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The President’s News Conference 
April 29, 2009

The President. Please be seated. Before we
begin tonight, I just want to provide everyone
with a few brief updates on some of the chal-
lenges we’re dealing with right now.

First, we are continuing to closely monitor
the emergency cases of the H1N1 flu virus
throughout the United States. As I said this
morning, this is obviously a very serious situa-
tion, and every American should know that
their entire Government is taking the utmost
precautions and preparations. Our public
health officials have recommended that
schools with confirmed or suspected cases of
this flu strongly consider temporarily closing.
And if more schools are forced to close, we’ve
recommended that both parents and business-
es think about contingency plans if their chil-
dren do have to stay home.

I’ve requested an immediate $1.5 billion in
emergency funding from Congress to support
our ability to monitor and track this virus and
to build our supply of antiviral drugs and other
equipment, and we will also ensure that those
materials get to where they need to be as
quickly as possible.

And finally, I’ve asked every American to
take the same steps you would take to prevent
any other flu: Keep your hands washed; cover
your mouth when you cough; stay home from
work if you’re sick; and keep your children
home from school if they’re sick.

We’ll continue to provide regular updates to
the American people as we receive more infor-
mation, and everyone should rest assured that
this Government is prepared to do whatever it
takes to control the impact of this virus.

The second thing I’d like to mention is how
gratified I am that the House and the Senate
passed a budget resolution today that will
serve as an economic blueprint for this Na-
tion’s future. I especially want to thank Leader
Reid, Speaker Pelosi, all the Members of Con-
gress who worked so quickly and effectively to
make this blueprint a reality.

This budget builds on the steps we’ve taken
over the last 100 days to move this economy
from recession to recovery and, ultimately, to

prosperity. We began by passing a Recovery
Act that has already saved or created over
150,000 jobs and provided a tax cut to 95 per-
cent of all working families. We passed a law to
provide and protect health insurance for 11
million American children whose parents work
full time. And we launched a housing plan that
has already contributed to a spike in the num-
ber of homeowners who are refinancing their
mortgages, which is the equivalent of another
tax cut.

But even as we clear away the wreckage of
this recession, I’ve also said that we can’t go
back to an economy that’s built on a pile of
sand, on inflated home prices and maxed-out
credit cards, on overleveraged banks and out-
dated regulations that allow recklessness of a
few to threaten the prosperity of all.

We have to lay a new foundation for growth,
a foundation that will strengthen our economy
and help us compete in the 21st century. And
that’s exactly what this budget begins to do. It
contains new investments in education that
will equip our workers with the right skills and
training, new investments in renewable energy
that will create millions of jobs and new indus-
tries, new investments in health care that will
cut costs for families and businesses, and new
savings that will bring down our deficit.

I also campaigned on the promise that I
would change the direction of our Nation’s
foreign policy, and we’ve begun to do that as
well. We’ve begun to end the war in Iraq, and
we forged with our NATO allies a new strategy
to target Al Qaida in Afghanistan and Pakistan.
We have rejected the false choice between our
security and our ideals by closing the deten-
tion center at Guantanamo Bay and banning
torture without exception. And we’ve renewed
our diplomatic efforts to deal with challenges
ranging from the global economic crisis to the
spread of nuclear weapons. 

So I think we’re off to a good start, but it’s
just a start. I’m proud of what we’ve achieved,
but I’m not content. I’m pleased with our
progress, but I’m not satisfied. Millions of
Americans are still without jobs and homes,
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and more will be lost before this recession is
over. Credit is still not flowing nearly as freely
as it should. Countless families and communi-
ties touched by our auto industry still face tough
times ahead. Our projected long-term deficits
are still too high. And Government is still not as
efficient as it needs to be. We still confront
threats ranging from terrorism to nuclear prolif-
eration as well as pandemic flu. And all this
means you can expect an unrelenting, unyield-
ing effort from this administration to strengthen
our prosperity and our security in the second
100 days and the third 100 days and all the days
after that.

You can expect us to work on health care re-
form that will bring down costs while maintain-
ing quality, as well as energy legislation that will
spark a clean energy revolution. I expect to sign
legislation by the end of this year that sets new
rules of the road for Wall Street, rules that re-
ward drive and innovation as opposed to short-
cuts and abuse. And we will also work to pass
legislation that protects credit card users from
unfair rate hikes and abusive fees and penalties.
We’ll continue scouring the Federal budget for
savings and target more programs for elimina-
tion, and we will continue to pursue procure-
ment reform that will greatly reduce the no-bid
contracts that have wasted so many taxpayer
dollars. 

So we have a lot of work left to do. It’s work
that will take time, and it will take effort. But
the United States of America, I believe, will see
a better day. We will rebuild a stronger nation,
and we will endure as a beacon for all those
weary travelers beyond our shores who still
dream that there’s a place where all this is pos-
sible. 

I want to thank the American people for their
support and their patience during these trying
times, and I look forward to working with you in
the next 100 days and the 100 days after that, all
the hundreds of days to follow, to make sure
that this country is what it can be. 

And with that, I will start taking some ques-
tions, and I’ll start with you, Jennifer [Jennifer
Loven, Associated Press].

Global Influenza Outbreak

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. With the flu
outbreak spreading and worsening, can you talk
about whether you think it’s time to close the
border with Mexico, and whether—under what
conditions you might consider quarantining,
when that might be appropriate?

The President. Well, first of all, as I said, this
is a cause for deep concern but not panic. And I
think that we have to make sure that we recog-
nize that how we respond—intelligently, sys-
tematically, based on science and what public
health officials have to say—will determine in
large part what happens.

I’ve consulted with our public health officials
extensively on a day-to-day basis, in some cases,
an hour-to-hour basis. At this point, they have
not recommended a border closing. From their
perspective it would be akin to closing the barn
door after the horses are out, because we al-
ready have cases here in the United States. We
have ramped up screening efforts as well as
made sure that additional supplies are there on
the border so that we can prepare in the even-
tuality that we have to do more than we’re do-
ing currently.

But the most important thing right now that
public health officials have indicated is that we
treat this the same way that we would treat oth-
er flu outbreaks, just understanding that be-
cause this is a new strain we don’t yet know how
it will respond. So we have to take additional
precautions, essentially, take out some addition-
al insurance. Now, that’s why I asked for an ad-
ditional $1.5 billion, so that we can make sure
that everything is in place should a worst-case
scenario play out.

I do want to compliment Democrats and Re-
publicans who worked diligently back in 2005
when the bird flu came up. I was part of a group
of legislators who worked with the Bush admin-
istration to make sure that we had beefed up
our infrastructure and our stockpiles of antiviral
drugs like Tamiflu. And I think the Bush ad-
ministration did a good job of creating the infra-
structure so that we can respond. For example,
we’ve got 50 million courses of antiviral drugs in
the event that they’re needed.
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So the Government is going to be doing ev-
erything that we can. We’re coordinating
closely with State and local officials. Secretary
Napolitano at Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, newly installed Secretary Sebelius of
Health and Human Services, our Acting CDC
Director, they are all on the phone on a daily
basis with all public health officials across the
States to coordinate and make sure that there’s
timely reporting, that if as new cases come up
that we are able to track them effectively, that
we’re allocating resources so that they’re in
place.

The key now, I think, is to make sure that
we are maintaining great vigilance, that every-
body responds appropriately when cases do
come up, and individual families start taking
very sensible precautions that can make a huge
difference. So wash your hands when you
shake hands. Cover your mouth when you
cough. I know it sounds trivial, but it makes a
huge difference. If you are sick, stay home. If
your child is sick, keep them out of school. If
you are feeling certain flu symptoms, don’t get
on an airplane. Don’t get on any system of
public transportation where you’re confined
and you could potentially spread the virus.

So those are the steps that I think we need
to take right now. But understand that because
this is a new strain, we have to be cautious. If
this was a strain that we were familiar with,
then we might have to—then I think we
wouldn’t see the kind of alert levels that we’re
seeing, for example, with the World Health
Organization. Okay?

Deb Price of Detroit News. Where’s Deb?
Good to see you.

U.S. Auto Industry

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. On the do-
mestic auto industry, have you determined
that bankruptcy is the only option to restruc-
ture Chrysler? And do you believe that the
deep cuts and plant closings that were out-
lined this week by General Motors are suffi-
cient?

The President. Let me speak to Chrysler
first, because the clock is ticking on Chrysler
coming up with a plan. I am actually very
hopeful, more hopeful than I was 30 days ago,

that we can see a resolution that maintains a
viable Chrysler auto company out there. What
we’ve seen is, the unions have made enormous
sacrifices, on top of sacrifices that they had
previously made. You’ve now seen the major
debtholders come up with a set of potential
concessions that they can live with. All that
promises the possibility that you can get a Fi-
at-Chrysler merger and that you have an ongo-
ing concern. The details have not yet been fi-
nalized so I don’t want to jump the gun, but
I’m feeling more optimistic than I was about
the possibilities of that getting done.

With respect to GM, we’re going to have
another 30 days. They’re still in the process of
presenting us with their plans. But I’ve always
said that GM has a lot of good product there,
and if they can get through these difficult
times and engage in some of the very difficult
choices that they’ve already made, that they
can emerge a strong, competitive, viable com-
pany.

And that’s my goal in this whole process. I
would love to get the U.S. Government out of
the auto industry—auto business as quickly as
possible. We have a circumstance in which a
bad recession compounded some great weak-
nesses already in the auto industry. And it was
my obligation, and continues to be my obliga-
tion, to make sure that any taxpayer dollars
that are in place to support the auto industry
are aimed not at short-term fixes that continue
these companies as wards of the state, but
rather institutes the kind of restructuring that
allows them to be strongly competitive in the
future. I think we’re moving in that direction. 

The last point, you asked about Chrysler
bankruptcy. It was the prudent and appropri-
ate thing for Chrysler to do to engage in the
filings that they—that received some notice a
while back, because they had to prepare for
possible contingencies. It’s not yet clear that
they’re going to have to use it. The fact that
the major debtholders appear ready to make
concessions means that even if they ended up
having to go through some sort of bankruptcy,
it would be a very quick type of bankruptcy,
and they could continue operating and emerge
on the other side in a much stronger position.
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So my goal is to make sure that we’ve got a
strong, viable, competitive auto industry. I think
some tough choices are being made. There’s no
denying that there’s significant hardship in-
volved, particularly for the workers and the
families in these communities, and we’re going
to be coming behind whatever plan is in place
to make sure that the Federal Government is
providing as much assistance as we have to en-
sure that people are landing back on their feet,
even as we strengthen these core businesses.
Okay?

Jake [Jake Tapper, ABC News]. Where’s
Jake? There he is.

Terrorist Interrogation Procedures

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. You’ve said in
the past that waterboarding, in your opinion, is
torture. And torture is a violation of internation-
al law and the Geneva Conventions. Do you be-
lieve that the previous administration sanc-
tioned torture?

The President. What I’ve said, and I will re-
peat, is that waterboarding violates our ideals
and our values. I do believe that it is torture. I
don’t think that’s just my opinion; that’s the
opinion of many who have examined the topic.
And that’s why I put an end to these practices. I
am absolutely convinced it was the right thing
to do, not because there might not have been
information that was yielded by these various
detainees who were subjected to this treatment,
but because we could have gotten this informa-
tion in other ways, in ways that were consistent
with our values, in ways that were consistent
with who we are.

I was struck by an article that I was reading
the other day talking about the fact that the
British during World War II, when London was
being bombed to smithereens, had 200 or so
detainees. And Churchill said, “We don’t tor-
ture,” when the entire British—all of the British
people were being subjected to unimaginable
risk and threat. And the reason was that
Churchill understood, you start taking short-
cuts, and over time, that corrodes what’s best in
a people; it corrodes the character of a country.

And so I strongly believe that the steps that
we’ve taken to prevent these kinds of enhanced
interrogation techniques will make us stronger

over the long term and make us safer over the
long term, because it will put us in a position
where we can still get information. In some cas-
es, it may be harder, but part of what makes us,
I think, still a beacon to the world is that we are
willing to hold true to our ideals even when it’s
hard, not just when it’s easy. 

At the same time, it takes away a critical re-
cruitment tool that Al Qaida and other terrorist
organizations have used to try to demonize the
United States and justify the killing of civilians.
And it makes us—it puts us in a much stronger
position to work with our allies in the kind of in-
ternational coordinated intelligence activity that
can shut down these networks. 

So this is a decision that I am very comfort-
able with. And I think the American people,
over time, will recognize that it is better for us
to stick to who we are, even when we’re taking
on a unscrupulous enemy. 

Okay. I’m sorry.
Q. Sir, I’m sorry. Do you believe that the pre-

vious administration sanctioned torture?
The President. I believe that waterboarding

was torture. And I think that the—whatever le-
gal rationales were used, it was a mistake. 

Mark Knoller [CBS Radio].
Q. Thank you, sir. Let me follow up, if I may,

on Jake’s question. Did you read the documents
recently referred to by former Vice President
Cheney and others, saying that the use of so-
called enhanced interrogation techniques not
only protected the Nation, but saved lives? And
if part of the United States were under immi-
nent threat, could you envision yourself ever
authorizing the use of those enhanced interro-
gation techniques?

The President. I have read the documents.
Now, they haven’t been officially declassified
and released, and so I don’t want to go into the
details of them. But here’s what I can tell you:
That the public reports and the public justifica-
tions for these techniques—which is that we got
information from these individuals that were
subjected to these techniques—doesn’t answer
the core question, which is, could we have got-
ten that same information without resorting to
these techniques? And it doesn’t answer the
broader question: Are we safer as a conse-
quence of having used these techniques?
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So when I made the decision to release
these memos and when I made the decision to
bar these practices, this was based on consulta-
tion with my entire national security team and
based on my understanding that, ultimately, I
will be judged as Commander in Chief on how
safe I’m keeping the American people. That’s
the responsibility I wake up with, and it’s the
responsibility I go to sleep with.

And so I will do whatever is required to
keep the American people safe, but I am abso-
lutely convinced that the best way I can do
that is to make sure that we are not taking
shortcuts that undermine who we are. And
there have been no circumstances during the
course of this first 100 days in which I have
seen information that would make me second-
guess the decision that I’ve made. Okay?

Chuck Todd [NBC News].

Pakistan

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. I want to
move to Pakistan. Pakistan appears to be at
war with the Taliban inside their own country.
Can you reassure the American people that, if
necessary, America could secure Pakistan’s
nuclear arsenal and keep it from getting into
the Taliban’s hands or, worst-case scenario,
even Al Qaida’s hands?

The President. I’m confident that we can
make sure that Pakistan’s nuclear arsenal is se-
cure, primarily, initially, because the Pakistani
army, I think, recognizes the hazards of those
weapons falling into the wrong hands. We’ve
got strong military-to-military consultation and
cooperation. I am gravely concerned about the
situation in Pakistan not because I think that
they’re immediately going to be overrun and
the Taliban would take over in Pakistan; more
concerned that the civilian Government there
right now is very fragile and don’t seem to
have the capacity to deliver basic services:
schools, health care, rule of law, a judicial sys-
tem that works for the majority of people. And
so as a consequence, it is very difficult for
them to gain the support and the loyalty of
their people.

So we need to help Pakistan help Pakistanis.
And I think that there’s a recognition increas-
ingly on the part of both the civilian Govern-

ment there and the army that that is their big-
gest weakness.

On the military side, you’re starting to see
some recognition just in the last few days that
the obsession with India as the mortal threat to
Pakistan has been misguided, and that their
biggest threat right now comes internally. And
you’re starting to see the Pakistan military take
much more seriously the armed threat from
militant extremists.

We want to continue to encourage Pakistan
to move in that direction, and we will provide
them all the cooperation that we can. We want
to respect their sovereignty, but we also recog-
nize that we have huge strategic interests,
huge national security interests in making sure
that Pakistan is stable, and that you don’t end
up having a nuclear armed militant state.

Q. But in a worst-case scenario——
The President. I’m not going to engage——
Q. ——military, U.S. military could secure

this nuclear arsenal?
The President. I’m not going to engage in

hypotheticals of that sort. I feel confident that
that nuclear arsenal will remain out of militant
hands. Okay?

Jeff Mason [Reuters].

Iraq

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. One of the
biggest changes you’ve made in the first 100
days regarding foreign policy has had to do
with Iraq. But due to the large scale—this
large-scale violence there right now, does that
affect the U.S. strategy at all for withdrawal,
and could it affect the timetable that you’ve set
out for troops?

The President. Well, first of all, I think it’s
important to note that although you’ve seen
some spectacular bombings in Iraq that are a
legitimate cause of concern, civilian deaths, in-
cidents of bombings, et cetera, remain very
low relative to what was going on last year, for
example. And so you haven’t seen the kinds of
huge spikes that you were seeing for a time.
The political system is holding and functioning
in Iraq.

Part of the reason why I called for a gradual
withdrawal as opposed to a precipitous one
was precisely because more work needs to be
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done on the political side to further isolate
whatever remnants of Al Qaida in Iraq still ex-
ist. And I’m very confident that with our com-
mander on the ground, General Odierno, with
Chris Hill, our new Ambassador having been
approved and already getting his team in place,
that they are going to be able to work effectively
with the Maliki Government to create the con-
ditions for an ultimate transfer after the nation-
al elections.

But there’s some serious work to do on mak-
ing sure that how they divvy up oil revenues is
ultimately settled; what the Provincial powers
are and boundaries; the relationship between
the Kurds and the central Government; the re-
lationship between the Shi’a and the Kurds; are
they incorporating effectively Sunnis, Sons of
Iraq into the structure of the armed forces in a
way that’s equitable and just. Those are all is-
sues that have not been settled the way they
need to be settled. And what we’ve done is
we’ve provided sufficient time for them to get
that work done. But we’ve got to keep the pres-
sure up, not just on the military side, but on the
diplomatic and development sides as well.

Chip Reid [CBS News].

Senator Arlen Specter/Cooperation With Con-
gress

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. On Senator
Specter’s switch to the Democratic Party, you
said you were thrilled. I guess nobody should be
surprised about that. But how big a deal is this,
really? Some Republicans say it is huge. They
believe it’s a game-changer. They say that if you
get the 60 votes in the Senate, that you will be
able to ride roughshod over any opposition, and
that we’re on the verge of, as one Republican
put it, “one-party rule.” Do you see it that way?
And also, what do you think his switch says
about the state of the Republican Party?

The President. Well, first of all, I think very
highly of Arlen Specter. I think he’s got a record
of legislative accomplishment that is as good as
any Member of the Senate. And I think he’s al-
ways had a strong independent streak. I think
that was true when he was a Republican; I think
that will be true when he’s a Democrat. He was
very blunt in saying I couldn’t count on him to
march lockstep on every single issue. And so

he’s going to still have strong opinions, as many
Democrats in the Senate do. I’ve been there. It
turns out, all the Senators have very strong
opinions, and I don’t think that’s going to
change.

I do think that having Arlen Specter in the
Democratic caucus will liberate him to cooper-
ate on critical issues like health care, like infra-
structure and job creation, areas where his incli-
nations were to work with us, but he was feeling
pressure not to. And I think the vote on the Re-
covery Act was a classic example. Ultimately, he
thought that was the right thing to do, and he
was fiercely berated within his own party at the
time for having taken what I considered to be a
very sensible step. So I think it’s overall a posi-
tive.

Now, I am under no illusions that suddenly
I’m going to have a rubber-stamp Senate. I’ve
got Democrats who don’t agree with me on ev-
erything, and that’s how it should be. Congress
is a coequal branch of Government. Every Sen-
ator who’s there, whether I agree with them or
disagree with them, I think, truly believes that
they are doing their absolute best to represent
their constituencies. And we’ve got regional dif-
ferences, and we’ve got some parts of the coun-
try that are affected differently by certain poli-
cies, and those have to be respected, and there’s
going to have to be compromise and give-and-
take on all of these issues.

I do think that, to my Republican friends, I
want them to realize that me reaching out to
them has been genuine. I can’t sort of define bi-
partisanship as simply being willing to accept
certain theories of theirs that we tried for 8
years and didn’t work and the American people
voted to change. But there are a whole host of
areas where we can work together. 

And I’ve said this to people like Mitch Mc-
Connell. I said, look, on health care reform, you
may not agree with me that I—we should have
a public plan; that may be philosophically just
too much for you to swallow. On the other
hand, there are some areas, like reducing the
cost of medical malpractice insurance, where
you do agree with me. If I’m taking some of
your ideas—and giving you credit for good
ideas—the fact that you didn’t get a hundred
percent can’t be a reason every single time to
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oppose my position. And if that is how biparti-
sanship is defined—a situation in which, basi-
cally, wherever there are philosophical differ-
ences I have to simply go along with ideas that
have been rejected by the American people in
a historic election—we’re probably not going
to make progress. 

If, on the other hand, the definition is that
we’re open to each other’s ideas, there are go-
ing to be some differences, the majority will
probably be determinative when it comes to
resolving just hard-core differences that we
can’t resolve, but there’s a whole host of other
areas where we can work together, then I
think we can make progress.

U.S. Political System

Q. Is the Republican Party in the desperate
straits that Arlen Specter seems to think it is?

The President. You know, politics in Ameri-
ca changes very quick, and I’m a big believer
that things are never as good as they seem and
never as bad as they seem. You’re talking to a
guy who was 30 points down in the polls dur-
ing a primary in Iowa, so I never—I don’t be-
lieve in crystal balls. I do think that our admin-
istration has taken some steps that have re-
stored confidence in the American people that
we’re moving in the right direction, and that
simply opposing our approach on every front is
probably not a good political strategy.

Ed Henry [Cable News Network].

Abortion Rights

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. In a couple of
weeks you’re going to be giving the com-
mencement at Notre Dame and, as you know,
this has caused a lot of controversy among
Catholics who are opposed to your position on
abortion. As a candidate you vowed that one of
the very first things you wanted to do was sign
the freedom of choice act, which, as you know,
would eliminate Federal, State, and local re-
strictions on abortion. And at one point in the
campaign, when asked about abortion and life,
you said that it was above—quote, “above my
pay grade.” Now that you’ve been President
for a hundred days, obviously, your pay grade
is a little higher than when you were a Sena-

tor—[laughter]—do you still hope that Con-
gress quickly sends you the freedom of choice
act so you can sign it?

The President. You know, the—my view on
abortion, I think, has been very consistent. I
think abortion is a moral issue and an ethical
issue. I think that those who are pro-choice
make a mistake when they—if they sug-
gest—and I don’t want to create straw men
here, but I think there are some who suggest
that this is simply an issue about women’s free-
dom, and that there’s no other considerations.
I think, look, this is an issue that people have
to wrestle with and families and individual
women have to wrestle with.

The reason I’m pro-choice is because I
don’t think women take that issue—that posi-
tion casually. I think that they struggle with
these decisions each and every day, and I think
they are in a better position to make these de-
cisions, ultimately, than Members of Congress
or a President of the United States, in consul-
tation with their families, with their doctors,
with their clergy. So that’s been my consistent
position.

The other thing that I said consistently dur-
ing the campaign is, I would like to reduce the
number of unwanted pregnancies that result
in women feeling compelled to get an abortion
or at least considering getting an abortion, par-
ticularly if we can reduce the number of teen
pregnancies, which has started to spike up
again. And so I’ve got a task force within the
Domestic Policy Council in the West Wing of
the White House that is working with groups
both in the pro-choice camp and in the pro-
life camp to see if we can arrive at some con-
sensus on that.

Now, the freedom of choice act is not my
highest legislative priority. I believe that wom-
en should have the right to choose, but I think
that the most important thing we can do to
tamp down some of the anger surrounding this
issue is to focus on those areas that we can
agree on. And that’s where I’m going to focus.

Jeff Zeleny [New York Times].

The President’s First 100 Days

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. During these
first 100 days, what has surprised you the most
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about this office, enchanted you the most about
serving this in office, humbled you the most,
and troubled you the most?

The President. All right, let me write this
down. [Laughter]

Q. Surprised, troubled——
The President. I’ve got—what was the first

one?
Q. Surprised.
The President. Surprised.
Q. Troubled.
The President. Troubled.
Q. Enchanted.
The President. Enchanted? Nice. [Laughter]
Q. And humbled.
The President. And what was the last one,

humbled?
Q. Humbled. Thank you, sir.
The President. All right. Okay. [Laughter]

Surprised—I am surprised compared to where
I started, when we first announced for this race,
by the number of critical issues that appear to
be coming to a head all at the same time. You
know, when I first started this race, Iraq was a
central issue, but the economy appeared on the
surface to still be relatively strong. There were
underlying problems that I was seeing with
health care for families and our education sys-
tem and college affordability and so forth, but,
obviously, I didn’t anticipate the worst econom-
ic crisis since the Great Depression.

And so the typical President, I think, has two
or three big problems; we’ve got seven or eight
big problems. And so we’ve had to move very
quickly, and I’m very proud of my team for the
fact that we’ve been able to keep our commit-
ments to the American people to bring about
change while, at the same time, managing a
whole host of issues that had come up that
weren’t necessarily envisioned a year and a half
ago.

Troubled? I’d say less troubled, but sobered
by the fact that change in Washington comes
slow, that there is still a certain quotient of po-
litical posturing and bickering that takes place
even when we’re in the middle of really big cri-
ses. I would like to think that everybody would
say, you know what, let’s take a timeout on
some of the political games, focus our attention

for at least this year, and then we can start run-
ning for something next year. And that hasn’t
happened as much as I would have liked.

Enchanted? [Laughter] Enchanted—I will
tell you that when I meet our service men and
women, enchanted is probably not the word I
would use. [Laughter] But I am so profoundly
impressed and grateful to them for what they
do. They’re really good at their job. They are
willing to make extraordinary sacrifices on our
behalf. They do so without complaint. They are
fiercely loyal to this country. And the more I in-
teract with our service men and women, from
the top brass down to the lowliest private, I’m
just—I’m grateful to them. 

Humbled by the fact that the Presidency is
extraordinarily powerful, but we are just part of
a much broader tapestry of American life. And
there are a lot of different power centers, and so
I can’t just press a button and suddenly have the
bankers do exactly what I want or turn on a
switch and suddenly Congress falls in line. And
so what you do is to make your best arguments,
listen hard to what other people have to say,
and coax folks in the right direction. 

This metaphor has been used before, but the
ship of state is an ocean liner, it’s not a speed
boat. And so the way we are constantly thinking
about this issue of how to bring about the
changes that the American people need is to
say, if we can move this big battleship a few de-
grees in a different direction, we may not see all
the consequences of that change a week from
now or 3 months from now, but 10 years from
now or 20 years from now, our kids will be able
to look back and say that was when we started
getting serious about clean energy; that’s when
health care started to become more efficient
and affordable; that’s when we became serious
about raising our standards in education.

And so I have a much longer time horizon
than I think you do when you’re a candidate or
if you’re listening, I think, to the media report-
age on a day-to-day basis. 

And I’m humbled, last, by the American peo-
ple, who have shown extraordinary patience
and, I think, a recognition that we’re not going
to solve all these problems overnight. Okay?

Lori Montenegro [Telemundo].
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Immigration Reform

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. Presi-
dent, when you met with the Hispanic caucus
a few weeks ago, reports came out that the
White House was planning to have a forum to
talk about immigration and bring it to the fore-
front. Going forward, my question is, what is
your strategy to try to have immigration re-
form? And are you still on the same timetable
to have it accomplished in the first year of your
Presidency? And also, I’d like to know if you’re
going to reach out to Senator John McCain,
who is Republican and in the past has favored
immigration reform?

The President. Well, we reach out to Sena-
tor McCain on a whole host of issues. He has
been a leader on immigration reform. I think
he has had the right position on immigration
reform, and I would love to partner with him
and others on what is going to be a critical is-
sue. We’ve also worked with Senator McCain
on what I think is a terrific piece of legislation
that he and Carl Levin have put together
around procurement reform. We want that
moved, and we’re going to be working hard
with them to get that accomplished.

What I told the congressional Hispanic cau-
cus is exactly what I said the very next day in a
town hall meeting and what I will continue to
say publically, and that is, we want to move
this process. We can’t continue with a broken
immigration system. It’s not good for anybody.
It’s not good for American workers. It’s dan-
gerous for Mexican would-be workers who are
trying to cross a dangerous border. It is putting
a strain on border communities who often-
times have to deal with a host of undocument-
ed workers, and it keeps those undocumented
workers in the shadows, which means they can
be exploited at the same time as they’re de-
pressing U.S. wages.

So what I hope to happen is that we’re able
to convene a working group, working with key
legislators, like Luis Gutierrez and Nydia
Velazquez and others, to start looking at a
framework of how this legislation might be
shaped. In the meantime, what we’re trying to
do is take some core—some key administrative
steps to move the process along, to lay the

groundwork for legislation, because the Amer-
ican people need some confidence that if we
actually put a package together we can exe-
cute.

So Janet Napolitano, who has great knowl-
edge of this because of having been a border
Governor, she’s already in the process of re-
viewing and figuring out how can we strength-
en our border security in a much more signifi-
cant way than we’re doing. If the American
people don’t feel like you can secure the bor-
ders, then it’s hard to strike a deal that would
get people out of the shadows and on a path-
way to citizenship who are already here, be-
cause the attitude of the average American is
going to be, well, you’re just going to have
hundreds of thousands of more coming in
each year. On the other hand, showing that
there’s a more thoughtful approach than just
raids of a handful of workers, as opposed to,
for example, taking seriously the violations of
companies that sometimes are actively recruit-
ing these workers to come in, that’s, again,
something that we can start doing administra-
tively.

So what we want to do is to show that we
are competent in getting results around immi-
gration, even on the structures that we already
have in place, the laws that we already have in
place, so that we’re building confidence
among the American people that we can actu-
ally follow through on whatever legislative ap-
proach emerges. Okay?

Q. Do you feel confident that it will get
passed in the first year of your administration?

The President. I see the process moving this
first year, and I’m going to be moving it as
quickly as I can. I’ve been accused of doing too
much. We are moving full steam ahead on all
fronts. Ultimately, I don’t have control of the
legislative calendar. And so we’re going to
work with legislative leaders to see what we
can do.

Andre Showell [Black Entertainment Tele-
vision]. There you go.

Effect of Economic Situation on Minority
Communities

Q. Thank you. Mr. President, as the entire
Nation tries to climb out of this deep
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recession, in communities of color the
circumstances are far worse. The black
unemployment rate, as you know, is in the
double digits. And in New York City, for
example, the black unemployment rate for men
is near 50 percent.

My question tonight is, given this unique and
desperate circumstance, what specific policies
can you point to that will target these communi-
ties? And what’s a timetable for us to see tangi-
ble results?

The President. Well, keep in mind that every
step we’re taking is designed to help all people.
But folks who are most vulnerable are most
likely to be helped because they need the most
help. So when we passed the Recovery Act, for
example, and we put in place provisions that
would extend unemployment insurance or allow
you to keep your health insurance, even if
you’ve lost your job, that probably dispropor-
tionately impacted those communities that had
lost their jobs.

And unfortunately, the African American
community and Latino community are probably
overrepresented in those ranks. When we put in
place additional dollars for community health
centers to ensure that people are still getting
the help that they need, or we expand health in-
surance to millions more children through the
Children’s Health Insurance Program, again,
those probably disproportionately impact Afri-
can American and Latino families simply be-
cause they’re the ones who are most vulnerable.
They’ve got higher rates of uninsured in their
communities.

So my general approach is that if the econo-
my is strong, that will lift all boats, as long as it is
also supported by, for example, strategies
around college affordability and job training, tax
cuts for working families as opposed to the
wealthiest that level the playing field and en-
sure bottom-up economic growth. And I’m con-
fident that that will help the African American
community live out the American Dream at the
same time that it’s helping communities all
across the country. Okay?

Michael Scherer of Time.

State Secrets Doctrine

Q. Thank you, Mr. President. During the
campaign you criticized President Bush’s use of
the state secrets privilege. But U.S. attorneys
have continued to argue the Bush position in
three cases in court. How exactly does your
view of state secrets differ from President
Bush’s? And do you believe Presidents should
be able to derail entire lawsuits about warrant-
less wiretapping or rendition, if classified infor-
mation is involved?

The President. I actually think that the state
secret doctrine should be modified. I think
right now it’s overbroad. But keep in mind,
what happens is, we come into office, we’re in
for a week, and suddenly, we’ve got a court fil-
ing that’s coming up. And so we don’t have the
time to effectively think through what, exactly,
should a overarching reform of that doctrine
take. We’ve got to respond to the immediate
case in front of us.

I think it is appropriate to say that there are
going to be cases in which national security in-
terests are genuinely at stake, and that you can’t
litigate without revealing covert activities or
classified information that would genuinely
compromise our safety. But searching for ways
to redact, to carve out certain cases, to see what
can be done so that a judge in chambers can re-
view information without it being in open court,
you know, there should be some additional tools
so that it’s not such a blunt instrument. And
we’re interested in pursuing that. I know that
Eric Holder and Greg Craig, my White House
Counsel, and others are working on that as we
speak.

Jonathan Weisman [Wall Street Journal], you
get the last word. Where are you? There you
are. Yes.

Government Role in U.S. Auto Industry and
Banking System

Q. Thank you, sir. You are currently the chief
shareholder of a couple of very large mortgage
giants. You’re about to become the chief share-
holder of a car company, probably two. And I’m
wondering what kind of shareholder are you go-
ing to be? What is the Government’s role as the
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keeper of public trust in bonds in soon-to-be
public companies again? Thank you.

The President. Well, I think our first role
should be shareholders that are looking to get
out. You know, I don’t want to run auto com-
panies; I don’t want to run banks. I’ve got two
wars I’ve got to run already. I’ve got more than
enough to do. [Laughter] So the sooner we
can get out of that business, the better off
we’re going to be.

We are in unique circumstances. You had
the potential collapse of the financial system,
which would have decimated our economy,
and so we had to step in. As I’ve said before, I
don’t agree with every decision that was made
by the previous administration when it came
to TARP, but the need for significant interven-
tion was there, and it was appropriate that we
moved in.

With respect to the auto companies, I be-
lieve that America should have a functioning,
competitive auto industry. I don’t think that
taxpayers should simply put—attach an umbil-
ical cord between the U.S. Treasury and the
auto companies so that they are constantly get-
ting subsidies. But I do think that helping
them restructure at this unique period when
sales—you know, the market has essentially
gone from 14 million down to 9 million—I
don’t think that there’s anything inappropriate
about that.

My goal on all this is to help these compa-
nies make some tough decisions based on real-
istic assumptions about economic growth,
about their market share, about what that mar-
ket is going to look like, to prevent systemic
risk that would affect everybody, and as soon
as their situations are stabilized and the econo-
my is less fragile, so that those systemic risks
are diminished, to get out, find some private
buyers. And——

Q. But would you shape the products and
services that are on offer?

The President. I don’t think that we should
micromanage. But I think that like any inves-
tor, the American taxpayer has the right to
scrutinize what’s being proposed and to make
sure that their money is not just being thrown
down the drain.

And so we’ve got to strike a balance. I don’t
want to be—I’m not an auto engineer, I don’t
know how to create a affordable, well-de-
signed plug-in hybrid. But I know that if the
Japanese can design a affordable, well-de-
signed hybrid, then doggone it, the American
people should be able to do the same. So my
job is to ask the auto industry, why is it you
guys can’t do this? And in some cases they’re
starting to do it, but they’ve got these legacy
costs. There are some terrific U.S. cars being
made, both by Chrysler and GM. The question
is, you know, give me a plan so that you’re
building off your strengths and you’re project-
ing out to where that market is going to be.

I actually think, if you look at the trends,
that those auto companies that emerge from
this crisis, when you start seeing the pent-up
demand for autos coming back, they’re going
to be in a position to really do well globally,
not just here in the United States. So I just
want to help them get there.

But I want to disabuse people of this notion
that somehow we enjoy meddling in the pri-
vate sector. If you could tell me right now that
when I walked into this office that the banks
were humming, that the autos were selling,
and that all you had to worry about was Iraq,
Afghanistan, North Korea, getting health care
passed, figuring out how to deal with energy
independence, deal with Iran, and a pandemic
flu, I would take that deal. [Laughter]

And that’s why I’m always amused when I
hear these criticisms of, “Oh, Obama wants to
grow government.” No. I would love a nice,
lean portfolio to deal with, but that’s not the
hand that’s been dealt us. And every genera-
tion has to rise up to the specific challenges
that confront them. We happen to have gotten
a big set of challenges, but we’re not the first
generation that that’s happened to. And I’m
confident that we’re going to meet these chal-
lenges just like our grandparents and forebears
met them before.

All right. Thank you, everybody.

NOTE: The President’s news conference began
at 8:01 p.m. in the East Room at the White
House. In his remarks, the President referred
to Richard E. Besser, Acting Director, Centers
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for Disease Control and Prevention; Gen. Ray-
mond T. Odierno, USA, commanding general,
Multi-National Forces—Iraq; Prime Minister

Nuri al-Maliki of Iraq; and Attorney General
Eric H. Holder, Jr.

Remarks on the United States Automobile Industry
April 30, 2009

Hey, guys. I know you haven’t seen enough
of me lately, so—[laughter].

One month ago, I spoke about some of the
problems that have led to the crisis in the auto
industry and about what would be required to
ensure that General Motors and Chrysler
emerged from their current troubles stronger
and more competitive. 

My team will continue working with General
Motors as they strengthen their business plan
and move towards restructuring that’s consis-
tent with the principles that I’ve laid out. And
today, after consulting with my Auto Task
Force, I can report that the necessary steps
have been taken to give one of America’s most
storied automakers, Chrysler, a new lease on
life. 

This is a company that has a particular claim
on our American identity. It’s a company found-
ed in the early years of the American automo-
bile industry, a company that helped make the
20th century an American Century and that
came to embody, along with the two other
members of the Big Three, the ingenuity, the
industriousness, and the indomitable spirit of
the American people. 

Chrysler has not only been an icon of Ameri-
ca’s auto industry and a source of pride for gen-
erations of American workers, it’s been respon-
sible for helping build our middle class, giving
countless Americans the chance to provide for
their families, sending their kids to college, sav-
ing for a secure retirement. It’s what hundreds
of thousands of autoworkers and suppliers and
dealers and their families rely on to pay their
bills in communities across our industrial Mid-
west and across the country.

It’s been a pillar of our industrial economy,
but, frankly, a pillar that’s been weakened by
papering over tough problems and avoiding
hard choices. For too long, Chrysler moved too
slowly to adapt to the future, designing and
building cars that were less popular, less reli-

able, and less fuel-efficient than foreign com-
petitors. That’s part of what has brought us to a
point where they sought taxpayer assistance. 

But as I’ve said from the start, we simply can-
not keep this company, or any company, afloat
on an endless supply of tax dollars. My job as
President is to ensure that if tax dollars are be-
ing put on the line, they are being invested in a
real fix that will make Chrysler more competi-
tive. 

That’s why I rejected the original restructur-
ing plan that Chrysler offered last month. It was
clear that if we put tax dollars in that plan, it
would be a bad deal for American taxpayers and
would not put the company on a viable path.
But it’s also clear that if Chrysler was able to
form a partnership with the international car
company Fiat, there was a chance Chrysler
could have a bright future. 

After consulting with my Auto Task Force,
industry experts, and financial advisers, I decid-
ed to give Chrysler and Fiat 30 days to reach an
agreement. And the standard I set was high. I
challenged them to design a plan that would
protect American jobs, American taxpayers, and
the future of a great American car company.
But over the past month, seemingly insur-
mountable obstacles have been overcome, and
Chrysler’s most important stakeholders, from
the United Auto Workers to Chrysler’s largest
lenders, from its own—from its former owners
to its suppliers, have agreed to make major sac-
rifices. 

So today I am pleased to announce that
Chrysler and Fiat have formed a partnership
that has a strong chance of success. It’s a part-
nership that will save more than 30,000 jobs at
Chrysler and tens of thousands of jobs at suppli-
ers, dealers, and other businesses that rely on
this company. 

It’s a partnership that the Federal Govern-
ment will support by making additional loans
that are consistent with what I outlined last
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