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about $5 million, and SSA by some $45 mil-
lion. This would dramatically affect the deliv-
ery of essential human services and edu-
cation programs and the protection of em-
ployees in the workplace.

With respect to the District of Columbia
component of the bill, I am pleased that the
majority and minority in the Congress were
able to come together to pass a version of
the District of Columbia Appropriations Bill
that I would sign if presented to me sepa-
rately and as it is currently constructed.
While I continue to object to remaining rid-
ers, some of the highly objectionable provi-
sions that would have intruded upon local
citizens’ right to make decisions about local
matters have been modified from previous
versions of the bill. That is a fair compromise.
We will continue to strenuously urge the
Congress to keep such riders off of the FY
2001 D.C. Appropriations Bill.

I commend the Congress for providing the
Federal funds I requested for the District
of Columbia. The bill includes essential fund-
ing for District Courts and Corrections and
the D.C. Offender Supervision Agency and
provides requested funds for a new tuition
assistance program for District of Columbia
residents. The bill also includes funding to
promote the adoption of children in the Dis-
trict’s foster care system, to support the Chil-
dren’s National Medical Center, to assist the
Metropolitan Police Department in eliminat-
ing open-air drug trafficking in the District,
and for drug testing and treatment, among
other programs. However, I continue to ob-
ject to remaining riders that violate the prin-
ciples of home rule.

I look forward to working with the Con-
gress to craft an appropriations bill that I can
support, and to passage of one that will facili-
tate our shared objectives.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 3, 1999.

Statement on District of Columbia
Appropriations Legislation
November 3, 1999

After bipartisan negotiations to resolve the
District of Columbia appropriations bill,

Congress and my administration agreed to
provide essential funding for the District
while modifying some of the most objection-
able provisions infringing on the rights of
local citizens to make decisions about local
matters—the principle of home rule.

I would have signed this legislation, but
the House attached to it highly objectionable
legislation that would have failed to fund im-
portant priorities in education, health, and
other areas and would have resulted in an
across-the-board cut in funding for important
programs from defense and veterans’ pro-
grams to education, law enforcement, and
the environment.

Unfortunately, the House voted today on
a replacement DC bill that runs contrary to
the earlier bipartisan agreement and under-
cuts the progress that has been made for the
benefit of the people of the District of Co-
lumbia. The consensus bill on the District
passed by both Houses remains acceptable
to me, and I would sign it if it were presented
as a stand-alone bill or unattached to objec-
tionable legislation. I urge Congress to act
for the benefit of the citizens of the District
and our Nation’s Capital by sending me the
agreed-upon legislation, unencumbered by
objectionable legislation or provisions.

Statement on the Verdict in the
Matthew Shepard Murder Trial
November 3, 1999

Today’s verdict closes a chapter in the
tragic story of the killing of Matthew
Shepard. Although the verdict cannot bring
Matthew back, perhaps it will bring some
sense of closure to Dennis and Judy Shepard,
as well as other family and friends of Mat-
thew. The First Lady and I offer our prayers
for them and our hope that their memories
of Matthew’s life will sustain them in the dif-
ficult time ahead.

The verdict is a dramatic statement that
we are determined to have a tolerant, law-
abiding nation that celebrates our differences
rather than despising them. Our Nation must
unite in outrage against hate-based violence.
We cannot surrender to those on the fringe
of our society who lash out at those who are
different. Their crimes impose a particular
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cost on society by tearing at the social fabric.
It is my continued hope that together, as a
nation, we will work to repair that fabric.

Statement on Patients’ Bill of Rights
Legislation
November 3, 1999

Today’s overwhelming vote in the House
is an encouraging step toward passage of a
strong, enforceable Patients’ Bill of Rights.
Unfortunately, the House Republican leader-
ship is seeking to defeat the will of the
House—now expressed clearly for a second
time—by refusing to appoint conferees who
support this legislation. Despite the leader-
ship’s action, the message of the House vote
to the conference could not be more clear:
Reject the false promise of the Senate-passed
bill and send me the bipartisan measure that
delivers the real protections that patients de-
serve.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the Australia-United
States Agreement on Technology for
the Separation of Isotopes of
Uranium by Laser Excitation With
Documentation
November 3, 1999

To the Congress of the United States:
I am pleased to transmit to the Congress,

pursuant to sections 123 b. and 123 d. of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42
U.S.C. 2153(b), (d)), the text of a proposed
Agreement for Cooperation Between the
United States of America and Australia Con-
cerning Technology for the Separation of Iso-
topes of Uranium by Laser Excitation, with
accompanying annexes and agreed minute.
I am also pleased to transmit my written ap-
proval, authorization, and determination con-
cerning the Agreement, and an unclassified
Nuclear Proliferation Assessment Statement
(NPAS) concerning the Agreement. (In ac-
cordance with section 123 of the Act, as
amended by title XII of the Foreign Affairs
Reform and Restructuring Act of 1998 (Pub-
lic Law 105–277), a classified annex to the
NPAS, prepared by the Secretary of State

in consultation with the Director of Central
Intelligence, summarizing relevant classified
information, will be submitted to the Con-
gress separately.) The joint memorandum
submitted to me by the Secretary of State
and the Secretary of Energy, which includes
a summary of the provisions of the Agree-
ment and the views of the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, is also enclosed.

A U.S. company and an Australian com-
pany have entered into a contract jointly to
develop and evaluate the commercial poten-
tial of a particular uranium enrichment proc-
ess (known as the ‘‘SILEX’’ process) invented
by the Australian company. If the commer-
cial viability of the process is demonstrated,
the U.S. company may adopt it to enrich ura-
nium for sale to U.S. and foreign utilities for
use as reactor fuel.

Research on and development of the new
enrichment process may require transfer
from the United States to Australia of tech-
nology controlled by the United States as
sensitive nuclear technology or Restricted
Data. Australia exercises similar controls on
the transfer of such technology outside Aus-
tralia. There is currently in force an Agree-
ment Between the United States of America
and Australia Concerning Peaceful Uses of
Nuclear Energy, signed at Canberra July 5,
1979 (the ‘‘1979 Agreement’’). However, the
1979 Agreement does not permit transfers
of sensitive nuclear technology and Re-
stricted Data between the parties unless spe-
cifically provided for by an amendment or
by a separate agreement.

Accordingly, the United States and Aus-
tralia have negotiated, as a complement to
the 1979 Agreement, a specialized agree-
ment for peaceful nuclear cooperation to
provide the necessary legal basis for transfer
of the relevant technology between the two
countries for peaceful purposes.

The proposed Agreement provides for co-
operation between the parties and authorized
persons within their respective jurisdictions
in research on and development of the
SILEX process (the particular process for the
separation of isotopes of uranium by laser ex-
citation). The Agreement permits the trans-
fer for peaceful purposes from Australia to
the United States and from the United States
to Australia, subject to the nonproliferation


