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I recommend that the Senate give early and
favorable consideration to the Treaty and give
its advice and consent to ratification.

WILLIAM |. CLINTON

The White House,

September 5, 1995.

Message to the Senate Transmitting the Philippines-United States

Legal Assistance Treaty
September 5, 1995

To the Senate of the United States:

With a view to receiving the advice and con-
sent of the Senate to ratification, I transmit
herewith the Treaty Between the Government
of the United States of America and the Govern-
ment of the Republic of the Philippines on Mu-
tual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters, signed
at Manila on November 13, 1994. I transmit
also, for the information of the Senate, the re-
port of the Department of State with respect
to the Treaty.

The Treaty is one of a series of modern mu-
tual legal assistance treaties being negotiated by
the United States in order to counter criminal
activity more effectively. The Treaty will en-
hance our ability to investigate and prosecute
a wide variety of crimes, including drug traf-
ficking and terrorism offenses. The Treaty is
self-executing.

The Treaty provides for a broad range of co-
operation in criminal matters. Mutual assistance
available under the Treaty includes: taking of
testimony or statements of persons; providing
documents, records, and items of evidence; serv-
ing documents; locating or identifying persons
or items; transferring persons in custody for tes-
timony or other purposes; executing requests for
searches and seizures; assisting in proceedings
related to forfeiture of assets, restitution, and
collection of fines; and any other form of assist-
ance not prohibited by the laws of the Re-
quested State.

I recommend that the Senate give early and
favorable consideration to the Treaty and give
its advice and consent to ratification.

WILLIAM |. CLINTON

The White House,
September 5, 1995.

Message to the Senate Transmitting the International Convention for the

Protection of New Varieties of Plants

September 5, 1995

To the Senate of the United States:

I transmit herewith for Senate advice and
consent to ratification the International Conven-
tion for the Protection of New Varieties of
Plants of December 2, 1961, as Revised at Ge-
neva on November 10, 1972, on October 23,
1978, and on March 19, 1991, and signed by
the United States on October 25, 1991 (herein-
after “the 1991 Act of the UPOV Convention”).
I transmit for the information of the Senate,
the report of the Department of State with re-
spect to the Convention.

Ratification of the Convention is in the best
interests of the United States. It demonstrates
a domestic commitment to effective protection
for intellectual property in the important field
of plant breeding. It is also consistent with
United States foreign policy of encouraging
other countries to provide adequate and effec-
tive intellectual property protection, including
that for plant varieties.

I recommend, therefore, that the Senate give
early and favorable consideration to the 1991
Act of the UPOV Convention and give its advice
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and consent to ratification subject to a reserva-
tion under Article 35(2), which allows parties
to the existing Convention (the 1978 Act) to

retain their present patent systems for certain
varieties of plants.
WIiLLIAM ]. CLINTON

The White House,
September 5, 1995.

Remarks Prior to a Meeting With Mayors and County Officials and an

Exchange With Reporters
September 6, 1995

The President. Good morning. We're about
to start a meeting with a bipartisan group of
mayors and county officials who represent a
much larger number of their counterparts all
across America and who are quite concerned
about the consequences of the proposed budget
and the budget cuts to the people they rep-
resent.

They have declared September 7th a national
day for budget awareness, and theyre going
back to the people they represent to explain
to them exactly what the consequences will be
in terms of either human harm or lost services
or higher taxes at the local level. They will be
joining to educate their citizens about the poten-
tial damage that could be done to our country’s
future if the particulars of the budgets now
being debated in the House and Senate are
adopted pretty much as they have passed, espe-
cially in the House.

Later today I will meet with a group of CEO’s
who are concerned about what these cuts will
mean to our educational improvement programs
and especially to Goals 2000, which has helped
us to help States and local school districts
throughout the country to improve the quality
of education, to bring more technology into the
classroom, to get smaller class sizes, to promote
education reforms.

Business executives all across America, espe-
cially in a bipartisan way, both Republicans and
Democrats, have supported Goals 2000 very
strongly, and so they’ll be coming in to discuss
this. This is back-to-school time in our country,
and it seems to me that we need to focus on
the values of education and the values of our
community and on what we really mean by
America’s family values.
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It seems to me that we are departing from
what has been the experience of our country
now for many years in terms of having a bipar-
tisan commitment to a lot of the things that
now some in Congress seem more than willing
to abandon, including our commitment to edu-
cation. As I said yesterday in California, there
is an alternative, a way to balance this budget.
It's not that we shouldn’t balance the budget;
we should balance the budget. I strongly support
it. We ought to do that, I believe we're going
to do that, but we don’t have to do it in a
Draconian way that hurts the American people.

If you just take the education issue, for exam-
ple, the proposed budget in Congress by the
Republican majority would cut education by $36
billion. It means more overcrowded classrooms.
It means fewer teachers. It means fewer com-
puters for the students. It means 45,000 kids
cut off of Head Start by 1996. It means the
elimination of the Goals 2000 program. It means
cutting over a million of our poorest children
off from extra educational help. It means cutting
23 million students out of the safe and drug-
free schools program, something that clearly
ought to be at the forefront of any family values
agenda in our country. It means taking 50,000
young Americans out of national service, out
of the AmeriCorps program and other service
programs that help them to pay their way to
college. It means denying millions of students
access to college educations because of weak-
ening of the Pell grant program and the elimi-
nation of the direct loan program or the severe
limitation of it.

So I would say that what we need to do
now at back-to-school time is to get educated;
all Americans need to be educated about the
details of the budget debate. The question is
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