must come.

Democrats and Republicans have often
joined together when it was clearly in the
national interest. For example, they have
often chosen to put international affairs
above politics. I urge them to do so again
by passing the GATT agreement this year.
Our prosperity depends upon it, and there
can be no compromise when the national in-
terest and the livelihood of American house-
holds are at stake.

Last night the voters not only voted for
sweeping changes, they demanded that a
more equally divided Congress work more
closely together with the President for the

interest of all the American people. So I hope
that we can do that on GATT and that by
doing so, we will pave the way for further
cooperation on welfare reform and on health
care reform, on a continued investment in
our people’s educational opportunities and
the continued strength of our economy.

We must also take more steps to restore
the people’s faith in our political institutions
and agree that, further, in the best tradition
of our own foreign policy, that politics will
continue to stop at the water’s edge.

To those who believe we must keep mov-
ing forward, I want to say again, I will do
everything in my power to reach out to the
leaders and the Members of this new Con-
gress. It must be possible to make it a more
effective, more functioning institution. It
must be possible for us to give our people
a Government that is smaller, that is more
effective, that reflects both our interests and
our values.

But to those who would use this election
to turn us back, let me say this: I will do
all in my power to keep anyone from jeopard-
izing this economic recovery by taking us
back to the policies that failed us before. I
will still work for those things that make
America strong: strong families, better edu-
cation, safer streets, more high-paying jobs,
a more prosperous and peaceful world.
There is too much at stake for our children
and our future to do anything else.

Well, a lot has changed since yesterday.
But what hasn’t changed is the reason I was
sent here and the reason the Members of
the Congress will be sent here, to restore
the American dream and to make this coun-
try work, this Government work, this city
work for the interest of ordinary Americans
again. That is what the American people ex-
pect of us.

Last night they said they were not satisfied
with the progress we had made. They said
the Democrats had been in control of the
White House and the Congress. They said
they were going to make a change, and they
did make a change. But they still want the
same goal. I pledge today to work with all
the Members of the Congress, and especially
the new Republican leadership, to achieve
that goal. If they will work with me, and they
have pledged to do so today, then we can

VerDate 14-MAY-98 10:09 May 28, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00001 Frm 00064 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 C:\TERRI\P45NO4.010 INET03



2341Administration of William J. Clinton, 1994 / Nov. 9

make great progress for this country. We
should be optimistic, and we should work to
make that optimism real.

Terry [Terence Hunt, Associated Press].

Midterm Elections
Q. Yesterday not a single Republican in-

cumbent lost in any race for Governor,
House, or Senate while the Democratic
Party, your party, suffered its worst losses for
decades. Do you view this as a repudiation
of you, or is there another common denomi-
nator in this election that we’re missing?

The President. Well, I think that I have
some responsibility for it. I’m the President.
I am the leader of the efforts that we have
made in the last 2 years. And to whatever
extent that we didn’t do what the people
wanted us to do or they were not aware of
what we had done, I must certainly bear my
share of responsibility, and I accept that.

You know, a lot of us haven’t had a lot
of sleep, and we’re going to need a few days
to digest all these results. There will be a
lot of you doing exit surveys, asking the
American people what they meant and said.
But what I think they said is, they still don’t
like what they see when they watch us work-
ing here. They still haven’t felt the positive
results of things that have been done here
that they agree with when they hear about
them, but they don’t feel them. They’re still
not sure that we understand what they expect
the role of Government to be.

I think they want a smaller Government
that gives them better value for their dollar,
that reflects both their interest and their val-
ues, that is not a burden to them but that
empowers them. That’s what I have tried to
do, but I don’t think they believe we’re there
yet, by a long shot. They want us to do more.

I went back today and read my announce-
ment speech for President, and I said in that
speech that the job of Government was to
create opportunity and then to expect citi-
zens to assume the responsibility to make the
most of that opportunity. I think that’s about
where the American people are. They don’t
think we’ve done that yet.

And the only thing I think they knew to
do yesterday was to try to make a change
in the people who were in control and who
had been. I regret that some of the people

who lost are people who made this a lot bet-
ter country and who will always, when the
history books are written, get the credit they
deserve, in hindsight, for helping to make the
American people more secure.

I don’t believe the American people were
saying, ‘‘We’re sorry the deficit has been re-
duced; we’re sorry the size of Government
has been reduced; and we’re sorry you’ve
taken a tough stand on crime; we’re sorry
you’re expanding trade.’’ I don’t believe that.
I don’t think they were disagreeing with a
lot of the specifics. I do think they still just
don’t like it when they watch what we do
up here, and they haven’t felt the positive
impact of what has been done. And since I’m
the President, I have to take some respon-
sibility for that.

Q. Would you have survived if you had
been on the ballot yesterday?

The President. Well, some Democrats
did. I like to think I would have because I
believe that I would have been a ferocious
defender of what we have done, and I hope
that I could have characterized what the
choices were. But I don’t know that, and nei-
ther does anybody else.

I think it’s important to say that yesterday’s
election, like every election, was fundamen-
tally about the American people. And they
looked at us, and they said, ‘‘We want some
more changes, and we’re going to try this
and see if this works.’’ There is a lot of evi-
dence—I’ve read it in a lot of your report-
ing—that the American people believe, a ma-
jority of them, and have believed for decades
now that divided Government may work bet-
ter than united Government. As you know,
I disagree with that—why I did my best to
make it work the other way—but they didn’t
agree, and they’re in charge. We all work for
them, every one of us. And their will, their
voice was heard. We got the message. And
now we have to think about it, analyze it,
rest up, and move on.

But this country is facing its problems. And
what I think they told us was, ‘‘Look, 2 years
ago we made one change; now we made an-
other change. We want you to keep on mov-
ing this country forward, and we want you
to accelerate the pace of change,’’ in the
areas that I mentioned.
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I do not believe they voted for reversals
of economic policy or the positions on crime.
I don’t think they voted for a reversal of the
Brady bill or the military assault weapons
ban. I don’t believe that. But I do think they
sent us a message, and I tried to hear it. And
we’re going to work together and do the best
we can.

Republican Agenda
Q. What do you think this does for your

expected bid for reelection, and how will you
deal with the contract for America if there
are proposed cuts in Social Security, Medi-
care, veterans benefits, the whole 9 yards?

The President. Well, first of all, we’ve got
plenty of time to worry about the next elec-
tion. The American people are sick of the
one they just had, and they want to get away
from politics for a while. I think we should
think about the people, their interests. I
think we should say, ‘‘What message were
they sending us, and what are we going to
do about it, and how can we pull this country
together?’’ How can the Democrats and the
Republicans in the Congress and the White
House and the Republican leadership work
together in a nonpartisan way to push this
country forward?

Now, on the contract, as I said specifically
in Cleveland and elsewhere, there are some
things in that contract that I like. I hope the
Congress will give me the line-item veto and
do it quickly. If they do, we’ll bring this defi-
cit down even more quickly. I hope that we
will have aggressive efforts to work together
on welfare reform. I hope we will be able
to still reduce several areas of Federal spend-
ing and continue this whole reinventing Gov-
ernment effort to do more with less.

The issue in the contract is what it has
always been. I do not believe that we can
afford to go back to the days of exploding
deficits, which I believe would lead to a
weaker economy, to lost jobs, and to a more
difficult future for ourselves and for our chil-
dren. So the question there is, how will all
of this be paid for?

I do not believe, now many Republicans
in the campaign said they do not believe that
we should cut Social Security or Medicare.
So if we can’t cut Social Security or Medi-
care, if we must maintain the world’s strong-

est defense, which I think the Republican
leadership and I are strongly in agreement
on, then what else are we going to do? And
that will be a challenge. But you know, give
them a chance. They’ve got to enjoy their
victory today. Give them a day or so to enjoy
their victory, and don’t push them too far
in the future. They will come to grips with
that, I’m sure.

Q. Do you really think you are going to
be able to compromise with them on that?

The President. Well, I’m not going to
compromise on my convictions, what makes
America strong. We are stronger today, but
we have more strength to get. We have to
have—I’ll say again what I think makes our
country strong: strong families, better edu-
cation, safer streets, more high-paying jobs,
a Government that reflects their values and
the interest of the American people, and
work to make a world that’s more prosperous
and more peaceful. Those are the principles
on which I do not intend to compromise.

But I want to work with them. Look, let
me just give you one example. I have always
wanted to make The Tax Code more fair.
The Tax Code is more fair today than it was
when I took office. We did cut income tax
rates for families with incomes of up to
$27,000. They want to go further than that.
I would like to go further than that. The
question is, how far can we go; can we focus
on working families with children; how are
we going to pay for it? We have to answer
now the details. And in large measure, that
is a question that can only be answered by
some sort of partnership and by getting their
views. And again, I say: Let’s give them a
day or two to enjoy their victory, and then
they’ll have an opportunity to work forward.

Tax Cut
Q. Mr. President, following up on that,

would you support a tax cut such as they pro-
pose in their contract with America, of $500
for every family under $200,000 income, if
you don’t think it’s paid for? Or, would you
veto it? Would you get into that kind of
confrontational mode with them on some-
thing specific?

The President. Well, first of all, let me
say they have to have a chance to look at
the budget now. When you’re in opposition,
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you can be an advocate entirely, and you can
put out ideas you think are good.

I hope we can find some way to continue
to improve the fairness of the Tax Code and
to help middle class working Americans.
When I was trying to reduce the deficit in
1993 and make the Tax Code fairer, we had
to stop at $27,000 in income for families with
children, working families with children, in
our tax relief. I think perhaps we can go fur-
ther. But I don’t want to get into a lot of
details today. I’d just say that if we do this,
we need to pay for it. We don’t need to ex-
plode the deficit again. We do not need to
weaken the economic recovery again. We
need to be responsible with our budget and
with our future. I still believe that the Amer-
ican people want us to do that.

Yes, Bill [Bill Plante, CBS News].

Welfare and Health Care Reform
Q. Mr. President, you talked a moment

ago about the role of Government. And Gov-
ernment’s intervention seems to be what a
lot of the voters ruled out, voted against. Are
you willing to scale back your expectations
in areas like health care and welfare reform,
or are you going to go in with plans that look
like the ones you had this past year and wait
for them to compromise, or will you go to
them with something less than you had asked
before?

The President. Well, first of all, let me
say, if you look at the welfare reform issue—
let’s take that first. I sent them a bill last
March that is quite similar to one that several
Republicans themselves have proposed. I
don’t think anybody would characterize it as
a Government intervention bill. It’s a bill de-
signed to move people from welfare to work
after a certain set time, to have tougher child
support enforcement, to provide education
and training and support for people who go
into the workplace so they can know their
children are all right. I think there is over
80 percent support in this country among
Americans of both parties, among people of
all races and backgrounds for doing some-
thing like this. So I think we will get an agree-
ment.

On the health care issue, I will concede
that by the time the folks who were charac-
terizing our program had finished with it, and

one of your publications said that they
thought about $300 million had been spent
in lobbying against the health care reform,
it looked like a Government program de-
signed to solve the problem by restricting the
choices of the American people and injecting
the Government more into health care. That
is not what I want to do. And I will concede
this: I have got to find a way to reassure the
American people that if they like what
they’ve got, they can keep it.

But let me say, I remain committed to
solving the health care problem. Last year
another million Americans, almost all of
them in working families, lost their health
insurance. We have more and more people—
I talk to them all the time when I go out
in the country—small business people and
others who have health insurance that is so
limited because their copays and deductibles
are so high that all they’ve really got insur-
ance against is losing their home if they get
sick. So I remain committed to finding a way
to keep Americans from losing their health
insurance if they change jobs or if someone
in their family gets sick; to controlling the
cost increases in health care by market mech-
anisms; to providing ways for people in small
businesses and self-employed people to buy
health insurance at the same rates that those
of us in Government or big employers, work-
ing for big employers, can do it.

This is still a problem. And let me say,
as the Republicans leaders know—they’ve
been here working on this budget—we re-
duced both defense and domestic spending
this year for the first time in 25 years. The
only thing that went up this year was the cost
of Medicare and Medicaid. So this problem
will not go away, and I expect to work with
the Congress to address it.

Mike [Michael Duffy, Time].

Entitlement Programs

Q. You seem to have backed yourself into
a corner on the budget. You say that Medic-
aid and Medicare cuts will go to fund health
reform. Will your next budget outline what
you will do to keep the budget deficit going
down, particularly if you won’t cut Social Se-
curity?
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The President. Well, I will work with the
Republican leadership on that. I will be inter-
ested to see what their ideas are. I believe
furthermore—as you know, the Kerrey com-
mission has been looking at the whole entitle-
ment question and the long-term implica-
tions for our country. I have said, on the
Medicare savings, that I thought Medicare
savings should be used to help deal with the
health care problem because Medicare is
paid for entirely by a payroll tax, the purpose
of which is to deal with health care. So that’s
what I have said.

Now, Social Security I think should be
dealt with on its own terms. As you know,
several years into the future, it is projected
that we will once again have a Social Security
problem. Ten years ago, a bipartisan commis-
sion met and worked out the problems and
dealt with that in ways that have, in essence,
solved the Social Security problem well into
the next century. But we must always be vigi-
lant about that.

The point I want to make about Social Se-
curity, though, is that as a percentage of our
national income, Social Security is about the
same it was 20 years ago, 22 years ago. The
Social Security tax has, in fact, produced a
surplus for some years now. So it doesn’t
seem to me to be the right thing to do to
try to restrict benefits to recipients overall
when the Social Security tax has more than
paid its own way all these years.

Now, as you know, in the last session of
Congress, we did ask the most well-off—
about 12 or 13 percent—of Social Security
recipients to pay taxes on a higher percentage
of their income, more like private retirees.
But I do not believe we should be in the
business of cutting Social Security to pay for
a tax cut in some other area. I think that
would be an error.

Brit [Brit Hume, ABC News].

Midterm Elections
Q. Mr. President, did you mean to say

here, sir, that the message the voters sent
yesterday was basically an extension of the
demand for change they made when you
were elected in ’92, and that you’ve been
going in the right direction but perhaps need
to go farther and faster with the sense of the
same agenda?

The President. Well, I think they were
saying two things to me—or maybe three.
They were saying—maybe 300. [Laughter]

I think they were saying, ‘‘Look, we just
don’t like what we see when we watch Wash-
ington, and you haven’t done much about
that.’’ You know, we haven’t changed the lob-
bying reform laws. Congress is still not re-
quired to live under the same laws that it
imposes on private employers. There’s still
no line-item veto. There’s still not campaign
finance reform. ‘‘We don’t like it when we
look at it. It’s too partisan, too interest group
oriented; things don’t get done, too many
people up there playing politics. Democrats
are in charge; we’re holding you accountable.
And we hope you hear this, Mr. President.’’
I think they said that.

The second thing I think they said is,
‘‘Look, you may have done all these things,
although we haven’t heard much of it, and
we’re not sure we believe it. But even if the
deficit is down, the Government is smaller,
more is being invested in education, the
crime bill passed, and the economy is grow-
ing, we still feel insecure. We don’t feel that
our incomes are going up, that our jobs are
more stable, that our neighborhoods are
safer, that the fabric of American life is grow-
ing more civilized and more law-abiding.’’

Then I think the third thing they were say-
ing—and this maybe gets to the point of your
question—is, ‘‘There are things we expect
Government to do, but we don’t think Gov-
ernment can solve all the problems. And we
don’t want the Democrats telling us from
Washington that they know what is right
about everything. We want the Government
to be smaller. We want it to be more effi-
cient. We want it to create opportunity, to
empower us. And we want it to demand re-
sponsibility of people who aren’t behaving re-
sponsibly. In short, we want it to reflect our
interests and our values.’’ And I think what
they were saying is that the Republicans did
a good job of defining us as the party of Gov-
ernment, and that’s not a good place to be.
I think that was a clear message that they
were sending in the election.

Q. Those are all things, sir, that you have
said. Are you essentially saying that the elec-
torate yesterday was agreeing with you?
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The President. I think they were agreeing
with me, but they don’t think we produced
them. In other words—let me say it in an-
other way. I’m saying that I agree with much
of what the electorate said yesterday. Now,
there were segments of that majority the Re-
publicans put together obviously that I do
not agree with and on matters of conviction
I can’t say I agreed with. I don’t agree that
we should repeal either the assault weapons
ban or the Brady bill. The NRA would like
to do that. I don’t think we should. I don’t
agree that the answer to the abortion prob-
lem is to criminalize abortion again. That was
a big part of that vote. So I’m still pro-choice,
not because I’m pro-abortion; I’m not. But
I still believe that it’s a mistake to criminalize
that. So I don’t agree with all that.

But I think that the swing voters, the peo-
ple that first of all voted for Bill Clinton and
Ross Perot in ’92 against the incumbent
President and then voted for the Republicans
for Congress against the incumbent Demo-
crats—and in the challenging races and out
in the country—were making a statement
about what they think about Government.
They still believe that Government is more
often the problem than the solution. They
don’t want any party to be the party of Gov-
ernment. They don’t want the presumption
to be that people in Washington know what’s
best. They do want the Government to pro-
tect their interest, promote their values, I
think, and to empower them. And then they
want people held accountable.

So I’m saying that, to that extent, that mes-
sage—I got it. I accept responsibility for not
delivering. To whatever extent it’s my fault
that we haven’t delivered back to the Amer-
ican people what they want on that, I have
to accept that responsibility.

But you know, I’ve worked hard, the Vice
President has worked hard on this whole
business of downsizing the Government, de-
regulating several areas of our national life.
We have not done as much as we are going
to have to do to satisfy the voters, but we
also have to recognize that this Government
has a responsibility to protect and promote
certain fundamental interests that I think the
people really also want protected and pro-
moted.

But they sent us a clear message. I got
it, and I’m going to try to redouble my efforts
to get there. I think that the Republican con-
gressional leadership will at least have the
chance to work with us. I’m going to do my
dead-level best to do that, and to be less par-
tisan. Most Americans are not strongly par-
tisan, and they don’t want us to be.

Downsizing Government
Q. Mr. President, if one of the signal mes-

sages of yesterday is that Americans want
smaller Government, how much smaller do
they want it, and what can you do to shrink
it?

The President. Well, we’re shrinking it al-
ready. One thing we can do——

Q. What can you do that you haven’t done,
that you haven’t done already, to shrink it?

The President. Well, I think it’s impor-
tant, though—let me put the record out. All
we have to do is to stay with the present
6-year plan, and we will reduce the size of
Government by 272,000. We have already
passed major laws to deregulate banking and
interstate trucking. We have already given 20
States total freedom from Federal regula-
tions to pursue their welfare reform experi-
ments and about 9 States freedom to pursue
their health care experiments. And the edu-
cation bill cuts a lot of Federal strings that
are tied to the States to improve the perform-
ance of children in the schools.

So what I think we have to do is to look
at every single Government department,
every single Government program, and espe-
cially the nature of Government regulation
and ask ourselves: Is there a better way to
do this? Is this something where the Amer-
ican people will think we’re more of a burden
than a help? Is there a way to give more flexi-
bility to people at the State and local level
and in private life to achieve the same goal?

We’re going to have to continue, in other
words, to review everything that this Govern-
ment does. And I think that there are more
things that can be done. I’m going to propose
them. I encourage the Republicans in Con-
gress to propose them and the Democrats
in Congress to propose them. I think that
this is—we’re in the middle of a revolution
here in the way organizations work in Amer-
ica, in the world, and the Government is still

VerDate 14-MAY-98 10:09 May 28, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00001 Frm 00069 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 C:\TERRI\P45NO4.010 INET03



2346 Nov. 9 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 1994

behind the eight ball. And we’re going to
have to keep pushing until people believe
that they have a Government that works for
them, that they have confidence in, and that
they think gives them good value for their
dollar, and that doesn’t overreach where they
think it shouldn’t overreach.

Wolf [Wolf Blitzer, Cable News Network].

Whitewater
Q. Mr. President, you know, the Repub-

licans are taking over the Senate now and
the House, so they’ll be in charge of all of
the committees. Are you especially con-
cerned that Senator Alphonse D’Amato, if he
becomes chairman of the Senate Banking
Committee, and Representative Jim Leach,
if he becomes chairman of the House Bank-
ing Committee, will now intensify their
Whitewater investigations?

The President. No, I have said I would
cooperate with the Congress, and I will con-
tinue to cooperate with the Congress, as I
have. I think that they will have, obviously,
other responsibilities as well now, and I think
that they will just fulfill those responsibilities
as they see fit. I’ll do my best to fulfill my
responsibilities.

One more.

Midterm Elections
Q. Mr. President, the recurring refrain in

the preelection interviews was that this was
the nastiest campaign in modern times. Do
you agree with that? If you do agree, what
do you think caused that, and what do you
think can be done about it?

The President. Well, I think it is—the
causes are many and complex, partly because
of the real feelings people have about where
they are in their own lives and what they saw
here in Washington and how it was presented
to them for a good long period of time, partly
because of the enormous expenditure of
funds for negative ads of all kinds. And I
think campaign finance reform would help
some. But let me say that there were pockets
in this country, there were elections in this
country where people won by being more
positive and less negative, but they could only
do it if the voters felt that they were part
of a process.

If you ask me for one of the mistakes that
I think that I have made since I’ve been here,
I have spent so much time trying to pass bills
through Congress that I haven’t spent as
much time as I was able to spend when I
was running for President making sure that
the people understood, were in on, and felt
a part of the process by which we make deci-
sions. And I believe that, again I will say,
as much as the specific decisions that were
made, it was the alienation people feel from
the Government and the process.

Let me just give you another example. If
you look at North Dakota, where Senator
Conrad and Congressman Pomeroy were
elected in a State where I lost by a large
margin in 1992, and yet they supported these
programs, these initiatives, and the economic
plan, I asked myself: Did that happen in part
because it’s a small enough State where peo-
ple can talk together, they can work together,
they are less easily moved by the negative
ads? What can I do to use modern technology
better, to work with the Republicans in Con-
gress and the Democrats to involve the
American people in this as we go along?
What responsibility is there? In other words,
the President can work 60, 70 hours a week
and lose his voice several times and pass a
bunch of bills, and if people don’t feel that
they’re a part of it, then so what if I’m signing
another piece of paper up here.

If you look at—Governor Romer in Colo-
rado has some very interesting thoughts
about this and has worked very hard on this.
But I think this is something that I’m going
to have to really ask others about and get
some advice about, because one of the things
I prided the 1992 campaign on—and I give
credit to the other candidates as well—but
for all of the attacks and the criticisms in
‘92, the fact that there were some negative
ads back and forth, the truth is we had a
big turnout based largely on hope. We had
three debates, one of which people were in-
volved in, ordinary citizens. We had countless
town meetings, two of the candidates did. We
had other things that constantly made the
American people feel that they had some say
up here. And I think that—to go back to
Brit’s question—I think that part of it is they
think that we get up here and we just get
up every day and, even if we’re working hard,
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we just are going this way, when they may
want to go this way. And it just doesn’t mean
anything to them. They worry then about
having a Government that is more of a bur-
den than a support. And it’s something we
have to find a way to crack. It’s not a simple
issue.

I’ll take one more. Go ahead.

Democratic Party’s Future
Q. Do you feel at all that this election has

pushed you politically to the right? And
would you have any message for the Demo-
crats in Congress, like Senator Shelby, who
are considering or might be considering
switching to the Republican Party?

The President. I think he did switch.
Q. Yes, I know, but if there are Democrats

in the House who are considering switching.
The President. Oh, I see what you mean.

Well, first of all, let me say that if we can
have a bipartisan coalition, then we can be
both nonpolitical and more centrist. I ran for
President saying that we should not be gov-
erned—we should not be governed by either
Republicans or Democrats who are pushed
too far in either direction, that most of the
good ideas are ideas that take us into the
future, not push us left or right.

There were times when our inability to
have cooperation in the Congress dictated a
solution that came primarily out of the
Democrats. When we got cooperation, when
we were able to work together—to give you
two examples—on NAFTA and on the crime
bill I ultimately signed, we had a bill I think
that resonated pretty well with the American
people. So I feel good about that. I want to
have a bipartisan cooperation.

A lot of the things they have advocated
I have advocated, like the line-item veto, the
lobby reform, the congressional reform, fur-
ther reductions in unnecessary spending and
regulation. I do not believe that we should
give up on our efforts to make the economy
stronger, the streets safer, our people better
educated, our families more supported in the
work of parenting and work. But I think
there’s a lot we can work together on that
will be consistent with my convictions, con-
sistent with what I have always believed, con-
sistent with what I’ve always worked for. And
when we can do that, we ought to do that.

I always felt, in the last 2 years, that we
could work together, consistent with our con-
victions, more than we were working to-
gether because of politics. When we can’t
work together because our convictions are
different, I will stand on my convictions.

Yes, go ahead.
Q. Even before you ran for President, you

had an idea of where the Democratic Party
had to go to reclaim the center and become
a majority again. Now that your party is a
minority in Congress and in the statehouses,
what do Democrats have to do to avoid be-
coming a permanent minority party?

The President. I think we have to, first
of all, as I said, take a little nap, take a little
sleep, take a little rest, let the Republicans
enjoy their victories, and analyze why they
won, and ask ourselves to what extent do we
also believe some of the things the voters be-
lieve.

You know, sometimes in life—let me just
say this—sometimes in life, you have to be
in the minority because you just cannot, in
good conscience, go along with what’s popu-
lar. Sometimes that happens. I really regret
the loss of some of these fine young progres-
sive Members of Congress who clearly are
in the mainstream of their views to the peo-
ple back home, because they could not de-
fend themselves against either the efforts of
certain groups on votes like the crime bill
or because they couldn’t find a way to con-
vince the majority of their constituents that
when they voted for that economic plan it
would bring the deficit down, it was a sac-
rifice worth making, it will make the country
stronger. I regret that.

But those people did what was right for
their country and for the future. And if they
hadn’t done it, we wouldn’t be where we are
today economically, and we would be in a
terrible fix with regard to the deficit. And
we wouldn’t have the middle class college
loan program. We wouldn’t have a lot of
things. So I regret that.

But I think we have to analyze the results
of the elections, hear what the voters were
saying, and go back to them and say: We be-
lieve that the Government is not inherently
bad. We agree that the Government needs
to be smaller and more efficient. We believe
it needs to reflect our values as well as our
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interests. And we believe that we have more
to offer in that regard, and here is what it
is and here is what the distinctions are.

That, I think, was the work that we have
been trying to do for 10 years. I believe that
a lot of these things that we saw yesterday
were the culmination of many years of
trends, as well as a dissatisfaction with the
last 2 years. And I think that we have an op-
portunity now to go back and capture the
imagination of the American people with
good ideas consistent with Democratic val-
ues.

I’ve got to go. Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s 78th news conference
began at 3:33 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House.

Remarks at the Edmund A. Walsh
School of Foreign Service at
Georgetown University
November 10, 1994

Thank you very much, Father O’Donovan,
for your introduction and for our wonderful
trip to the Middle East. Thank you, Dean
Krogh, for your comments and for your out-
standing leadership. To the Members of
Congress, the Cabinet, and the administra-
tion who are here, members of the faculty,
the diplomatic corps, the students, and a spe-
cial word of hello and thanks to many of my
former classmates who are here. It’s nice for
us to be here with no obligation to take notes.
[Laughter]

I want to thank Robert Wagner for endow-
ing this series of lectures, and also Ron
Lignelli and the Georgetown Phantoms for
keeping you all entertained. It is wonderful
to be back in this magnificent hall. And I
am particularly honored to be here to give
this first, inaugural lecture.

In the fall of 1964, with about 200 other
freshmen in the School of Foreign Service,
I was enrolled in Carroll Quigley’s Western
civilization course. All of us—that was 30
years ago; it’s kind of spooky now to think
about it. [Laughter] All of us who were there
then—and there were a bunch of us here
who were there then—we can remember
things from those lectures. At the end of the
series he did a lecture on Plato, and he always

had this appropriately beat-up copy of the
‘‘Republic’’ which he ripped into at the end
of the lecture and threw across the room and
said, ‘‘Plato was a fascist.’’ [Laughter]

Even then I was a decent politician, and
I remember the best grade I made on any
of his tests was the question about Plato and
the myth of the cave, and I only wrote one
page in the little test book and three other
lines. And he said, ‘‘If you can explain it in
this short a duration, you obviously under-
stand it’’—[laughter.]—‘‘98.’’ Hooray! I
might add, it was the only 98 I received in
the entire year. [Laughter]

Carroll Quigley’s ideas were expressed
well, both in the very terse prose of his book
on civilizations and the high drama of his lec-
tures. He left a lasting impression, I think,
on every one of us who ever entered his class.
And as you have already heard Father
O’Donovan say, he drummed into us that
Western civilization was the greatest of all,
and America was the best expression of
Western civilization because of its commit-
ment to future preference, the belief that the
future could be better than the present and
that we have an obligation to make it so. It
is interesting that we would come here today
at a time when, frankly, a lot of our fellow
Americans, in the face of ample evidence to
support Carroll Quigley’s dictum, are not
sure they believe it anymore.

Three years ago, here in this hall as a can-
didate for President, I had an opportunity
on three different occasions to speak about
those lessons of Professor Quigley’s and how
I thought they applied to the present mo-
ment. And I expressed the belief then that,
working together, we could shape the future
and meet the challenges of a rapidly chang-
ing world at home and abroad at the end
of the cold war, but that we could only do
it by leaving behind the old political debates
and the divisions and forging a new dynamic
center of American politics, not a com-
promise but a move forward based on the
ideas of opportunity, responsibility, and com-
munity.

I argued 3 years ago that the main job of
Government is not to solve all our problems.
In this day and age, it simply can’t do that.
But it’s also not to sit on the sidelines and
shout and preach at people because that’s
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