
980 

June 13 / Administration of George W. Bush, 2002 

Remarks to the 21st Century High Tech Forum 
June 13, 2002 

Thank you all. So I give Kvamme a sal-
ary, and he leads a standing ovation. Thank 
you. [Laughter] 

Thank you all very much. I’m honored 
you’re here. I particularly want to thank 
our panelists for sharing their wisdom. And 
I want to thank you all for taking time 
to come and visit about how to make sure 
our Nation is secure and strong and hope-
ful. I want to thank the members of my 
Cabinet who are here, Don Evans and 
Elaine Chao. I want to thank John 
Marburger for being here as well. 

You know, we—these are extraordinary 
times. I remember campaigning, and some-
body said, ‘‘Would you ever deficit spend?’’ 
I said, ‘‘Only if there was a war or a reces-
sion or a national emergency.’’ [Laughter] 
I didn’t think we were going to get the 
trifecta. [Laughter] But there’s no doubt 
in my mind we can and will solve all three. 
And one of the keys to recovery on the 
economic side is a strong and vibrant high- 
tech industry. I know that; I understand 
the importance of productivity gains and 
what it means for average Americans. 

My attitude is, as long as somebody’s not 
working, we’ve got a problem. I know peo-
ple here in Washington like to look at sta-
tistics, and that’s fine. But so long as some-
body wants to work and can’t find work, 
people in Government need to think about 
ways to expand economic opportunity. And 
one way to do so is to make sure that 
our country is still on the cutting edge of 
productivity gains. 

There’s a practical application to high 
tech, by the way, one that’s really come 
home to roost recently. And that is, you 
know, when it comes to the defense of 
our country, our high-tech gains have made 
a enormous difference. 

Let me take a step back. We fight an 
enemy which is cruel and heartless and re-
lentless. You just need to know that. And 

even though we’ve made some progress— 
and we have; as I said the other night, 
we and our friends have hauled in about 
2,400 of them. There’s still a lot of them 
out there, which means this country is in 
for a long war. Particularly—and it’s nec-
essary because we’re defending freedom. 
That’s what you’ve got to know. And it’s 
real, and we’re going to have to deal with 
it. 

And we can deal with it diplomatically, 
which we’ll do. We’ve got a great coalition 
we’ve put together, and we’ll keep the coa-
lition together. We’ll share intelligence, 
which we will continue to do, to make sure 
that we can find these killers wherever they 
try to hide. And at the same time, we’ll 
continue to fight a guerrilla war with con-
ventional means, because we’re the best in 
the world with high technology. 

The first battle in the war—first war of 
the 21st century—was in Afghanistan, as 
you know. And a lot of people said, ‘‘Well, 
it’s impossible to fight that war there be-
cause of past experiences.’’ And of course, 
we were somewhat mindful of history. And 
yet what people didn’t realize was that be-
cause of precision-guided weapons, we 
were really accurate, which was bad news 
for the enemy, good news for the civilian 
population and coalition forces. 

We fly a Predator airplane. Probably 
some of you all designed the programming 
and all the materials that make it work. 
We fly a Predator airplane now that has 
got the capacity on a real-time basis to 
send signals back to the United States 
about what’s going on on the ground. It 
can fly at night; it flies at day. It gives 
people a pretty good look about what the 
enemy may or may not be doing. This 
Predator saves time, saves lives, is an in-
credibly important part of fighting a guerilla 
war with conventional means. It means our 
targeting is a heck of a lot more accurate. 
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It means the information that the people 
in the field receive is timely and real and 
fast, thanks to the high-tech industry of 
America. 

Our high-tech advantage will make it 
easier for us to keep the peace. We talk 
about weapons of war, but I want you to 
know, they are used to keep the peace. 
That’s the dream of this administration, is 
to make the world more peaceful. And 
we’re going to have to continue to use 
high-tech means and high-tech equipment 
to chase the killers down one by one. 

It is fortuitous that America is on the 
cutting edge of high technology at this time 
in history, because of the nature of the 
war. In the old days, there would be col-
umns of tanks and artillery moving here 
and airplanes flying there. And now we’re 
facing sophisticated killers who hide in 
caves, who communicate in shadowy ways, 
and who are plenty lethal. And we’re going 
to win the war because of our resolve and 
our determination and our love for free-
dom, but we’re also going to win the war 
thanks to the incredible technology and 
technological breakthroughs that we have 
achieved here in America. 

And we’re going to win—protect our 
homeland in a better way as well, because 
of technology. And that’s important for 
Americans to know. Listen, I fully—you 
probably can tell by now, I believe the 
best defense is a good offense. So we’re 
going after them. But in the meantime, 
we’ve got to do a better job of securing 
the homeland. 

And I can envision a lot of new tech-
nologies that enable us to communicate 
with first responders and to be able to com-
municate between the Federal and State 
and local governments. As you probably 
have read, we’ve had a—we need to do 
a better job of gathering intelligence and 
sharing intelligence between different agen-
cies of our Government. All of this is going 
to require, by the way, in order to do so, 
new technologies within the FBI and the 
CIA and the ability to communicate with 

each other and the ability to filter out what 
information should go from one agency to 
the next—all aimed at protecting the home-
land. 

And so when you hear me talk about 
homeland security and the new Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, it’s—one of 
the missions is going to be to make sure 
it’s a modern agency that actually functions 
the way modern corporate America func-
tions. And that’s one reason why I have 
asked for the Congress to put all the agen-
cies under one head. I mean, this is 100 
different groups here in Washington trying 
to defend the homeland. You can imagine, 
there’s not a lot of accountability when 
they’re scattered all over DC. And I’d like 
to streamline this agency, not to create big-
ger Government but to create a Govern-
ment that will actually work and work in 
a way that protects the homeland. 

We’ve got a lot of work to do, but I’m 
confident if we’re wise about how we use 
technologies and the advantages of E-gov-
ernment, that the country will be more se-
cure. 

So I want to thank you for your contribu-
tions to national defense. You probably 
never dreamt, by the way, a year and a 
half ago or 2 years ago that a President 
of the United States would be addressing 
a high-tech conference, thanking you for 
your contributions to the defense of the 
United States and the defense of our home-
land. But that’s the realities of the new 
world. And fortunately, our country has 
been smart about how we have—how our 
economy has developed. 

I was interested to read that our Govern-
ment plans to spend $53 billion on informa-
tion technology next year. Now, if you’re 
one of the recipients of that $53 billion, 
make sure that the product actually works, 
please. [Laughter] It is important. It’s im-
portant to make sure Government functions 
better, but more importantly, it will help 
our taxpayers have better response to de-
mocracy and get better information more 
quickly. And so I’m pleased that we’re 
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working on E-government. I just urge peo-
ple to focus on results and not process. 

The other thing that I want you all to 
understand is I think I’ve got a pretty clear 
vision of the role of Government, and it’s 
not to create wealth. That’s not the role 
of the Government. The role of Govern-
ment is to create an environment in which 
people who’ve got a good idea and are will-
ing to work for it can make a living and 
expand their businesses and employ people. 

I’ve met many of you before, and I told 
you if you gave me a chance to be here 
in Washington, I would work to cut taxes. 
Fortunately, I kept my promise, and it was 
good for the American economy that I did 
so and that the Congress acted. The tax 
relief came at the right time. 

Now, some don’t subscribe to that theory 
here in Washington, but they read a dif-
ferent economic textbook than I do. Their 
view is, we ought to not lower taxes in 
times of recession. In essence, their view 
is, we ought to keep as much money in 
Washington, DC, as possible. That doesn’t 
lead to economic recovery. My view is— 
and you know what it is, which is if you 
let people keep more of their own money, 
they’ll spend it. And when they spend it, 
they’re going to demand a good and serv-
ice, and then somebody’s got to provide 
the good and service. This tax cut was the 
right thing to do. 

It’s important that the Congress now 
make the tax cuts permanent. I saw we 
had a little setback when the Senate un-
wisely didn’t make the elimination of the 
death tax permanent. The death tax is a 
bad tax. It’s a bad tax for entrepreneurial 
America. It’s a bad tax for people from 
all walks of life. It’s a bad tax if you’re 
worried about urban sprawl. It’s a bad tax 
if you’re a farmer or a rancher. And yet, 
they don’t want to make it permanent. I 
don’t know why. I guess it’s politics. I think 
the reason why you make tax relief perma-
nent is because it is important that there 
be predictability in the Tax Code. 

The other thing that was interesting 
about this tax relief package is that most 
small businesses in America, a lot of 
startups are unincorporated businesses or 
limited partnerships. They pay tax—the 
people involved with the corporation pay 
tax on the personal income tax level. And 
by cutting taxes on everybody who pays 
taxes, it is a stimulus to economic vitality 
in many sectors of our economy in which 
we want there to be economic vitality, par-
ticularly in the minority sectors where busi-
ness ownership is increasing dramatically. 
Tax relief was good for the entrepreneurial 
spirit of America. 

In order to enhance the ability for people 
to make a living, we must open up markets 
around the world. We’ve had a battle here 
on trade. There are people who don’t be-
lieve in free trade. There are people who 
believe that kind of walling off America 
from the world would lead to more job 
growth. I completely disagree. The more 
we trade, the more jobs there will be in 
America. The more we are willing to sell 
our markets and work where we’ve got a 
competitive advantage, the better off the 
workforce will be, the more likely it is an 
entrepreneur will be able to succeed. And 
so I have worked hard to get Congress 
to pass what they call trade promotion au-
thority, which will give me the ability to 
negotiate trade treaties. And we’re making 
progress. 

Now, I’d like your help to convince both 
the Members of the Senate and the House 
to reconcile their differences in the con-
ference committee and get me a trade pro-
motion authority as quickly as possible. And 
with that trade promotion authority, not 
only will I work to expand free trade 
throughout our hemisphere—my attitude is, 
good foreign policy starts with a neighbor-
hood which is democratic, free, prosperous, 
and strong—but I will work in other parts 
of the world to open up markets, markets 
for high-tech products, markets for our ag-
ricultural people. And I’ll be aggressive at 
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it; I will. And if I find unfair trade prac-
tices, by the way, I’m going to enforce the 
law, the laws on the books. And so I want 
to thank you for your support on trade 
promotion authority. 

We’re also working to reform the Export 
Administration Act, known as the EAA. 
We’ve got a bill out of the Senate; we’re 
working to get a bill out of the House. 
And I want you all to understand—you’ve 
probably been told this already, but I want 
to tell you what else we’ve done. We’ve 
raised the control limits for computer sys-
tems, and I’m eliminating outmoded con-
trols on computer chips. The idea is to 
understand the difference between national 
security and free trade. And I think we’ve 
brought some common sense to this issue. 

One of the things I spent a lot of time 
listening about was education. And many 
of you all have been very much involved 
in education reform, and I want to thank 
you for that. And the bill we passed is 
a good bill. It really is, because it sets high 
standards. It refuses to accept the fact 
that—we challenge the idea that certain 
kids can’t learn—let me just put it to you 
that way. 

It’s easy to quit on kids. It’s easy to say, 
‘‘Well, there’s a certain group of kids that 
can’t learn, so why don’t we just shuffle 
them through the system?’’ And for the 
first time, the Federal Government said, 
‘‘In return for Federal money, you must 
measure. You must show us.’’ Some people 
were squawking about that because they 
didn’t want to be held accountable. You 
know, if you believe every child can learn, 
then you have no problem saying, ‘‘Show 
us if every child is learning.’’ And so we’ve 
done that, and it’s a good—it’s a really, 
really interesting reform. 

I know many of you are involved with 
the reform movement in your respective 
States, whatever that may mean, charter 
schools or choice programs. The best way 
to stimulate reform is to demand account-
ability. It’s hard to cover up failure, and 
it’s hard to justify failure. 

The bill also passes power out of Wash-
ington. It really does a pretty darn good 
job of aligning authority and responsibility 
at local levels. So I’m proud of the piece 
of legislation, and we’ll continue to stay 
focused on education. 

We’re also spending a lot of money on 
research and development, which I believe 
is a legitimate Federal function. We spend 
a lot of money at the NIH, which is good 
for health care in America, and we’re 
spending over about $100 billion in re-
search and development for your fields. 

And one of the things I hope Congress 
joins me on is making the R&D tax credit 
permanent as well. You see, research has 
made a huge difference for product devel-
opment. And I like to remind our fellow 
Americans that research—expending their 
research—their tax dollars on research will 
yield the interesting jobs, interesting oppor-
tunities. 

And so—which really leads me to an in-
teresting question that I know is on your 
mind, and that is broadband technology. 
This country must be aggressive about the 
expansion of broadband; we have to. 

I used to travel around our State of 
Texas a lot. I saw some really innovative 
health programs. I remember going to the 
Texas Tech Medical Center and seeing a 
fellow have his ear examined by a nurse 
practitioner in—I think it was Alpine, 
Texas. And the picture was clear, and the 
specialist was able to diagnose the disease. 

We have virtual classrooms in Texas, vir-
tual school districts in Texas, where we’ve 
hooked up a fairly wealthy school district 
with rural or poor school districts. It made 
a huge difference. It would have been a 
heck of a lot better had there been 
broadband technology, however, to make 
the process move a lot quicker. 

I get—when I’m down at Crawford, I’m 
in constant contact with our administration. 
We’ve got secure teleconferencing capacity 
there. And it’s pretty good. It can be better. 
[Laughter] It can be more real-time. It’s 
an important part of life, and it’s time for 
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us to be—time for us to move, move with 
an agenda. 

Hopefully, we’re doing a pretty good job 
of working to eliminate hurdles and barriers 
to get broadband implemented. I’ve fought 
off—or worked with Congress, is a better 
way to put it—[laughter]—to prevent ac-
cess taxes on the Internet. It ought to be 
a tax-free environment in order to encour-
age use. And of course, a lot of the action 
is going to come through the FCC. I know 
that, and you know that. And I’m confident 
that the Chairman and the Board is focus-
ing on policies that will bring high-speed 
Internet service, will create competition, 
will keep the consumers in mind, but to 
understand the—kind of the economic vi-
tality that will occur when broadband is 
more fully accessible. 

And so I want to thank you for giving 
me a chance to come and talk about how 
to make America safer and more pros-
perous. But I also want to spend some time 
talking about another important subject, 
and that’s how to make America a better 
place. 

On my wall, there’s a painting that says— 
where the painter, a guy named Tom 
Lea—he’s a friend—he says, ‘‘Sarah and 
I lived on the east side of the mountain. 
It is the sunrise side, not the sunset side. 
It is the side to see the day that is coming, 
not to see the day that has gone.’’ I have 
that on the wall because it’s a fine Texan 
who wrote it, and the painting is a beautiful 
painting. But that’s how I see things. 

I believe that a tough and strong Amer-
ica will lead to peace. And I think we’re 
going to be able to achieve peace in parts 
of the world where people don’t believe 
peace is possible. I believe that. And it’s 
going to require a kind of patient, steadfast 
strength. And the good news is, our country 
is patient and steadfast and strong. We real-
ly are. 

I also believe that out of the evil done 
to America will come some incredible good, 
particularly as our fellow Americans love 
their neighbor like they’d like to be loved 

themselves. And we spent time today talk-
ing about how people in corporate America 
can lend a hand about attacking pockets 
of hopelessness and despair which exist in 
America. 

If you run your business, encourage your 
employees through wise incentives to men-
tor a child or to build a home, to give 
time consistently to loving your neighbor. 
It is a central part of making America a 
complete and whole country. It is a key 
ingredient to winning the war against ter-
ror. We can fight evil with military might 
and weapons devised by a high-tech world. 
As significantly, we can fight evil by doing 
acts of kindness and decency. 

Out of this evil will come, I believe, a 
culture which is going to herald personal 
responsibility and shift the culture of some 
of our generation—which has said, ‘‘If it 
feels good, just go ahead and do it,’’ and 
‘‘If you’ve got a problem, it’s somebody 
else’s’’—where each of us are responsible 
for the decisions. We’re responsible for lov-
ing our children, if you’re lucky enough 
to be a mom or a dad. You’re responsible 
for the misery in the community in which 
you may live—of doing something about 
it. If you’re running your company, by the 
way, you’re responsible for fully disclosing 
your assets and your liabilities. And that’s 
what—and it’s happening—it’s happening. 

The enemy hit us. They must have 
thought we were so weak and self-ab-
sorbed, so materialistic, that all we would 
do was file a couple of lawsuits, if you 
know what I mean. [Laughter] Instead, 
they found that this mighty Nation will de-
fend our freedom at all cost. And this 
mighty Nation is going to show the world 
the true heart of a great country. 

Thanks for coming. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:28 p.m. in 
Room 450 of the Dwight D. Eisenhower Ex-
ecutive Office Building. In his remarks, he 
referred to E. Floyd Kvamme, Cochair, and 
Office of Science and Technology Director 
John H. Marburger III, Chair, President’s 
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Council of Advisers on Science and Tech-
nology. 

Statement on Formal Withdrawal From the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile 
Treaty 
June 13, 2002 

Six months ago, I announced that the 
United States was withdrawing from the 
1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty, 
and today that withdrawal formally takes 
effect. With the treaty now behind us, our 
task is to develop and deploy effective de-
fenses against limited missile attacks. As the 
events of September 11 made clear, we 
no longer live in the cold war world for 
which the ABM Treaty was designed. We 
now face new threats, from terrorists who 
seek to destroy our civilization by any 
means available to rogue states armed with 
weapons of mass destruction and long- 
range missiles. Defending the American 
people against these threats is my highest 
priority as Commander in Chief. 

The new strategic challenges of the 21st 
century require us to think differently. But 
they also require us to act. I call on the 
Congress to approve the full amount of the 
funding I have requested in my budget for 
missile defense. This will permit the United 
States to work closely with all nations com-
mitted to freedom to pursue the policies 
and capabilities needed to make the world 
a safer place for generations to come. 

I am committed to deploying a missile 
defense system as soon as possible to pro-

tect the American people and our deployed 
forces against the growing missile threats 
we face. Because these threats also endan-
ger our allies and friends around the world, 
it is essential that we work together to de-
fend against them, an important task which 
the ABM Treaty prohibited. The United 
States will deepen our dialog and coopera-
tion with other nations on missile defenses. 

Last month, President Vladimir Putin 
and I agreed that Russia and the United 
States would look for ways to cooperate 
on missile defenses, including expanding 
military exercises, sharing early warning 
data, and exploring potential joint research 
and development of missile defense tech-
nologies. Over the past year, our countries 
have worked hard to overcome the legacy 
of the cold war and to dismantle its struc-
tures. The United States and Russia are 
building a new relationship based on com-
mon interests and, increasingly, common 
values. Under the Treaty of Moscow, the 
nuclear arsenals of our nations will be re-
duced to their lowest levels in decades. Co-
operation on missile defense will also make 
an important contribution to furthering the 
relationship we both seek. 

Commencement Address at Ohio State University in Columbus, Ohio 
June 14, 2002 

Thank you all very much. I appreciate 
that very warm welcome. President Kirwan, 
thank you for inviting me. Governor Taft, 

Chairman Patterson, distinguished mem-
bers of the Ohio State faculty, trustees, 
family members, distinguished guests, and 
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