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Memorandum
To: Nancy Soderberg | ~ Date: February 22, 1993

From: Jeffrey Farrow

Re: in : ico_Com 1

The economic plan proposal to 1imit the tax examption on
corporate income from insular areas will not only strengthen the
~ argument for statehood against the current commonwealth
- arrangement in Puerto Rico, it will also strengthen the argument
for free assoclation to replaca the current commonwealth.

The minority of the commonwealth party that advocates free
assoclation (a relationship based upon mutual agreement and
sovereignty) will point out that the two states in free :
association with the U.S., the Marshall Islands and Micronesia,
have a guarantee against the proposed limitation in their
international agreement with the U.S.

The majority leadership of the commonwealth party, including
Democratic State Chair Hernandez Agosto, has felt that promoting
free association is a serious political liability for the party
because many Puerto Ricans eguate it with independence. The 936
proposal will weaken them, however, since it will show the
unreliability and lack of power of commonwealth as it is. -

Meanwhile, statehooders who want to use the proposal to defeat
commonwealth in the planned referendum this year and eliminate
the greatest economic impediment to statehood -- like Congressman
Romero Barcelo, are flexing their muscles vis a vis leaders who
are more concerned about the severe near-term adverse economic
impacts -~ like Governor Rossello's chief of staff, Cifuentes.

How this is resolved will be a major factor in congressional
consideration of changes to the proposal, which commonwealthers,
some statehooders, and 936 companies are trying to stimulate
directly through Hill contacts and indirectly through Puerto
Rican communities in the states. A key strategy meeting is
planned for Thursday.
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Confidential &>
 MEMORANDUM ~

Tot Nancy Soderberg Date:  February 27, 1993

From: Jeffrey Farrow

Re: Puerto Rico Matters Regﬁirigg Action

This is to note some of the priority matters regarding Puerto
Rico which need to be acted upon soon.

o0 The President’s regcrted promise to Representative Serrano to

state that he will encourage acceptance_of whatever status Puerto
Ricans choose. This is particularly important in light of the

plans of Puerto Rico’s new statehood leaders to hold a referendum

this year and the expectation that the majority will be for

statehood. An interpretation that the promise supported the

referendum plan was of interest because of the uncertain position

of commonwealth Democrats on it. Finally, the commitment seemed

to go beyond the campaign pledge to work for congressional action
. on the choice.

0 The President’s reported promise to Representative Gutierrez to
consider all the ramifications related to Puerto Rico of limiting

" the exemption on corporate income from the island (Sec, 936.) The
possible ramifications include: increased support for statehood
at the expense of commonwealth; an increase in the 17% jobless

~ rate; general economi¢ decline as well as major problems for many
business sectors (in addition to the intended pharmaceutical
companies;) reduced investment in Caribbean Basin Initiative
countries; decreased government revenues; increased migration to
states; and increased demands for social programs funding.

o0 The reported White House intent to rescind Bush’s last minute
revision of the basic Executive Branch policy regarding Puerto

Rico. The Bush directive put the President in the middle of the
status debate. Commonwealthers want the previous policy issued by .
President Xennedy reinstated, statehooders want the Bush policy

to stand, and there are Democrats on both sides. The new policy
undermines commonwealth as Puerto Ricans approach a status

cholce. It also contradicts the longstanding U.S. defense against
annual efforts in the U.N. to reclassify the island as a colony.

o An expected reguest from Governor Rossello, supported by
Members of Conqress, to revise the economic plan proposal to
limit Sec. 936. Rossello is willing to eliminate excessive tax
benefits (in relation to jobs) enjoyed by pharmaceutical firms;
but hopes to preserve the incentive as much as possible. A
critical element is $15 billion in 936 profits reinvested in the
island and the region. Some statehooders like Resident
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Commissioner Romero, though, are willing to accept more severe
economic adjustments to advance the statehood cause and this will
complicate the matter. The effort to promote a compromise could
include enlisting support in U.8. communities and the Caribbean,

o The treatment of Puerto Rico under the health care injtiative
Puerto Rico provides seriously inadequate health care, in part
because of limited Medicaid funding ($79 million in FY /92 versus
$1.12 billion it would have received as a state.) It has six of
the 10 hospitals in the nation with the worst incidence of infant
mortality and one of the highest neonatal mortality rates among
Hispanics. It has the second highest AIDS rate in the country
with the fastest rate of growth but cannot provide A2T. It
provides less in services to the needy, including pregnant women,
infants, the aged, and the disabled. Romero wants some of the $7
billion which are projected to be raised by the economic plan’s
936 proposal used to pay for more equitable treatment,

o The treatment of Puerto Rice under the welfare reform .
initiative. Puerto Rico also only receives a tiny fraction of the

funds for its needy that it would receive as a state under AFDC
and SSI. The limitation means that human needs go unmet, provides
an incentive to the poor to move to the states, and results in
support for statehood. The disparity in Puerto Rico’s treatment
under food stamps is not as great (about two-thirds of state-like
treatment) but is also an issue that may have to be considered in
a welfare reform proposal. The gap between the island’s treatment
under the programs and state-like treatment is $2 billion a year.

In concluding, let me point out that the items above are only
those matters on which there is an urgent or compelling need to
act. This is not intended to be a comprehensive list of issues.



MEMORANDUM

TO: Carol Rasco

. Robert Rubin ; ;
Pat Griffin
Christine Varney
Joe Valazquegz '
Kevin O’Keefe

FROM: Marcia Hal

DATE: January 11, 1994

nd materials that you may find helpful for
our<Plerto Rito _meeting tomorrow. The meeting is at 10:00
A.M. in™m ice and should run no longer than half an
hour. You can call Jessica in my office with any questions
(6-7060) .
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H.S. Bouge of Representatives

Committee on Natural Resources
@Washington, BL 20515-6201

December 9, 1993

The Honorable Marcia Hale
Assistant to the President

for Intergovernmental Affairs
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

ﬁear Ms. Hale:

As you know, the plebiscite that Puerto Rico held November 14th
petitioned the federal government for certain developments in the
Commonwealth's current relationship with the United States.

As I am sure you also know, the President and the Congress have
an obligation to seriously consider the decision that the people
of Puerto Rico made through that act of self-determination.

I am pleased that our President recognized this duty even before
the voting in commitments to respect the will of Puerto Ricans
regarding their political status and a pledge to make the present
situation work better for them if that is what they chose. I have
already informed my colleagues of the responsibility that they
face.

The Subcommittee on Insular and International Affairs, which has
jurisdiction over matters relating to Puerto Rico, will conduct a
hearing at the beginning of the next Session of the Congress to
explore how the federal government can constructively respond to
the wishes expressed by some 1.7 million U.S. Citizens.

Since you have been designated as the primary point of contact
regarding Puerto Rice within the Administration, I want to alert
you to the need for a representative of the Executive Branch to
appear to make recommendations on the measures that the federal
government should take in reaction to the results of the
plebiscite. Leaders of Puerto Rico will also be invited.

In closing, let me note that I have enclosed thoughtful
suggestions that some of the nation's newspapers made about the
necessity of addressing Puerto Rico's fundamental problems.

and Inpérnational Affairs



Proposed Enhancements to the Commonwealth Relationship

mnvestment.

The vote in favor of continuing the Commonwealth relationship gave the Popular
Democratic Party a mandate to propose to the U.S. President and Congress legislative changes
designed to promote greater equality between the U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico and residents in
the 50 states. In addition, it was a mandate to seek opportunities to promote greater economic
development through effective economic tools that promote self-sufficiency, employment and

These two concepts, equality for citizens and economic development, were

encapsuled in four specific enhancements approved by the voters with their vote for

Commonwealth:

)

@

As part of welfare reform, to implement the existing federal policy of granting
full participation in federal nutritional assistance programs, so that the U.S.
citizens in Puerto Rico are not treated less fairlv than even non-citizens who

feside i e DU Sidies.

In 1981, during Ronald Reagan’s first year in the White House, the
traditional food stamp program for Puerto Rico was terminated and
replaced by the Nutritional Assistance Program (“NAP”) “block grant,”
which severely reduced, at a capped level, the level of funding for the
program. During the ensuing decade of Republican Presidents, it was not
possible to fully rectify this inequity and Puerto Rico’s participation in the
national program has consistently declined.

In the 1990 Farm Bill, Congress established as policy that “the citizens in
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico should be safeguarded against hunger
and treated on an equitable and fair basis with other citizens under Federal
nutritional assistance programs.” Unfortunately, the current levels of
funding for the NAP still do not provide such “equitable and fair” funding
for the U.S. citizens in the Commonwealth.

To assure equal treatment for the poor elderly and handicapped who reside on the
Island by eliminating the current disparate treatment effected by the Supplemental
Security Income program.

. &

The SSI program currently provides greater protection to aliens residing
in the United States than to U.S. citizens residing in Puerto Rico. This
inequitable treatment has resulted in great hardship to the poor elderly and
handicapped in Puerto Rico and to those Puerto Ricans residing on the
mainland who have not been able to move back to Puerto Rico because
they would lose these benefits.

To reformulate Section 936 of the U.S. Internal Revenue Code in order to create
more and better jobs in Puerto Rico.



] Considering the drastic changes to Section 936 in the 1993 Budget
Reconciliation Act, it is essential to obtain a commitment from the
President to evaluate the effect of these changes on Puerto Rico's
economy and to look at other types of investment incentives that can
promote the continued economic progress of the Island.

(4)  To obtain special protection for Puerto Rico’s main agricultural products by
obtaining a tariff-imposing authority similar to the one that currently exists for
coffee.

. Many mainland agricultural industries obtained special protections as part
of the legislation on the North American Free Trade Agreement. Puerio
Rico’s main agricultural crops deserve similar protections from low-cost
imports. One way to etfect such protections is to extend to other tropical
crops the taritf-imposing authority available for Puerto Rican coffee since
1930.

In addition to these four points, Commonwealth seeks a renewed affirmation of
the democratic, non-colonial nature of the relationship. Commonwealth means the preservation
of the identity of the Puerto Rican people, their language and their culture, in a framework of
common citizenship, common defense, common currency, a common market and common
loyalty to democratic values. This relationship is based on mutual consent and is governed by
the compact entered into in 1952. In recent years, Republican Presidents and other Statehood
supporters have sought to erode the original understanding of the existence of a compact between
Puerto Rico and the United States. They have labeled the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico a
“territory” subject to the plenary powers of Congress and raised fears that the U.S. citizenship
of Puerto Ricans may be revoked by Congress.

The nature of the Commonwealth relationship can be reatfirmed through a
Presidential Memorandum, which would revoke the one issued by President Bush in the last few
weeks of his administration and would clearly set the understanding of the bases of the
Commonwealth relationship as non-colonial and democratic.
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Washington Post

Stateless in San ]uan

Rican politics has been the so-called status

FORYEARSthe principal xssuemPue:to
question. Is the island better off in the:

.‘} i "oi“n, £ i\ ”‘

Btdxey&:ndth&emy Ifbaleﬁtswun‘.up.
. Wages would fikely have-t0 be increased to match,
Iahurmmﬁmth&xshndmldhse :

competi-
constitutional halfway house it currently occupies as ™ rmmjmwmmm,

a "commonwealth,” or should it try to become a state?
- That's what divides the two major island political .
parties. The plehiscite last Sunday can’t have been a'’
great comfort to either. Commonwealth
anly by 48 perrent to 46 percent. The voters are split;
the fight will go an. For now, however, a pluraiity
Erecte s the My bonch s pariy g
greater s pro n
Statehood would mean tremendous economic
change for Puerto Rico. It's anything but clear that the
dnngewuuldhefarmehen‘zr The island now is a
mar enterprise zome. Mainland companies are given
ahnmmmnnﬁmnkiﬂmyhﬁﬂphMSmathgnt
because of the fure of this tax break, Puerto Rico has a

kigh per capita mcome by Latin American standards,
* lost, just as the commonwealthers also lost when

At the same time, more than half the population is
officially poar by mamiand standards..
Ifﬂuexshndmmbemmeastatemawwﬂhan
others, it would lose the tax advantage (already
reduced last simmer). Puerto Ricans would also have
to pay feders] income taxes, which they don’t now. At
the same time, they would presumably become enti-
tled to full federal welfare and related benefits, which
they also aren’t now; bepefits currently are linmted,

won—but  °

estimated that the unemployment rate, already too
hgh.mﬁmchaqmuf.ﬂxewmkmm '
m.ehmdmhvm’tmlly@nedwthnwtheymﬂ _
conimionwealthers also argue that -
mwmﬁnwmo{maﬂmﬂ

identity.
Thesmdmdas'lm&:gmngmnmmﬁm

- commonwealth- status is politically unjust. Puerto Ri-

mmﬂsmmmm&mﬂm
are subject to ather federal law and yet can't vote in
mmmmsmmma
state—hut that's the bargan that the voters

last Sunday. Itm‘tdeatﬂnt(hng:m

been receptive to a statehood petition anyway.
The plebiseite was 3 gamhbie by the statehood
party now in power on the island. statehooders

they tried to lock up the issue a couple of years ago
when they were in power. The lessan may be to
leave status alone for 3 while g8d work on the
island’s other prohlems. Status aside, what should
U.S. palicy be toward Puerto Rico, and bow well do
present policies fulfill the federal obligation? That's

the right question.
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' The close vote in Puerto Rico favoring contin-
.ued commonwealth status rather than statehood
will be greeted with relief In Washington. It spares
Congress from deciding how and whether to admit a
.Spanish-speaking island to the Union. A

, Gov. Pedro Rossello’s New Progressive Party
hoped that Sunday's nonbinding referendum would
build momentum for Puerto Rico’s admission as
the 51st state. But this course was preferred by only
46 percent of the voters, compared with 48 percent
{dr commonwealth status and 4 percent for inde-
pendence. That cflectively sidetracks the statehood
campalign, at least for now.

+ Yet the plebiscile does not resoclve a more
fundamental question: Is Puerto Rico a colony?
The honest answer {s yes and no.

+ Puerto Rlco is clearly a willing subordinate.
. President Clinton, and maost mainlanders, agree
that the islanders themseives should be free to
choose their flnal status. And overwheimingly,
Puerto Ricans favor one of two forms of association
with the United States; there is no clamor for
irjdependence. In 1952 Congress approved common-
wealth status, and a year later Washington persuad-
cd the United Nations to take Puerto Rico off its list
of colonies. -

v Even so, in vital respects Puerto Rico remains
a! dependent ward. Under commonweaith status
Puierto Ricans are U.S. citizens, to a point. They can
settle anywhere on the mainiand, and on the island

Pl

+++ WHITE HOUSE

New York Times

tierto Rico Chooses, for Now

they elect their Governor and legisiature. But be-
cause Islanders pay no Federal income taxes, they.
do not elect U.S. senators or representatives or vote:
for President.,

This arrangement, sweetened by other tax
breaks, has spurred investment from the mainland,.
created jobs and raised wages, a boon that doubt-
less caused many Puerto Ricans to prefer remain- |-
ing in a familiar haifway house to the risks of
economic pain with any change.

But Puerto Ricans are reminded of their dimin-
ished citizenship when Washington gives short
shrift to their petitions. The Treasury Department
barely consuited {slanders this year in proposing:
elimination of Federal tax incentives that Puerto |
Ricans deem essential ta their economy. Twice
since 1953, Puerto Ricans petitioned Congress for
changes to enhance commonweaith status; Con-
gress did nothing. Nor could {t agree two years ago
on a piebiscite whose results woutd be binding.

Many who voted for continued commonwealth |.
status did so to protect Puerto Rico’s distinct cul-
ture {rom homogenization into the English-speak-
ing mainland. This choice of cultural autonomy
short of national Independence deserves respect in
8 world groping with the dilemmas of self-determi.
nation. Now that Puerto Rico has volced its prefer-
ence, it is incumbent upon Washington to react
more sensitively to Puerto Rican requests and to
continued exploraton of the isiand’s status.

@oo4
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New York Daily News

What now for
Puerto Rico? . ..

-

Concmsss HEAVED a sigh of rellef when votars is Puer-

to Rico narrowly rejected petitioning for statehood in fa-

vor of remaining a United States commonwealith. The re- =

sults of Sunday's referendum, though, don’t mean that all is
well between Puerto Rico and the U.S. The relationship will
not be sound until the island moves toward greater autonomy
and less economic dependence. : . .

The Puerto Rican statehood movement is driven by powerfil’
forces — g sense of second ciass status and feelings of lost iden-

tity, among them. Impatience at having citizenship but not the

right to vote in federal elections or any true representation in

Washington is widespread even among those who voted for the .

status quo. Their hailots were cast for economit¢ reasons: State-
hood wouidmean having to pay federal income tax while lo

- much of the assistance that has elevated Puerto Rico, pooras it

is, aver other islands.

'The mission now is to chart a courze that maoves Puerto Rico
toward seif-sufliciency. The effort will have to be made jointly
by the island’s leadership and Congress, but early movements
do not bode well. Those who supported maintainiag Puerto
Rico as a commonwealth are proposing an “enhanced eommon-
wealth” status, whose components leave g lot to be desired. It
anything, they’d lucrease the island’s dependency.

The “enhancement™ goes no furtber than asking Congress to
restore tax breaks to mainlsnd and foreign companies invest-
ing in Puerto Rico, to impose tari{ls on some imported agricul-
tural products, and to make Puerto Ricans eligible both for
Supplemental Security Income, a federal aid program for the
elderly and handicapped. and full food stamp benefits. The cost
of the latter two alone would be $1.6 biilion annually. Even in
good times Washington would balk

A real "enhanced commonwealth” proposal would include
ideas such as allowing Puerto Rlco to initiste its trade relations

- with other countries and lo participate in regional economic

organizations. It ‘would also seek to give Puerto Rico greater
control over its own borders. The more the island is encour-
aged to go it alone, the better ofl it will be in the long ran.

November 17,1993

@oos
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THE PRESIDENT HAS .SEEN

Slealtor oD
MEMORANDUM
\\
To: The ‘deht
From: Nancy Hernreich
Date: February 16, 1994 @’L

L .

Beryl Anthony sent you a statement concerning Puerto Rico, which he said he
discussed with you recently. Marcia Hale said we must be very careful, that
we must weave a very thin path. According to Marcia, there is an explosion in
the making. A former client of Harold Ickes is working in favor of the
Statehood Party; Beryl is for the Commonwealth Party. There are definitely
two sides to this issue, and Marcia will have a memo to you before the end of
the week about Puerto Rico. Do you have any guidance for her?
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WINSTON & STRAWN [- /h ‘e

*
FREDERICK H. WINSTON (1853-1886) 1400 L STREET, NW. z . ( ? CHICAGO OFFICE
SILAS H. STRAWN (1891-1846) WASHINGTON, DC. 20005-3502 35 WEST WACKER DRIVE
. CHICAGD, ILLINOCIS 80601
{312} 558-5600
{202) 373-5700
NEW YORK OFFICE
BERYL F ANTHONY, JR. FACSIMILE (202) 371-5850 175 WATER STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10038-4881
wom et MEMORANDUM @2y 2892500
TO: Nancy Hernreich

Deputy Assistant to the President
The White House

FROM: Beryl F. Anthony, Jr.
DATE: February 10, 1994.

RE: Statement for the President

I spoke with the President last night about the Puerto
Rico issue and he instructed me to draft a statement for him and to
send it to him through you. The statement is attached; please
deliver it to the President.

Thank you very much. Best persohal regards.
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FREDERICK H. WINSTON (1853-1886} . 1400 L STREET, NW. CHICAGO OFFICE
SILAS H. STRAWN (1891-1346) WASHINGTON, DC. 20005-3502 : 35 WEST WACKER DRIVE
: GHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60601

: 312} 558-5600
. (202) 371-5700 @2

NEW YORK OFFICE

BERYL F. ANTHONY, JR. FACSIMILE {202} 371-5950 175 WATER STREET
{202) 371-5754 | NEW YORK, NY 10038-3881
: (212} 269-2500

February 10, 1994

The Honorable William J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As we discussed last night, I am enclosing a proposed
draft of a Presidental statement or press release regarding the
vote in Puerto Rico and your commitment to studying the various
proposals that have been presented to the White House. Our
Democratic friends in Puerto Rico are very enthusiastic about your
willingness to move forward on the results of the referendum vote.

We ‘have made this statement very simple so that it can be
approved and released as soon as possible. I have also enclosed a
two-page summary of the proposals presented by the Popular
Democratic Party. These proposals should be the starting point of
the proposed task force’s discussions.

Thank you very much for your interest in this most
important matter. ’ '

Very Truly Yours,

Ber F. hony, Jr.

BFA/ang
Enclosure



PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENT

On November 14, 1993, the U.S. citizens of the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico exercised their right to self-
determination and voted in a three-way referendum to continue the
Commonwealth relationship. ' The Commonwealth relationship was
established in 1952 as a compact based on mutual consent. Its
democratic nature has once again been reaffirmed through this
referendum vote.

The supporters of the Commonwealth are committed to
further develop this relationship with the United States. They
have presented to me proposals designed both to promote greater
equality between the U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico and residents in
the 50 states and to increase the opportunities for economic
development in Puerto Rico. Before the referendum vote, I stated
that I was committed to do my best to make the Commonwealth "work
better." Today, I want to reaffirm my commitment to work on these
proposals.

To this end, I am pleased to announce that I am forming
an inter-agency task force that will work directly with
Commonwealth supporters to find ways to make the goals of greater
equality and economic development a reality for the U.S. citizens
in the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

This task force will be headed by and
comprised of members of the Departments of Agriculture, Commerce,
Health and Human Services, and Treasury and by members of the White
House staff. ,




Proposed Enhancements to the Commonwealth Relationship

The vote in favor of continuing the Commonwealth
relationship gave the Popular Democratic Party ("PDP") a mandate to
propose to the U.S. President and Congress legislative changes
designed to promote greater equality between the U.S. citizens in
Puerto Rico and residents in the 50 states. In addition, it was a
mandate to seek opportunities to promote greater economic
development through effective economic tools that promote self-
sufficiency, employment and investment. These two concepts,
equality for citizens and economic development, were encapsuled in
four specific enhancements approved by the voters with their vote
for Commonwealth. The PDP presents the following proposals to
initiate a dialogue as to how the goals of equality and economic
development can best be achieved within the existing budgetary
constraints and the national agenda:

(1) As part of welfare reform, to implement the existing
federal policy of granting full participation in federal
nutritional assistance programs, so that the U.S.
citizens in Puerto Rico are not treated less fairly than
even non-citizens who reside in the 50 states.

. In 1981, during Ronald Reagan’s first year in the
White House, the traditional food stamp program for
Puerto Rico was terminated and replaced by the
Nutritional Assistance Program ("NAP") ‘"block
grant," which severely reduced, at a capped level,
the level of funding for the program. During the
ensuing decade of Republican Presidents, it was not
possible to fully rectify this inequity and Puerto
Rico’s participation in the national program has
consistently declined.

In the 1990 Farm Bill, Congress established as
policy that "the citizens in the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico should be safeguarded against hunger
and treated on an equitable and fair basis with
other citizens under Federal nutritional assistance
progranms.” Unfortunately, the current levels of’
funding for the NAP still do not provide such
"equitable and fair" funding for the U.S. citizens
in the Commonwealth.

(2) To assure equal treatment for the poor elderly and
handicapped who reside on the Island by eliminating the
current disparate treatment effected by the Supplemental
Security Income program.

° The SSI program currently provides greater
protection to aliens residing in the United States
than to U.S. citizens residing in Puerto Rico.
This inequitable treatment has resulted in great



hardship to the poor elderly and handicapped in
Puerto Rico and to those Puerto Ricans residing on
the mainland who have not been able to move back to
Puerto Rico because they would lose these beneflts.

(3) To reformulate Sectlon 936 of the U.S. Internal Revenue
Code in order to create more and better jobs in Puerto
Rico.

. Considering the significant changes to Section 936
in the 1993° Budget Reconciliation Act, it is
essential to evaluate the effect of these changes
on Puerto Rico’s economy and to evaluate
adjustments that may generate additional employment
and investment.

(3) To obtain special‘ protection for Puerto Rico’s main
agricultural products by obtaining a tariff-imposing
authority similar to the one that currently exists. for
coffee.

. Many mainland agricultural industries obtained
special protections as part of the legislation on
the North American Free Trade Agreement. Puerto
Rico’s main agricultural crops deserve similar
protections from low-cost imports. One way to
effect such protections is to extend to other
tropical crops the tariff-imposing authority
available for Puerto Rican coffee since 1930.

In addition to these four points, Commonwealth seeks a
renewed affirmation of the democratic, non-colonial nature of the
relationship. Commonwealth means the preservation of the identity
of the Puerto Rican people, their language and their culture, in a
framework of common citizenship, common defense, common currency,
a common market and common loyalty to democratic values. This
relationship is based on mutual consent and is governed by the
compact entered into in 1952, In recent years, Republican
Presidents and other Statehood supporters have sought to erode the
original understanding of the existence of a compact between Puerto
Rico and the United States. They have labeled the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico a "territory" subject to the plenary powers of Congress
and raised fears that the U.S. citizenship of Puerto Ricans may be
revoked by Congress.

The nature of the Commonwealth relationship can be
reaffirmed through a Presidential Memorandum, which would revoke
the one issued by President Bush in the last few weeks of his
administration and would clearly set the understanding of the bases
of the Commonwealth relationship as non-colonial and democratic.

i
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WINSTON & STRAWN
1400 L STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3502

Telephone: (202) 371-5700 DATE: February 10, 1994 Facsimile: (202) 371-3850

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGE(S)

TO: Nancy Hernreich' ‘

FIRM: The White House !
FAXH: 24562883 :
FROM: Beryl F. Anthony

PHONE : 371-5754 ‘
TOTAL H OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): 6
SUBJECT: Presidential Statement

COMMENTS :
Please deliver RUSH. Thanks.

The information coatained in this facsimile message is attorney privileged and confidential information intended
only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, or the employee or agent respounsibie to deliver it to the intended recxplent you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohxblted If you have
received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone, and return the original
message to us at the above address via the U.S. Postal Service. Thank You.

If you do not receive all the pages, please call our facsimile operator at (202) 371-5881 as soon as possible.
Thank you. ‘
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1202) 374-5700

Wi W vt MERCE

BERYL £ ANTHONY. IR FACSIMILE (202} 371-5850 ) 176 WATER ATAFCT
r : NEW YOPIT NY 1000
{202) 3744704 mqmg! o )ﬁmx '
701 Nancy Hernreich

Deputy Assistant to the President
The white House

FROM: Reryl F. Anthonf, Jr.
DATE: Pebruary 10, 1994
RE: Statepent for the President

I spoke with the President last night about the Puerto
Rico issue and he instructed me to drafft a statement for him and to
send it to him through you. The statement is attached; please
deliver it to the President.

‘Thank you very much. Best personal regards.
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(212) 292300

February 10, 1994

The Honorable wWilliam J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

t

Dear Mr. President: |

As we dicoussed laast night, I am enclosing a proposed
draft of a Presidental statement or press release regarding the
vote in Puerto Rico and your commitment to studying the various
proposals that have been presented to the White House. our
Democratic friends in Puerto Rico are very enthusiastic about your
willingness to move forward on the results of the referendum vote.

We have made this statement very simple so that it can be
approved and released as soon as possible. I have algo enclosed a
two-page summary of the proposalas presented by the Popular
Democratic Party. These proposals should be the starting point of
the proposed task force’s discussions.

Thank you very nuch for your interest in this most
important matter.

very Truly Yours,

-
e

BexryI'F. ﬁony, Jr.

BrA/ang
Enclosure
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Points on Nutrition Programs in Puerto Rico:

-- Puerto Rico receives a Nutrition Assistance Block Grant which is separate
from the Food Stamp Program. In addition to the block grant, Puerto Rico
participates in other USDA feedmg programs mcludmg the Child Nutrition
and WIC programs.

-- The President’s fiscal year 1985 budget funds the Puerto Rican Block grant at
the full level authorized by law - $1,143,000,000, an increase of $64 miliion or
6% over the 1994 level. f

-- Puerto Rico will also benefit from other Administration nutrition Initiatives,
~ including the commitment to fully fund the WIC program.

The paper points out that the Food, Agticulture, Conservation and Trade Act of
1890 (FACT) established a policy that “the citizens in the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico should be safeguarded against hunger and treated on an equitable
and fair basis with other citlzens under Federal nutritional assistance
programs.” The paper goes on to point out that the current funding levels of
the Nutrition Assistance Pragram for Puerto Rico (NAP) "still do not provide
such ‘equitable and fair' assistance for the U.S. citizens in the Commonweaith."

« The FACT Act established the a‘bove policy as a preface to establishing the
authorized limits for NAP. As indlcated above NAP is funded at the full
authorized level.

+ The FACT Act also required GAO to compiete a study about the nutritional
needs of Puerto Rico to determine the Iincidence of inadequate nutrition, as
well as to ses If the situation had changed when the food stamp program
ended In Puerto Rico and NAP was implemented. GAO completed the report

. In August of 1992 and concluded that:

-- Over the past 50 years, nutritional status 61 Puerto Ricans has improved,
although very recent data was not availabie.

- There was Insufficient data to determine the extent to which Puerto Rican
nutritional status might have changed when NAP was Implemented in lieu
of food stamps.

-- GAO aiso determined that the food stamp program would have cost from
$100 million to $400 million more then NAP. Depending on the economic
conditions prevaiiing In Puerto Rico and other assumptions about
participation and benefit levels, the costs could be higher in 1995
(Subsequent to the report, Congress increased the NAP authorized level.)
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Should the Sgpplemental Schfxty Income (58I) program be extonded
to Puorto Ricoe? |

o Extending SSI to Puerto cha would equalize treatment of the
poor aged, blind, and disabled in Puerto Rico and the States.
Many Puerto Ricans living in the States would like to move back
to Puarto Rico but cannot wlnhou: losing their SSI benefits.

© Duerto Rf{cans are U.S. citisens. Roncitizens rasiding in the
States get SSI but citizens in Puerto Rico cannot.

Rissusalon |

o Instead of SSI, the program of Aid to the Aged, Blind, or
Disabled (AADD) that was avallable to tho Statec bofore tho
enactment of the SSI program remains in effect in Puerto Rice.
AABD 18 financed jointly by the Federal Government and Puerto
Rico.

© Extending SSI to Puerto Rico raises the 1ssua of extending it
tOo American Samca, Guam, and the virgin Islands. Fedezral costs
would be much greater in Puerte Rice than in the territories.
(§SI was extended to the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands in 1976 through neqotiations in which HHS was not
involved.)

© Replacing the AABD prog:amfwitn SSI would have significant
budget consequences. The Federal share of the current program
in Puerto Rico is about $20 million; the cost of S£SI would be
about $800 million (1990 estimate) for the first full year.
§SI is financed from general revenues.

© Theozro always hae boon a question about the appropriatencess of
SS1'8 benefit levels for Puerto Rico. The full SSI benafit to
an individual with no other income would bs suven times Lhe
current AABD benefit. 6SI would quarantce a monthly income
that would exceed the income eazned by many working people in
Fuerto Rico, where the per caplia {ncome is about one-half of
Mississippi's (the State with the lowest per capita income).

o Furthermore, the eligibiiity rules set by Puerto Rico entitle
aboyt 41,000 persons to payments under the AABD progrem; the
number of people potentially eligible for €SI would be about
185,000--a larger caseload :than in all but seven States. It
Medicaid coverage were provided for all SSI recipients, the
Medicaid impact on Federal costs alsc would be substantial.
(Most States, but not all, provxde Medicaid for all ssi
recipients.) ‘

‘© An argument that has been used to 3ustity different welfare

treatmeny is thay ;gsidenw of Fuepye RICO 49 N9t pd f I mﬁq;

income taxes, and other special Foderal t
the Puerto Rican QOVBIMEHt and economy. o QZOViSIOnS benefl{:

t
'
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EXECUTIVE OF FICE OF T HE PRESIDENT

09-Feb-1994 10:02pm

TO: Rosalyn A. Miller
FROM: Carol H. Rasco
Economic and D?mestic Policy

1

CC: Patricia E. Ro@ani

SUBJECT: Agriculture and HHS materials to expect

1
I gave Pat the source document on two things I talked with Kevin
THurm directly and Ron Blackley's (Chief of Staff to Espy)
assistant which are to be faxed to me tomorrow with a copy to
Marcia Hale immediately e she will be able to clarify if the
material is what she needs...don't hesitate to fax if it gets too

confusing.

|
|
i
t
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Proposed Enhancements :to the Commonwealth Relationship

The vote in favor of comin?uing the Commonweaith relationship gave the Popular
Democratic Party a mandate to propose tfo the U.S. President and Congress legislative changes
designed to promote greater equality bctévecn the U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico and residents in
the 50 states. In addition, it was a mandatc to seek opportunities to promote greater economic
development through etfective econormc tools that promote self-sufticiency, employment and
investment. These two concepts, equahty for citizens and economic development, were
encapsuled in four _specific enhancements approved by the voters with their vote for
Commonwealth: '

(1)  As part of welfare reform, to implement the existing federal policy of granting
| participation in federal nutritional assistance programs, so that the U.S.
citizens in Puerto Rico are not treated less fairlv than even non-citizens who

. i
TedIaE i uie DU Scaied.

o In 1981, during Ronald Reagan’s tirst year in the White House, the
traditional food stamp program for Puerto Rico was terminated and
replaced by the Nutritional Assistance Program (“NAP”) “block grant,”
which severely reduced, at a capped level, the level of funding for the
program. During thc ensuing decade of Republican Presidents, it was not
possible to fully recnfy this inequity and Puerto Rico’s participation in the
hational program has cons1stent1y declined.

In the 1990 Farm B:ll Congress estahlished as policy that “the citizens in
the C ommonwealth of Puerto Rico should be safeguarded against hunger
and treated on an equitable and fair basis with other citizens under Federal
nutritional assistaqice programs.” Unfortunately, the current levels of
funding for the NAP still do not provide such “equitable and fair” funding
for the U.S. citizens in the Commonwealth.

I
i

(2)  To assure equal treatment|for the poor elderly and handicapped who reside on the
Island by eliminating the current disparate treatment ettected by the Supplemental
Security Income program.

/ o The SSI program ;currcntly provides greater protection to aliens residing

%\ in the United States than to U.S. citizens residing in Puerto Rico. This
h _ inequitable treatment has resulted in great hardship to the poor elderly and
. k;{’? ‘handicapped in Puerto Rico and to those Puerto Ricans residing on the
AL mainland who have not been able to move back to Puerto Rico because

they would lose these benetits.
|
|
) To reformulate Section 936 of the U.S. Internal Revenue Code in order to create
more and better jobs in }?uerto Rico. '

s
i
i



I/
q . Considering the diastic changes to Section 936 in the 1993 Budget
(/ Reconciliation Act; it is essential to obtain a commitment from the
President to evaluatc the effect of these changes on Puerto Rico's
@Q economy and to look at other types of investment ‘incentives that can’
promote the continued economic progress of the Island.

(4)  To obtain special protection for Puerto Rico’s main agricultural products by

obtaining a tantt-lmposmg authority similar to the one that currently exists for
coffee. ;
|

* Many mainland agﬁicultural industries obtained special protections as part

of the legislation on the North American Free Trade Agreement. Puerto

Rico’s main agricu]tural crops deserve similar protections from low-cost

imports. One way to effect such protections is to extend to other tropical

crops the tariff-imposing authority available for Puerto Rican cottee since

1930.

In addition to these four points, Commonweaith seeks a renewed affirmation of
the democratic, non-colonial nature of the relationship. Commonwealth means the preservation
of the identity of the Puerto Rican people, their language and their culture, in a framework of
common citizenship, common defense, |common currency, a common market and common
loyalty to democratic values. This relationship is based on mutual consent and is governed by
the compaci satered into in 1952, In recent years, Republican Presidents and other Statehood
supporters have sought to erode the ongmal understanding of the existence of a compact between
Puerto Rico and the United States. 'Ihcy have labeled the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico a

“territory” subject to the plenary powers of Congress and raised fears that the U.S. citizenship
of Puerto Ricans may be revoked by Congress.

I

The nature of the C‘omﬁlonwcalth relationship can be reaffirmed through a

Presidential Memorandum, which would: revoke the one issued by President Bush in the last few
weeks of his adiministration and would clearly set the understanding ot the bases of the
Commonwealth relationship as non-colonial and democratic.
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Stateless in San ]uan

OR.KEARSthe;mmmpﬂxxme:nEanm
Rican palitics has been the so-called status
question. Is the island better off in the-
uumnnmmmnhdﬁnyhmmemtnnunb
a "commoaweaith,” ar should it try to becume a state?

That's what divides the two major island palitical

anly by 48 percent to 46 percent. The voters are split;
the fight will go an. For now, however, a phualty
seems to think the kkely cost of becoming a state s
greater tham the likely benefit. That's probably right.
Statehood would mean tremendons economic
change for Puerto Rico. It's anything but elear that the
change would be for the better. The island now is 2
major enterprise zone. Mainland companies are given
a Jucrative tax hreak if they tuild plants there. In part
bazmumﬁumhneaﬂhsumbnnkIhennkmnhua

ligh per capita income by Latin American standards.

A:um:ameunm,mmmtmminfihepqnhhmxm

affically poar by minland standards. |
Kﬂnn&mdwuunnhunmeaamnanapuvmhan
cthers, it would lose the tax advantage (already
reduced last smmer). Puerto Ricans' would also have
to pay federal income taxes, which they don’t now. At
the same time, they would presumnably become enti-
tled to full federal welfare and related benefits, which
they also aren't now; benefits corrently are limnited,

|

|

|

i
i
!
I

|
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Washington Post

SIS i

len dzs'ﬁmd.ﬁ=~amnumy Erbamﬁb'wun qx
wqpsvmdﬂl&dyhmuzu:benmuzzdu:unmh '
. Labar costs would rise; the-isiand would lose

occupies as 7 vunauhmdagmlhsChmpunmnﬂEhmptOﬁhehm:'

estimated that the wemployment rate,

kigh, conid qmmahaquumruﬁmawmgggzinn

parties. The plebiacite kst Sunday can’t have been 2 i"';mmmtmnywunmmm ‘

great comfort to either. Commonwealth woon—but

also argue that
anﬁ&nmivnddcutiheﬁhmdaunecinacdnuﬂ

identity.
1heﬁmmhnmaiknihgamumwanmmunmﬂnt

- commonwezith- status is politically uojust. Puerto Ri-

cans are US citizens who serve m the armed forces,
are subject 1o ather federal law and yet et vote in
federal electinns. They could if Puerto Rico became a-
state—tut that's the bargain that the voters rejected
lagt Sunday. It fm't cear that Congress would have
hnnnuxumennadmﬁundpatmnamnmy

The plebiscite was 2 gamble by the statehood
party now in power cn the island. statehooders

: lost, just as the commonweaithers also lost when

they tried to lock up the issue a couple of years ago
when they were in power. The lessan may be to
hmm:nmnsahmeﬁu'aemMejmdimd:m:ﬂm
island’s other problems. Status aside, what should
U.S. palicy be toward Puerto Rico, and how well do
present policies fulfifl the federal obligation? That's

the right question.

@oo3
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Puerto Ri

' The ciose vote in Puerto Rico favormg contin-
.ued commonwealith status rather than statehood
will be greeted with reltef in Washlngmn. It spares
Congress from deciding how and whether toadmita
Spanish-speaking island to the Union. |

,  Gov. Pedro Rosseilo’s New Progrcssive Party
hoped that Sunday's nonbinding referendum would
build momentum for Puerto Rico's admxssian as
the 51st state. But this course was preferred by only
48 percent of the voters, compared with 48 percent
{dr commonweaith status and 4 percent| for inde-
pendence. That cffectively sidetracks the stalehood
campaign, at least for now. |

» Yet the plebiscite does not res:alve a more
fundamental question: Is Puerto Rico a colony?
The honest answer {s yes and no. »

1 Puerte Rlco Is clearly a willing subordlnate.

.President Clinton, and most mainianders, agree
that the islanders themselves should be free to
choose their final status. And overwheimingly,
Plerto Ricans favor one of two forms of association
with the United Slates; there is no clamor for
iidependence. In 1952 Congress approved common-
w!ealth status, and a year {ater Washington, persuad-
the United Natlons to take Puerto Rico off ns list
colomes

: Even so, in vital respects Puerto Rico remains
a!dependent ward. Under commonwealith status
Phierto Rlicans are U.S. citizens, to a point. They can

settie anywhere on the matniand, and on the isiand

|
|

1
|
|
!

New York Times

ico Chooses, for Now

+++ WHITE HOUSE

they eiect their Governor and legislature. But be-
cause islanders pay no Federal income taxes, they.
do not elect U.S. senators or representatives or vote:
for President.,

This arrangement, sweetened by other tax
breaks, has spurred investment from the mainiand, .
created jobs and raised wages, a boon that doubt-
less caused many Puerto Ricans to prefer remain- |-
ing in a famillar haifway house to the risks of
economic pain wilth any change.

But Puerto Ricans are reminded of their dimin-
ished citizenship when Washington gives short
shrift to their petitions. The Treasury Department
barely consulted islanders this year in proposing-
eiimination of Federal tax incentives that Puerto |
Ricans deem essential to thelr economy. Twice
since 1953, Puerto Ricans petitioned Congress for
changes to enhance commonweaith status; Con:
gress did nothing. Nor could it agree two years ago
on a plebiscite whose resuits wouid be binding.

Many who voted for continued commonwealth |
status did so to protect Puerta Rico's distinet cui-
ture {rom homogenization into the English-speak-
ing mainland. This cholce of culturai autonomy
short of national independence deserves respect in
a world groping with the dilemmas of seif-determi.
nation. Now that Puerto Rico has voiced its prefer-
ence, It is Incumbent upon Washington to resct
more sensitively to Puerto Rican requests and to
continued exploration of the island's status.

@oo4




New York baily News

What now for
Puerto Rico? .. .

-

ONGRESS HEAVED a sigh of relief when vntm in Puer.
to Rico narrowly rejected petitioning for statehood in fa-

vor of remaining a United States commonweaith, The re- -

gults of Sunday’s referendum, though, don't mean that ail is
well between Pueno Rieo and the U.S The relationship will

not be sound uniil the isiand moves toward greater autonnm.y

and jess economic dependence.

The Puerto Rlcsn statehood moavement I8 driven by powerful’

forces — a sense of second class status and feelings of Jost iden-

tity, among them. Impatience at having citizenship but not the .

right ta vote in federal elections or any true representation in

Washington is widespread even among those who voted for the .

status quo. Their bailots were cast for economic reasons: State-
hood wouid mean havmg to pay federal income tax while |

* much of the assistance that has elevated Puerto Rico, poorai it

is, over other islands.

The mission now is to chart a course that moves Puerto Rico
toward self-sufficlency. The effort will have to be made jointly
by the island’s leadership and Congress, but eariy ma
do not bode well Those who supported maintaining Puerto
Rico as a commonwealth are proposing an “enhanced common-

wealth” status, whose components leave a Jot to be desired. If

anything, they’d incresse the island's dependency.

The “enbancement” goes no further than asking Congress to
restore tax breaks to mainland and foreign companies invest-
ing in Puerto Rico, to impose tari{Is on some imported agricul-
tural products, and to make Puerto Ricans eligible both for
Supplemental Security Income, a federal aid program for the
elderly and handicapped, and full food stamp benefits. The cost
of the latter two alone would be $1.6 billion annually. Even in
good times Washington would balk.

A real “enhanced commonwealth” proposal would include
ideas such as allowing Puerto Rlco to initiate its trade relations

- with other countries and lo participate in regional economic
orgenizations. It would also seek to give Puerto Rico greater |
control over its own borders. The more the island is encour- -

aged to go it alonme, fhe better off it will be in the long ran.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 29, 1993
I

MEMORANDUM FOR SENIOR STAFF
FROM: MARCIA HALE i
SUBJECT: PUERTO RICO i

i

The attached letter will be mailed on Friday, October 1,
1993. 1If you have any questions please call me x7060.

'
1
i
|
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
i
!
|
1
{

i
‘ t
September 29, 1993 ,

i
t
t
The Honorable Pedro Rosello
Governor of Puerto Rico
La Fortaleza
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00901

l
Dear Governor Rosello: :
Your letter to the President regarding the relationship between
Puerto Rico and the White House has been received and noted. As
Chief of Staff, I am designating the White House Office of
Intergovernmental Affairs, 'directed by Marcia Hale, to serve as
the Government of Puerto Rico's primary point of federal contact
with the Administration. Of course, this designation still
permits you to have direct communication with Cabinet departments
and agencies when appropriate.

|
It is my belief that having the Office of Intergovernmental
Affairs as your contact point will help to promote continuity and
would provide a more direct line of communication between Puerto
Rico and the President. Please call upon me if I may be of
further assistance, and again, thank you for writing. Your
interest in this Administration is appreciated.

Personally,

Tach ’UV\CV\%:

Mack McLarty
- Chief of Staff to the- Presxdent
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;THE WHITE, HOUSE
OFFICE OF DOMESTIC POLICY

'

JESPIIENY)

CAROL H. RASCO )
Assistantto the President for Domestic Policy
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THlE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
|

March 9, 1994

The Honorable Ron de Lugo

Chairman

Subcommittee on Insular |
and International Affairs

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515 |

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This is to reiterate whatfi said in our discussion earlier today
concerning the actions that the Federal Government should take
following the plebiscite that the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico
conducted last November on|political status proposals made by the
islands’ three principal political parties. I have conveyed the
same points to Resident Commissioner Carlos Romero-Barceld,
Governor Pedro Rosselld, and Popular Democratic Party of Puerto
Rico President Miguel Hernadndez-Agosto.

President Clinton has beenjcommitted to strongly support the will
of the people of Puerto Rico regarding their islands’ status,
whether they decide to chahge it or want to make the present
relationship work better for them. He is also very concerned
about the health of the economy of Puerto Rico and dedicated to
helping Puerto Ricans meet| their pressing needs and overcome the
serious problems they face}

The importance of the United States responding to the wishes that
these citizens expressed highlights the need for us to examine
and seek to form policy ini light of the plebiscite.

{ .
- The President has, therefore, directed the organization of an
Inter-Agency Working Group|on Puerto Rico. It is my :
understanding that Jeffrey| L. Farrow, Staff Director of the
Subcommittee, has agreed to join the Department of Commerce.
Among his other responsibilities, Jeffrey will serve with me as
Co-Chair of the Inter-Agency Working Group. We will coordinate
the development and review!of policy with senior officials of the
relevant departments and agencies as well as with other staff in
The White House and the Executive Office of the President.
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A primary task will be to construct positions on economic and
other proposals from the plebiscite; but the working group will .
also provide guidance and|serve as a liaison on other economic
issues and other matters related to Puerto Rico. Because the
Commonwealth’s economic situation is such a major factor in the
issues, measures to 1mprove it will be a priority along with
equitable treatment in programs and status matters.

The working group will asList the President in fulfilling his
pledge to consider the 1slands' situation in consultation with
its leaders as policy that would substantially affect it is made
and carried out. It w1ll' additionally, provide a better means
of working with Congress on Puerto Rican questions.

Finally, this new policy process will not replace the

responsibilities of any other part of the Executive Branch. It
will, instead, fill in a gap in the existing structure that you
and others in the Congress have asked the Administration to fill.

We should be able to assemble the working group and be prepared
to report further to the Subcommittee in about ninety days. 1In
light of this, we believe it would not be productive for an
Administration witness to testify at this time. We look forward
to discussing with you approprlate Administration testimony as
the working group makes progress.

l
In concluding, let me note that we look forward to working with
you and others on the issues raised by the plebiscite and other
matters of importance to the people of Puerto Rico.

Sincerely,

Marcia Hal
A551stant to the Pre51dent and
Director of Intergovernmeptal Affairs

|

¢

cc: The Honorable Carlos%A. Romero-Barceld
The Honorable Pedroc Rosselld
The Honorable Miguel! Hernandez-Agosto

|
i
I
|
1
|
|
1
]
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George Miller, cHAIRMAN
US. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

|
I
—
Cqmmnttee on Natural Resources
|
News
, |

RELEASE: March 9, 1994

\ : .
. CONTACT: cynthin Rivera
i (202) 225-9297

ntive

|
!

U.8. Bouse of Representatives Insular and International affairs
Subcommittes Chairman Ron de Lugo (D-VI) has released the
attached letter that he reoaivad this evening from Marcia L.
Hale, Assistant to l’ras:ldant Clinton and Director of the White
House 0ffice of Intozqovernuantal Affairs.

1 .
In releasing the letter, de Lugo made the following statement:

"The President is to be commended for recognizing that there
needs to be a working group here in Washington whose main
function is to becenme taowlaégeah;a about the needs and
complexities of Puerto Rico ?nd to assist him in developing
polioy that meets the needs of the people of the island. This is
what das been missing in thi;a town.
: w o ‘

"Too many administrations inftha past have tried to wing it on
Puerto Rico. President Clinton recogniges that the issues of
Puerto Rice are far too oqnpiax'for that approach. I think the
President's approach is in tﬁa bast interests both of the United
States and Puerto Rico." f |
De Lugo also said that the sﬁbcomittee's tirst htaring on how
the Federal Government should respond to the results of the
political status plebiscite peld in Puerto Rico last year -~ now
scheduled for this Friday, March 11th — would be postponed in
light of the President's action. :

| = 30 =
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM FOR BILIL GALSTON
KATHI WAY
BEN-AMI

e

FROM:/” Carol H. Rasco

SUBJ: Puerto Rico

DATE: August 9, 1994

|
I met today with Congressﬁan Romero~-Barcelo. Attached is his

agenda. We did not cover litem #2 as he said he knew that was not
really in my "area." : C

I of course listened and qade no commitments.
. [

FYI: |
#1: Galston: He is hoping the Administration will work in the
next day or so to help get the provision in the Senate bill. His
arguments are outlined in the letter to Secretary Riley. I have
read the Secretary’s response and assume this means no
Administration push will be made to meet the Congressnman’s
request. I simply wanted 'to make sure you have examined this,
even if briefly.

#3. Way: He states this is longterm. He has included his
statement from August 2. He apparently asked the Secretary some
questions in the hearing that he feels weren’t adequately
answered. I am sure you all have worked with Puerto Rico
throughout the process but wanted to bring this to your
attention.

#4. Ben-Ami; He is of course asking our help in getting this

project higher on the list. His arguments are outlined in the
letter and fact sheet.

cc: Marcia Hale
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COMMITTEES:
EDUCATION AND LABOR
SUBCOMMITTEES:

ELEMENTARY, SECONDARY AND
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

PUERTO RICO

WASHINGTON QFFICE.

LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS
(202) 225-2615

l . X , HUMAN RESOURCES

| Congress of the United States

P.O. BOX 4751

NAT'URAL RESOURCES
' House of Representatives ona oA, rom
{B09) 723-6333

NATIONAL PARKS, FORESTS
. AND PUBLIC LANDS
Washmgton DC 20515 -5401 " NTenn SULAR AND

INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

OLD SAN JUAN, PR 00802-4761

l
| AGENDA
|
|
August 9, 1994 | -
Meeting with Mrs. Carol Rasco 1
Assistant to the President 1
(Domestic Policy) - ‘
| |
1) 85/15 issue, vocational & technical schools in Puerto Rico -- disproportionate impact of

new retroactive regulations of the Dept! of Education -- approx. 75,000 students enrolled and over
5,000 full-time employees (See attached CRB letter dated 6/14/94 for more details).

. |

Current status in Congress: H.R. 4606, the Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations bill, as passed
by the full House, contains a provision prohibiting the Dept. of Education from spending any
funds to implement the 85-15 regulauon until July 1, 1995 (thus delaying the regulation for one

year). The Senate version of the bill, currently bemg considered by the Senate with a final vote
expected tomorrow, does not contain any similar provision.

|
( Democratic politics in Puerto \RICO -- Recent White House letter to the Mayor of

Mayaguez -- See attached letters (one 31gned by Premdent Clinton, and one by CRB).

l
3) Welfare Reform -- Puerto Rico’s dilemma and the "cap" situation -- See attached copy
of CRB’s statements before the Education and Labor Committee. Bottom line: goals of national

welfare reform will not touch the workmg poor-and the indigent in P.R. Island/Mainland per
capita income gap continues to grow. |

o | :

4) Veterans’ health concerns in PR -- San Juan’s VA outpatient clinic -- for the last 15
years funds have been asked for this project. See attached CRB letter and fact-sheet.

Current status in Congress Project was a!uthorized last year (total amount $46 M), VA has listed
San Juan has one of the top-eight prlorlty projects in the nation. No money appropriated in the
. House, Senate appropriated funds for jtwo of the eight VA priority projects. VA-HUD

Appropriations bill is now going to Conference (date: TBA) Key players: Louis Stokes and Sen.
Barbara Mikulski.
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PUERTO RICO

COMMITTEES:
EDUCATION AND LABOR
SUBCOMMITTEES:

ELEMENTARY, SECONDARY AND
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

LABOR-MANAGEMENT HELATIONS
HUMAN RESOURCES

WASHINGTON OFFICE:
1517 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-5401

{202) 225-2615 . .
DraTRCT OFFICE: Cong ress of the United States NATURAL RESOURCES
P.O. BOX 4751 : . SUBCOMMITTEES:
OLD SAN JUAN, PR 00902-4751 House of Representatives NATIONAL PARKS, FORESTS
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Washi;ngton, DC 2051 5—-5 401 | INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

June 14, 1994

S Con,
The Honorable Richard W. Riley - ©P V
h el

Secretary
Department of Education

400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20202

Dear Mr. Secretary:

i

Now that the final regulations have been issued on the so-called 85/15 rule under Title
IV of the Higher Education Act, I am writing again to express my deep concern and distress
regarding the retroactive application |of this regulation and the devastating impact it will have on
. Puerto Rican proprietary institutionsjand their students.

|

[ strongly implore you to pos‘tpone the July 1, 1994, effective date for a one-year period.
At a time when many of this Administration’s initiatives center on meaningful employment --
School-to-Work, the Reemployment Act, and welfare reform -- it seems particularly short-sighted
to arbitrarily close so large a number of the very post-secondary career schools which can
contribute to reaching our employmeint goals. A year’s postponement would give many of these
institutions an opportunity to comply with these regulations. While some may still face
difficulties in complying, it will be \:/irtually impossible. for them to comply retroactively in the

brief time period available. !

In my Congressional District of Puerto Rico, the impact of the 85/15 rule will be nothing
short of catastrophic. There are 65 proprietary institutions with 60 branches for a total of 125 -
proprietary educational units dispers{:d around the Island. These institutions serve more than 40
municipalities, many of which depend on them exclusively for vocational and technical education
and training. Under the final 85[%15 regulations, it is anticipated that almost all of these

institutions will be forced to close on July'1, 1994.

These institutions serve 75,000 students who will not have any other alternative to further
their education in order to find employment. Unlike the mainland, there is no community college
system in Puerto Rico with the capac:ity to absorb and serve these students. Total aid to students
was in excess of $107 million. 86 per cent of the financial aid to these students was from Pell

. grants, 10 per cent came from the federal student loan program, and the remainder came from
N programs such as college work study (CWS) and supplemental aid (SEOG). Proprietary schools

|
|

i



!
[

June 14, 1994

i
: !
The Honorable Richard W. Riley i
Page 2

in Puerto Rico generate tuition revenues of close to $120 million a year. It is easily evident that
the total financial aid received is almost 90 per cent of this $120 million figure and thus, it will
be extremely difficult for the Puerto Rlcan career schools to meet the 85/15 rule.

The proprietary sector cunent[y employs around 5000 people and the payroll is estimated
at $71 million dollars. In addition, this sector is a solid contributor to the Puerto Rican economy,
paying about $3 million in income taxes. Therefore, the forced closing of these institutions

would have a substantial impact on the chronic unemployment situation and already depressed
economy of Puerto Rico. ‘

Despite a limited number of abiuses in a few institutions which, of course, should be dealt
with, postsecondary proprietary institutions play a vital role in this nation’s higher education
system. [ again appeal to you to pestpone the effective date of the 85/15 regulations for a one-
year period in order that we may all work together to develop a more equitable solution to this

dilemma while ensuring that our cmzens have the opportunity to pursue their educational and
employment goals. k

Sincerely,

Carlos Romero-Barcel6

CRB/MAS



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
| THE SECRETARY
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July 28, 1994

e%@

Honorable Carlos Romero-Barcelo
House of Representatives ' bﬁ
Washington, D.C. 20515 '

Dear Carlos:

Thank you for your letters requesting that the Department of Education con51der delaying
implementation of the 85 percent rule until July 1, 1995.

The Higher Education Amendments|of 1992, (P.L. 102-325) was enacted on July 23, 1992,
and amended section 481(b)(6) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (HEA) by adding a new
sixth eligibility criterion to the deﬁn‘}ition of the term "proprietary institution of higher
education.” As you know, a for-profit institution must qualify as an eligible proprietary
institution of higher education in order for its students to receive assistance under the student
financial assistance programs authorilzed by Title IV of the HEA (Title IV, HEA programs).

The new sixth criterion requires that% an institution that satisfies the first five conditions must
also derive at least 15 percent of its revenues from non-Title IV, HEA program funds. Put
another way, the section prohibits a proprietary institution of higher education from deriving
more than 85 percent of its rcvenues} from Title IV, HEA program funds (the 85 percent
rule). Furthermore, by statute, the Secretary was required to issue regulations interpreting
the term "revenue” for purposes of iinplementing the rule. On April 29, 1994, the
Department published final regulations in the Federal Register implementing this provxsxon
These regulations took effect on Ju]yl 1, 1994.

As you know, an issue raised by pmprxe;ary schools is that basing an initial determination of
an institution’s compliance under the{new regulations on its past fiscal-year revenue is unfair
because it makes the rule retroactive, As a result, they want the effective date delayed for a
year to allow them time to comply However, the statutory provision upon which the
regulations are based has been in effect since July 23, 1992, the date of enactment of the
Higher Education Amendments of 1992 Thus, these institutions have been aware for almost
two years that they would need to take appropriate steps to comply with the 85 percent rule.

|
Furthermore, these institutions and their representatives have been intimately involved in the
development of these regulations smce enactment of the law. They participated in the
regional meetings and negotiation sessions that were held under the requirement for

400 MARYLAND AVE., S.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202-0100

Qur mission is to ensure equal access o education and to promote educational excellence throughout the Nation.
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negottated rulemaking. They have had access to drafts of proposed regulations, have had the
benefit of discussions with Department staff, and have had the opportunity to comment on
the proposed regulations. The final regulations do not significantly depart from the position

adopted as a result of negotiations on the proposed regulations.

Therefore, these institutions have known for nearly two years the direction in which
implementation of the 85 percent rule was moving. We regard that period as ample time for
proprietary institutions to have made the appropriate adjustments to ensure that they derive a
minimum of 15 percent of their revenues from sources other than Title IV, HEA program
funds. In addition, as explained below, the regulations do not cover any period of time prior
to the effective date of the 1992 Axinendments

This regulatory approach has recently been upheld as a reasonable and appropriate manner of
implementing section 481(b)(6) of the HEA by the United States District Court for the
District of Puerto Rico in the case of Ponce Paramedical College, Inc., et al vs. the
Department of Education, and by the United States District Court for the District of
Columbia in the case of Career Colleges Association vs. Riley.

Effective on July 1, 1994, each pro'prietary institution must determine whether it qualifies as
an eligible proprietary institution for the 1994-95 award year under the 85 percent rule. The
following rules have been developet‘l for this initial determination.

0 If an institution’s lateﬁst complete fiscal year ended during the period of
October 1, 1993 through June 30, 1994, the institution shall use information
based on that fiscal year to determine whether the institution satisfies the 85

percent rule. i

o If an institution’s latest complete fiscal year ended before October 1, 1993, the
institution shall use the fiscal year that ends between July 1, 1994 and
September 30, 1994 to determine whether the institution satisfies the 85
percent rule. i
Therefore, the earliest possible fiscal year that would be used to determine whether the
institution satisfies the 85 percent rule would be a fiscal year beginning October 2, 1992 and
ending October 1, 1993. |

|

Moreover, most institutions participafting in the Title IV, HEA programs have fiscal years
that coincide with the calendar year or the award year. Thus, for those institutions whose
fiscal year parallels the calendar year, their latest complete fiscal year began January 1,

1993, more than five months after the enactment of section 481(b)(6) and ended December
31, 1993, more than 17 months after enactment. With regard to those institutions whose
fiscal year parallels the award year, their latest complete fiscal year began July 1, 1993,

more than 11 months after the enactment of section 481(b)(6) and ended June 30, 1994, more
than 23 months after enactment.
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|
|
|

We believe the regulations accurately reflect the intent of current law, and are aware of the
recent House action to delay the effective date of the 85 percent rule for one year. The
Department will, of course, take appropriate action to comply with any changes in the law.

I hope this information will be helpful in addressing your concerns. If I can be of further
assistance, please let me know. |
!

Yours sincerely,

ek,

Richard W. Riley
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August 2, 1994 ;

|

The Honorable Robert C. Byrd
Chairman, Committee on Appropriatlons
United States Senate |

311 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-480?

Dear Mr. Chairman: f N

With regard to the House/Senate Conference conceming the Fiscal Year
1995 Appropriations Bill for the Departments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, Education and Rela‘ted Alencles | strongly urge that you support
. the House-approved provusmn contained in H.R. 4606 that would require

that no funds be appropriated prior to July 1, 1995 for the implementation
of a regulation promulgated under Sectlon 481(b)(8) of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 and known as the 85-15 percent rule. The
aforementioned provision would delay the impiementation of said rule for a
year, to give post-secondary institutions time to comply with the new
regulation, which was |ssued on April 29, 1994,

The 85-15% rule raqulres that private post-secondary institutions
demonstrate that at least 15 percent of their revenue, generated until June
30, 1994, was derived from sources other than the Federal assistance
provided under Title IV of the Higher Education Act. in Puerto Rico, as in
numerous other Junsdicttons a substantial number of private post-
secondary institutions, servmg economically-disadvantaged students,
- derive more than 85 percent of their revenue from Title IV funds.
Consequently, throughout tha island, the retroactive Implementation of this
regulation would obllge 125 private educational facilities to terminate their
operations. That, in tum would deal a devastating blow to the educational
aspirations of approxlmately 75,000 students in Puerto Rico, while
simultaneously leaving hundreds of teachers and other personnel
unemployed.

r
!
|
|

1
|
|
!
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The Honorable Robert C. Byrd

August 2, 1994
Page Two

At a moment when many of President Clinton’s Initiatives target meamngful
job creation -- examples mclude School-to-Work, the Reemployment Act
and Welfare Reform -- the hasty imposition of the 85-15% rule would seem
particularly ill-advised, glven the extraordmary potential of post-secondary
career schools to play a major role in helping us reach our employment and
education goals. {
Despite instances of abuse by a few institutions (which, of course, should
be firmly sanctioned), post—secondary institutions can and must remain a
key component of our nation’ sI higher education system. | therefore urge
your favorable consideration of this request that schools be granted
sufficient time to comply with the regulations, thereby protecting our
students’ cherished opportumty to fulfill their educational and employment
aspirations.

With very best personal regards.

Sincerely,

Hiteo oo el

Pedro Rosselld
Govemnor of Puerto Rico

PAGE

3
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" The Honorable Tom Harkin

T Svemon of Forto T

| August 2, 1994
|

Chairman, Appropriations Subcommittee
on Labor, Health and Human Sewices
and Education |

United States Senate

186 Dirksen Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510 2

Dear Mr. Chairman: \

< |
With regard to the House/Senate Conference conceming the Fiscal Year

1995 Appropriations Bill for the Departments of Labor, Health and Human -

Services, Education and Related Agencies, | strongly urge that you support
the House-approved provision contained in H.R. 4606 that would require
that no funds be appropriated prlor to July 1, 19956 for the implementation
of a regulation promulgated undar Sec'uon 481(b)(6) of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 and known as the 85-15 percent rule. The
aforementioned provision would delay the implementation of said rule for a
year, to give post-secondary institutions time to comply with the new
regulation, which was Issued onApdl 29, 1994,

The 85-15% rule requires that private post-secondary institutions
demonstrate that at least 15 pement of their revenue, generated until June
30, 1994, was derived from sources other than the Federal assistance
provided under Title IV of the Higher Education Act. In Puerto Rico, as In
numerous other jurisdictions, & substantial number of private post-
secondary institutions, semng} economically-disadvantaged students,
derlve more than 85 percent of their revenue from Title IV funds.
Consequently, throughout the island, the retroactive implementation of this
regulation would obhge 125 private educational facilities to terminate their
operations. That, in turn would deal a devastating blow to the educational
aspirations of approximately 75 000 students In Puerto Rico, while

simultaneously leaving hundreds of teachers and other personnel
unemployed.

PACE
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The Honorable Tom Harkin
August 2, 1994

At a moment when many of Presrdent Clinton’s initiatives target meaningful

job creation - examples mctude School-to-Work, the Reemployment Act
~ and Welfare Reform - the hasty lmposnion of the 85-15% rule would seem

particularly ill-advised, given thel extraordinary potential of post-secondary

career schools to play a major ro!e in helping us reach our employment and
education goals.

Despite instances of abuse by a few Instltutlons (which, of course, should
be firmly sanctioned), post-secondary institutions can and must remain a
key component of our nation's higher education system. | therefore urge
your favorable consideration of this request that schools be granted
sufficlent time to comply with the regulations, thereby protecting our

students' cherished opportunity to fulfill thelr educational and employment
aspirations. | !

With very best personal regards. |

|
Sincerely, I\
|
1
|

~ Pedro Rossell6

Governor of Puerto Rico
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July 29, 1994

Hon. William J. Clinton
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

]
!
|
|

Dear Mr. President:

A letter dated July 25th |was sent to the Mayor of the City of Mayaguez, Mr. José
Guillermo Rodriguez, over your signature, regarding the celebration of the "Commonwealth
Constitution Day" in Puerto Rico.

I

Although the letter does not make any specific expressions as to the result of the
November 1993 plebiscite nor does it make any specific commitments to Commonwealth’
. supporters as to what recommendations you will make or what actions you will take as a result
of the aforementioned plebiscite, the structuring of the letter and the inferences that can be made
from the text are politically suppomve to Mayor Héctor Luis Acevedo -- the declared opponent
of the incumbent Democratic G?vernor Dr. Pedro Rossell6. '

The letter was viewed in[Puerto Rico, by the local press and by Commonwealth activists
as an indication of strong support by you to the status of the so-called "Commonwealth," and by
implication, as a strong endorse;ment of the opponent of the incumbent Governor in 1996.

I have no doubt that if you had known that your letter had these local political
1mphcatlons you would not have signed it as I do not believe you would sign any letter which
would give political support to the opponent of any mcumbent Democratic Governor in any state. .

This incident demonstrates the serious lack of familiarity at the White House with the last
and only colony in the world that has a population of well over three million inhabitants.

|
In last year’s plebiscite, 51% voted for some other form of status rather than the present

colonial status -- inappropri'lc'itely labeled "Commonwealth". Only 48% voted not for -
"Commonwealth", but for a version of "enhanced commonwealth" which is unrealistic and
unattainable from a pohncali and economic point of view. 1 am confident that your
Administration has no mtennon of giving tacit or direct support to promises which raise false
. expectations for the people of Pueno Rico, nor would you give support to a status arrangement
which you knew to be colomal in nature.



July 29, 1994

!
f
|
| |
Hon. William J. Clinton |
t
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I must assume that whoever‘l drafted the letter is ignorant of status and partisan politics in
Puerto Rico. I must assume this because if the person is knowledgeable and aware of status
politics in Puerto Rico, he or she placed you in a position of direct opposition to the Democratic
Governor and the statehood Democrats in Puerto Rico and used your good offices to give Mayor
Acevedo, the opposition, a po mcal boost. If familiar with Puerto Rico, whoever drafted that
letter is against equality for the U. S citizens of Puerto Rico. Moreover, whoever drafted that
letter is not our friend, nor yours, because he or she took advantage of your trust in him or her

and took advantage of your good fepth and intentions.

|
Mr. President, as your personal friend and supporter, and Puerto Rico’s only elected
Member of Congress, 1 believe it is extremely important that we meet personally for
approximately 30 minutes to dlscuss% issues raised by this letter. 1 am confident that we can have
a productive and informative meetmg that will foster a better understanding of a colonial issue -

which must be solved in the 90’s --ia period declared by the United Nations as the "Decade of
Decolonization". !
: |

I would appreciate your thoughts and look forward to a meeting at your earliest
convenience. | remain sincerely, as 'always,

\
Yozur friend and supporter,

(ot

Carlos Romero-Barcelo

K
1
!
1
|
|
|
|
|
|
|



THE! WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 25, 1994

The Honorable Jose Guillermo Rodriguez
Mayor of Mayaguez - A
Mayaguez, Puerto Rico 00681

Dear Mayor Rodriguez:

President Kennedy agreed with Puerto Rico's great Governor,
Luis Munoz Marin, in 1962 that the Commonwealth's 10th anniversary
was an cccas;on to celebratel Today's holiday is as well.

Governor Munoz's proclamatlcn that the Constitution of the
Commonwealth would take effect culminated a series of steps through
which the Puerto Rican people and the federal government mutually
agreed on the island's self-government authority and their rela-
tions. This significant change provided a basis for the progress
and security of the U.S. Cltlzens of Puerto Rico since that time.

In racmgn121ng the Commonwealth’s achlevements, President
Kennedy also agreed on the need for its further development.
The people of Puerto Rico expressed their will in this regard
last November.

Because their wishes must be respected my Administration
will consider their proposals and develop pelicy in light of the
plebiscite's results. I w111 also continue te try to help improve
the ialand's ecconemy, to have it treated equitably in federal
programs, and make the federal government work better for its
pecpie. I plan to see Mayor Hector Luis Acevedo, the president
of your party, soon to discusg these issues. -

~ In cloeing, let me express my best wishes to all attending
today's ceremonies. ‘

Sincerely,




Hon. Carlos Romero-Barcel6
Committee on Education and Labor
(Remarks)

August 2, 1994

RE: H.R. 4605 "Work & Respon%ibility Act of 1994" (Welfare Reform)

I COMMEND THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS LEADERSHIP IN ATTEMPTING TO BRING
ABOUT MEANINGFUL CHANGE TO OUR NATION’S WELFARE SYSTEM, LIKE HE
SAID -- "TO END WELFARE AS|WE KNOW IT".

MY COLLEAGUES IN THE FRESHMAN CLASS HAVE ALSO TAKEN THE INITIATIVE
OF ADDRESSING THE NEED FOR WELFARE REFORM, AND WE DID ENGAGE IN A
THOROUGH PROCESS THAT CI.ILMINATED IN A DOCUMENT THAT LAYS OUT THE
CONSENSUS OF THIS GROUP. |

AMONG THE KEY ASPECTS OiF OUR RECOMMENDATIONS IS THE FIRM BELIEF
THAT THE REFORM’S GOALS MUST AIM AT PROMOTING SELF-SUFFICIENCY AND
THAT THE SHORT-TERM EXPENEDITURES NECESSARY TOIMPLEMENT THE REFORM
MUST NOT BE FINANCED BY THE POOR. WHATEVER AMOUNT WE INVEST IN
WELFARE REFORM THIS YEAR MUST BE INVESTED IN SUCH A WAY THAT IT WILL
RENDER MUCH GREATER BENEFITS TO OUR SOCIETY AS A WHOLE IN A FEW
YEARS THAN THE PRESENT PROGRAMS HAVE BEEN ABLE TO.

THE NATIONAL CONSENSUS IS CLEAR IN ITS CONCLUSION THAT THE WELFARE
SYSTEM IS BROKEN AND THAT IT NEEDS A MAJOR OVERHAUL. THEREFORE, WE
MUST BE WILLING TO COME- UP WITH A MEANINGFUL STRATEGY AND WITH THE
INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS NEEDED TO FIX THE PROBLEMS AND IMPLEMENT THE
SOLUTIONS THAT WILL ULTIMATELY REWARD WORK, SELF-SUFFICIENCY, FAMILY
UNITY AND RESPONSIBILITY. |

NEVERTHELESS LET US NOT FORGET THAT WE WILL ALWAYS HAVE A SMALL
PROPORTION OF OUR POPULATION THAT FOR VALID REASONS WILL NOT BE ABLE
TO ATTAIN FULL SELF-SUF FICIENCY THOSE INDIVIDUALS AND THEIR FAMILIES
- WILL NEED SOME TYPE OF ASSISTANCE FROM THE GOVERNMENT: FOR EXAMPLE,
PEOPLE WITH CHRONIC DISABILITIES INDIGENT SENIOR CITIZENS, CHILDREN AT
RISK AND WOMEN WITH CHILDREN WHO MUST TAKE CARE OF THEM
PERSONALLY.

WE ALSO REITEMTE THAT THE REFORM EFFORT MUST ENVISION A

COMPREHENSIVE WELFARE STRATEGY WHICH WILL RESULT IN CAREFULLY
DESIGNED PROGRAMS THAT WILL HELP PEOPLE PULL THEMSELVES OoUT OF
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POVERTY. THUS, THE PRESIDENT’S PLAN MUST CONSIDER THE POSSIBILITY OF
EXTENDING WELFARE RESOURCES AND RESPONSIBILITIES TO GROUPS THAT
HAVE BEEN TRADITIONALLY EXCLUDED OR UNDERSERVED BY WELFARE
MECHANISMS.

A CASE IN POINT IS WHAT IS HAPPENING IN MY OWN DISTRICT, PUERTO RICO,
HOME TO OVER 3.6 MILLION AMERICAN CITIZENS BY BIRTH, WHERE A LARGE
SEGMENT OF THE POPULAT ION HAS BEEN CONDEMNED TO A PERMANENT
UNDERCLASS OF POVERTY BY INCONSISTENT AND TOTALLY CONTRADICTORY
FEDERAL POLICIES TOWARDS THE CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO.

FIRST-TERM MEMBERS OF CONGRESS HAVE CONDEMNED THE GEOGRAPHICAL
DISCRIMINATION TOWARDS THE CITIZENS LIVING IN THE TERRITORIES. IN THE
PARTICULAR = CASE OF PUERTO RICO, I AM APPALLED BY THE
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADMINISTRATION, WHICH SEEM TO DISREGARD
ISSUES THAT I HAVE ATTEMPTED TO BRING TO THE TABLE. THE PROPOSED
LEGISLATION DOES NOT ADDRESS AT ALL THE CAUSES AND ROOTS OF POVERTY
IN PUERTO RICO, THE POOREST PER-CAPITA JURISDICTION IN THE ENTIRE
NATION. AS A MATTER OF FACT, IN PUERTO RICO IT DOES JUST THE OPPOSITE,
THE WELFARE REFORM INCREASES THE DIFFERENCE IN RESOURCES AND
OPPORTUNITIES TO THE POEOR, THE ELDERLY, ABANDONED MOTHERS, THE
HANDICAPPED AND CHILDREN.

UNFORTUNATELY, THE INCOME GAP BETWEEN THE MAINLAND AND PUERTO
RICO CONTINUES TO WIDEN WITH THE PASSING OF THE YEARS AND THE
ISLAND’S PER CAPITA INCOME IS THREE TIMES BELOW THE NATIONAL
AVERAGE. THIS RESULT lIS BROUGHT ABOUT BY THE GEOGRAPHIC
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST TH]E U.S. CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO.

THE WHITE HOUSE TASK FORCE HAS MERELY PROPOSED A 25% INCREASE TO
THE ALREADY EXISTING ARBI TRARY CAP APPLICABLE TO PUERTO RICO, A CAP
THAT HAS NOT BEEN SIGNIFICANTLY TOUCHED IN THE LAST 15 YEARS! THE
CAP WILL AMOUNT TO $102.5 MILLIOE\’, UP FROM THE CURRENT $80 MILLION. DO
YOU HONESTLY BELIEVE THAT THE $20.5 MILLION INCREASE WILL HAVE ANY
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT TO HELP MORE THAN 50% OF THE 3.6 MILLION U.S.
CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO WHO LIVE IN POVERTY LIFT THEMSELVES OUT OF
POVERTY? HOW CAN ANYONE RATIONALIZE SUCH A POLICY DECISION?

THE GOALS AND BENEFITS THAT WELFARE REFORM WILL RENDER TO THE POOR
AND UNDER-PRIVILEGED IN THE 50 STATES ARE NOT IN THE HORIZON FOR
PUERTO RICO AND THE OTHER TERRITORIES. THIS SITUATION CANNOT BE
TOLERATED IN A FIRST RATE DEMOCRATIC NATION LIKE OURS. THE
ADMINISTRATION IS PLAINLY IGNORING THE ISSUE IN ITS TERRITORIES. ARE THE
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LIVES OF U.S. CITIZENS IN THI;’ TERRITORIES LESS IMPORTANT THAN THE LIVES
OF U.S. CITIZENS IN THE 50 STATES?

TO GIVE YOU AN IDEA ON| HOW INCONSISTENT THE FEDERAL POLICIES
TOWARDS PUERTO RICO ARE, CONSIDER THE FOLLOWING: ELDERLY POOR
AND/OR DISABLED CITIZENS ARE NOT ELIGIBLE FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY
INCOME ASSISTANCE. A FAMILY OF THREE ELIGIBLE FOR AFDC PAYMENTS (AID
TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN) RECEIVE ONLY A MONTHLY
AVERAGE PAYMENT OF $98, tT HIS SAME FAMILY LIVING IN THE AMINLAND :
WOULD RECEIVE APPROXIAMT ELY $450 PER MONTH.

TO COMPLICATE MATTERS inzR THER, THIS SAME FAMILY NOT ONLY LACKS OF
ADEQUATE RESOURCES TO STAY AFLOAT, BUT IN FACT FACES A CATCH-22
SITUATION SINCE SUCH A FAMILY IN PUERTO RICO CANNOT TAKE ADVANTAGE
OF THE EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT --- A PROGRAM SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED
TO PROVIDE INCENTIVES FOR THE WORKING POOR --- WHICH IS INAPPLICABLE
IN PUERTO RICO. |

THE EARNED INCOME TAX CREZ‘DIT IS A CRITICAL COMPONENT OF THE WELFARE
REFORM EFFORTS AND WE THANK THE PRESIDENT AND MANY MEMBERS OF
THIS HOUSE FOR HA VINGEX;PANDED THIS PROGRAM IN A SIGNIFICANT WAY
LAST YEAR. BUT IN PUERTO RICO -- TO THE WORKING POOR IN MY ISLAND --
THE EXPANSION NOT ONLY | DOES NOT HELP IN ANY WAY, BUT ON THE
CONTRARY, IT HELPS ONLY T O WIDEN THE INCOME GAP BETWEEN THE U.S.
CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO AND THE CITIZENS IN THE 50 STATES.
1 | .

HOWEVER, INSTEAD OF ADDRESSING THE CRITICAL NEEDS OF THOUSANDS OF
CITIZENS IN MY DISTRICT, CONGRESS AND THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAVE
OPTED FOR GIVING TO WEALT HY CORPORATIONS IN PUERTO RICO EXTREMELY
GENEROUS TAX BREAKS, AMOUNT ING TO BILLIONS OF DOLLARS EACH YEAR, YES
BILLIONS -- WITH A "B" AS IN BARBARIC -- AND NOT TAXING THOSE OF US WHO
CAN PAY, AND THEN DENY THE NEEDY CITIZENS THE BENEFITS THEY SHOULD
BE ENTITLED TO. (

AS A COLONIAL DELEGATE WITHOUT THE POWER OF THE VOTE IN THIS HOUSE,
I CAN ONLY BRING TO YOUR ATTENTION THE NEED FOR MEANINGFUL CHANGES
LONG OVERDUE FOR YOUR FELLOW CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO. 1 CANNOT VOTE,

BUT MY COLLEAGUES CAN, AND THE POWER TO CHANGE THINGS RESTS ON
THEM AND ON THE PRESIDENT

THE POOR DO NOT PAY TAXE*;Sv AND THEY SHOULD NOT BE CONDEMNED TO A
PERMANENT UNDERCLASS. WE MUST AGGRESSIVELY PROMOTE POLICIES THAT
BREAK THE POVERTY CYCLE. THERE ARE OVER 140,000 CHILDREN LIVING IN
POVERTY IN PUERTO RICO. WHAT SHALL I ANSWER THEM WHEN THEY OR
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THEIR MOTHERS ASK ME WHY THEY WERE EXCLUDED?

THE POOR, WHEREVER THEY ARE IN OUR NATION, SHOULD HAVE MEANINGFUL
OPPORTUNITIES THAT WILL EI\;IABLE THEM TO PROGRESS AND BREAK THE CYCLE
OF POVERTY. POOR PEOPLE IN PUERTO RICO IN NEED OF NUTRITIONAL
ASSISTANCE CAN ONLY OBTA!IN 2/3 OF WHAT THEIR COUNTERPARTS IN THE 50
STATES RECEIVE BECAUSE THE FOOD STAMPS PROGRAM IS ALSO CAPPED. EVEN
POOR CHILDREN ARE SHORTCHANGED IN THEIR EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES
SINCE FEDERAL ASSISTANCE]UNDER THE CHAPTER ONE PROGRAM, WHICH IS
DESIGNED TO ASSIST POOR SCHOOL CHILDREN, IS ALSO SEVERELY CAPPED AT
ABOUT 45% OF WHAT IT WOULD BE IF WE WERE A STATE. :

!
POVERTY DEMORALIZES NOT ONLY THE ONE WHO SUFFERS FROM IT, BUT ALSO
DEMORALIZES THE SOCIETY THAT TOLERATES IT.

THUS, I CALL ON THIS CONGRESS AND ON THIS ADMINISTRATION TO SERIOUSLY
CONSIDER THE REPERCUSSIONS OF TOLERATING DISCRIMINATION AGAINST
NEEDY U.S. CITIZENS. GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION SHOULD NOT BE A BARRIER TO
BETTER OPPORTUNITIES. LET US PROVIDE THE APPROPRIATE TOOLS AND
RESOURCES AND MOST PEOPL;E WILL HELP THEMSELVES.

THERE IS NO JUSTIFICATION F;OR THE AFDC CAP CONTAINED IN THIS BILL AND
I URGE MY COLLEAGUES TO SUPPORT ME IN SEEKING ITS REMOVAL.

MR. CHAIRMAN I ASK FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT TO REVISE AND EXTEND MY
REMARKS AS I WILL BE SUBMITTING FOR THE RECORD SEVERAL ADDENDUM
WHICH WILL EXPAND ON THE I;‘.OINTS I HAVE JUST MENTIONED AND WHICH MAY
INCLUDE ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS ADDRESSED TO ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS.

I THANK THE ADMINISTRATION FOR FOSTERING A CAREFUL ANALYSIS OF THE
WELFARE ISSUE AND FOR SEEKING A CONSENSUS ON SOLUTIONS THAT WILL
BENEFIT ALL OF US HOWEVER I MUST CRITICIZE ITS UNWILLINGNESS ' TO
ADDRESS THE WELFARE POLICY DILEMMA THAT AFFECTS HUNDREDS OF
THOUSANDS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN PUERTO RICO. THANK YOU.
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}
The Honorable Louis Stokes }
Chairman
VA, HUD-Independent Agencies Subcommlttee
House Appropriations Committee
H-143 Capitol
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

[ am writing to urge your supp(:)rt for a vitally-needed $34.8 million appropriation to
finalize the construction of a veterans oimpatient clinic in Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico.

. As you know, this project has beefn under discussion for more than 15 years, during which
time the hospital’s serious overcrowding situation has continued to worsen. Our veterans, all
American citizens, are the ultimate victirfns because the overcrowding prevents them from having
ready access to the quality health care their courageous and gallant service deserves.

The San Juan Medical Center’s recent Facility Development Plan shows that 43% of the
hospital’s services have a critical space and functional space deficiency and 36% have significant
deficiencies. Currently, storage areas, bathrooms and hallways have been turned into clinical and
operating space and patients are forced to wait for services in an area that was formerly the

emergency exit. ;

. Recognizing this need, the Department of Veterans Affairs requested and Congress
appropriated $4 million for the design stage of the project.

Approximately 135,445 veterans in Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands are in desperate
need of quality health services. When these veterans were called upon to serve their country they
did so proudly and deep respect for the United States and all the principles this nation stands for

_-- in both World Wars, Vietnam, Korea, the Persian Gulf and in other conflicts.

|
. |
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Please help us to ensure that this project is funded. While it is small reward for the
sacrifices our deserving veterans have malde, it is the least we can do.

Sincerely,

COPRPY.

Carlos Romero-Barceld

CRB/LEB




FACT SHEET

OUTPATIENT FACILITY AT SAN JUAN VA MEDICAL CENTER

Last year, Congress enacted leglslatlon authorizing $46 million for the design and
construction of an outpatient addition facility at the VA Medical Center in San Juan,
Puerto Rico. $4 million were appropnated in FY ’94 to complete design of the outpatient
facility. Design work is scheduled to be completed this year and with adequate funding
construction can begin in FY "95.

A total of $34.8 million is needed for construction of the outpatient addition. At a
minimum, $5 million is essential in|FY *95 to complete the first phase of construction --
a new parking facility to replace the current parking area where the outpatient addition.
will be built.

During the House VA/HUD Appropriations Subcommittee’s markup (chaired by Cong.
Louis Stokes), the issue of funding t:he San Juan outpatient addition and seven other high
priority projects was deferred until conference. Since then, the Senate Appropriations
Committee has approved funding for two of the eight high priority facilities. The San Juan
outpatient addition is needed NOWl and the conferees should provide sufficient funding

so that construction can begin.

The outpatient facility will finally vatiidress a 15 year old problem of severe overcrowding
at the existing San Juan VA Medical Center. The Center estimates that it is currently
operating at a 79% space deficit. (The VA considers deficiencies of 30% or more to be
critical).

Temporary measures such as converting storage space, bathrooms and corridors into
clinical and office space have been the mode of addressing chronic space deficiencies for
many years. Currently, some outpatient clinics and medical examinations are performed
in the hallways and nursing stations of the facility. Exit corridors have been converted into
additional waiting areas, potentially| compromising the safety of patients and visitors.

Demand for outpatient services has increased dramatically. In Puerto Rico, approximately
40% of the veteran population rely on the VA’s medical services; in the states, only an
average of 12% of the veterans do.

New types of treatment and diagnosis require even more space. New regulations for
patient privacy, fire and safety, seismic corrections and handicapped access all impose
increased space requirements which cannot be met without the planned construction.

Outpatient is one of the cornerstone{s' of national health care reform; however, the San
Juan VA Medical Center.cannot shift resources from inpatient to outpatient care without
the outpatient addition to the facility. Construction of this critical project must not be
delayed any further. :




