
589Administration of George W. Bush, 2002 / Apr. 8

economy and for the good of the country,
that the Senate act.

And I want to thank you all for your inter-
est in this bill, and I ask you to contact Mem-
bers of the United States Senate. We believe
there is bipartisan support for this bill. We
believe that if it ever makes it to the floor,
it passes. And I know that we can work with
the House version, if it’s somewhat different,
to get something done quickly.

This is good for workers. This is good for
America. This is a way to really handle a
tough situation and to make our country
stronger.

Now, the strength of the country, it really
is in the hearts and souls of our people. Peo-
ple say to me, ‘‘Are you an optimistic fellow
about the future of America?’’ The answer
is, absolutely. Absolutely. I believe out of this
evil that faced us will come some incredible
good. I truly do. I believe that we’ll achieve
peace. If we’re firm and tough and stand
strong against terror, continue to lead a coali-
tion of freedom-loving nations, that we’ll
achieve peace in areas where people don’t
think we can achieve peace. I truly believe
that. I know some parts of the world look
like they’ll never be peaceful, but I don’t be-
lieve that.

And I know at home, if we make the right
moves, people are going to find work. But
more importantly, I know this country is
going to respond to evil because we’re a lov-
ing nation and respond to evil by helping
people in need.

My hope is that Americans seize this mo-
ment and show the world the true face of
America. And it’s a face that is really defined
by millions of acts of kindness that take place
on a daily basis. It happens when somebody
mentors a child, or a mom tells her baby ‘‘I
love you’’ every day, or somebody walks
across the street and says to a shut-in, ‘‘I care
for you.’’ That’s the America I know. That’s
the America that really is the country that’s
going to defeat evil—by acts of goodness and
kindness.

I’ve never been more upbeat about a na-
tion in my life, because I know the true
strength of the country. And the true
strength of the country is the American peo-
ple.

Thanks for coming by.

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:27 p.m. in Presi-
dential Hall in the Dwight D. Eisenhower Execu-
tive Office Building. In his remarks, he referred
to Edward C. Sullivan, president, Building and
Construction Trades Department, AFL-CIO;
James P. Hoffa, general president, International
Brotherhood of Teamsters; Joseph J. Hunt, gen-
eral president, International Association of Iron-
workers; J.W. ‘‘Bill’’ Marriott, Jr., chairman and
chief executive officer, Marriott International,
Inc.; President Saddam Hussein of Iraq; and
Mayor Richard M. Daley of Chicago, IL. He also
referred to H.R. 3210, the proposed ‘‘Terrorism
Risk Protection Act’’; and S. 1748, the proposed
‘‘Terrorism Risk Insurance Act of 2001.’’

Interview With the Wall Street
Journal

April 8, 2002

Q. Thanks for doing this. This is really—
I appreciate it a lot.

The President. You bet.
Q. It’s a big event tomorrow for the Wall

Street Journal.
The President. Well, I understand—yes,

I understand you’re kind of changing your
format.

Q. Yes. It will look different, color.
The President. What about the sketches?

What happened to the poor sketches?
Q. They’ll still be there. You’ll still get one.
Counselor Karen Hughes. This is—

journal——
Q. Somewhat short.
Q. Subdued color. Champagne, as they

call it.
The President. What is your job?
Q. I’m the Washington bureau chief.
The President. What is Al Hunt’s job?
Q. He’s the executive Washington editor.

I can’t define that exactly for you; somebody
else will have to do that for you.

The President. Somebody upstairs some-
where.

Q. He’s the guy you have to worry about.
The President. Good. That’s why he’s

here. [Laughter]
Q. It’s a good day to be here. It’s a good

day to be talking to a former oil guy, actually.
The President. Yes.
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Iraqi Oil Exports/Energy Policy

Q. And I thought maybe we would start
there. You saw what the Iraqis said today
about cutting off oil exports.

The President. Taking production off for
a month?

Q. Yes. And the Iranians and the Libyans
have said similar things. Do you worry about
some form of another Arab oil embargo or
some form of oil embargo by some people?

The President. Here’s my thoughts on
that. One, it means that we need an energy
policy that encourages diversification away
from places like Iraq. You know, the ANWR
debate has been amazing to watch because
of the amount of misinformation that has
been laid out there. But the reason I bring
up ANWR is because it just so happens that
once production is up and running on a very
small footprint in the middle of this vast
country, we can produce as much oil as Iraq
produces on the world market.

A good energy policy is one that obviously
encourages conservation and new tech-
nologies but is also one that helps America
diversify away from sources of crude oil in
places like Iraq. And I—the first I heard of
this, I said this is a—justifies more than ever
the call for exploration in areas where tech-
nology will allow us to do so in environ-
mentally friendly ways.

I also saw the response of other nations,
nations that were willing to step up and in-
crease production, and I appreciate that as
well.

My other reaction is that Saddam Hussein
is willing to cut off production even though
it affects his own people. It helps define the
nature of this regime. I’ve told people as I’ve
made the case for—about my strong feelings
about Iraq, that this is a person who is willing
to poison his own people. Now it looks like
he’s willing to cut off revenues so that he
can’t feed his own people. Anyway, I’m not—
I mean, axis of evil.

Q. You mentioned the statements by other
countries. Did you—have you heard anything
from Saudi Arabia? Did Secretary Powell
hear from Saudi Arabia?

The President. I haven’t, not yet. He’s,
as a matter of fact, eating dinner with Crown
Prince Abdullah as we speak. No, I just—

I thought Ari told me that there had been
some movement on the——

Press Secretary Ari Fleischer. They said
they’re not going to follow a call for an em-
bargo; OPEC has said that.

Q. And in terms of—if you have Iraq, if
you have Iran, possibly Libya, you still have
a substantial effect on the market, couldn’t
it?

The President. Well, it could, absolutely.
There is excess supply, and we’ll just see how
it plays out. But to me, it indicates that—
well, that’s another reason why we’ve got to
be very cautious about making bold pre-
dictions about the economy. We’re an en-
ergy-dependent nation. And as a result, it’s—
you know, it points up to part of the fragility
of our economy. In other words, when you’re
dependent, a price spike can affect growth,
obviously.

So I’m pleased with some of the progress
being made, but as I told the folks there in
this speech I just gave on terrorism insur-
ance: You know, people can try all the num-
bers and prognostications and all they want;
I’m the kind of fellow who believes that if
somebody can’t find work or is worried about
their job, we’ve got a problem. And bad en-
ergy policy or the failure to have energy pol-
icy or the fact that we’re dependent upon
unstable countries is a reason why I am—
do not believe that we’re out of the economic
woods yet.

Q. Is what Iraq is doing, does it amount
to a hostile act against the U.S.?

The President. Well, I wouldn’t call it a
friendly gesture. It is—you know, this is a
man who obviously hates America. And he’s
not just affecting America, by the way; it’s
affecting countries—all countries. If, in fact,
his action has the—is able to run the price
of crude up, it’s going to affect Europe; it’s
going to affect poor nations; it’s going to af-
fect poor people around the world. This is
a guy who has tried to manipulate the market
for short-term gain for the wrong reason, is
a person who is unfriendly to all nations, as
far as I’m concerned.

Q. You would like a better energy policy;
that’s fine, and that’s understandable. In the
shorter term, if you’ve got a problem, there
are some other options you can consider. You
could think about SPROs out there.
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The President. Could do that.
Q. There are gas taxes that could be re-

duced. Either of those options appeal to you?
The President. We’ll look at all options.

If, in fact, his threat—look, we’re the kind
of people that deal with problems; that’s what
happens in the White House. You’re dealt
a problem, and we deal with it. And we’ll
look at all options. But let’s—I think we need
to be a little careful about predicting whether
or not this man is going to have the effect
he wants to have until——

President Saddam Hussein of Iraq
Q. The effort to do something about Sad-

dam Hussein has obviously been kind of put
on hold while this Middle East situation gets
sorted out. It could take a long time to sort
out the Middle East situation. How long does
it stay on hold?

The President. Well, not necessarily.
Q. Not necessarily——
The President. I wouldn’t—you made—

repeat your question. I think you made a
pretty strong assumption in your question.

Q. Well, it’s only based on the 20 years
of history.

The President. No, what did you just say,
though—seriously, I’m not being critical. I’m
just curious. Again, you just said my plans
for Iraq have been placed on hold?

Q. Yes. Is that incorrect?
The President. Iraq is a problem, and

again, another reason why it’s a problem, we
witnessed today. And we are constantly talk-
ing with our friends and allies about Iraq.
I spent a great deal of time this weekend
talking to Tony Blair about Iraq. As I’ve said,
all options are on the table for Iraq, and that’s
about all I’ve—pretty much about all I’m
going to say. I don’t know what you meant
by——

Q. It would be wrong to say that your plans
are on hold?

The President. You see, I assume from
your question that we’re not really thinking
about Iraq now, that somehow, because the
Middle East has flared up, any thought about
Iraq or keeping a coalition together on
Iraq——

Q. I was thinking more action rather than
thought.

The President. Well, I mean, we’re look-
ing at all options. And Iraq is an important
country. By the way, chasing down the Al
Qaida killers is still a priority, even though
the Middle East has flared up. I’m in no
hurry on a lot of issues. I’m a patient man;
I’m a deliberate person. I understand we live
in a world where people are constantly say-
ing, ‘‘Gosh, after 6 months, how come this
isn’t over?’’ Some people say that; most
Americans don’t feel that. They understand
that we’re in the long, long pull. So you’ve
got to put everything in context.

And the way I am, I’m a deliberate, patient
man when it comes to conducting this war,
thorough war, to defend our freedom. And
I have said publicly that the idea of an Al
Qaida terrorist network hooking up or
matching up with or allied with—let me start
over—‘‘allied with,’’ I think, is a more under-
standable word—a nation that has developed
a weapon of mass destruction is a scenario
that I will not leave our children saddled
with, in other words.

And again, my timeframe is longer rather
than shorter. In other words, the fact that
we haven’t proved whether or not Saddam—
or bin Laden is alive or dead or—he may
be dead, may be alive, that fact just simply
doesn’t bother me. Because if he is alive,
we’re going to get him eventually, and if he’s
dead, that’s fine, too.

But we’re making progress there, just
quietly, steadily making progress. Abu
Zubaydah is a very good example; for those
of you who follow the Al Qaida network, you
understand the significance of an Abu
Zubaydah capture. And anyway, I don’t know
if I answered your question properly. In
other words, it almost implied that things
have to be immediate on all fronts; otherwise,
there’s not a focus. And that’s just not the
case.

Q. Just as a prognostication——
The President. Just as a hypothetical?
Q. See, that’s not what I was going to say.

You can define it, I guess.
The President. Okay.
Q. Do you think if we’re sitting here a

year from now talking, Saddam Hussein is
still going to be in power in Iraq?
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The President. That’s one of those
hypotheticals. [Laughter] I’m not going
to——

Gas Taxes
Q. Let me go back to something I men-

tioned earlier, gas taxes. Any reason for Re-
publicans to start thinking about rolling back
some gas taxes at this point?

The President. I think you’re asking me—
you’re speculating on something that hasn’t
occurred yet.

Gas Prices
Q. Just to follow up on that, though, how

much of a—do you have any sense of how
much of an increase in the price of oil or
the price of gas we could see as a result of
this?

The President. No, I don’t yet. I under-
stand you all are trying to make news, but
this is—this is a fresh statement by—so we’ve
just got to see how the world reacts.

But one thing is for certain: The fact that
people are concerned points up the fact that
we had better do something for the good of
our country in terms of diversification of sup-
ply away from sources of crude oil in places
like Iraq.

Israeli Withdrawal From Palestinian
Territories

Q. The other part of your Middle East
problem today is obviously on the West
Bank. You don’t seem to have gotten much
of a response.

The President. Actually, there is some
new news. IDF announced they were with-
drawing out of two Israeli cities. What are
the names of them, Steve?

Deputy National Security Adviser Had-
ley. Tulkarm and Qalqilya.

The President. Qalqilya. That’s right. And
that’s a beginning. If responsible leaders
want peace, they must—there are clear
things that they must do. The Arabs must
condemn and fight terrorism. They must cut
off funding. They must stop propagandizing
about the great heroic martyrdom of suicide
killers. They must explain clearly that Israel
has a right to exist and they intend, as leaders,
to coexist with Israel in a peaceful way.

The Israelis must continue withdrawal. I
was very concerned that a point had been

reached at which it would be very difficult
to achieve peace. We want peace. We have
laid out the vision for peace, and Israel has
recognized the Palestinian state. Israel has
signed on to Tenet and Mitchell, as has the
PLO. And my point is that Israel has recog-
nized the framework for peace, and it’s time
for her to start pulling out in order to allow
all of us who care about peace to be able
to work to get peace in the region.

Q. Have you been told by the Israelis that
this is a response, the beginning of a response
to what you asked for in the last few days?

The President. I have not been told that.
All I can tell you is they’re beginning to with-
draw, at least from these two cities, as of an
hour ago.

Q. What did you think of the Prime Min-
ister’s speech to the Knesset? Have you had
a chance to——

The President. Today?
Q. Yes.
The President. I didn’t see it. I had a—

the only thing I’ve heard from him was, we
had a good conversation on Saturday.

Q. A good conversation?
The President. Yes. I mean, it was good

in the sense that he knows where I stand,
and he heard my—it was a good, frank dis-
cussion, let me put it to you that way. Ari
told me that the word was moving around
that it was a very hostile conversation. It
wasn’t. It was just a very frank discussion
about two leaders who are concerned about
the region.

Q. What he said today was basically—I
don’t know if I can get you the exact words—
but, ‘‘We’re going to keep going until we’re
done.’’ It didn’t say when that was going to
be.

The President. I just can tell you they
started pulling out of cities.

Q. When you talked to him, or just in gen-
eral, are there consequences if that doesn’t
continue?

The President. It’s going to continue.
Q. Sorry?
The President. I think it will continue.
Q. The withdrawal?
The President. I think he heard what I

said, and I repeated it again today, prior to
this news. And Colin Powell’s mission is to
continue to work to set the framework for
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political discussions, and part of that is for
Israel to withdraw.

Secretary of State Powell’s Visit to the
Middle East

Q. And as part of the Powell mission, do
you anticipate him meeting with Arafat?

The President. It depends on the cir-
cumstances at the time. He’s got full latitude
to do what he thinks is necessary to get the
process headed toward a political settlement.

Chairman Yasser Arafat of the
Palestinian Authority

Q. And if Yasser Arafat does what sort of
things between now and when Security Pow-
ell gets there, is that more likely to happen?

The President. That’s up to Powell. But
obviously—listen, Yasser Arafat, as I’ve
said—somebody asked me the other day,
have I lost trust in him? I said, ‘‘Well, he
never earned my trust.’’

The way you earn trust is by leading and
by, you know, not squandering missed oppor-
tunities—squandering opportunities, cre-
ating missed opportunities after missed op-
portunities, to provide—here you’ve got a na-
tion, America. I’m the first President, I be-
lieve, to have ever gone to the United Na-
tions and laid out a vision for a Palestinian
state at peace with Israel. And this is an ad-
ministration that laid out the Tenet plan, em-
braced the Mitchell plan that was, I guess,
finalized on my watch but started under
President Clinton’s watch. So you’ve had two
administrations working toward a blueprint
for peace. And Mr. Arafat, instead of focus-
ing and seizing and using his energy to
achieve this vision, has not led. So he’s never
earned my trust.

Q. So who leads, if Arafat doesn’t?
The President. Arafat is the leader. That’s

who we’re dealing with.

Secretary of State Powell’s Visit to the
Middle East

Q. Do you have any interest in having
Powell see alternative Palestinian leaders
while he’s there?

The President. I think Colin ought to visit
with whomever is necessary to move the
peace agenda, and he’ll just use his judg-
ment. We’ve got General Zinni on the

ground there. Burns, I believe—Burns is
with Powell. So we’ve got our experts there
that understand the area very well. And Pow-
ell has got an agenda, which is to move the
process toward a political settlement. And
obviously, we’ve laid the conditions out in
my speech on Thursday, as to what it will
take. And he’s got the U.N. resolution stand-
ing behind him, a blueprint toward where
we need to get, and there are responsibilities
on both parties.

Crown Prince Abdullah of Saudi Arabia
Q. Somebody suggested to me that one

reason that you dispatched Secretary Powell
was that the Saudis were—that you had some
frank conversations with the Saudis over the
last few days, including one in which they
indicated the Crown Prince might not make
it to Crawford, Texas, unless the
situation——

The President. No.
Q. Can you describe the conversations

with the Saudis on this point?
The President. Well, listen, the Saudis are

just as concerned as other nations in the re-
gion. But the idea of saying, ‘‘You must do
this, or else I’m not going to come to
Crawford,’’ just isn’t—that didn’t happen.
Not only didn’t it happen, it wouldn’t be a
very smart thing for anybody to do. It’s just
not the way I—it’s not the way we do things
in this administration.

Energy/National Economy
Q. Let me go back to oil for just a second,

and then I think you want to switch to some-
thing else. Have you gotten, in any kind of
conversations with the Saudis, any assurances
that they are not in the oil embargo business
anymore and that they’ll try to make sure
others don’t——

The President. I’m sure the subject will
come up with Colin and the Crown Prince,
but this has been relatively—you know, this
is new.

Q. Right.
The President. So it’ll be a topic of con-

versation.
Q. Yes. Yes.
The President. And as Ari said, he felt

like that the OPEC, as well as the Saudis—
again, tell me the news; I haven’t seen it.
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This is all breaking since I just arrived from
Knoxville.

Counselor Hughes. The President has
been in Tennessee.

The President. Ari watched the whole
speech on C–SPAN in Knoxville, didn’t you?

Press Secretary Fleischer. Yes. They said
they’re not going along with the call.

The President. So we just have to see.
Q. But it’s your—the recovery is fragile

enough that there are things that can still
throw it off track.

The President. Oh, I think so. I don’t
think the recovery is a given. And that’s why
we need to have this terrorism bill, terrorism
insurance bill. I mean, there are things that
Congress can do, and I think there are some
signed signals we need to send. We need a
trade bill. We need an energy bill—that will
help—even though it won’t happen imme-
diately. Diversification won’t happen imme-
diately. It will help calm nerves. It means
that the long term is more optimistic than
not.

So there are things we need to do. Cali-
fornia, the California energy situation wasn’t
a year ago. And yet, it seems like it was years
ago that California looked like it was running
out of energy. And to me, that was a wake-
up call. Where are we going to get our gas
from to fuel the electricity, the new plants
that were built in California?

And you know, the Prime Minister of Can-
ada is thrilled that we’re increasing demand,
because he’s a major supplier of gas, and
we’re going to have to work with them. That’s
why I’ve got this hemispheric energy group,
Mexico, Canada, the United States, meeting
as to how to increase supplies in our hemi-
sphere, the need for pipelines, and where
they ought to go.

In other words, that’s important. And Mex-
ico, herself, is grappling with a constitutional
issue on energy. We export about 8 percent
of our natural gas to Mexico. And obviously,
to the extent that Mexico is able to attract
capital and explore for more gas, it’s good
for Mexico in terms of jobs; it’s good for their
cash flow; and it’s good for the energy picture
in our hemisphere.

In my judgment, obviously, we’ve got to
go to Alaska. It’s a part of a strategy to diver-
sify away from unstable sources of energy.

And we need more nuclear power as well.
That’s why the Yucca Mountain issue is an
issue. We need clean coal technology. We
need a comprehensive effort. And we need
conservation as well. The interesting fact that
came out of the California energy crisis was
that they increased their conservation by
about 10 percent, which is significant and
necessary and good.

I believe that some of the—I’ve got faith
that technology will—that we will have new
automobiles. But it’s not going to be quick
enough to deal with immediate issues in the
Middle East, for example. In other words,
down the road there is going to be some new
technology. We’ll still be driving, all of us;
we’ll still be driving, and we’ll be driving cars
that make us less dependent on foreign
sources of crude and are much cleaner burn-
ing.

Corporate Management Reform
Q. You wanted to switch to corporate——
Q. Yes. Well, you were talking about things

that potentially threaten the recovery. Do
you think that the—I don’t know if ‘‘crisis’’
in confidence is too strong a word, but the
feeling, you know, the concerns about cor-
porate governments is a serious——

The President. I think it’s a serious—I
think it’s an issue that we need to look at
and look at very carefully. I think the markets
reflect the fact, though, that most investors
have still got confidence in our economy and
in corporate America. But reforms are nec-
essary, and the CEOs need to be held ac-
countable for full exposure or full detail of
assets and liabilities. There needs to be pen-
sion review. If officers sell, the employees
ought to be able sell. There ought to be bet-
ter information sharing. There ought to be
more diversification.

On the other hand, we’ve got to make sure
that we don’t disincent companies for 401(k)
compensation. I think it’s a vital part of build-
ing up savings for our workers.

There are discussions now about options,
how we handle options. I think options are
important. I think they’re a good incentive
program. I think once options earn the
money, that they ought to be calculated in
the dilution of—yes, be part of the—that
they ought to be dilutive in their earnings
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per share calculations. To me, that seems like
a reasonable way to handle that issue so that
people fully understand the effect of options
being granted.

Q. But not as Chairman Greenspan has
suggested, expensing?

The President. My personal opinion is
that—and I think most of the people in my
administration feel like the best way to cal-
culate—you know, earnings are earnings.
And earnings per share is the calculation of-
tentimes used in an investment decision. And
so we ought to state the earnings for what
they are and affect the earnings per share.
Listen, Alan Greenspan is very smart; I hate
to get into a debate with him. But my view
is, is that it achieves both objectives. One,
what are the true earnings of the company?
And two, what is the dilutive effect of options
in the money? We may perhaps get to the
same end that he is trying to achieve, and
that is a full accounting of options. To me,
that’s a reasonable way to do that.

Arthur Andersen/Corporate
Responsibility

Q. One of the things that’s happening right
now is that, obviously, Arthur Andersen is
teetering on the brink. Are you—is it possible
the Justice Department went a little too far
and a little too hard after Arthur Andersen?
Are you comfortable with the idea that they
might go away, as a result of what the Justice
Department has done?

The President. Well, I believe people
ought to be held responsible for decisions
made, and I will refer—I’ll ask you to refer
your questions to the Justice Department as
to their tactics and decisions. Since they filed
the suit, they’ll be good at explaining it to
you.

Q. But there are policy—I mean, there are
policy issues involved. And some people say
the way the Justice Department went at it
is—you know, threatened to put thousands
of people on the street who were totally inno-
cent and all of this.

The President. There is a need to hold
people responsible. I oftentimes talk about
responsibility era—each of us need to be per-
sonally—you know, personal responsibility. I
also make sure I broaden that to corporate
responsibility as well. There is a responsi-

bility for leadership to conduct themselves
in a responsible way. I’ll leave the details to
the Justice Department, but the idea of hold-
ing people accountable or entities account-
able is a very important part of ushering in
the responsible era. And we’ll let—there are
all kinds of pundits, and I’ve heard this, that,
and other. We’ll just let the Justice Depart-
ment answer those questions about the tac-
tics.

Q. Do you think corporate America had
kind of gotten away from that responsibility?

The President. I think—I do think there
have been periods where the growth and the
apparent creation of wealth gets so kind of
easy, in a way, that people forget—not all
people but some forget.

I remember the oil business in the early
eighties, and people would say, ‘‘The price
is going to 100.’’ You know? And investment
decisions were pretty lax. It just seemed like
there was this kind of euphoria that swept
up this particular sector. And every IPO hit,
and everybody was in the money and options.
It just seemed like the sky was the limit.
There was never going to be any reality.

And during those periods of time, some-
times, some fail to remember that they have
a responsibility to people other than them-
selves—namely, shareholders. And when we
look back at this period, I think we’ll find
some incidents of that.

You asked me whether or not those inci-
dents would cause lack of confidence in the
future. I don’t think so at all, and I think
the market reflects that. On the other hand,
it does call us to action, and that’s one of
the reasons why we’ve laid out a series of
initiatives to deal with this issue.

I worry about a board of directors that are
too acquiescent to a CEO, beholden not to
the shareholder but to the CEO. That con-
cerns me. I’m not sure of the law that you
can pass necessarily, but I do think there is
a culture that can evolve out of this period
of time which will remind people they have
a responsibility as leaders of a corporation.

Q. Can you do anything to make that evo-
lution happen?

The President. Well, I think it is hap-
pening. I can’t, as the President, call upon,
reform and change and call people to ac-
count, in a broad sense. I mean, I’m not
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going to get involved in every lawsuit that
comes down the pike, but I can remind peo-
ple that we have a responsibility as citizens.

And there is a big responsibility in cor-
porate America amongst the CEOs who treat
their workers with respect. I was particularly
grateful of the automobile manufacturers to
promote product with keeping their workers’
livelihoods in mind. I thought that was noble
during this period of time. That sometimes
stands in contrast to a corporate stereotype
where people say, you know, ‘‘I don’t really
care about the livelihood of the workers. For
me, I’m going to bottom line, focus imme-
diate bottom line.’’ There is a responsibility
that these leaders have.

Situation in the Middle East
Q. Can I just return to the Middle East

for a second? I can’t get over it. When——
The President. You’re writing about it for

your whole life.
Q. I know. I’m stuck. I’m in a rut; I admit

it. It’s pathetic. [Laughter]
The President. No, it’s important.
Q. Sometimes.
The President. You know, it’s an issue

that has consumed enormous amounts of
time by this administration and every admin-
istration preceding me in modern history.

Q. It’s lifetime employment for journalists,
too.

The President. It’s an important issue. It’s
an issue in which we’ve got enormous stake.
It is an issue that—there has to be a vision
of peace; there has to be a commitment to
peace. And my job is to lay out that vision
and to lead parties to the steps necessary to
achieve the vision. And it’s going to take a
while.

Step one, in order to get there, is with-
drawal of troops, from the Israeli perspective;
and for the Arabs, to stand up and be ac-
countable for holding—cutting off financing
of terrorists and disrupting terrorist net-
works. These are people that do not—the
terrorists and bombers do not want peace.
They want to kill to prevent peace.

Q. Just to finish that thought, though—
as you’ve often said, you’re an optimistic per-
son.

The President. Yes.

Q. Doesn’t it feel like we’re further away
from any kind of a resolution than we’ve been
in a long time?

The President. Well, I—listen, I hate the
killing. Yes, in one way it seems like we’re
a long way away from peace, obviously, when
you turn on your TV and see death, suicide
bombers blowing up Passover celebrations,
young Arab girl blowing up a young Israeli
girl.

But I also know if the innate goodness of
mankind and that there are people who un-
derstand that this way is—as I said, enough
is enough. I think there is enough good will
in the region, inherent goodness of the peo-
ple on both sides of the issue that we’ll ulti-
mately have leadership say, ‘‘We’re sick of
this, and now let’s work together.’’

I don’t know if it’s going to be a month
or a year, however long. But nevertheless,
this is a—and you have to look at it that way.
You have to believe that peace is possible,
and I believe it is. Ask Jerry Seib if peace
is possible. He knows this issue better than
me.

But I believe it is, and my administration
will continue to work as if it is achievable.
And one of our jobs is to pick and choose
the time when we spend capital, be judicious
in how we approach these issues, to not cre-
ate false expectations, to be realistic about
what’s possible, and lead.

But in order to lead, you’ve got to see a
better day. And I feel that. This picture right
here says—it’s a Tom Lea. He wrote the line,
‘‘Sarah and I live on the east side of the
mountain. It is the sunrise side, not the sun-
set side. It’s the side to see the day that is
coming, not to see the day that is gone.’’ And
I love that picture, because I love the man
and I love Texas; because I also love the
quote, because it is a frame of mind nec-
essary—it’s a frame of mind that a President
must have in order to be a good President.

And I believe that there are a lot of people
in the Middle East, average, hard-working
mothers and fathers, who want to see a better
day. And we’ve got to lead to that better day.

NOTE: The interview began at 5 p.m. in the Oval
Office at the White House. In his remarks, the
President referred to Prime Minister Tony Blair
of the United Kingdom; Usama bin Laden and

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 01:45 Apr 17, 2002 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\P15APT4.012 txed01 PsN: txed01



597Administration of George W. Bush, 2002 / Apr. 9

Abu Zubaydah, leaders of the Al Qaida terrorist
organization; Prime Minister Ariel Sharon of
Israel; U.S. Special Envoy to the Middle East
Gen. Anthony Zinni, USMC (Ret.); Assistant Sec-
retary of State for Near Eastern Affairs William
Burns; Prime Minister Jean Chretien of Canada;
and Jerry Seib, Washington bureau deputy chief,
Wall Street Journal. The President also referred
to the Tenet plan, the Israeli-Palestinian cease-
fire and security plan of June 13, 2001, negotiated
by Director of Central Intelligence George J.
Tenet; and the Mitchell report, the Report of the
Sharm el-Sheikh Fact-Finding Committee, issued
April 30, 2001. A tape was not available for
verification of the content of this interview.

Message to the Senate Transmitting
the India-United States Treaty on
Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal
Matters With Documentation
April 8, 2002

To the Senate of the United States:
With a view to receiving the advice and

consent of the Senate to ratification, I trans-
mit herewith the Treaty between the Gov-
ernment of the United States of America and
the Government of the Republic of India on
Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters,
signed at New Delhi on October 17, 2001.
I transmit also, for the information of the
Senate, the report of the Department of
State with respect to the Treaty.

The Treaty is one of a series of modern
mutual legal assistance treaties that the
United States has concluded or is negotiating
in order to counter criminal activities more
effectively. The Treaty should be an effective
tool to assist in the investigation and prosecu-
tion of a wide variety of modern crimes, in-
cluding terrorism-related crimes, drug traf-
ficking, and ‘‘white collar’’ crimes. The Trea-
ty is self-executing.

The Treaty provides for a broad range of
cooperation in criminal matters and related
proceedings. Mutual assistance available
under the Treaty includes: (1) taking the tes-
timony or statements of persons; (2) pro-
viding documents, records, and items of evi-
dence; (3) locating or identifying persons or
items; (4) serving documents; (5) transferring
persons in custody for testimony or other
purposes; (6) executing requests for searches

and seizures; (7) assisting in proceedings re-
lating to seizure and forfeiture of assets, res-
titution, and collection of fines; and (8) ren-
dering any other form of assistance not pro-
hibited by the laws of the Requested State.

I recommend that the Senate give early
and favorable consideration to the Treaty and
give its advice and consent to ratification.

George W. Bush

The White House,
April 8, 2002.

Remarks on the Proposed ‘‘Citizen
Service Act’’ in Bridgeport,
Connecticut
April 9, 2002

Thank you all very much. I appreciate so
very much your warm welcome. I am de-
lighted to be here in Bridgeport, Con-
necticut. I want to spend some time with you
today talking about the spirit of our country,
the great American spirit which has been
tested in recent times. But history will record
that we’ve met the test.

I saw some of that spirit today in the South
End Community Center. I met a fine execu-
tive director named Tony Tozzi, and thank
you, Tony, for your hospitality. I saw mem-
bers of AmeriCorps who were mentoring
children. I saw members of the Senior Corps,
the Foster Grandparent Program who, as op-
posed to kind of settling in, these Senior
Corps members decided to continue to give
something to our society. And many are giv-
ing the most important gift of all, and that
is to teach a child how to read. I want to
thank you.

I appreciate Catherine Milton, the vice
president and executive director of Save the
Children. Thank you very much, Catherine,
for your focus.

I want to thank my friend Steve Goldsmith
for taking on the important assignment of
being the chairman of the Corporation for
National and Community Service. One of the
things I feel very passionate about is our need
to inspire the armies of compassion, which
exist in neighborhoods all throughout Amer-
ica. And you’ll hear me talk a little later on
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