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Statement on the Gun-Free Schools Act

October 26, 1995

A year ago I launched a national effort to
get guns out of America’s schools. Today, almost
one year after I signed the Gun-Free Schools
Act, I'm very pleased to announce that our mes-
sage of zero tolerance has been made a reality
around the country. The Gun-Free Schools Act
is working and working well.

Guns have no place in our schools, and this
directive ensures that any student in America
who brings a gun to school will be expelled
for at least a year. Our message is clear: We

will not tolerate threats to the safety of Amer-
ica’s students and teachers. Period. Parents have
a right to expect that their children will be safe
when they go to school in the morning.

We still need more good parents and strong
communities if we are to win the fight against
crime in America. But through efforts like this
one, my administration is committed to doing
its part to protect our children and ensure that
they can learn in safety, free from fear and
violence.

Exchange With Reporters Following the Departure of President Soeharto

of Indonesia
October 27, 1995

Gross Domestic Product Report

Q. [Inaudible]—growth figures?

The President. Well, the growth figures clearly
show that the economy of the United States
is moving, that we’re on the right track. Today
we have this very high growth figure. Just a
few days ago we got the good news that the
deficit has dropped dramatically now for 3 years
in a row. We need to build on this. We do
not need to reverse our economic course. That’s
the message I have for the Congress on the
deficit reduction. We should balance the budget.
We should continue to reduce the size of the
Federal Government. But we need to do it in
a prudent way that continues to invest in our
people, in our education, our technology, for
the health care of our seniors and the future
of our children and our environment.

We are moving in the right direction. This
is the right direction. Why would we reverse
course? We now have virtually 3 years of com-
plete economic data showing that this policy that
we have followed with great discipline and de-
termination is good for the American people.
So I hope we can stay right with it.

Budget Legislation

Q. Mr. President, some liberal Democrats are
afraid that as part of the end game, after the
veto and after the real negotiations begin, they
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may be left alone out there, that youll make
a deal in the center somewhere with some mod-
erate Republicans that would be enough to see
a compromise go through.

The President. Well, first of all, my goal would
be to have a budget that would be—get a huge
bipartisan vote. And my principles have been
clear. If there are those even in my own party
who do not favor a balanced budget at all, then
there will come a time when we’ll be on dif-
ferent sides of the fence on that.

But I would ask you to remember, look how
much the liberal Democrats have done to move
to a dynamic center in the last 3 years: They
voted for deficit reduction; they voted for a very
tough crime bill; they voted for an education
reform bill that had high standards and let us
let all kinds of States and school districts get
out from under Federal regulations. They are
moving. And I think most of the traditional lib-
eral Democrats are trying to create a dynamic
future. I believe they will vote for a balanced
budget if it’s the right kind of one.

You know, the Republicans” leaders say they
have certain principles. And they are—what are
those principles? Balance the budget, secure the
Medicare Trust Fund—excuse me—balance the
budget, secure the Medicare Trust Fund, have
a tax cut, and have more authority being given
to the States and the local governments. I have




Administration of William J. Clinton, 1995 / Oct. 27

said I would embrace all those principles. I do
believe a tax cut should be targeted toward
childrearing and education and toward the broad
middle class of America.

But I have certain principles. What are my
principles? Don’t reduce Medicare and Med-
icaid more rapidly, more radically than the sys-
tem can contain and that will be fair to our
seniors and to others that depend upon the pro-
gram. Don’t cut investment in education, tech-
nology, and research when education, tech-
nology, and research will determine our eco-
nomic growth. Don’t destroy the environment
or our ability to regulate and maintain the public
health. Those things, it seems to me, are pretty
clear principles.

Now, I have already said, you know, the prin-
ciples they say are important to them, theyre
important to me. I want to balance the budget.
I'm determined to secure the Medicare Trust
Fund. I want a reasonable tax cut targeted to
the middle class, childrearing, and education.
But I have these other principles on health care,
on education, on the environment, on tech-
nology. And one other thing, I cannot in good
conscience support a budget that actually raises
taxes on people with incomes under $30,000
a year more than theyre cut. That is wrong.
It is wrong to raise taxes on working people
with children at that income level.

So if we can—TI've already said these are my
principles. And I believe these principles, if
furthered and if there are some other adjust-
ments made in the budget—if we don’t do too
much to harm rural America and the farming
sector and a few other things—1I think you could
get a huge, huge bipartisan vote for a balanced
budget. But we are a long way from there right
now.

Fort Bragg, NC, Tragedy and GDP Report

Q. [Inaudible]—this new figure what does it
say that could possibly—[inaudible]—interest
rates? And second of all, do you know anything
about the shooting at Fort Bragg?

The President. Let me answer the second
question first. I received very early this morning
a briefing. I know something about it, but I
don’t believe that I know enough, more than
has been in the press, that I should comment
at this moment. Obviously, I'm very concerned
about it, but I don’t think I should comment.

Now, the growth figure—I don’t believe the
growth figure should raise interest rates because

inflation is so low. Keep in mind, the inflation
rate is hovering around 2 percent. So that’s the
extraordinary thing about this. The combined
rates of unemployment and inflation are at a
25-year low. The danger in the economy is not
inflation now. The problem in the economy, the
challenge of the economy is it’s a time of rapid
change, so there are a lot of people who aren’t
getting raises, even though there’s growth, and
there are a lot people who are still worried
about losing their jobs, even though there’s
growth.

Those are the challenges we have to face.
That's why I want the education tax deduction.
That's why I want to increase investment in
education, not cut it. That's why I want to raise
the minimum wage. That’s why I want the “GI
bill” for America’s workers to pass, so when
people lose their jobs, they can immediately
start new training programs.

We should be focusing on the challenges this
economy poses, not undermining its strengths.
That's why this budget battle ultimately is im-
portant. It’s our values and what works for the
economy. Both are at issue here. We can get
this done, but weve got to do what’s right,
and we've got to do what's right for the econ-
omy.

Q. Mr. President, some of that growth was
due to Government purchases. Do you think
this growth pace can be maintained in the face
of all the budget cutting that’s going on?

The President. Well, they say their budget
will give us a slower growth for the next 7
years than we've averaged in the last 25. I find
that hard to believe, but that’s what they say.
They say their budget will give us lower business
profits for the next 7 years than we've averaged.
I find that hard to believe, but that’s what they
say. They say their budget will give us higher
inflation in health care costs even though they
claim theyre going to lower health care infla-
tion.

There are a lot of things about their budget
I don’t agree with. But if we cut Government
expenditures, obviously, a lot of Government ex-
penditures are with private contractors. If we—
for example, if we build a new airplane, most
of the people who build the airplane are—
they're private sector employees. If we build
a building, the people who build the building
are private sector employees. But if we do this
in a disciplined way, and we keep our invest-
ments up and focus on shrinking Government
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consumption—that is, lowering the programs
that are of marginal benefit or getting rid of
them, and slowly downsizing the Government,
although we've been in a rapid downsize pe-
riod—and we keep investing in America, then
the activity in the private sector with growth
will more than overcome the shrinking of the
public sector. But we have to do it in a dis-
ciplined way.

That's another thing that bothers me about
this health care business. I have been talking
about the need to reduce health care inflation
since the day I became President. I've been
talking about the need to give more options
for managed care since the day I became Presi-
dent and since long before I became President.
But you cannot just say, “Well, we’re going to
take $450 billion out of it, even though we don’t
know what’s going to happen.” It is too much.
It is too extreme. It is not necessary.

So the thing for us to do is to ultimately—
what my goal is, to ultimately come out with

a budget which satisfies their stated principles,
which I have embraced, but which honors my
stated principles, which they have yet to em-
brace. The stated principles that I've put out
are more important for standing up for what’s
right for America, number one, and more im-
portant for growing our economy, number two,
than what’s in their budget.

And so were going to keep working on this,
but I am not going to bend on my principles.
I cannot, and it’s not good for America. This
program—now we have 3 years of evidence. It’s
not only morally right, it is working for the
country, and we need to keep going in this
direction.

Thank you.

NoOTE: The exchange began at 11 a.m. at the West
Wing Portico at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

Remarks in a Telephone Conversation With Democratic Congressional

Leaders
October 27, 1995

Senator Thomas A. Daschle. Hello, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Representative Richard A. Gephardt. Hello,
Mr. President.

The President. How are you?

Senator Daschle. Not good.

The President. Tell me what's going on.

Senator Daschle. Well, we're still working on
our reconciliation bill. Democrats are offering
a series of amendments that deal directly with
each of the concerns that we have. But I must
say it doesn’t appear that there is any prospect
of improving this bill. This bill is just as mean
and as extreme as it was when it was introduced.
It ends Medicare, it rewards the rich, and rav-
ages the rest. And so I must tell you, I am
very disappointed to report that every Democrat
here in the Senate tonight at some point will
be voting against this piece of legislation.

The President. Tell them not to worry about
it; I'm going to veto it anyway.

Senator Daschle. Well, 1 applaud you for that
because I must tell you it is a terrible piece

1688

of legislation. It’s the wrong plan for the wrong
reason, done the wrong way to help the wrong
people. And I——

The President. Otherwise you don’t feel
strongly about it. [Laughter] You know, this is
one of those moments in our history when I'm
grateful for the wisdom of the Founding Fa-
thers. I mean, the Congress gets to propose,
but the President has to sign or veto. And the
Constitution gave me that authority, and one
of the reasons for the veto is to prevent excess.
And this is—we are willing to work with them
in good faith to balance this budget. We believe
in that. You saw what—and America saw earlier
this week—what the Democrats did to bring
the deficit from 290 billion down to 255, then
to 205, then to 164, when we were all working
together. And that approach has been rejected.
So I will have no alternative but to veto it.
It's excessive, and it's wrong for all the reasons
you said.

I just want to urge you to keep offering your
amendments, standing up, make it clear what



		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-01-26T13:00:15-0500
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




