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Governing Council established the rules for
making payments on the remaining small claims
and the larger individual, corporate, and govern-
ment claims. To date, the U.S. Government has
received funds from the UNCC for initial install-
ment payments for approximately 2,288 U.S.
claimants.

Conclusion
Iraq remains a serious threat to international

peace and security. I remain determined to see
Iraq fully comply with all of its obligations under
Security Council resolutions. The United States

looks forward to the day when Iraq rejoins the
family of nations as a responsible and law-abid-
ing member. I appreciate the support of the
Congress for our efforts and shall continue to
keep the Congress informed about this impor-
tant issue.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of
the Senate.

Message to the Congress Reporting a Budget Deferral
August 2, 1999

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the Congressional Budget

and Impoundment Control Act of 1974, I here-
with report one revised deferral of budget au-
thority, now totaling $173 million.

The deferral affects programs of the Depart-
ment of State.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
August 2, 1999.

Remarks at a Democratic National Committee Dinner
August 2, 1999

Thank you very much. I will be brief, but
let me begin by thanking John Kerry for having
us in his beautiful, beautiful home. He and
Teresa have been very good for our country
and very good for our party, and I am delighted
to be here. And I want to thank all of you
for coming.

Let me ask you to think about what I hope
we’ll be discussing in the following way. When
I became President, I was trying to make sure
that America would begin to function again at
an acceptable level of performance so that the
American people, who are basically out there
getting up every day, working hard, doing a
good job, would find some way to be better
rewarded, and so that we could maximize these
sweeping changes going through the world in
how we work and how we live and how we
relate to one another, both within this country
and beyond our borders.

And so we set about trying to do that, and
the results, I think, have been quite satisfactory
in a lot of ways. And I’m grateful for that. If
I could just make one point about it, the Presi-
dent does not do these things alone. John
Kerry’s leadership in the areas that he men-
tioned has been nothing short of brilliant. And
without the support of the people in Congress
who are our allies, none of it could have hap-
pened. So I’m grateful for that.

Now, I have a year and a half left on my
term, and yet, I’m thinking more about the long
term than I did even when I got here, for the
simple reason that we are now in a position
to think about the long term and about how
we can do more than just make the country
work but how we can secure a framework for
opportunity for America, for a greater social jus-
tice, for a greater good at home and around
the world than ever before. That’s why I think
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it’s important that we not blow this surplus we
waited 30 years to produce until we have fun-
damentally secured the challenge of the aging
of America by doing something about Social Se-
curity and Medicare. It’s why I think it’s impor-
tant that we not, while the economy is rocking
along very well, pass a tax cut that would under-
mine our ability to meet our commitments in
education, the environment, biomedical re-
search, and other areas. I think that’s very im-
portant.

But I also think we need to be thinking about
those fundamental things in society that have
not fully incorporated what most of you have
done very well doing, which is riding the wave
of the information revolution. We have, thanks
to the Vice President, done our best to have
good policies, whether it was in the Tele-
communications Act or a lot of other specific
issues, some of which Senator Kerry mentioned,
or just doing no harm. And we’ve been able
to, far more than ever before, maximize the
use of information technology and Government,
which is why we now have the smallest Govern-
ment we’ve had since 1963. But if you really
think about it, we should not be satisfied with
where we are. And I’ll just give you a few exam-
ples.

In education, we finally have test scores
turned around, not only in mathematics and
science but also in reading, which is really quite
an important achievement, since so many of our
children do not have English as their first lan-
guage. But no one seriously believes we have
the best system of elementary and secondary
education in the world. And we have all this
diversity in our country. How can we use tech-
nology to lift the level of all education?

I’ll give you another example. We have now,
as you all probably have seen, I think we have
reached the benefit, the limit of the benefits
that traditional management can bring in moder-
ating inflation and health care costs. When I
became President, health care was rising at 3
times the rate of inflation and people were drop-
ping coverage dramatically. Now, unfortunately,
that’s continued to happen. But one of the rea-
sons that there’s this intense debate in Wash-
ington over the Patients’ Bill of Rights is that
so many people, including a lot of health care
professionals, believe that we have reached the
limit which you can get management-related—
traditional, management-related savings out of
health care without eroding the quality of care.

What can we do to maximize the impact of
all the things that we do to make the health
care system work better and extend coverage
to more people? I’ll give you a third example.
Someone told me in Silicon Valley one day that
people in high tech businesses work 3 to 9 times
faster than people in normal businesses do, and
Government worked 3 to 9 times slower, and
therefore, the marriage was impossible, which
I thought is an interesting observation and pain-
fully accurate from time to time.

What can we do, what still is out there that
we should be doing that makes Government
more responsive, more accessible to people?
And then the two that I’m particularly interested
in: How can we use technology to bring eco-
nomic opportunity to people in places that are
not part of this recovery in the United States;
and how can we use-it—or can we use it to
help people bridge a whole generation of eco-
nomic development around the world?

Ron Dozoretz and I have talked a lot about
what could be done, for example, for the Indian
reservations. We were in Appalachia; we were
in the Mississippi Delta—a lot of the places
that are still poor are not in inner-city neighbor-
hoods; a lot of places are literally, physically—
[inaudible]—from mainstream American eco-
nomic life. And I’m convinced that if we can’t
figure out ways to bring opportunity to these
places now, we will never get around to it be-
cause of the high performance of our economy
generally and because it’s really an opportunity
for investors to go into places where there’s
a lot of labor, a lot of willing labor, and the
cost of doing business is modest.

It seems to me that while what we’ve done
with the empowerment zones, under the leader-
ship of the Vice President, and what I propose
that the Congress adopt, which is essentially to
give the same set of financial incentives to peo-
ple who invest in poor areas in America we
give them to invest in the Caribbean or Latin
America or Africa or Asia, is a good start. But
I think there has got to be, at least for those
people that are physically isolated, some thought
to how technology can be used to trigger the
infusion of economic opportunity and, therefore,
the inclusion of those people into the main-
stream of American economic life.

And finally, politics, which has already been
mentioned by Senator Kerry—it seems to me
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that there is, on the one hand, this sort of expo-
nential increase in the cost of running cam-
paigns, because we try to—because of the cost
of communication. Let’s not kid—and if you
look at the cost of the campaigns as compared
with the size of the Federal budget, for example,
it doesn’t look like such a big, carrying cost.
But it’s an enormous burden for people who
have to go out and raise the money and spend
the money. And basically we’re communicating
with each other in traditional ways. Most of
the costs of the campaign today comes from
television and mail, and in some places a lot
of money is spent on radio and occasionally,
depending on what the communications are, on
newspaper advertising. But most of it’s TV and
mail.

Increasingly, we see these breathtaking stories
of people just opening a webpage for a given
cause and all of a sudden having 200,000,
300,000, 400,000 people within a matter of
weeks signing on and going forward. Is there
some way to use the Internet to further democ-
ratize politics, to energize more people to par-
ticipate, to energize more people to contribute
at modest levels, and to lower the relative cost
of reaching voters or increase the relative impact
of voter reach?

Because if you think about it—like when we
run TV ads, there’s a reason that an ad on
the Super Bowl costs so much money. And that
is that more people are watching it than now
watch the evening news on the networks com-
bined because they have so many other options.
As the television audiences become more dis-
persed, I think you will see more sophisticated
use of mail to identify, at least, people you think
you can reach. And that’s good, but is there
some way we can use this both to broaden the
base of contributors at modest levels but also
to increase the relative effectiveness or decrease
the relative costs of reaching people, so that
people feel like they’re participating in the de-
mocracy and so that more people have a chance
to participate in ways that will make all of us
feel better about the way we conduct our de-
mocracy as we go toward the next century?

So these are things that I think about a lot.
And I think, you know, meeting the challenge
of the aging of America is a big deal. I think
meeting the challenge of education is a big deal.

I’ll give you one more example. America’s got
the lowest crime rate in 26 years. I think that’s
a very good thing. And it’s easy to lose that
when we have these gripping, horrible incidents
like we had in Atlanta or the horrible thing
in Littleton, Colorado. But why shouldn’t we
be the safest big country in the world? I mean,
if we have the most powerful technology base
in the world, we can figure out how to solve
any other problem. Why can’t we think of a
way to organize ourselves that would make us
the safest big country? Why shouldn’t that be?
Why shouldn’t we have a big goal that is—
and bring to bear all these things.

Nothing is—I agree with John; I think that
50, 60, 70 years from now, when people look
back and write the history of this era, they will
conclude that this was a bigger deal than the
industrial revolution, that this sort of had the
combined impact of the industrial revolution and
the printing press, which produced the Guten-
berg Bible, and that it was just breathtaking.
Now, what we who are living through this ought
to do—in addition to those of you who are good
enough to profit from it and contribute to our
economy and make our society stronger and hire
people and do all the good things you’re doing—
we ought to say, if this is profoundly changing
the way we work and the way we live and the
way we relate to each other, by definition it
ought to be able to be effective in helping us
meet society’s biggest challenges, including those
I outlined tonight.

So I’m very interested in it. I thank you for
your presence here. And I am all ears.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:35 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to din-
ner hosts Senator John F. Kerry and his wife, Te-
resa Heinz; and Ronald I. Dozoretz, founder,
FHC Health Systems.
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