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our future. And if you want to keep the pros-
perity going and the social progress going, you’d
better vote for Al Gore and Joe Lieberman and
Cal Dooley, or whoever else is your Representa-
tive in Congress, and Dianne Feinstein.

Because, believe me, the great achievement
of the last 8 years is that we have shown again
we can all go forward together. We have more
millionaires and more billionaires than we ever
had before, but we also had, the first time in
history, average income has topped $40,000 with
15 percent increase in earnings. So we can do
this.

Thank you for your money. If you can give
Cal Dooley any more money, you ought to give
him some more money. [Laughter] But I’m tell-
ing you, this man is very, very important to
the national Democratic Party. He helps us
reach out to people who normally aren’t for

us. He forces all of our Members to think. He
brings people together in unique and powerful
ways, and he needs to be here. He is a very,
very special person, and I’m grateful.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:35 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to re-
ception hosts Haim and Cheryl Saban; Gov. Gray
Davis of California and his wife, Sharon; Gerrie
Schipske and Hilda Solis, candidates for Califor-
nia’s 38th and 31st Congressional Districts, re-
spectively; Representative Dooley’s wife, Linda
(Lou); California State Senator Jim Costa; and
Rich Rodriguez, Republican candidate for Califor-
nia’s 20th Congressional District. Representative
Dooley was a candidate for reelection in Califor-
nia’s 20th Congressional District.

Remarks at a Friends of Jane Harman Reception in Beverly Hills
November 2, 2000

Well, thank you very much. I have had a
wonderful time tonight. And after Alex Winnick
gave his speech, I thought, there’s nothing for
the rest of us to say. [Laughter] He made the
case for Jane. Thank you very much, Alex. And
I thank you, Gary, and thank you, Karen, for
having us here. I would like to hear the whole
history of this building. I wish these walls could
talk. This might be one of the tamer events
it would speak of. [Laughter] Gary Winnick has
been a friend of mine for some time now, and
I’m quite thrilled by the success that Global
Crossing has had. And it’s interesting to me
and I think it’s fitting that they’re now housed
in this historic site.

I’d like to thank Governor Davis and Sharon
for being such good friends to Hillary and me.
I think Gray has been a great leader for Cali-
fornia. And I thank him very, very much for
all the support he’s given to me over the years
and all the work we’ve done together. And you
might be interested to know, even though I
have just 11 weeks left, even today in the car
he was grinding on me to do one last thing—
[laughter]—for California before I left office.
And eventually I’ll say yes just to be relieved

of the pain of having Gray work on me. [Laugh-
ter]

I want to thank Jane and Sidney for being
great friends. I’ve been in their home in Wash-
ington. I’ve been in Sidney’s plant in southern
California. We had a great, great day there. And
I have worked with Jane very closely. I was
trying to think what, if anything, I could say
to add to what has already been said this
evening. Alex really did do a very good job of
making the case. But I want you to know a
couple of things.

First of all, when I met Jane Harman, I
thought she represented the sort of person that
I was trying to bring into the Democratic Party
to get to run for office. And I thought the
district she represented was the sort of district
I thought the Democrats had to be able to cam-
paign in and carry if we were going to become
the majority party in America, mostly because
of the ideas we shared.

You know, we believed that you have to be
fiscally conservative in order to be socially pro-
gressive in a world where all the capital markets
are global; and if you have an irresponsible pol-
icy and you run big deficits, your interest rates
are going to be high, your economy is going
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to be weak, and nothing the Government can
do can change that. We believe that you have
to be able to have an economic policy that helps
business and labor. We believe that you have
to be able to improve the environment and grow
the economy. And she has always had kind of
a unifying view of politics which I thought made
a lot of sense.

The second thing that impressed me is that
she was such a good advocate for the people
in her district, particularly the aerospace indus-
try. And it’s easy now to forget just how tough
things were in January of ’93. And I can tell
you I wasn’t President very long before Jane
Harman made sure I knew just about as much
as she did about all that and I had my to-
do list from her. [Laughter]

So she has, I think, proven that she is a good
Member of Congress, indeed, a truly out-
standing one. But she also stood up there and
cast that vote. She came very close to losing
her election in 1994. Why? Because nobody is
for deficits; nobody is for debt; but nobody
wanted to do anything about it because by the
time we got around to doing something about
it in 1993, the problem was so great that there
was no painless solution.

And if there’s anything that a politician hates,
it’s to inflict pain and then to have to stand
for reelection before the pain can be proved
to be good. [Laughter] And that’s basically what
happened to us in ’94. The economy was getting
better, but no one knew it yet. And we also
lost a dozen Members over the assault weapons
ban in the Brady bill because the streets were
getting safer, but no one felt it yet. The NRA
took about 12 of our crowd out because they
voted for the assault weapons ban and the Brady
bill. But Jane hung in there, and we kept work-
ing together until she left the House. I was
surprised and thrilled that she decided to run
again.

All of you know that she is in a tight race.
There are a couple of reasons why. One is,
the Republicans have more money than we do,
and they do not want to lose the majority in
Congress, so they are throwing a double ton
of money into every one of these races where
we have a chance to win. And in California,
we have a chance to win five seats. And they
have, they believe, a chance to win one—and
I hope they’re wrong about it—Congressman
Dooley’s seat. I kind of think they are, because
he’s such an extraordinary man. But anyway,

they have a lot of money, and they’re putting
it in.

Since they can’t win on the issues that are
really before the Congress—they can’t win the
fight on the Patients’ Bill of Rights or whether
Medicare should have a prescription drug pro-
gram or whether we should have hate crimes
legislation or campaign finance reform or you
name it—there has to be some bomb-throwing.
And if you look at all of their campaigns all
over the country, that’s basically what they’re
doing, and so, you just have your tailored bomb.
So Jane now has her tailored bomb.

So I want to tell you something. I know ex-
actly what they’ve been saying. She worked very
hard for you when she was in the Congress.
She worked me harder than 90 percent of the
people in the Congress—me, personally—to do
things for her district. She’s one of the smartest
people I dealt with, and she had a good philos-
ophy. I think she ought to go back to Congress,
and I want you to help her go back to Congress.

Now, I’m going to ask you to do something
else. The hour is late, and I know you’re all
tired, but this is an interesting election. The
Presidential race is just tight as can be. There’s
10 or 12 States within 2 points, one way or
the other. And the election will either be de-
cided by the movement of people from unde-
cided to one or the other candidates, or by
the fact that one candidate’s supporters want
to vote more than the other candidate’s sup-
porters.

And there are all these House races and Sen-
ate races that are tight as can be. A lot of
it favors us. I think the chances are quite high
that we can win the House back. We even have
an outside chance to win the Senate back. So
all over the country—why is it, why are people
converging and being split right down the mid-
dle in all these races? Part of it may be there’s
so much money involved that the stuff is so
confusing that people just kind of fall off one
way or the other. I think part of it is that a
lot of people don’t remember what it was like
8 years ago, particularly younger voters. And
we tend to take it for granted that all this stuff
just happened. It was just an accident.

And so this is an interesting debate they’re
having about how big the tax cut should be
and what shape it should be; an interesting de-
bate they’re having about whether Social Secu-
rity should be privatized and, if so, how much
and in what way; an interesting debate they’re

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 12:36 Dec 05, 2002 Jkt 188968 PO 00000 Frm 00272 Fmt 1240 Sfmt 1240 E:\HR\OC\188968.003 pfrm12 PsN: 188968



2437

Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000 / Nov. 2

having over the crime policy, the education pol-
icy, or whatever.

I just want to make a couple of points very
crisply. But they’re very important to me, and
if you and I were alone and there were no
press in the room and you asked me about this
race, I would tell you this exactly if we were
alone.

The first thing is, if you really want to maxi-
mize the chance of keeping this prosperity
going, you ought to vote for Al Gore and Joe
Lieberman and Jane Harman. Why? Why is
that? Well, people ask me all the time, ‘‘What
great new idea did you and Bob Rubin and
Lloyd Bentsen and all those guys bring to Wash-
ington to turn the economy around?’’ And my
answer is always a simple, one-word answer,
‘‘Arithmetic.’’ [Laughter] We brought arithmetic
back to Washington.

And we said we’re going to get rid of all
this deficit; we either had to raise money or
cut spending or do a little of both. And since
it was impossible and wrong to raise as many
taxes as it would take to get rid of the deficit
and impossible and wrong to cut spending as
much as it would take to get rid of the deficit,
we did a little of both, and we got rid of it.
And now we’re running a surplus. We’ve gone
from the biggest deficit to the biggest surplus.
But we did it by arithmetic—no phony rosy
scenarios, no pretending money was there when
it wasn’t, no pretending we were cutting spend-
ing when we weren’t. We just practiced arith-
metic.

Now, what’s that got to do with this race?
The Republicans offer a tax cut that is more
attractive to most of you who can afford a ticket
to come here tonight, in the short run. It’s 3
times as big as the Democrats’ tax cut. And
then they offer a partial privatization of Social
Security that’s quite attractive to young people
who think they’ll make a killing in the stock
market and therefore, if they get 2 percent of
their payroll, they can make more out of it than
if they just get Social Security the way the older
folks have always gotten Social Security. And
then they got a few spending promises of their
own.

Here’s the problem. The surplus is projected
to be $2 billion. And believe me, that’s very
optimistic. Their tax cut and the associated inter-
est cost is $1.6 trillion. It costs a trillion dollars
to partially privatize Social Security, and they
promise to spend another half a trillion. Now,

1.6 plus 1 plus .5 is 3.1. Three-point-one is
bigger than 2. [Laughter]

Now look, I want you to laugh about it, but
look, I’m telling you. You want to know what
we did for the country? We brought arithmetic
back to Washington. Jane Harman nearly lost
her seat in 1994 because she voted to restore
arithmetic to the Federal budget. And every-
body is for that in general and against it in
particular, because nobody wants their taxes
raised, nobody wants their program cut.

So we did it. But we went through all of
this agony, and we got this thing turned around.
Now, we can afford a tax cut, but it can’t be
that big. And if somebody wants—you can argue
the policy of privatizing Social Security. You
think it’s a good idea or bad idea, but you can’t
pretend you don’t have to pay for it. And that’s
what the Vice President says when he talks
about the money being promised to two dif-
ferent groups. If you take your payroll out, that’s
$1 trillion over 10 years. They still need the
money to pay for the people they promised the
benefits to. That’s why it takes another trillion
out of the surplus.

So believe me, this is important. My Council
of Economic Advisers believes that interest rates
will be about a percent lower under Gore’s plan
and under anything the Democrats would vote
for because we promised to pay the debt down.
And you ask yourself: Well, then, how can you
promise to spend more than they did? Answer:
If you pay the debt down, interest on the debt
goes down; it’s now the third-biggest item in
the Federal budget; and as you shrink it, it
leaves you money to spend on education, health
care, or tax cuts—for that matter, anything you
want.

But my point is, this is a big deal to you.
The good thing about this economic expansion
is that it has more billionaires, more millionaires,
but the average median income increased 15
percent in real dollar terms, and the median
income is over $40,000 for the first time in
history, so ordinary Americans also benefit. It’s
the first time in 30 years we’ve had an economic
expansion that benefited everybody from lower
middle income workers to the wealthiest Ameri-
cans, everybody together. Now, that’s important.

If you abandon arithmetic in this election,
you will have higher interest rates, more infla-
tion, slower growth, and more uneven pros-
perity. Some of you will do just fine, but even
within the same income group, some won’t.
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Now, this is a huge deal. I’m telling you, if
you’re interested in economics, this is the most
important issue in Jane Harman’s race for Con-
gress and in the race for President.

The second point I want to make is, it’s not
just a matter of keeping the prosperity going.
It’s a matter of what kind of country we are
and whether you want to keep building on the
social progress of the last 8 years. Compared
to 8 years ago—not just the economy—the
crime rate is down to a 26-year low; 43 million
more people are breathing clean air; the water
is safer; 3 times as many toxic waste dumps
have been cleaned up as under the previous
12 years. We set aside more land in permanent
protection than any administration since Teddy
Roosevelt a hundred years ago.

There’s more. The number of people without
health insurance is going down for the first time
in 12 years. And listen to this, in spite of all
the press you hear, nationwide, on the national
tests of our students in school, reading scores,
math scores, science scores are up; the dropout
rate is down; the college-going rate is at an
all-time high; the African-American high school
graduation rate is virtually identical to the white
graduation rate for the first time in the history
of the country; in the last 5 years there’s been
a 300 percent increase in the number of Afri-
can-American and Latino kids taking advanced
placement classes to go on to college. Now that’s
the facts.

In every single case, I believe there is a policy
we have pursued that she voted for that contrib-
uted to—did not totally cause but contributed
to those good results. And in every single case,
there is a difference between the two parties.
And I will just give you a few examples.

One of the reasons the crime rate went down
is, we put 100,000 police—now more, about
120,000—on the street in community policing,
and they stopped a lot of crime from being
committed in the first place. The other party
is committed to abolishing that program. They
say it’s not the proper province of the Federal
Government to help local communities hire po-
lice. You’ve got a choice here. The only problem
for their position is, we do have evidence here.
We’ve got crime at a 26-year low.

Number two, we’re trying to put 100,000 po-
lice on the—I mean, 100,000 well-trained teach-
ers in the schools for smaller classes. They
promise to abolish that. They say the Federal
Government has got no business doing that or

helping schools deal with their construction
needs. You’ve got all these kids going to school
in housetrailers and old broken-down schools,
and we can help them, the school districts, to
modernize. They say we shouldn’t do it. So
you’ve got a choice there.

You heard Jane—or Alex Winnick talked
about the Patients’ Bill of Rights: We’re for it,
and they’re not. This whole idea that I have
been obsessed by for years about building one
America—hate crimes: We are for it; they’re
not. Employment nondiscrimination: We are for
it; they’re not. Stronger enforcement of equal
pay laws: We’re for it; they’re not. I could go
on and on. But you get the picture here. There
are real differences.

So I think what you need to do, if you live
in Jane’s district or you have friends who live
there, if you live in another district in one of
these other contested races, you need to tell
people, ‘‘Look, there are huge differences here.
There are real clear choices. These choices will
have real consequences to you, your family, your
community, and your country.’’ And you just
have to say, ‘‘You know, do you want to build
on the prosperity or reverse the policy? Do you
want to build on the social progress of the last
8 years or reverse the direction?’’ These are
simple questions. I think the answer should be
yes. If the answers are yes, you have to vote
for Al Gore, Joe Lieberman, and Jane Harman.
This is not rocket science.

And it’s not like we don’t have any evidence
here. We tried it our way for 8 years, and we
tried it the other way. Our way works better.
You can look at the evidence in the lives of
the American people.

Just one last thing I would like to say is a
plug for the Vice President. He understands the
future. He is by far more experienced. He
makes real good decisions. And John Kennedy
said the Presidency is preeminently a job of
decisionmaking. And he would be a good Presi-
dent. And God forbid, if we shouldn’t win the
Congress, somebody’s there to be there to put
on the brake. [Laughter] And you’ve seen that
for 6 years, too. Some of the best things I’ve
done as President involved things that I stopped
from happening, as well as things that we made
happen.

But you ought to send Jane back to Congress.
She’s earned it. And if you want to keep the
prosperity going and you want to keep the
progress going, you ought to reward somebody
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who literally was willing to risk her career at
the very beginning to turn California and Amer-
ica around. It worked, and it will work again
if you’ll put her back.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:05 p.m. at Glob-
al Crossing Plaza. In his remarks, he referred to

reception hosts Gary and Karen Winnick and their
son Alex; Gov. Gray Davis of California and his
wife, Sharon; Ms. Harman’s husband, Sidney Har-
man; and former Secretaries of the Treasury Rob-
ert E. Rubin and Lloyd Bentsen. Ms. Harman was
a candidate for California’s 36th Congressional
District. A tape was not available for verification
of the content of these remarks.

Interview With Steve Harvey of KKBT–FM Radio, Los Angeles, California
November 3, 2000

The President. Hey, Steve.
Mr. Harvey. President Clinton.
The President. How are you? We got cut off.

I’m glad to hear your voice.
Mr. Harvey. How are you doing? It’s okay.

How are you doing, brother?
The President. Great.
Mr. Harvey. Great. Glad you could call, man.

Sorry we missed each other. You were in Los
Angeles. I was supposed to meet you at an
event. Sorry we missed each other.

The President. Are you in New York?
Mr. Harvey. No, I’m in Los Angeles right

now. Hello?
The President. Yes, I can hear you fine.
Mr. Harvey. Oh, yes. No, I’m in L.A. right

now. We were supposed to meet at an event
a few weeks ago, and we got—we missed our
signal, so we didn’t hook up. But——

The President. Well, I’m sorry I missed you.
Mr. Harvey. That’s okay. We got in today.

My publicist told me that you’re a big fan of
mine. I just want to hear you say that out loud.
[Laughter]

The President. I am a big fan of yours, and
I hear all the clapping in the background, so
I want to please everybody for you.

Affirmative Action
Mr. Harvey. Thank you very much, Mr. Presi-

dent. That’s all I needed to hear. [Laughter]
You just pretty much made my whole career.
[Laughter]

President Clinton, we are fans of yours here,
on ‘‘The Beat.’’ I cannot speak for the entire
radio station, but I know I am. I have always
been a fan of yours and your work and your
community development towards the African-
American community. I have one question for

you. I want to ask you, point blank, what can
African-Americans and the Latino community
expect from the Democratic Party in regards
to education and affirmative action?

The President. Well, I think first of all, you
can expect them to build on the progress of
the last 8 years. Remember—let’s start with af-
firmative action—remember, there was a lot of
pressure to eliminate affirmative action, both
from the Republican Party and from some court
decisions, which required us to change it. And
we took the position that we should mend it,
not end it, and that’s the position that Vice
President Gore has steadily defended. I noticed
in his third debate that he was the only can-
didate who would say that he was for affirmative
action. And I can tell you, we had long, long
discussions about this. He believes strongly in
it. And I believe virtually every one of our can-
didates for the Senate and the House does. I
know that my wife, who is running for the Sen-
ate in New York, strongly feels that way, and
I believe all the others do, as well. So I think
you can feel very good about that.

Education
Mr. Harvey. Now, also in terms of education

for the same communities.
The President. On the education issue, I think

the choices are quite clear here. The Vice
President and all the Democratic candidates,
first of all, think that America ought to know
our schools are getting better and our students
are doing better. Reading scores, math scores,
science scores are all up. In the last 7 years,
there has been a 500 percent increase in Afri-
can-American students taking advanced place-
ment courses, a 300 percent increase in Latino
students taking advanced placement courses.
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