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May 14, 1889

Percy Bates, .Ph.D.

Director, Programs for Educational Opportunity
School of Education

University of Michigan

1005 School of Education Bullding

ann Arbor, MI 48109-1259

William M. Gordon, Ph.D.
148 Greesnmount Blvd, .
Dayton, OH 454158

Re: Davig and United States v. Eagt Baton Rauge Parish

Dear Drs. Gordeon and Bates:

Thank you for providing us a copy of your May 4, 1999 report
recommending the addition of a fourth grade to ths Chlldren's
Charter 8chocl. The report ig helpful and we appreciate your
input on the isgue, However, since you have forwarded the report
tec all the parties and the Court, we would like to corract ocume
point made in the report regarding the United States' poeiticn on
the propcsed expansicn of the Children's Charter Scheol.

The report deacribes our February 5, 1999 letter to Mesgars.
Patin and Garrard as indicating that we 'weuld not agree to an
expaneicn of the charter achools beyond thelr presant
configuration.” Therafore, you state that this matter neads to
be brought to the attantlcn of the Qourt before any declpion is
made concerning the addition of a fourth grade class. We do not
believe that our February 5% letter mtates that wa would not
agrses to any expansion. In any event, that is not our position. .
It is our view, however, that in light of the r=quiremants of the
Court's orders that this matter should be brought to the Court!s
attantion, befors any changes are made, even if we do not oppose
the changes.
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The raport states support far the proposal to add a fourth
grade to Children's Charter because it will allow the present
third graders in the 78 student echool to remain there ‘ln an

~articulated elementary program.” Indeed, it does not appear that
adding the feurth grade to allow prasent third graders at the
school to continue their aducation there prazents 3 major issue.

The February 5% letter cited by the report inferms the East
Baton Rouge Parish School Beard that we would mot cppose a motion
to continue operating thesae small charter scheools, including
‘Children's Charter, upon the Board's agresment to certain rather
basic and straightforward conditiens, ineluding: providing )
gpecific information about the charter schools' enrollment; -
reporting on the effect, if any, the charter schoals have con any
other gchoolg in the Parish; and providing asgurance that the
cperation of the charter schools would not impede the Board's
ability to comply with the terms of the recent consent decrees,
including its financial obligation under those decrees. We also
agked for agreement (assuming the Court approved the proposed
moticn) that Court approval would be scught for any furthexr
expansion of the schools or any change in lecation. The Board
hag neot yet responded te this lettexr nor providad the requasted
information and assurances,

Upen receiving the requested information, we will prcmptl{
respend and work with all the partiles to attempt to reseolve this
issua amicably. However, as stated abova, ultimately the matter
must be submitted to the Court for approval. Hopefully, wa can
do this axpeditiously in the form of an agreement of all tha
partias. But even in that cage, we will need to preseant the
Court some evidence to consider. The information and assurapces
requested in our prior correspondence to the Board would be a
step in that dirsctien,

Finally, the report ralses tha possibility of furthar
e¥pansicn of the curvent elementary charters in the 2000-01
school year. While wa are unaware at thils point of any such
propesal, your report ralses a valid point, It ls not only
difficult to consider in piscemeal fashion any potential ilmpact
of the charter schools on the remady in this came, it is aleo
unfalr to the students and parents concerned.  We anticipate

< WMmeating with the parties in the near future to address the long
range concern expressed in your report.
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Again, we thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,
A m- W"t’-_-
Jhvier M. Guzman
rial Attorney

co: Michael C. Garrard, Esq.
Charles L. Patin, Esq.
Robert Williams, Esq.
John Pierre, Epq.

WJC LIBRARY COPY




JUN.11.1999.9¢12: 19PMALPM OFC. OF THE AAGC NO.786@4@ P.2/62.6

U.S. Department of Justice
LI

COPY|

Civil Rights Division

" Bdueational Oppornenidet Seaian
P.O, Box §5958
Warhingron, DC 200385985

JG: FRM: JMG
144=-100-32M-2

June 10, 1989

Charles L. Patin, Esq..

Michael C. Garrard, EEBg.

Kean, Nlller, Hawthorne,
D'Armend, McCowan & Jarman, LLP
P.0. Box 3513

Baton Rouges, LA 70821

Re: Davisg snd United States v, East Baton Rougs Parigh

Dear Messre. Patin and Garrard:

This letter is intended to summarize our discuasicne at the-
June 3, 1999 meeting, to set out our position on some of the
mattars discussed, and to ghare with you our gsuggestions of steps
that may be helpful.

1. The Board’s proposmal of a new desegregatiecn plan.

School system officiales presented a new concept for
furtharing desegregation in the school pgystem. This concept
wanld be baged on increasing majority-te-minority (‘M-to-M")
transfers from predeminantly black scheels 1n the westernm part of
the parish to predominantly white achools in the easterm part of
the parish which would be provided with additiopal space, sither
through additional temporary buildings ("t-buildings™) or
permanant construction ('quads”), to accommodate in part the
expected M-to-M tranefer&; xelocating magnet programe from
predominantly black schoals in the western part of the parish to
Bchools in the central part of the parish to increase the
likelihood of attracting white stundents; and enhancing
predominantly black schoals in the western part of the parish.
This concept was to bs presented to the Board at its June 4
meeting to determine whether it should be further developed.
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While we are willing to congmider reasonable propcosals from
the Board for furthering degegregation, we are not sure that -
adepting a new plan at this time makep the most sense given that
the Board has not yet complied with the 1996 Consent Decrea and
is scheduled to shortly begin implementing the modified tax plan
approved by the Court earlier this year. In fact, we are not
sure that the premise for developing a new plan -=- that the
current plan is not working -~ ig a fair assessment of the
current plan rather than a statement regarding implementatioen
efforts. For instance, it cannot be said with any certalnty that
the magnet programs, in their presgent locaticns, will not further
desegregaticn because the Board has failed to properly implement
and guppeort many of tha magnet programs. We would therafore be
reluctant to agree to any new dessgregation plan without a clear
commitment from the Defendants that the necessary resources,

© finaneial and otherwiame, will be committed to ensure succass.

Additicnally, we are concerned that the propesal to create
additional space at the predominantly white schoels in the
eastern part of the parish to accommedate the expected increase
in M-teo-N transfers, which may simply result in larger ana-race
white achcols absent the implementatiocn of enrollment limitationse
at those gchools (particularly since Board representatives stated
at the wmeeting that this additienal space would also be ugad te
accaommodate ineceming whita students), What are tha projections
regarding increased M-to-M transfers and upon what are thay
based? We are aleo concerned about achoecl system officials:
discouragement of black M-to-M transfers to predeminantly white
Wedgwood Elementary School (for which the Board has requegted 7-8
additional temporary buildings) while additional white students
are accepted. ' Further, wa are concerned about the :
Superintendent's statement during the June 4% Board meeting tha
he supported Furthar developmant of the naw degegregatien plan
only inscfar as there would be no attendance zone changes. Such
changes should be congidered whare necespary to achleve tha
greatest degrae of desegrsgaticn practicable, espacially in light
of the school system's overcrowding and t-building situations.

2. Over-anrcllment, temporary buildings and new clasgroonm
construction. B '
2 The Board has propesed relocating t-buildings te accommodate

students and academic programs. Ag you know, the RBoard has been
under a continuing couxt-ordered ebligation since 1981 to reduce
the number of t-buildings in the school system so that racilally
identifiakle schools are not sanlarged. We are thersfore
unwilling to agree te any proposal that falls to reduce the
number of temporary buildings in tha abgence of safequards (e.g.,
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enrollment limitations, adjusted attendanos zone lines) that
would prevent increased raclally identifiable anrollments,

We expressed the same concerns with respect to constructing
quads at racially ldentifiable scheele. Morsovar, as we have
stated many times to the Board, enlarging one-race schonls,
elther by permanent censtruction or temporary bulldings, is
inconsistent with the orders in thls case. We understand that
the Board is now willing to reconsidar tha schools that were

- degignated in the original tax plan to recaive quads. We look
forward to having the opportunity to cenaider such preposals when
they are forwarded to us. :

Finally, the Board alsec indicated that it wonld like to
postpone compliance with the 1996 Coneent Dacree obligationas to
reduce temperary buildings and over-enrocllment at: certain
schools, pending further developmant of a new desegregation plan,
We stated that we cannct agree to a suspension of the Board's
obligations when we do not know whether a new plan will be
developed, what that plan will entall, and whether thes Board will
approve guch a plan. At any rate, the Board has had three yesars
to remedy these isggues and has failed to do so.

3. Expanslon af existing charter schools.

The plaintiff parties were pregented with a joint motion for
expanajon of the existing charter schoocla. We requegted thet the
Board provide, aa indicated in my February S, 1939 letter setting
forth the conditions under which we would not oppose 2 motion for
expansion, the enrcllment for each gchool by race and an
affidavit from the appropriate officlal that the reductipn in
funds from the operation of these schools (for all grades) will
not impede the Board's abllity to ecomply with the fipancilal
obligations set forth in the 1956 Conment Decree or any other
applicabla Court order. &School system officials indlicated that
they would consider providing thig additienal information, and
that the Board intended to file its motion with the Court. We
also informed the Beoard, ae suggasted by Board President Moser,
that if it is coneidering approving the addition of a £ifth grade
to the charter schools, the issue sghould be addressed now rather
than next summer. -

Ingofar as the Board intends te file its motion with the
Court, it may be that the Court would £inrd it helpful teo have
additional information to provide a more complete picture about
the charter schools you preposa to expand. In addition,
providing the suggested information may in the leng run save
time. This information mlght include:
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A map discloeing the location of tha charter schools as
well as nearby ERR schools of slmilar grade levels,

The current and propoged grade levels ta ba served for-
each charter schocl, and the proposed enrcllment
limitations.,

Any gpecial program or theme for each charter achoel.

The admisgiong process of each achocl, indicating
whether admissiona are open, have any targeted
attendance area, and an explanation of the enrollment
process.

The recrultment process for sach charter school,
including a description of any racruiting activmtles by
the district or charter achool targeted to attract
other race students.

If avallable, a3 GID map or other map disclesing the
racial compogition of the area surrounding and nearby
the charter achools.

The current raclal compoaition of aach charter school
with respsct te pot only student enrollment, but also
faculty and staff. .

To assess the impact of the charter school on other
schools, for each charter school feor each atudent at
the school: the student's race, tha school tha student
would have attended in EBR if ha/she did not attend
thg c?arter schoal, and the racial compositien of that
echool.

The dietrict's budget for the coming school year and an
indication of any 1ine item for charter schools.

As we explained in our meetlng with you, and in prier
correspondence, particularly our letter of May 14", 1539 to Drs.
Gordon and Bates, baged on the informatien we have at thie time,

we do not anticipate opposing the axpansion of currently exisring
schools te allow students to continue in the program bsyond the
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third grade. However, we need, additional basic information
about the charter schoels, and the aggurances we ragquested, 1in
order to ba clear about the impact of these programs on the
district's ability to meet its cbligatiens under the Court's
prior orders. Please do not hesitate toc contact me or Javier
Guzman 1f you would like to dimcuss these matters further.

ec: Rokert L. Willlams, Begq.
John Pierrs, Esq.
Dennis Parkar, Esq,
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enrollment is 1200; 650 students Would attend in just the first year, DOJ has X
some concern about the drain.of funds since the disttiet claitus it cannot fulfill by
urder thﬁ decree becanse of lack of funds,

T

- At these meetings, we have repeatedly indicafed that we do not oppose charter schools.
But we have expressed concerns about circumstances where the creatjon and operation of charter
schools may have a negative effect an the desegregation process and/or impeds the school
board’s ability to fulfill its obligetions under the extant degsegregation plan and applicable federal
law. Here, we have requested that the charter school representetives commit to refraining from
taking any action that might negatively affect the fragile level of desegregation attained in this
system. To this end, we have requested that the charter school administrators agree 1o not enroll
black students attending predominantly white schools or white students attending predominantly
black schools, The charter school board representatives (Mr. McColligter) have denied this
request out of hand, Additionally, we have asked the local school board to indicate to us that the
allocation of fimding for operation of the charter school would not impede the local board’s
abilities to fulfil] its responsibilitias ynder the 1996 and 1999 consent decrees, The local schoal
board has not responded to this request.

The charter school group sought to intervene and DOT opposed the intervention in thc
lawsuit by the charter school group on the grounds that their interests are adequately represented
by the school board. On March 24, 1999, the court denied the motion in part because “Children’s
Charter concedes that its interests are “virtually identical” with that of the School Board 3/24/99
Qrder at page 4.

DOT has now been informed that the district intends to withdraw its motion so that it will
purportedly no longer represent the charter school’s interests, and that the chartm- school has
- esked My, Bolick to represent it in fitture proceedings. : .

Currently, three other charter schoals operate in the district, one of which is aperated by
the proponents of the proposed Children’s Charter. DOJ has not objected to these schools. They
are relatively small, However, DOJ has exptessed concern to the local school board about
proposed expansion of these schools, because of the potential effect on desegregation, including
the itnpact of any loss of funds. We have recently been informed that the school board will be
farwarding to us a letter requesting our position regarding the proposed expansion of these
achoals. We will respond to the letter when we receive it ‘

This is a case in which the Legal Defense Fund isa party and AAAG Lee is recused.

St. I-Iciena Parish is 8 small school district of approximately 1200 students of whom 91%
are African-American. The schoo!l district, is one of the poorest in the state. On February 26,
1998, the local schaal board rejected the charter school developer’s application but was

3
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overruled by the State Board. DOJ has not opposed thé charter but has asked n
information regarding its impact on desegregation and the likely macial composii

school, DOJ has not been supplied all of the information that It requested by letfer in March
19599.

Many years ago, when the district was ordered to desegregate, the white students who
resided ip the district enrolled in the public or ptivate schoo]s in the neighboring Parish. Now,
maost of the white students who reside in the Parish attend private schools. St Helena’s
Superintendent informs us that the ptivate school is experiencing financial problems and has
netified parents that it will be raising tuition. According to the Superintendent, the parents are
looldng for an altemnative to the private school and do nat wish to enroll their children in the
predominantly African-American St. Helena Parish system. The proposed charter would be
lorated in a rural section of 2 predominantly white residential area. Transportation would not be
provided. The State Board is providing DOJ with informatior.

Monres. Louisi

In August, 1997, the local school board rejected the charter schoo! application. However,
the State Board overruled the lacal board. The local board sought DOX’s assistance. Thereafter,
the district filed a motion for a restraininhg order seeking to enjoin the operation of the charter
school. Conferences were held with the court in July, 1998. DOJ requested that before the court
approved the eharter, there should be an evalystion of whether the charter adversely impacts
desegregation in the city school system. A hearing followed in October, 1998, during which it
appeared that the board end the charter school proponents could agree on the parameters of the .
oneration of the charter. DOJ supported continuing the hearing until the agreement could be
worked out. The court, cantinued the hearing and permitted the charter to open for the titne
being, Nothing has happened since.

G S oli v

In discussions with Board counsel, DOJ explained that its position was not in conflict
viith South Caralina state law. First, Section 59-40-50 of the South Carolina Charter School Act
siates that a charter school must adhere to the same civil rights requirements as are applied to

oﬂ:er schools operanng in the same school dxstnct. Second, in Beaufort County Bd, af Edue, v,
: arolina, No, 97-CP-07-794, Order at

13 14 (S.C. Ct. Com. Pleas Fe.b 21 1998), 1he Court of Common Pleas reversed the South
Carolina Board of Education’s dec1s1on approving the spplication of the Lighthouse Charter
School Committee, The Court held that the Committee had feiled to prove that the charter
school could adhere to the Beaufort County Board of Educstion’s voluntary compliance
zgreement with the U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights.

A cha.rter school currently operaies in the dlstrxct DOI does not object to that charter.

4
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: SAMUEL BERGER
SUBJECT: | Speech to Jewish Community Celebration - A Few
Cautions

1. I would continue to stay away from specifics about Israeli
compromises at Camp David. That will make Barak’s life more
difficult -- and remember, at least half the people in this
audience think Barak went too far.

2. Although it is tempting with this crowd, I would continue, as
you have done, to downplay criticism of Arafat or the other
Arab countries. We are at a critical time. Arafat is making
some moves in the right direction. And the Palestinians and
Arabs generally are very apprehensive that our domestic
politics are driving us toward an Israeli tilt.

3. I would avoid too much discussion of Barak’s political
timetable. The more Barak’s opponents believe he is about to
reengage, the more likely they will call a special session of
the Knesset. (The latest ploy under consideration by Likud is
to convene a session that would prohibit Barak from coming to
the United States during their recess.)

4. 0n the embassy, I would repeat what you have said: that it
has always been your personal view that it should be moved to
West Jerusalem, but that you have not taken such action
because you did not want to disrupt the peace process. This
continues to be uppermost in your thinking, but you are
reviewing the matter and will make a decision by the end of
the year. '

5. 0On the unilateral declaration (and the Nadler amendment to cut
off aid to the Palestinians if there is a declaration): I
would repeat we oppose unilateral actions that would undermine
the peace process. You’ve made clear to Chairman Arafat that
you hope he will not take such an action, and that if he does,
we would have to review all aspects of our relationship.

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff
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For Jewish Community Celebration Remarks

Journey of peace already taken is remarkable: From era of bloody wars — 1948, 1956, 1967,
and 1973 —region has entered era of engagement and peace-building.

In just the last seven years: The signing of the Declaration of Principles on the South Lawn,
which reflected the direct engagement of the parties themselves in Oslo. The Israeli-
Palestinian Interim agreement. A treaty leading to genuine peace between Israel and Jordan.
The rallying of the world’s leaders, including the leaders of the Arab world, in Sharm-el-
Sheik to condemn terrorist attacks against Israel. The Hebron and Wye accords, which put
the implementation of the interim agreement back on track.

In these years, both sides have recognized that there is but one thing inevitable in the
relationship between them: Israelis and Palestinians are bound to live side by side. Yet
throughout the process, the ultimate question of how they would live side by side has been
continually deferred. Everyone knew it would be too hard to deal with at the outset. But the
reality is, the conflict will not be truly over until it is dealt with.

That is the context in which we approached Camp David.

The parties had been working diligently between themselves for months, but ultimately the
core issues could only be tackled and decided by the two leaders — and only in a setting in
which they could think privately, protected from competing pressures and constant scrutiny.
And so, we agreed to bring them together in Maryland.

In the peace process, the closer you get to the summit, the steeper the path. So I was
perfectly aware we might not succeed. But not to try was to guarantee failure. I decided it
was necessary to try.

I don’t want to sugar coat what happened. We wanted an agreement. We didn’t achieve one.
That is a disappointment.

But I believed when the talks were over, and 1 see even more clearly now, that we made
significant progress at Camp David. One Palestinian negotiator said these were
revolutionary talks. That is true. We cracked open a sealed container, took out a set of
problems that had been festering for 52 years, and put them on the table. The parties talked
about them.

These are issues they had never confronted before in an official setting: How do you define
the Palestinian state and its borders? What happens to refugees from 1948 — both Palestinian
and Jewish? How do you protect Israel’s security if it withdraws from the West Bank?. How
do you resolve the difficult issues.of Jerusalem?
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Because I do not believe the process is over, it would be inappropriate for mq to discuss the
specifics. That can only make difficult problems more difficult. COPY

But I will say this about where we stand now.

First, every one affected by the peace process — Israelis, Palestinians, the nations of the
region, and friends and allies of both sides, are faced with a choice. We are at a crossroads.
Down one path, I believe, lies confrontation and a conflict which would lead to more
bloodshed and tears, with no ultimate winners. Down the other path is an agreement between
Israel and the Palestinians.

Everyone must understand that by definition, agreement means compromise. No one gets
100% And a durable agreement cannot have winners and losers, only winners and winners.
This is the choice PM Barak and others in Israel face. It is the choice for Chairman Arafat
and the leadership of the Palestinian Authority. It is the choice for other Arab countries.

Needless to say, because agreement requires compromise, the choice is painful, agonizing,
even existential. But there is really only one choice that can fulfill both sides’ aspirations.

If this opportunity is not seized, if the parties allow themselves to drift into conflict, the core
issues won’t change or become easier to solve. Another group of leaders will come back to

face the same set of choices, the same set of facts. But only after more bloodshed and tears,
more grievances to redress, more bitterness to overcome.

I don’t want to mislead you. Reaching agreement still is very difficult. But I believe it is
possible. Ibelieve the parties want it to happen. But both must be prepared to take tough
choices. _ _ :

Both sides want the United States to continue to help, and we will. The nature and form of
our role will depend on what they do and want us to do. I will do whatever will help us
achieve this goal. But the decisions are theirs to make. We cannot must not impose our
ideas on them.

What we will do is continue to stand by Israel, as we have during the last seven and a half

years of my presidency, and the last 52 years of our relationship. We will help Israel
maintain its strength. And we will minimize the courageous risks it is taking for peace.
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e Ack: First Lady. Secs. Glickman, Cuomo, Rl]@OPY

Wuliger (ATPAC). Joel Tauber (UJC). Todd Morgan

(LA Federation). Bill Dockser (NJDC).

e Thank you for all the support you’ve given me over the

years.
e This is an historic election. First election of the 21
Century, and the first time a Jewish American has been

on the ticket for _Vice President of the United States.

e ’ve known Joe Lieberman for 30 years. I supported

- him in his first race for public office in 1970.
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He and his wife, Hadassah, have been good friendS@QPY

Hillary and me. She’s the child of Holocaust survivors,
and [ know that she and Joe believe in and will fight for

One America.

o Joe will also keep working to reach peace in the Middle

East.

e Journey of peace already taken is remarkable: From
era of bloody wars — 1948, 1956, 1967, and 1973 —
region has entered era of engagement and peace-

building.
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e In just the last seven years: The signing of th¢COPY

Declaration of Principles on the‘ South Lawn, which
reflected the direct engagement of fhe parties
themselves in Oslo. The Israeli-Palestinian Interim
agreement. A treaty leading to gehuine peace between
Israel and Jordan. The rallying of the world’s leaders,
including the leaders of the Arab world, in Sharm-el-

Sheik to condemn terrorist attacks against Israel.

e The Hebron and Wye accords, which put the

implementation of the interim agreement back on track.

e In these years, both sides have recognized that there is
but one thing inevitable in the relationship between

3 .
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them: Israelis and Palestinians are bound to hl\@@)?PY

by side. Yet throughout the process, the ultimate

| | question of how they would live side by side has been
continually deferred. Everyone knew it would be too
hard to deal with at the outset. But the reality is, the

conflict will not be truly over until it is dealt with.

e That is the context in which we approached Camp

- Dawvid.

e The parties had been working diligently between
themselves for months, but ultimately the core 1ssues
could only be tackled and decided by the two leaders —

and only in a setting in which they could think

4
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privately, protected from competing pressures| @@PY

constant scrutiny. And so, we agreed to bring them

together in Maryland.

In the peace process, the clbser you get to the summit,
the steeper the path. So I was perfectly aware we might
not succeed. But not to try was to guarantee failure. I
decid_ed it was necessary to try.

I don’t want to sugar coat what happened. We wanted
an agreement. We didn’t achieve one. Thatis a

disappointment.
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e But I believed when the talks were over, and 1 CORY

more clearly now, that we made significant progress at
Camp David. One Palestinian negotiator said these

were revolutionary talks. That is true.

e We cracked open a sealed container, took out a set of
problems that had been festering for 52 years, and put

them on the table. The parties talked about them.

- o These are issues they had never confronted before in an
ofﬁcial setting: How do you define the Palestinian
state and its borders? What happens to refugees from

"1948 — both Palestinian and Jewish? How do you |
- protect Israel’s security if it withdraws from the West
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Bank? How do you resolve the difficult issuep@OPY

Jerusalem?

e Because I do not believe the process is over, it would
be inappropriate for me to discuss the specifics. That

can only make difficult problems more difficult.

e But I will say this about where we stand now.

e First, every one affected by the peaée process — Israelis,
Palestinians, the nations of the region, and friends and
allies of both sides, are faced with a choice. We are at -

a crossroads.
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e Down one path, I believe, lies confrontation apCQPY

conflict that would lead to more bloodshed and tears,
with no ultimate winners. Down the other path is an

agreement between Israel and the Palestinians.

e Everyone must understand that by definition,

agreement means COmMpromise.

No one gets 100% And a durable agreement cannot have
winners and losers, only winners and Winners. This 1s the
choice PM Barak and others in Israel face. It is the
choice for Chairman Arafat and the leadership of the

Palestinian Authority. It is the choice for other Arab

countries.
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e Needless to say, because agreement requires
compromise, the choice is painful, agonizing, even
existential. But there is really only one choice that can

fulfill both sides’ aspirations.

e If this opportunity is not seized, if the parties allow
themselves to drift into conflict, the core issues won’t
change or become easier to solve. Another group of
leaders will come back to face the same set of choices,
the same set of facts. But only after more bloodshed

and tears, more grievances to redress, more bitterness to -

overcome.
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e I don’t want to mislead you. Reaching agreen@@PY

is very difficult. But I believe it is possible. I believe
the parties want it to happen. But both must be

prepared to take tough choices.

e Both sides want the United States to éontinue to help,
and we will. The nature and form of our role will
depend on what they do and want us to do. I will do
Whatever will help us gchieve this goal. But the
decisions are theirs to make. We cannot must not

impose our ideas on them.
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e What we will do is continue to stand by Israel,mpY

have during the last seven and a half years of my
presidency, and the last 52 years of our relationship.
We will help Israel maintain ifs strength. And we will

minimize the courageous risks it is taking for peace.
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