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Earlier this month, in homes, neighborhoods, and communities
across the country, Americans celebrated our nation's 219th
birthday.
There was, of course, much to celebrate. Over two centuries
after the signing of the Declaration of Independence, America
remains what she has always been--the beacon of freedom, and the
last best hope for all mankind on earth.
But as we celebrate these freedoms, and commemorate those
who have sacrificed so much along the way, we must also remember
that American history is not always a tale of progress and dreams
fulfilled.
It is a history of hope mixed with tragedy -institutionalized slavery, a Constitution that said that AfricanAmericans were only three-fifths human, Jim Crow and "separate
but equal."
This legacy is a source of great shame for us precisely
because so many of these outrages contradicted one of the
founding principles of our Republic--that all men are created
equal and that we are all endowed by our Creator with certain
inalienable rights, including the right to life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness.
Evils of Discrimination & Racism Still Persist
And, today, in the America of 1995, the evils of
discrimination and racism persist. They may not be as blatant as
they once were. They may not be as fashionable.
But they are
out there, lurking in the corners, poisoning young minds, and
yes, harming real people in the process.
Over the years, Americans of goodwill have tried to make a
difference. We have enacted an array of anti-discrimination
laws. And in the 1960s and the early 1970s, the concept of
"affirmative action" was born, the product of a heartfelt desire
to rectify past injustices and expand opportunity for all
Americans. Many Republicans, acting with the best of intentions,
were directly involved in this effort.
I, for one, not only
supported the landmark Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, but have also endorsed certain race- and
gender-conscious steps to remedy the lingering effects of
historic discrimination. That's my record, and I am proud of it.
Don't Fight Discrimination With More Discrimination
Few of us, however, believed that these policies would
become a seemingly permanent fixture of our society ... but that is
exactly what they have become today.
During the past thirty years, we have seen the policies of
preference grow ... and grow ... and grow some more, pitting American
against American ... group against group ... in a bitter competition
for a piece of the government pie.
Somehow, somewhere along the way, fighting discrimination
has become an easy excuse to abandon the color-blind ideal.
Too often today, the laudable goal of expanding opportunity is
used by the federal government to justify dividing Americans.
That's wrong, and it ought to stop.
You don't cure the evil of discrimination with more
discrimination.
The President's Review
President Clinton had the opportunity today to stand up for
principle by stating--in the clearest possible terms--that it is
wrong for the federal government to discriminate against its
citizens on the basis of race, color, ethnic background, or
gender.
(more)
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Wit hou t hes itat ion or amb igui ty, he
cou ld hav e said "yes " to
ind ivid ual righ ts, and "no" to grou
p righ ts ... "Ye s" to the
prin cip le of equ al opp ortu nity and
prin cip le wit h the div isiv e pol icie "no" to the per ver sion of this
s of pre
Ins tead of cla rity , the Pre side nt has fere nce .
cho sen con fusi on.
He has cho sen to com plic ate an unc omp
lica
ted
issu e with an
ava lanc he of wor ds and fine dis tinc
tion s.
Thi s is not a dif ficu lt issu e:
And pre fere ntia l trea tme nt is wro ng, disc rim inat ion is wro ng.
Was hing ton sho uld uni te the Am eric an too . Our gov ernm ent in
It sho uld gua ran tee equ al opp ortu nitypeo ple, not div ide us.
thro ugh the use of quo tas, set- asid , not div ide Am eric ans
es, num eric al obj ecti ves , and
oth er pre fere nce s. And tha t's why
I
nex t wee k tha t is des igne d to get the wil l intr odu ce leg isla tion
fed era l gov ernm ent out of
the gro up- pre fere nce bus ines s.
The Pre side nt say s he is aga inst quo
tas ... whe n quo tas are
only a sma ll par t of the ent ire regi
me of pre fere nce s.
It is not
eno ugh to opp ose "qu otas ," as if the
It is the pra ctic e of div idin g Am eric lab el is wha t's offe nsiv e.
pre fere ntia l trea tme nt tha t is obj ectians thro ugh any form of
ona ble.
The Pre side nt also den oun ces pre fere
nce s for "un qua lifie d"
ind ivid ual s, whe n the rea l issu e here
is
not pre fere nce s for the
unq ual ifie d, whi ch vir tua lly eve ry
Ame rica n opp oses , but
pre fere nce s for the "les s qua lifi ed"
qua lifi ed. " Thi s dis tinc tion is cri ove r tho se who are "mo re
tica l ... but it is one the
Pre side nt con ven ient ly ign ore s.
Lea ders hip is abo ut mak ing the toug
h cho ices . It's abo ut
stak ing out a cle ar and cris p prin cip
le
and
hold ing firm to it.
And , yes , lead ersh ip can som etim es
mea n put ting a litt le dist anc e
betw een you rsel f and you r pol itic al
alli es.
Reg rett ably , the Pre side nt is tryi ng
to hav e it both way s.
Civ il Rig hts Age nda For the 199 0's
Two yea rs ago , I con ven ed a mee
dist ing uish ed grou p of Afr ican -Am ericting in my off ice with a
dev elop ing a civ il righ ts agen da for an lead ers with the goa l of
rele van t to the nee ds and cha llen ges the 199 0s ... one tha t is
of our tim e.
A rele van t civ il righ ts agen da mea ns
enf orc ing the
ant idis crim ina tion law s tha t are alre
ady on the boo ks.
It mea ns rem ovin g reg ulat ory bar
opp ortu nity , incl udi ng the rep eal of rier s to econ omi c
the disc rim inat ory Dav isBac on Act .
It mea ns sch ool cho ice for low -inc ome
, inn er-c ity
fam ilie s.
It mea ns mea ning ful wel fare refo rm
tha
t wil l tran sfor m
live s of dep end ence to one s of inde
pen den ce. And it mea ns mak ing
our stre ets saf er and rene win g the
war
firs t civ il righ t is free dom from the on dru gs. Aft er all, our
fea
Thi s is the rea l civ il righ ts agen da r of crim e.
of our tim e. Not
pre fere nce s. Not set- asid es. Not
quo tas. But the drea ms tha t
are bui lt on rea l opp ortu nity .

###

* Rem arks del ive red on Sen ate floo r, app
rox ima tely 12:3 5 p.m .
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