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Percy .Bates, .Ph.D. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Civil Rights Divi!icrn 

UUtQJi11J41 O}pllrnt.Wfa S.t:rit:~t~ 
P.O.IJ~ 6958 
Wuhinpall. DC .ZOIW'-SSISB 

May l4, ::t.959 

Di~aotor, ~rogr~ms for Educational Opportunity 
School of Education 
Unive~sity of Michigan 
l005 School of 2du~ation Building 
Ann Arbor, MI 48~09-1259 

William M. Gordon, Ph.D. 
1~8 Greenmount Blvd, . 
Dayton, OE 45419 

Re: D~vis and United States v. Eaet Baton Ro~ge Parish 
School Boud. CA s;-1Gfi2-A (M.pl ~a.l 

Dear D~s. Gordon and Bate~: 

(o I l I 

Thaok you for providing us a co~y of your May 4, 1999 report 
reoo~mending the addition of a fourth grade to th& Childre~'~ 
Charter School. The report is helpful and we appreci~te ycur 
input on the issue. However, sinoe you have forwarded the.report 
to all the parties and the ~curt, we would like to corract one 
point made in th~ report regarding the United State•' poeition on 
the propos~d expansion of the Childr~n'e Charter School~ 

The report des~ribes ou~ February s, 19~9 lettsr to Mes!rs. 
Patin ;and Garrard as indicating t.hat we "would not a.gree to an 
expansion of the charter !ohoola ~eyond their pre~~nt 
configu,ration." .Therefore, you stat~ that thi• mi!.tter nesds to 
be brought to the att~ntion of the Court befo~e any d~oieion is 
made concerning the addition of a fourth ~ade class. We do not 
believe that our February stn lett~r states that ws woultt not 
ag~se to any expansion, In ~y event, that is not ou~ position. 
It is our view, however, that in light of th~ requirem&nts of the 
Court. 1 s orders tha.t t.hia mattf!r should be brought to the ~curt's · 
attanticn, befcra any ehanges are made, even if we do not oppose 
th~ chang&l. 
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The report atate~ suppo~t fo~ the propcs~l to a4d a fourth 

grade to Children's Chartar because it will allow the present 
third graders in the 78 $tudent school to remain there *in an 
articulated elementary program.~ Indeed, it does not appe~r tnat 
adding the fourth grade to allow present third graders at the 
school to continue their education there p~ssent; & major is~ue. 

~be Fsbruary s~ letter cited by the report informs the East 
Baton Rouge Parish School Board that w~ would not oppose a motion 
to continue operatin~ these small charter sehools, including 
Childranr~ Charter, upon the aoard's agresment to certaiu rather 
ba~ic and straightforward ccn~ition~, including; provi~ing · 
specific i~formation about the eharter schools 1 enrollment; · 
repor~i~g on the ~ffectf if ~ny, the charter schools have on any 
other ~chools in the Parish; and providing a~suranoe that the 
operation of the charter schools would not impede the Board•s 
ability to comply with the t~rms of the reeent conBent decrees, 
including its financial obligation unde~ tho8e decrees. We also 
asked for agrasment {assuming the Court apprc~~d the propoeed 
motion) that Court approval would be sought for any further 
expAnsion of the schools or any change in location. The Beard 
has not yet responded to this letter nor prcvidQd the requ~sted 
information and aaaurancas. 

Upon receiving the re~ested information, we will promptll 
respond and work with all the parties to att~mpt to re§olve th s 
issue amicably. However, as stated abcv~~ ultimately the matter 
must be submitted to the Cou~t for approval. Hopefully, ve ean 
do this axpeditiously in the form of an agre~m~nt of all the · 
p~rties. But even in that eaae1 we will ne~d to prss~nt the 
Court some evidence to consider. The information and aasurancea 
requas~ed in our prior corre~pondence to the Eoard ~~ld be a 
step in that direotion, 

F~nally, the report raises ths possibility o; furtbar 
e~ansicn of the current elementa~y charters in the 2000-01 
school year. While ~a are unaware at thi3 point of any sueh 
proposal, your· r~port raises a valid point, It is not only 
difficult to consider in pi~cemeal fashion any pctential imp~ct 
of the charter schools on the remady in t~is ca$e, i~ is also 
u:c.fair to the studencs anci parents conce.rned .. We anticipate 
msating with the parties in the near future te address the long 
range concern expres~ed in your report. 
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Again, we thank you for your assistance. 

Sinoerely, 

~~·GuQ:·~ 
~~I!i Attorney 

c:c: Miohael C. Garrard, E,sq. 
Charles L. Patin, Esq. 
Rebert Williams, Esq. 
John Pierr~. Esq. 
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Charler:~ L. Patin~ Esq .. 
Michael c. Garra~a, Esq. 
Kean, Miller, Hawthorne, · 
D'Armond, MaCowan ~ Jarm~n, ~LP 
P.O. Box 3513 
Baton Rouge, LA 7082l 
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u.s~ Department of Justice 

Civil Rights Division 

~111l DppoJ'flllllrir1 StiNJK 
P.o. ill.lfS~I 
'Wizrldrlf"lJJ. DC 2DDJM9S8 

J'tlne 10, 1999 

!coPY I 

Re; Davis and Unite~ States v. East Baton Rouge Pari~h 
Sohool Boarg. CA 56-1663 -A (M.p. I,~., l. 

Dear Messrs. Patin and Ga~ard: 
' . 

This letter is inten~ed to summarize our di~cueeions At the 
June 3, 19~9 meeting, to set o~t our position on some of the 
mattara dia~uesed, and to ahare with you our ~uggeetions ot stepa 
that may be helpful. 

1. Th• Eoa~d'~ pro~oeal of a new de•egregation plan. 

School system o:ffiai'a.le prer;~ented a new concept for 
furthering de~egregation in the sohocl ~y~tem. This conce~t 
would be ba•ed en increasing majority-to-minority ("M·to-M) 
transfers from predo~inantly black ecbool~ in the western part of 
the pari~h to predominantly white schools in the eaatern pa.rt of 
the pari•h which would be provided with additional sp~ce, either 
through additional temporary ~uildinge (nt~b~ilqingsw} o~ 
pe:r;manant construction (11quada") , to accommodate in p~rt the 
e~ectad M-to-M transfers~ re~coa~ing magnet programs f~om 
predominantly blac~ schools in the weetern part of the parish to 
schcol~ in the eentral part cf ~h~ pa~ish to increase the 
likelihood of attractingwh;lte studente; and enhancing 
predominantly black school~ in the western part of the p~rieh. 
This ooncept ~as to be presented to the Board at its ~e 4th 

meeting to determine whe~~er· it should be further developed. 
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While we are willing to con~ider reasonable proposals from 

the Soard for furthering de~egregation, we are not sure that 
adopting a n~w plan at this time make~ the most ~enae given that 
the Board has not yet complieci with the 19.96 Consent Dec;r:-ae a.:c.d 
is ach~duled to shortly beg~n implementing the modified tax plan 
approved by the Court earlier this year. In fact, we ara not 
~ure that the p~emi~e for deYeloping a new plan -- that the 
current plan i~ not working -~ is a, fair assessment of the 
current plan rather than a statement regarding implementation 
efforts. For instance, it oannot be said with 2UlY certainty th•t 
the magnet programs, in their present location~, will.not further 
desegregation because the Boar~ has tailed to properly implement 
and suppcrt many of th~ magnet program~. We would th@refore be 
~eluctant to agree to any new deseg~egation plan without a clear 
commitment from the Defendants that the necessary resource~, 
financial and otherwise, will be committed to ensure euocess. 

Additionally, we are coucerned that the p~opoBal to create 
additional space at the predominantly white schools in the 
ea•tern part of the parish to accommodate the e~ected increase 
in M-to-M tran~fers, wnich may aimplr result in larger one~race 
whit~ schools absent tbe impl~mentat on of enrollment limitations 
at those schools (particularly since Soard repre~entativ~s ~tated 
at the meeting that thi~. additio~al space would also be u~ed to 
accommodate ineorning white students) • What are the projections 
regarding incre~sed M-to-M transfers and upon what a~e they 
based.? We are also concerned about school system officials' 
discouragement o~ blaok M-to~M tran~fera to predominantly white 
Wedgwood Elementary School (fo~ which the Board ha$ reque~ted 7-8 
additional t~mporary buildings) ·whils additional white a~udents 
are accepted. Further, ws ar~ concernsd about the 
Supe~intendent's ~tatement during the aune 4th Board mseting tha~ 
he supported further development of tne ns~ de~egregation plan 
only insofar as there would pe no attendance zone change~. Such 
changes shoulci be con.ISiae:~:ed wh~re necessary to achieve th~ 
gre~test degrae of desegregation practicable, especially in light 
of the school system'g overcrowding and t-building situations . 

. 2. Over-.nroll=eat, t.mpa~~ry buildings and new Qlassroo~ 
eon11truc:t:l.on. 

~ The Board has proposeq relocating t-buildings to accommodate 
student~ and aoa4emic programs. As you know, the Board has bee~ 
under a continuing court~o~dered obligation since ~981 to reduc~ 
the number of t-buildings in the school system so that racially 
identifiable •chools are not enlargea, We are therefore 
unwilling to agree to any proposal that fails to reduct! the 
number of temporary buildins• in tha ab~en~~ of safeguards (~, 
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enrollment limitations, adjusted attend~oe zone lines) that 
would prevent increased racially identifiable enrollments, 

We expre~eed the same eonoerns with respect to con~truoting 
quads at racially identifiable •choole. Moreover, as we have 
stated many times to the Board, enlarging one-race schools, 
either l;ry pe:rma.nent construction or temporary buildings, is 
inconsistent with the orC.era in this case. We understand that 
the Board is now willing to reconsider the schools that were 
designated in t~e o~iginal tax plan to receive quada. We leo~ 
forward to having the opportunity to consider s~ch proposals wh=n 
they are forwarded to U$. 

Finally, the Board also i~dioated that it would like to 
postpone compliance with the 1~96 Consent n~cree oPligation' to 
reduce tempora.ey :b1,1ildings i!lld. cver-enrollftl.ent at• certain 
.schools, p'ending further developmsnt of a new desegregation plan. 
We stated tbat we cannot agree to a suspensicn o! the Bo~rd 1 s' 
obligations when we do net ~ow Whether a new plan will ~e 
developed, what that plan will entail, and whether the Board will 
approve such a plan. At any rate, the ~oard has had three year~ 
to remedy the~e is$ues and ha~ failed to do ~o. 

3. Expans!o~ of existing cha~t~r ~chools. 

The plaintiff parties were presented with a joint motion for 
e~anaion of the existing charter aehoola. We requeated that ~he 
Board provide, as indicate~ in my ~ebruary s, 1999 letter a~tting 
fo~th the condition~ under which we would not oppose a motion for 
expansion, the enrollment for each ~ohool ~y ~ace and an 
affi~avit from the appropriate official th~t the reducti~n. in 
~und~ from the operation of the•e schools (for all gra~as) will 
not impede the Board's ability to comply with the financial 
obl~gations set forth in the l935 Con~ent Decree or any other 
~pplicabl@ Court order. School system of~iciala indi~at~d that 
they wo~ld consider providing thia additional information, and 
that the Board inten~ed to file its motion with the court. We 
also info~ed ~he Board, as sugg~~te~ ~Y Boar~ Pre~ident Moser, 
that if it is considering approving the addition of a fifth grade 
to the charter achools, the issue should be ad~ressed now rather 
than next summer. 

Insofar as the Board intends to file its motion with the 
Court, it m~y :be that the Court would find it helpful to have 
~dditional information to p~ovide a more complete picture about 
the charter schools you propose to eXFand. In addition, 
providing the eugge•ted information m~y in the long run save 
time. This information might inoludet 
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a. 

c, 

d. 

A map disolosing tha location of tha ~hartsr schools as 
well as nearby EBR schools of simil~r grade level~. 

The current and propose~ grade levels to he served for 
each charter school, and the propose~ enrollment 
limitations. · 

Any ~pecial program c• theme for each charter echccl, 

The aamia~icns proce~s of each school, indicating 
whether admi~aiona are open, have any targeted 
a.t·tenda.nc:s au·ea, and an explanation of thl! e.nrollment 
procesJ3, 

e. 'l'he recruitment p:t'Qcess for eaoh charter school, 
includi~g a description of ~Y recruiting activities by 
the district or charter aohooJ. ~argeted to attracc 
other raoe atudents. 

f. If available, a GIS map or ether map disclosing the 
racial composition of the area surrounding and nearby 
the oh~rter schools. 

g. Tne current racial com~oaition of each charter school 
with respect to not only student enrollment, but also 
f~oulty and staff. 

h. To aaeess the impact of the oharter school on othe~ 
schools, fer each charter sohool fer e~ch student at 
tne sehcolr the student's race, the school the student 
would have attended. in EBR if he/she did not a.tt'enci 
the oha~ter school, and the racial composition of that 
school. · 

I. The district's budget for the coming school year and an 
indication of any line item fer eharter schools. 

A:ii we explained in our meeting with you, and i:n prior 
correspondence, particularly our letter of May l4~h, 1g99 to Drs. 
Gordon &nd Bate~, based on the informatipn we have at this time, 
we do not anticipate opposing the sxpansion of currently exie~ing 
schools to allow students to continue in the program beyond the 
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third grade. nowev~r, w~ need, additional ba~ic information 
abo~t the charter .schools, and the a~surances we requested, in 
order to bs clear about the impact of these programs on the 
district'~ ability to meet its obligations under the Cou~trs 
prior orderi. Please do not hesitate to contact me or Ja~ier 
Guz~an if you would like to discuss these ma~ter! turther. 

oe: Ro~ert L. Williams, Bsq. 
John Pierre, Esq. 
Dennis Parker, Es~~ 
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enrollment is 1200; 650 students would attend inj\W: the first year. DOJ has al ~~llV 
some concern about the drain.offun.ds since the district clairo.s it cannot fulfill he's~bil!ie 
ULder the decree because of lack oftilnds. .___. ___ ___. 

At these meetings) we have repeatedly indica:ted that we do not oppose cllarter sehools. 
Brlt we ha.ve expressed concerns about circumstances where the creation and operation of charter 
schools may have a. negative effect on tlle desegregation process and/or impede The scl1ool 
board's ability to fulfill its obliga.tions under the extant desegregation plsn and applicable fedetal 
law. Here. we have requested that the charter school representatives commit to mfraining from 
taking any action that might negatively affect thB fragile level of desegregation attained ill this 
system. To this end, we have requested that the charter school admin;strators agree to not enroll 
black students attending predominantly white schools or white students attending predominantly 

· bl.ack schools. The charter school bol!l'd representatives (Mr. McOolli~er) hav.e denied this 
tflquest out of hand. Additionally~ we have asked the local school board to indicate to us that the 
allocation of funding for cpera:t:ion of the eharter. school would not impede the local board's 
abilities to fulfill its responsibilities 'Q.Ilder the 1996 and 1999 consent decrees. The local school 
b:>ard has not re~onded to this request. 

The charter school group sought to iotervene and DOJ opposed the intervention in the 
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 coneedes that its interests are 'v.irtually iden'ficsl'. with that of the School Board.u 3/24/99 
Order at page 4. 

DOJ has now been informec\ that the district intends to withdraw its motion so that it will 
FlliPOrledly no longer represent the charter school's interest~, and that the charter school has 
&.sked ~.Bolick to represent it in future proceedings. 

ClllTently~ three other charter sehools operate in the district one of which is operated by 
the prO)?onents of the proposed. Children's Charter. DOJ has not objected to these schools. They 
are relatively small. However, DOJ has expressed concem to the locsl school board about 
I~·roposed expansion of the$e schools, because of the potential effect on desegtegatia~ including 
·Ub.e impact of any loss of funds. We have recently been informed that the school board will be 
forwarding to us a.lette:r: requesting our position regarding the proposed exp~ion of these 
aohools. We wi.ll resporLd to the lettet' when we receive it. · 

~~t. Helma Prujsh, Louisiana 
This is a case in whiob. the Legal Defense Fund is a party and .AAAG Lee is recused. 

St. Helena Parish is q.small school district of approximately 1200 students ofwhom 91% 
are African-Aineri.can. The school clistrict is one of the poorest in the state. On February 26. 
1998~ the local school board :rejected the eharter school developer's application but was 
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overruled by the State Board. DOJ has not opposed the charter but has asked ~rip~fjlr 
infouna1ion regarding its impact on desegregation and the likely racial compos' ·~ I 
school. DOJ has not been supplied all of the information that it requested by le r in March 
19~9. 

Many years a.go, wben the district was ordered to desegregate, the white students who 
resided in the district enrolled in the public or private schools in the neighboring Parish. Now, 
mast of the white students who reside in the Parish atten.dprlvate schools. St. Helena~s 
Superintendent informs us that the private school is ~periencing fulancial problems and has 
nc.tified parents tllat it will be -raising tuition. Accorcling to the Superintendent, the parents are 
lo::>ki.ng for an alternative to the private school and do nat wish to enroll their children iJJ. the 
predommantly African-American St. Helena Parish system. The proposed charter would be 
lor.ated in a rural section of a predominantly white residential area, Transportation would not be 
provided. The State Board is providing DOJ with infonna:tion. 

l\£onroe. Louisianij. 
In August. 1997, the local school board rejected the charter school application. However~ 

th1~ State Board overruled the local board. The local board sought DOTs assistance. Thereafter, 
the dist;ict filed a motion for a restraining order seeking to enjoin the operation of the charter 
school. Conferences were held witll the court in July~ 1998. DOJ requested that before the court 
approved the chimer, there should be an eval~on of whether the ~harter adversely impacts 
dG1segregation 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 . 
o~Jeration of the charter. DOJ supported continuing the hearing until the agreement could be 
v::orked out. The court, continued the hearing anQ. permitted the charter to open for tb.e time 
beip.g, Nothing has happened since. 

GeouetoWn.. South CaroHna 
In discussions with Board counselJ DOJ explained that its position was not in co:nflict 

v.1ith South C~olina state law. First Section 59-40-SO of the South Carolina Charter School Act 
s·~tes that a charter school must adhere to the same civil rights requirements as are applied to 
o1her schools operating in the same school district Second, in Beaufort Coyn'(y Bd. ofEduc. v. 
Lh~hthouse Charter Scb. ~omm. and the State of South. CwoHna, No. 97-CP-07-794~ Order at 
13-14 (S.C. Ct. Com. Pleas Feb. 21, 1998), the Court of Common Pleas reversed the South 
Carolina Board of Education's decision approving the application of the Lighthouse Charter 
School Committee. The Court held that the Committee had failed to prove that the charter 
school c;ould adhere to the Seaufcrt Co1m't)' Board of Education'$ "Voluntary compliance 
2'.greement with the U.S. Department ofEduca.tio~ Office for Civil Rights. 

On December 1. 1928. the parents io the Pleasant 'ffill area voted by a 2 to 1 ma:rgin 
EJ.~inst oopyertinfl the three public Fchools jnto gherter schQQlS!, 

· A charter school currently operates in the district. DOI does not object to that charter. 
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INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SAMUEL BERGER 

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 couritries. 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. On 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. On 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 

WJC LIBRARY COPY 



President William Jefferson Clinton 
Points on Middle East Peace Process 

For Jewish Community Celebration Remarks 
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COPY 

• Journey of peace already taken is remarkable: From era ofbloody 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 ofthe world's leaders, including.the leaders ofthe 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 I 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 m1 to discuss the 
.specifics. That can only make difficult problems more difficult. CQ py 

• 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 wantto mislead you. Reaching agreement still 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. 

• 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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Final 08/13/00 4am 
Malinowski/ Gottheimer 

President William J. Clinton 

COPY 

Talking Points for Jewish Community Celebration 
Remarks 

Los Angeles, CA 
August 13, 2000 
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• Ack: First Lady. Sees. Glickman, Cuomo, ~I 

Wuliger (AlP AC). Joel Tauber (UJC). Todd Morgan 

(LA Federation). Bill Dockser (NJDC). 

• Thank you for all the support you've given me over the 

years. 

• This is an historic election. First election of the 21st 

Century, and the first time a Jewish American has been 

on the ticket for Vice President of the United States. 

• I've known Joe Lieberman for 30 years. I supported 

him in his first race for public office in 1970. 

1 
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He and his wife, Hadassah, have been good frie1 @0PY 

Hillary and me. She's the child of Holocaust survivors, 

and I know that she and Joe believe in and will fight for· 

One America. 

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

East. 

• 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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• Injust the last seven years: The signing oftht COPY 

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 
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them: Israelis and Palestinians are bound to li~0PY 

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 

4 
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---- ------------- ---- ----

privately, protected from competing pressures @OPY 

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. 

5 
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e But I believed when the talks were over, and (SOPY 

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 

6 
WJC LIBRARY COPY 



Bank? How do you resolve the difficult issue;@Opy 

Jerusalem? 

• 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. 

• 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. 

I . 
I 7 
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• Down one path, I believe, lies confrontation a ~OPY 

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. 

• 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. 

8 WJC LIBRARY COPY 



COPY 
• 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. 
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,-------------------------- --------- --------- --

• I don't want to mislead you. Reaching agree e 

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. 

• 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. 

10 
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,----------------------------------------

• What we will do is continue to stand by Israe roPY 

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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