


This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas
http:// ives.ku.
p://dolearchives.ku.edu NO. 739 oo2

p1,29,33 20:87 WICHITA = 913 295 2748

MEMORANDUM
JANUARY 29, 1993

TO: SENATOR DOLE

FROM: MIRA BARATTA

SUBJECT: VANCE AND OWEN ATTEMPTING TO FORCE AGREEMENTS AND
MAPS ON BOSNIAN GOVERNMENT

I have learned from a State Department staff person that
Vance and Owen are planning to hold a plenary session tomorrow in
Geneva with the Bosnians, Croats and Serbs, at which time they
will ask all parties to sign the three relevant documents
(including the map dividing Bosnia) of the Vance plan or face
sanctions from the U.N. Security Council. If Vance goes
forward ~- you’ll need to check the newspapers before Meet the
Press on Sunday -~ this is a vervy disturbing development; it
amounts to blackmail and a virtual sell-out of the Bosnian
government. It seems that Vance wants the Bosnian government to
give up and surrender before the Clinton administration makes a
decision on possible military action against the Serbs.
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TALKING POINTS:

THERE IS LITTLE IF ANY RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN "PROGRESS" IN GENEVA
ON THE VANCE PLAN AND THE REAL SITUATION ON THE GROUND IN BOSNIA.

APPROVAL BY THE SO-CALLED BOSNIAN SERB "ASSEMBLY" HAS NOT LED TO
A DECREASE IN FIGHTING; THIS SHOULD BE NO SURPRISE SINCE THE
SERBS TO DATE HAVE SIGNED MANY AGREEMENTS AND BROKEN THEM,

WOULD LIKE TO SEE NEGOTIATIONS SUCCEED, BUT THE VANCE/OWEN PLAN
IS FLAWED; IT DOES NOT REVERSE ETHNIC CLEANSING, IT LEGITIMIZES
SERB TERRITORIAL GAINS.

THE U.N. HAS BEEN INEFFECTIVE IN THE BALKANS (UNLIKE IN THE CASE
OF IRAQ); IT HAS BEEN UNABLE TO IMPLEMENT THE PEACE PLAN IN
CROATIA -~ WHICH WAS PROBABLY A KEY FACTOR IN CROATIA’S DECISION
TO TAKE MILITARY ACTION TO REGAIN CONTROL OF ITS TERRITORY., THEY
HAVE BEEN UNABLE TO DELIVER FOOD TO ALL THOSE WHO NEED IT IN
BOSNIA,

THE CASE IS CLEAR FOR U.S. LEADERSHIP. 80, I AM ENCOURAGED BY
THE NEWS REPORTS THAT THE NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL IS WORKING ON
OPTIONS TO ADDRESS THE BOSNIAN CONFLICT; ACCORDING TO
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS, BOSNIA WILL BE THE HIGHEST PRIORITY ON
THE NATIONAL SECURITY AGENDA.

THE CASE FOR U.S. INTERESTS IS CLEAR, TOO. STRATEGICALLY, WE
NEED TO DO WHAT WE CAN TO PREVENT THE SPREAD OF WAR INTO KOSOVA
WHICH WILL SPARK A REGIONAL WAR. MORALLY, WE NEED TO TRY TO END
THE GENOCIDE TAKING PLACE UNDER THE STRATEGY OF ETHNIC CLEANSING.

TO THIS END, U.N. RESOLUTIONS MUST BE IMPLEMENTED; THE NO-FLY
ZO0NE MUST BE ENFORCED AND THE U.N. MUST TAKE ALL NECESSARY
MEASURES TO GET HUMANITARIAN AID TQ THE PEOPLE WHO NEED IT.
FURTHERMORE, THE ARMS EMBARGO MUST BE LIFTED AGAINST THE BOSNIAN
GOVERNMENT AND SERB FORCES SHOULD BE THREATENED WITH NATO AIR
STRIKES IF THEY DO NOT COME INTO COMPLIANCE WITH U.N. RESOLUTIONS
AND AGREEMENTS,
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January 29, 1993
e MEMORANDUM TO THE REPUBLICAN EADER

FROM: David Taylor
SUBJECT: Talking Points on the Deficit

While I remain more convinced than ever that Clinton will
manipulate the Gramm-Rudman deficit targets for 1994 and 1895 to
make his new "goal" of reducing the deficit by $145 billion in
four years more attainable, we will not have any proof until
Clinton’s first budget is released in March.

vYesterday, you signed the attached letter to Leon Panetta.
Domenici has signed the letter and is circulating it among
Republicans on the Budget Committee. Senator Gramm has now
decided that he will not sign the letter. The letter states
Republican concexns about a possible return to smoke and mirror
budgeting.

Some talking points are listed below:

o Republicans were pleased with the nomination of Lloyd
Bentsen and Leon Panetta because of thelr longstanding
interest in and commitment to honesty in budgeting.

o) On his first full day in office, President Clinton notified
Congress of his intention to raise the Gramm-Rudman targets
for 1994 and 1995.

o CBO’s most recent deficit forecast projected a 1994 deficit
that was only $5 billion higher than what OMB projected last
August. These numbers should have come as no surprise to
president Clinton or his budget director, Leon Panetta.

0 Republicans are concerned that the President and OMB may use
this opportunity to return to blue smoke and mirroxr
budgeting. We will be looking closely at the President’'s
1994 Budget submission for signs of budget gimmickry.

ATTALHMEi\jT
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BOB DOLE
KANSAS

Nnited Dtates Senate

OFFICE OF THE REPLUBLICAN LEADER

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-7020

January 29, 1993

The Honorable Leon Panetta
Director

Office of Management and Budget
0ld Executive Office Building
washington, D.C. 20503

Dear Director Panetta:

Congratulations on your confirmation as Director of OMB.
Republicans in the Senate applaud your commitment to deficit
reduction and your longstanding interest in honest budgeting. We
look forward to working with you and the other members of the
President’s economic team to cut the deficit in half over the next
four years.

On January 21st, President Clinton notified Congress of his
intention to relax the maximum deficit amount (MDA) targets for PY
1994 and FY 1995 in his upcoming Budget. We are concerned that this
decision may signal a reluctance on the part of the President to take
on the special interests and fulfill his 4-year deficit reduction
commitment.

As you prepare the President’s FY 19394 Budget, there may be
those within the Administration who urge you to manipulate the
numbers for political advantage. The Congressional Budget Office’s
(CBO’'s) most recent forecast projects a 1994 deficit that is only $5
pillion higher than OMB projected last July. We will be interested
to see if the President’s Budget forecast ils consistent with these
estimates.

During your confirmation hearings, you indicated that reducing
the deficit was critical to improving America'’s long-term economic
competitiveness. We could not agree more.

Republicans stand ready to work with you to control Federal
spending and reduce the deficit. The President’s first Budget is an
opportunity, an opportunity for Bill Clinton to show the American
people that he is serious about fulfilling his commitments with
credibility and integrity. We urge you to stand firm and ensure that
President Clinton’s first Budget meets the same high standards you
demanded as Chairman of the House Budget Committee.

Raspectfully,
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January 29, 1993

ECONOMIC OVERVIEW
TALKING POINTS FOR MEET THE PRESS

0 We heard a lot of talk during the campaign about the
importance of the economy -- of stimulating investment and
creating jobs -- and improving America’s long-term
competitiveness. Republicans stand ready to work with
President Clinton to achieve those goals.

o The economy is now showing real signs of life =-- Growth was
up 3.8 percent in the fourth quarter of 1992. Inflation is
down. Retail sales and housing starts are up. Consumer
confidence is up. The list goes on and on.

0 By all accounts, President Clinton and his advisers are haxrd
at work on an economic package which is due out on February
17th. To date, Republicans have not been part of the
discussions, but we are hopeful that will change in the
months to come,

o We are 10 days into the Clinton Administration, and what do
we know?

-~ His promise to cut the deficit in half in 4 years is
now just a "goal",

-- The $80 billion stimulus package has shrunk to between
$20 billion.

-- The President’s own experts are telling that his health
care package will not help reduce the deficit.

-- The tax proposal that has gotten the most attention
within the Administration is a regressive, broad-based
energy tax increase that will end up costing jobs.

o President Clinton has stumbled out of the blocks, but this
is just the beginning. I am looking forward to working with
the President on an econcmic plan that builds on the
momentum we have geen in the economy in recent months,
creates jobs, and improves our long-term competitiveness.

Page 8 of 60
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MEMORANDTUM

January 29, 1993

TO: SENATOR DOLE
FROM: JIM MCMILLAN
RE: F VE LEGISLATI AND DEBATE
General. Senate consideration of 8. 5, the Family and

Medical Leave Act of 1993, is scheduled for Tuesday; House floor
action is scheduled for Wednesday. Aside from the debate of gays
in the military, Sems., Craig and Dole are expected to offer the
Republican tax credit alternative (eithexr with or without the
revenue portion of the bill if constitutional point of oxder is
raised). In addition, Sen. Kassebaum will offer an amendment
exempting companies from $. 5, if they offer a cafeteria benefit
plan which includes family leave on the menu of available
benefits. Finally, several Members have indicated interest in
offering some amendments which tighten up some of the loopholes
of S, 5. 1In thig connection, I will have two amendments for you
dealing with the definition of serious health condition and a
limit on the cost to the business of complying with the
legislation.

Craig/Dole bill. S. 10, the Flexible Family Leave Tax
Credit Act of 1993, provides for refundable tax credits for
businesses that establish non-discriminatory parental leave
policies. The credit is available for all businesses with under
500 employees and amounts to a maximum of $1,200 per employse for
the maximum 12 week period of leave. It provides for the same
types of leave (birth, adoption or foster care of child or in the
case of a serious health condition of a child, parent, spouse or
employee) and the same types of protections (maintenance of
health insurance and reinstatement to same or similar position)
as the Dodd bill. The big difference is that it is not a mandate
and creates an incentive through tax credits for employers to
offer family leave.

Dodd bill. §. 5 mandates that employers with 30 oxr more

employees provide 12 weeks of family and medical leave during any
12 month period and maintain health insurance coverage during the
period of leave. The bill is virtually the same as the
legislation vetoed by President Bush last fall (except for one
"technical" change which eliminates the requirement that the
employer consent to leave taken pursuant to a reduced work
schedule -~ i.e., in effect, working a shorter day or modified

e schedule because of treatments or other justifiable reason).

Kassebaum Amendment. Sen. Kassebaum is planning on offering
one amendment during the debate. It provides that as long as the

employer offers a family and medical leave benefit as one choice
within the cafeteria plan that is at least as generous as the

i Dodd bill, then the Dodd bill’s mandate would be deemed

- satisfied.
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TALKING POINTS
FLEXIBLE FAMILY LEAVE TAX CREDIT ACT QF 1993
JANUARY 29, 1993

NEXT 'YUESDAY THE SENATE TAKES UP FAMILY LEAVE LEGISLATION.
THE HOUSE HAS PLOOR ACTION SCEEDULED FOR WEDNFSDAY. ([SEE
SEPARATE 'TALKING POINTS ON GAYS IN MILITARY.]

THERE IS NQ CONTROVERSY AVER THE NEED T'OR FAMILY LEAVE
TLEGISTATION., WITH MORE AND MORE HOUSEHOLDS WHERE BOTH
PARENTS ARE WORKING AND MORE AND MORE HOUSBHOLDS RUN BY
SINGLE PARENTS, AMERICANS NEED CREATER FLEXIBILIWY TO DEAL
WITH THE COMPETING INVERESTS OF JOB AND FAMILY.

THE QUESTION IS HOW DO WE DO IT WITHOUT HURTING THE ECONOMY
AND CREATING JOB LOSS.

THE DEMOCRATS WANT TO no TT BY A MANDATE. A MANDATE IS8 JUST
ANOTHBER WORD FOR A TAX ON BUSINESS. THEY RELIEVE THAT
WASHINGTON, D.C. KNCWS RREST AND SHOULD RDEACH INTO BVERY
~OMMUNITY, DVERY OFFICE, AND EVERY FACTORY RAND TELL THR
AMERICAN PEOPLE WHAT IS AEST FOR THEM.

WHILE THE APPROACH MAY BE WRTT.-INTENTIONED, IT IS A BAD
APPROACH THAT I HAVE OPPOSED AND WILL CONTINUE TO OFPOSE.

ESTTMATES FOR THE COST OF SUCH MANDATES ARE 1IN yHE BILLIONS
OF DOLLARE.

WHILE SOME ECONOMIC NEWS IS GOOD, WE STILL HAVE A VERY
UNSETTLED EMPLOYMENT PICTURE WTTH A NEW ROUND OF JOB CUTS
JUST ANNOUNCED AT MAJOR CORPQRATICNS SUCH AS BOEING AND
SEARS.

THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR ANNOUNCED THAT INITIAL CTAIMS FOR
THR WRFK ENDING JANUARY 16 WERE 364,000 -- A NUMBER THAT 18
DISTURBINGLY RICH.

AND JUST WHEN THE NEED TU CREAYE NEW JOBS IS GREATER THAN
EVER, WE ARE GOTNG TO SAY TO BUSINESS8: “WB IN WASHINGTON
WANT YOU TO PAY FOR THIE GREAT PROGRAM WE PHOUGHT OF THAT
WILL COST BILLIONS OF NOTTARS. "

IT DUESN'T MAKE SENSE AND WILL FORCR FEMPLOYERS TO CUT JOBS
OR OTHER MORE DESIRABLE EMPLOYEE BENCFITS TOQ PAY FOR THIS
HIDDEN TAX.

THE APPROACH OF MYSELF AND OTHER REPUBLICANS IS TO PROVIDE
AN INCENTIVE TQ BUSINESS TO ESTABLISH FAMILY LEAVE PROGRAMS
THROUGE REFUNDABLE TAX CREDITS. 'LHE LEGISLATION PROVIDES
¥OR THE SAME TYPES OF LEAVE (UP TO 12 WEEKS FOR BIRTH,
ADOPTION, FOSTER CARE OR SERIOUS HEALTH CONDITION) AND THE
SAME TYPER OF JOB PROTECTIONS AS THE LEGISLATION INTRODUCED
BY THE DEMOCRATS.

Page 11 of 60
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ZWMERT THE PRESS" PATKTNG POINTS/TORBIGN POLICY AND TRADE
Foreign Policy:

—— tsrael: The Israell gupreme Court has upheld the
expulzion of the palestinians to Lebanon. The Bush
Adminisatration signed onto the UN Resolutlon condemning the
expulsion and calling for the raturn of the deportees. Now
another resclution is eirculating in draft at the UN calling for
ganctione on {grael and the administration will probably veto it
1f the wording can't be changaed.

The issue hers is falrness. If the Administration vatoas
the Resolution, it will be accused of hypocrisy, ecalling for
acticn againsk Moslems in Somalia and i1rag and ignoring them in
1srael and Bosnia. On the other hand, the previous Resolution
gaid nothing abont the violence that prompted the Israells toO act.
and tock ne note of Arab governments == guwait, Jordan, Egypt,
ate. == which have expelled palestinians and Mogslenm
fundamentelists when necessary.

i —- Haiti: The Haltian government did not cooperate wilth the
plan to send human rights observers which hurts the Clinton
affort to convince Haitiana to stay put. Maanwhile, Father
Aristide got the endorsement he was sseking from Jesse Jackson
and from some Clinton officials although there were a numbex of
humen rights abusce {n Haiti duzing the brief Lime Aristide was
president.

-— gomalia: The Lext of the Resolution which you and Senatox
Mitchell have sent out ig in the book. g0 far we have slX
Republican COSpORSBOIS. The Resclution is a straightforward
statenent of what Bush did and why but Senatory Brown Says he has
two amendments and there may be other amendments in which case we
may have to take the Resolution down.

Trade:

- Steel/autoss The extra tariffs put on foreign steel
imports as rataliation against dumping will mean eventual higher
ricas for cars, vafrigeorators, gtoves, aeto. Car prices will go
nhigher still if the domestic auto manufacturers are guccessful in
their plan to £ile dumpindg casce against impoxrted cars.

N -- GATT: Doth Baucus and Moynihan have called for an
h extension of fast tyack authority for Lhe Uruguay Round of GATT

Lalks. Under current law the Administration would have to
present an agreement bY March 1 to make the 90-day notification

period bwfure fasl track expires June 1. To be gsucceseful, the

c019_072_011_all_Alb.pdf
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for ther, and no one clae’s business. And that's the o
"'n the civilian side of the Pentagon. [n the military,
‘o HEh—
BING: Where 8ays Worked, we presurne,
Mr. CHENEY" I assume so

: Ves

INEYT

[ néver asked.

; %% et —— et
“‘% . YEY 0 the military side,
: though, vou can't pursue tha poli

cy, because there {5 me
privacy in the military. And the faor of the matter {s that
you have tu, I think, judge pelivy changes with respect to
the uniforiied military based o1 how it aftects your basie
mission, your lundamental Purposs.  And we have ta ra.
member why we have a military. IUs to fight and (o win,
That's the only reason they're there, Ang anything vou do
that detracls from that capability places-at ¥sk those wha
put on the uniform and go in hay ur's way for the nation,
" And Ive reviewed the pelicy with respect to gays. I ba.
sieally, don't helieve in diseHmination, but | did condude,
28 Secrutary of Defense, that the ban on gavs in uniform
vas appropriate. It was the best advics I could get from
our military comimanders, and it clourly reflected the ma.
Jority sentitnent of those who were serving in wniforig, and
I folt it was sound policy, Ithimk it's inappropriate to want
to repeal it
I guess the thing I fing Srangex( about this past weelk
is that, somehow, Presfdent Clineon's gotten himself into 2
position where the dominant jasue of his new adniinistea.
1 Isn't the economy, it isn't the many crises that wyist
~—aund the world. When he mests with the chiefs, it's not

10 1t down and talk about Yugeslavia or the disintegr«ting
Soviet Unioa or troops In Somalia. T1's a1l on hig effort to
. this 30-year-old ban an gays in the military.

: Presiden » SIVUTIE LhATE, — an, 3

was before he tiok offfce that he should have signed
that right off. He made a promise  Sign it: let the Joint
Chiefs deal with it: let Cohgrass Jwal with it; put it away.
Politically, should he have?
Mr. CHENEY: Wull, you might Le able to argue that
politically, but this is an enormausiy eomplicated problem,
If he's going to LAy through on Lis commitment and
change the policy, then an awil lot of things have 1o be
addreszed insida the military that yoy domt have tu ad.
dress now,

You've got to deal with such things, for example, as
same-gex relationships. Now the Unifirm Code of Military
Justice, which applles to all unifmin personne], prohihits
sodemy, It's a critne, a felony offerne. Now you're going to
Te&o change that, if youre going in allow those kinds of

-:'!Plhn.-k.:..- BT

deid b VdN k. AR 4N

VY Rk Tag
-

262 B9B 76B6: 71g:

reflect an understandin:
KING: And one other
that have them and n
never have problema?
Mr. CHENLY: Wall,
studied all these other
the world today that can
Tt is the best, I think, it
all-professional force. I+

And again, I eome I
are the Commander in
States mu or the Secrety,
als who are in the chain
dibility for that tores, for
its care and feeding. .
changes In an ofhanded
t0 make life more difficuj
KING: S0 you, tinally, -
5ay8 to you, “I'd like to ye-
Mr. CHENEY: A lot of
hut serving in the comiba:
ene of thers,

We dincriminate again.
women tu serve in our o
gerve. Wae too old,
epecific pirpose of winni,
we have i impose conditi.
ong elsa in the sceiaty,
RING: Are you surprised
I mean that it's the numbe.
Mr. CHENEY: Well, I'm v
it is such an emotional iss
about it on both gides of 4
¢orned, berause I sonse #-
on a tangent here on this
mpre important issues that
KING: Foreign policy —
campaign. [ think in Ril
the Democratie conventior-
minutes on it, Yer, it seern.
it wrong?

Mr. CHENEY: I think we
IV's not just a problem of tl.
operated as though foreipn
public= Tf you asked then
years campaign, forsign pr,
the world'R°SI"% very dang
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* Coses invalying acknowledged homusexual

~contested Ry The individual willqne procecded t§§§§§§ Eging
Epplic&hle‘atagua, ireluding netice of the basis for separation

ear Eq pafora a board ¢f officars, raview of tha beard’s [
rnacm.n?dntions b{ the zeparation authorify, and action by the
u;znrat;un authority ts discharge the pexson. If directed by the
Attorney Egnarnl, tha final dischargs in thc casas based only on
status will be suspanded until the Frasident acts on the
r?:ammendaFicna of the Secretary of Defsnsa with respect to
:grreﬁg Ei;icy. A nenber whose éischarga has been guspended by

a Attorney General will be ssparated freom active duty and

placed in the standby reserve. Individunls in tha standpy
ge:;:va would have the cptien to yrsturn, upon xequeat, o active

uty should the curreant policy be changed. These persvnnal wWhosa
cases hava not been suspended will ba dischargsd.

+ Commanding officers may, in the interests of th
individual of the unit conccrhéd, direct. ohanges in gh:
assignment ¢f personnal during the course of separation

proccedings.
-3 o-
_— \.'?{‘[’,_, I:"‘é .v‘lj': ’
.
MEA .
- —— MEET THE PRESS: BAN ON CAYS IN THE MILITARY

SUMMARY OF CLINTON'S ANNOUNCEMENT»

By July 15, the Secretary of Deicnoe will draft an axecutive
order to end the present policy uf exclusion =olaly on basgis of
sexual orientation, During the next six months, a study on the
»real, practical problems® nvalved in this policy decision will
pe conduoted. The JCE and the President have agreed to do Lhe
following vver the next six montha: (1) remove the guestion about
homoscexuality from the enlistment interview process; (2) maintain
high standards af conduct) (3) suspend those actions againet
homosexuals which may be in process; (4) separation actions will
be stayed by the Justice Department until July 15. The prasident
said he and the JCS still disagree on whether someona shounld he
abla to stay in the militazy if tha say they are homosexuals, but
don’t so anything, ie., if they don’t viclate t+he standards of
condner. Clinton added that he expected the ban to be lifted by
July 15, regardless of what the study’s findings or conclusions.

c019_072_011
_011_all_Alb.pdf Page 17 of 60
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yor Immediate Releasat Januarf 29, 19%3

BTATENENT OF DEFARTHENT OF DEFENAE POLICY REGARDING HOMOREXCALS
IN THEE NILITARY

The President has directed the gacratary of Dafanga o
senduct a reviaw of the current capartment of Dafense policy that
axcludes homesexuals $rem military service and prepars a dratt
exssutive order basad upen that ravisw by July 15, 1993

Currant Dapertwent of Def=nse personnsl policiss related %o

this issue will remain in sffodt at leaat through July 15, 1993

while tha pepazrtment cf Defense i{s conducting the raview dirascted
by the President, gubject to the fellewing guidancet

Pirat, queasticn regarding gaxual orientation will be venoved

from futura versions ¢k the induction application, and will not

— pe asked in the interim. The brlafings on millitary justice whion
all racrults are reagquired to recaive uUpon entry @ nilitazy
gayvica and paricdically tharaaftcer under Article 137 of tha
Unifornm Code of Military Justice will inalndae a detalled
explanation of the applicable laws and regulations governing
gexual conduct by menbers of the armed saxvices.

Sacend, tha Department of suotice ls meeking continuances in
pending court-cases involving former sexrvice nembers who have
pean digcharged on the pagie of homomexualily and who are seexing
reinstatement into military cervice. Tha continuances would
freaza Thos@ Casae panding the gompletion of the review directed
by the Fresident.

rhird, commanding officers will continua to precéess Cases
under the current canes and ragulaticns zelated «6 homosoxuality,

» cases invelving homosexual conduct will bhe procesesd
through actual gaparation and digcharge in accordande with
surrent poliay.

# When a case invelves only nomogexual svatus and the person
{nvolved reguests a discharge, the parson will be releazad from
aative duty.

(MORR)
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The Rule Behind the Ban

A directive drafted in 16832 by the Reagon Administiation explicitly
bans homesexials fromt mulitary sarvice and defines whut the
military means by “pamosexuul” and "homosexual pahavior.”

This {8 an excerpt,

a. Jlomosexuality is incuipatible with military gervice, ihe
presence in the military environment uf persons who engage in
homosexual conduct or who, by their statements, demmnstrale a

propensity 1o engage i1 nomosexual conduct, seriously fmpairs the
4ecomplishment of the military imisston. The presence of such

memibers adversely affocts the ability of the Military Services 1o

maintain disciptine, goud order and moralc; to foster mutual trust
and confldence among service members; to insure the {ntegrity of
the system of rank and command; to facilitate ASSigrnent an
woridwidae deployient of service members who frequently must
live and work under close contljtiuns atfording minimal privacy;
to recruit and retain mermbers of the pMilitary {ervices; tO
maintaln (he public acceptabillty of military service.

A s . e s

1 b Asused n this scetion:

{1) Homosexual means a person, regardless of sex, who engeges In,
- desires to engage In, oT intends la engage in homosexual acts;

(2) Bisexual nieans & perion who engages i, desires i0 engage in,
" or intends (v wngage in homosexu ol and neterosexual acts andl,

(3)A homosexual act means hodily contact, actively undertaken or
passively permitted, between members of the same sex for the
purpuse ol satisfying sexual desires.

¢. The basis for scparation Mmay include preservice, priur service or

current wervice conduct or stalemonts. A member shall ba
separated under this sperion if one or more of the following
approved findinge is made:

5 (1) The member has engaged in, attempted to engage in, 0T

. . solicited another (nengageina homoatxual act or acts unless

' there are approved further findings thal:

(a) Such conduct is # Jdeparture from the member's usual and

- _ customary behavior;

* (b) Such conduct under al} the circamstances is unlikely to

5 recur;

L ' (¢) Such conduct was not accomptished by use of force, coercion

,, ur intimidation by the mernber during a period of military

\ . gervice; :

8 {d) Under the |2 rticular circumstances of the case, the
\ : , membar's continued prexsence in the Service is consistent’

iwith the interest of the Service in proper discipling, good
urder and morale, and -

{e) The member docs not desire to engage in or intend to
. engage in Lomosexual acts.

I {2) The membsar has grated thatheursheisa homosexual or
g bisexual unless there is a further finding that the member i not
: a humnsexual or bisexual, .

"I {@8)The member has married or al tempted to marry & person

=i known to be of the sams biological sex (a6 sUidenced by the

2 A exiernal anatomy of the peraons irwolvedL unless there dre
T further findings thal the "nember is not & homogexual or

) bisexual and that the purpose of U 1narriage or attempt was
a0 o (e avoidance or termination of military service.

.
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NEWS U.S.SENATOR FOR KANSAS

e

FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER ¥
FOR TMMEDTATE RELEASE CONTACT: WALT RIKER
JANUARY 29, 1993 (202) 224-5358

GAYS IN THE MILITARY

CLINTON "COMPROMISE" IS . AMAGE ITH LSTAKE .

7. LOUIS, MO -- Genate Republican Leader Rob pole, in St. Louis
Lo addrass the Winter Mesting of the Republican National
Committee, today issued the fullowing statement rxegarding
Prusident clinton‘'s announcement on gays in the military:

The so~called Clinton compromise is nothing moxre than
political damage control for a besieged White Housa.

Hegraettably, president Clinton has decided Lo ignore the
overwhelming majority of the Amexican people, military experts,
vetexan groups and tho advice of Benate Republicans and many
Democrals un the gay issue,

It's a big mistake. He should hove called for a f=-manth
time-out to truly study this coutroversy 80 congressional
hearings could proceed. For some raason, howsver, Bill Clinten
ic determined to make yays in the military a top prioxity, and
hig determination will force Congressional actlon next weaek,
notwithstanding last night’s limited court ruling which applies
only to part of California.

Aftor campaigning almosi exclusively on the ccononmy, it's
ironic that Bill Clinton’s £first public address to the nation as
President is on liflLing the ban on gays in the military.

it
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COMMITT RS
’ AGRICULTURE, NUImITIPN, AND FOREBT:
_ i . BUILOING ' nn:m
s '_;g;}‘. , 444-852] . : BULES
’ Wnited States Senate
= WABHINGTON, BC 206101091
JANUARY 289, 1003
TOt SENATOR DOLE.
FROM s DAN STANLEY
' SUBJECT! CAY BAN ~-- TALKING POINTS
COURT RECISTON
- I‘:m not sure that eone judge’s opinion decldes <whis
issue, Previcua court rulings oveg thea past twenty
yearm have censistently sustained the mnmilitayy's
poliqy.

-- This particular ruling appiies %o a single jurlisdioction
& in california. In my viaw, the preponderance of case
law supports our current militasy policy.

= ‘we In my view, you don't conduct scolal mxperiments with
sur national security just to keep a campalgn promise
to ane group o anothex, This is a mattex that has
profound implications and L keliave that it muat be
given careful study befora there is any change in

policy.
1 Got ’
- T think the £fact that Goys are allowed in othes

militaries misges the print. Without gquestion, America
has the finest military in the world. T don't helleve
wa ashould threaten tha morale and discipline of our
forceas  in  ordex to¢ achieve somm smort of social
equivalent with the French or Dutch,

we I think the Congzess should have the fipal say.

COMPRCMIGE

~= It seemx the Demoarato have found a compromise amongst
themselves, but I wouldn't gay the issua is setrtled.
putting A six menth delay doesn’y mean wa should 11€%
the ban, I agres there should be heaxings and we

~ should study the taats.
Page 21 of 60
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MHIS IS A CLASSIC CASE OF "SHOOT FIRST AND ASK QUESTIONS

LATER." L1’$ OBVIOUS PRESIDENT CLINTON HAS PREDETERMINED
TE QUTCOME, REGARDLESS OF THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED AT TIIE

HEARLNGS .

T NON‘T REGARD THIS AS A PARTISAN ISSUE, BUT APPARENTLY
PRESIDENT CLINTON DOES. WE HWRAR LOTS OF TALK ABQUY A
"COMPROMISE, " BUT THE ONLY PEQPLE HE NEGOTIATED WITH ALL
WEEK WERE DEMOCRATS; AND THRN HE TELLS THE PRESS '[HE
RFPUBLICANS MADE HIM bC IT.

OF ALL THE CAMPAIGN PROMTSRS TO KEEP, I'M SURFRIBED HE WOULD
WANT TO KEEP THIS ONEK, INSTBAD OF FOCUSING HIS "LASER BRAM'
ON THE ECONOMY AND DEFICTIT REDUCTION.

OVERLOOKED LN ALL THE MEDIA HYPE I8 AN IMPORTANT FACT: THE
MILITARY FXCLUDES LOTS OF PEOPLE FROM THE MILITARY, ON THE
BASLS OF AGE, HEALTII, MENTAL STABILITY, CRIMINAL RECORD, AND
4FX (FOR COMBAT). THEY ALSO ASK ABOUT YOUR MARITAL STATUS,
RELIGIOUS BELIEFS, CREDIT STATUS, DRUG USE, AND A HOST OF
ATHER PERSONAL QUESTIONS. MILITARY SERVICE IS A PRIVILEGE,
NOT A RIGHT, IF GAYS WISH TO SERVE THEIR COUNTRY, THERE ARE
MANY OTHER WAYS THEY CAN DO IT.

IT'S REGRETTARIR PRESIDENT CLINTON REJECTED THE ADVICE OF
SKNATE REDPUBLICANS WHO SUGGESTED A STX-MONTH YIME-QOUT FOR A
REAL STUDY OF THE ISSUK. SENATE REPUBLICANS HAD MEANTNGFUL
CONSULTATIONS WITH REPRESENTATTIVES OF MORE THAN 20 VETERANS
GROUPS, REPRESENYVING MILLIONS OF AMERICAN MEN AND WOMEN .
TEREY SAID "GO SLOW, LISTEN TO OUR ARGUMENTS" -- THEY FEEL
VFRY STRONGLY ABOUT THIE ISSUE, AND APPARENTLY THEIR VALID
ARGUMENTS HAVE BEEN TGNORED.

AMONG THE ISSUES THEY RALSED, MOST OF WHICH HAVEN'T
RBEEN CONSIDERED BY MOST AMERICANS BUT WILL DIRECTLY
AFFECT THEM:

® (G.T. RENEFITS -- WILL GAY "gPOUSBS" BE ENTITTED TO
TAXDAVER FUNDED [IEBALTH CARE BENEFITS? TAXPAYER FUNDED
MTT.ITARY REVLIREMENT? TAXPAYER FUNDED HOUSTNG?

® GAY MARRIAGES -- WILL MILITARY CHAPLAINS BE REQUIRED
TO MARRY GAY COUPLES IN MILLUARY CHAPBLS?

@ WOUNDS & AIDS == ON THE FRONTLINES, THE RT.QOD
SUPPLY IS A "WALKING BLOOD BANK."

® RECRUITING -- WILL THERE BE A CHILLING EFFRCY ON THE
ALL-VOLUNTEER ARMY?

® RETENTION -- WILL IT PORCE STRAIGHTS OUT OF THE

c019_072_011_all_Alb.pdf MILITARY? Page 22 of 60
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PRESIDENT CLTNTON ANNOUNCEMENT ON HLS PROPOSED POLICY
EGARDING HOMUSEXUALS IN THE MILITARY
Time: 1:43 p.m.
Location: White House brieling room
January 29, 1993
+Httr

PRESIDENT RILL CLINTON: Good afternoon, ladies and
gentlemen.

I'm sorry, we had a last minute dclay occasioned by
another issue--not this one.

The debate over whethexr to lift the ban on homosexuala
in the military has, to put it mildly, sparked a great deal of
interast over the last few days.

Today, aa you know, I have reachad an agreement,6 at
least with Senator Nunn and Senator Mitchell, about how we will
proceed in the next few days.

But first 1'd like to explain what I belleve about
this issue and why, and what I have decided to do, after a long
conversation, and a very good one with the Joint Chiefr of
Staff, and discussions with several members of Congress,

The issue is not whether there should be homosexuals
in the milltary. Rveryone concedes that there are. The lasue is
whethexr men and women who can and have servad with real
distinution should be axcluded from military service soclely on
the basis of their status.

And I baelieve they should not. The principle on which
I bage thiz position is this. T believe that American citismeng
who want to gerva their country should be able to do so unless
their conduct disqualifies them from doing so.

Militaxy life is fundamentally different {rom civilian
society. IL necessarily has a different and stricter code of
conduct, even a different code of justica.

Nonetheless, individuals who are prepared to accept
all neceazsary restrictions on Lheir behavior, many of which
would be intolerable in civilian society, should ba able to
serve their country honurably and well.

I have asked the secretary of defensa to submit by
July the 15th a drvaft executive order, after full consultation
with military and congressional leaders, and concernsd
individuals outside of the government, which would end the
present policy sclely on the besis of--excuse me--of axclusion
from mililtary service solely on the basis of gexual orientation.

And at the same time establish rlgurous standards
regarding sexual conduct to be applied to all military
personncl.

This draft order will be accompanied by a study
conducted during the next six months on the real practiocal
problems that would be involved in this revisien of policy, so
that we will have a practical, realistic approach consistent
with the high standards of combat effectiveness and unit
cohesion that our armed servicas must maintain.

I agree with the joint chiefs that the highest
slandards of conduct must be required. The change cannot and
should not be accomplished overnight. It does require c¢xtenaive
ceonsultation with the joint chiefs, experts in the Cungrass and
in the legal community, joined by my administration and others.
We‘ve consulted closely to date and will do so in tha futurs.
During thalt prucess, interim measures will be placed into
effect, which I hope again sharpen the focus of this debate.

The joint chiefs of staff have agreed to remove the
question regarding one’'s sexual orientation from future version
of the enlistment application and it will not be asked in the
interim. ;
We also all agrcc that a vexy high standaxd of conduct
can and must be applied. So the single area of disagreement is
this. Should aomecne be able to serve thelr country in nniform
if they say they are homasexual but they do nothing which
violates the code of conduct, undermines unilkt cohesion or morale
apart from Lhat statement?

That is what the furor of the laslL few daym has been
about. And the practical and not insignificant issues raised by
that issue are what will be studled in tha next six months.

Through this period ending July 15th, the Department
of Justice will seek continuances in pending court casas
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involving reinstatement and administrative separation under
current Department of Defense pulicies based on status alone
will be stayed, pending completion of this review.

The final dischacrge in cases based only on status will
be suspended until the president has an opportunity to review
and act upon the final recommendationg of tho secretary of
Nefense with respect to the current policy.

In the meantime, a member who’s discharge has been
suspended by the attorney general will be separated from active
duty and placed in stand-by reserve until the final report of
the secretary of Defense and the final action of the praeasident.

This is the agreement that I have reached with Sanator
Nunn and Scnator Mitchell, During this review process, I will
work wilh the Congress and I believe the compromise announced
today by the senators and by me shows that we can work together
to end the gridlock that has plagued our cilty for too long. This
compromise is not everything I would have hoped for, or
everything that I have stood for, but it is plainly a
substantial step in the right directionm.

And it will allow us to muve forward on othar terribly
important issues affecting far more Americans. My administration
came to this city with a mission--to bring oritical isasues of
reform and renewal, and economic rovitalization te the public
debate=--issues that are central to the lives of all Americans.

We are working on an economic reform agenda that will
begin with an addresgs to the joint session of Congress on
¥ebruary l7th.

Tn the coming months the White House Tagk Force on
Health Care, chaired by the first lady, will completa work on a
vomprehensive health care reform proposal to be submitted to
Congress within & 100 days of the commencement of this
adminisrration.

We will be designing a system of national service, to
hegin a season of gervice in which our nation’s unmet needs are
addreased, and we provide more young people the opportunity to
go to collage,

We will be proposing comprehensive welfare reform
legislation, and other important initiatives,

T applaud the work that hae beon done in the last two
or three days by Senator Nunn, Senalor Mitchell and others, to
enable us to mova forward on a principle that is important te
me, without shutting the government down and running the risk of
nol even addressing the family and medical leave issue which is
so important to America’s families, before Congress goes into
its recess.

I am looking forward to getting on with this issue
over tha next six months, and with these other issues which wexrc
so central to the campaign, and far more importantly, are so
important to the lives of all tha American people.

Q: Mr. President (inaudible)==
(Simultanscus talking,)

Q: (inaudible) yesterday a federal court in
California sald that the military ban on homosexuals was
imconstitutional,

Will you direct the Navy and the Justice Department
not to appeal that decision, and how does that ruling strengthen
your hand in this case?

PRESIDENT CLINIUN: Well, it makes one point=eI think
it etrengthens my hand, if you will, in two waye.

One, I agree with the principle embodied in the cass.
As I understand=--I’'ve not read the opinion--but as I understand,
Lhe opinion drawe the distinction thak I sesek to draw botween
conduct and status.

And secondly, it makes the practical point I have basen
making all along, which is that there is a not Egnignificnnt
chance that this matter would ultimaLely be resolved in the
courts in a way Lhat would open admission into the military,
without the opportunity to deal with thig whole range of
practical issums which everyone who’s aever thought about it, or
talked it through, concedes are there.

80 I think it strongthens my hand on the principle ae
well as on the process.
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Qs Mr, President, therm’s a glags of water
(inaudible) while I ask a question. Do you think, =ince you
promised during the campaign, your literature put out, very
first statement--lift the ban on homosexuals in the military
immediately.

Do you think you didn’t think through these practical
problems?

what have you learned from this experienca in dealing
with powerful members of the Senate and the Jeoint Chlafs?

And how much of a problem 18 this for you, to accept a
compromise which doesn’t meet your real goals lLimediately?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, I haven’t given up on m
real goals. I think this ls a dramatic step forward. Normally,
in the history of civil rights, the advancements of presidents
have not necessarily been in the forefront in the beginning.

And so . think the fact that we actually have the
Joint Chiefs of 3tLaff agreeing that it's time to take this
question off the, off the enlistment form, that thare ought te
be a serious examination of how this would be done, even though
they haven’t agreed that it should be done.

That the Senate, if they voto for the motion advocated
by Senators Nunn and Mitchell, will agree--senators who don’t
agree that the policy should be changed are agreseling that we
ought to have a chance to work through this for six months, and
to persuadae them of that I think is very, very significant.

Now, T would remind you that any president'’s executive
order can be overturned by an ect of Congress. The president can
then veLu the act of Congress and try to have his veto sustained
if tha act stands on its own. As a simple issue that could
always ba vatosd.

But I alweys knew thal there was a c¢hance that the
Congress would disagree with my position. I can only tell you
that I still think T'm right, I feel comfortable about the way
¥9hhavn done thies, and I'm going to maintain the commitment that

ave,

Q: (inaudible) practical problems--just anawer that
part of the question.

Qs Obviously you didn’t intend the first--I'm sorry.
PREESIDENT CLINTON: No, I had alwaxl Elnnnod--: had
ur T

d to allow some pericd of time g which
T WL G Wi ik are the

qLgnific ] P! emsa .,

afloct may reverse the c
intended to do ut ere has to a Lime at which these
Tssues, theses practical issues are doveloped, and policles are
developed to deal with them.

Q: Obviously you didn‘t intend the first week of youxr
administration giving your promise to have Lhe lasar focus on
the economy to be seen around the country as military gay righLs
waak ,

I wonder if, in retrospect, you think you could have
done things differently to avold that happaning?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: I dun’t know how I could have done
that. The Juint Chiefs asked for a meeting about a number of
issues of which this was only une. WwWe spent a lot of time
talking about other things, This issue was nol put forward in
thie context by me, it
States Senate who 80O to make it an lssue early on.

Q: Well, I wonder ife

PRESIDENT CLINTON: And I doun’t know how [ could have
stopped them from doing that,

Q: You don‘t think that in making the promise, and
then in promising to folluw through on it early, that you might
have given rise to this, do you, sir?

€019 072_011_all_Alb.pdf

Page 25 of 60



This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas
T i http://dolearchives.ku.edu @

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, I think it was pretty clear
to me that ye were lalking abe Bome _port o mon rocass

l'iaiﬁ and da;ﬂ agﬂ a d thée people who wanted E&t now werc
etérrs e an orobab won -.-a, [+ af thel on't ne

. ink That we must--tr AVG the perfect right to

da thig, but the timino af this who @ luuun was clalrl forced

O S Q: Two questions. First of all, juet to make sure
b that we’'re clear on this. July 15th, this happens, period,
regardless of what comes out at these hearings, ls that correct?
The ban will be¢ igsued--or will be lifted, rather?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: That is my position. My position
is thal I sti11 embrace the principle and I think it should be
done,

The pogition of those who are opposed to me is Lhat
they think the problemz will be sc overwhelming everybody with
youd sense will change their position. I don't expect Lo do
that,

Q: You definitely expect to do it. And secondly--

PRESINENT CLINTON: I don’t expect to_change my
position. *
4? “3-"‘ 'i’>-".‘ . --ﬁ
Q: --what do you think is going to happen in the
military? There have been all gorts og dire predictions, of
violence, of, you know, mass cnmings out, whatever, What do you
think the impact of this is going==-

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, for onw thing, I think if
= the==if you look at the last ten years of cxperience here,
~— : according to the reports we have Lhis count ent $500 million
BRI in tax dullars to separate something under ﬁ %00 hamosexuals
st from the zservice and has dealt with co 1ainns, at least, of
sexual abugse--heterosexual abuse, largely against women--of far
greater volumes. Rul during this period we have plainly had the
best educated, best trained, most coheaive military force in the
history of the United States and sverybedy--ask anybody and the
joint chiefs will tell you that.
They agreed that we should stop aaking the question-=-
this singlc thing that is dividing peuple on this debate. I
want to make it very clear--thie is a very narrow issue. IL is
whether a person, in the absence of any other disqualifying
conducil., can simply say that he or she is homosexual and stay in
the service. I do not expacit Lhat to spark this kind of problem
and I certainly think in the next aix months as people start to
work it through and talk it through, a lot of the legitimate
practical issues will be raised and dealt with in & more
rational enviranwent that is lass charged. That is certainly
what I hope will happen.
Thank you.

FND REMARKS
bt

i

The Reuter Transcript Report

President Clinton/Gaye in the military (first and final add)
January 29, 1993 -
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SENATE MAJORITY LEADER GEORGE MITCHELL (D-MAINE) AND SEN. SAM
NUNN (D-GA.) NEWS CONPERENCE
Topic: Gays in the military
Time: 2:23 p.m,
Locvatlon: Senate Radio-~TV Gallery

January 29, 1993
e

; SENATOR GEORGE MITCHELL (D-Maine): Good aftermoon
RS ladies and gentlemen. Thank you for your courtesy in joining ue
tuoday. I will make a briet statement. Senator Nunn will have a
gtatement. And then we both will be pleased to respond to your
questions.

President Clinton has instructed Secretary of Defense
Aspin to undertake a full scale review and consultation with the
leadars of the military services on the current implementation
of policy with respect to Lhe retention of acknowledge
homosexual service men and women. I applaud President Clinton
for his consultation on this marttAr with leaders in Congrese, in
particular with Senator Nunn, the chairman of the Senate Armad
Services CommilLlLew, as well as with officials in the defense
department; military and civilian.

The preajdent has demonstrated gtrong leadership and a
firm commitment to principle, Ile said today that this directive
is not everyrhing he hoped for, but it is an important stap in
the right direction. I agree.

T also strongly commend Senator Nunn. He has acted
solely on the basis of his conscience and conviction. His
support for this directive is crucial. As with the president
and with me, it is not all he haped for. But in this matter, as
29 always doss, Senator Nunn has placed the national interest

irst.

I believe this directive is an appropriate way to
assure thal the policy can be reviewed and proposals formulated

~— in a way that preserves military discipline and effactiveness,
s while protecting the rights of all our military service men and
women regardless of sexual arieatation.

SENATOR SAM NUNN (D-Georgia): Thank you very much,
Mx. Leader, and thank you for all of your splendid n:ﬁpcrt which
is not unusunal. In fact I get that on every matter that comes
up that’s controversial, where we have some real feelings on it
and whera the Senate of the United States is olosely divided.
and you and I have been through many of those over the years.
And T thank you for your superd leadership.

I support the compromise announced today regarding the
Jdefense department’s policy exc¢luding homosexuals from military
service. The steps announced by President Clinton and I'm suro
that Secretary of Defense Aspin will be making statements and
issuing directives pursuant to this at some later point, allow
for a six month peried during which both the executive branch
and the Congress can carefully raview the basis for the current
policy and the potential consequences of a changm in that
currenl policy.

As I‘ve said on a number of occasions on the floor of
Lhe United States Senate and other places, I agree with the
T - current policy. If there is one Lhing I‘ve learned on military
b o S matters in my 20 years of serving in the United States Senate

St : and working with the military virtually every day, is that our
armed forces function well if we respect and supporl their hasic
requirements for vohesion and effectiveness. Resolving this

: i conflict between individual rights and the basic needs of our

e military is mlways difficult. But our nation has had an

e B cftective military because we have achimved an acceptable

balange over the years. This balance must be maintained.

I also belleve however that our country is changing
and we have to listen to other points of view. e armed
services committee will begin a serims of comprehensive hearings
in the next several months on the isgue of homosexuals in the

1
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military services. We will hear from a broad range of views on
this question; the civilian and military leadership of the

department of defense, the men and women currently serving in

uniform in ranks of the military service; both enlisted, young

officers as well as the high ranking officials, and persons from

Ehe civilian community with expertise and interestes in this
REUE.

I want to cowmend President Clinton and Secretary
Aspin for working with those of us in the Cungress to devel
the framework that has been announced that will allew carefu
consideration of this matter in the weeks and months ahead.

! I understand and rcopect the president’s viwws on this
R Lot matter, Persistent media raports that I am somshow irritated
over not being consulted on this issue by the administration are
totally false. I have never said that, and it is not true.

I had the opportunity to discuss on a number of
occasions with President Clinton himself, beginning in August of
last year, and continuing in at leasl four or five occasions
I've dlsvussed this igsue as wall as many other issues. I'nm
contidont that President Clinton understand my own personal
views on this 1ssue, and i'm also very confident that he
undecrstanda the constitutional respunsibilities of the Congress
in ralsing armies and maintaining our military forces.

In the discussions over the past weak on how to
resolve the current issue, I emphasized over and over again that
I believed Lhat it was essential to maintain the ocurrent
dofartmant of defense policy that excluded homosexuals from
wilitary service, and that that remain in effect during the
period of review by the Congress and the exmcutive branch. I
also emphasized in my discussions with Prosident Clinton, and I
submitted some proposals to them lasl evening, along with
Senator Mitchell. I emphasized that the toliowing additional
points were necessary in my view to reach a consensug on this
igsue before wa go into the gix month pericd of intentional and
careful study:

The firet point, if the department eliminales ths pre=
. enlistment question on sexual orientation, whioh has been agreed

~— to by the Joint Chiefs, as the president raflected in his naws
AT confarance, the department should also provide every recruit
with a clear explanation of the applicable laws and regulations
governing sexual conduct by members of the armed forces.
The uniform code aof military justice is the conduct
; % vode of the military, and I want to make sure, and I baliave
e, P this directive has done Lhat, that they undarstand that when
B ot they enter the military.

Commanding officers should be allowed to continue to
process cases for discharge under the current laws and
regulations relating to homosexuality. That’eg point two,

Cases invelving homosexval conduct should ba ccagsed
through actual separation and discharge in accordance with
current poliicy. That'’s for conducl, And everyona agrees with
that, The president, Joint Chicts and others.

With respect Lo any guidance that would be ugced for
caseg involving only homosexual status, the cases should ha
processed through all administrative proceedinge and the persons
should be saparated from active duty. A membar who’s discharge
has been suspended by the attorney general will be separated
from active duty and placed in Lhe standeby reserve.

Individuals in the ctand-by reserve would have tha
option to return upon request to active duty should the poli
be changed. Lf the policy is not changed, those persons woul
be discharged.

the stand-by reserve included individuals in a non-pag
status whe are nok affiliated with a unit or position dogignate
for mobilization in the ready reserve.

The [inal point, which is in the directive that has
been given out by the White House today, part of the president’'s
announcemenL. The final point that I had felt was sesential and
it has been incorporated i1s the commanding nfficers may, in the
interest of tha individual or the unit concerned direct changes
in the assignment of personnel durlng the course of separation
proceedings.

Page 28 of 60
6019 072_011_all_Alb.pdf



This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas
e http://dolearchives.ku.edu

The policies announced by the administratlion today
incorporates each of these points. This ia a very difficult and
a very emotional issue as we’ve found out in the last few days.
i In the coming months, T hupe that all interested parties will
et : participate in a constructive, deliberate discuasion of all the
questions raised by Lhe potential changes to the current defense
department Eolicy excluding homosexuals from military service.
Thank you.

Q: Senator Mitchell, how do you see the vote coming=--
the key votes coming down in this issue if Republicans ag they
e have previously said will attcmpt to force an amendment to
e codify the existing ban? How do yon see this playing out on
; what legislaticon (inaudible)? Where would the key vote occur?

SENALOR MITCHELL: The decision as to what amendment
to offer and whal legislation to offer it to will of course be
made by the opponents and perhaps there’ll he some indication of
that today. I believe that given this directive and the support
for it announced here today by Senalor Nunn that a majority of
Lhe Senate will reject an effort to immediately codify by
gtatute the existing policy.

Q: That waa not your view earlier this waak? Was it
your opinion earlier this weeck that a majority of the Saenate
would vote to codify? Ts this a change in your view as a result
of this?

L . SENATOR MITCHELL: No, it’s not a changa in my view.

o i s , It's consistent with what I've gaid publicly and privately since
this matter first arose.

Q: Genator Nunn, the ilnaudihln) today indicates that
following a six month revicw period he is going to see when Lhis
executive order will allow gays in the military. If he does go
ahead with that, will you then bring legislation (lnaudible) to
tham?

SENATOR NUNN: Well, let me put it this way. I think
the president will listen to whal has devel in the hearings.
I know he has already talked to the joint chiefs and he has
invited them to give him their views and I'm sure they’rc going
G to do that. I'm certain he'’s going to listen to thea man and
TEETY women in tha miliLary. He has a position which he basce on
i ; principle. He feels deeply about it. I don’t think he intends
to change his mind. I have a feeling on the subject and I don’t
have any present intention of changing my mind. But I'm going
to listen carefully to the testimony. I'm going to heaxr all
points of view and my final judgment: wlll be based on all of
Lhat. testimony and what we learn betwecen now and the time we
actually see what the prasident does.

If the president goes torward with the executive order
then I will have to make a decision then what I do. I wasn'’t
leading the charge for legislation on this matter. My first
statement and clear statement was that I hope that there would
not be legislation on this mattex., I hopw the president would
not: change the current policy during the interim period. I said
that last week., %You’ll have to Lalk to other Eauplo who wera
leading the charge and may still, for legislation, to determine
that.

Q: Senator Nunn, the (inaundible) decigion in
California had to de with (inaudible) your view?

SENATOR NUNN: The court decision ls a district court
decision, as I understand it. I haven'’'t read the case but that
district court decision can be appealed. There was a similar
case in 1989 on I believe very similar circumstances, A
AT district court also ruled the current policy uncoenstitutional in
A " 1989. That wam appealed to the seventh circuit. The seventh

: circuit reversed that case and upheld the current policy.

S0 in court cases, we all have to wait until the

3 #
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appeals take place to deotoermine what may happen.

I think there’s a serious question on the district
court decision that goes far beyond this issue, and that is,
whether the commander in chief and the Congress will set the
rules for the military or whether Lhe faderal courts will set
the rules for the military. I have always felt that the rules
for the military ought to be set by the commander in chief, the
presidenl. and the Congress. That goea far beyond this issue and
is not necessarily related Lo this issus exclusivaly,

SENATOR MITCHELL: Do you mind if I make a comment on
that? sShe asked both of us, As the only furmar federal
district judge in the Congress I am inclined to give greater
weight to thc opinione of such courts, amspecially when they are
consistenlL with my views on the issue.

{Laughter)

SENATOR NUNN: I’ve nevar had life tenurs, myself,

SENATOR MITCHELL: And I had it for a relatively brief
periovd of time. I’ve not yvet read the opinion. I’'ve read the
prcog repoxrte of it, I look furward to reading the entire
opinion. ©Obviously I favor lifting the ban and while I agree
with Senator Nunn that policies with respect to the military
ought to be set by the president and Congrasa, 1t is also true,
as I'm sure he will agree, that the definition of the
constitutional rights of all American clitizens is an appropriate
suhject for determination by the federal courts. And so 1t L=
correct of course that this decision is subject to appeal and
the ultimate decision will have to be rendered by the highest
court in the land.

But so faxr, based on what I’ve heard, I like the
opinion.

Q: Do you have any indication that (inaudible)?

SENATOR MITCHELL: I have no knowledge of that. T have
no knowledge, one way or the other.

SENATOR NUNN: No, I'm certain the administration will
take some time to look at the case and detexrmina. I doubt vexy
seriously if thaey’ve had a chance te do that. Thoy’'re going to
Eave to have an attorney general at some point get involved

ere, too.

SENATOR MITCMELL: 7You know, when I was, when I was a
foderal judge I tended to not lock kindly upon people who
commentexl uon my opinions before reading them, and I followed a
rule which I know L8 quaint in sume circles, that L actually
reard court decisions before commenting in detail on them, and T
would recommend that to everyone and I think that‘s clearly, as
Senator Nunn indicated, what the administration must do.

Qs If the Republicans try Lo proceed, as they said
yesterday they would Srocaad (inaudible) will you introduce a
second (inaudible) and does Lhls require--this announcement
today, your announcement, require any legislation (inaudible)?

SENATOR MITCHELL: Implementation of the directive
does not reguire legislation.

Q: Right, bnt yours--

SENATOR MITCHELL: And we will await such action as
those who have a contrary view take before attempting to respond
to it. We will be prepared, I hope, for cvery eventuelity. And I
balieve, as I said earlier--I’m now repsatinge-that a majority
of the Senate will reject any effort to place, bglutatuta, the
current or the policy prior Lo the issuance of this directive
into law at this time,

Qt Senator Nunn, thoe president said today that it was

4
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membecs of the Senate who made this such an issue, not-~that he
?idn't make it an issue, that members of the ZYenate mada it an
LESUE .

* Do you have any second thoughts on your role in this
at all?

SENATOR NUNN: I'm sure he wasn’'t talking about me. I
wasn’'t, T wasn’t threatening to introduce legislation. T urged
both sides to not take final decisive action. I urged the
president not to, and I urged there to be no legislation on this
LEBUC,

My gositien had to be detsrmined hy what the exaecutive
branch did., If the executive branch had changed current polic
in a significant way, that was a de facto implementation of the
policy change the president advocated, then I very likely would
have voted on legislation that was presented, and I probably
would not have voted with the president on that.

But the presildent did not do that. I think we have a
vary sensible policy here that’s going to govern during the
interim and I support that policy, So I don’t think he was
talking about me,

Q1 Was it your idea about putting gays who aze
simply--who announce their sexual preforence in the ready
rasarve?

SENATOR NUNN: Standby, standby reserve,
Q: GStandby reserve?

SENATOR NUNN: Yes, Lthat was my suggestion) that was
my suggestion. Every one of the points I just made very
carefully here waere Lhe suggestions I made,

The president made it very clear that he didn’t get
everything he wanted. There are somc things in here that he
would have preferred not to have,

I would have preferred juat purely the current policy.
But I think this is a reasvnable compromisge and I think it takes
into account the viewpoint of the president, and I believe that
it, hopefully will get 50 percent of the senatorg--

SENATOR MITCHELL: Given the--if I may add just a
brief comment to that. Given the controvarsial and highly
publicized nature of thig Lssue, and the unrestricted right of
amendment in the Senate in which any individual mamber of the
Senate can offer any amendment at any time, I believe LL was
reasonable, prudent and correct for the president to anticipate
that action would have boen initiated in the president, whatever
he did or did not do.

Q: Can I ask what was the last sticking peint or
;tiokinq pointa in reaching a decision vver the last 24-36
ours?

What was the hardest (inaudible)?

SENATOR NUNN: The hardest part was what to do during
l.his six month period, and that’'s the key and the hardest part
of that was what to du with individuals who were not charged
with conduct but werc charged with the status, and the hard part
of that was whether yuou rcould--one thing that I felt very
strongly about, it is now part of this puliny, is that a unit
commander would have the right to reaseign to protect the
individual, if necessary, or to protect the unit,

I think that’s enormously important. And the other
thing that I believe was imporLant was that the discharge
procedurms go forward and that the individuals be separated from
active duty, but they also be put in standby reserve and they'’d
hava the right to re-enter depending on the ultimate outcome of
the policy.

Those were all among the final issues Lu be, to be
decided. One other issue that was important, and thie again is
what we talked about, was that the Uniform Code of Military

i
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Justice he clearly explained to people who are recruits, becauze
they'ze coming in wilhout full knowledge of what may happen in
8ix monthg.
But the Uniform Code of Military Justice is the law.
= IL cannot ba changed by executive order. That law governs the
conduct of the military and I think it’'s very important that

Lhey be given a clear exzplanation of that including the
provisions on sexual bahavior.

. SENATOR MITCHELL: If I may just make one comment on
that,

> (Laughtex. )
A T

Q: Feal free, (inaudible)

SENATOR MITCHELL: I do thank you very much.

I believe the president correctly identificd the
principal. iggue at stake and in controversy here and that is the
distinction between disciplinary action taken on the basis of
conduct as oppesed to disciplinary action taken on the basis of
status.

That is, what a perscn does as opposed to what a
person is. From the president’s standpoint this directive
@stablishes that principle and it ls very important that
everyhody understand that.

A distinction is made in this directive on the
procedures which will be utilized for these persans with regpect

P to whom action is taken un the basis of conduct, what they do as
: opposed to the action which will be taken with respect to those
based upon their sLatus.

Q: (inaudible)

SENATOR MITCHELL¢ %hey are, and 80 I think Senalor
Nunn is quite correct--this is a compromise. But I think the
importance, from the president’s ptandpoint=--and it i=s a

~— ] significant one--is that thal. distinction is established, and
' this is during the interim period.

As Senator Nunn has so correctly stated on several
occasiong, we’'re talking about during thisg time when thip will
be thoroughly explored. I--the fact is of course, am you know,

= Senator Nunn and I do not agrea on that ultimate issue. We do
et < M agree Lhat these hearings will be instxructive and informative
ke ; for all, for those legislalors who will have toc vote on this
tgsue, and for the American pecpls.

And I wani. Lo conclude by saying I am pleased that
Senator Nunn will be conducting those hearings, bmcause there is
not a more thorough and intelligent and effective legislator in
this Senate than Senator Nunn,

And I'm confident that although he has atated his view
very clearxly on the subject, that he will conduct these hearings
in a fair, Lhorough and appropriate manner, with a view Loward
eliciting the best kind of and must thorough information on the
subject as posgible.

SENATUR NUNN: Ffenator Glenn will ba helping as the
manpower chairman.

o SENATOR MITCHELL: We look forwaxd to that,

Q: Senator, during this six month pericd they're
geing to be separate anyway, aren’t they? ‘hey’'re going to be
put in (inaundible) but they’re going to be separated?

SENATOR NUNN: It'e all very clear thera.

END NEWS CONFERENCE

[
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The Reuler Transcript Report
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TATLKING POINTS ON
HEALTI! CARE REFORM
= JANUARY 29, 1993

o PRESIDENT CLINTON HAS SAID HE IS STRONGLY COMMITTED HIMSELF
TO REFORMING AMERICA’S HEALTH CARE SYSTEM, HE WILL SUFFER
NC SHORTAGE OF ADVICE IN THIS MISSION, LAST YEAR THERE WERE
MORE THAN THIRTY HEALTH REFORM PROPOSALS IN CONGRESS, NONE
OF THEM IIAD ENOUGH SUPPORT NECESSARY TO PASS.

(] THE INABILITY TO REACH CONSENSUS SEEMS TO BE TRUF
WITHIN THE PRESIDENT’'S TEAM AS WELL. SO FAR, HIS
HEALTH CARE ADVISORS HAVE NOT FOUND A RATIONAT, AND
AFFORDABLE WAY TQ EXPAND HEATTH CARE COVERAGE TO ALL
AMERICANS. SO HE HAS TURNED TO IIS WIFE, HITLARY, 10
HELY DEVELOP A PLAN.

e} AS A KBY ADVISOR ON HEATLTH CARE, I AM HOPEFUL MRS. CLINTON
WILL BE WILLING WO WORK WITII ME AND MY COTLLEAGUES ON CAPITOL
HILL. IF SUC IS WILLING TO MAKK HERSELF AVAILABLE TO 18,
THEN T AM HAPPY TO HAVE HER BECOME ACTIVE IN THE ISSUE AND I
LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING WYTH HER,

o NO DOQUBT ABOUT IT HFALTH CARE IS AN ISBUE THAT CRIRS
OUT FOR A BIPARTISAN COOPERATION. 1IT WILL BE DIFFICULT
TO PASS ANY MAJOR REFORM WITHOUT IT,

o THE ISSUES ARFE NOT SIMPLE NOR INEXPENSIVE BUT THEY MUST
BE ADDRESSED,

o FOR TOC LONG WE HAVE EXPENDED ENORMQUS RESOURCES TO
BUILD THE FINEST HEALTH CARE DELIVERY SYSTEM IN THE
WORLD -- UNFORTUNATELY, MANY LN OUR COUNTRY, OITEN
THOSE. MOST IN NEED -- DO NOT IIAVE ADEQUATE ACCESS TO
THE SYSTEM.

o MY REPUBLICAN COLLEAGUES AND I HAVE WORKED ON THIS ISSUE FOR
MANY YEARS. WE HAVE A NUMBER OF CONCRETE PROPQSALS AND
SUGGESTIONS WHICH WE BELIEVE WILL IMPROVE THE SYSTEM. BUT,
WE DO NOT HAVE ALL THE ANSWERS. ANYQONE WHO HAS ATTEMPTRER TO
WORK THROUGH HEALTH CARE REFORM [IAS QUICKLY COME TQO REALIZE
THE COMPLEXITY OF THIS ISSUE.

0 HOWEVER, WHILE ANXTOUS TO ADDRESS 'WHE REAIL, PROBLEM WITH
THE SYSTEM, LET'S NOT DESTROY WHAT WE KNOW TC BE GOQOD
OR IGNORE THE RBALITIES OF THE NBEDS O A DIVFRSE
POPULATION IN A COUNTRY THE STZE OF THE U.S.

' AS A GROUP, REPUBLICANS CONTTNUE TQ BE ¥ULLY COMMITTED TO
¥ REFORMING OUR HEALTH CARY DELIVERY SYSTEM. WE CONTINUE YO
MEET CONSISTENTLY ON A WEERLY BASIS AND WILL WORK TO
STRENGTHEN OUR PROPOSAL UNTIL HEALTII CARE COSTS ARE

CONTAINED AND ALL AMERICANS HAVE ACCESS TO THE BYSTEM.
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o HEALTH CARE MUST BE MADE AVAILABLE TO ALL AMERICANS
THROUGH A COMPETITIVE PRIVATE SECTOR HEALUH CARE SYSTEM
-—- WITH THE GOVERNMENT SERVING AS A BACK UP FOR THOSE
WHO HAVE NO ACCESS TO PRIVATE INSURANCE.

=} THE COST OF HEALTH CARK MUST BE REDUCED BY REFORMING
THE I[IEALTH CARE MARRET PLACE NQT THROUGH ARBITRARY
PRICE CONTROLS.

o AT A MINIMUM, THE QUALITY OF CARE TO WHICH MANY IIAVE
BECOME ACCUSTOMED MUST BE RETAINED AS WELL AS SOME
ELEMENTS OF CONSUMER CHOICE.

o STATES SHQULD CONTINUE TO HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO TEST
QUT VARYING METHODS OF REFORM=-THEY ARE TERRIFIC

LABORATORIES ,

o WHATEVER SOLUTION WE ACREE TO, BE IT "MANAGED
COMPETTITTION" OR SOME OTHER METHOD OF REFORM MUST BE
FLEXIBLE ENQUGH TO ADDRESE THE NERDS OI' NOT ONLY NEW
YORK CITY, AND RUSSELL, KANSAS. THE SPECIAL PROBLEMS
FACED BY RURAL AMERICA CANNOT BE IGNORED, OR LEFT TO BE

~ AN AFTERTHOUGHT.

9 THE SURVIVAL OF AN ORGANIZED SYSTEM OF PUBLIC HEALTH,
WHICH IS OFTEN THE SOLE SOURCE OF CARF FOR MANY IN BOTH
URBAN AND RURAL AREAE, MUST BE ASSURED.

Q FINALLY, LETS NOT FORGET TIHE VERY IMPORTANT ROLE OF THE
TEACHING HOSPTTALS IN THIS COUNTRY. THEIR DUTY IS TO
NOT ONLY CARE FOR THE SICK =-- BUT ALSO TO TRAIN THOSE
WHO WILI, CAR® FOR QUR CHILDREN AND GRANDUHILDREN IN THE
YEARS TO COME.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: SENATOR DOTR

- FRt GCREG SCHNACKE
PA: JANUARY 27, 1992
RE: BEECH, BOEING & SEARS LAYUFFS

AS YOU KNOW, THESE THREE COMPANIES ANNOUNCED CUTDACK PLANG
THIS WEEK. SUMMARIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:!

BOEING =~ 35 PERCENT REDUCTION IN COMMERCIAL WORK BY MID-
1994 AFFECTING 737, 747, 757, & 767 MODELS. THEY ARE DOING THIS
ZECAUSE THEIR CUSTOMERS ARE DELAYING DELIVERIKS, ORDERS AND NOY
PTACTNG NEW OQORDERS. OF 20,000 EMPLOYEES IN WICHITA, 18,000 ARE
WORKING ON COMMERCIAL AIRCRAFT PROGRAME. THE PUGEYT BQUND,
WASHINGTNON WORK FORCE IS 98,000. BOEING EMPLOYMENT WORLD WIDE IS
143,000.

LAST YEAR BOEING LAID OFF 6,000 COMPANYWIDE -- APPROXIMATELY
2,000 IN WICHITA. BOEING DOES NOT HAVE A FIRM NUMBER THEY CAN
GIVE US AS TO HOW MANY WORKERS IN KANSAS WILL LOSE THEIR JOBS --
THEY ARE WORKING ON PROJECTIONS AND HOPE TO HAVE SOMETHING WE CAN
USE SOON -- PERHAPS 10-14 DAYS. ANALYSTS ARE ESTIMATING THE CUTS
COULD BE AS MANY AS 20,000 WORKERS TOTAL FOR THE COMPANY, WE
JIAVE BEEN IN CONSTANT CONTACT WITI TID BOEING WASIHINGTON, D.C.
STAFF WHO PRIVATELY, BUT NOT OFFICIALLY, TELL ME WE ARE LOOKING
AT 6,000 JOBS IN WICHITA.

T EXPRESSED CONCERN THAT MEDIA REPORTS INDICATED BOEING HAD
NO PLANS TO BOLSTER JOB-CHANGE SERVICES AT THE CAREER TRANSITION
CENTER. T TOLD THEM THAT TYPR OF STATEMENT SENDS THE WRONG
SIGNAL. I EXPECT THEY WILL BE GIVING US AN IDBA OF WHAT THEY
WILL DO TN THTIS AREA TATER TODAY TN ADVANCE QF YOUR TRTP. THIS
IS SOMETHING YOU MAY WANT TQ CALL FOR, HOWEVER, KEEP IN MIND THEY
WILL, RESPOND THEY DON’T HAVE THE MONEY TO RETRAIN, THEY HAVE
REACIIED A SATURATION LEVEL OF WHO THEY CAN RETRAIN AND PLACE

WITHIN THE COMPANY ~-- THEY WOULD ARGUE SPENDING RESOURCKS 'O DO
THIS WILL END UP COSTING MORE JOBS.

I ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT GOVERNOR FINNEY, WHO WILL BE HERE
NEXT WEEK? FOR THE NATIONAL GOVERNORS CONFERENCE HAS EXPRESSED
HER DESTRE AT A CABTINET MRETTNG A COUPTRE OF DAYS AGO TO MEET WITH
YOU ON THIS SUBJECT. &0 FAR, T AM ADVISED SHE HAS NOT CONTACTED
THE OFFTCR FOR AN APFPQTNTMENT.

BOETNG HAS EXPRESSED HOPE THAT THESE AIRCRAFT DELIVERIES
WILL RESUME IN 18 MONTHS. WHAT THE LAID-OFF WORKFORCE DQEE IN
THE MEANTIME, OF COURSE, IS THE BIG QUESTION. SO FAR, 'WHEY HAVE
BEEN SUCCESSFUL IN DREFBERRING THE VAST MAJORITY OF ORDERS RATIIIR
THAN OUTRIGHT CANCELLAWIONS. ''HE BLGGESYT COMPETITOR IS "OLD
e AIRCRAPT" -- THE NEED IS STILL THERE TO REPLACE AGING FLEETS.

T AM ATSO ADVISED THAT ROEING CHATRMAN FRANK SCHRONTZ HAS NO
PLANS TO COME TO WASHINGTON TO DISCUSS THIB.
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— WHAT IS8 ON THE HORIZON AS FAR AS FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT IS
ANYBODY'S GUESS. BOEING ISN'T ALONE A8 TAR AS LAYOFFS GO ==
SEARS, BEECH, IBM, PRATT & WHITNFY -- THIS WOULD BE A HUGE RELIEF
PACKAGE TF IT EVER GOT ROLLING, MAJOR AIRLINES HAVE LOST MORE
MONEY IN THE PAST YEAR THAN THEY HAVE MADE IN THEIR ENTIRE

HISTORY. THE SUBSIDLZED AIRBUS PROGRAM I8 BIG COMPETITION KOUR
BUEING,

OTHER ISSUES ATLSO COME BACK ¥FOR DISCUSSION -- FOREIGN
OWNERSHIP OF U.S. AIRLINES, CURRENTLY LIMITED TO 25 PERCENT,
COULD PROVIDE ADDITTONAL CAPITAL (ALTHOUGH IT STRIXES A NEGATTVE
POLITICAL CORD WITH MOST PEQPLE). FURTHER NRFENSE CuTs, AIRLINES

THAT ARE OPERATING UNDER BANKRUPLCY PROTECTION, ATRBUS SUBSINTRS,
RIC.

SEARS

-- CLOSING TELECATALOG CENTER - WICHITA - 1700 DART-TIME JOBS
—- CLOSING CATALQOG DISTRIBUTION CENVER - KC, MO - 850 JOBS

-- CLOSING STORES IN KCK, JOHNSON CQUNTY, GREAT DBEND, WARRRNEY,
S~ AND GARDEN CITY -- NUMBER OF JOBS [INKNOWN

BEECH

ANNQUNCED TUEJDAY IT WOUTD FURLOUGH 325 EMPLOYEES IN WICHITA
AND 50 IN SALINA BEFURE THE END OF NEXT MONTH BECAUSE A PLANNED
EXPANGION OF THE BEECHJIET PROGRAM WILL NOT BE CARRIED OUT.
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REPUBLICAN PARTY LEADERSHIP

Who is novir leader of the GOP?

BOB DOLE 24%
JACK KEMP 9%
NONE : 7%
JAMES BAKER 4%
GEORGE BUSH 4%
DAN QUAYLE 2%

PAT BUCHANAN 1%
RONALD REAGAN  .5%
RUSH LIMBAUGH  .4%

PHIL GRAMM 4%
Favorable Unfavorable

BOB DOLE 62% 10%
DAN QUAYLE 60% 25%
ROSS PEROT 45% 32%
JACK KEMP 45% 10%
RUSH LIMBAUGH 34% 17%
PAT BUCHANAN 33% 35%
PHIL GRAMM 22% 11%

BILL BENNETT 17% 7%

' ** 800 l;oglmred Republican voters surveyed January 4 — January 7 by
Fabrizlo, McLaughlin & Assoclates. Margin of error +/- 3.8%
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= 1030 CONGRII S ¢
: LST DERSION S J RES :
I ) * ] op

IN THE SENATE OF TIIE UNITED NTATES

-
. algter
Mr. Mrromeiy (for himeelf, Mr. Duwk, Mre, 'Ll and Mr Hitas] inero-
duced the followang joint resolution; which wag read Lwice and referred

to the Commiues on

=y —— ey

'_ JOINT RESOLUTION

i :' Authorizing the use of United States Armed Forees in
. : Somalin.

Whereas an sstimated 300,000 Somalis reportedly have died

s of hunger or as cusualtics of widespread violenee since
oLl the fall of Siad Barre in Jamuary 1991;

Wherens international relief agencivs had been unnble w de-
liver adequate assistanee to those most in nesd due to in-
ereasingly difficull and dangerons security conditions, ine
cluding pervasive banditry aud loating

Whereas Congress has expressed ity support for o greater
United Nations role in addressing the politicn] and lu- SIW
manifarian itnation in Somalin throngh Seuate Rogolu-

tions 258 and 132 and TTouxe of Representaiives Resolu- kot
tion 870, .

sl " Armed Forces T Somalia: Now, therefore, be it
s 1 Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives
2 of the Thwiled States of Americu in Congross assembled,

tad

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

4 This joint resolution muy be cited an the "'Authorizu-
_' | 5 tion for Use of United States Armed Forees in Somalin™.
i
.
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SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION FoOR USk OF UNITED STATFS
ARMED FORCES,

(a) AUPIORIZATION .~ he President is authovized to
use United Styies Armed Forees pursuant to Tinited Ng-
tous Seeurity Coune) Resolution 794 in ordep to imple.
ment the Resolution whieh authorizes the nse of “4)) 110(:~
SSATY means Lo establish as soon as possible & secure en-
viromment for humauitarian reljaf operations in Somalia'

(b) War Pownps REsoLUrioN REQUIREMENTS. —
Consistent with section 8(a)(1) of the War Powers Regoiy-
tion, the Congress dcc'lares that this seetion s mtendad
o comstitute spesific Statutory anthorization within the
meanmng of seetion o{b) of the War Puwery Resolution
SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS, |

It Is the sense of Cougress that the President shouje
consvill with the Secretary (fenerg] of the United Natimys
and with the othey member countries of the Tinited Nga-
tions Becurity Council to ensure that percekeeping #orees
f‘rom_ other countres of the United Nations are deploved
to Bumalia to muintajy A secure environnient and ta al‘low
United Siutes Armed Forees to he withdrawn from Soma.

lia at the carliest possible dutae,
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GAYS 1N THE MILITARY: RHRTORIC
v THIS IS A »E OF "SHOOT FIRST AND ASK QUESTIONS
LATE | FRESIDE]} I'TON HAS PREDETERMING
TH ULTLOME 58 OF THE V] NCE PRESENTED AT THE
HEARIHGS .
A ) 5 I 51 : BUT APPARE!
- CLINTC NS g F TAL RBOUT A
- - i n
R TCANS K T 1
RULUS ]
SALD s LW
‘
JERY STRONGLY AB ' THIS » d
REUMENTS HAVE BEEN IGNORED
AMONG THE ISHUES THEY RAI i
REEN CONEIDERF ST f o T WILL DTHR v i
AFFECT THEM:
® G.l1. BENEFITS WILL GAY POUSES 3 E ENTITI
TAXPAYER FUNDED HEALTH CARE BENEF 57 TAXPAYER FUNDED
MILITARY RETIREMENT? TAXPAYER FUNDED HOUSING?

@ GAY MARRIAGES ~~ WILL MILITARY CHAPLAINS BE REQUIREI
TO MARRY GAY COUPLES IN MILITARY CHAPELS?

® COMBAT WOUNDS & AIDS -~ ON THE FRONTLINES, THE BLOOI
SUPPFLY IS A "WALKING BLGOD BANK.'

® RECRUITING =~ WILL THERE BE A CHILLING EFFFE
ALL-VOLUNTEER ARMY?

= 1 1 TORCE QPR T - ~T 1 .

® RETENTIQN -~ WILL IT FORCE STRAIG!
MTILITARY?
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COMMITTEES
ACRICULYUNE, MUTAITION, anb #ORESTRY
: . BUILDING rranir
; ) uie
Ry L +435:08%1 ( —
Wnited Stares Srnale
WABHINGTON, ©€ 2081018601
JANUARY 29, 1003
0 SENATOR DOLB
PROM DAN SBTARLEY
SUBJECT GARY BAN == TALKING POIRTE
COURT DECISION
e> 1 \ “ F 7 o | - by
";' i . - . r v (] e | i L'} b
J’ CalcE - 1 . Q.
policy
. t Pi J
| ¥ °
law supporie J |
EXECUTIVE ORDLK
-~ " vie i 1 : ] f
- | .‘ b :
given careful study hafors M -
policy.
GAYS IN OTHER COUNTRIES ™ MILITARY
- I think the fact that Gays are all 4 n tha
militaries misses the point., Withour gu r 4
has the finest military in the world I 4 s 1 5
wa rhould threatesn thes morxals and dlscipl { «f our
forces in order to achieve asone sort £ vocial
egquivalent with the Franch or» Dutch.
-~ 1 think ths Congress should heve the final say,
QQﬂPEQMISE
\r - It seems the Democxats have found & compromise amonget
; themselves, but I wouldn't sey the issus 18 aettled.
Putting a six nmonth delay dossn’'t maan wo shoéuld 15ft
the ban., I agres there should be heavings end we
should study the facts.
FAINTED Ore RECVELED PAPER
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NEWS U.5. SENATOR FOR KANSAS

FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER

— ——— - S

FOR TMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: WALT RIKER
JANUARY 29, 1333 (202) 2745358

GAYS IN THE MILITARY

. _ : - Y Ty
5T. LOUIS, MO Se an Leader 1\’1 Dakee dn 8
to address the Wint ! ' te] lican Nationa

. : v . . - . ard 3wy
Committee, today issued LU : t ! aga ing
Pregsident Clinton s annow ' jaYy AXY e

r~% £ : Yo 4w

The so-called Clintd MpPLromis : ot
political damage control I : besieged White

Regrettably, Presic
1

v
overwhelming majority of & Amer: people, o .
veteran groups and the advica o] i

Democrats on the gay issue.

-
} A

i1tS & b.’:.g mistake. He should have called £c¢
time-out to truly study this coatroversy 50 C , Le
hearings could proceed. For some reason, howev T 'j
is determined to make gays in the military a top pr’ €3
his determination will foxce Congressional actlon i x4

notwithstanding last night's limited court zullng
only to part of California.

After campaigning almost exclusively on the economy,

ironic that Bill Clinton‘s first public addzess to L
President is on lifting the dan on gays in the military.

##4

c019_072_011_all_Alb.pdf
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The Rule Behind the Ban

A directive drafted in 1982 by the Reagan Administration explicitly
bans homosexuals from mulitary service and defines what th¢

military means by whomosexual” and “homosexual behaviol "
This {s an excerpl.

a. Homosexuality IS incompatible with military service The
presence in the military environment of persons Who engage in
homosexual conduct or who, by thelr statements, demonstrate a

propensity 10 ENRAEE 1 nomosexual conduct, seriously impairs the
accomplishment of the mititary mission The presence of such
members adversely affects the ability of the Military Servicesto
maintain discipling, go00 order and moraie; 10 foster mutual trust

the system of rank and command; o faciiiaie assignment and

and contfidence among gervice members; 10 insure the integrity of i
worldwide deployment ¢ { carvice members Wil frequently must

live and work under ciose contiti ¢ affording minimal privacy, |

(o recruit and retam pien hers of the Military Services; 10 |

maintain the public socep! ability of military service 1

b. As used in this secton: \

(1) Homosexual means a pelson, Tega”= =- {cox Who engagesm, |

.desires to engage in, of intends 10 engage in home ;exual acts {

(2) Bisexual means 2 person who engages 1o, desires 10 engage i, |

or intends (o engage in homosexual and heterosexdu al acts and '

(3) A homosexual acl means hodity conta
passively permitted, between membe
purpose of satisfying sexual deslies

{, actively undertaken o1

C [
vo of the same sex 10r il

¢. The basis for separation may include preservice, prior sen jce or .
current service conduct o1 statements, A rnembey ghall e
separated under this section 1f one or moOTe of the following
approved findings is made:

(1) The mermnber has engaged in, atleinpted 10 ENGARS in, or
solicited another 10 cngage in @ homosexual act o1 ACts UnEss
there are approved fuither findings that’

(a) Such conduct is a departure fiom the member's nsual and l[
customary behavior; |
(b) Such conduct under all the ¢it cumstances Is uniikely to |

FeCur; 1

{c) Such conduct was not accomplished by use of faree, coereion

or tntimidation by the member during a period of military
gervice,;

(d} Under the particular circumstances of the case, the
member's continued presence in the Service is consistent’
with the interest of the Service i proper discipline, good
order and morale, and

(e} The member does not desite to engage in or intend to
engage in homosexual acis

{2) The member has stated that he or she is a homosexual or
bisexual uniess there is a further {inding that the member is not
a homosexual or bigexual

{3) The member has married or attempted Lo marry 2 person

known to be of the same biological seX (2s evidenced by the
external anatomy of the persons involved) unless there are
furthey findings that the member is not & homosexual or
pisexual and that the purpose of the marriage or attempt was
the avoildance or termination of military service

y , e v
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THR WHITE HOUBR

Office of the Press Beoretary

e ——————

FYor imnediate Roleasa: January 29, 10932

BTATENENT OF DEPALTHEND OF DIFENSE POLICY REGARDING HOMOBEXURLS
IN THE NILITARY

The President has directed the Secratary of Defense to

oonduct a review of the current Department of Defense policy that
axcludes homosexuals from military service and prepars a draft
axacutive order basaed upon that review by July 15, 18%3

Current Departwment of Dafens

a personnel policles related to
this issue will remain in effect at least through July 15, 1993
while the Department of Defense ia conducting the raview directed
by the President, subject Lo the following guidancet

Firat, queation regarding sexual orlerntation wilY be romoved
from future vereions of tha induction application, end will not
be asked in the interim. The briefingse on nilitary 4uatica which
all recruits are raquired to receive upon entry €o military
aarvica and periodically thereafter under Articla 137 of the

Uniform Code of Military Justice will include a detalled
explanation of the applicable laws and regulations ver
@exual conduct by nempers of the armed sexrvicea,

Second, tha Department of Juatice is seeking ¢ontinuancea in
pending court-cases involving former gservice nembers who have
been discharged on the bagis of nomosexuality and who ars seexing
reinstatement into military service. The contlnuances would
freeze those cases pending the completion of the review directed
by ths President.

Third, commanding officers will continue to precess cases
under the current cases and regulations related to nomosexuality.

* Cases involving homcsexual conduct will ha procensad
through actual sspaxation and dlscharge in accordance with
current policy.

# When a case involves only homosexual status and the pexson
{nvolved reguests a diacharge, tha psrson will ba relcamed from
active duty.

(MORR)
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Page Two

* Cases involving acknowledged homos i
contested by the 1ndigidual willqbe procazzzgltgggzgg zginq
applicable stages, including notice of the basig for aaparation
heaxing before a board of officers, review of the board’s :
recemmandations by the separation authority, and action by the
separation authority to discharge the pezson. If directed by tha
Attorney Genexal, the final discharge in the casas based only on
status will pe suspended untili the President actms on the
reconmendations of the fecratary of Defense with respect to
current policy. A menber whose discharge has been suapended b
the Attorney CGeneral w!ll he separated from active duty and J
placed in the standby reserve, Individuals in the ntnﬁany
;::;rz:oﬁiglihzazgr%;?*:%tifﬁ to return, upon regQuest, to active

rent pelicy ba chanag - - 3
cases have not Leen ausg;ndaigwi?;‘h:‘gigchazg;;? A il

¢ Commanding officers may, in the interest i
3 m nt 8 of the
individual of the unit concerned, dfireot changes in the
assignment of personnal during the course of separation

proceedings,
MeA
—— MEET THE PRESS: BAN ON GAYS IN THE MILITARY

SUMMARY OF CLINTON'S ANNOUNCEMENT:

By July 15, the Secretary of Defense will draft an executive
order to end the present policy of exclusion solely on basis of
sexual orientation. During the next six months, a study on the
"real, practical problems" involved In this policy decision will
be conducted. The JCS and the President have agreed to do the
following over the next six months: (1) remove the question abount
homosexuality from the enlistment interview process; {2) maintain
high standaxds of conduct; (3) suspend those actions against
homosexuals which may be in process; (4) separation actions will
be stayed by the Justice Department until July 15. The President
sald he and the JCS still disagree on whether somecne should re
able to stay in the military if the say they are homosexuals, but
don't so anything, ie., if they don‘t violate the standards of
conduct. Clinton added that he expected the ban to be lifted by
July 15, regardless of what the study’s findings or conclusions.

r caits ,v,’ LT et e~ ma wnnunig pursonnei, prohibits RAFE LA = , :
g0 TG, & (olonsatinusmeioy. o (V5 ool ¢ YRAI's campaign, forsien p
| o s ” - .

A Ve ; LITE e
relatior ot inds of problems e T o *
relatio in the milits e problems ot therss " re

; e wrap L0 DAVE o are foar .
x5 L . e b Sl =
el L) DU they
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PRESTDENT CLINTON ANNOUNCEMENT ON HIS PROPOSED POL?(D
EGARDING HOMOSEX

Time: 1:43 p.m.
Location: White House briefing xoom
January 29, 1993

++4+++

PRESIDENT BILL CLINTON: Good afternoon, ladies and
gentlemen.

I'm sorry, we had a last minute delay occasioned by
anovher issue--not this one.

The debate over whether to lift the ban on homosexuals
in the military has, to put it mildly, sparked a great deal of
interest over the last few days.

Today, a8 you know, I have reached an agréement, at
least with Senator Nunn and Senator Mitchell, about how we will
proceed in the next few days.

But first 1'ad like to explain what I belisve about
this issue and why, and what I have decided to do, after a long
conversation, and a very good one with the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, and discussions with several members of Congressa.

The issue is not whether there should be homosexuals
in the military. Everyone concedes that there ars. The issue is
whether men and women who can and have served with real
distinction should be excluded from military service solely on
the basis of their status,

And I believe they should not. The principle on which
I base this position is this. I believe that American cltlzens
who want to serve their country should be able to do so unless
their conduct disgualifies them from doing so.

Military life is fundamentally different from civilian
society. It necessarily has a different and stricter code of
conduct, even a different code of justice.

Nonetheless, individuals who are prepared to accept
all necessary restrictions on their behavior, many of which
would be intolerable in civilian soclety, should be able to
serve thelx countiy honorably and well.

1 have asked the secretary of defense tc submit by
July the 15th a draft executive order, after full consultation
with military and congressional leaders, and concerned
individuals outside of the government, which would end the
present policy solely on the basis of--excuse me~-of exclusion
from military eervice sole1¥ on the basis of sexual orientation.

And at the same time establish rigorous standards
regarding sexual conduct to be applied to all militaxy
personnel.

This draft order will be accompanied by a study
conducted during the next six months on the real practical
problems that would be involved in this revision of policy, so
that we will have a practical, realistic approach consistent
with the high standards of combat effectiveness and unit
cohesion that our armed services must maintain.

1 agree with the joint chiefs that the highest
standards of conduct must be regqulred. The change cannot and
should not be accomplished overnight. It does require extensive
consultation with the joint chiefs, experts in the Congress and
in the legal community, joined by my administration and others.
we’'ve consulted closely to date and will do so in the future.
During that process, interim measures will be placed into
effect, which I hope again shaxpen the focus of this debate.

The joint chiefe of staff have agreed to remove the
guestion ragarding one’s sgexual orienration from future version
of the enlistment application and it will not be asked in the
interim.

wWe also all agree that a very high standard of conduct
can and nust be applied. So the single area of disagreemant is

thig. Should someone bHa abla to serve their countcy in uniform
if they say thay are homosexnal but they do nothing which
violatas the code of conduct, undermines un'i coheslon or morale
apart from that statement?

Priat 18 what ihe furor of the last few days haa Leen
ipout. And the practical and not Inslgniflce L86 raised by
that Lopud arxe what will b rtudied in the ne. ! nths

Fhxough thils perlod ending July 15t the pPapart t

S . : 31
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involving reinstatement and administrative separation under
current Department of Defense policies based on statug alone
will be stayed, pending completion of this review. )

The final discharge in cases based only on status will
be suapended until the president has an opportunity to review
and act upon the final recommendations of the secretary of
Defense with respect to the current policy.

In the mesntime, a member who's discharge has been
suspended by the attorney general will be separated from active
duty and placed in stand-by reserve until the final report of
the secretary of Defense and the final actlon of the president.

This is the agreement that I have reached with Senator
Nunn and Senator Mitchell. During thlis xeview process, I will
work with the Congress and I belleve the compromise announced
today by the senators and by me shows that we can work together
to end the gridlock that has plagued our city for too long. This
compromise is not everything 1 would have hoped for, or
everything that I have stood for, but it is plainly a
substantial step in the right direction.

And it will allow us to move forward on other terribly
important issues affecting far more Americans. My administration
came to this city with a mission--to bring critical issues of
reform and renewal, and economic revitalization to the public
debate--issues that are central to the lives of all Americans.

Wwe are working on an economic reform agenda that will
begin with an address to the joint session of Congress on
February 17th.

In the coming months the White House Task Force on
Health Care, chaired by the firat lady, will complete work on a
comprehensive health care reform proposal to be submitted to
Congress within a 100 days of the commencement of thia
administration.

We will be designing a system of nationael service, to
begin a season of service in which our pation’s unmet neads are
addressed, and we provide more young pecple the opportunity to
go to college.

We will be proposing comprehensive welfare refoxm
legislation, and other important initiatives.

I applaud the work that has been done ln the last two
or three days by Senator Nunn, Senator Mitchell and others, to
enable us to move forward on a principle that is impoxtant to
me, without shutting the government down and running the risk of
not even addressing the family and medical leave issue which is
80 important to America’s famllies, before Congress goes into
its recess.

I am looking forward to getting on with this issue
over the next six months, and with these other issues which were
0 central to the campaign, and far more impoxtantly, are so
important to the lives of all the Amexican people.

Q: Mr. President (inaudible)--
(Simultaneous talking.)

Q: (inaudible) yesterday a federal court in
california said that the military ban on homosexuals was
unconstitutional.

Will you direct the Navy and the Justice Department
not to appeal that decision, and how does that ruling strengthen
your hand in this case?

. PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, it makes one point--I think
t strengthens my hand, if you ill, in two waye.

qﬁOne,'T“agre@'w%%ﬁx%ﬁégﬁrﬁhé%%fe embggiad in the case.
As I understand--I‘ve not read the opinion--but as I understand,
the opinion draws the distinctic that I seek to draw between
conduct and status,

And secondly, it makes the practical point I have been
making all a? which is that there !s a not insignificant
chancs that L.  aatter would ultimately be resolved in the
courts in a way that would open admission into the military,
without th opportunlty to deal with this whole range of
practical issuee which everyone who's ever thought about it, ox
talked it through, concedes are therxe.

So I think it strengthens my hand on the principle as
well as on the process.
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Qt Mr. President, there’'s a glass of water
(inaudible) while I ask a question. Do you think, since you
promised during the campaign, your literature put out, very
first statement-~lift the ban on homosexuals in the military
immediately.

Do you think you didn‘t think through these practical
problems?

what have you learned from this experience in dealing
with powerful members of the Senate and the Joint Chiefs?

And how much of a problem is this for you, to accept a
compromise which dcesn’t meet your real goals immediately?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, I haven’t given up on my
real goals., I think this is a dramatic step forward. Normally,
in the history of civil rights, the advancements of presidents
have not necessarily been in the forefront in the beginning.

and 80 I think the fact that we actually have the
Joint Chiefs of Staff agreeing that it’s time to take thie
question off the, off the enlistment form, that there ought to
be a serious examination of how this would be done, even though
they haven’t agreed that it should be done.

That the Senate, if they vote for the motion advocated
by Senators Nunn and Mitchell, will agree--senators who don't
agree that the policy should be changed are agreeing that we
ought to have a chance to work through this for six months, and
to persuade them of that I think is very, very significant.

Now, I would remind you that any presldent’s exscutlive
order can be overturned by an act of Congress. The pre=ident can
then veto the act of Congxess and try to have his veto sustalined
if the act stands on its own. As a simple issue that could
always be vetoad.

But I always knew that there was a chance that the
Congress would disagree with my positlion. I can only tell you
that I still think I'm right, I feel comfortable about the way
we have done this, and I'm going to maintain the commitment that
I have,

Q: (inaudible) practical problems--just answer that
part of the question.

Q: Obviously you didn’t intend the first--I'm sorry.

PRESIDENT CLINTON: No, I had always planned--I had
nlanned to allow some period of time during which i
BE WO T - nR are the

gnificant tactica
This in effect may reverse the 88 O
intended to do ut there has to be a time at which these
Yssues, tnese practical lssues are developed, and policies are
developed to deal with them.

Q: Obviously you didn’t intend the first week of your
administration giving your promise Lo have the laser focus on
the economy tc be seen around the country as military gay rights
week .

I wonder if, in retrospect, you think you could have
done thinge differently to avoid that happening?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: I don’t know how I could have done
that. The Joint Chiefs asked for a meeting about a number of
issues of which this was only one. We epent a lot of time
talking about other things. This Issue was not put forward in

this context by me, it was put forwerd by those in the Unlted
States Senate whoisought to make it an Lssue early on.

Q: Well, I wonder ife=

PRESIDENT CLINTON: And I don’t know how I could have
stopped them from doing that.

Qs You don’'t think that in making the promise, and
then in promising to follow through on it early, that you might
have given rise to this, do you, sir?

c019_072_011_all_ALb.pdf Fegeller 60



81-29/93 A8:47 ) B13
This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas
http://dolearchives.ku.edu

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, I think it was pretty clear
to me that ) e _talking QLG 2L sl h

AT -

=) ement announc today.

n AT we must--they have the perfect right to
do this, but the timing of this whole issue was clearl forced
by the pecple in the Sgﬁifﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁ STe opposed to any change of the

0 _ma acts are, an n at was eLr

B&t thex controglgg Lhe timing of this, not me.

Q: Two guestions., First of all, Just to make sure
that we're clear on this. July 15th, this happens, period,
regardless of what comes out at these hearings, is that correct?
The ban will be issued--or will be lifted, rathex?

PRESIDENT CLINTON: That is my position. My position
i& that I still embrace the principle and I think it should be
done.

The position of those who are opposed to me is that
they think the problems will be sc overwhelming everybody with
good sense will change their position. I don’t expect to do

that.
Q: You definitely expect to do it. And secondly--
PRESIDENT CLINTON: I don’t expect to change my
position. Lo
e s,

Rt =~what do you think is going to happen in tha
military? Thexe have been all sorts of dire predictions, of
violence, of, you know, mass comings out, whatever. What do you
think the impact of this is going--

PRESIDENT CLINTON: Well, for one thing, I think if
the-=~if you look at the last ten years of experlience here,
according to the reports we have this country spent $500 millicn
in tax dollars to separate something under 16,500 homosexuals
from the service and has dealt with complaints, at least, of
sexual abuse--heterosexual abuse, largely against women--of far
greater volumes, But during this period we have plainly had the
vest educated, best trained, most cohesive military force in the
history of the United States and everybody--ask anybody and the
joint chiefs will tell you that.

They agreed that we should stop asking the guestion--
this single thing that is dividing people on this debate. I
want to make it very clear--this is a very narrow issue. It is
whether a person, in the absence of any othexr disqualifying
conduct, can simply say that he or she is homosexual and stay in
the service. I do not expect that to spark this kind of problem
and I certainly think in the next six months as people start to
work it through and talk it through, a lot of the legitimate
practical issues will be raised and dealt with in a more
rational environment that is less charged. That is certainly
what I hope will happen.

Thank you.

END REMARKS

44+
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The Reuter Transcript Reporxt

Pregident Clinton/Gays in the military (first and final add)
January 29, 1993

REUTER
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Times 2:23 p.m. gt =
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SENATOR GEORGE MITCHELL (D-Maine): Good afternoon
ladies and gentlemen. Thank you for your courtesy in joining us
today. I will make a brief statement. Senator Nunn will have a
statement. And then we both will be pleased to respond to your
questions.

President Clinton has instructed Secretary of Defense
Aspin to undertake a full scale review and consultation with the
leaders of the military services on the current implementation
of policy with respect to the retention of acknowledge
homosexual service men and women. I applaud President Clinton
for his consultation on this matter with leadexs in Congress, in
particular with Senator Nunn, the chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee, as wall as with officials in the defense
department; military and civilian.

The president has demonstrated strong leadership and a
firm commitment to principle. He said today that this directive
is not everything he hoped for, but it is an important step in
the right direction. 1I agree.

I also strongly commend Senator Nunn. He has acted
gsolely on the basis of his conscience and conviction. His
support for this directive is crucial. BAs with the presldent
and with me, it is not all he hoped for., But in this matter, as
he always does, Senator Nunn has placed the national interest
firet,

I believe this directive is an appropriate way to
assure that the policy can be reviewed and proposals formulated
in a way that preserves military discipline and effectiveness,
while protecting the rights of all our military sexvice men and
women regardless of sexual orientation.

SENATOR SAM NUNN (D-Georgla): Thank you very much,
Mr. Leader, and thank you for all of your splendid support which
is not unusual. In fact I get that on every matter that comes
up that’'s controversial, where we have some real feelings on it
and where the Senate of the United States 1s closely divided.
And you and I have been through many of those over the years.
And I thank you for youxr superb leadership.

I support the compromise announced today regarding the
defense department’s policy excluding homosexuals from military
gservice. The steps announced by President Clinton and I‘m sure
that Secretary of Defense Aspln will be making statements and
iesuing directives pursuant to this at some later point, allow
for a six month period during which both the executive branch
and the Congress can carefully review the basis for the current
policy and the potential consequences of a change in that
current policy.

As I've said on a pumber of occasions on the floor of
the United States Senate and other places,; T agree with the
current policy. If there is one thing I’'ve learned on military
matters in my 20 years of serving in the United States Senate
and working with the milltary virtually every day, is that our
armed forces function well if we respect and support their basic
requirements for cchesion and eifectiveness. Resolving this
conflict between individual rights and the basic needs of our
military is always difficult. But our nation has had an
effective military because we have achieved an acceptable
balance over the years. This balance must be maintained.

I also believe however that our country is changing
and we have to listen to other points of view. The armed
gervices committee will begin a series of comprehensive hearings
in the next several months on the lazsue of homosexuals in the

1
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military services. We will heax from a broad range of views on
this question; the civilian and military leadership of the
department of defense, the men and women currently serving in
uniform in ranks of the military sexvice; both enligted, young
officers as well as the high ranking officials, and persons from
the civilian community with expertise and interests in this
issue.

I want to commend President Clinton and Secxetary
Aspin for working with those of us in the Congress to develop
the framework that has been announced that will allow caraful
consideration of this matter in the weeks and months ahead.

1 understand and respect the president’s views on this
matter. Persistent media reports that I am somehow irritated
over not being consulted on this issue by the administration are
totally false. I have never said that, and it is not true.

I had the opportunity to discuss on a numbexr of
occasiong with President Clinton himself, beginning in Auguat of
last year, and continuing in at least four or five occaslons
I've discussed this issue as well as many other issues. IT'm
confident that President Clinton understand my own personal
views on this issue, and I‘m also very conflident that he
understands the constitutional responsibilitles of the Congress
in raising armies and maintaining our military forces.

In the discussions over the past week on how to
resolve the current issue, I emphasized over and over again that
I believed that it was essential to maintain the current
department of defense policy that excluded homosexuals from
military service, and that that remain In effect during the
period of review by the Congress apd the executive branch. I
alsc emphasized in my discussicns with President Clinton, and T
submitted some proposals to them last evening, along with
Senator Mitchell. 1 emphasized that the following additional
points wers necessary in my view to reach a consensus on this
igssue before we go into the six month period of intentional and
careful study:

The first point, if the department eliminatee the pre-
snlistment question on sexual orientatlon, which has been agreed
to by the Joint Chiefs, as the president reflected In his news
conference, the department should also provide every recruit
with a clear explanation of the applicable laws and regulations
governing sexual conduct by members of the armed forces.

The uniform code of military justice is the conduct
code of the military, and T want to make sure, and I belleve
this directive has done that, that they understand that when
they enter the military.

commanding officers should be allowed to continue to
process cases for discharge under the current laws and
regulations relating to homosexuality. That's point two.

Cases involving homosexual conduct should be processed
through actual separation and discharge in accordance with
current policy. That’s for conduct. And everyone agrees with
that. The president, Joint Chiefs and othexs.

with respect to any guidance that would be used for
cases involving only homosexual status, the cases should be
processed through all administrative proceedings and the persons
should be separated from active duty. A member who's discharge
has been suspended by the attorney general will be separated
from active duty and placed in the stand-by resexve.

individuals in the stand-by reserve would have the
option to return upon reguest to active duty should the pelicy
be changed. If the policy is not changed, those persons would
be discharged. ... -, _

The stand-by reserve included individuals in a non-pay
status who are not affiliated with a unit or position designated
for mobilization in the ready resexve.

The final point, which is in the directive that has
been given out by the White House today, part of the president’s
announcement. The final point that I had felt was essential and
it has been incorporated is the comranding officexs may, in the
interest of the individual or the unit concerned direct changes
in the assignment of personnel during the course of separation
proceedings.
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The policies announced by the adminietration today
incorporates each of these points. This is a very difficult and
a very emotional issue aa we've found out in the last few days.
In the coming months, I hope that all interested parties will
participate in a conastructive, deliberate discussion of all the
guestions raised by the potential changes to the current defense
department policy excluding homosexuals from military service.

Thank you.

Q: Senator Mitchell, how do you see& the vote coming--
the key votes coming down in this 1ssue if Republicans as they
have previously said will attempt Lo force an amendment to
codify the existing ban? How do you see this playing out on
what legislation (inaudible)? Where would the key vote occur?

SENATOR MITCHELL: The decislon as to what amendment
to offer and what legislation to offer it to will of course be
made by the opponents and perhaps there’ll be some indication of
that today. I believe that given this directive and the support
for it announced here today by Senator Nunn that a majority of
the Senate will reject an effort to immediately codify by
statute the existing policy.

Q: That was not your view earlier this week? Was it
your opinion earlier this week that a majority of the Senate
would vote to codify? 1Is this a change In your view as a resule
of this?

SENATOR MITCHELL: No, it’s not a change in my view.
It’s consistent with what I‘ve said publicly and privately since
this matter first arcae.

Q: Senator Nunn, the (inaudible) today indicates that
following a eix month review period he is going to see when thie
executive order will allow gays in the military. If he does go
ahead with that, will you then bring legislation (inaudible) to
them?

SENATOR NUNN: Well, let me put it this way. I think
the president will listen to what has developed in the hearings.
I know he has already talked to the joint chiefs and he has
invited them to give him their views and I‘m sure they'xe going
to do that. I‘m certain he’'s going to listen to the men and
women in the military. He has a position which he bases on
principle. He feels deeply about it. I don’'t think he intends
to change his mind. I have a feeling on the subject and T don't
have any present intention of changing my mind. But I'm going
to listen carefully to the testimony. I’m going to hear all
points of view and my final judgment will be based on all of
that testimony and what we learn between now and the time we
actually see what the president does.

If the president goes forward with the executive oxder
then I will have to make a decision then what I do. I wasn’t
leading the charge for legislation on this matter. My first
statement and clear statement was that I hope that there would
not be legislation on this matter. I hope the president would
not change the current policy during the interim pexiod. T said
that last week., You’ll have to talk to other people who were
leading the charge and may still, for leglslation, to detexrmine
that.

Qs

California had to do

[1T1) N

ann, the (inaudible) decision in
th (

inaudible) your view?

wi

SENATOR NUNN: The court declision is & district court
decision, as I understand it. I haven’t read the case but that
district court decision can be appealed. There was a similar
cage in 1989 on I believe very similar cixcumstances. A
district court also ruled the current policy unconstitutional in
1989. That was appealed to the seventh cirxcuit. The seventh
circuit reversed that case and upheld the cuxrent policy.

S0 in court cases, we all have to wait until the

3
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appeals take place to determine what may happen.

I think there’'s a serious question on the district
court decision that goes far beyond this issue, and that is,
whether the commander in chief and the Congress will set the
rules for the military or whether the federal courts will set
the rules for the military. I have always felt that the rules
for the military ought to be set by the commander in chief, the
president and the Congress. That goes far beyond this issue and
is not necessarily related to this issue exclugively.

SENATOR MITCHELL: Do you mind if I make a comment on
that? She asked both of us. A& the only former faderal
district judge in the Congress 1 am inclined to give greater
welght to the opinions of such courts, especially when they are
consistent with my views on the issue.

(L.aughter)

SENATOR NUNN: I’ve never had life tenure, myself.

SENATOR MITCHELL: And I had it for a relatively brief
period of time. I've not yet read the oplnion. I've read the
prees reports of it. I look forward to reading the entire
opinion. Obviously I favor lifting the ban and while I agree
with Senator Nunn that policies with respect to the military
ought to be set by the president and Ccngress, it 1= also true,
as I'm sure he will agree, that the definition of the
congtitutional rights of all Americen citizens is an appropriate
subject for determination by the federal courts. And so it is
correct of courge that this decision is subject to appeal and
the ultimate decision will have to be rendered by the highest
court in the land.

But so far, based on what I‘ve heard, I like the
opinion.

Qt Do you have any indication that (inaudible)?

SENATOR MITCHELL: I have no knowledge of that. I have
no knowledge, one way or the other.

SENATOR NUNN: No, I'm certain the administration will
take gome time to look at the case and determine. I doubt very
seriously if they’'ve had a chance to do that. They're going to
have to have an attornay general at some point get involved
here, too.

SENATOR MITCHELL: You know, when I was, when I was a
federal judge I tended to not look kindly upon people who
commented on my opinions before reading them, and I followed a
rule which I know is quaint in some circles, that I actually
read court decisions before commenting in detalil on them, and I
would recommend that to everyone and I think that’'s clearly, as
Senator Nunn indicated, what the administration must do.

@: If the Republicans try to proceed, as they said
yesterday they would proceed (inaudible) will you introduce a
second (inaudible) and does this requixe--this announcement
today, your announcement, require any legislation (inaudible)?

SENATOR MITCHELL: Implementation of the dirxective
does not reguire legislation.

Qr Right, but yours--

SENATOR MITCHELL: And we will awalt such action as
those who have a contrary view take before attempting to respond
to it. We will be prepared, I hope, for every eventuality. And I
believe, as I said earlier--I'm now repeating--that a majority
of the Senate will reject any effort to place, by statute, the
current or the policy prior to the issuance of this directive
into law at this time.

Q: Senator Nunn, the president sald today that it was

4
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members of the Senate who made this such an issue, not-~that he
didn‘t make it an issue, that members of the Senate made it an
issue.

Do you have any second thoughts on your role in thie
at all?

SENATOR NUNN: I’'m sure he wasn’t talking about me. 0
wasn’t, I wasn’t threatening to introduce legisglation. I urged
both pides to not take final decisive action. I urged the
president not to, and I urged there to be no legislation on this
issue.

My position had to be determined by what the executive
branch did. If the executive branch had changed current poliey
in a significant way, that was a de facto implementation of the
policy change the president sdvocated, then T very likely would
have voted on legislation that was presented, and I probably
would not have voted with the president on that.

: But the president did not do that., I think we have a
very sensible policy here that’s going to govexn duxring the
interim and I support that policy. So I don’t think he was
talking about me.

4 Q: Was it your idea about putting gays who are
simply--who announce their sexual preference in the ready
reserve?

SENATOR NUNN: Standby, standby reserve.
Qs+ Standby reserve?

SENATOR NUNN: Yee, that was my suggestion; that wasg
my suggestion. Every one of the points I just made very
carefully here were the suggestions I made .

The president made it very clear that he didn’t get
everything he wanted. There are some things in here that he
would have preferred not to have.

I would have preferred just purely the current policy.
But I think this is a reasonable compromlise and T think it takes
into account the viewpoint of the president, and I belleve that
it, hopefully will get 50 percent of the senators--

SENATOR MITCHELL: Given the--if I may add just a
brief comment to that. Given the controversial and highly
publicized nature of this issue, and the uncrestricted right of
amendment in the Senate in which any individual member of the
Senate can offer any amendment at any time, I believe it was
reasonable, prudent and correct for the president to anticipate
that action would have been initiated in the president, whatevex
he did or did not do.

Q: Can I ask what was the last sticking point or
sticking points in reaching a decision over the last 24-36
hours?

wWhat was the hardest (inaudible)?

SENATOR NUNN: The hardest part was what to do during
thie 8ix month period, and that’'s the key and the hardest part
of that was what to do with individuals who were not charged
with conduct but were charged with the status, and the hard part
of that was whether you could--one thing that 1 felt very
strongly about, u..;ef%m rt of this policy, is that a unit
commander would have the right to reassign to protect the
individual, if necessary, or tc¢ protect the unit.

1 think that’s enormously important. And the other
thing that I believe was important was that the discharge
procedures go forward and that the individuals be separated from
active duty, but they also be put in standby reserve and they’d
have the right to re-enter depending on the ultimate outcome of
the policy.

Those were all among the final issues to be, to be
decided. One other issue that was important, and this again is
what we talked about, was that the Uniform Code of Military

5

019 072_011_all_Alb.pdf Page 59 of 60



5 & 915

s 1 8t 5=
R This document is from the collections at the Dole Archives, University of Kansas
http://dolearchives.ku.edu

Justice be clearly explained to pecple 3
they ' re coming in without full knowiedge of what may happen in
4ix months.

But the Uniform Code of Military Justice ie the law
[t cannct be changed by executive order. That law governs tha
conduct of the miiitary and I think it’'s very important that
they e given a clear explsnatlion of that including the
provislons on sexual behavior.

SENATOR MITCHELL: 1f I may Jjust make one comment on
that.

(Laughter. )

I-- ‘

Q: Feel free. (inaudible)

SENATOR MiTCHELL: I do ithank you very much.

I believe the presldent corveclly ldentified the
principal issue at stake and ian controversy here and that {as the
digLinction between disciplinary acticn teken on the basis of
conduct as opposed to disciplinary acilion taken on the basis of

status.

that is, what a person doecs as opposed to what a
porscn ia. From the president’s standpoint this directive
establishes that principle and it is very important that

LNERE }'?-:'-_333 understand that.
A distincticon is made in this directive on the
edcres which will be utilized for these persons with respect
hom action is taken on the basis of conguclh, what they do an
cpposed to the action which will be taken with respsct to those
based upon their status,

Q: (inaudible)

SENATOR MITCHELL: They are, and so I think §
guite correct--this is & compromise. But t

¢

3 & i
wee, from the president s standpolint--and it is
ant one--is that that distinction is setabllished, and

during ihe interim period.

aAg Senator Runn has 80 coxrectly stated on several
cceasions, we're talking about during this time when this wil)
be thoroughly explored. I--the fact is of course, as you know,
Senator Nunn and I do not agree on that ultimats issue. We do
agree that these hearings will be instructive and informative
for all, for those legislators who will have to vote on this
issue, and for the American people.

And I want teo conclude by saying I am pleased that
Senator Nunn will be conducting those hearings, because there is
not a more thorough and intelligent and effective legislator in
this Senate than Senator Nunn.

And I‘m confident that although he has stated his view
very clearly on the subject, that he will conduct these heaxings
in a fair, thorough and appropriate manner, with a view toward
eliciting the best kind of and most thorough information on the
subject as possible.

SENATOR NUNN: Senator Glenn will be helping as the
manpower chairman.

SENATOR MITCHELL: We look forward to that.
Qs g this six month period they’re

going to be 9éparate éhyway, aren’t they? They’'re going to be
put in (inaudible) but they’'re going to be separated?

SENATOR NUNN: It’'s all very clear there.

END NEWS CONFERENCE

+H+++

4+

The Reuter Transcript Repoxt

Page 60 of 60
c019_072_011_all_Alb.pdf i



	xftDate: c019_072_011_all_A1b.pdf


