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limitations on our relationships with Russia.
That’s why I went out of my way to tell the
President in our very first meeting how much
I regretted the incident of the submarine bump-
ing and how I was committed to reviewing our
policy and to getting back with him on that.

So I would say that President Yeltsin’s oppo-
nents might want to characterize this meeting
in that way, but it would not be a fair character-
ization. In fact, it would be a distortion of the
conversation that we had.

President Yeltsin. T am not frightened of pos-
sible reprimands or reproaches from the opposi-
tion because I see no single matter upon which
it could hang such an accusation. There’s noth-
ing in any of the documents; there’s nothing
in what was said between us.

President Clinton. Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s ninth news conference
began at 1:45 p.m. at Canada Place. President
Yeltsin spoke in Russian, and his remarks were
translated by an interpreter.

Question-and-Answer Session With Russian Reporters in Vancouver

April 4, 1993

Aid to Russia

Q. I had two questions for both Presidents,
so you could probably answer for Boris, too.
[Laughter]

The President. T'll give you my answer, then
I'll give you Yeltsin’s answer. [Laughter]

Q. The first is that this is the meeting of
the Presidents. So the money that’s being prom-
ised is Government money, and naturally it’s
going to be distributed through the Govern-
ment. But you've indicated that three-quarters
are going to be going to businesses. So the ques-
tion is how the Russian businesses themselves
are going to be consulted, if ever? What are
the priorities, because there are several associa-
tion of Russian businessmen existing already. So
will they be invited to participate in setting up
priorities for investment? This is the first.

And second, to you: We know that polls, pub-
lic polls in America do not show that Americans
are very enthusiastic about giving this aid. Like
Newsweek polls say that about 75 percent don’t
approve it, and New York Times published that
52 percent support if it just prevents civil war,
42 percent if it fosters democratic reform, and
only 29 percent if it just personally supports
Yeltsin. How are you going to sort of handle
this problem that Americans themselves are not
very enthusiastic?

Thank you.

Q. I have a question. I'm sorry, is there going
to be a translation of everything into Russian?
No, just the answers. Just the answers. Okay.

The President. The answer to the first ques-
tion is, it depends on what kind of aid we’re

discussing. For example, the funds that will be
set up for financing new businesses will obvi-
ously go to those businesses who apply and who
seem to be good risks and make the application.
The privatization fund will be used to support
the privatization of existing public enterprises.
Then there are some other general funds in
the Democracy Corps and other things which
people in Russia will have some influence over
the distribution of.

With regard to your second question, let me
say that I would think that there would be peo-
ple in both countries who would not feel too
warmly toward simply the American Govern-
ment giving money to the Russian Government.
There’s opposition to that in Russia. And in
our country, throughout our whole history, there
has been an opposition to foreign aid of all
kinds. That is, this has nothing to do with Rus-
sia. If you look at the whole history of America,
any kind of aid program has always been un-
popular.

What I have tried to tell the American people
is, this is not an aid program, this is an invest-
ment program; that this is an investment in our
future. We spent $4 trillion, trillion, on arma-
ments, on soldiers, and other investments be-
cause of the cold war. Now, with a democratic
government in Russia, with the newly independ-
ent states, the remainder of them, working on
a democracy and struggling to get their econo-
mies going, it seems to me very much in our
interest to make it possible to do whatever we
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can for democracy to survive, for the economy
of Russia to grow because of the potential for
trade and investment there, and for us to con-
tinue the effort to reduce nuclear weapons and
other elements of hostility on both sides, on
our side and on the Russian side. So I don’t
see this as an aid program. This is an investment
for the United States. This is very much in
the interest of the United States. The things
I announced today, the second stage of the pro-
gram which I hope to put together next week,
in my view are things that are good for my
country and for the taxpayers and workers of
my country.

Russia is a very great nation that needs some
partnership now, some common endeavor with
other people who share her goals. But it would
be a great mistake for anyone to view this as
some sort of just a charity or an aid issue. That’s
not what it is. It’s an investment for America,
and it’s a wonderful investment. Like all invest-
ments, there is some risk. But there’s far less
risk with a far greater potential of return than
the $4 trillion we spend looking at each other
across the barrier of the cold war.

Ukraine and Trade Restrictions

Q. Mr. President, first of all, thank you very
much indeed for coming here and talking to
us. In the memory of the living correspondents,
this is the first time an American President is
doing this to the Russian press corps, so it’s
kind of a very measured breakthrough.

I have two questions. One, in your introduc-
tory remarks of the other press conference, you
mentioned in brief that you discussed the
START 1II and START I issues. Could you tell
us, did you reach an agreement with President
Yeltsin as to what might be done in order to
have Ukraine join the ratification of START I
and the NPT regime? And my second question
is, how confident you are that the United States
Congress would be eager to support you in lift-
ing Jackson-Vanik and other restrictions inher-
ited from the cold war?

The President. First, we discussed the issue
of Ukraine with regard to START I and NPT
and generally with regard to the need to pro-
ceed to have the other independent states all
be non-nuclear but also to have the United
States develop strong relationships with them.
We know that one thing that we could do that
would increase, I think, the willingness of the
Ukraine to support this direction is to success-
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fully conclude our own negotiations on highly
enriched uranium, because that would provide
not only an important economic opportunity for
Russia but also for Ukraine, and it would show
some reaching out on our part. But we agreed
that basically the people who signed off on the
Lisbon Protocol have got to honor what they
did, and we agreed to continue to press that.

I, myself, have spent a good deal of time
trying to reassure Ukraine’s leaders, specifically
the President and the Foreign Minister, that
I want strong ties with Ukraine, that the United
States very much wants a good relationship with
Ukraine, but that in order to do what we need
to do together to strengthen the economy of
Ukraine and to have the United States be fully
supportive, the commitment to ratify START 1
and to join the NPT regime is critical.

With regard to Jackson-Vanik and COCOM,
I would make two points: First, I have agreed
with the Republican and Democratic leaders in
the Congress that we will, as soon as I return,
have a list of all the legislative and other restric-
tions—some of them are regulatory in nature—
imposed on relations between the United States
and Russia, that are legacies of the cold war.
And we will see how many of them we could
agree to do away with right now, at least among
the leadership of the Congress.

With regard to Jackson-Vanik, I think there
will be an openness to change the law if the
Congress is convinced there are, in fact, no
more refuseniks, no more people who wish to
emigrate who are not being allowed to. If the
fact is that there is no one there who the law
was designed to affect, then I think that the
desire to keep the law will be much less.

With regard to COCOM, my guess is, and
it’s nothing more than a guess, that the leader-
ship of Congress and indeed my own advisers
might prefer to see some sort of phased move-
ment out of the COCOM regime. But I think
they would be willing to begin it in the fairly
near future.

President’s Interest in Russia

Q. Mr. Clinton, when I read your speech
in Annapolis, I got the impression that you have
a completely different personal—and I stress
that, personal, not political—approach towards
Russia, compared to the approach of Mr. Bush.
Could you formulate in a few words what is
the difference between you as a personality and
your approach, the difference between your ap-
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proach to Russia and the approach of Mr. Bush?
And why did you cite Akhmatova in the last
part of your speech?

The President. Let me say, first, I do not
wish to compare myself with President Bush
or anyone else. I can’t say what was in his heart
about Russia. I can say that since I was a boy,
I have been personally fascinated with the his-
tory, the music, and the culture and the lit-
erature of Russia. I have been thrilled by Rus-
sian music since I was a serious student of
music, for more than 30 years now. I have read
major Russian novelists and many of your poets
and followed your ballet and tried to know as
much as I could about your history.

And 1 went to the Soviet Union, but it was
then the Soviet Union—you may know, it was
a big issue in the last Presidential campaign
that I spent the first week of 1970 alone in
Moscow—and did not return again until 3 days
before Mr. Yeltsin was elected President. But
all that time I was away, I was following events

there very closely and hoping for the day when
we could be genuine partners. So I have always
had a personal feeling about Russia.

I remember, for example—a lot of you know
I like music very much—one of the most mov-
ing experiences for me as a musician was when
Leonard Bernstein took the New York Phil-
harmonic to Moscow and played Shostakovich’s
Fifth Symphony to the Russians. And he played
the last movement more rapidly than anyone
had ever played it before because it was tech-
nically so difficult. That is something I followed
very closely when it occurred.

These are things that have always had a big
impact on my life. And I had just always hoped
that someday, if I ever had the chance to, I
could play a role in seeing our two countries
become closer partners.

NOTE: The question-and-answer session began at
2:46 p.m. at Canada Place.

Exchange With Reporters En Route to the Opening Day Baseball Game

in Baltimore, Maryland
April 5, 1993

Affirmative Action in Baseball

Q. Mr. President, what do you think of Jesse
Jackson’s protest today?

The President. 1 think it’s an informational
protest. I think it’s fine. The owners put out
a statement a few days ago which they say was
the first step in, you know, efforts to increase
minority ownership and minority increases in
management. I think we should. I'm encouraged
by Don Baylor’s appointment out in Colorado.
And T think it’s time to make a move on that
front. So, 1 think it's a legitimate issue, and
I think it’s, like I said, it’s an informational pick-
et and not an attempt to get people not to
go to the game. So, I think it’s good.

Q. Do you think theyre moving fast enough?

The President. Well, 1T think that it was a
good first step. And I think youlll see some
movement now. And I think it’s an issue that
deserves some attention, and theyre obviously
going to give it some. And I think that Reverend
Jackson being out there will highlight the issue.
So I think it’s fine.

Stimulus Package

Q. Mr. President, how about the logjam in
the Senate on the economic stimulus plan? Do
you think they’ll be able to break that and get
cloture?

The President. 1 don’t know. We're working
at it. I mean, it’s a classic—there was an article
in the paper today, one of the papers I saw,
which pretty well summed it up. They said, you
know, it's just a political power play. In the
Senate the majority does not rule. It’s not like
the country. It’s not like the House. If the mi-
nority chooses, they can stop majority rule. And
that's what theyre doing. There are a lot of
Republican Senators who have told people that
they might vote for the stimulus program but
there’s enormous partisan political pressure not
to do it.

And of course, what it means is that in this
time when no new jobs are being created even
though there seems to be an economic recovery,
it means that for political purposes they’re will-
ing to deny jobs to places like Baltimore and
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