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Letter to Congressional Leaders on a
Line Item Veto of the Treasury and
General Government Appropriations
Act, 1998
October 16, 1997

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
In accordance with the Line Item Veto

Act, I hereby cancel the dollar amount of
discretionary budget authority, as specified
in the attached report, contained in the
‘‘Treasury and General Government Appro-
priations Act, 1998’’ (Public Law 105–61;
H.R. 2378). I have determined that the can-
cellation of this amount will reduce the Fed-
eral budget deficit, will not impair any essen-
tial Government functions, and will not harm
the national interest. This letter, together
with its attachment, constitutes a special
message under section 1022 of the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act
of 1974, as amended.

Sincerely,

William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. The
reports detailing the cancellations were published
in the Federal Register on October 17.

Remarks in the Univision Town
Meeting in Buenos Aires
October 16, 1997

The President. Thank you, Jorge and
Maria Elena. And I thank Univision for giv-
ing us the chance to have this conversation.
I want to thank all the young people here
in Buenos Aires and joining us from Miami
and Los Angeles for being a part of this.

I am near the end of a remarkable trip
which my wife, Hillary, and I, a distinguished
group from our Cabinet and the United
States Congress, have taken to Latin America
to celebrate the changes that have taken
place: the moves from dictatorship to democ-
racy; the moves from closed economies, high
inflation, and big debt to stability and growth;
the moves that are bringing all of us closer
together.

I came here to talk about what we have
to do to prepare for the 21st century, how
we have to work together to seize the prom-
ise of education and technology, to shoulder
the burdens of preserving our environment
and dealing with new security threats from
drugs and crime and terrorism. Most of all,
I came to reaffirm the commitment of the
United States to be a good partner with Latin
America as we move ahead and especially to
emphasize the fact that our fastest growing
minority of Americans are Hispanic-Ameri-
cans. We are growing together in more ways
than one, and today I hope we’ll talk about
what we can do to build the kind of future
we all want, together.

Maria Elena Salinas. Thank you very
much, Mr. President. I’d like to ask you for
your permission to introduce your wife. Mrs.
Hillary Clinton is here with us today. Mrs.
Hillary Rodham Clinton, of course, has been
accompanying Mr. Clinton throughout this
Latin American tour, but she herself has trav-
eled through several Latin American coun-
tries promoting programs to benefit women
and also programs that alleviate poverty. So
we want to welcome her especially. And
many Latin Americans of course read your
weekly column. Welcome.

[At this point, moderator Jorge Ramos intro-
duced a National University of Buenos Aires
law student from Colombia.]

Antidrug Efforts
Q. Mr. President, can you show the world

a reduction in drug consumption which is
proportional to the reduction of production
and cultivation of drugs?

The President. I think the short answer
to that question is yes, we can do that, we
can show that a lot of our drug consumption
is going down. Overall drug consumption has
been going down in America for the last sev-
eral years. But to be fair, we have one big,
troubling thing, which is that drug consump-
tion among our younger people, people
under 18, is still going up. And since in
America children of school age now are the
largest number they have ever been, that’s
a problem we have to continue to work on.

So the answer is, we’ve made some
progress. We have to do much more. I just
secured from the Congress a program to dra-
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matically increase our efforts to reduce drug
demand at home, especially to reach out to
our younger people with messages from peo-
ple they respect telling them that drugs are
wrong and illegal and that they can kill them.
Now, in addition to that, of course, we are
working more closely—we spend more
money in Colombia than any other country
working with the authorities there on anti-
drug campaigns. But this is an issue that will
increasingly involve all the nations not only
here on our own soil in the Americas but
throughout the world, and there is no easy
answer. You must fight all the chain of sup-
ply, and you must change the whole psychol-
ogy of demand. And we have to give a lot
of our young people hope so that they have
something to live for, something to say yes
to, some reason to do things that are con-
structive and good not only for society but
for themselves as well.

Mr. Ramos. Mr. President, a question re-
lated to this. As you yourself have recognized,
the United States is a country that consumes
more drugs in the world—one out of every
three U.S. citizens, according to the polls—
and many believe that the certification proc-
ess is unfair. Is it true that at the Summit
of the Americas in Chile next year you are
going to announce the end of the certifi-
cation process?

The President. We have made no decision
about that. Several years ago, our Congress
passed a law which requires us every year
to certify that the people in authority in coun-
tries are doing all they can to help us to fight
the drug problem. The decertification proc-
ess and some intermediate steps are extreme
measures taken under unusual cir-
cumstances. But even in the case of Colom-
bia where there was a decertification deci-
sion, we still continue to invest more money
in Colombia than any other country in work-
ing with local authorities there and Federal
authorities to fight the drug problem.

So I think what we have to emphasize is
that our approach is partnership. Whether
it’s Mexico, Colombia, any other country in
the world, what we prefer is to work with
people. And we recognize that in a lot of
the producing countries, it requires enor-
mous courage—enormous courage—and
people putting their lives on the line to try

to stand up to the narcotraffickers. And what
we want is a world in which we work more
closely with them and we reduce American
demand. And as I said, we have now seen
American demand go down, but our children
are still using too many drugs.

[Ms. Salinas introduced an employee of the
Foreign Ministry in Argentina.]

Q. Mr. President, good afternoon. Over
the last few months there’s been a lot dis-
cussed about the role of the armed forces
in our region in the fight against drug traf-
ficking. There are messages, although not all
of them homogeneous, from your country
that would seem to favor such a role. And
specifically, in our country there are certain
fears. And since you know the tragic history
we’ve suffered here, I would ask for your per-
sonal opinion on this.

The President. Well, first of all, let me
say that one of the great things that should
make all Argentineans proud is the changing
nature of the role of the armed services in
the last several years. Now Argentina is rec-
ognized—when people think of the Argen-
tine military around the world now, they
think of peacekeepers, from Bosnia to Cy-
prus to Mozambique to Haiti. This is very
different than it was in former times. And
I would say you wouldn’t want to do anything
to change that.

Now, in different countries there will be
different capacities for dealing with this
issue. And different nations may want to find
some role for the military; it may be nec-
essary. In our country we use the National
Guard, to some extent, to fight the drug
problem. But I think we all recognize that
it is a national security issue. We all recognize
that these people are wealthy and powerful
and well-armed and capable of killing large
numbers of people in a short period of time.
So the question each country will have to face
is, how am I going to deal with this? How
am I going to fight it? And if you use the
military in a domestic situation, then there
must be extraordinary precautions, obviously,
taken to avoid the kinds of abuses which
would be possible. In most cases in our coun-
try, such things are not legal anymore be-
cause we’re so sensitive to it. But I wouldn’t
want to make a judgment for every nation.
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I would just say every nation should do what
is necessary to deal with the security threat
but should do so in a way that protects the
civil liberties and the human rights of the
people and guarantees civilian control of the
military, because that’s one of the great tri-
umphs of Latin America in the last 15 years
or so, and it should not be sacrificed.

Ms. Salinas. As we said earlier at the be-
ginning of the program, we are not just going
to have questions in Argentina. We’re also
going to have questions from Los Angeles
and also Miami. We’re now going to hear
Teresa Rodriguez in Miami, a city that many
times has been the northernmost Latin
American city.

[Miami, FL, moderator Teresa Rodriguez in-
troduced a high school student.]

Freedom of Information
Q. Good day, Mr. President. Freedom of

expression and access to information are two
basic ideas for any democracy as an example
of a hemispheric initiative to provide more
information for North and South America.
My question is, which of these events or
which of these things do you think are nec-
essary, or what should happen in order to
increase access to information? And also,
how we, as a hemispheric community—how
can we incorporate countries like Cuba
where actually there is no respect for free-
dom of expression?

The President. Well, let me answer your
bigger question first. I think it’s very impor-
tant not only that we have freedom of speech
and freedom of the press, freedom of associa-
tion in every country in the Americas but that
we take the initiative to try to increase the
information available to people. I just came
from Brazil, for example, where I visited a
school in a poor neighborhood in Rio. And
they had computers there which were placed
there through a joint operation of private
companies and the government. And we
spoke over the Internet to students in an
American school just across the Potomac
River from Washington, DC.

One of the things that I have been trying
to do on this trip is to get all the leaders
of South America to work with me, especially
in Argentina and Brazil, to dramatically in-
crease the technology available to students

and then the use of the Internet. In addition
to that, the United States is trying to get all
the countries in the world to promise not to
overly regulate or tax or burden the Internet
so that we can get more information out.

The technology available today enables us
to bring education to children who could
never get it, enables us to bring information
to people who want to make a living, who
never would have been able to get that infor-
mation. It can revolutionize the way we do
business in a positive way if we do it. And
eventually I think no society can remain
closed to it. Cuba will inevitably get this in-
formation and respond to it, and it will lead
to a rising democratic impulse, just as it did
in the former Communist countries of East-
ern Europe. So you should be optimistic
about that. We just have to push this tech-
nology out there for education and for oppor-
tunity, to all people. It’s one of the ways we’re
going to sort of close the gap between the
haves and have-nots and not leave all the
poor people that are still in Latin America
behind—and still in our country, I might add.

Mr. Ramos. We’re jumping back and
forth. We’re going to jump from Cuba to
other subjects. Let’s go to one of the most
multicultural and multiracial societies in the
world, Los Angeles, with Maria Antonietta.
Go ahead, please.

[Los Angeles, CA, moderator Maria
Antonietta Collins introduced an immigra-
tion lawyer.]

Immigration
Q. Mr. President, on behalf of—[inaudi-

ble]—in Los Angeles and the Central Amer-
ican community in the United States, I’d like
to thank you for the leadership you have
demonstrated through the initiative of the
legislation presented to Congress several
weeks ago. As you well know, last week two
Republican Members of Congress an-
nounced an agreement which has not yet
been finalized and a legislative proposal. My
question is, what possibility is there to see
legislation passed that is fair and just in the
way that Salvadorans, Nicaraguans, and Gua-
temalans are treated, all of these people who
are under special immigration programs?

The President. Just very briefly, for the
benefit of all the people here in Buenos Aires
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and who are listening to this who may not
know what we’re talking about—in the politi-
cal upheavals of the eighties in Central
America, the United States gave special per-
mission to people who were affected by these
troubles to come to the United States, in the-
ory for a limited amount of time until democ-
racy or peace had been restored to their
country; then they were to return home. By
the time that happened, they had been here
quite a long while, particularly Guatemalans,
Salvadorans, and Nicaraguans. Under the law
passed by our Congress last year, they would
all have had to go home immediately. So our
Attorney General, working with me, issued
an order to stop that while we tried to fix
it.

I think the chances are excellent that we
will be able to at least return to the former
system, where we’ll be able to leave people
here on humanitarian grounds who have
made marriages and made families, had chil-
dren, and started their lives. And I’m encour-
aged that finally we have also gotten a posi-
tive response from some of the Republican
Members. Some of that legislation, as you
know, is directed to benefit only Nica-
raguans. I think that we should help them,
but I don’t think we should forget about the
Guatemalans and the Salvadorans either. I
think the chances are excellent that we will
have legislation which will enable us to do
the humane, decent thing. Thank you.

Let me also say, if I could just make a
point about Los Angeles. While Hispanic-
Americans are the fastest growing group of
Americans, Los Angeles County, our largest
county, has people from at least 150 different
racial and ethnic groups—in one of our coun-
ties. So we are becoming a multiethnic de-
mocracy in ways that we never have been
before, and if we do it properly, it will be
a great thing for our future.

Thank you very much.

[Ms. Salinas introduced a patent lawyer.]

U.S. Trade Policy
Q. Good afternoon, first of all, Mr. Presi-

dent. The United States on the one hand is
promoting the establishment of the free
trade area of the Americas, the FTAA, and
has now embarked on its own regional inte-
gration project, which is NAFTA. On the

other hand, it says that it would be against
integration blocs in Latin America that would
limit the exports or imports of third parties.
Now, my question is this: How can you simul-
taneously hold both positions, which at first
sight seem to be contradictory?

The President. Well, first of all, let me
tell you what my position is. I supported the
establishment of NAFTA. I supported the
strengthening of MERCOSUR. I support the
Andean Pact. I support CARICOM. Why?
Because when countries that are neighbors
lower their barriers and trade with each
other, they increase growth and wealth. They
also acquire a political closeness that makes
former conflicts unthinkable. And they begin
to look to the future and to their children,
instead of to their past prejudices or difficul-
ties. They tend to work together to solve
problems, the way we’re working with Argen-
tina and Brazil, for example, to help Peru
and Ecuador resolve their problems on the
border.

Secondly, I believe that being for
MERCOSUR, being for NAFTA, being for
these other pacts is sort of a first step toward
trying to have a larger hemispheric economic
integration. If you imagine—all of you here
are younger than I am—imagine what your
life will be like 20 years from now. Imagine
all the people who live in Argentina who
couldn’t come here wearing a coat and tie
yet. How are they going to have opportunities
in the future? How are they going to live
out their dreams? If we can integrate the
markets from the northern part of Alaska to
the tip of Tierra del Fuego so that you have
800 million people who are, in a deliberate
fashion, trying to work together and grow to-
gether, that will change the future of people
that otherwise won’t be touched. So to me,
I say yes to hemispheric integration, but let’s
build on what’s happening now that’s work-
ing.

1996 Campaign Financing
Ms. Salinas. Mr. President, of course, you

have tried to keep the focus throughout this
tour on trade, which is one of the main
points. But unfortunately, other subjects
have come up that you would have preferred
to leave at home. Some people in Latin
America criticize Presidents because they use
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their position to benefit from power and
from elections, and there are people who
criticize you perhaps for the same thing, by
making phone calls from the White House
or perhaps holding coffees for people who
could finance your campaign. Do you think
there is anything valid in any of those criti-
cisms?

The President. No. [Laughter] But it’s
true that I tried to win reelection, and it’s
true that I asked people to support me, and
it’s true that from time to time I actually
talked to my supporters. I think that’s how
democracy works.

But on the other hand, I don’t mind people
saying that, well, in their opinion we should
have done it one way or the other. The fun-
damental problem in America is there is no
effective limitation on spending. There is no
access by national candidates or Federal can-
didates for our Congress to free or reduced
air time, and so we have increasing costs of
communication in campaigns. And one of our
big problems—if we want to preserve our de-
mocracy in a way that has the trust of the
people of our country and gets participation
back up, people in public life and people who
want office should be doing more things like
this. And there should be strict limits on
spending in return for access like this to the
public, so that people feel that they’re partici-
pating. That’s the real problem. We ought
to pass the finance reform legislation that I’m
supporting or some other version of com-
prehensive campaign finance reform. Every
nation should do that.

[Mr. Ramos introduced an Argentine law-
yer.]

Domestic Violence
Q. Mr. President, I’d like to ask you with

regard to domestic violence, which recently
has been publicly recognized by the nations
of the world as a serious social problem that
especially victimizes women and children,
what are your policies—active policies to pre-
vent it and eradicate it?

The President. First of all, I think—I
thank you for working in the field, and I think
it’s very important that domestic violence is
being recognized as a human rights issue. My
wife should be answering this question. She
has done a lot more work on this than I have.

She went to Beijing to the International
Women’s Conference to talk about this,
among other things. She spoke with women
from Argentina today, just today, about this
and has talked about it all over Latin Amer-
ica.

It is not a cultural issue; it’s a human rights
issue, and it is a crime. What we have done
is we set up a special division in our Justice
Department with an advocate on violence
against women. We established a toll-free
long distance phone line so that people could
call us from all over the country to talk about
instances of domestic violence, to ask for
help, to get—for treatment for people, for
law enforcement support, for whatever. And
it has been very well used. And we have done
a lot of work to increase the sensitivity of
our local law enforcement officials and to
train them better, so that they know it when
they see it. I know that may sound funny,
but a lot of people don’t know it when they
see it, don’t know how to respond to it.

And I think every country needs to do that.
There needs to be an advocate; there needs
to be a way ordinary people who aren’t being
heard in their neighborhoods or their com-
munities can call and get help; and then there
needs to be a comprehensive training pro-
gram to change the priorities, the attitudes,
the understandings of the people in law en-
forcement. It should be a priority in every
nation of the Americas. And I would be the
last to say we have solved the problem in
America, but at least we are aggressively pur-
suing it. And I thank my wife for making sure
we’re trying to do the right thing anyway.

[Mr. Ramos called on Ms. Rodriguez, who
introduced a Costa Rican participant from
Florida.]

Human Rights
Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. For the

first time since the Carter administration, the
United States has decided to promote human
rights in Latin America. Given the fact that
in the past the United States has dem-
onstrated its will to intervene or even invade
on behalf of causes such as democracy or to
take away from power supposed criminals,
alleged criminals, what possibilities are there
for the United States to do that today for
human rights?
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The President. Well, the United States is
being very aggressive in the support of
human rights. It affects our other policies.
It is a part of all of our dialog with countries
where it’s an issue. We are trying to move
away from the period when the United States
was eager to invade other countries in our
hemisphere and our neighbors, toward a spir-
it of partnership and cooperation but a co-
operation based not simply on common eco-
nomic interests but most importantly on the
shared values of freedom and democracy, of
peace and prosperity, of cooperative efforts
in environmental protection and education
and other things. So you can’t have a relation-
ship like that if human rights is taken out
of the equation.

And I might say—you’re Costa Rican—if
you look at the experience of Costa Rica, if
you look at how wonderfully they have done,
part of it is because they have observed basic
human rights and did not have institutions
within the society that had a vested interest
in holding people down and denying their
human potential. That’s a lesson we all need
to learn.

So I wouldn’t think that America would
want to get into the invasion business. We
did participate in the United Nations-sanc-
tioned restoration of the elected Government
of Haiti, but only after it became sanctioned
by the international community, where there
were serious human rights abuses but where
an election had also been interrupted. But
what we can do to have the most influence
is just, day-in and day-out, find ways to work
together to deal with it, and hopefully in a
multilateral situation. The OAS can do more,
and we can do more bilaterally as well. But
thank you for your question and for your con-
cern.

[Ms. Salinas called on Ms. Collins, who intro-
duced the coordinator for inter-American af-
fairs, William C. Velasquez Institute.]

Free Trade
Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. His-

panic congressmen here in the United States
are against fast track, as a result of certain
lacks in certain NAFTA programs for retrain-
ing workers who have lost their jobs as a re-
sult of NAFTA and others to create jobs for
those same workers. My question is, don’t

you think that we need to improve NAFTA
before we expand it to South America or be-
fore we negotiate any other free-trade agree-
ment, before we ask for fast-track authoriza-
tion?

The President. Absolutely not. Let’s look
at the economic facts here. First of all—and
I would be happy to discuss this, but whether
you believe NAFTA was a success or a fail-
ure—and I believe we are far better off eco-
nomically and in our relationships with Mex-
ico than we would have been had we not
passed NAFTA—but we are the only devel-
oped country in the world with a 2,000-mile
border with a country that is still developing.
We have unique historical, cultural, eco-
nomic, environmental, and other challenges
in our relationship.

Our trade with the Americas has grown
enormously in the last few years. It has gone
up 200 percent since 1990. It’s now over
$109 billion. In the last year alone, 70 per-
cent of America’s trade growth has come
from the Americas. So should we do some-
thing to trade more with Chile, with Argen-
tina, with Brazil, with other countries? Yes,
I believe we should. Should we wait while
Europeans and others make agreements that
help their workers? No, I don’t believe we
should. Are there political benefits as well
as economic benefits to our cooperation? Ab-
solutely.

Now, in the case of NAFTA—let’s go back
to NAFTA. We had a couple of rough years
with NAFTA because of the peso crisis in
Mexico and the recession which followed.
But they were not nearly as bad and Mexico
bounced back much more quickly than they
did when the same thing happened to Mex-
ico in the early eighties and there was no
NAFTA, there was no trade.

We have not solved all the environmental
problems along the border, but at least we
have a financial mechanism and a testing
mechanism now, and we have shown we have
some examples of progress. I think you can
rightly say that the North American Develop-
ment Bank lost 2 years in the development,
in ’94 and ’95. We’ve been working since
early ’96 to get it going. And just recently,
I reached an agreement with the Hispanic
caucus to dramatically increase the lending
capacity of the North American Develop-
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ment Bank to help Americans displaced by
NAFTA-related trade. We’ve already dou-
bled worker retraining funds. I’ve reached an
agreement with the Hispanic caucus to in-
crease it another $450 million over the next
5 years.

So I think that we do have to do more
to help Americans who are disadvantaged by
trade, but that is not an argument against
fast track. Fast track is about the future of
Latin America and its future economic rela-
tions with us, and I think we’d be making
a terrible mistake to delay. We should speed
up, not delay. The economy down here is
on a fast track. I can see it all around me.
They’re not waiting for us to do this. We just
should be a good partner and do it.

[Mr. Ramos introduced an Argentine pedia-
trician.]

Q. Good afternoon.
The President. Good afternoon.

Health Care
Q. My question has to do with health, and

it’s this. Access to health care is a basic
human right. The United States has many
times helped to promote and defend human
rights. How do you think the United States
can help us now to be able to gain access
for the entire population to health care? And
how does this work in the United States, im-
mersed as you are in a free market economic
system?

The President. Well, you know, that’s a
problem that we haven’t fully solved. Hillary
and I tried in 1994 to devise a system where
everyone who could afford it would pay
something, according to their ability to pay,
for themselves and their employees to buy
health insurance so everyone would have ac-
cess to health care. That plan did not pass.

What have we done instead? We have tried
to make it possible for health care to be more
affordable. We’ve tried to protect people’s
health insurance when they have it so that
they don’t lose it. And we have a network
of public health clinics throughout the Unit-
ed States that people can visit if they do not
have access to health care. We just passed
a law in our country with 24 billion U.S. dol-
lars to provide health insurance to another

5 million children over the next 5 years. So
we’re trying.

But I think that we should—from my own
point of view, we should support programs
through the international financial institu-
tions that help you and through AID, the
USAID programs that deal with basic health
care. Access to health care is, in my view,
right up there with education in terms of
what it will take to give every single child
in this country and on this continent a chance
to participate in the future we’re building.
And I think the United States should con-
tinue to have a high priority on health care
at home and health care abroad.

And thank you for being a pediatrician.

[Ms. Salinas introduced a Uruguayan English
teacher.]

Intercultural Education
Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. I spent

some time studying in the United States.
Your universities and your schools in the
United States are full of foreign students who
seem to have understood the need to cul-
turally interact in this era of globalization.
Don’t you think that more U.S. young people
should be going out to the world in order
to get to know it and get to know people
and get in touch and not be so unaware of
the needs of globalization?

The President. Yes, absolutely. You know,
one of the reasons I have the attitudes that
I have today is that when I was a young man
I was given the opportunity to study in an-
other country for 2 years and travel to other
countries. I have strongly supported America
maintaining the Fulbright scholarship pro-
gram for that reason. And I believe that we
should do all that we can to encourage more
students from the United States to take a
year or so and study abroad. I’m very glad
that we have students from other countries
in the U.S. I think there are now 2,000 stu-
dents from Argentina in the United States.
Are there any American students here? Good
for you. Well, we have a few here, beating
the odds. But I think it’s very important.

Let me also say that there is a marked atti-
tudinal change, though, now. Young Ameri-
cans, Americans under 30, are far more likely
to want to be involved with a foreign culture,
to want to study overseas, to understand the
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importance of trade and political cooperation
to their own future—far more likely. So I
wouldn’t be surprised if we don’t see a big
upsurge in the number of young Americans
now who want to take at least a year and
go overseas to learn about another culture,
to master another language, to be a part of
the world as it is developing. But you’re abso-
lutely right, we should do more of it.

[Ms. Salinas called on Ms. Rodriguez, who
introduced the president of the Puerto Rican
Students Association at the University of
Miami.]

Puerto Rican Statehood
Q. Thank you. Good afternoon to everyone

and good afternoon to you, Mr. President.
This is my question. If Puerto Rico were ac-
cepted as the 51st State, what assurance
could you give the Puerto Rican community
that we would be able to keep our traditions,
our culture, our language, and not lose our
Puerto Rican identity?

The President. Well, first, let me state
what my position is. My position is that the
status of Puerto Rico should be for the Puer-
to Rican people themselves to decide.
Whether a commonwealth, independence, or
statehood, it should be totally up to the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico. If Puerto Rico were to
become a State, among other things, under
our laws the educational system of Puerto
Rico would be primarily the constitutional
responsibility of the State of Puerto Rico, so
that to whatever extent the State wanted to
have a cultural support for the native culture
and the native customs and the native lan-
guage would be a decision for the State to
pursue that the Federal Government should
not try to undermine.

So that’s my position. I don’t think you’d
have to worry about that. There are com-
plicating questions on both sides of that
issue. But I think that the preservation of
the unique and wonderful culture of Puerto
Rico would not be a problem probably in
either way, but there may be some specific
problems I’m unaware of. But I would say
that people should make their decisions
about commonwealth and statehood prob-
ably based on what they think is best eco-
nomically, rather than that. I believe that

we’ll be able to preserve the culture no mat-
ter what.

As a matter of fact, if you look at what’s
happening in Miami, what’s happening in
Los Angeles, what’s happening in Chicago,
what’s happening in the Fairfax County
school district across the river from Washing-
ton, DC, where there are people from 180
different national groups in one school dis-
trict, we’re going to do a lot of cultural pres-
ervation in the years ahead.

[Mr. Ramos called on Ms. Collins, who intro-
duced the coordinator of a Los Angeles
human rights organization.]

Immigration
Q. Yes, Mr. President. The new immigra-

tion law of 1996 has caused a major crisis
for immigrant families. In the past, you have
said that life was not going to be made more
difficult for those immigrants who have com-
plied with the law in this country and who
are seeking the American dream. What I’d
like to know is what do you plan to do so
that the immigration laws are more humane
for the people coming from those countries?

The President. First of all, I think it’s im-
portant that you look at the changes that we
just put into the recently passed budget. As
you know, I was bitterly opposed to the im-
migration law changes made by Congress last
year, and I said I would do all I could to
reverse the harshest aspects of them. Those
laws were largely reversed in their impact in
the budget that we just passed.

Now, for people who are there without
legal approval, they may be eligible to be-
come legal immigrants and, if so, they should
try to get legal status. For some legal immi-
grants that may still lose some public bene-
fits, our information is that over 70 percent
of them are eligible to become citizens. I
would urge them to become citizens. We just
had a big report from our immigration com-
mission saying that we in the United States
Government should do more to try to push
citizenship and help new citizens to integrate
more successfully into our society. So we’re
going to be looking at that to see if there
are some people who have fallen between
the cracks, that we can change their status
so they won’t be put in a perilous cir-
cumstance. But I’m confident that most of
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the people’s problems were taken care of by
the recent budget law. The others, I think,
we’ll have to work hard, particularly moving
people into citizenship, because most of the
people who don’t have benefits now, because
they’re legal immigrants and not citizens, are
old people who aren’t in dire health condi-
tions. But almost all of them are eligible to
become citizens, and I think we have to move
them through the system as quickly as we
can.

[Ms. Salinas introduced a Chilean computer
company president.]

Major Non-NATO Ally Status and Arms
Sales

Q. Mr. President, in the United States
seeking MNNA status for Argentina, the
armed forces of Argentina, no doubt, would
also be given a new status by the U.S. Gov-
ernment. Don’t you think that a rivalry can
be generated between these neighboring
countries in the south and also produce
democratic instability in the region in an
arms race that could be unleashed through
this decision?

The President. No, but let me explain
why. Let me explain why. It’s a fair question.
And let me say if someone—an Argentine
here might stand up and ask the following
question: Mr. President, don’t you think the
fact that the United States is now willing to
send—sell sophisticated jets to the Chilean
air force could cause the same problem you
just said? So let me answer both questions,
if I might.

We accorded the major non-NATO ally
status to Argentina because of the truly ex-
traordinary efforts that have happened just
in the 1990’s, where Argentina has gone with
us to Bosnia, has gone into Haiti, is working
with British soldiers in Cyprus, is working
in Mozambique. There is hardly a country
in the world that has anything approaching
the record of the Argentine military in being
willing to stand up for the cause of peace.
We believe that we should be sending a sig-
nal that this is the policy that other countries
should follow. There is nothing here de-
signed to upset the military balance in South
America. We want Argentina to be working
with Chile, to be working with Brazil. It

would be the height of stupidity for these
countries to go to war with each other.

Now, why did we decide to say that we
might sell aircraft to Chile? Because Chile
was interested in our making a bid. We used
to have—essentially, when the continent was
governed by military dictators, we said we’re
not going to sell them planes because they’ll
use them to go to war with each other. Now
that the continent is governed by stable de-
mocracies, I asked myself this question: Is
there some reason I should continue to dis-
criminate against Chile and treat them dif-
ferently than I would France or Germany?
And the answer was no.

So what we’re trying to do, so that no
arms—so that we don’t have a new arms race
in Latin America and people don’t get scared
about this, whether—I mean, Chile may or
may not buy American planes, for all I know.
But what we think ought to be done is that
all the OAS members ought to say, ‘‘Look,
we have militaries, we have to keep them
properly equipped, but we’re going to share
information with each other about what
we’re buying and why.’’ No more secrets, no
surprises, no attempts to gain any advantage
over one another—that’s the answer there.
So I think that we ought to just be very open
and honest with each other about why we’re
doing these things, and if so, we won’t be
heightening the military tension.

Malvinas-Falkland Islands
Mr. Ramos. Mr. President, as a journalist,

before going to the next question, I wanted
to say this. Since Argentina is an ally of the
United States, a non-NATO ally, what would
happen if, for example, Argentina wanted to
seek a diplomatic or military solution to the
Malvinas-Falkland Islands? What would the
United States do, ally itself with Great Britain
or Argentina?

The President. The United States would
say—we tried that once; it didn’t work out
so well. And the United States would say,
here are two great countries following, in
every other respect, farsighted policies.
Great Britain is enjoying enormous success
now in Europe in economic recovery, show-
ing real responsibility in international affairs,
trying to deal with the question we must all
deal with, which is how do you have a free
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market and preserve the social contract, treat
the poor fairly, grow the middle class. This
is not the time to be going to war. These
are our friends. They should get together and
work this out. That’s what the United States
would say. The United States would say, for
goodness sakes, don’t spoil a good thing. We
have two good countries here with two—with
strong leadership. They should get together
and work this out. This is not a cause for
war; this is a cause for negotiations.

[Mr. Ramos introduced Mexico’s special
envoy for the United Nations Educational,
Scientific, and Cultural Organization.]

Youth Empowerment
Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. This

is my question. We young people are con-
cerned about solving the problems that affect
our countries, but the only thing we can do
is show up these concerns because we don’t
have the proper platform for decisionmaking.
I’d like to know, do you have concrete poli-
cies designed for young people to become
part of strategic decisionmaking processes?
And could this policy be used as a tool for
better intercontinental integration?

The President. To be perfectly honest
with you, I’d never thought of it in that way
before. It’s interesting; in the United States
more and more of our school boards, for ex-
ample, are having a student be a member
of the board. More and more of our univer-
sity boards of trustees are having a student
be a member of the board, trying to actually
share power with people who are even
younger than you, to get young people into
this. I haven’t thought of this in the context
you mention, but I would urge you and any-
one else here who is interested in this, if you
have any ideas, write to me about it. I will
think about it, and I will see what can be
done.

But since you’re from Mexico though, let
me make a specific suggestion. I believe
President Zedillo did a very brave and good
thing in basically genuinely opening up the
Mexican political system, knowing that it
would cost his own party positions in the
Mexican Congress in the short run. Now you
have a much more competitive democracy
in Mexico. As a result of that, all these parties

are going to be looking around now for young
people like you, with ideas and energy and
values, people who can command the sup-
port of other people. And I think this is a
very good time for young people in Mexico
to try to make their influence felt in the polit-
ical system. Because the old—the PRI, they
desperately need now young people to come
in and say, ‘‘No, we have new ideas. We have
a future.’’ The other parties that are compet-
ing are going to be open. And I think for
young people who are of the age to be in
politics, not just as elected officials but I
mean as activists, there is an unprecedented
opportunity in Mexico to affect policy now
because you’ve just opened up a new chapter
in your political history.

On the other question, think about it. If
you have any ideas specifically, write to me.
I’m intrigued by it. I hadn’t thought of it be-
fore.

Q. We’ll ask for the address then.
Ms. Salinas. Mr. President, we’ve run out

of the time we had for questions. Of course,
there are so many young people here and
in Los Angeles and Miami as well who want-
ed to take advantage of this opportunity to
ask you questions. Others have been able to
do that, and they’re very grateful. But now,
please, you take the floor.

The President. First, let me thank all of
you for coming. Let me thank the people in
Los Angeles and Miami. Let me congratulate
the people in Miami. Their baseball team is
going to the World Series faster than any new
team has ever gone before. Let me thank
the people of Venezuela and Brazil and Ar-
gentina for making us feel so welcome.

And let me say again, I am convinced that
the best years in all of human civilization can
be ahead of us if we take advantage of the
revolutions that are now in play and honestly
face our problems together. And if we define
the worth of our lives by what we can accom-
plish by helping each other to make the most
of their lives, then I think you will have a
very wonderful time in the 21st century.

Thank you, and God bless you.

[An additional question was asked in Span-
ish, but a translation was not provided.]
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Bilingual Education
The President. Believe it or not, I lost

my interpreter, but I know what we’re talking
about. [Laughter]

Here’s what I think about the whole bilin-
gual education issue. Every country has a
dominant language, and should. And the chil-
dren in the schools should make every ef-
fort—should learn that dominant language
and become proficient in it. I think more and
more, our children in America will want to
speak at least two languages and perhaps
more.

What I’d like to see is a situation where
we say, however—we can’t say we’re not
going to have any bilingual education, be-
cause then children would come here, not
just from Spanish-speaking countries but
from any number of Asian cultures, and not
be able to learn in school for 2 or 3 years.
And when children come to the United
States and they don’t speak English, but
they’re school age, I think they should start
school immediately. They should be able to
get whatever instruction they have to have
in the language that they do speak, but then
they should learn to speak English in an ap-
propriate time, so that we’re always encour-
aging bilingualism or multilingualism.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:07 p.m. at the
Univision Television Network Studio. In his re-
marks, he referred to Univision journalists Jorge
Ramos and Maria Elena Salinas, who moderated
the meeting in Buenos Aires; and President
Ernesto Zedillo of Mexico. The President also re-
ferred to the Institutional Revolutionary Party
(PRI), Mexico’s ruling political party.

Remarks at the State Dinner Hosted
by President Carlos Menem of
Argentina in Buenos Aires
October 16, 1997

Mr. President, Zulema, to the members
of Congress and the Supreme Court, Mr.
Mayor and governors, former President Al-
fonsin, members of the diplomatic corps, dis-
tinguished guests. Mr. President, thank you
for your fine statement, your warm welcome,
and the extraordinary hospitality that Hillary
and I and our entire delegation of Cabinet,

administration, and congressional members
have received from the people of Buenos
Aires and Argentina.

Mr. President, as you know, like you, I
come from a small rural State, where some
people still value their horse more than their
automobile. [Laughter] And with this re-
markable feast, you have reminded us with
barbecue that we are truly at home.

Exactly 150 years ago, in the autumn of
1847, a young man from Argentina visited
the United States and was profoundly af-
fected by the experience. He thought that
we Americans ate our meals too quickly—
[laughter]—that our young people had
strange courtship habits, and that the White
House was not big enough for the President.
[Laughter] Still, he was impressed by a na-
tion in which individuals were valued for
their capacity and their work, where edu-
cation was prized as the great equalizing
force of democracy, where a multitude of
people of different backgrounds and lan-
guages came together, in his words, ‘‘as if
they were one family, joining one another,
mixing with each other, parts of old societies
forming the new, most daring republic in the
world.’’ Mr. President, that young man was
Domingo Faustino Sarmiento.

Today, 150 years later, America looks
across the great expanse of our hemisphere
at Argentina and we are inspired by Argen-
tina today as Sarmiento was by America then.
We see a nation shaped, like us, by waves
of immigrants from the Old World and the
experience of frontier life in the New World.
Here, where so many languages are spoken,
from Basque to Ukrainian, from Arabic to
Welsh, we see a nation drawing strength
from its remarkable diversity. Today, we see
an Argentina grounded in democracy, com-
mitted to economic reforms that have put
it on the road to more widespread prosperity
and to educating its people for the demands
of the new economy.

I speak for all Americans when I say how
very pleased I am that in the last decade our
nations have built a strong, new relationship,
driven by shared values, based on partner-
ship and respect. Argentina and America
have joined together in common cause. We
pledge to create a free-trade area of the
Americas by 2005; to bring new prosperity
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