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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

DECEMBER 13, 1990 THE CHIEF of STAFF
has seen

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUN \

THROUGH : DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMENDDRC
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, Professor Guilain Denoeux of Colby College in Maine
wrote the attached OP/ED defending the deployment in the Gulf.
Although it was rejected by the Boston Globe, he did get it
placed in the Central Maine Morning Sentinel, which is Senator
George Mitchell's hometown newspaper.




CENTRAL MAINE MORNING SENTINEL
Wednesday, December 12, 1990

Commentary

The realities of dealing with Iraq

Limiting Bush's options increases possibility of war

ome commentators have criticized Pres-

ident Bush for his failure to explain his

Gulf strategy to the American people.
Othqrs have argued that the administration is
rushing toward war, unwilling to pursue diplo-
matic solutions to the crisis.

Such criticisms fail to recognize that the Presi-
dent’s belligerent rhetoric and his inability to
explain the rationale behind his strategy are pos-
tures imposed upon him by the present situation
and the personality of Saddam Hussein. '

Unlike most of us, Saddam and his inner circle
do not believe that war and the use of force are
last resorts when persuasion and diplomacy have
failed. On the contrary, their view is that diploma-
cy shoulg(tie employed only when force and war

have fail

Saddam and the men who surround him ,
were not elected to office as Western politicians
are, using the arts of persuasion, public rela-
tions, and compromise. They rose to power
through clandestine party activity and have ‘
maintained it for 22 years primarily through '
fear and intimidation. .

It is left for President Bush and the anti-Iraq
coalition to convince Saddam that what has been
awinning strategy for over two decades inside

Iraq simply will not succeed with the outside
world. 4

_President Bush appears to uhderstand all of
this very well. He is aware that his standoff with
the Iraqi dictator is the equivalent of the hot rod- ‘
ders’ game of chicken. . ‘

Upfortugﬂely, ibgth players also know that

such a game puts President Bush at a disadvan- |
tage. He is a consensus builder and a diplomat, !
known for caution and moderation, operating
under the constraints of a morally-oriented {
democratic society, in which public opinion limits
aleader’s freedom to maneuver. |

Saddam, on the other hand, races toward this
confrontation unaccountable to his public and
unfettered by moral restraints, having tortured
and executed many political opponents, some
personally. Throughout his career, he has also
shown that he is not afraid to engage in high- |
stakes, life-threatening political gambles that are
the essence of this particular game.

|

What complicates President Bush’s task is
Saddam’s firm belief expressed to the U.S.
Ambassador to Iraq only a week before the inva-
sion of Kuwait) that Americans lack the will,
determination, and courage to use force to stop
him. In this context, President Bush must go to
extra lengths to convince the Iraqi strongman
that he, too, means business and that he can at
any moment unleash the full fury of American
military power on Iraq, and destroy Saddam’s

“ regime. . -

Because he correctly perceives that Saddam

will only respond to diplomacy if it is accompa-

nied by the convincing threat of force, President

Bush has engaged in the sort of sabre rattling and

hawkish rhetoric that has rallied the rest of the
world to conclude, in a historic United Nations
vote, that all necessary means must be deployed
to effect the withdrawal of Iraq from Kuwait.

Unfortunately, these successes have been off-
set by a very vocal American minority, which doe:
not understand what is required to convince an
individual such as Saddam Hussein to avoid a mil-
itary confrontation. s

The unpleasant reality is that we are not deal-
ing with a man of middle class American values
who fights fairly and treats people the way he

-would like to be treated.

Trotting out a one-size-fits-all solution to war
will not work in this phase of the Gulf Crisis
because it does not take into account the cultural,
historical, political, and personal contexts. In fact,
by pressing to limit the president’s options, other-
wise well-meaning peace activists may achieve a
dreadfully undesirable resuit.

The erosion of public support for President
Bush serves only to reinforce Saddam in his
conviction that the U.S. and the anti-Iraq coali-
tion do not have the resolve necessary to force
him to withdraw from the country he attacked
in August. :

Members of Congress, editorialists and all of
us who do not want a war should consider that
any efforts to constrict the President’s options
during the countdown to Jan. 15 will only con-
tribute increasing its likelihood.

Guilain Denoeux, assistant professor of government
at Colby College, was the cultural charge de mission of
the French embassy in Baghdad in 1984-85.



THE WHITE HOUSE THE Ot

WASHINGTON has seen

NOVEMBER 29, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU ﬂ

THROUGH: DAVID DEMARES
FROM: pEB AMENDDF
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, USA Today ran an editorial this morning by the leader
of a hostage-family group about an upcoming trip to Irag. We
worked with the paper and the State Department to respond
appropriately. These articles are attached.




USA TODAY
November 29, 1990

Hostage relatives should stay home

By Ernest W. Lefever Yo
Guest columnist ¥ -

WASHINGTON — We can all sympathize with the
deep anguish of families whose loved ones are held cap-
tive in Iraq by a ruthless dictator who manipulates his
hostages like pawns in a deadly chess game.

Our hearts go out to them. :

President Saddam Hussein says he is “unhappy” to be
holding Americans as “guests” (read human shields),
adding: “We don’t mean to hurt anyone or deny anyone
his rights; we only mean to make those who want war to

* hesitate a little.” @

The State Department is right: Saddam’s “playing with
hostages is just cynical manipulation.”

Compounding his cynicism, Saddam said he will start
freeing an estimated 2,000 Western hostages on Christ-
mas Day — unless “something should occur to disturb
the atmosphere of peace.” There are some 100 Ameri-
cans held at military sites in Iraq.

He has also invited hostage families to visit Iraq to beg
for the release of their husbands and sons. For under-
standable reasons, some Americans have accepted this
poisoned invitation. Unwittingly, they, like the hostages,
have become pawns in a dangerous game. The State De-
partment wisely urges families not to go to Baghdad.

Saddam’s thinly disguised “humane” gestures are cal-

& vy '»’?;‘,» ; (:‘ ¥ .
Emest Lefever is a senior fellow at the Ethics and
"Publicg

olicy Center.

culated to divide America, to erode the U.S.-led coalition
against his rape of Kuwait and to limit our military op-
tions. i

Hostage families should not permit themselves to be
manipulated into supporting a man who has pillaged Ku-

wait and threatened Saudi Arabia in his drive to control

the flow of gulf oil to the USA, Europe and Japan.

* And it is reprehensible for private Americans such as
Jesse Jackson, Ramsey Clark and Muhammad Ali to ne-
gotiate with Iraq. Each has secured the release of sever-

‘al Americans, but each has played Saddam’s cynical
game and complicated President Bush’s attempt to ex-
pel Iraq from Kuwait. Such visits to Baghdad weaken the
fragile coalition of Western, Arab and other govern-
ments that have supported the U.N, Security Council res-
olutions against Iraq.

Most needed now is an America united behind the ef-
forts to force fraq out of Kuwait by economic sanctions if
possible, and by military means if necessary, and to se-
cure the release of all foreigners held against their will.

Hostage families can help achieve these basic objec-
tives by accepting a disproportionate sacrifice in the

name of larger US. interests in peace and free com-

merce in the Middle East.

Hostage relatives must go to Iraq

By Kim Edwards
Guest columnist

CARSON CITY, Nev. — We are not politicians, diplo-
mats or former government officials.

We have not engaged in pointless name-calling;, we
have not theorized about the success of an eventual con-
frontation.

We are like you, the aver-

age person who reads news-
“It is our papers and watches the

news.
hquam(lis’ We live with a heightened
sons an sense of fear because it is
fathers who our husbands, sons and fa-
are involved thers who are involved in a
in a crisis not ggxs not of their own mak-
of their gwn We have watched and lis-
making. tened to endless round-table

discussions by analysts, for-
mer diplomats and former government officials with a
growing sense of impotence.

We have heard government leaders from many na-
tions engage in rhetoric that has set the stage for a war
that may lead to tragedy on an unprecedented scale.

We were brought together through the efforts of Com-

_ Kim Edwards’ husband, Tony, is detained in Iraq; she
is codeader of a hostage-family group leaving for Bagh-
dad Monday.

ing Home, a support group based in Champaign, IlL,
whose spiritual and emotional support has been tremen-
dous. :

Coming Home takes no political stance regarding this

crisis.

All of its energy has been and will continue to be fo-
cused on the hostage issue and the emotional well-being
of the families at home.

Seventeen of us who have loved ones detained in Iraq
have decided to make this journey to Baghdad after
much soul-searching, for none of us wishes to be consid-
ered unpatriotic. 3 :

And indeed, some in our group are suffering from a
double tragedy. Their sons are in Saudi Arabia.

We are leaving Monday on a journey that will be filled
with expectation and hope.

We will take with us peace and love in our hearts and
yellow ribbons on our sleeves.

We ask for the public not to condemn us but to support
us on a journey that we hope will comfort and ease the
suffering of innocent citizens.

For us, we have no choice but to go and help those
whom we love so much.




) THE WHITE HOUSE

: WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUN

THROUGH DAVID DEMARES
FROM: DEB AMENﬁE*(
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Attached are more letters in support of the President from
the Waterbury Republican.

|

|

| “ﬁ
OCTOBER 18, 1990




- I cannot allow your editorial,
b "George Busk is an 3ss,” (o pass
& without comment. My concern is
" not with the substance of the arti-
cle but with the choice of words
used in relevming (o ke president.
Newsstands (hroughout the city
will testify to Lhe number of news-
papers that use stang, vulgarity
and. I suspect in some cases, pro-
fanity o express their views, Until
now I believed our local pewspa-
. per was a cut above practices of
this kind. Gne doesa’t have o be a
studeot of journalism (o kpow

tives to the phrase, “Gf').'ge‘_'Busb

" there is a vast number of afferna-

is an ass,” tiat covld be used while
al the same time capluring the at-
(cution of the resders.

Many of es in the schools still
struggle in hopes of teaching chil-
dren some ©f the long-standing val-
ucs and ideals such as standing and
removing your hat during the play-
ing of the national anlbem, re-
specling tbe rights and property of
others, and, yes, having respect for
the presidency of fhe United

-States. Qur job, in this respect, is
not easy. The opposition is all

around us.
T would like ¢o think, if we are
expecled to use the newspaper in

. Choice of words in Bush editorial objectionabie

the classroom as a teaching tool,
that in the future greater discre
tion be used when selecting words
for your editorials. This would also
help our hometown newspaper
maintain the reputation it has for
first-class journalism. -

The profound meaning of some
sirnple words remains a good les-
soa: “It’s nol what you say, but how
you sayit”

William J. Moriarty

’ Principal
Wendell Cross Sehaod
Waterbary

"Gecrge Bush is an ass,” make you
feel beiter? It doesn't make you

" calling da net become editers of
your standing

Reaching cozcensus on mea-
sures (hat may help redace the fod-
era] deficit can hardly b: called
less of a pricrily than whirling
through Coanecticut to stemp for
congressional and gubernaterial
1. candidates.

.. Sure, Gary Frapks and John
.3 Rowland coold stand to benefit
1 from President Bush’s visut. They
also should be able to ~ampaign
-3- soccessfully without him.
4+ Thbe Republican-American owes
-3 the president, its readers ang vot-
-§ - €Is an apelogy. What John F. Kep-
.'1 «nedy said aboul citizen particips-
1. tiae stili holds true, even for politi-
cal candidates and editoria}

Did your Octl. § editorial,

look very good. Cursing and pame

" writers:

"Ask not what your country can
do for you; ask, rather, what you

-can do for your epuntry.

President Bush is expactea 10 re-
turn to Waterbury before Election
Day, your sermonizing notwith-
standing. Try not fo embarrass
him or this city again when he
does.

Patricia Daddona

Waterbury

Toe editorial entitled "George
Bush is an ass™ is an outrageous
remark. Regardless of bow you or
anyone clse feels about certain pol-
icics or procedures, the gffice of
the president of the United States
deserves respect.

In 2n age where indifference and
disrespect are on a rampage, we
would hope you would more care-
fully consider your choice of

words. Waterbury deserves better
than this.

As for the rest of Lhe editorial,

Imany were certainiy inoan-
venienced and disappointed, the
nation’s problems must bave prior-
ity over persona) ambitions.

The president's endorsement is
#till with the people be promused to
promote even though he couldu't
be at this particular affair in per-

san.
Roni DeCarip
Waterbor ¥
also signed by 36 oikers

Although 1 do oot always agree
with President Bush, 1 certainly
would pever call him an ass. I
would not even dare to say he was
a donkey.

Perhaps be is often behind or at
least on the dackside of progress,
but to call him an ass is totally un-

——
7

e T

dignified of = paper tha! calls jeseld
"Repoblicar: ™ His econamy is a)-
Ways in the rear and his 1reasury is
ceriaindy scraping the dotions, bat
please, you must not call him an
ass. I've seen him as a bhackbiter,
bui ofted backhanded anc 2s Mr
Dukalus knows, he can get you
budly on the backside, bus this ig-
bominious Llitle should ga excla-
sively o those that elecied birp.
Edwin F. Kelat
Thomasion

If George Bush is 2o ase, there is
a bigger one siiting in the editor’s
ctab of this paper.

I, for one, am ashamed to be
reading a paper that would publish
such a statement about the presi-
dent of our country.

Marjorie Tauner Regoer

New Preston

aTt 1~y

[w; [~
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 17, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU

THROUGH DAVID DEMAREST&
FROM: DEB AMENDW
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

The Waterbury, Connecticut paper ran a hateful editorial
about the President recently. Congressman John Rowland issued a
press release in response to it and the State Chairman organized
a letter to the editor campaign. The paper issued a partial
retraction. All this material is attached.

cc: Fred McClure
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Why the cut-rate prices in a
high-tax state that can’t live with-
n 1s income?

To some the answer might
sound hopelessly dated: By state
statute the nursery must sell its
seedlings — between 1.5 and 2
million of them — as close 16 cost
as possidie.

Consequently. proponenis of -

green space and leafy canopies,
not to mention tree farm en-
treprencurs, have a great thing
going: lledghng irees for as ltile
as 24 cents apiece.

We only worry how long it'l)
izke for the tax-tax-spend-spend
peliticians to decide the nursery
offers fertile ground for yet anoth-
er state levy.

» at.
In raiings
the time Kuwar was invaded. As
10 the econemy, only 36 percent
give Bush a thumb’s up while 52
percent disapprove of his actions.
The president has been sensitive
throughout his first montbs in off-
ice 1o criticisms of his leadership
ability — to overcome the “wimp™
image — but did not bave an op-
portunity to prove himself unti! the
past sumimer. The mined responses
from 1he public to the president’s
firsy real 1ests show that it is time
!’or him to break away from Wash-
mngion Beltway menlality and tead
the people in a revoll against big,
tassy, bullying government.

WADBE § B usn e s

when a conference committee filed Later on, 2 Senate bill dealking with
campus ¢rime was grafted opio the

its report oo lhe “Student Tighl-to-
Know and Campus Securily Act of
1999.”

This is ool an earthshaking piece
of legisiation It strikes me as a re-
grettadle Bil), but it is cot a terridiy
bad bitl. T may sigh if the president
signs i, but 1 won't {all into connip-
tions.

This is what the bill would do:
First, it would apply to all colleges
ang universities receiving federal as-
sistance. Under that thresheld provi-
sion every college and university in
the Jand, with the notable exceplicn
of valiant litile Hillsdale College in
Michigar, would be covered All lold,
about 8,003 institutions woznld be af-
fected.

I was completely shocked and
appalled when 1 read your editori-
al titled "'George Bush is an ass.”

1 strongly support freedom of
speech, but Tio just so disappeoint-
ed that 2 neswspaper would cross
the line of good taste and intelli-
gence and resoft to name-calling
and bordesline ohscenities.

Thank geodness in America we
have the right lo disagree wilk our
leaders and pokcy makers, but Jet
me remizd the Republican Ameri-
can that Gecrge Bush is our presi-
dent, elected by a vast majority of
Americans. For tbis alone he de-
serves our respect.

L too, was sorry thal he could
not make it to Waterbucy, dut 1

Towns bill. The expandest measure
cleared both houses in September. It
will 3002 go to lke president.

Under the bill each of the affected
institutions must file an anoual re-
port on "the number of students who
received athletically related studeot
aid broken down by race and sex.”
Separate meports must be prépared
for basketball, football, baseball and
track.

Originally a separate repoit would
have been required for ice hockey,
but this was dscpped in conference.
Alhletic scholarships for tennis, gokl,
lacrosse, soccer, bexing and flycast-
ing would be Juroped together under
“all olher spocts combined.”

Newspaper should have set better example

sis plus pessible peace ir: tbe Per-
sian Gulf may bave taken preced-
epce over campaigning for aod
lueching with Joeal candidates

Year paper is inll of stories
aheul today’s youlhs lacking re-
spect for parents, igachers and po-
lice. You have, with your lack of
insight, sept 2 message in print
that when we are dizappointed, we.
do not have to try understanding
the other party's point of view or
voice our disappointment politely.
We should pout and siamp cur feet
and borl insults.

Y hope your editors felt better al-
ter their Elerary tantrum, bul I for

TESYUE VYT L Froope, v o st
teresting stalistic ¢r the number of
students broken down by sex, we
come to further provisioos:

The data would bave o be provid
ed ot the spol whenever ao iasbito-
tion offered a polential student aty-
letically reiated stuedent aid The siv
dent's parents, guidance conoseior
and coach would have to be in-
formied. The US. secretary of educa-
lion {hen would compile ap 2naual
report broken down by individual i
stilutions and dy athletic conferenc-
s

There is muck more, but let me
condense the reguirements. The
8,000 instituticas would nave bo pro-
vide “in a ferm preserbed dy the

et~

wondc that this 15 the sgme saper |
that removed "Deonesbury :

MarvAna Hebert

Thomaston

Probate court
needs new judge
1 waet te £Xpress my stroog sup-
pert for Don Zehoder Ji. 10 be aur
next judge of prchate.
I kcow Bon to be 2 bright. hard-
WOTrXIg. compassionate guy. [ L

Iy bebeve it's lime {or a new face
as prebate judge.

Steven R, Wise
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Connecticut Republicans

78 QOak Street, Hartford, Connecticut 06106
Telephone: (203) 547-0589  Fax: (203) 278-8563

October 12, 1990

To the Editor:

I am writing in response to your October 4 editorial about
President Bush’s postponement of his campaign stops in
Connecticut. First of all, certainly we were disappointed
that President Bush was unable to participate. No one knows
as well as I do the amount of preparation and work involved
in putting together events of this magnitude. However, I
feel that your assessment was exceedingly and
uncharacteristically harsh. I have to believe that those who
support the President, Republican and Democrat alike,
understand that the business of running the country must come
first.

Secondly, the President is going to honor his commitments.
He has rescheduled his visit. Those who wanted to see the
President will still have a chance to do so. John Rowland,
Gary Franks and the Connecticut Republican Party are
appreciative of Mr. Bush’s efforts on our behalf.

Lastly, we do take serious exception to the cheoice of wording
in your headline. We believe that the office of President

is one always deserving of respect and we are pleased with
your subsequent reflection concerning the editorial.

Richard Foley
Chairman
Connecticut Republicans
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. -gng John Rowiand 2 ,
© Fiaiks to stay in Washington' io
peddle a.mess of spinach, That
what colurnpist James J. Kilpa
trick .(on today'’s page) labels the
federal budget compromise that
the president is striving so hard to
selt 7o Congress and the A erican
P"?Ph’" S -.,-' --Qf-.- K ;
" Bush was scheduled to appear -
Waterbury today to boost the w
chest and promete the elestion OF
Gary Franks, the Republican -
nomizes for the Sth District.con- .
gressional seat. He was to land in-
the presidential hefieopter, Marine
One, 2t the Crosby High School |
field and from there motorcade 10
the Sheraion Hotel whore 2
clased-door reception and fund-re-
tser {5500 a ticker) was scheduled.

Tonight, the president was 1o
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forwe “to,the president’s arrival, §
. {sn’t. the abrupt cancellation -
that. Busk js*fauited cn, but his'-

" redson forit.”

president is staying in -4
hington to drum’up support |
forsa murky. budget deal that-is
rewing ‘well-degerved ‘eriticism
nd. causing pervous’ congressmen’ -
5'back away from it. Bad enough
Bush is risking bis popularity by
pushing’ the adoption of d disgrace-
ful sham; bithe 15 doing o with
compiete disregard’of thic political

*.. discomfort he is’

cut Republicens'and
emparrassmen th

« The presid

his priorities, The buds

10 fail. A presidential appe

on behalf of Rowlam

¢an have a sign X
{heir campaigns. They deserve bet=.™
ter than this. g

RN T i
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terdgy that thé president wasn't *
¢oming. Secretary. of. Labor Elize-
beth Dole would be filling in for
him. Ticket buyers, some of whom -
paid $2,500 per coupie; have every, °
right to protest the substitution. - §
A good deal of plamuing went - §

into these events and the candi-
dates dnd the public were looking
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For Immediate Release ‘ contact Jack Goldberg
Oct. 4, 1990 753-1990

Rowland Criticizes Newspaper Editorial

Congressman John G. Rowland, Republican candidate for
Governor, on Thursday criticized the Waterbury Republican-
American for its "inappropriate headline on President Bush."

The newspaper printed an editorial on Thursday morning
criticizing the President for remaining in Washington to call
legislators to urge approval of the proposed budget compromise
rather than campaigning in Connecticut for Rowland and
congressional candidate Gary Franks. In its headline, though, the

newspaper said: "George Bush Is An Ass."

"Phat is inappropriate for any newspaper to print, be it
about George Bush or Jimmy carter," Rowland said. "There is a
certain respect due to the office of the presidency."

Rowland, a three-term congressman from Waterbury, said he is
particularly enbarrassed the editorial came in his hometown
newspaper and called on the newspaper o issue an apology to
President Bush.

"T was disappointed when I Wwas told +the President had to
remain in Washington rather than campaign for me," Rowland said.
WT said at the time, though, that I fully understood and I agreed
that Washington was the place for him to be at that time. Running
the government is much more important than a partisan political
campaign swing."
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PO, BOX 1990-R » WATERBURY, CONNECTICUT 06722 » (203) 753-1930

Paid For By Fowland Govarnor Commities, Alan J. Clechstti, Treasurer
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! doing” A Jittle belt-tightening now ticians, Well,' Rowlap

‘days ahead, ‘ e
* The national unemployment

This house

- Jo-Arn Rich, the Hebron wom.
'an who has sued the owners of an
old Victorian house because, she
elleges, it's haunted, has one thing
going for her: a lively imagination.
The [ 10-year-old house she
rented for 114 year, she sayg, had a
ghostly presence and she couldn't
deal with it. To lend credibility to
her claim, she says in gl Serious.
ness, she pholographed the ghast
W0 limes — once ac a pink haze
&t the top of a flight of stairs and
eénce as & blue haze over 2 candle,
*- Not entirely satisfiad with this
gvidence, she openud the houge to
4 Clairvoyant who asserted she (0]
felt a sirange presence. Byt the
{lairvoydnt didn't snap any photos.
Insiead, she deseribed the ghost as

2 confused, samewhat frystrated:

Spirit, ’

“ How 10 remedy this state’ of
affairs? The tenant's only re-
course, to hear her tell it, was,to
‘dbandon the house to her alleged
predecessor,

» Then she sued in small claims
gourt. It would help her own spir-
18, said Rich, if the landierds
would reimburse her $2,000 — her
dast payment of $500 in rent, her
1,250 security deposit and, ob, by
/the way, her $18% fea for the claim
Voyant,

“ For the moment she speeified
nothing for pain, suffering and, if
“You will, her lack of privacy. ‘
o One of the landlords, Kevia
.

amight save’g 15t of thelr jobdin‘thie,

‘been more appropriate;
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O'Donnell, 8 realtor, had the gall
10 suggest that Rich concocted the
story because her boyfriend had
moved out & month or two before
and now she was having troyble
paying her rent. She was short
$400 the last time she paid her
rent, he maintained.

he previous owners, he said,
told him they never encountered s
ghostly presence in the 19 years
they owned the place — in pink,

. blue or any other ¢olor — and nei.

ther have the present occupants.

“I'm trying 10 have a sense of
humor,” he said, “but ! don't like
to be made a fool of.”

On the surface it's a mildly
amusing tale, but when you con-
sider the possible repercussions in
real life, it is anything but, ‘

A ghost story is being used to
justify walking out, breaking a
contract and damaging the reputa.
tion of & property and its owners,

And that isn* funay.

1N
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Upon reflection

Perhaps we should not have
called President Bush what we did
l2st week, Donkey might have
maybe 2
John Lindgey.

What we would call Richard
Darman, his budget director, who
80t him into this mess, we could
fAever print in a family newspaper.

© Headboard headaches

»
e

I It's wonderful that New York.
City workers have guch pride in
“Gracie Mansion that they treat jt
ke the Taj Mahal,

+: Can there be any other explana-
JHon when & municipal carpeater
.8laves 500 hours on 3 headboard
«for Mayor David N. Dinkins’ mas-
«4er bedroom? Or that it took four
oity workers two days to fix a
clogged sink? If love for the Big

", “Apple didn't: burn in their hearts,

furely they would not have lav-

v

Tl

ished so much tender loving care
on these projects,.

Crities Immédiately pounced on
Dinkins over the $11,500 cost, But
how was he (o know the head.
board's bill would be bigger than
the cost of the bédroom set the
mayor and -his wife bought for
Cracie Mansion?

Next thing you know, they'll get
on the workers' case. How's that
for gratitude! . - 0
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The biggest gamble by any ¢andl-
date for governor so far in this year's
Connecticut eampaign 45 John Row-
land’s declsion to take on stato em.
ployces and their unjons by suggests
Ing that they “sharas the pain” of ball
ing the state out of jts flgeal troubles,
- It is playing to mixed roviews —
‘we'll gat you for Lhis” from state
workers and “it's ahout time" from
peaple who think Rowland is on the
Fight track,

Rowland, a threc-term congrags.
man from Waterbury and Republis
¢an nomince for governor, knew it
Was risky when he and his advizorg,

- after long deliberstion, went public
with the idea Jast month. He belleves
it will work for him in the long run,

', Rowland would have state em-
Ployees pay part of their hesith in-
rurance, phated in up to 20 percent,
The state pays nll of the cost now.

10-\'1".;- aaty e T ' QI' 4

A “fire storm”
greeted the plan
Goldberg, Rowls
tary, But Rowlap
coming his way, |
the campaign tra
also cltes, tongue
kle Road Poll" as

House Minority
of Stratford js his
candidate for lie.
Jackle is on tour tr
with thelr names
Jaekle says the th
other motorists ne
the thumbg-down, ¢
affect,

Rowland has cer
Ognition, even if ¢
state amployee prv
John Rowland now
of New Britain, ¢

Amerlcan Foderat!

Rowland ... is ignoring the
‘conventional wisdom that hit:
state employees is a political 1

Rowland would do away with the 35-

hour workweek, which state employ-

€es won in 1967 during the adminis-

tration of Democratle Gov, John
poey,

But these and other dotails of the
Rowland plan aren't the point hepe,
Rowland, somewhat in the tiold of
Republican Gov. Tom Meskill and
Demogratie Gov. Ella Grasso, Is ig-
noring the conventional wisdom that
hitting state emplayees is a politica)

no

no-no,
Meskill, whom I dubbed “Tough
Tom" early in his term, thought of

slimming the state dpayron. but by at-
trition. Grasso lald off hundreds of
gtate employees I2te 1o her first
YW‘

Both actions came attey they wore
in office. Rowland is sending his
message well before be ¢an get -
there: He'll expeot state employess
to make significant concessions, The
alternative, he says firmly, 18 to lay
them off ~ something he can do as
governor. :

The flip side of Rowland's pitch,
then, i to tell state employees they
can take a big step toward saving

thelr Jobs If they sacrifice on the o
OB g

ty and Municipal E
CiQ. “He's qalwmiz
agalnat him"

That eould mean ;
ing off some 200,¢
50,000 state emplo;
tirees and thelr fam:
for anybody but Row
an Gaffney of New
land's eampalgn ¢
most state employe:
vating Repyblican a
looks at the positive
recognition Rowland
the atate employee iz

Rowland not ¢
word about the fob
state employees, To
wise, a3 some have, {
stuck with the econt
sué, and be believag ¢
Umndﬂ. '

So this ecould be -
Rowland’s campaign
get off the dime. Tha
chance he la taking.

Political o

+Greenwleh Dernog

towhaman Lowell We:
thelr state Senate

L.umonz, a ghot agm

v dilUm Gt

'
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THE WHITE HOUSE

hes seen

SEPTEMBER 24, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNU

THROUGH : DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMEND 9'
RE: JUDGE SOUTER EDITORIAL

Elliot Richardson's guest editorial on Judge Souter
appeared in Sunday's Boston Globe. Written by Lee Liberman in
the Counsel's office, it is attached.

CC: Fred McClure
Boyden Gray

WASHINGTON ‘HECH“‘G1



THE BOSTON SUNDAY GLOBE & SEPTEMEER 23, 1990
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) ELLIOT L RICHARDSON

A Brennan precedent

Now that the hearings on the
confirmation of David Souter have
been conciuded, senators will be as-
segeing the sufficiency of his
thoughtful and articulate, although
less than complete, answers to the
Judiciary Committee's questions, In
reflecting on this question, they
would do well to have in mind the
confirmation proceedings on the
man Souter will be replacing, Justice
Williarm Brennan.

In 1956, when Brennan was
nominated to the court, one of the
hottast issues in the country was the
use of congressional and other inves-
tigatory tools against citizens alleged

‘to be members of an internationsl

communist conspiracy.

One member of the Senate was
determined to get to the bottom of
the nominee’s views on this question,
To that end, even though he wes not
& member of the Judiciary Commit.
tee, Sen. Joseph McCarthy recetved
permission to ask questions.

MecCarthy showed up armed with
stacks of books and pemphlets and
two of the nominee’s speeches that
McCarthy thought demonatrated
“an unrelenting hostility to congres-
sional attempts w exposs the com.
munist conspiracy.” Accordingly, he
stated his intention to vote against
Brennan's confirmstion unless Bren-
nan persuaded him he was mistaken,

McCarthy began with the quese
tion: “You, of course, I assums, will
agree with me that communism s
not merely a political way of life, it is
a conapiracy designed to overthrow
the United States government.
Brennan responded: “Wll you for-
give me an embarrassment, Sena-
tor. ... There are presently pending
before the court some cases in which
[ believe will have to be decided the
questiop. what is communism, at

least in the frame of refarence in
which those particular cases have
come before the court. I know, too,
that you appreciate that having tak.
en an oath of office, it s my obligs-
tion not to discuss any of those pend-
ing matters,”

MceCarthy continued to press,
and Brennan continued to refuse to
answer. McCarthy then turned to
Brennan's speeches (in which, in dis.
cussing fear of communism in the
land, Brennan had referred to “some
practices in tha contempqrary scene
reminiscent of the Salem witeh
hunts”). He obtained almost no addi-
tional information, howaver, The fol-
lowing day, rather than returning to
the fray, McCarthy issued s state-
ment that he was convinced of Bren.
nan's hostility to congressional in-
vestigations of communism and that
further questioning would serve lit-

tle purpose.

. asked, they seemed

P.273

The other line of questioning that
the committee propounded was rel-
evant to the Souter hearing also. The
committee chairman wanted to know
whether Brennan believed in the
“elemental principle of constitutional
law” that constitutional provisions
have “a fixed, definite meaning when
adopted and that that meaning does
not change at s later time.” Bren-
nan’s response was basically that
this question could not be answered
in the abstract; rather, it depended
on the particuler case, and all he
could say was that he would continue
“with an spproach of disinterestad.
ness . .. to apply the law whether the
applicable law s constitutional, legis-
lative, or common law or otherwise
to the facts of the given case.” The
senators did not press further,

The hearing lasted about three
hours, At the end of it, the commit-
tee members pronounced them-
selves impressed with Brennan’s in.
tegrity, temperament and intellect.
Brennan was confirmed by voice
vote two weeks later.

It was, of course, cbvious that the
Souter confirmation hearing would
be more probing than the Brennan
hearing had been. There could be no
question, moreover, as to the propri.
ety of the committee's inslsting on
finding out bout Souter’s gen.
ersl spprosct W fadgig than f
asked of Brennan, It was to be ex-

pected that the senators would want

o get a feel for whether it iz closer

to the approach of Huge Black, Wil-

Yam Rehnquist or (s I )

the justice I clerked for, Felix
rankfurter

F )

Contrary to the dermands of var
fous interest groups, however, the
Judiciary Committee did not insist |
on commitments from Soutar on vars.
ious questions that will come before
the court, Although s few senators
willing to aceept
Souter's polite declination. In so do-
ing, the committee members may
well have given some thought to the
considerations that elicitad thelr pre-
decessors’ respect for Brennan's re.
luctance to anawer questions.

One of the great protections
against the temporary passions of
the day s the independence of the
judiciary, Federal judges receive
lifetime appointments so that they
will not decide cases on the basis of
outside political pressure and are in-
stead free to decide them according
to the Consatitution and laws. The in-
dependent judiclary is one aspect of
our system admired the world over

a5 & guarantor of liberty and the rule
of law., '
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The Senate generally has been
sensitive to this need. Senators
mostly hsve not tried to extract
promiegs from Supreme Court nomi-
nees during conflrmation or intrude
thermaeives into future judicial delib-
erations by close questioning, even
though there {8 nothing in the Con-
stitution that specifically limits what
questions senators may ask,

To the surprise of many obsery-
ars, the Judiclary Committee
showed considerable veatraint in its
attempt to extract specific commit-
ments from Souter, whether to par-
ticular cases (e.g., Roe v. Wade) or
doetrines (e.g., » broad right to pri.
vacy). This should not have been &
surprise. On Sept. 21, 1981, the now-

-chairman of that committee, Joseph

Biden, explained why it should do so
in tarme on which I cannot improve.
Describing his decision to vote in fz-
vor of Justice O’'Connor'a confirmae.
tion, he said® “If it ware our task to

" apply & philosophic litmus test

which is not the constitutional re-
sponaibility of this body, in my opin.
fon - it would be a taak at which we
would consistently fail, because
there is no good way in which we can
know. ... Once a Justice dons that
robe and walks into that sanctum . ..
we have no control, and that is how it
should be..., They are a separats,
independent and equal branch of
government, and ail bets are off....
The only thing I am sure of, as [ pre-
pare to vote in favor of the noming«
tion of Sandra Day 0'Conncr, ia that
she {8 3 woman of competence, {ntel-
lect, and high moral standing, and
has a recsrd of 25 or more years of
public serviee that reflects & judieal
bearing, a judicial temperament.
That is all can be expected to know, [
happer to believe that that i all'I
have & right to ask. ... So if we have
& sense of what obligation is, I think
[that by refraining from imposing
philosophical litmus tests] we will do
the country & better service.

Biden was right. He conducted
the Souter hearings fairly and in ae-
cordance with this principle, And
now there ig every reason to hope
that the Senate will approash the de-
liberations on the nomination in that
same spirit. Judge Souter's re.
aponses to the Judicary Committee
demonstrated hie keen mind, his
depth of legul kmowledge, and his
fair and thoughtful approach to legal
questions.

Biden described the nmominee's
appearance & a “tour de force” I
e e

the -
ate us it concludes ita work on this
noringtion.

P..3743
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

AUGUST 2, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU

THROUGH : DAVID DEMARESTSE
FROM: DEB AMEND DI
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

In response to a critical editorial in "U.S. News and World
Report" this week, David Demarest fired off the attached letter
defending the administration's response to the S&L crisis.

On the same subject, Congressman Jim Leach wrote the
attached OP/ED which appeared in today's New York Times. He
already had pen to paper when I talked to him about writing an
OP/ED; apparently he and the President discussed the idea of this
piece on a recent trip on Air Force One.

We asked Governor Terry Brandstad to respond to a critical
"U.S. News and World Report" article on education. Attached is a
copy of his letter.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 31, 1990
To The Editor:

Eighteen days after taking office President Bush stepped
forward with a comprehensive solution to the S & L crisis.
Eighteen days. Your implication that he waited seventeen months
to act "decisively" is ridiculously inaccurate.

In the year since the Congress passed the President's S&L
legislation, our efforts have been guided by the fundamental
principal that insured depositors will get their money back. So
far the government has paid out $62.8 billion, representing 5.8
million accounts.

We've reformed the system. S&Ls are operating under tough
new rules today, so that the mistakes of the past are never
repeated. This administration has taken over 463 insolvent
thrifts, closed or sold 211 bankrupt S&Ls, and sold or liquidated
more than $65 billion worth of assets.

And we are putting the crooks in jail. The Justice
Department has obtained more than 200 convictions for major S&L
fraud, and the FBI is currently working on 530 active
investigations of fraud in both banks and thrifts.

The President inherited a monumental problem -- many years
in the making -- and has a solution that is working.
Sincerely,

David F. Demarest, Jr.
Assistant to the President for Communications

Letters Editor

U.S. News and World Report
2400 N St, NW

Washington, D.C. 20037-1196
Fax: 202/955-2685
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‘Who Robbed the Thrifts? Congress.

- By Jim Leach

WASHINGTON
he most captivating
news story in my home
state last year con-
cerned an attempted
robbery of tragicomic
proportions. ‘

At the end of the basketball season,
a star forward on the Iowa State Uni-
versity team walked into the campus
Burger King, without a mask, carry-
ing a rifle. He asked the high school
sophomore at the counter to hand
over the money in the cash register.
The team’s picture featuring this
strapping athlete was on the wall. The
teen-ager recognized him with a “Hij,
Sam.” He looked up and responded,
“It’snot me!” —
’ The savings and loan scandal is an-
other kind of robbery, the biggest

Jim Leach, Republican of Iowa, is a
member of the House Banking Com-
mittee.

bank heist in history — one that goes
beyond the bank vaults to pick the
pocket of every American. And the
picture of another pin-striped team is
on the wall: It is the biannual official
photograph of Congress.

The savings and loan debacle sym-
bolizes the breakdown in discipline in
legislative bodies; especially at the
committee level, where interest
groups target their attention and dol-
lars. Committees are designed to be
delegated centers of legislative ex-
pertise. Too often they have become
advocacy rather than oversight ori-
ented, failing to provide stop signals
for the inevitable train wrecks.

In modern politics, legislative repu-
tations are generally made by ex-
tremists, those who push the biggest
programs or tax cuts, or who advo-
cate the greatest new powers for Gov-
ernment or the private sector.

With savings and loans, the com-
mittees of jurisdiction in Congress
failed to rein in the powers that regu-
lators had allowed the thrifts — to
over-leverage capital, buy junk bonds

Democrats
drove the
getaway car.
—

and make speculative investments.
They chose instead to encourage the
continuation of patently imprudent
practices.

During the 1980’s, the two costliest
code words in the legislative lexicon
became  ‘“direct  investments.”
Thrifts were released from their so-
cial contract to make home loans —
the historical quid pro quo for receipt
of Federal deposit insurance — and
given license to speculate in commer-
cial real estate and leveraged buy-
outs. Instead of following the Wall
Street precept that ““first loss is best
loss,” gullible legislators bought the
claim of Charles Keating and other

industry insiders that inflation-rav-
aged thrifts could-beat insolvency by
gambling with other people’s money.

From a Sun Belt perspective the
gamble worked: The wealth of the
Midwest and Northeast was trans-
ferred on a one-shot basis to the
Southwest and West. While graft was
rampant, not all of the deposits were
frittered away. A localized infra-
structure of homes and modern of-
fices was built that will stand for a
generatiog as a government-induced
incentive “for migration to those
states with the most lax regulation.

This criminal transfer of wealth
from one region to another, from mid-
dle-class taxpayers to lubricious high
rollers, occurred because legislative
bodies abandoned the national inter-
est and represented regional and in-
dustry concerns. Once an innumerate
Congress ceased to require prudent
capital ratios and sanctioned phony
accounting and capricious powers,
the Government’s gold could be
stolen without breaking into Fort
Knox.

Ironically, it was the alleged de-
fenders of the little guy in American
politics who led the charge to trans-
form an industry created under
Franklin Roosevelt to serve small
savers and average homeowners into
a privileged preserve for the mon-
eyed elite.

The only honor that can be sal-
vaged from this fiscal Vietnam — the
chance to hold the “ins” accountable
for privatizing profit and socializing
loss — must be a demand for cam-
paign reform, for fair rules, for com-
petitive opportunity in American
political as well as economic life. The
$20 a month that the average Amer-
ican family must pay Uncle Sam for
the next 30 years amounts to a Con-
gressional Watergate, depriving Con-
gress, particularly its majority party,
of the moral authority to defend the
political status quo.

In Chinese history there is a theory
of revolution based upon a ‘“mandate
of heaven.” A government may be
overthrown when a catastrophe — a
drought, flood or earthquake — sig-
nals the necessity. The question of the
1990’s is whether the American peo-
ple are concluding that the conflicts
of interests that cost real people real
money are of such earthquake pro-
portions that the mandate of gover-
nance ought to be removed from the
Democratic political establishment,
which has controlled Congress and
the majority of state legislatures dur-
ing the past half-century.

The challenge to Republicans is to
stake out the position as the party of
reform. The future belongs to the
political party that puts the S.& L.
Crooks in jail and removes America’s
legislative bodies from the control of
moneyed influence peddlers. O
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August 3, 1990

Letter to Editor: U.S. News & World Report
Re: U.S. News & World Report, August 6

Every governor of every state has committed to take the steps
necessary to achieve our nation's education goals, but that
won't get the Jjob done. We need teachers, parents,
administrators, community and business leaders. We need local
support and President Bush has an important role developlng the
national commitment we need to improve education.

The President helped us focus the nation's attention on the
deficiencies and the hopes for our education system at the
Education Summit and in his State of the Union Address.

It is now up to us as individuals, az states, as a nation to
make the choices necessary to prepare every child to learn, to
keep drugs out of our schools, to make education a life-long
experience, to make our students first in the world in math and
scilence, to improve literacy, to assure competency S¢ our
students are prepared for responsible citizenship, further
learning and productive lives.

Sincerely,

Terry E. Branstad
Governor of Iowa



Document No.
and Type

03. Memo

WC(;llection:

Record Group:
- Office:

Series:

Subseries:

WHORM Cat.:

File Location:

Date Closed:
FOIA/SYS Case #:

Re-review Case #:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:

gift.

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)|

Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Sﬁbject/Title of Document " Date Restriction

From Deb Amend to John Sununu 7/11/90 pS/
RE: Editorial Responses ‘

[Open on Appeal] (1 pp.)

Open on FOIA Appeal
(Document Follows)
By Q¢ (NLGB)on 3o

Bush Presidential Records

Chief of Staff to the President, Office of the
Sununu, John, Files

White House Offices File

Communications (Demarest) (1990) [1]: Editorial Responses

7/1/1998 OA/ID Number: 29177-002
1998-0004-F[1] Appeal Case #: 2001-1864-A-03

Appeal Disposition: Released in Full

P-2/P-5 Review Case #: Disposition Date: 10/18/2004

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:

. AR Disposition Date: - ] MR Disposition Date:

RESTRICTION CODES
Freedom of Information Act - |5 U.S.C. 552(b)]

P-1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] (b)(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P-2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] (b)(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of an
P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or (b)(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA| (b)(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] (b)(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal privacy |(a)(6) of the PRA] (b)(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement

purposes |(b)(7) of the FOIA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of (b)(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of

financial institutions |(b)(8) of the FOIA|
(b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information

PRM. Removed as a personal record misfile.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON /r‘}/

11 JULY 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNUS

THROUGH : DAVID DEMARES
FROM: DEB AMENI;W
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Attached is an OP/ED by Secretary Lujan which appeared in
the Kansas City Star. It concerns off shore o0il leasing and is
in reaction to a negative editorial on OCS.

We cast our net far and wide encouraging people to write
OP/EDs in support of the President's new Enterprise for the
Americas initiative. Attached are two; the LA Times from today
and the New York Times of last week. I believe the State
Department and the NSC deserve credit for these. John Reed,
Chairman of Citicorp, has an OP/ED on the same subject pending
with the Wall Street Journal.

On Friday USA Today is going to run an editorial critical of
NASA and, as they will characterize it, NASA's apparent lack of
priorities. We've been asked to respond and NASA is preparing an
OP/ED for Admiral Truly. These will run side by side on the top
of the page.

Also on Friday, USA Today is devoting the bottom half of
their editorial page to agricultural trade. The National Farmers
Union will argue for increased subsidies for agriculture. We've
asked Ambassador Hills to write about our achievements at the
Houston summit.
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Tﬁe Kansas City Star Seturday, July 7. 1990

Benefits of
offshore leasing

far outweigh risks and costs

/_?

By MANUES, LUJAN
U3, Secretary of the interior.

WASHINGTON = Incressiog oil pack &
double whammy for America, Whammy No. 1 is the
economic drain, We Americans simost $1

Whammmy No. 2 is the fact that incressed oil
fports mean increased envirommental risk W our
On; wmdmtbeuimp;miswpmdueu

way

much oil as prudently possible in the Unrted Stati:s,
Each barrel of U.S.produced oil helps reduce the
U.S. baksnce of trade deficit and reduces the risk of
caustrophic tanker scckients. Domestic producticn
plac our pational security, cnsures cuar
mobility and gives us leverage in keeping world ¢ril
pdwkvdswithinlmmblemp

" This is why it is in the national imterest, a1xd
especially in the ioterest of ouwr comstal areas, to
continue 3 prudeat program of oil and gas leasing in
the federal Quter Continental Shelf (OCS), general Ty
that ares from 3 to 200 miles offsbore. . ..

The Kansas City Star receatly ran en editori al
beadlined “Offsbore driling po mure bet.” T) be
editorial madse some good points ia urging autioa in
offibore deveiopment, wnd thet philosophy of
mﬂmwﬂmh@e&dhmm s
June 26 decisions concerning federal offshore leasii og
through the year 2000.

003
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for regulating offshore teasing,

The ,
exploration and development — already one of the

toughest in the federal government == just got a great,
desl tougher. ' a

Some voices int the offshore oil and gas induswy
argue that the additional requirements arc excessive
20d LNNeCEsIary.

They may be right. Generally, the less federal
government regulation the betier. But offshore ol
and gas development is an exception.

Ceriainly, our policy is much more likely to crr on
1he side of environmental protection than on the side
of development,

Amercong demand such prudeace because our
oceans and beaches and e vast numbers of fish and

wildlife relying on them are precious 1o everyooe.

Prudence also demands Ll we contipue to
explore and develop offsbore resources where we can
do 80 without } ivine enviropmentally sensi-
tive arcas.

since 1954, federal OCS leases bave geperated
more thyn §93 biﬂiouinwua.muchofwmch
h\sbetnmedwbuymmﬁonhndsmdexpand
local. state and federal recreation AEas. .

Currently, about one-quarter of our natural gas
and one-ninth of our Jomestic oil come from federal
offshore lcases.

Production since 1954 has totaled almost 9 billion
barrels of oil 2nd more than $0 willion cubic feet of
natural gas, yet there bas becnm oply one major

004
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‘ imported oil st Jeast some through A :

| ;’romm of offshore leaxing. Am'enﬂwlmultl?:d
1 beoefits; more jm,mowmmmm

‘ best of alll better protecton for our beloved
‘ "

seashores.
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The Bush Plan to Help Latin America

By Jerome I. Levinson

‘ WASHINGTON
ecently, ‘Latin America
has slipped from our
sights, lost amid the

upheaval in Eastern’

Europe. This makes
little sense.
An upheaval is under way as well in

Latin America, a continent with-

nearly 400 million people (twice the
population of all Eastern European
countries put together). As President
Bush noted last week when he pro-
posed new aid as part of a hemi-
spheric free-trade zone, Latin Amer-
ica may by the year 2000 be far more
important to us than Eastern Europe.

Historically, the U.S. has enjoyed a
competitive trade advantage in Latin
America akin to that of Germany in
Eastern Europe and Japan in East
Asia. Before the debt. crisis, Latin
_of the
world’s most dynamic markets for
capital goods exports, of which U.S.
producers had the largest single
share.

According to one Congressional
committee staff report ‘‘more than
one million U.S. jobs have been lost
because the debt crisis has forced

debtor nations to reduce their con- .

sumption of - U.S. products and in-
cease their exports. of competing
products to the United States.” In five
years, from 1981 to 1985, the U.S.
trade balance with the. region went
from a surplus of $1.3 billion to a defi-

Jerome I. Levinson is senior special
adviser to the president of the Inter-
American Development Bank.

cit of $18 billion, as U.S. exports de-
clined from slightly more than $42 bil-
lion to $31 billion.

Beyond the commercial aspects,
what is so interesting about Latin

America today is the new generation -,

of leadership that is seeking a broad-
based consensus for a development
strategy relying on market forces
and private enterprise.

In Mexico, President Salinas de
Gortari is trying to strike a bargain

within Mexican society. He wants to .
- privatize state-run industries while

making the economy more interna-
tionally competitive by opening the
door to imports and foreign invest-
ments. In return, he is seeking to pre-
serve the current consumption stand-
ards of the middle class by maintain-
ing a stable peso exchange rate.

The resources saved by not invest-
ing in the modernization of state-
owned industries and public utilities
will be invested in social programs,
particularly for the benefit of the
poorest sector of Mexican society.

The program announced by Presi-
dent Fernando Collor de Mello in
Brazil has important parallels with
the Salinas strategy. It too is intended
to reduce the direct role of the state in
industry and to open the economy to
imports and foreign investments. It

complements the sacrifices de- .

manded of the public sector by a tax
upon the income of the middle and
upper classes.

Like Mr. Salinas, Mr. Collor com-
mitted himself to greatly increase
spending on health and education,
particularly for poor children. It re-
mains to be seen, however, whether
there will be a transformation of the
largely private secondary education

system — the way by which the chil-
dren of lower-income families are si-
phoned out of the system.

The new Latin American leader-"

ship is addressing an issue that is not
present in Eastern Europe. It is what
Hannah Arendt in her classic work
‘““On Revolution” referred to as,
“what we may better and simply call

the existence of poverty, poverty con-

ceived as a state of constant want and
acute misery whose ignominy con-
sists in its dehumanizing force.”

Tthardly

begins to
dent the
crushing

~debt. s |

Addressing this social question is
an integral part of the strategy. But
implicit in this approach is a contin-
ued claim upon the budget for social
spending. The role of the state in
development will not be diminished;
rather, it will be redirected.

The new approach has fractured

the coalition that sustained the previ-

ous development strategy. The old
coalition consisted of domestic entre-
preneurs operating within a pro-
tected domestic market and with as-
sured orders from a burgeoning pub-

" lic sector; university graduates, who

1 v,

‘worked in the publlc-sector enter- .

prises; urban labor unions; a middle -

. class firmly anchored in the public+
-sector; and an important part of-the -

military (particularly in Argentina -

‘and . Brazil) who were assured of-

lucrative post-retirement positions.. ' ~.
It is, consequently, a high-risk -

“strategy. Will creditors, public and

;frivate, accept the redefined domes- -
tic strategy with the commitment to -
increased social spending? . '
President Bush’s Latin America
initiative provides a good beginning, -
The trade and investment compo-
nents' are. at best. long-term- goals.
What is necessary now is financing,
particularly for the social,infrastruc- -
ture that was neglected in. the Jost .
decade of the 80’s, and a really siib- -
stantial reduction in the $200 billion <
debt owed to commercial banks. * _
The $300 million investment fund
announced by President Bush is use-
ful but modest; a new lending pro--"
gram for the Inter-American Devel- -

_opment Bank without additional Te-,

sources is nothing more than a re- ,
shuffling of existing funds. And the
use of the bank’s existing resources.
to support reduction schemes will not
make much of a dent in the problems.

His proposedrelief of the $12 billion
owed to the U.S. Government is more
significant. But, again, likely to be -
modest in amount. A black cloud of
uncertainty will continue to frighten
away investors until there is a sub-
stantial -reduction in commercna'i
debt.

It will be a tragedy lf the-most
promising political developments, in
decades are short-circuited by our
unwillingness to deal with thls most
basicissue. | . PN P 5 |



Latin Nations Should Seize
on Bush’s Generous Mood

m Hemisphere: President’s
initiative may be little more than
talk, so the region should work
to put flesh on the bare bones.

By ABRAHAM F. LOWENTHAL

President Bush’s surprise announcement
of a U.S. initiative on Latin America is
being cautiously but positively received in
the region. The concrete measures pro-
posed by Bush are modest, but the Presi-
dent’s statement implies a fundamental
U.S. policy decision of potential signifi-
cance: to build Western Hemisphere part-
nerships in a world in flux.

The Bush proposal responds comprehen-
sively, if still very sketchily, to the
main issues in Western Hemisphere eco-
nomic relations: trade, investment and
debt.

Pride of place is devoted to commerce,
on which the proposal is grandiloquent but
vague. It holds out a long-term vision of
regionwide free trade, promises that
Washington stands ready to negotiate
agreements to this effect with individual
nations or regional subgroups, pledges
close cooperation with Latin American
nations in current GATT negotiations (the
General Agreement on Trade and Tariffs)
and holds out the possibility for deep tariff
cuts on specific products of special interest
to Latin American exporters.

In fact, the statement on trade doés not
offer any specific concession or incentive.
But it does appear to convey a strong signal
that Washington is interested, at least in
concept, in extending to all of Latin
America the kinds of special commercial
arrangements that have been gaining
ground in the cases of Canada, Mexico and
the Caribbean Basin nations.

On investment, Bush proposes to request
of Congress a new U.S. contribution of $100
million annually toward a multilateral
fund, to be administered by the Inter-
American Development Bank, to promote
structural reforms, privatization and other
efforts to expand production. As a sign of
the times, the President announced that
the United States would seek contributions
at an equivalent level, $100 million each,
from Japan and the European Economic
Community. Even if supplemented in this
way, the level of funding suggested is
obviously trivial by comparison with Latin
America’s investment needs. But many

Latin Americans understand that any pro-
posal to destine additional U.S. govern-
ment resources for Latip America is a
positive sign in the current Washington
context of budget-tightening and a loom-
ing battle on tax increases.

On the matter of Latin American debt,
the main news is that the Administration
will seek legislation to permit substantial
reductions of concessional loans to the
most heavily indebted. Interest payments
on the restructured concessional claims,
moreover, will be accepted in local curren-
cy and used for mutually agreed environ-
mental projects. Here, again, there may be
less to the offer than meets the eye, for the
proffered relief is limited, in effect, to about
$7 billion of Latin America’s total external
debt of about $400 billion.

The proposal mainly puts a positive face
on recognizing the inevitable: that Latin
America’s poorest nations cannot repay
these official loans. But again the potential
impact of the proposal is significant, for it
indicates a willingness to go beyond the
Brady Plan. The U.S. move may offer Latin
America important leverage in negotia-
tions with other official creditors in Europe
and Japan, as well as with the commercial
banks. And Washington may be prepared
to go still further toward relieving Latin
America’s debt overhang if persuasive
proposals linked to far-reaching reforms
are advanced.

In time, if more specific steps are
outlined and agreed, the Bush statement
could become a major step toward a new
Western Hemisphere economic communi-
ty. But it is at least equally plausible that
not much follow-up will occur—that the
President’s initiative is just so much grand
talk accompanied by a very small purse.

The ball is now very much in Latin
America’s court. The Inter-American De-
velopment Bank, perhaps together with
the United Nations Economic Commission
for Latin America and the Caribbean, could
play a positive role at this stage by trying
to forge a Latin American response to the
Administration’s announcement. If Latin
America’s major nations were now to tell
the United States what kind of commercial,
financial and investment relations they
seek, a process of potentially historic
dimensions could proceed.

Abraham: F. Lowenthal is a professor of
international relations at USC and executive
director of the Washington-based Inter-
American Dialogue.
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MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU e, R0
THROUGH DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: pEB AMENDUMY

CHRISTINA MARTIN(AN

SUBJECT: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, in response to a recent negative Wall Street Journal
editorial by Paul Gigot, on the education issue, Lawrence Patrick,
President of the Michigan Board of Education, sent the attached
letter to the Editor.
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BOARD OF EDUCATION

587 Wbopwmn AVENUE
DRTASIT, MicmiaaN 4BRO2

Oltioe of the Fraaident
LAWRBNCE C, PATAICK, JA,

June 19, 1990

Mr. Daniel Henninger

Deputy Bditeor, Editorial Page
The Wall Street Journal

200 Likberty Straaet

New York, NY 10281

Daar Mr. Henninger:

In his recant column, "Bush Team Falls the Test on School
Chodce," (W8T, 6/8), Pauvl Gigot oorrectly ohmsarved that "the
fedaeral role in education 4Lis Dblessedly small," but then
inaxplicably concluded that the Administration has failed
"o speak the blunt truth" about the need o restructure the

nation's schools.

U.8. Sacrstary of Bducation Lauvre F. Cavagos not only
"attended" five (5) regional meetings on parental cholce,
he convened them. They wers organized and sponsored by the
u.s. Eiucuticn Department. As President of the Detroit Board
of Bducation, Y participated in thrae (3) of the five (5)
regional sessions. At the time, Cavazos was roundly criticized
by Rep. Auguatus Hawking (D=Calif.) and others for daring
to tell parente that they should have the right to select
the school their child will attend. But he went forward with
the meetings, which afforded an opportunity for me to meat
and exchange ideas with Polly williame, Sy Pliegel, Peta dubont,
John Chublb, Jehn Coons, Myron Lieberman and other important
leaders, including the Bacretary himself, ‘

"Choice"” L& not a specifiz federal program: instead ie
48 an approach to education based on the right of parehts
to choose the best achool for their childran, It is also
an idea whoge tima hag coma. Not only has Cavazos heen
instrumental in reising the issue, he has acted to galvanizae
supporters not just aleng the banks of the Potamac, but in
the many speeches and interviews he has given in the past
year, including the presentation of the much=discussead "wall
chart" last month. He has also diracted Department of Education
staff to work with state and local officialas regarding the
many ways cholce plans can be implamanted.
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Mr. Daniel Henninger

The Wall Street Journal

June 19, 19%0 )
Page 2

Gigot repoxts that consensus now existe “after ten (10)
vears of debata.” And how did the nation arrive at ¢his
CONSEnsus’? Certainly not with %he help o¢f the National
Education Association, which in their annual ¢onvention last
summer veoted againsgt state choice legislation., (For the NEA
to assart that Cavazoes is “Yadopting NEA language,” ia absuxzd.
The Department guickly cendsemned the NEA's veote as reported

by The Washington Times and others.)

Cavazog 48 not "Secratary of Cheice,” he is BSedrstary
of RAucation. And, as with choice, on other education issues
he has baan far from "timid." In redent months the Sacretary
has oourageously told Hispanic parenta that they must be
rasponsible for the education of their childran and told the
Taxas lagislatura that merely spending more monay will not
solve the state's education deficit,

He esgtablished & national Indlan Nations At-Risk Task
Ferce and implemented a comprehensive student lean default
raduction program. More than a ysar ago he proposed national
aducation goals == an education strate endorsed by President
Bush and the governors at the Edugation Summait.

Vas, Cavazos doea prefer “"building consensus.” And
apparsntly he's pratty good at Ll&; the growing success of
the cholce movement is an axample.

Whether you agree with his particular style or his poeiticen
on what his role should be in shaping local strategies, I
hops you can agree that his efforts have already had a positive
and meaningful impact on the reform of ocur education systen.
Sincarely,

5 SI

Lawrenocae . Patrick, Jr.

LCP/mm
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oIt says all you need to know about cre- |
“ative thinking in Washington that the man ’
who’s written -the education book of the E
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' Fails the Test
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year couldn’t get a job in the Bush admin- 1

+ John Chubb, co-author (with Terry |
Moe) of an icon-smashing book on school
reform to be released today, was close to
being hired by the White House last year
as its chief education aide. The news some-
how leaked to the press, and Education
Secretary Lauro Cavazos protested to the
White House. Policy director Roger Porter
says he admires Mr. Chubb and Mr. Ca-
vazos's opinion was “‘only one of many fac-
tors,” but Mr. Chubb still didn't get the
job. His revenge now is that his book will
do more to improve the nation's schools
than will the least influential cabinet offi-
cer since Margaret Heckler. -

That book, *Politics, ‘Markets, and
America’s Schools,” goes beyond the rou-
tine lament of failure. It explains why even
a decade of reform has failed. The authors
finger the bureaucracy and special inter-

ests that can calcify in ‘the joints of de-
mocracy. The failure lies with what is in

effect a socialist -education system, con- |
trolled, from the top down, by those with

little incentive to change. The only solution
is ““bottom-up accountability.” That means
creating a market—with universal public
“scholarships’ that would let parents
‘choose, or start, their own schools.

The Chubb-Moe book is drawing speciai
notice because its sponsor, the Brookings

Potomac Watch
By Paul A. Gigot

Institution, is a liberal think tank endors-
ing what is supposed to be a ‘“‘conserva-
tive” idea. But old stereotypes are falling
in more places than Moscow. Even many
liberals are rethinking their traditional
faith in the bureaucratic, special-interest
state. The metaphor of perestroika applies
here too. Some liberals are like Soviets
who've discovered that statism no longer
serves even the goal of equity.

Mr. Chubb, a scholar of “liberal in-

| stincts™ (his phrase ), says his own concern

grew out of the failure of public education
to serve the urban poor. After 10 years
studying more than 20,000 educators and
students at 500 high schools, he became

| convinced that only radical “choice™ will

allow reform to succeed. His conviction is
now being endorsed in small, grass-roots
experiments from Cambridge, Mass., to
East Harlem, to Milwaukee.

-sapped  of

" 'Needless to say, the Bush administra-

tion is not leading this charge, and Mr. Ca- |
'vazos seems barely fo have noticed. Aides.

.insist he's a stalwart for choice, pointing to

Wfive_regional ‘conferences he attended a

TPolly Williams visited Washington, Mr, Ca-’
vazos couldn't fit her into his busy sched-
ule. “(This is the same man whose ‘‘out-
reach’ is praised by education lobbyists. )

Vall ST2eer Josen!, Tuns £,

Sources say he's also demoted his special |

. adviser on choice, John Klenk, who favors
| more aggressive leadership. (Mr. Klenk

won't comment, and Undersecretary Ted
Sanders says Mr. Klenk has been transfer-
red but still does the same work.)
Defenders say it's a matter of style,
that Mr. Cavazos prefers building “‘con-

sensus’ to confrontation. But after 10 |

years of debate, whatever consensus is |
possible already exists. When Brookings .

and the Heritage Foundation agree, the de-
bate on substance is over. What's missing
now is the political will to challenge the in-
terests' (unions and bureaucracy ) that will
never agree because their monopoly on

_power is at risk.

‘Listen to Debra DeLee, lobbyist for the
‘National Education Association, the Polit-

buro of the education establishment. Mr.

Cavazos's support for choice, she says,
“‘has been much more low-key than we ex-
pected.” She praises Mr. Cavazos for
adopting NEA language about school “‘re-
structuring” and ‘‘site-based manage-
ment" —jargon for tinkering around the
edges of the system. Mr. Cavazos is at best

timid, at worst a cipher for the educators

who've caused the current crisis.
The White House has been better, which
is not to say good -

enough. President
Bush has praised
Polly Williams

‘(thanks to aide Jim
Pinkerton), - .‘but
choice was barely
mentioned at his
“education summit"
with governors last
fall.

The administra-
tion hails *‘choice,”

but in a generic Z\ S
sense that can be N\ =

real Lauro Cavazos

meaning. In particular, it won't explicitly
endorse choice involving private schools.

\

Z
=z

' Yet Mr. Chubb says that choice among ex-

isting public schoois alone is mere “*Soviet-

. style choice.” A market can only liberate

if the supply of schools can also be in-
creased. That means including private
schools, or at the very least breaking all
barriers to the creation of new public
schools.

The Bush team has stressed national

testing in a few subjects, a modest reform
but also one that by itself can be co-opted
by education's nomenklatura. Many ad-
Ministrators and politicians will begin to
gear Instruction to satisfy tests, not stu-
dents or parents. In the current system,
tests could become as deceptive as Soviet
five-year plans. )

The federal role in education is bless-
edly small, so Mr. Chubb's most important
readers are spread across America. But
that only underscores the abdication when
Mr. Cavazos mutes his only real power,
the stature to speak the blunt truth of the
sort offered by John Chubb. George Bush
seems unlikely to be the education presi-
dent with this education secretary.

<
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MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNU:&

THROUGH : DAVID DEMARES
FROM: DEB AMENDDAY”
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

We sent the attached letter to the Atlanta Constitution, and

several other papers around the country, in response to criticism
of the President's civil rights record.
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, the Kremlin. In reality, he may
* sisap¥ be reinforcing those hard-
- line Soviet elements he most fears.

Consider the latest developments
in Moscow: (1) Mikhail Gorbachev
has taken on centralized personal
authority unmatched since Stalin,
with no effective counterbalance of
power; (2) Gorbachev has recently
appointed several extreme Russian
nationalists to positions of power (in-
cluding, ironically, one named Ras-
putin), individuals who are anti-
Western, anti-Democratic and anti-
Semitic; (3) Gorbachev is engaged in
economic strangulation of Lithuania,
while refusing to meet with the Lith-
uanians to discuss an equitable so-
lution.

Gorbacheyv is a brilliant political
strategist who has successfully paint-
ed himself as an enlightened prophet
of democracy.

His latest actions belie this, in-
stead painting a picture of a desper-
ate, authoritarian leader successful-
ly manipulating President Bush and
the West into supporting whatever
actions he might take to ensure his
own survival,

ATIANTAR ConsSTETUTZON 5/4/920
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Felipe Galindo/Inx

After the Tiananmen Square
massacre, President Bush treated
the Chinese with kid gloves, telling
us that negotiation and dialogue
were the appropriate response. The
result has been a dramatic increase
in Chinese internal reprgssion. He is
now taking the same attitude with
the Soviets.

I have always judged President
Bush to be well-versed in foreign pol-
icy, politically savvy and able to
learn from his own mistakes. I now
fear I misjudged him.

J.ANDREW KOGERMA
Savannah

President Bush has strong record of civil rights support

The April 9 Constitution editori-
al, “Bush follows Reagan script on
rights,” was an unjust criticism of
President Bush’s civil rights policy.

The president has a record of
strong support for civil rights dating
back over 40 years. From 1948, when
he headed a drive for the United Ne-
gro College Fund at Yale, to his cur-
rent support of several key pieces of
civil rights legislation, President
Bush has been a leading figure in the
quest for racial equality.

In just 15 months of the Bush ad-
ministration, there have been sever-
al outstanding legislative achieve-
ments. Last November, the president
signed Public Order 101-180 (ii), ex-
tending the tenure of the Civil Rights
Commission. The president was also
a strong supporter of the Hate
Crimes Act, recently signed int6 law.

The president is also determined
to help eliminate bias and bigotry by
removing barriers to opportunity; he

ing for several important programs.
The requested budgets for Head
Start and aid for historically black
colleges and universities have in-

creased by $500 million and $60 mil- |

lion, respectively. The president’s
new HOPE initiative, a program
aimed at giving all people basic shel-

ter and affordable housing, is bud-

geted at $4 billion over three years.

The president has also .‘\niet with,

has asked Congress to increase fund- .

I |

| Will clutter get rid of the trash?

/

civil rights leaders on a number of
occasions to discuss issues of critical
concern to us all; from the drug
plague that is poisoning our youth, to
the economic empowerment and de-
velopment of minorities.

In other areas concerning civil
rights, the president is an ardent
supporter of the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act, potentially the most
sweeping anti-discrimination legis-
lation in 25 years. He has also con-
demned, on numerous occasions, at-
tacks on the civil rights of AIDS
patients.

DAVID F. DEMAREST JR.
Mr. Demarest is assistant to the pres-
ident for communications in the
White House.

Billboards can’t fight litter

When I read that the billboard in-
dustry in Georgia intends to partici-
pate in the state’s campaign against
roadside litter, my blood pressure
must have shot up several notches.

Does anyone seriously believe
that the addition of roadside signs is
the proper solution to litter?

What a crock. | -

Chattanocoga, Tenn.

TRAVJS WOLFE -

cial critics rather have had Morgan

Freeman portraying a ninja Black

Panther rappin’ radical bent on bat-

tling a crusty, old and mean-spirited
white woman? Come on fellows, this

1s a movie set in the '50s and ’60s.

Regardless of the subservient
role Freeman plays, that’s the way it
was.

While I haven’t seen Spike Lee’s
“Do the Right Thing,” from the re-
views and critical acclaim I've read,
Mr. Lee has every right to be upset
over the lack of recognition by the
Motion Picture Academy.

But Mr. Lee does a great disser-
vice to himself and others by impun-
ing the thousands of people, both
black and white, who freely choose to
be servants, maids and chauffeurs.
To refer to these people as second-
class citizens tells me that Mr. Lee is
stuck in a quagmire of ignorance and
self-guilt and has a long way to go.

CHRISTOPHER J. EHLERS
Fernandina Beach, Fla.

* ¥ k¥

Must we always be subject to bi-
ased criticism by these Yankee crit-
ics who think that their opinions and
concepts are correct when they dis-
sect the Southern mind?

Morgan Freeman is a great actor,
and it is his choice to play whatever
role he may wish to play. 1 denote
sour grapes in Spike Lee’s com:
ments. “Driving Miss Daisy” is a
charming, truthful episode of a rela-
tionship. :

Does not this wonderful work de-
serve to be accepted for what it so
ably has projected? .

FLORENCE L. LOVETT
Smyrna

Recycle ‘Peach Buzz

1 don’t read the yuppie gossip col-
umn “Peach Buzz,” but one segment
was recently called to my attention.

The item was about aluminum
benches being stolen from Fuller
Park, presumably by “excessive re-
cyclers.” \

Since most people who recycle
don’t do it for profit, I take exception
to this remark. As a volunteer for
Clayton Clean & Beautiful who works
on the monthly recycling drives; I
think this was most irresponsible.. -

In the wake of Earth Day, we are
trying to encourage everyone to recy-
cle and conserve. I'd like to see the
newspaper conserve space on page -
two by discontinuing this fluff col-
umn and replacing it with environ-
mental and community-service news;
: g~ RITAKI STON

b Ellenwood

o
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JUNE 13, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU

THROUGH : DAVID DEMAREST
| FROM: DEB AMENDQﬂl/
| RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, several conservative leaders have responded to a recent
| critical "Business Week" article. Letters in support of the
| President from Richard DeVos, Robert Schuller and Billy Zeoli are
attached.
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mg"es 12141 Lewis Street, Garden Grove, CA82640, (714) 971-4075

June 13, 1990

BUSINESS WEEK

Readers Report

1221 Ave of the Americas
New York, NY 10020

FAX: 212 512-4464

Dear Mr. Wolman:

President Bush is to be applauded and congratulated
for the way he is dealing with President Gorbachev
and the evolving relationship between the USA and
US3R.

For nearly half a century our two nations have been
facing each other tooth to tooth. 1Is it not time
for us to move ever closer to meeting heart to
heart?

There are still major differences as there will
always be. But when differences do exist, shouldn't
one look for the common ground which will pring two
people or two nations ever closer together rather
than focusing on the negative, which can only drive
a deeper wedga.

President Bush has looked at the positive which can
only come from our nations being c¢loser. He has
not compromised on his princioles. He has seen the
potential and possibilities which exist. He has
acted wisely. He is to be commended for the good
that came out of the Summit and the course ne is
following.

Ropert H. Schuller
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Richard M. DeVos

7154 Windy Hill Road. S.E.
Grand Raplds, Michigan 49500

June 13, 1990

Editor

BUSINESS WEEK MAGAZINE

1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020-1001

Sir:

Your June 18, 1990 "Washington Outlook'" article
does not speak for many, I might even say for most,
|
\
|
|
|
|
|

conservatives.

As a conservative, and one involved in some
conservative organizations in a leadership position, 1
can tell you that we do not all see red over President
Bush. Most of us support him even Lf we don't agree with
him exactly on every lssue. Just because conservatives
do speek up on issues, you should not conclude that they
don't support the President. Nor do a few particularly
outspoken conservatives necessarily speak for the rest
of us.,

Singexely,

f. & D

Richard M. DeVos

RDV/eg
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June 13, 1990

Reader's Report
Business Week
Fax #212-512-4464

To Whom It May Concern:

As a conservative | disagree with your assessment of President
Bush's foreign policy. The President's foreign policy has caused
an {rreversible revolution on the side of freedom, a re-born free
enterprise, and newly ignited entrepreneurial spirit,

Many religious leaders have earnestly waited and prayed fervently
for this unparalleled opportunity for mankinds new found dignity.
While communism is unraveling in a natural process, President
Bush's foreign policy has inspired and encouraged imprisoned and
aching hearts crying for liberty. People who have been spiritually
and intellectually starved are devouring every book made available
to them and the Bible is at the top of the 1ist. Religious
organizations are inundated with requests for help.

Hats off to President Bush as his foreign policy continues to free

mi11ions of people who want to claim their economic freedom and
retigious liberty,

[ personally feel you have wrongly assessed millions of
conservatives who believe that President Bush is a statesman whose
restraint and measured policies are wise.

Respectfully,

Billy Zeoli, President

Gospel Films/Youth Films, Inc.
2735 E. Apple Avenue

Muskegon, MI 49442

(616) 773-13361 soffice)

(616) 942-5677 (home - unlisted)

MORE 111AN THIR V-t VE YEARS OF PEOPLE REACHING PLOPLE REACHING PEQP |
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OVER BUSH

EDITED BY STEPHEN H. WILDSTROM

THE RIGHT IS SEEING RED
'S EMBRACE OF GORBY

vative movement good-bye,” says GOP analyst Kevin Phillips.

eorge Bush’s relationship with the Republican right
has been an on-and-off affair. But if the President’s
cuddly summit meeting with Soviet President Mikhail
Gorbachev marked a turning point in U.S.-Soviet relations
(page 28), it also was a watershed in Bush’s dealings with a
once-mighty faction of his own party. “He’s kissing the conser-

Right now, the President undoubtedly feels he can get along
very nicely without the right. His popularity remains spectacu-
larly high, and he has yet to glimpse a 1992 Democratic

noblesse oblige, but to some it suggests that both sides won
the cold war, and that’s baloney.”

The folks who have faithfully observed Captive Nations Day
for 45 years were counting on Bush to mount at least a
symbolic fight over Soviet repression of the secessionist move-
ment in the Baltic states. The White House raised their hopes
with a pre-summit pledge that Bush would not sign a trade
agreement unless Gorbachev cut a deal on Lithuanian indepen-

dence. Then, at the summit, the President initialed the trade
agreement after all.

challenger on the horizon. But if things turn
sour—if, for example, the economy slides into
recession—Bush may be looking for some en-
thusiastic backing for his reelection effort
among conservatives. And he may not find it.

‘BALONEY.’ Unlike true believer Ronald Reagan,
Bush has always been suspect among GOP con-
servatives, who see him as an Eisenhoweresque
country clubber. Bush has tried to appease the
conservative movement by tossing it an occa-
sional rhetorical bone and by using White
House Chief of Staff John H. Sununu, who has
good credentials on the right, as a liaison. But
the President has done one thing after another

NO PLACE TO GO. Bush courted the right during
the campaign and was reluctant to move very
far from Reagan’s policies during his first year
in office. But now, the White House seems to
have decided to go for as much of the political
middle as it can get, leaving little room for
limited-appeal tough stands on issues such as
Lithuania. “The right is isolated right now,”

Institute, 'a moderate Democratic think tank.
“Popular sentiment isn’t giving their complaints
any resonance.”

For now, conservatives have no place to go

says Will Marshall of the Progressive Policy

% annoy right-wingers, from proclaiming the
Republican 'Party to be open to all views on
abortion, to refusing to endorse restrictions on
government arts grants, to adopting a soft line on human-

rights violations in China.

But the embrace of Gorbachev was the last straw for con-
servatives. The sight of an American President going out of
his way to bolster a beleaguered Soviet leader made their flesh
ed how massively the President

says former Pentagon offi-
cial Frank Gaffney, head of the conservative Center for Secu-

rity Policy. Adds Edward L. Rowny, an arms adviser to Presi-
dents Reagan and Bush who will soon leave the Arms Control

creep. “This summit confi
has over-invested in Gorbachev,”

BUSH: ‘OVERINVESTED'?

but home. But Bush can’t afford to forget
them. From the 1964 Goldwater insurgency to
Reagan’s almost-successful 1976 challenge to
Gerald Ford, “foreign policy has always been
the rallying call for the right,” says William Schneider of the
American Enterprise Institute. “They’ll nurse their wounds,
watch, and make trouble for the Republicans later.”

Should Bush’s popularity fade and his reelection start to
look less like a sure thing, the President will look for a way to
get conservatives charged up again on his behalf. The relation-
ship between Bush and the right will never be Reaganesque
true love, but conservatives are the foot soldiers of the GOP,
and one of these days, Bush may wake up and discover that he

needs them.
& Disarmament Agency: “Many people liked the President’s By Douglas Harbrecht and Bill Javetski
CAPITAL WRAPUP
CIVIL RIGHTS Wwas planning to wrap up its work on

Nelson Mandela doesn’t know it
yet, but he’s about to become a
lobbyist for an antidiscrimination bill
now making its way through Congress.
Civil rights groups expect that the en.
thusiasm unleashed by the African Na-
tional Congress leader's U.S. tour in
late June will be a major spur for the
legislation, which overturns a number
of Supreme Court rulings on job dis-
crimination. Proponents of the bill are
urging the Senate Democratic leader-
ship to bring the measure to the floor
while Mandela is in the country. To
facilitate speedy action, the Senate La-
bor & Human Resources Committee

the legislation by June 8. Meanwhile,
civil rights groups, congressional lead-
ers, and the White House are continu-
ing discussions in hopes of eliminating
President Bush’s remaining objections
to the bill.

POLITICS

The penchant of Republican House
members to run for higher office
has raised Democratic hopes of some
gains this fall. Democratic strategists
think their best shots include the seats
being vacated by Hank Brown in Colo-
rado, Thomas J. Tauke in Iowa, and
Claudine Schneider in Rhode Island, all
of whom are running for the Senate.

The nation’s top soldier is taking an
unusually aggressive part in Penta-
gon policy planning. Reagan-era legis-
lation encouraged a broader role for
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, but General Colin L. Powell is
the first to take advantage of the new
powers. Powell is urging top Defense
Dept. civilians to hold off on drafting
the 1992 budget until some key strate-
gic decisions are made. Among the
matters Powell wants resolved first:
The size and structure of the army,
and the future of both Star Wars and
strategic weapons under pending arms-
reduction agreements.

WASHINGTON OUTLOOK
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

MAY 30, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU;

THROUGH: DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMEND DR
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Attached is an OP/ED by Doug Paal, NSC director of Asian
affairs, which appeared in this morning's USA Today. It ran
opposite an article by Senator George Mitchell, which is also
attached.
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President’s China policy is right

By Douglas H. Paal
Guest columnist

The president extended most-favored-nation status for
China to lend a hand to those promoting reform and pro-
gress in China. As we approach the anniversary of the
massacre in Beijing, we pay tribute to its victims by con-
tinuing to sustain as much people-to-people contact, com-
merce and communication as we can. By staying in
touch, we maintain our influence as we continue to press
for significant improvements in China’s human rights
practices.

Most-favored-nation status, or “MFN,” applies to all
but a handful of nations. It is the everyday basis of trade
around the world. Last year we did $18 billion worth of
business with China, our 10th largest trading partner.

All Americans who have visited Hong Kong know it as
as vibrant an example of the free-enterprise system as
there is in the world. Last year, the massacre in Beijing
profoundly shook the confidence of the people there
about their prospects when Hong Kong reverts to Chi-
nese sovereignty in 1997.

If MFN status is denied to China, much of Hong
Kong’s trade and investment, closely linked to rapidly
developing South China, would be damaged. It stands to
lose 20,000 jobs and $10 billion in trade. This would
make the people of Hong Kong innocent victims in our

DEBATE

A
dispute with Beijing. .

Other nations in the region fear,
based on long experience as Chi-
na’s neighbors, that withdrawal of
MFN would be counterproductive.
The elderly Chinese leadership
would rather close their country’s
door to the USA than submit to di-
rect, public pressure tactics
drastic as removal of MFN.

Denial of MFN status would also
harm the USA. Jobs in the aircraft,

Douglas H.
Paal is director of
Asian affairs for
the National Se-
curity Council.

US. wheat exports; $1 billion a
year in aircraft and aerospace equipment; 10%-20% of
US. lumber exports. All these would be subject to Chi-
nese retaliation.

USS. consumers would also-be hurt. Higher duties at._

our ports meag higher prices at the market. China pro-
vides a rapidly growing proportion of shoes, low-cost
clothing and consumer electronics.

We need to remain sober and constant about policy -

toward China. Things there do not change overnight, and
particularly when under outside pressure. It is fair to say
USS. policy has not yet succeeded. It is premature to say
it has failed.

agricultural and electronics indus- ,
tries would be put at risk: 20% of




in
toward China is an obvious and
t is contrary to our principles, con-
wrong'l’onnewmost-tavored-
be to compound that failure.
in China is as remote today as it

is wrong

was 10 months ago. And the Bush
administration has signaled to Chi-
na’s leadership that it views its ac-
tions with complacency.

The longterm interest of Hong
Kong goes beyond immediate
trade conditions. Hong Kong's eco-
nomic system and her people’s in-
dividual liberties are not strength-
ened if its future government

D- knows America ignores repres-

Mitchell,

Maine, is Senate sion. But Bei)inghaademonstrated
majority leader. that Western hopes for improve-
ment are an illusion to be used asa

negotiating tool, not a genuine path to the future.

The USAmlmlittleandstandstolose much from con-
tinuing to make concessions to the current government.
The leaders who decided their own power and privileges
werewonhatewhundredyo\mguveswmpasrromthe
scme.OurmmreUeswiththepeopleofChim.mtby its
act\ons.theadmmm&onlssowingtheseedsotdm
ter with respect to the next generation of leaders.

The Communist general secretary says Western reac-
tion to the massacre in Tlananmen Square is “much ado
about nothing.” He says he doesn't “have any regret.” I
reject his views. The president should not endorse those
views by renewing China’s most-favored-nation status,
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

MAY 22, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU@

THROUGH: DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMENDDR
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Congressman Don Sundquist defended the President's
environmental record in an OP/ED which appeared in the Memphis
Commercial Appeal this morning.

Senator Don Nickles has responded to an OP/ED Ron Brown
wrote for the Washington Post. His letter is attached.

A local radio call-in show had a program on the spotted owl
issue this morning. The Interior Department reportedly had a
crew on the phone lines defending us.

I've mentioned in previous memos how enthusiastic the
Agriculture Department is about responding to editorials and want
to make sure you saw the letter from Secretary Yeutter in today's
New York Times. It is also attached.

cc: Fred McClure
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By Don Sundquist

P RESIDENT Bush has taken consid-
erable partisan fire because his
clean-alr program seeks a reasonable
Dalence between economic and snvi.
ronmental needs, rather than embrac.
ing the more radical measures offersd
by efivironmental purists. As this news.
Faper ha:golnted out, much of the suip.
n'% is misdirected,

he President {s being called negli
gent because be has dared to suggest
that concerns such as energy needs,
Jobs and the overall health of our scon.
otz}( figurs into the environmenta)
pelig
stalling environmental action becauge

he has welghed the cost the mors radfs '

cal solutions would impose on average
Working Americans and their famiiles.
The recent debate o global warming is
& good case iy point,

ow, global warming is an easy {ssue
10 embrace, What rational person
would not Le cuncerned apout major
climetic change and its consequences?
This {s not, however, a question of who
Is for or against global warrnaing. It is, if
you will pardon the pun, & matter of de.
Gree: How radical & change o our life.
Styles can we reasonably bs expected to
make 10 meet a threat about which ex.
perts honestly disagres?

Those who embrace the doomsday
cenario would have us take measures
¥ith very serious coDgequences. For
tarters, to mersly stabilize the amount
f so-called "greenhouse gases” {n the
tmosphere requires that we immedi-
tely reduce man-made carbon dioxide
missions by 60 te 80 percent, [n other
ords, eight out of every 10 cars and
'ucks have to come off the road — to-
ay. Three-fourths of our factories
'ould have to shut dowpy e today.

What does the smbal warminq move:
ent suggest we do with the milllons of
iddenly unemployed workers? tf oll,
1§ and coal are unacceptable gources

——

¥ equation, He has been accused of |

fo energy, what would they suggest ws
use instead? Somehow, | don't quiite be-
lleve we'll see these people suddenly
supporting nuclear power,

$ much as some would like it to be
otherwise, {n real life sconomic {asyes
are very much a part of the envireno.
mental question. It is useful to compare
the generally solid environmental rec.
ord of the industrial democracies with
those of the formarly Commmunist aa.
tions of Bastern Burope, Crippling the
economy hardly left the "worker’s
paradise” unspoiled or pristine. It is the

Bush correct in seeking balance
of environmental, economic needs

In addition, the President’s Clean Air
Act offers the moat swee tavigions
in clean-air law in The Bush
plan calls for ficant reductions in
emissions of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen
dioxide and carbon monoxide, as we))
t.:n lt. sharp cut in cancercausing pollu-

umwea.ﬁuﬁ%mrm '

coals power plants into

very strength of our economy that has 0 further reduce smissions from their
enxled. ug to devote more money, efs h":‘;‘.- tm om d::ntilr care Wl}.l
RTENC RO Ol end re o tine. Tighter ener ik emission
CLgibe: in llutlon Standards are gro for smallsarea
30 sny other  80uTces of pailullon - (bakeriss, ey
nation.  on cleaners, computer makers) loft thoos,
Rarth. ered bgurmr laws,
President - _ TheBush program forces energy con.
ush is corrmct  S8rvation and a shift to cleaner fusls,
is taking these DUt it retains flaxibiiiry for govern.
factors into ace  A8atand business in meeting thase tar-
countas hesees HPI8 The result will bo significant en-
thenation'sen. Vironmental improvement with the
vironmental 188t prectical to our economy,
program And as we move toward those dm k
’ scientific com- llemunuy 1mors tmoney for resear
munity jsbyno i climate it boogted
S ted ! funds by 43 percent in its first
Sundquist means
in its view of

global climate change. While it i possi.
le 1o find someone to support the pre-
diction that carbon dioxide levels will
double within 35 years, it iy far easier to
document the opposite. The doomw
view presumes that nething
change in the way we humans yse snet.
gy, a ludicrous proposition given pe-
cent history. In the United Statss for
example, we have essentially mbiﬁm
the mmouut of carbon dioxide emis-
sions since 1973, even though our &con.
omy bes more than doub) during that
span. The President proposad to im.
prove ou that with a clean-atr p i
that would cut CO2 emissions by s joast
15 percent by the tirn of the century,

year, and by l&:ﬁn L 74 t this
yeap, brin total to gl billion,
In mm‘gg President bas taken res-
sonable measures to protect the envi-
fonment while recognizing that ple
stil] need energy crested by £ fuels
and will for soms time iato the feturs.
For me, and I'll bet for moat Americans
the President's approach strikes a
ung ap oprw:u e b:mm oa{
Datian's econo environmen
Vironiental g Ly ks taallow eo-
nien [ |
crime & u&ﬁm
Republi, Sundguist
bis' represeats. e oaguist of Mea:
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To the Editor:

Democratic National Committee Chairman Ron Brown's recent article,
»Republican Baloney About Crime", shows that the Democrats still
haven't figured out why they lost the last presidential election,
Until they do, it is doubtful they will have much chance of winning
another one in the forseeable future.

“Let's get it all out on the table,” Brown says. *Race and crime.
Kerosene and a match. Bush and Horton." Very glib. Unfortunately,
very wrong. A more accurate reading would go something like this:
Liberalism and crime. Permissiveness and its effects. Dukakis and
Horton."

The matter of Willie Horton has taken on legendary proportions in
American political lore. Regrettably, as is often the case, the
legend strays widely from the facts. 1f the Democrats get their
kicks continuing to believe that the Horton story was somehow an
evil creation of George Bush and a bunch of Republican media
managers or that it was primarily about race, then they are only
prolonging their confinement to the presidential political
wilderness.

The Democrats simply cannot understand that the politically potent
characteristic about Mr. Horton was not that he was black, but
rather that he was a cold-blooded rapist and murderer. They cannot
understand that, had Mr. Horton been white, the same focus groups
would have been held, the same commercials and speeches would have
been made, all with the same devastating effects on the Dukakis
campaign.

If Willie Horton had a political creator, it was Michael Dukakis.

He was the adherent to the philosophy of Democratic liberalism, He
was the one opposed to the death penalty for heinous crimes. He was
the one whose concern for the rehabilitation of prison inmates was
demonstrated by his support for unsupervised weekend passes for
convicted murderers. He was the one whose concern for the victims
of crime was never equally publicly demonstrated. He was the one to
whom the Democratic Governor of Maryland pointedly refused to send
the recaptured Mr. Horton following Horton's ¢riminal rampage while
“on leave" from a Massachusetts prison.

The Democrats are only deceiving themselves if they continue to
think that the political effects of the Willie Horton story were due
to racial divisions. 1In fact, they were due to clear and distinct
philosphical divisions which the Horton story merely symbolized.




Mr. Brown laments that the Republican administration hasn't stopped
crime in the streets. He wants to get in a bidding war as to which
party will spend the most to build prisons and finance law
enforcement. But he's missing the point. Yes, we're all against
crime, and yes, we need to spend dollars. But the American people
want to know that those doing the spending share their tough-minded
philosophical approach to dealing with the most hardened criminal
elements. Democratic liberalism has failed for two decades to meet
that test and it doesn't appear as if it is going to change anytimpfe
soon.,

Sincerely,

May 22,90 10:24 No.004 P.03
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Letters

Toward Even Safer Food for the U.S. Consumer

To the Editor:

On May 7, you reported on the chal-
lenges facing the food and agriculture
industry in providing safer, more nu-
tritious and convenient foods for to-
day’s consumers. You accurately re-
ported the concerns and scientific ob-
stacles facing researchers, food
scientists and inspectors.

The next day, you published an edi-
torial on food safety, ““The Bacteria
at the Table,” that seemed oblivious
to your report: In somewhat sensa-
tional terms, it urged the food indus-
try and Government to clean up bac-
terial pathogens in food ‘‘before food
poisoning becomes an epidemic.” The
only epidemic facing consumers is
one of needleg fear generated re-
cently by a number of advocacy
groups and now exacerbated by the
editorial.

The ediforial misstated that the
presence of bacteria is ‘‘growing
alarmingly.” What is growing is the
capability of science and technology
to idenufy bacteria and to detect
them in mmute amounts. We know
more, so we find more. It is ironic
that The Times, recognized for its
careful scientific reporting, would act
the alarmist in making exaggerated
statements about the safety of our
food supply.

Certainly, we have a long road
ahead to identify the sources of bac-
terial contamination and, more im-
portantly, to find ways to prevent
bacterial growth. Eliminating bacte-
ria is as challenging as finding a cure
for the common cold. Simply put,
Mother Nature does not give us ster-
ile, bacteria-free food. But both Gov-
ernment and industry are working to
develop tests to detect salmonella
and other bacteria more quickly.

The Food Safety and Inspection
Service, which inspects meat and
poultry, is making substantial
progress in further improving public
health protection and has more than
tripled the volume of microbiological
testing in the past eight years. Also,
for the past 10 vears it has been ex-
amining ways to modernize meat and
poultry inspection and to focus atten-
tion on preventing contamination.

This focus extends to our consumer
education efforts, because bacterial
contamination can result from sim-
ple mistakes in the home. Just last

month, we launched a program on
preventing food-borne illness for indi-
viduals at higher than average risk:
the elderly, pregnant women and in-
fants, and the chronically ill.

We are fortunate to have good sci-
ence and innovative minds on our
side to produce the safest food in the
world. With good science we will dis-
cover new and better ways to prevent
bacterial contamination and food-
borne illness. I stand by my state-
ment, as reported in the article and in
the editorial: “Food is safer than it
ever was.” It may not be perfectly
safe, but we're doing very well — bet-
ter than anyone else in the world, and
it doesn’t help to frighten people un-
necessarily. CLAYTON YEUTTER

Secretary of Agriculture
Washington, May 11, 1990

L ]
Drug Abuse in the Barn
To the Editor:

The extensive press coverage given
to salmonella-contaminated poultry
and antibiotic drug residues in meat,
eggs and milk has missed the point.
The question is, why are these drugs
being used in the first place, and why
are the meat, eggs and milk so per-
meated with bacteria?

The answer can be traced to the in-

[ A = '
? |
|
Thomas Rerr
discriminate use of antibiotics in fac-
tory farming, which has resulted in
the appearance of mutant bacterial
strains virtually invulnerable to anti-
biotic therapy.
Factory farms

are designed to

The Japanese Secret: Low Interest Rates

To the Editor:

You may argue as forcefully as you
wish for government-sponsored re-
search and development (editorials
May 10 and 11) but please don’t use
my industry as an example of Japa-
nese success in this area.

True, the Japanese dominate the
world markets for memory chips, dis-

to the national debt and thereiore
help increase interest rates, 1t would
have the effect of exacerbating the
very problem you seem intent on
curing. NATHAN EIGERMAN

Cambridge, Mass., May 11, 1990

The writer is a software engineer.

maximize profits in meat and dairy
production, but have succeeded in
maximizing conditions for disease
contagion. To keep these facteties
productive, managers must resort to
a wide array of drugs and other
chemical inputs. Instead of using sen-
sible husbandry and strategies of dis-
ease prevention and natural animal
health, factory producers rely on an-
tibiotics, powerful drugs, hormones
and other stimulants. '

Today, antibiotic usage in food ani-
mals accounts for about half of all an-
tibiotics produced in the United
States. In 1979, the Office of Tech-
nology Assessment reported that 99
percent of all poultry, 90 percent of
swine and 70 percent of cattle and
veal calves routinely receive antibiot-
ics. Currently, antibiotics such as tet-
racycline, penicillins, sulfonaides,
streptomycin and macrolides are
added in sub-therapeutic amounts to
animal feed for growth production or
prevention of disease. Placed in a
situation that would normally make
an animal sick, this sub-therapeutic
administration of antibiotics keeps
them disease-free, but at a deadly
price to human health.

Over 20 years ago, the New Eng-
land Journal of Medicine warned: “‘1t
appears that unless drastic measures
are taken very soon, physicians may
find themselves back in the pre-anti-
biotic middle ages in treatment of in-
fectious disease.” When peniciilin
was first introduced, less than 10 per-
cent of staphylococcal strains iso-
lated from patients and carriers were
resistant to penicillin; now, over 90
percent are resistant. > g

In 1979, just as the evidence be!
came compelling that animal prod-
ucts were passing drug-resistant bat-
teria to humans, Congress prohibited
the Food and Drug Admunistration
from restricting antibiotic use in rais-
ing animals for food. This imprudent
concession to the demands of agri
business is one reason why salmo-
nella bacteria are flourishing in meat
and eggs, and why antibiotic residues
are appearing in milk.

It is time for Congress to reconsider
the implications of that decision and
take steps to end the indiscrimirate
use of antibiotics dictated by factory
farming. MELINDA CALLEIA

KENNETH P. STOLLER, M.D
Los Angeles, May 10, 1990
The writers are. respectiveiy, cha
man anda {}UL)“L‘ artairs director of thi:
American Association tor
and Public Po::
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Beneficial New Farming
To the Editor:

Much of the criticism 1n vour ed:
torial ““The Bacteria at the Table' 1s
misdirected. The 25 microbes ident-
fied in the past 15 years aren’t “‘new"’
— they’ve always been there, and this-




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON . " CRIEF of STAFF

‘“ag S?.e“

MAY 10, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU

THROUGH: DAVID DEMARESTE§
FROM: DEB AMENﬁD‘k
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, attached is another civil rights letter, this one from
the Chicago Sun Times.

Congressman Sundquist has agreed to write the Tennessee
papers regarding Al Gore and sent along the attached short
article from the Tennessee Journal this week.
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Unjust. criticism
“Administration has two-faced
approach to civil rights” [Carl
Rowan’s column, April 8] was an
unjust criticism of President
Bush’s civil rights policy.

In just 15 months of the Bush
administration, there have been
several outstanding legislative
achievements. Last November, the

| president signed Public Order

1101-180 (ii), extending the tenure
of the Civil. Rights Commission.’

The president also was a strong
supporter of the Hate Crimes Act,

- which was signed into law two

weeks ago. :

The president also is deter-
mined to help eliminate bias and
bigotry by removing barriers to
opportunity; he has asked Con-
gress to increase funding for sev-
eral important programs. The re-
quested budgets for Head Start
and aid for historically black col-
leges and universities have in-
creased $500 million and $60 mil-
lion, respectively. -

The president’s new HOPE ini-
tiative, a program aimed at giving
all people basic shelter and affor-
dable housing, is budgeted at $4
billion over three years.

The president also has met with
civil rights leaders on a number of

* occasions to discuss issues of criti-

cal concern to us all; from the
drug plague that is poisoning our
youth, to the economic empower-
ment and development of minor-
ities.
The president is an ardent sup-
rter of the Americans with Dis-
abilities. Act, potentially the most
sweeping anti-discrimination leg-
islation in 25 years. He also has
condemned, on numerous occa-
sions, attacks on the civil rights of
AIDS patients. The criticism of
the president’s commitment to
civil rights is unfounded.
David F. Demarest Jr.,
assistant to the president,
White House, Washington
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But Horton refused, pointing out that two jurors had
been dismissed from the panel for not admitting prior
felony convictions, one juror had slept through much
of the proceedings, the foreman had attempted to an-
aounce the jury’s deadlocked votes even though
Horton believed the foreman must have known a
unanimous verdict was required, jury members may
have leaked information about the deliberations to
members of Ford's staff, and the jury had been sub-
jected to “a rumbling section” of court spectators who
reacted to rulings by the court throughout the trial.

B After Horton declared the mistrial, prosecutors
quickly announced plans to try Ford a second time —
in a different city. Prosecutors will seek a change of
venue, arguing that publicity from the first trial makes
a fair retrial In Memphis impossible. Assistant U.S. At-
torney Dan Claney had originally sought to bring the
case In Knoxville, on the dual theory that many of the
events occurred there and that the government
couldn't get a fair trial in Memphis. The publicity at-
tending the first trial — espectally Ford’s habit of giv-
ing reporters his view of the evidence in the hallway
or in his office after each day's session — will give the
srosecution a far better argument in favor of moving
a second trial. Ford says he will fight the attempt.

W “The time for action is due, and past due. The
Ehrlichs have written the prescription” — Sen. Albert
Gore Jr. on the jacket of the book The Population Ex-
plosion by Paul and Anne Ehrlich. Paul Ehrlich ad-
vocaies reducing per caplta income, increasing foreign
aid substantially, doubling the price of gasoline, and
the relinquishing of some personal freedoms such as
the right to choose how many children to have.

WU.S. District Judge Thomas A, Higgins has ap-
oroved a state request to keep the old Tennessee State
Prison open until 1992. Under the ruling, once the
prison is closed, 135 inmates may be housed in the
health center portion of the facility only. Last month
Special Prison Master Patrick McManus recommended
that the state be allowad to keep a portion of the prisan
itse!f open to ease overcrowding. Legal Services at-
torney Gordon Bonnuman, who represents the inmate
plaintiffs in the suit, has accused the state of dragging
its feet in bringing the prison system into compliance

Veol. 16, No. 19
May 7, 1990

tional reform plan. peguii.s

McWherter and cabinet met with local government,
business, clvi¢, and education leaders — and worked
in photo opportunities at local schools. The campaign
is intended to sell the public on the need for educa-
tion reform and 2 broad proposal for how to go about
it. While tax and education reform are expected to go
hand in hand next year, talk about how to pay for the
education plan is decidedly absent from the tour,

@ Former Republican state senator Johnny Crow
of Lyles has died of a brain tumor. Crow served in the
Senate uniil resigning in 1981 to head the state Farmers
Home Administration. Crow was a likeable, respected
Republican political figure who won election to a
Senate seat in the traditionally Democratic area of rural
Middle Tennessee.

#“Go after the good ol boys, Dan. They need
help. If you don't give them a fight, they may succumb
from tired blood.” — A Commerciai Appeal editorial
on Rep. Dan Byrd’s House speaker candidacy.

WAn 1ll-member committee appointed by
Secretary of State Bryant Millsaps has developed a
code of ethics for Department of State employees.
Millsaps was elected in January after the suicide of
Gentry Crowell. The secretary of state’s office was the
focus of a federal-state corruption probe. The broad
guidelines declare that employees should be trust-
worthy and fair but avoid specific policies on the
solicitation of political contributions by employees,
political job promotions, and what to do when accept-
ing glits from those who do business with the depart-
ment. Such issues have dogged the department in the
past.

B State Republican Party officials can breathe a
sigh of relief. Avowed racist and Xanax addict Scott
Shepherd has said he will drop his announced bid to
run for the Republican nomination for governor. From
a drug rehabilitation center in Nashuville, Shepard also
said his treatment has helped him shed some of his
racist hostility.

B Luckily. Shepherd's decision doesn't leave the
GOP without a serious candidate. It didn’t have a
serious candidate before, either.

20245662188 2
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MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUN
THROUGH : DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMEND Yk~
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Sir, I've enlisted the help of the small business community
to respond to the newspapers around the country who have
criticized the president over the issue of parental leave.

John Satagaj, president of the Small Business Legislative
Council, sent the attached memo to the 100 or so associations
they represent asking them to write letters to the editors on our
behalf. NFIB and National Small Business United are helping out
as well.
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Small
BusIness
Legislative

Counci®

TO: SBLC Official Contacts

May 16, 1990

FROM: John S. Satagal, President

RE: Family and Medical leave Act

As the enclosed five editorials indicate, the President is being
pressed hard not to veto the Family and Medical Leave Act. In particular,

they are hitting on the theme of family values.
Letters from local small business owners to the editors of these
newspapers would be helpful in telling the other side.

Please have your members send you & copy of their letter.
it on to us. Thank you.

In turn, pass

JSS5/81430
Enclosures
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SMALL BUSINESS
LEGISILATIVE
COUNC L

Alr Conditloning Contractors of America

Alllance of Independent Stors Owners and Professionals
American Animal Hospltal Agsociatlon

Amerlcan Association of Nursarymen

American Bus Association

American Colleciors Assoclation, inc.

American Consulting Enginsers Councll

American Council of independent Laboratories
American Dental Trade Association

Amarican Floorcovering Assoclation

American Institute of Architects

American Machine Tool Distributors Association
Amerlcan Meat Institute

American Road & Transporiation Buliders Assoclation
American Soclety of Trave! Agents, Inc.

American Sod Producers Association

American Subcontractors Assoclation

Amerlcan Textlle Machinery Assoclation

American Trucking Assaoclations, Inc.

American Warehousemen's Association

Architectural Precast Agsoclation

Assoclated Bullders & Contractors

Assoclated Equipment Disiributors

Associated Landscape Contractors of Amaerica
Assoclation of Small Buginess Development Centers
Assoclation of the Wall and Celling Industries-international
Automotive Service Assoclation

Bowling Proprletors Assoclation of America

Bullding Service Contractors Assoclation international
Business Advertising Councll

Christian Booksellers Assoclation

Councll of Fleet Speclalists

Electronics Representatives Assoclation

Fiorists' Transworlid Dellvery Assoclation

Helicopter Assoclation international

Independent Bakers Association

Independent Bankers Assoclation of America
independent Medical Distributors Assoclation
International Assoclation of Refrigerated Warehouses
international Bottled Water Assoclation

International Communications Industries Association
international Formalwear Assoclation

International Franchise Association

Latin American Management Assoclation

Machinery Dealers Natlonal Assoclation
Manufacturers Agents Natlonal Association
mManufacturers Reprssentatives of America, inc.
Marketing Agents for Food Service Industry
Mechanical Contractors Assoclation of America, Inc.
Menswesr Fetallers of America

NMTBA-The Assoclation for Manufacturing Technoiogy
National Association for the Seli-Employed

National Assoclation of Brick Distributors

National Association of Catalog Showroom Merchandisers

B 202 347 4777 83

Members of the Small Business Legisiative Council

National Assoclation of Chemical Distributors

National Assoclation of Development Companies

Natlonal Agsoclation of Home Bullders

National Assoclation of Investment Companies

National Association of Passenger Vesse! Owners

National Assoclation of Personnel Consuliants

National Asgsociation of Plumbling-Heating-Cooling
Contractors

Natlonal Agsociation of Realtors®

National Assoclation of Retall Druggists

National Assoclation of Small Business investment
Companles

National Association of Surety Bond Producers

National Assoclation of the Remodeling Industry

National Assoclation of Truck Stop Operators

National Agsociation of Women Business Owners

Natlonai Campground Owners Assoclation

National Candy Wholesalers Assoclation

National Chimnay Sweep Guild

National Coffee Service Association

National Councli for industrial Innovation

National Electricai Contractors Assoclation

Natlonal Electrical Manufacturers Represantatives
Association

National Fastener Distributors Assoclation

National Grocers Assoclation

National independent Dalry-Foods Agsoclation

Natlional Knitwear & Sportswear Association

National Limousine Assoclation

National Lumber & Buliding Materlal Dealerg Assoclation

National Moving and Storage Assoclation

National Office Products Association

National Paperbox & Packaging Assoclation

National Parking Association

Natlonal Precast Concrete Association

National Shoe Retallers Assoclation

Natlonal Soclety of Public Accountants

Nationai Tire Dealers & Retreaders Association

National Tooling and Machining Association

National Tour Assoclation

National Venture Capital Association

Opticlans Assoclation of America

Organization for the Protection and Advancement of
Small Telephone Companies

Petroloum Marketers Assoclation of America

Printing Industries of America, Inc.

Professional Plant Growers Assoclation

Retall Bakers of America

SMC/Pennsylvania Small Business

Small Bugsiness Council of America, Inc.

Soclety of American Florists

Specialty Advertising Aasociation international

United Bus Owners of America

1025 Vermont Avenue, N.W., Suite 1201, Washington, DC 20005




B5-16-906 11:19

R 2082 347 4777

b ol @

The parental-leave standoff

* Congrese has given ita support to a bil) that
~ould gusrantee some workers up to 12 woeks in
anpald jeave w cope with family emergencles -
are of & new child or a sick parent, » or child
- though Preaident Bush says he wﬂm the bl
Thére is a forlorn froty in this stando¥f, coming aa
it do¢s &8 Americans set aside a day o honor
mothera, the family member most identified with
auch tasks.

 Confusion surrounds the isause of parentel leave
- sonfusion that s largely & hangover of atdtudes
from the past when only one mamber of the family,
the fathar, worked. Today, with three-quartars of
married women who have school-age children
working, along with half of all mothers with pre-
school children, it s time for the Unjted Btatas to
begin w0 require parental leave - as do all cther
industrial nptions, most of them on & paid basis.

The bill in dispute is a minirs! step that fulla
short of guarmntseing all workers job security
when crises at home keep tham aff the job, It
mandate for unpaid leave, continued health inmur
ance and retmn to the asme job applies to only ¢4
percent of the wark force amployed in large com-
panies. The bill exempta the 90 pertent of compan-
{68 with fewer than 50 workers.

Opponenta from corporations and smell buai-
nesses have convinced Bush that the bill 1 too
costly, that it could place them at & competitve

disadvantage, and that no job benafl, should
mandatory. These are hollow argumanta.

The General Acoounting Offies says that
paid leave costa employars $5.90 & ymar per ¢
ployes, or 10 penta & week. As matters ata:
workers snd taxpayers losé far more.

American workers lose §122 bildon a year
earnings when thay have to give up jobe rath
than take & lesva to care for a now baby, stay w
mﬁng fn;rmumbeéa resover from g ilinc
or injury o own. Taxpayers expend $4.8 |
lion to tide thoss workers over with unemploym.
compensation, Mudicald and food stampe.

Amarican business, however, has good rew:
10 be wary that unpald lesve represents only a |
glnning on this tssug. Other nations do far mor

[taly grants 28 weeks of leave, during wh
the govarnment, pays warkars 80 percent of the
salary; France grants 10mh,mu:cg::r
ment paying 85 peroent of salary; and Swed
grants both parenta nine months of matern
leave at 50 parcent of salary, plus 60 days & year -
care for mick chiidren. America's major compet
tore, J and Weat Germuany, provide 12 weel
of laave, with employers paying worke:
their full salary,

Bincs many RepuhlicAns so¢ parental leave as
basic family iuu':..%nddom Bush will be hard pi
to justify a veto on this bill

TheashingtonPost
Your Baby or Your Job

~

rv, If the people you work with are typical
of the natonal work force, about 45 per-
ent of them are women, They ate not all young
and single, and thev're not all empty-nesters
returned to the work place because they have
1:aished ratsing their children. Many are mothers
who carry the double burden of mammmn?‘ job
ind home, Twoethirds of all women who have
¢riidren under 3 are also breadwinners. and
these statistics are moving i only one direction.
Most large employery have adapted 1o these
trends by providing benefits—~primarily materni-
'v leave of some kind—to young parents. But
vthers continue (0 resist, refusing to acknowi-
#dze the nature of the changing work force or
syt to the special and temporary needa of
voung farmilies that depend on two paychecks.
Last week, the House of Representatives gave
those amployers & shove in the night direction,
The Family and Medica! Leave Act was passed
by a sizable majority, but not with a two-thirds
vote necessary to override a threstened prem-
dential vato. The bill requires all firms with more
than 50 emplovees to give workers up to 12
weeks of unpaid leave when a child is born of
adopred or when a spouse, child or parent has a
medical emergency requiring family carte.
Though the leave 15 without psy, there are
costs ta employers. Productivity may suffer,
finding and training substitutes may be a byrden,
and health insurance must be continued. But real
amers Avn hasd va acrimeiafirat hacioss Many

I 00K AROUND your office, shop or facto

and, second, because no one knows how many
workers may be able to take adventage of unpaid
leave, Opposition to the bill by business and by
President Bush is also strong for another reason:
they do not want to establish a precedent for the

overnment's mandatng employee benefiti.

hey worry that a modest law will ba embel.
lished and that soon all employers, including
small businesses, will be covered, that workers
will demand paid leave and that eventually social
programs the government cannot afford—such
#s national health insurance—will be foisted on
private employers.

These fears are not unreasonable, but they are
nothing new. The government already mandates
minimum wages and safe working condition.
Employers giresdy pay half the bill for Sowial
Security. Surely each of these advances was
fought at firet, but all are now accepted s
minimal obligations by em oz;:rs snd unchal
lengeable mfm by workera, There is something
to the argument that the House bill, as it now
stands, is too large and ambitious & program to
starl with, A less comprehensive version could
surely be put forward, retaining the provisions
gmucti the jobs of new parents. The United

tates is far behind other industrislized democra-
cies in guaranteeing this reasonable protection Lo
workers. §f the president is half as concerned
sbout the preservation of family values as he
professes himsell to be, he should be cager Lo
offer sssurance and protection to young people
who want children and who need yobs 1o rame

as
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dren or ailing relatives. Although would
impoze an ertimated $138 million in sdditional
labor ¢osts ob business ssch yesr, the Howse

bill would apply only to firms with 80 or more

employees — thus exempting about S0% of all

¢ompaniat and about 30% of ell workers.
Consclentious ¢mployers al
generous pareathl-leave policies. Moreover, 25
tes already have soma wariation of a sick-
ve or parental-leave law. A fuderal stainte
would thus only firms that cow ignore
thelr employess’ reasotable family peods, -
The measure was watared down considerably
Muring the Qve years it took to reach the House

r, diluti Iulgomn‘ho to require all
ampioyers ':.’ %ro de fully '?d Ipaves. This
year's proposal, granting oniy unpald lsaves,
remsins valnerable to ths charge that 1t s Just
3 middie-clacs benenit, siding only those who
ean afford to take time off frotn work

" Humane as this parental-lesve measure {5, it
would be t Congress io interpret ils

ready should have

’ getting their

13
tree Of mandstas that Tmpose their full cost on
&!‘mm sactor. Even ifmhl-polw sttivists
have the best of intantions, the aceumulation of
federal requirements can at some point hinder
the sector's sompetitivenase.
messure certainly does bot wmarit the
remature veto threat lasued by the White
ouse I:'um mM the House's Ig.l-m-over;
'W », Mﬂ m Mll
could certainly muster the necessary ope-third
support in oae chambar of Congress o sustain
his veto. But, in an election year, would such

Partisan gam
in this bill's tml
weit for the White House te command its
Republiean ists 1o sustain & veto of & popu-
lar socis) jnjtintive; that wounld help Democrets

the GOP as the party of hard-heartad,

dollars-and-sense c¢slculation. Democrats are
surely mdw remind Bush of his statement
during the presidential rach: “Wa need to
assure that women don't have 0 worry about
back after having & child o

cu'u?”fcr 8 ehild during & seriows il
It President Bush wants to sumtain hls tmfe
a8 & “kinder, gentler” luader, be shoukd resist
the tempiation to overuze his welo power, It
doss the president and his Repoblican allies no
eredit to be seén A Daysayers o such social
{nitiativas a3 the clean-ir overhacl, the day-
care bill and the ntsl-lesve measure. The

ead § abiorb the costs of such
reasonable social-poiley measures.

approval as a lTicease to enact more middle-
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Parental leave

There's no call to melt before veto threac

Fresident Bush's rhetoric about
families doesnt smount to much
when {1 comes to a pending biil that
would gusrantee short, unpaid
Jeaves 30 that worksra could meet
family respousidilittes, Even tho
the plan has beeh pared down at t
urging of mmall bosinesses, the Preals
dent’s line is that any pian for guar-
sn'eed Jesve, no matier bow mink
mal, will ba vetoed.

Thus &4 the House of Reptesenta-
tives tekex up a guaraniesd-ieave bill
this week, lawmakers know that the
#ficrt may be for navght. But only by
passing tbis compromise plan can
Congress {ind out whether Mr. Bush
15 really 80 insenyitive to the needs of
working parents.

Fervent opposition 10 the House
pian seems odd 1o light of how little
it would coat. It would smply require
employers to continue a worker's
health covarage — at &n svarage cost
of §50 & week — during the unpaid
leave. And uolike an sarlier plan
that applied to smaller businesses,
. tnis compromise would apply only to
gmployars with at least 50 employees.

he pending measure also reflects
' & compromiss or how long an em-
. ployee cotld be on uvnpmc leave,
Whersas earlier plabs counted two
categories separately — medicsl
jeaves for qne's own recuperation

and family lesves to cars for a baby
or an glling famlly member — the
new compromise litita 4 worker to
12 weeks of such unpaid leave &er
yaar 1t's s reasonable way to gat thie
ovardue intiative moving.

While most of the wuscls against
this blli has besn from Dusinedses
docryingeuovernmm-mmdmd sm-
ployss benefits, there’s also opposi-
tion from some conservatives on the
theory that §t would encourage
women o take jobs rather than say
bome to care for their chlldran. But
Congress shonldn't fail to snsure min.
{mal jobeacurity for working parents
who need time off in the hope that
the lack of guaranteed léave would
koep women {rom taking jobe in the
first piace. Coptrary to thase critics,
most parents of youhg children work
becaiim they nead the monty.

it's hard to anderstand why this
legislation bas attracted such rabid
opposition inwide the baltway. Half of
the states incioding New Jarsey,

- have enscted guaranissd-leave lawe.

(Even the Penngylvania legi¢lature,
hardly a hotbed of progressive initle-
tives, may pass such legisiation this
your) But since every American
worker deserves this basic protec
tion, tt's time for the nation’s timid
leaders to follow suit,

“M” is for mother _

Atlanta Constitution 5/9

Pro-family Bush snubs real family law

Family values ere indeed important In
tact, basic. Famiiles are the fundamental
bullding block of eivilization, though just
whet constitutes n family and what consti-
tutes family values vary from time to time,
place to place: African societies, whose ex-
tended families honor an Architecture of
rautual responaibilities out to the most dis-
tant cousing, see the traditional American
nucicor family — Mom, Pop and kids — as 2
breakdown of family values,

Alas. family values have little real
stending in so-catled pro-family polities.
They are given sentimentsl lp service, but
the politics are in the cause of s larger, re-
actionary agenda, The pro-family label is
used a3 an intimidating means to ends that
include denying women safe, lawful abor-
tions, censoring xrt and entertainment, fore-
ing religion into public schools end so on.

+ There is little practical concern about sys-

temic straing on families and ways to ease
them.

$o if there is bitter irony, there can be
littte surprise in President Bush's an-
nouncement through his White House chief
of saff end conservative counselor, John
Suuny, that he will veto & bill that would
require companies with more then 30 em-
ployees to give unpsid time off for the care

of newborns, newly wdopted or seriously
children, spouses and parents.

The proposed law has strong bipartis:
support from liberals and moderates b
probably mnot encugh to overcome M
Bush's velo

The legislation would make infant ca
eaniep and soften the current, de facto pe
alties for chlldbearing. It would reinfor
mutual support within families during i
ness. It would protect workers sgainst {1
lower pay many recaive when they fir
themselves in lesser jobs after childbeari
or serious illness — if they are allow
back st sll.

An Increasing number of companies &
offering benefits like those proposed by U
leginiation. Managers realize it is good bus
ness, making employses mors ioysl and le
ting companies keep people who have bui
up valuahle experiance. But buziness orgel
izations, led by the U.8 Chamber of Cor
merce, 0ppose mandatory policles, and M
Bush anawers wheh business cally.

The president, however, presumabdly
mains available for his customary, pande
ing speechey lo the pro-family orgeniz!
tions, loaded with crowd-pleasing nostalg
hogwash and with ideas for punitive laws
bludgeon folks into the pro-fsmily line



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

FEBRUARY 22, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU
DAVID BATES

BOB GRADY : ef of SN
Ay, X\'\E_ Q\(\\
THROUGH: DAVID DEMAREST nas S0
FROM: DEB AMEND W
RE: WETLANDS OP/ED

Attached is a draft OP/ED on our wetlands policy by
Secretary Skinner. Our plan is to submit this to the New York
Times tomorrow and I'd be grateful for your comments.

Please call me at x2930 or send your comments to me in room
122, OEOB. Thanks.
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DRAPT OP-ED ON WETLANDS
BY SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION SAMUEL K. SKINNER

The President's goal of no overall net loss of wetlands is of
urgent importance., The economic and environmental values of
wetlande in areas such as flood prevention, fisherles productivity
and wildlife preservation are widely recognized. It is estimated

that some 50% of our nation's wetlands have been lost. We cannot

let that go further,

At the Department of Transportation, we have long recognized the
importance of preserving our wetlands, Even before the 1977
Executive Order on wetlandes preservation, DOT had developed a
policy to protect wetlands, Inevitably, wetlands are involved in
transportation projects. But where would our economy be without
highwaye, alrports and harbors? With this in mind, we have in

many cases successfully preserved, restored and even created

wetlands in connection with transportatlon B/4J82EE, FUE URJIULY,
an interstate highway in Louigiana was designed as a 19 mile
bridge over wetlands using a special construction technigue to
minimize disturbance of the environment. Development of a bypass
in Pine Bluff, Arkansas that will take 26 acres of wetlands is
being compensated by the creation of 100 acres in a flood prone
area, with an additional purchase of 160 acres of existing
wetlands, protecting them from drainage. Imaginative solutions to
our transportation and economic needs that don't compromise the
environment are out there but we mustn't tie the hands of

transportation planners with rigid regulations from Washington.

a
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There are a number of critical issues to be worked out and
questions to be answered before a "no net loss" goal can become a
functioning policy. We must conslder differences among various
regions of the country, as well as the needs of special states
like Louisiana, Florida, and Alaska of which vast portions are
wetlands, We must balance wetlands protection with other
environmental objectives, as well as with economic concerns. Such
a policy must account for the various types of wetlands ranging
from coastal saltwater marshes to the "prairie potholes" of the
midwestern states and the variations in thelr value, We must
addreses the proper role of state governments in the implementation
of policy from Washington., We must focus on the different types
of threats to wetlands - we've heard much about filling wetlands
for transportation, but we must also address impacts of draining
them for agriculture and other purposes, and degrading them

through pollution.

As the Domestic Policy Council's Working Group on Wetlands
addresses this myriad of lssues, it is important that we not, in
the meantime, fix in concrete any approach or solution that might
prematurely limit the options and flexibility available to state,
local and federal governments., A quick fix that sets uniform
restrictions without due coneideration to all interested parties

would prove counter-productive in the long term.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON e CHIEE of STAF

APRIL 2, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNUS;

THROUGH DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: pEB AMEND DR
RE: EPA CABINET STATUS
We've organized a three part program -- columnists, outside
officials and experts, and Senators -- to generate editorial

support for our position on elevating the EPA to a Cabinet level
department.

Marlin Fitzwater is contacting the syndicated columnists.
Talking points on the issue are being staffed right now and
should be available this afternoon.

Administrator Reilly, who made our case on yesterday's "Meet
the Press" show, will continue to speak out the issue.
Additionally, I'd like them to write an OP/ED for the Wall Street
Journal.

I've asked Senator Bill Roth, the ranking Republican on the
Governmental Affairs Committee, to write an OP/ED for the
Washington Post.

Others on the list of people we'll approach include former
EPA administrator William Ruckleshaus and Senator Durenberger.
I'll be working with the Office of Public Liaison to identify
people to generate letters to the editors.

In case you missed it, there was an editorial concerning the
issue in the Washington Post yesterday which I've attached.
While not exactly supportive, there are some quotes I'll pull out
for talking point fodder.
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The Tiff Over EPA

groups and members of Congress charged

that the Office of Management and Budget
was usurping regulatory authority that belonged
by law in other agencies. The arguments had to
do with congressional intent and the balance of
powers. The reality was grittier. The advocacy
groups thought they could win more policy fights
in the agencies than they could at OMB.

The effort to make OMB keep hands off failed,
as it should have. Thanks to Congress, regulatory
activity has become almost a fourth branch of
government, in which Congress has given the
executive branch enormous discretion. A presi-
dent has not merely the right but the positive
duty to control this important activity. If people
don’t like how he does it, they should defeat him
at the polls, not try to wall off a part of the
executive branch from his powers.

The wall-builders haven’t quit, however. The
latest exmple involves the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. The House has passed the presi-
dent’s bill to elevate EPA to a Cabinet-level
department. No harm in that, we think, and

IN THE REAGAN administration, advocacy

‘maybe even a little good. The House, however,

included in its version a new Bureau of Environ-
mental Statistics that neither the president nor
the secretary of the new department could con-
trol,

The secretary would appoint the director for a
four-year term; the appointment would not be
subject to Senate confirmation. But the director

could not be removed except for cause. All
functions of the secretary “that relate to gather-
ing, analysis and dissemination of environmental
quality and related public health information”
would have to be delegated to the director. No
report by the bureau would be subject to prior
approval by the secretary or officials above him.

The idea, not to put too fine a point on it, is to
limit the capacity of White House Officials to
minimize environmental problems, as environ-
mentalists think White House chief of staff John
Sununu and budget director Richard Darman
have done a couple of times in the past. The hope
is that, if an independent statistical bureau is
created, there can be no more of what the
advocates call political interference with the
environmental truth.

We wish there were such easy, apolitical truth,
but there isn’t. The advocates say their only goal
is independence, creation of a genuinely neutral
agency like the admirable Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics. But environmental risks aren’t measurable
in the same way unemployment is. We’re not in
favor of cooking the environmental books, either,
but the effort here smacks too much of creating a
redoubt for a point of view. The administration
says it will veto the bill if the offending provisions
that supposedly violate presidential prerogative
aren’t excised. That too is a little excessive. The
nation’s environmental problems are substantive,
and procedural arguments won’t resolve them.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

APRIL 2, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUN

THROUGH : DAVID DEMAREST
FROM: DEB AMEND P
RE: TIM RYAN -- OFFICE OF THRIFT SUPERVISION

Sir, I met over the weekend with Tim Ryan and Treasury
Department officials to talk about generating support for his
nomination. Senator John Warner and Secretary Brady have sent
OP/EDs on his behalf to the Washington Post and the New York
Times, with the hope that they will run on Wednesday, the day
they expect a vote in the Senate.

They have also put together a package for each member of the
Senate that includes letters of support from leaders of financial
institutions, as well as personal endorsements. Hodding Carter
is among the people who wrote personal endorsement letters to
Senators on Tim's behalf.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

FEBRUARY 16, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR ED ROGERS
Ttﬂ

THROUGH: DAVID DEMARES
FROM: DEB AMEND )%
RE: EDITORIAL RESPONSE

Ed, there have been a number of negative editorials on the
env1ronment recentl arly on global warming and wetland
protection. '
people to wri

Washington Post -- Guest editorial by EPA Administrator Reilly

(wetlands) L —
J—

Wall Street Journal -- Guest Editorial by Secretary Skinner

(wetlands)

Christian Science Monitor -- Guest Editorial by Chairman Boskin

(wetlands)

More than a dozen newspapers have been critical of us on the
issue of global warming. I'd like to respond to these
specifically via a letter to the editor of these papers from
Doctor Bromley.
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and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA| (b)(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] (b)(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of (b)(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
gift. financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
(b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
PRM. Removed as a personal record misfile.




MEMORANDUM

THROUGH:

FROM:

RE:

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

JANUARY 19, 1990
FOR GOVERNOR SUNUN
DAVID DEMARES?@
DEB AMENDDK

EDITORIAL RESPONSES

Sir, although most of the news was good this week, we did

respond to

a few negative editorials:

1. The New York Times criticized the President's capital

gains

proposal in a recent editorial. Congressman Guy

Vander Jagt on the House Ways and Means Committee responded.
Both the editorial and his letter are attached.

2. David Demarest took "Time" magazine to task for a column
they ran concerning Panama.

3. China. Attached is the first of what I expect will be
several letters to the editor concerning China. You met
with Robert Hseuh last week. =

s S
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GUY VANDER JAGT
9TH DIGTRICT. MICHIGAN

2400 RAYBURN WOUSE CFPICE BUILDING

TELEPHONE: (202) 2283511

COMMITTER:
WAYS AND MEANS
SUBCOMMITTELS

TRADE
ERLECT REVENUE MEAGURES

ADMINIBTHATIVE AGGIGTANT
JAMES M, BPARLING, JA.

2028630684~

Congress of the Wnited States
Rouse of Representatives
Washington, DE 20515-2209

January 18, 1989

Mr. Jack Rosenthal
Editor, Editorial Page

y Inc.,

229 West 43rd Streest
New York, NY 10036

Dear Editor:

2024566218:% 2

DIBTRICT QFFICES:
ROOSEVELT PARK
280 WEST NORTON AVENUE
MUSKEGON, Mi 48441-4183
1@18) 733-3131

31 WEST §TH BTREET
HOLLAND, M| 48423-3102
(816) 398-3540

124 NORTH DIVIBION STREET
TRAVERER CITY, MI 408842263
{016) 949-3832

RE: LETTER TO THE EDITOR

"Who is Demagoguing Capital Gains?" asks the headline of a

recent New York Times Editorial.
editorial answers that question when the Timeg jo

demagoguing liberal Democrats, calling President Bush’s
proposal to cut the rate as a "sweeping giveaway to the

nation’s richest families."

The second para

aph of the

As the second ranking Republican on the House Ways and
Means Committee, and a strong supporter of a reduction in the
capital gains rate, I believe there are several points that
need to be answered in the Times editorial.

It seems that all that the liberal Democrats in Congress
have to do is cry out that a Republican President is pushing
for some kind of "tax break for the rich," and the news media
Jumps on the liberal’s bandwagon, crying out to protect the
middle and lower class.

Well, if the liberals--and some in the news media=-=-would
stop their gnashing of teeth and wringing of hands long enough
to look at the facts, they would see that President Bush’s
proposal to cut the capital gains tax is targeted at the very
groups the liberals think they are shielding.

But the liberals never like to fight a fight based on

facts,

Instead, like a pure demagogue, they appeal to the

fears and passions of the very groups the President’s proposal
would help most.

As Officer Joe Friday cautioned many times on the long
running television show Dragnet, "Just the facts, ma’anm."
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Page 2/New York Times lLetter

The Liberal Democrats wave their hands that nearly 80% of
the capital gains that are reported each year are reported by
individuals earning over $100,000. But they leave out one
important fact: that $100,000 figure includes the profit that
was made on the capital gains. 8o, if an elderly widow with no
other income sells her deceased husband’s small business for a
gain of $110,000, the liberals would call her a wealthy
taxpayer.

To look at the facts, you have to look at the income of the
taxpayer before the capital gains--how much other income dia
the individual have before they made a decision to sell or not
sell their capital asset. Consider these facts:

1) 70% of all taxpayers who reported capital gains in 1987
reported incomes of under $50,000.

2) Almost one-half of the capital gains reported belonged
to taxpayers making under $50,000.

3) Only 2% of those reporting capital gains had incomes
over $200,000.

4) While those over 65 years of age only make up 11% of the
tax returns filed, they make up 26% of the returns claiming
capital gains.

5) The elderly are more than twice as likely to realize
capital gains on a freguent basis.

It is easy to see why President Bush is fed up with the
misinformed critics who want to label his proposals as a break
for the wealthy.

But there are more problems with the Times Editorial.

The Iimes claime that a cut in the capital gains rate would
unravel the bargain that resulted in the passage of the 1986
Tax Reform Act. As one of the Committee members who helped
draft that act, I can say that assertion is false. And,
considering that a majority of the Ways and Means Committee
voted last fall to cut the tax rate, I belleve it is safe to
assume that a majority of the Committee members share the view
that a cut in the rate does not unravel the 1986 law.

The purpose of the 1986 act was to close loopholes and
expand the tax bas¢ with lower rates. Capital gains were never
regarded as a "loophole", and in fact, the 1986 House version
of the bill included a capital gains differential.

Second, according to the U.S. Chamber of Commerc¢e, the type
of cuts proposed by President Bush would expand the tax base
and increase Federal tax revenues. Remember that if an
investor chooses to do nothing with his asset because of a high
tax rate, there is no capital gains tax and the rate is zero.
But by lowering that rate to encourage the investor to sell and
look at other investments, revenue is generated.
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Page 3/New York Times letter

The argument that a lower tax rate means lower revenues is
the same argument that the liberals tried to use in their
attempt to derail the earlier tax reduction measures. History
has proven them wrong in that instance, and if given the
chance, history will prove them wrong again. In fact, the U.S.
Chamber estimates that you would have to reduce the capital
gains rate somewhere below 15% before you would have a net
revenue loss to the U.S, Treasury.

While the idea of indexing capital gains is a good idea,
the Timeg is wrong to suggest it is a complete answer. One of
the greatest challenges our nation faces today is to encourage
investment in high growth companies that utilize new
technology. Certainly investments in these types of
enterprises are likely to increase far faster than inflatioen,
and indexing alone is not the answer.

But when it comes to old investments, the Timgs falles again
in the liberals’ trap that such a proposal would only benefit
the wealthy. Consider the earlier example that I cited of the
elderly woman selling deceased husband’s small business. Since
it was an old investment, the liberals would want her punished
as a "wealthy" taxpayer. Under the liberals’ reasoning the
woman would not sell her business at all if she could help it,
and when she did she would be penalized. President Bush wants
to use the "old investment" provision to stimulate new
investment from those who may not be inclined to sell their
assets at all, thereby stimulating new money for the Treasury,
But in cases where the taxpayer was forced to sell the old
investment, President Bush would recognize that hardship
--unlike the liberals--and not penalize the disadvantaged.,

\

Finally, the Timeg would exclude homeowners who sell their
homes and realize a capital gain--an exclusion that hits
hardest at middle income and elderly Americans.

It is the group of middle income and elderly Americans who
are most likely to have spent their investment dollars in the
purchase and ownership of their own home. It would be unfair
to exempt this group from capital gains relief, while giving
some sort of break to the taxpayer who put all of his
investment dollars into stocks.

In the months ahead both the President and the bipartisan
coalition of Congressmen who support capital gains revision
will continue to push for its pasgsage. And as the debate
unwinds we can only hope that the liberals-~-and the news media
would follow that advice of the old Pragnet series, and debate
the issue based on the facts, not on misguided emotions and
passions that only seek to confuse and frighten those this
propeosal would help the most.

Sincerely,

Guy jVander Jagt,

Co ttee on Ways and Means
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Who's Demagoguing Capital Gains?

“I am sick and tired of the demagogues who
call this a tax cut for the rich.” Thus President Bush
blasted critics of his plan to cut the capital gains
tax. But such talk shouldn’t frighten the critics, who
have a lot to offer Mr. Bush on this subject — if he’d
only, well, cut out the demagogy.

" The President is correct when he charges that
current rules for taxing increases in the value of as-
sets like stocks and bonds are flawed. But what'’s
needed is targeted surgery, not a sweeping give-
away to the nation’s richest families,

The President has previously proposed lower-
ing the top capital gains rate on the sale of stocks
and bonds to 15 percent from 33. He also supported
the House bill passed last year that would have tem-
porarily cut the rate on the sale of nearly all assets
to 19.6 percent. Mr. Bush argues that such broad
cuts would spur investment in risky but potentially
valuable activities. Perhaps. But most scholarly re-
search does not confirm this optimism. Were the
costs of the Bush proposal minor, it might be worth
finding out. But the costs aren’t minor.

First, drastic cuts in capital gains taxes would
unravel the bargain struck as part of the 1986 tax
reform law. Marginal tax rates on the rich were
lowered from 50 percent to 28 in exchange for tax-
ing capital gains as ordinary income. Equal taxa-
tion of ordinary income and capital gains is impor-
tant because it insures that investments are made
to increase output, not dodge taxes.

Second, there is overwhelming evidence that
broad cuts in the capital gains tax would decrease
Federal revenues over the long run, the opposite of
what Mr. Bush contends. Other taxes would have to

be raised to close an enlarged deficit. Because Mr.
Bush ignores this, his proposal enjoys unjustified
popularity. But there are ways for him to get what
he really wants from cuts in the capital gains tax
without undermining tax reform or fiscal responsi-
bility. The answer is targeting. -

Index capital gains. The current tax rules do
unfairly penalize investments. Part of the increased
value of long-held assets merely reflects inflation
and represents no real gain. Indexing capital gains
so that inflationary increases are not taxed is the
proper solution.

Exclude old investments. Mr. Bush says he
wants to increase new saving and investment. But
lower taxes on existing investments can’t do the
trick. They would merely bestow greater profits on
the nation’s wealthiest families, who own an over-
whelming percentage of appreciated assets.

Exclude tax-advantaged assets. Indexing or
otherwise lowering the capital gains tax on real es-
tate, timber and other assets already hooked to tax
breaks is neither necessary nor fair. For example,
investors purchasing such assets can borrow all the
purchase price and deduct the interest costs, part of
which are due to inflation. If they were now allowed
to deduct their inflationary gains, that would in ef-
fect give them double credit for inflation and open a
glaring loophole in the tax code.

Indexation of capital gains only on new invest-
ments and only in stocks and bonds belongs in the
tax code. Further lavish tax breaks don’t. Mr.
Bush’s choice is to go off cn another round of name-
calling, or take a serious look at the arguments for

targeted capital gains cuts.

SO0 ED e -




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 17, 1990

Time Magazine Letters
Time and Life Building
Rockefeller Center
New York, NY 10020

FAX: 212/522-0601

Dear Editor:

The "phony" excuses for the invasion of Panama that Michael
Kinsley so sarcastically dismissed in his January 22nd "Essay"
were none other than the President's commitment to fighting drug
trafficking, safeguarding American lives, protecting our
interests in the Panama canal, and bringing democracy back to
Panama.

As a result of our military's success, we have made it
tougher on the drug kingpins, there is a democratically elected
government in place in Panama, and Manuel Noriega is finally
facing trial for drug charges in the United States. That's good
news for Americans, and particularly good news for Panamanians.

Sincerely,

oy Wors)

David F. Demarest, Jr.
Assistant to the President for Communications



Essay

Michael Kinsley

Speak Softly and Carry a Cage

By this my sword that conquered Persia,

Thy fall shall make me famous through the world.
I'will not tell thee how I'll handle thee,

But every common soldier of my camp

Shall smile to see thy miserable state.

hus says the socially insecure world ‘conqueror Tambur-

laine, in Christopher Marlowe’s play of the same name, to
Bajazeth, Emperor of the Turks. Tamburlaine puts the defeat-
ed Emperor in a cage and has him wheeled around to subse-
quent battle sites. Quite a comedown for the Emperor. And
quite an ego boost for Tamburlaine, the former shepherd.

Manuel Antonio Noriega is hardly the Emperor of the
Turks. But seizing Noriega and bringing him back to the U.S.
in chains is a similar callow triumphalist flourish by President
George Bush, the former wimp. Modern media saved Bush
the necessity of lugging Noriega in a
cage to future summits and election
rallies. That prison mug shot of the
humiliated former dictator became an
instant worldwide image.

No one would accuse Bush of in-
vading Panama merely to prove his
manhood. (Although after Grenada,
the Falklands and now this, an early
mini-war is probably turning into a
standard expectation for future West-
ern leaders.) In fact, it is hard to quar-
rel with the invasion’s success.

True, the ostensible reasons for
the invasion were mostly phony: there
was no danger to the canal; the White
House itself had originally
laughed off Noriega’s “declara-
tion of war”; Bush’s flowery de-
fense of American womanhood,
based on a single murky episode
of rude remarks, belongs in an op-
eretta. True, Noriega’s thuggery
and drug connections didn’t much
bother anyone in the White House until Michael Dukakis (re-
member him?) decided to make an issue of them in 1988.
True, the invasion will have no impact on the drug war any-
way. True, there were less bloody ways to remove Noriega, be-
fore and since. True, the only legitimate reason for the inva-
sion—establishing democracy—is not one America is
prepared to apply routinely.

All true, but so what? By all reports, the Panamanians
themselves are pleased. If democracy really does stick in Pan-
ama, and if the economy we ruined is expeditiously rebuilt, the
invasion will have been worthwhile.

The rest of the world, though, could be forgiven for sus-
pecting that concern for the welfare of Panamanians weighed
lightly in America’s thinking about the invasion. The lack of
interest, for example, in the Panamanian civilian death count
has been shocking. The New York Zimes and Washington
Post ran hundreds of articles on aspects of the invasion.
You would have thought that even the fact of uncertainty and
confusion about the numbers, which were known to be in
the hundreds, would be worth an article or two. But the first
article addressing itself primarily to civilian casualties

appeared on page 23 of the Post 17 days after the invasion.

U.S. officials announced Jan. 9 that 220 “unarmed civil-
ians not involved in fighting and street disorders” had been
killed in violence “directly related” to the invasion—an omi-
nously qualified statistic. But even that number, which has
been challenged, is proportionally equivalent to 22,000 Amer-
icans. Add 314 Panamanian troops, and Panama’s loss in a
couple of days is equivalent to America’s during the entire
Viet Nam War. Yet compare the American press’s indiffer-
ence to Panamanian deaths with its lavish emphasis on—and,
it seems, exaggeration of —the death count in Rumania.

Carting Noriega off for trial in America is another insult to
Panama, and a mockery of the notions of justice it is intended to
celebrate. After all, his crimes against the U.S. are pretty trivial
compared with his crimes against his own country. It doesn’t
really blunt the insult that the Panamanians are happy enough
to see him go, and offered him up to us
as a sort of reward.

Lacking the courage of our own im-
perialism, we are now going to twist
our justice system to make a trial of this
petty foreign dictator, whose country
we invaded to grab him, fit into con-
ventional criminal procedure. Did I say
“grab him”? Not at all. For legal rea-
sons, the Government preposterously
insists that he “surrendered voluntari-
ly.” Conservatives are already com-
plaining that civil liberties may let Nor-
iega off the hook—as if the difficulty of
giving a fair trial to a man America
went to war against proves that Ameri-
ca’s fair-trial standards are too
stringent.

Meanwhile, little is
heard from an area of law
you might think was more
relevant: international law. Unlike
Ronald Reagan before the invasion of
Grenada, Bush didn’t even bother to
find some Organization of Insignificant Nearby Countries to
smoke an invitation out of. This time around, U.S. officials can
barely be troubled to invoke their one-size-fits-all interpreta-
tion of Article 51 of the U.N. Charter, which refers to the right
of national self-defense.

Bush himself was quick to apologize when overenthusiastic
American troops raided the Nicaraguan embassy in Panama
City. The sanctity of embassies is a bit of international law im-
portant to the U.S. Yet it seems like misplaced fastidiousness to
worry about the sovereignty of nations’ embassies when you so
clearly don’t worry about the sovereignty of nations.

Among Noriega’s other available defenses is one of selec-
tive prosecution. Is the U.S. now going to hold legally liable ev-
ery foreign head of state whose malefactions hurt Americans?
Surely not, as Administration officials have been at pains to
make clear in recent days. Seizing and trying Noriega reflects
two contradictory kinds of American posturing: bullying and
faux-naiveté (we don’t really invade countries; we just enforce
the law). If the Panamanians didn’t want him, he should have
been allowed to rot in the resort of his choice, like other former
American friends. ]

74

TIME, JANUARY 22,1990




'DALLAS ASIAN AMERICAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

117 E. Main Street, Suite 100 P. O. Box 58091
Richardson, Texas 75081 World Trade Center
(214) 644-5959 Dallas, Tx 75258

January 17, 1990

Officers

Robert Hsueh Dallas Times Herald

President 1101 Pacific Avenue

Jyor! Dhotia Dallas, TX 75202

vice Presiden Dear Editor: .

Greg Chen

Secretary As one of the Chinese Americans who are deeply
concerned about the status of Chinese students present

o in the United States. The executive order issued by

President Bush provides immediate and broader
protection than the Bill H.R. 2712 passed by the

congress. I am fearful that Congress’ threataned
override of the President’s veto of the "Emergency
Directors Chinese Immigration Relief Act of 1989" will not
achieve its intended purpose. On the contrary,
Nirwj Basi overriding the veto now that martial law has just been
e lifted would only provide the conservatives in the
David Om Chinese government the excuse to revert to a hard line
Manit Kansipong position, dooming the chances to release famous
:::::" Chinese dissentient Fang Lighi, other jailed Chinese
pray student leaders and jeopardizing all future exchange
Charies Ku programs which are most needed to spread continuously
Sime K the seads of Democracy in China.
Sephen Lee
Kewneth Li
Skng Moo Since Congress can attempt to override the
poamodpraemuy President’s veto at any time during the next
Oriando Obar legislative =ession, I strongly recommend that
Bown N. Outhavony Congress at a minimum DELAY a vote on this issue to
e give the President’s diplomacy a fair chance to work.
Eric Susg
Tick Ngoc Trwomg
Charies Tuen

Sincerely,

Celeffect~

National Co=-Chairman,

Asian American Voters Coalition

and President,

Dallas Asian American Chamber of Commercs

5757 Alpha Road, 10th Floor
Dallas, Texas 75240
214/661-5114



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

JANUARY 22, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU

THROUGH: : DAVID DEMARESﬁ\kf
FROM: DEB AMEND
RE: PELOSI LEGISLATION LETTERS

The attached letters to the editor came in this afternoon.
We have given them to Legislative Affairs and to Senator
Simpson's staff for use in the hearing on the Pelosi legislation
tomorrow. (Senator Simpson has all the other letters we have
generated as well.)

Professor Lee won the Nobel Prize for Chemistry in 1986; Bok
Pon runs the San Francisco Republican party's Chinese American
outreach program.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

BERKELEY * DAVIS * IRVINE * LOS ANGELES * RIVERSIDE * SAN DIEGO * BAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA ¢ SANTA CRUZ

DEPARTMENT OF CHEMISTRY BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720
FAX: (415) oetmtined

Telephone No. (415) 486-6154 January 22, 1990
Fax No. (415) 486-5311

Fax #202 334-4480

Ms. Meg Greenfield, Editor
Editorial Page

Washington Post

1150 15th St. N.W.
Washington, DC 20071

Dear Ms. Greenfield:

I am respectively submitting the attached article for your
consideration to be published as a letter to the editor in
Washington Post.

Sincerely yours,

Yu T. Lee
Professor of Chemistry
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

SANTA BARBARA * SANTA CRUZ

DEPARTMENT OF CHEMISTRY BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720
FAX: (415) 642-8369

Telephone No. (415) 486=6154 January 22, 1990
Fax No. (415) 486-5311

Letter to the Editor
Washington Post

I Agree More with Bush on China
Y. T. Lee

Like everybody else around the world, I was shocked,
outraged, and extremely disappointed by the tragic events which
took place in Beijing in June of last year. My disappointment
was mainly in the inability of the leaders of China to handle a
complex situation reasonably, and once again diminished the
active role that the intellectuals of China should be playing
in the quest for modernization. Without hesitation, I joined
in the strong protest and condemnation toward the Chinese
government and cancelled my scheduled August trip to Beijing to
deliver a plenary lecture to the International Photochemistry
Conference. I decided to not engage in further academic
exchanges with China until some positive signs of turning
around in the views and attitudes of the Chinese leaders was
clearly indicated.

Although I feel strongly that the international
condemnation is important, if our objective is to encourage a
return to active and effective economic and political reform in
China, I doubt very much that it will be accomplished by
prolonged and strong pressure by foreign powers. The progress
toward reform and liberalization can only be encouraged by
carefully designed actions in accordance with the reality of
China.

China is a country with 23% illiteracy. Less than one
percent of her population receives higher education. In spite
of the fact that some important progress has been made in many
different areas in recent years, China, after all, is still
quite backward and is ridden with many problems. A large
number of students and scholars who are studying in the U.S. at
present should be a great asset toward their effort in
modernization. Unfortunately, undesirable conditions given to
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Washington Post

the intellectuals in China have prevented China from enticing
these students to return, even before the tragic events of last
June. After losing an entire generation to the misguided
cultural revolution, China simply can ill afford to lose
another generation of their best and brightest abroad.

Although it is the responsibility of China's leaders to help
create favorable and satisfactory conditions in China in order
to attract a significant fraction of the students who are
studying abroad to return home, it is understandable that any
sweeping action which makes it easier for Chinese students and
scholars who came here with an exchange visa not to return home
is likely to arouse strong reactions from the Chinese govern-
ment and to terminate the future student and scholar exchange
program, as well as their open=door policy.

Administrative actions taken by President Bush, with his
commitment to never allow any action that would force the
return of Chinese students if their lives or liberty are at
risk, has certainly provided important and adequate protection
to Chinese students who were here in June. This along with the
President's carefully designed limited sanctions and the
President's decision to try to start a dialogue with China are
likely to be more effective than either the passage by Congress
of its legislative sanctions amendment or its emergency Chinese
Immigration Relief Act over the President's veto in persuading
China to return to active and effective reform and to restart
meaningful and productive U.S.-China relations for the next
decade.

I do not consider the recent lifting of martial law and
the announcement of the release of 573 people to be an ade-
quate, strong indication of reaching the turning point, but I
do hope that these are the first steps for Beijing to move
toward granting amnesty to demonstrators, acknowledging that
the events of June were a tragedy and changing their hostile
attitude towards students and intellectuals.

Sincerely yours,

Y T. Lee
fessor of Chemistry



