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it? Now is not the time to change our commit-
ment to spreading the benefits of this new econ-
omy.

And the final thing, the third reason I’m for
him is that he understands the future. And we
need somebody in office who understands the
future. There will be all kinds of new issues.
The children in this audience will spend the
next 30 years worrying about global warming
if we don’t take action now. And Al Gore was
the first public figure in American life to under-
stand that. When everybody else was saying it
was some sort of conspiracy to undermine the
American economy, he said, ‘‘No, the climate
is getting warmer, and it’s going to wreck a
lot of what we do and a lot of how we live.
And we can still grow our economy and improve
our environment.’’

When we rewrote the telecommunications law
in a way that created hundreds of thousands
of jobs, all the big monopolists moved in on
Congress, and Al Gore said, ‘‘No, we’re going
to have competition here; we’re going to let
small entrepreneurs and little guys get in here
and take advantage of this technological revolu-
tion. And we’re going to have the E-rate so
that every school and every library can afford
to log on to the Internet, and none of our kids
will be left behind.’’

And now, when all of our health records and
all of our financial records are on somebody’s

computer somewhere, and a lot of big economic
interests want to get their hands on it—for obvi-
ous reasons—Al Gore is up there in Washington
saying, ‘‘No, Americans should have the right
to privacy. And unless they say you can have
their information, you shouldn’t get their health
or their financial information.’’

So I want you to take that message out of
here. I want you to work for Susan Davis, not
just when the President comes to town but
every day between now and November. I want
you to work for Al Gore and the other Demo-
crats. I want you to remind the people of Cali-
fornia what it was like in 1992 and what it’s
like today. And I want you to say, ‘‘Look, we
need somebody who will keep the prosperity
going, who will spread it to more families and
people who have been left behind, and who
understands the future.’’

And remember, it’s a big election; there are
real differences and only the Democrats want
you to know what they are.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:30 p.m. at the
El Cortez Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to
Ms. Davis’ husband, Steve; and George (Jorge)
Barraza and Craig Barkacs, candidates for Califor-
nia’s 51st and 52d Congressional Districts, respec-
tively. Ms. Davis was a candidate for California’s
49th Congressional District.

Remarks at a Democratic National Committee Dinner in San Diego
June 22, 2000

Let me say, first of all, Mike, you gave a
wonderful talk, and you gave a wonderful toast.
And I like it either way. [Laughter] And I want
to thank you and Carol and all of you for the
work you did to make this a success tonight.
I’d like to thank California’s first lady, Sharon
Davis, for being here. I’d like to thank Rep-
resentative Bob Filner and his wife, Jane, who
are here. Thank you for being here. Former
Representative and chief of staff to the Gov-
ernor, Lynn Schenk, thank you for being here.

And I also would like to thank the leaders
of the Barona and Viejas Tribes for their support
and for the example they’re setting. We had
a great talk around the table tonight about the

differences among the tribes in terms of eco-
nomic circumstances and potential in Indian
country throughout America. One of the great
honors of my Presidency has been the oppor-
tunity I’ve had to spend more time with more
people from the Native American tribes and the
tribal governments than any President probably
in history. I even invited all the tribal leaders
to meet me at the White House; for the first
time since James Monroe was President in the
1820’s, that happened. It was quite wonderful.
So it’s been a great thing.

I would like to thank Bertrand, the owner
of Mr. A’s Restaurant, for a wonderful dinner
tonight. Was this great, or what? [Applause]
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When I used to do these back home—and we
didn’t eat like this—[laughter]—I feel pretty
great about it.

I’d like to thank Mayor Rendell, who I did—
he was looking forward to a fairly peaceful re-
tirement of a year or so, and then he was going
to ascend to the governorship of Pennsylvania,
which I still hope he will do. So I told him
I had this little part-time job I was interested
in him doing. And he has part-timed himself
all across America, exhausting himself, trying to
make sure that we preserve the progress in this
country and preserve the prosperity. And I’m
very, very grateful to him. He’s been a great
leader for our party. And all these young people
that work on these events, I’m grateful to them.

I’ll tell you a story. I don’t know about a
joke, but I’ll tell you a story. You gave the
Irish blessing so—my people are from a place
called Fermanagh. They were Irish Protestants
living on the border. Fermanagh is a little village
literally on the border of Northern Ireland and
Ireland, in the west. And my mother was a
Cassidy. So we found the Protestant Cassidys;
we traced them all the way back to a farmhouse
built in the 1750’s. And I went to Ireland in
’95; they actually gave me a watercolor of the
farmhouse, which is the only—the oldest known
residence of relatives of mine—at least, any rel-
ative that’s willing to admit it still. [Laughter]

And you know I’ve had this remarkable love
affair with Ireland, because I got the United
States involved in the peace process, and it’s
worked out in a remarkable way. I went to Dub-
lin in ’95; we had 100,000 people in the street;
it was really one of the great days of my life.
I turned on the Christmas lights in Belfast, and
there were 50,000 people there. It’s just been
unbelievable.

What happens, especially when you’re not
running anymore, you tend to get a little free
with what you say. [Laughter] Sometimes you
actually commit the sin of saying exactly what
you think. [Laughter] I can say this because
we’ve had a happy ending now. [Laughter] You
may remember, for a while we got the institu-
tions of self-government up to Northern Ireland,
and everybody is working along together, and
then all of a sudden it all gets taken down
because they can’t agree on the decommis-
sioning issue. And it was maddening—and all
these people had been working for years, many
of them a lot longer than I had thought—that
after we had actually ended the Irish civil war

and we had got it all done, it was all going
to pieces again.

And I said—not thinking about stereotyping
the Irish, of which I am one—I said, this re-
minds me—I said these two sides in Northern
Ireland remind me of two guys that are kind
of drunks, and they decide they’re going to quit
drinking. And they walk out of the bar together,
arm in arm, and right as they get to the swing-
ing door they say no, and they turn around
and go back.

So I was blasted all over Ireland. ‘‘Clinton
let us down. He’s stereotyping the Irish.’’ And
I was really worried about it until about 3 days
later I got in the mail a copy of a letter to
the editor from the Irish Times saying, ‘‘I see
all this criticism of President Clinton for com-
paring us, and all those things he said.’’ And
he said, ‘‘It is terrible what he said; I’ve been
a drunk all my adult life, and I resent being
compared to those people.’’ [Laughter] So some-
times when you’re uptight, you’ve just got to
tell a joke and laugh it off and go on.

But anyway, I’m delighted to be here and
I’m delighted that—I sort of thought there
would come a time this year when I’d show
up at one of these dinners and no one would
be there. [Laughter] And so I’m very grateful
to you. I’m grateful to the people of California,
and I’m very grateful to the people of San
Diego. I’ve had a special relationship with this
community from the beginning. I love it here.
My family and I have had a wonderful set of
experiences here. We had a wonderful vacation
here one year around—a springtime vacation.
And I’m particularly glad that I came here to-
night and somebody showed up. [Laughter]

I got a call last week from a very distinguished
citizen of the world who said, ‘‘Well, Mr. Presi-
dent, for a lame duck, you’re still quacking rath-
er loudly.’’ [Laughter] So that’s what I’m trying
to do.

I would like to just say a couple of things
to follow up on what Mayor Rendell said. I
thank you for coming here, and we’ll do our
best to invest the funds you have given us wise-
ly. But we need your help in telling people
why you feel this way. People ask me all the
time, they come up to me and they say, ‘‘Who
do you think is going to get elected?’’ And I
always say, ‘‘I think the Vice President is going
to win.’’ I do. I said it a year and a half ago
when he was 18 points behind in the polls.
Then they kind of say, ‘‘Do you think Hillary
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is going to win?’’ I say, ‘‘Of course’’—I mean,
what do you expect me to say? But I actually
believe it.

But let me say what I think the real issue
is in all these Senate and the House and the
President’s race. And I do think we’re going
to win. But the issue is, what do the voters
think the election is about? This is one of those
deals—we’ve got a lot of trial lawyers in this
room. Sometimes the answers people give de-
pends upon the way the question is asked or
what you think the real question is. And this
election really—the outcome of this election is
going to be determined, by and large, by what
people think this election is about.

And I think if we can demonstrate, number
one, that we’ve been working here for 8 years
with a core set of ideas designed to give oppor-
tunity to every responsible citizen and to create
a community in which any American can be
a part; and that we’ve tried to be a force for
peace and freedom and prosperity and decency
around the world; and that what we need to
do is to build on that, not undo it—if we can
make that point, then the second point we need
to make is that we have to decide, we need
to make a conscious decision about what to do
with our prosperity. I mean, sometimes I feel
like a broken record, but I will say this over
and over and over again. Anybody who is over
30 years old can remember at least one time
in his or her life when you have made a whop-
ping mistake not because you were faced with
adverse circumstances but because things were
rocking along so well you thought there was
no penalty to the failure to concentrate. Any-
body who is over 30 years old can remember
at least one time in your personal life or in
your work life when a mistake has been made
because it seemed that there were no con-
sequences to the failure to concentrate because
everything was rolling along.

And if you really listen to the two sides, the
other side really seems to be saying, ‘‘Look,
we need to just take this thing while it’s coming
because nobody can mess up this economy if
they try.’’ And I don’t believe that. I think we
need to make a conscious decision as a people
that we have an obligation, a solemn obligation
to our children’s generation, to use this magic
moment to deal with the big issues out there,
the big challenges, the big opportunities of this
century.

Now, if you get that far, then you have to
say, what are those challenges; what do you
think they ought to do; and are there any real
differences between the parties? And I have to
tell you that I think it’s obvious what we ought
to be doing. We need to figure out how to
keep this prosperity going and spread its bene-
fits to people and places who have been left
behind.

We need to figure out how to make people
who have jobs better able to balance their re-
sponsibilities at work and their responsibilities
at home—something America still has not done
enough on. Child care, preschool, after-school,
health care for the families that are working
out there that don’t have it yet—all of those
things.

We need to figure out how to continue to
grow the economy and do even better at pre-
serving and improving the environment, and es-
pecially dealing with the problem of climate
change.

We’ve proved that we can get the crime rate
down. We ought to commit ourselves to making
this the safest big country in the world. We
can do that in 5 years if we made up our mind
to do it.

We ought to commit ourselves to paying
America’s debt off. We’re not running deficits
anymore; we’re running surpluses. I think it
ought to be a national policy goal to pay off
the public debt. That’s what I believe.

Now, I have to tell you, that’s a very con-
troversial position among Democrats, because
we also want to spend more money to educate
people, to provide health care to poor people.
But here’s why I’m for that. If we keep paying
the debt down, we’ll keep interest rates down.
It’ll be easier for people to borrow money. It
will be easier to invest. There will be more
jobs. There will be higher incomes. And we’ll
keep the expansion going along. And the best
social program any government can provide is
a good private sector job. You’ve got to have
a growing economy first. We wouldn’t be here
having this conversation. This election wouldn’t
even be about all this stuff. We’re sitting here
arguing about how to spend the surplus, and
is it one or two trillion dollars over the next
10 years?

If I had told you in ’92, if I had to come
to California and I said, ‘‘I want you to vote
for me, and I’ll get rid of this deficit’’—we’d
been running a deficit for 30 years, and we
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quadrupled the national debt in the last 12
years—‘‘now vote for me, and I’ll get rid of
it. And before I’m gone we’ll have three dif-
ferent surpluses, and we’ll know that we can
pay off our debt in the first decade of the 21st
century.’’ Do you know what you would have
said? You would have said, ‘‘He seems like such
a nice man, but he’s slightly daft, and we better
send him home.’’ [Laughter]

But it happened. People ask me all the time,
what magical new idea did we bring to Wash-
ington in the economic area? And I always say,
in one word, arithmetic. That is, we stopped
playing games with the numbers. We stopped
promising people something we couldn’t deliver.
We said, if we’re going to spend the money,
we’ve got to have the money. And we made
hard choices. I got rid of hundreds of programs
so that we could double our investment in edu-
cation while we were cutting the deficit. And
those things had to be done.

Now, what’s all this got to do with where
we are? So here we are now. If you believe
these big challenges ought to be faced, then
you have to say, well, are there consequences
to the decision of who gets to be President?
Are there consequences to the decision who gets
elected to the Senate, who gets elected to the
Congress? And I would argue that there are
big differences between these candidates. And
if you’ll listen very closely to the debate, the
Democrats are a lot more interested in you
knowing what the differences are than the Re-
publicans are, because they know if you really
understand the differences, two-thirds of the
people agree with us.

For example, should we say, okay, now we
have the surplus at $2 trillion over 10 years,
estimated, projected, over the next 10 years. So
their policy is to spend over half of it on a
tax cut, $1.3 trillion, and then to partially pri-
vatize Social Security, which—and guarantee the
benefits of everybody still in the system, which
will cost about another $800 billion. So there’s
$2 billion there. And then to pay for ‘‘star wars’’
and school vouchers and some other promises,
so that we’ll be back into deficits sooner or
later in the next decade if we get the whole
$2 trillion.

Our policy, as reflected in the Vice President’s
position, is we may not get the $2 trillion. That
great line from ‘‘Jerry McGuire’’—‘‘Show me the
money!’’ The problem with all this tax cut
stuff—it sounds great, and most of you would

be better off in the short run with their policy.
But I emphasize ‘‘in the short run’’ because
if we have a big tax cut with 4 percent unem-
ployment, it will be perceived as inflationary;
interest rates will go up more than they’ve al-
ready gone up; it will slow the economy; it will
cut the profitability of your investments; and
therefore, the projected surplus will not mate-
rialize, and we’ll be right back in the deficit
suit.

So we’re put in a position of telling you things
you may not want to hear, like the Vice Presi-
dent said the other day, why don’t we just start
by saying we’re going to save 20 percent of
this projected surplus, because $400 billion of
this projected surplus are taxes you’re paying
for Medicare. So let’s just wall it off, use it
to pay down the debt until we need it, and
then Medicare will last a lot longer.

Why don’t we have a tax cut, but less than—
and a sizable one, but still less than half the
one they propose, so we can focus on wealth
creation for people that can’t do it otherwise,
help them establish their own savings account,
child care, sending kids to college, long-term
care when you’ve got an elderly or disabled rel-
ative who is sick, and then save some money
to invest in our future—in education, in science
and technology, in new environmental tech-
nologies, in health care, and the things that will
change our future?

Now, there’s a huge difference. What do you
propose to do with the surplus? What do you
propose to do with this moment of prosperity?
It will affect economic policy; it will affect social
policy. What are the other differences?

Well, we think we ought to bend over back-
wards and let everybody participate. We think
the people that served this food tonight, if
they’re working hard and obeying the law, have
just as much right as we do to benefit from
this new economy. That’s what we think. And
so we think we ought to raise the minimum
wage; they don’t. We think we also ought to
have a tax cut for working people that have
modest wages with children at home.

We think that we ought to pass the Patients’
Bill of Rights, and they don’t. We think we
ought to have a Medicare-based, broad-based
prescription program for seniors so that people
can get medicine that can’t afford it today, and
they don’t. If we were creating Medicare today,
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we’d never create Medicare without a drug pro-
gram today. It was a doctor-and-hospital pro-
gram in 1965 because that’s what medicine was.
Now anybody that lives to be 65 years old has
got a life expectancy of 82. And if they take
care of themselves and they have access to good
health care, they could live longer.

In a few days, we’ll have an announcement
that the human genome project is essentially
completed, its basic mapping. You will then see
in the next couple of years this breathtaking
explosion of discoveries about the pattern and
genes that make you more likely to get certain
kinds of cancer or Parkinson’s or Alzheimer’s
or become overweight or have a heart attack
or whatever. You’ll see all this stuff. And you
will begin to see kind of individualized plans
develop for little babies when the mothers bring
them home from the hospital that will change
the whole landscape of health care. And it
wouldn’t surprise me a bit to see children being
born within the next 10 years, in our country
and other developed countries, that are being
born with a life expectancy of 90 years. That
is going to change everything.

So if you’re going to live that long, it seems
to me that the society’s obligation is for people
not only to live as long but to live as well
as possible. One thing the Congress did on the
bipartisan fashion—and I applaud everybody
who did, including the Republicans, and take
the earnings limit off Social Security. We need
to do that. You can’t have—if a huge percentage
of your population is over 65 and a bunch of
them are healthy as can be and they want to
work, you don’t want to have an economic in-
centive for them not to work when you’re going
to have a ratio of people on Social Security
to not—of only two to one.

So we have to think of all these things. Now,
why am I for Al Gore for President? Not just
on all these issues. I could go through—let me
just talk about crime a minute. I want to talk
about crime. I want to talk about welfare.

We got a bipartisan welfare reform bill
through, but I had to veto two bills. Why? Be-
cause I agreed with the Republicans that people
who were able-bodied on welfare who could
work should work, but what I did not agree
with is that we should abandon the national
guarantee of health care and nutrition to their
children. So we finally got a bill. And I said,
‘‘We’ve got work requirements in here. This is
not going to be a disincentive. But we’ve got

to take care of these children.’’ So I vetoed
two bills, and we finally got one we agreed
on. I signed it, and they were saying, ‘‘Well,
maybe it was too weak.’’ All I know is, since
I became President, we’ve got the lowest welfare
rolls in 32 years, and they’re less than half the
size they were in ’93.

On the crime bill, the first time I ever did
an event with Ed Rendell when he was mayor
was on an antidrug, anticrime, antigang event.
Ed and I were so dumb, we didn’t know crime
was a Republican issue; we thought it was an
American issue. [Laughter] All this idea that
it’s a Republican issue is like that’s what’s the
matter with Washington; it’s all about words and
stuff instead of what are you really producing.

So we had a crime program: Put more cops
in the streets, do more things to keep kids off
the street and out of trouble, and take steps
to get guns out of the hands of criminals and
kids. It wasn’t rocket science. Yes, the improving
economy helped the crime rate. Yes, the aging
population in some places helped the crime rate.
Yes, the sort of waning of the crack epidemic
helped the crime rate. But put more police on
the streets, giving the kids something positive
to do, and doing more to take guns out of the
hands of criminals and children also had some-
thing to do with it.

Now, I realize that it was a political risk.
We lost a dozen members of our caucus in
the ’94 election because they had the guts to
vote for the Brady bill and the assault weapons
ban, because the NRA convinced people we
were going to come and take their guns away.
A dozen gave up their careers so that your kids
could be safer. And these people are still talking
about—now they say if Governor Bush wins,
they’ll have an office in the White House. And
figuratively, they will, because they’ve made
their commitments, and they’ll have to honor
them.

But look here, not a single hunter has missed
a day in the deer woods because of the Brady
bill or the assault weapons ban. [Laughter] And
when we banned those cop-killer bullets, they
still haven’t found the first deer wearing a
Kevlar vest. [Laughter] I mean, there are no
problems here. What is the deal here? I mean,
what is this about? I mean, I can say it. One
of the reasons that they dislike me so intensely
is that I grew up in one of the all-time hunting
cultures of the world.
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But this is crazy. You can’t have a society
where you take no sensible steps to keep crimi-
nals and little children from having access to
guns. So the Brady bill has kept a half million
felons, fugitives, and stalkers from getting guns.
We’ve got a 35-year low on gun crime.

So what do we want to do? Well, we want
to close the gun show loophole. That means
if somebody goes to a gun show, we think we
ought to do a background check. We want child
trigger locks on the guns. We want not to im-
port large capacity ammunition clips which can
be used by people in America to get around
the assault weapons ban.

Now, there is still not anybody going to miss
a day in the deer woods. All this rhetoric about
gun control is crazy. You know, in America,
we have a constitutional right to travel, too. The
Supreme Court says there is a constitutional
right to travel. But if you leave here and you
get in your car and you go home, you’ll have
seatbelts; you’ll have a speed limit; if you’ve
got a little baby, you’d have a child restraint
law. And you don’t ever hear anybody griping
about car control, do you? ‘‘Car control, it’s a
threat to the constitutional rights of travel.’’ Car
control is if I come get your car and put it
in my garage. [Laughter] Otherwise, it’s highway
safety.

So there is a big difference between our two
parties in this. And I think it’s a huge issue.
I’m glad we’ve got a lower crime rate, but this
country is nowhere near as safe as it needs
to be. And I don’t think we ought to quit until
we’re the safest big country in the world. Just
like I don’t think we ought to quit paying down
the debt until we’re out of debt. And these
are big ideas. You get the drift here. And we’re
different on these issues.

So the last thing I want to say is, I hope
this election will be an honest, open debate
where we posit the fact that the candidates for
President and Senate and Congress are basically
honorable people who intend to keep their com-
mitments and talk about their differences and
have an honest debate. I think if we do that,
I think Al Gore will be elected President. I
think that all these great candidates we’ve got
in California—we’ve got a chance to pick up
several House seats here. I think we’ll win all
of the ones we’ve got a chance to win because
they’re good candidates and because the voters
will agree with us, because we’ve got a record
that proves that in the areas where we’re dif-

ferent we’ve gotten results, and because we’ve
got new ideas.

And I just want to say one word about the
Vice President. I think I probably know him
better than anybody outside his family now.
There are three reasons that I’d be for him
if he weren’t my Vice President and I didn’t
feel obligated in a profound and wonderful
sense. One is, I agree with the economic policy
he’s articulated. I don’t think we ought to risk
giving away the whole projected surplus on tax
cuts and long-term spending commitments. I
think it’s a risky strategy, and it’s not worth
it. And you wouldn’t run your family business
that way, and you wouldn’t run your business
that way. And we shouldn’t run our Government
that way. We worked a long time to turn this
thing around, and we don’t want to just squan-
der it again.

Number two, I think he’ll work harder to
extend the benefits of this prosperity to people
in places that aren’t part of it now, and to help
average families balance work and child rearing,
open the doors of college to everybody.

Number three, I think he understands the
future. This is a big deal. Al Gore was talking
about global warming before most people even
knew the two words went together. I’m talking
years and years and years ago he was talking
about it. Now, even the major oil companies
admit that it’s real. The first time we ever had
lunch together, he showed me this chart he’s
got about greenhouse gas emissions into the at-
mosphere and how much they’ve gone up. And
in the 8 years we’ve been here in the White
House, 7 of them were 7 of the 10 hottest
years recorded since 1400.

Al Gore was talking about the Internet before
other people in Congress. He’s been falsely ac-
cused of claiming he created it. That’s not true.
That’s like another one of those bum raps. Once
somebody says something in the press, they just
keep on playing it. It doesn’t matter if it’s not
true anymore; it sort of acquires it.

What he said was that he introduced legisla-
tion which helped to create it, and it did create
it as a phenomenon that went beyond a small
private government research project. Do you
know how many sites there were on the World
Wide Web when I became President? Fifty.
How many are there now, everyone? Fifty mil-
lion. Fifty, and now 50 million. He understood
that.
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He understands that there is all these fabu-
lous possibilities to close the digital divide and
to do things that we haven’t even imagined,
but we also are going to have to work hard
to protect our old-fashioned values. For exam-
ple, if all of our health records and all of our
financial records are on somebody’s computer
somewhere, I think that you ought to have some
privacy protections. And there are some things
I don’t think other people ought to be able
to get unless you say okay. And somebody that
understands all the competing considerations—
it would be a good thing to have a President
that understood that.

So I think his economic policy is right. I think
he’ll do more to try to help everybody benefit
from the things that are going on. And I think
he really understands the future. And I think
that’s what you want.

So what I’d like to ask you to do is to go
out and tell people who want to know why you
came here tonight—not to hear me tell Irish
jokes—that, well, California is a better place

than it was 8 years ago, they had some ideas,
and they turned out to be pretty good; that
you agree with Gore’s economic policy, and you
think we ought to spread the benefits to more
people and build one American community; and
you want somebody who understands the future
and can lead us there.

And on the critical issues, there really are
differences between the parties, and it’s impor-
tant that they be clarified and uplifted. But if
the people believe that this election is about
whether we can build the future of our dreams
for our children, we’ll be just fine.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:37 p.m. in Dining
Room B at Mr. A’s Restaurant. In his remarks,
he referred to dinner hosts Michael T. and Carol
Thorsness; Edward G. Rendell, general chair,
Democratic National Committee, and former
mayor of Philadelphia, PA; Bertrand Hug, owner,
Mr. A’s Restaurant; and Gov. George W. Bush
of Texas.
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Thank you very much. Thank you, Deena,
for the wonderful introduction and for the way
you represent our country—and for the little
local reference to Arkansas. I liked that. [Laugh-
ter]

Thank you, Bill Hybl, for the work you do
with the Olympic Committee. And I want to
say a special word of thanks to Pat Milkovich
for the wonderful tour of the training center
today. We had a great time, and I thank you
so much.

I want to thank Representative Bob Filner,
the Congressman from this district, for being
with me today and for his support. Someone
just thanked him on the way for being against
having all that cargo noise coming over here
and interrupting your training center. So, I fig-
ure he’ll take a lot of heat for that position.
So, somebody who likes it might as well clap.
[Laughter]

I want to thank the Bonita Vista High School
Marching Band for playing. Let’s give them a

hand; they’re great. [Applause] Some of their
members have been selected to perform at the
opening ceremonies in Sydney, and I know
they’ll have a good time. I’d like to thank Mayor
Horton from Chula Vista and the Chula Vista
council members who are here and the county
officials who are here. And Representative Susan
Davis, the candidate for Congress, thank you
for coming. I’m glad to see all of you here.

Most of all, I’d like to thank the athletes
and the coaches and the trainers that gave me
a tour around this magnificent facility today. I
had a great time. And I realize that most of
these things I can’t do anymore—[laughter]—
but I really had a great time.

Deena talked about perseverance and hard
work, but I want to tell you a little something
about her. She was too humble to mention her
own experience with cross country champion-
ships in Portugal this year. About 100 yards into
the race her throat closed up, and she couldn’t
breathe. After 5 kilometers, she blacked out and
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