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Text: U.S. Welcomes Georgian Troop Deployment to Iraq

(Additional troops to provide security for United Nations presence in Iraq) (170)

The United States warmly welcomed Georgia's decision November 4 to deploy additional troops to Iraq to provide security for the United Nations presence in Iraq.

Following is a statement by State Department Spokesman Richard Boucher:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

November 4, 2004

Statement by Richard Boucher, Spokesman

GEORGIAN TROOP DEPLOYMENT TO IRAQ

The United States warmly welcomes Georgia's decision to deploy additional troops to Iraq to provide security for the United Nations presence in Iraq.  This latest deployment by Georgia will increase the total number of its troops in Iraq from 159 to 850.  It underscores Georgia's commitment to partnership with the people of Iraq and their friends around the world in pursuit of peace, prosperity and democracy in Iraq.  The U.S. will offer additional training to help Georgia sustain this deployment following an assessment by the U.S. European Command.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: Bush Congratulates Hamid Karzai on Electoral Victory

(President commends Afghan voters' commitment to democracy) (310)

President Bush sent his congratulations to Afghan President Hamid Karzai after the Joint Electoral Management Board certified Karzai the winner of Afghanistan's October 9 presidential election.

Bush also paid tribute to all of the Afghan citizens who turned out to vote in the country's first direct, democratic presidential election. "Through this simple act of voting, the Afghan people declared to the world their determination to move beyond a brutal legacy of oppression, terror, and fear to a future of hope, democracy, and freedom," Bush said in a November 4 statement.

Bush noted the high turnout of women voters and said that this confirms the role of women in the country's political process. Women make up 40 percent of Afghanistan's registered voters.

The president also praised the example that Afghanistan has set for other countries working toward greater freedom and democracy.

Following is the text of Bush's statement:

(begin text)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

November 4, 2004

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I congratulate President Karzai on his election victory.  I commend the millions of Afghan men and women who voted in the first democratic election in their nation's history.  Through this simple act of voting, the Afghan people declared to the world their determination to move beyond a brutal legacy of oppression, terror, and fear to a future of hope, democracy, and freedom.  The large turnout by Afghan women, who made up 40 percent of all voters, confirms that there is a vital role for women in the politics of a nation proud of its Islamic heritage. The election also makes clear that a free Afghanistan is a partner in the war on terror, a beacon of hope in a troubled region of the world, and an example to other countries working to realize the promise of freedom.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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New Online Publication Focuses on Democracy in Afghanistan

(Illustrated pamphlet describes Afghan elections, conditions for democracy) (160)

The Department of State's Bureau of International Information Programs (IIP) is pleased to announce its new online publication, Road to Democracy.  Publication of this illustrated electronic pamphlet November 3 coincided with the announcement by Afghan officials certifying the election of Hamid Karzai as Afghanistan's president.

The 2,000-word text recounts the obstacles that Afghanistan -- with the help of the international community -- overcame in mounting open and free elections, notes the participation of 18 candidates, and reviews the impressive turnout of voters. It also presents an overview of the conditions required for true democracy to flourish and the gains that many countries around the world have made in this regard during the past several years. Numerous photos show Afghanis registering to vote and casting ballots, and elections workers sorting and counting ballots.

The publication is available in HTML and PDF formats at:  http://usinfo.state.gov/products/pubs/afgelect/index.htm

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Transcript: Bush Reaches Out to International Community after Re-election

(President says all countries have stake in outcome of war against terror) (7800)

One day after winning re-election, President Bush reached out to leaders around the world, calling for global cooperation in the war against terror.

Speaking to the press November 4 at the Eisenhower Executive Office Building, Bush said he would seek to work with U.S. friends and allies, including the European Union (EU) and NATO, "to promote development and progress, to defeat the terrorists, and to encourage freedom and democracy as alternatives to tyranny and terror."

"I'll reach out to everyone who shares our goals. And I'm eager to start the work ahead. I'm looking forward to serving this country for four more years," Bush said.

The president acknowledged that some of his policy decisions over the past four years had not been universally popular around the world. However, he cited several issues on which he hoped to work with U.S. allies, including a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the fight against HIV/AIDS, the Millennium Challenge Account, and relief of global hunger.

Bush said he would continue to make foreign policy decisions with U.S. security interests foremost in mind, "but as I do so I will reach out to others and explain why I make the decisions I make."

"Whatever our past disagreements, we share a common enemy, and we have common duties to protect our peoples, to confront disease and hunger and poverty in troubled regions of the world," he said.

The president said over 90 nations are cooperating with the United States to share information to help the fight against terrorism and to bring terrorists to justice. "That is a broad coalition, and we'll continue to strengthen it," he said.

Bush also defended his administration's goal of promoting democracy around the world, including in the Middle East. He said the policy "might rankle some and be viewed by some as folly," but he said he feels strongly that it is both wise and possible to promote free societies around the world.

The president cited the recent presidential election in Afghanistan that took place despite doubts that it would go forward. The Afghan people, he said, "by going to the polls in the millions, proved that this administration's faith in freedom to change people's habits is worthy. And that will be a central part of my foreign policy."

Bush also said peace between Israel and the Palestinians "is a very important part of a peaceful world," and he repeated his support for an independent Palestinian state existing peacefully alongside Israel.

"I think it's very important for our friends, the Israelis, to have a peaceful Palestinian state living on their border. And it's very important for the Palestinian people to have a peaceful, hopeful future. That's why I articulated a two-state vision in that Rose Garden speech. I meant it when I said it and I mean it now," Bush said.

He added that doubts as to whether freedom and democracy could be spread in the Middle East contradicted the goal of achieving a Palestinian state.

"[I]f you do not believe people can be free and can self-govern, then all of a sudden the two-state solution in the Middle East becomes a moot point, invalid. If you're willing to condemn a group of people to a system of government that hasn't worked, then you'll never be able to achieve the peace," he said.

On Iraq, Bush said the United States would continue to work with Iraqi Prime Minister Iyad Allawi's government to hold elections and would have 125,000 Iraqi troops trained to help improve stability in the country before the elections.

"In order for Iraq to be a free country, those who are trying to stop the elections and stop a free society from emerging must be defeated. And so Prime Minister Allawi and his government, which fully understands that, are working with our generals on the ground to do just that," he said.

Following is the transcript of President Bush's news conference:

(begin transcript)

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

November 4, 2004

PRESS CONFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT

Room 450

Eisenhower Executive Office Building

11:17 A.M. EST

THE PRESIDENT:  Thank you all.  Please be seated.  Yesterday I pledged to reach out to the whole nation, and today I'm proving that I'm willing to reach out to everybody by including the White House press corps.

This week the voters of America set the direction of our nation for the next four years.  I'm honored by the support of my fellow citizens, and I'm ready for the job.

We are fighting a continuing war on terror, and every American has a stake in the outcome of this war.  Republicans, Democrats and independents all love our country, and together we'll protect the American people.  We will preserve -- we will persevere until the enemy is defeated.  We will stay strong and resolute.  We have a duty, a solemn duty to protect the American people, and we will.

Every civilized country also has a stake in the outcome of this war. Whatever our past disagreements, we share a common enemy.  And we have common duties:  to protect our peoples, to confront disease and hunger and poverty in troubled regions of the world.  I'll continue to reach out to our friends and allies, our partners in the EU and NATO, to promote development and progress, to defeat the terrorists and to encourage freedom and democracy as alternatives to tyranny and terror.

I also look forward to working with the present Congress and the new Congress that will arrive in January.  I congratulate the men and women who have just been elected to the House and the Senate.  I will join with old friends and new friends to make progress for all Americans.

Congress will return later this month to finish this current session.  I urge members to pass the appropriations bill that remain, showing spending discipline while focusing on our nation's priorities.  Our government also needs the very best intelligence, especially in a time of war.  So I urge the Congress to pass an effective intelligence reform bill that I can sign into law.

The new Congress that begins its work next year will have serious responsibilities and historic opportunities.  To accelerate the momentum of this economy and to keep creating jobs, we must take practical measures to help our job creators, the entrepreneurs and the small business owners.  We must confront the frivolous lawsuits that are driving up the cost of health care and hurting doctors and patients.  We must continue the work of education reform, to bring high standards and accountability not just to our elementary and secondary schools, but to our high schools, as well.

We must reform our complicated and outdated tax code.  We need to get rid of the needless paperwork that makes our economy -- that is a drag on our economy, to make sure our economy is the most competitive in the world.

We must show our leadership by strengthening Social Security for our children and our grandchildren.  This is more than a problem to be solved; it is an opportunity to help millions of our fellow citizens find security and independence that comes from owning something, from ownership.

In the election of 2004, large issues were set before our country.  They were discussed every day on the campaign.  With the campaign over, Americans are expecting a bipartisan effort and results.  I'll reach out to everyone who shares our goals.  And I'm eager to start the work ahead.  I'm looking forward to serving this country for four more years.

I want to thank you all for your hard work in the campaign.  I told you that the other day, and you probably thought I was just seeking votes. (Laughter.)  But now that you voted, I really meant it.  I appreciate the hard work of the press corps.  We all put in long hours, and you're away from your families for a long period of time.  But the country is better off when we have a vigorous and free press covering our elections.  And thanks for your work. Without over-pandering, I'll answer a few questions.   (Laughter.)

Hunt.

QUESTION:  Mr. President -- thank you.  As you look at your second term, how much is the war in Iraq going to cost?  Do you intend to send more troops, or bring troops home?  And in the Middle East, more broadly, do you agree with Tony Blair that revitalizing the Middle East peace process is the single most pressing political issue facing the world?

THE PRESIDENT:  Now that I've got the will of the people at my back, I'm going to start enforcing the one-question rule.  That was three questions. (Laughter.)

I'll start with Tony Blair's comments.  I agree with him that the Middle East peace is a very important part of a peaceful world.  I have been working on Middle Eastern peace ever since I've been the President.  I've laid down some -- a very hopeful strategy on -- in June of 2002, and my hope is that we will make good progress.  I think it's very important for our friends, the Israelis, to have a peaceful Palestinian state living on their border.  And it's very important for the Palestinian people to have a peaceful, hopeful future.  That's why I articulated a two-state vision in that Rose Garden speech.  I meant it when I said it and I mean it now.

What was the other part of your question?

Q:  Iraq.

THE PRESIDENT:  Oh, Iraq, yes.  Listen, we will work with the Allawi government to achieve our objective, which is elections, on the path to stability, and we'll continue to train the troops.  Our commanders will have that which they need to complete their missions.

And in terms of the cost, I -- we'll work with OMB and the Defense Department to bring forth to Congress a realistic assessment of what the cost will be.

Q:  Thank you, Mr. President.  How will you go about bringing people together?  Will you seek a consensus candidate for the Supreme Court if there's an opening?  Will you bring some Democrats into your Cabinet?

THE PRESIDENT:  Again, he violated the one-question rule right off the bat. Obviously, you didn't listen to the will of the people.  But, first of all, there's no vacancy for the Supreme Court, and I will deal with a vacancy when there is one.  And I told the people on the campaign trail that I'll pick somebody who knows the difference between personal opinion and the strict interpretation of the law.  You might have heard that several times.  I meant what I said.  And if people are interested in knowing the kind of judges I'll pick, look at the record.  I've sent up a lot of judges, well-qualified people who know the law, who represent a judicial temperament that I agree with and who are qualified to hold the bench.

The second part of your two-part question?

Q:  Any Democrats to your Cabinet, by any chance?

THE PRESIDENT:  I haven't made any decisions on the Cabinet, yet.

Q:  How else will you bring people together?

THE PRESIDENT:  We'll put out an agenda that everybody understands and work with people to achieve the agenda.  Democrats want a free and peaceful world, and we'll -- and right away, right after September the 11th we worked very closely together to secure our country.  There is a common ground to be had when it comes to a foreign policy that says the most important objective is to protect the American people and spread freedom and democracy.  It's common ground when it comes to making sure the intelligence services are able to provide good, actionable intelligence to protect our people.  It's not a Republican issue, it's a Republican and Democrat issue.  So I'm  -- plenty of places for us to work together.

All right, Gregory.

Q:  Thank you, Mr. President.  On foreign policy, more broadly, do you believe that America has an image problem in the world right now, because of your efforts and response to the 9/11 attacks?  And, as you talked down the stretch about building alliances, talk about what you'll do to build on those alliances and to deal with these image problems, particularly in the Islamic world.

THE PRESIDENT:  I appreciate that.  Listen, I've made some very hard decisions:  decisions to protect ourselves, decisions to spread peace and freedom.  And I understand in certain capitals and certain countries, those decisions were not popular.

You know, you said -- you asked me to put that in the context of the response on September the 11th.  The first response, of course, was chasing down the terror networks, which we will continue to do.  And we've got great response around the world in order to do that.  There's over 90 nations involved with sharing information, finding terrorists and bringing them to justice.  That is a broad coalition, and we'll continue to strengthen it.

I laid out a doctrine, David, that said if you harbor terrorists, you're equally as guilty as the terrorists, and that doctrine was ignored by the Taliban, and we removed the Taliban.  And I fully understand some people didn't agree with that decision.  But I believe that when the American President speaks, he'd better mean what he says in order to keep the world peaceful.  And I believe we have a solemn duty, whether or not people agree with it or not, to protect the American people.  And the Taliban and their harboring of al Qaeda represented a direct threat to the American people.

And, of course, then the Iraq issue is one that people disagreed with.  And there's no need to rehash my case, but I did so, I made the decision I made, in order to protect our country, first and foremost.  I will continue to do that as the President.  But as I do so, I will reach out to others and explain why I make the decisions I make.

There is a certain attitude in the world, by some, that says that it's a waste of time to try to promote free societies in parts of the world.  I've heard that criticism.  Remember, I went to London to talk about our vision of spreading freedom throughout the greater Middle East.  And I fully understand that that might rankle some, and be viewed by some as folly.  I just strongly disagree with those who do not see the wisdom of trying to promote free societies around the world.

If we are interested in protecting our country for the long-term, the best way to do so is to promote freedom and democracy.  And I -- I simply do not agree with those who either say overtly or believe that certain societies cannot be free.  It's just not a part of my thinking.  And that's why during the course of the campaign, I was -- I believe I was able to connect, at least with those who were there, in explaining my policy, when I talked about the free election in Afghanistan.

There were -- there was doubt about whether or not those elections would go forward.  I'm not suggesting any of you here expressed skepticism.  But there was.  There was deep skepticism, and -- because there is a attitude among some that certain people may never be free -- they just don't long to be free or incapable of running an election.  And I disagree with that.  And the Afghan people, by going to the polls in the millions, proved -- proved that this administration's faith in freedom to change peoples' habits is worthy.  And that will be a central part of my foreign policy.  And I've got work to do to explain to people about why that is a central part of our foreign policy.  I've been doing that for four years.

But if you do not believe people can be free and can self-govern, then all of a sudden the two-state solution in the Middle East becomes a moot point, invalid.  If you're willing to condemn a group of people to a system of government that hasn't worked, then you'll never be able to achieve the peace. You cannot lead this world and our country to a better tomorrow unless you see a better -- if you have a vision of a better tomorrow.  And I've got one, based upon a great faith that people do want to be free and live in democracy.

John, and then I'll get to Terry.  No follow-ups today, Gregory.

Q:  Thank you, sir.

THE PRESIDENT:  I can see one -- yes.

Q:  Would you like it?  Now that the political volatility is off the issue because the election is over, I'd like to ask you about troop levels in Iraq in the next couple of months leading up to elections.  The Pentagon already has a plan to extend tours of duty for some 6,500 U.S. troops.  How many more will be needed to provide security in Iraq for elections, seeing as how the Iraqi troops that you're trying to train up are pretty slow coming on line?

THE PRESIDENT:  Yes, first of all, the -- we are making good progress in training the Iraqi troops.  There will be 125,000 of them trained by election time.  Secondly, I have yet to -- I have not sat down with our Secretary of Defense talking about troop levels.  I read some reports during the course of the campaign where some were speculating in the press corps about the number of troops needed to protect elections.  That has not been brought to my attention yet.

And so I would caution you that what you have either read about or reported was pure speculation thus far.  These elections are important, and we will respond, John, to requests of our commanders on the ground.  And I have yet to hear from our commanders on the ground that they need more troops.

Terry.

Q:  Mr. President, your victory at the polls came about in part because of strong support from people of faith, in particular, Christian evangelicals and Pentecostals and others.  And Senator Kerry drew some of his strongest support from those who do not attend religious services.  What do you make of this religious divide, it seems, becoming a political divide in this country?  And what do you say to those who are concerned about the role of a faith they do not share in public life and in your policies?

THE PRESIDENT:  Yes, my answer to people is, I will be your President regardless of your faith, and I don't expect you to agree with me necessarily on religion.  As a matter of fact, no President should ever try to impose religion on our society.

A great -- the great tradition of America is one where people can worship the way they want to worship.  And if they choose not to worship, they're just as patriotic as your neighbor.  That is an essential part of why we are a great nation.  And I am glad people of faith voted in this election.  I'm glad -- I appreciate all people who voted.  I don't think you ought to read anything into the politics, the moment, about whether or not this nation will become a divided nation over religion.  I think the great thing that unites is the fact you can worship freely if you choose, and if you -- you don't have to worship.  And if you're a Jew or a Christian or a Muslim, you're equally American.  That is -- that is such a wonderful aspect of our society; and it is strong today and it will be strong tomorrow.

Jim.

Q:  Thank you, sir.  Mr. President, you talked once again this morning about private accounts in Social Security.  During the campaign you were accused of planning to privatize the entire system.  It has been something you've discussed for some time.  You've lost some of the key Democratic proponents, such as Pat Moynihan and Bob Kerrey in the Congress.  How will you proceed now with one of the key problems, which is the transition cost -- which some say is as much as $2 trillion -- how will you proceed on that?  And how soon?

THE PRESIDENT:  Well, first, I made Social Security an issue -- for those of you who had to suffer through my speeches on a daily basis; for those of you who actually listened to my speeches on a daily basis -- you might remember, every speech I talked about the duty of an American President to lead.  And we have -- we must lead on Social Security because the system is not going to be whole for our children and our grandchildren.

And so the answer to your second question is, we'll start on Social Security now.  We'll start bringing together those in Congress who agree with my assessment that we need to work together.  We've got a good blueprint, a good go-by.  You mentioned Senator Moynihan.  I had asked him prior to his -- to his passing, to chair a committee of notable Americans to come up with some ideas on Social Security.  And they did so.  And it's a good place for members of Congress to start.

The President must have the will to take on the issue -- not only in the campaign, but now that I'm elected.  And this will -- reforming Social Security will be a priority of my administration.  Obviously, if it were easy it would have already been done.  And this is going to be hard work to bring people together and to make -- to convince the Congress to move forward.  And there are going to be costs.  But the cost of doing nothing is insignificant to -- is much greater than the cost of reforming the system today.  That was the case I made on the campaign trail, and I was earnest about getting something done.  And as a matter of fact, I talked to members of my staff today, as we're beginning to plan to -- the strategy to move agendas forward about how to do this and do it effectively.

Q:  If I could, Mr. President --

THE PRESIDENT:  Yes -- no, no, you're violating the follow-up rule.  It would hurt Gregory's feelings.  King.

It's a new --

Q:  Mr. President, thank you.

Q:  That's always one of my concerns.

THE PRESIDENT:  Hurting Gregory's feelings?  He is a sensitive guy.  Well centered, though.  (Laughter.)

Q:  I'm not going there.  Mr. President, you were disappointed, even angry 12 years ago when the voters denied your father a second term.  I'm interested in your thoughts and the conversation with him yesterday as you were walking to the Oval Office, and also whether you feel more free to do any one thing in a second term that perhaps you were politically constrained from doing in a first.

THE PRESIDENT:  At 3:30 a.m. in the morning on, I guess, it was the day after the election, he was sitting upstairs, and I finally said, go to bed.  He was awaiting the outcome and was hopeful that we would go over and be able to talk to our supporters, and it just didn't happen that way.

So I asked him the next morning when he got up, I said, come by the Oval Office and visit.  And he came by and we had a good talk.  He was heading down to Houston.   And it was -- there was some uncertainty about that morning as to when the election would actually end.  And it wasn't clear at that point in time, so I never got to see him face-to-face to watch his, I guess, pride in his tired eyes as his son got a second term.

I did talk to him and he was relieved.  I told him to get a nap.  I was worried about him staying up too late.

But -- so I haven't had a chance to really visit and embrace.  And you're right, '92 was a disappointment.  But he taught me a really good lesson, that life moves on.  And it's very important for those of us in the political arena, win or lose, to recognize that life is bigger than just politics, and that's one of the really good lessons he taught me.

Q:  Do you feel more free, sir?

THE PRESIDENT:  Oh, in terms of feeling free, well, I don't think you'll let me be too free.  There's accountability and there are constraints on the presidency, as there should be in any system.  I feel -- I feel it is necessary to move an agenda that I told the American people I would move.  Something refreshing about coming off an election, even more refreshing since we all got some sleep last night, but there's -- you go out and you make your case, and you tell the people this is what I intend to do.  And after hundreds of speeches and three debates and interviews and the whole process, where you keep basically saying the same thing over and over again, that when you win, there is a feeling that the people have spoken and embraced your point of view, and that's what I intend to tell the Congress, that I made it clear what I intend to do as the President, now let's work to -- and the people made it clear what they wanted, now let's work together.

And it's one of the wonderful -- it's like earning capital.  You asked, do I feel free.  Let me put it to you this way:  I earned capital in the campaign, political capital, and now I intend to spend it.  It is my style.  That's what happened in the -- after the 2000 election, I earned some capital.  I've earned capital in this election -- and I'm going to spend it for what I told the people I'd spend it on, which is -- you've heard the agenda:  Social Security and tax reform, moving this economy forward, education, fighting and winning the war on terror.

We have an obligation in this country to continue to work with nations to help alleve poverty and disease.  We will continue to press forward on the HIV/AIDS initiative, the Millennium Challenge Account.  We will continue to do our duty to help feed the hungry.  And I'm looking forward to it, I really am.

It's been a -- it's been a fantastic experience campaigning the country. You've seen it from one -- perspective, I've seen it from another.  I saw you standing there at the last, final rally in Texas, to my right over there.  I was observing you observe, and you saw the energy.  And there was just something uplifting about people showing up at 11:00 p.m. at night, expressing their support and their prayers and their friendship.  It's a marvelous experience to campaign across the country.

Mike.

Q:  Mr. President -- thank you, Mr. President.  Do you plan to reshape your Cabinet for the second term, or will any changes come at the instigation of individuals?  And as part of the same question, may I ask you what you've learned about Cabinet government, what works, what doesn't work?  And do you mind also addressing the same question about the White House staff?  (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT:  The post-election euphoria did not last very long here at the press conference.  (Laughter.)

Let me talk about the people that have worked with me.  I had a Cabinet meeting today and I thanked them for their service to the country and reminded them we've got a job to do and I expected them to do the job.

I have made no decisions on my Cabinet and/or White House staff.  I am mindful that working in the White House is really -- is exhausting work.  The people who you try to get to leak to you spend hours away from their families, and it is -- the word "burnout" is oftentimes used in the -- in Washington, and it's used for a reason, because people do burn out.

And so obviously, in terms of those who are -- who want to stay on and who I want to stay on, I've got to make sure that it's right for their families and that they're comfortable, because when they come to work here in the White House, I expect them to work as hard as they possibly can on behalf of the American people.

In the Cabinet, there will be some changes.  I don't know who they will be. It's inevitable there will be changes.  It happens in every administration.  To a person, I am proud of the work they have done.  And I fully understand we're about to head into the period of intense speculation as to who's going to stay and who's not going to stay, and I assured them that -- today I warned them of the speculative period.  I said, it's a great Washington sport to be talking about who's going to leave and who their replacements may be, and handicapping, you know, my way of thinking.

I'll just give you -- but let me just help you out with the speculation right now.  I haven't thought about it.  I'm going to start thinking about it. I'm going to Camp David this afternoon with Laura, and I'll begin the process of thinking about the Cabinet and the White House staff.  And we'll let you know at the appropriate time when decisions have been made.  And so, nice try, Mike.

Yes, Ed, and then --

Q:  What you learned --

THE PRESIDENT:  Learned and not learned about the Cabinet?

Q:  What works, what doesn't.

THE PRESIDENT:  Yes, well, first I've learned that I put together a really good Cabinet.  I'm very proud of the people that have served this government, and they -- to a man and a woman, worked their hearts out for the American people.  And I've learned that you've got to continue to surround yourself with good people.  This is a job that requires crisp decision-making, and therefore, in order for me to make decisions, I've got to have people who bring their point of view into the Oval Office and are willing to say it.

I always jest to people, the Oval Office is the kind of place where people stand outside, they're getting ready to come in and tell me what for, and they walk in and get overwhelmed in the atmosphere, and they say, man, you're looking pretty.  And therefore, you need people to walk in on those days when you're not looking so good and saying, you're not looking so good, Mr. President.  And I've got -- those are the kind of people that served our country.

We've had vigorous debates, which you all, during the last four years, took great delight in reporting, differences of opinion.  But that's what you want if you're the Commander-in-Chief and a decision-maker.  You want people to walk in and say, I don't agree with this, or I do agree with that, and here's what my recommendation is.  But the President also has to learn to decide.  You take, you know -- there's ample time for the debate to take place, and then decide and make up your mind and lead.  That's what the job's all about.

And so I have learned how important it is to be -- to have a really fine group of people that think through issues, and that are not intimidated by the process, and who walk in and tell me what's on their mind.

Ed, and then Stevens.

Q:  Good morning.  Sir, does it bother you that there's a perception out there that your administration has been one that favors big business and the wealthy individuals?  And what can you do to overcome that, sir?

THE PRESIDENT:  Ed, 70 percent of the new jobs in America are created by small businesses.  I understand that.  And I have promoted during the course of the last four years one of the most aggressive, pro-entrepreneur, small business policies.  Tax relief -- you might remember -- I don't know if you know this or not, but 90 percent of the businesses are sole proprietorships or subchapter-S corporations.  (Laughter.)

Q:  We've heard it.

THE PRESIDENT:  Tax relief helped them.  This is an administration that fully understands that the job creators are the entrepreneurs.  And so in a new term, we will make sure the tax relief continues to be robust for our small businesses.  We'll push legal reform and regulatory reform because I understand the engine of growth is through the small business sector.

Stevenson.

Q:  Sir, given your commitment to reaching out across party lines and to all Americans, I wonder if you could expand on your definition of bipartisanship, and whether it means simply picking off a few Democrats on a case-by-case basis to pass the bills you want to pass, or whether you would commit to working regularly with the Democratic leadership on solutions that can win broad support across party lines?

THE PRESIDENT:  Do you remember the No Child Left Behind Act?  I think there the model I'd look at if I were you.  It is a -- I laid out an agenda for reforming our public schools.  I worked with both Republicans and Democrats to get that bill passed.  In a new term, we'll continue to make sure we do not weaken the accountability standards that are making a huge difference in people's lives, in these kids' lives.

But that's the model I'd look at, if I were you.  And we'll -- there's a certain practicality to life here in Washington.  And that is, when you get a bill moving it is important to get the votes, and if politics starts to get in the way of getting good legislation through, you know, that's just part of life here.  But I'm also focused on results.  I think of the Medicare bill -- you might remember that old, stale debate.  We finally got a bill moving.  I was hoping that we'd get strong bipartisan support -- unfortunately, it was an election year.  But we got the votes necessary to get the bill passed.  And so we will -- I will -- my goal is to work on the ideal and to reach out and to continue to work and find common ground on issues.

On the other hand, I've been wizened to the ways of Washington.  I watched what can happen during certain parts of the cycle, where politics gets in the way of good policy.  And at that point in time, I'll continue to -- you know, I'll try to get this done, I'll try to get our bills passed in a way, because results really do matter, as far as I'm concerned.  I really didn't come here to hold the office just to say, gosh, it was fun to serve.  I came here to get some things done, and we are doing it.

Yes, Big Stretch.

Q:  Thank you, Mr. President.  I know you haven't had a chance to learn this, but it appears that Yasser Arafat has passed away.

THE PRESIDENT:  Really?

Q:  And I was just wondering if I could get your initial reaction?  And also your thoughts on, perhaps, working with a new generation of Palestinian leadership?

THE PRESIDENT:  I appreciate that.  My first reaction is, God bless his soul.  And my second reaction is, is that we will continue to work for a free Palestinian state that's at peace with Israel.

Yes.

Q:  Mr. President, as you look at your second term domestic priorities, I wonder if you could talk a little bit about how you see the sequence of action on issues beyond Social Security -- tax reform, education.  And if you could expand a little bit for us on the principles that you want to underpin your tax reform proposal -- do you want it to be revenue neutral?  What kinds of things do you want to accomplish through that process?

THE PRESIDENT:  I appreciate that.  I was anticipating this question; that, what is the first thing you're going to do?  When it comes it legislation, it just doesn't work that way, particularly when you've laid out a comprehensive agenda.  And part of that comprehensive agenda is tax simplification.

The -- first of all, a principle would be revenue neutral.  If I'm going to -- if there was a need to raise taxes, I'd say, let's have a tax bill that raises taxes, as opposed to let's simply the tax code and sneak a tax increase on the people.  It's just not my style.  I don't believe we need to raise taxes. I've said that to the American people.  And so the simplification would be the goal.

Now, secondly, that obviously, that it rewards risk and doesn't -- it doesn't have unnecessary penalties in it.  But the main thing is that it would be viewed as fair, that it would be a fair system, that it wouldn't be complicated, that there's a -- kind of that loopholes wouldn't be there for special interests, that the code itself be viewed and deemed as a very fair way to encourage people to invest and save and achieve certain fiscal objectives in our country, as well.

One of the interesting debates will be, of course, in the course of simplification, will there be incentives in the code: charitable giving, of course, and mortgage deductions are very important.  As governor of Texas, when I -- some time I think I was asked about simplification, I always noted how important it was for certain incentives to be built into the tax code, and that will be an interesting part of the debate.

Certain issues come quicker than others in the course of a legislative session, and that depends upon whether or not those issues have been debated.  I think of, for example, the legal issue -- the legal reform issues, they have been -- medical liability reform had been debated and got thwarted a couple of times in one body in particular on Capitol Hill.  And so the groundwork has been laid for some legislation that I've been talking about.  On an issue like tax reform it's going to -- tax simplification, it's going to take a lot of legwork to get something ready for a legislative package.  I fully understand that.  And Social Security reform will require some additional legwork, although the Moynihan Commission has laid the groundwork for what I think is a very good place to start the debate.

The education issue is one that could move pretty quickly because there has been a lot of discussion about education.  It's an issue that the members are used to debating and discussing.  And so I think -- all issues are important. And the timing of issues as they reach it through committee and floor really depend upon whether or not some work has already been on those issues.

A couple more questions.  Bob.

Q:  Mr. President, American forces are gearing up for what appears to be a major offensive in Fallujah over the next several days.  I'm wondering if you could tell us what the objective is, what the stakes are there for the United States, for the Iraqi people, and the Iraqi elections coming up in January?

THE PRESIDENT:  In order for Iraq to be a free country those who are trying to stop the elections and stop a free society from emerging must be defeated.

And so Prime Minister Allawi and his government, which fully understands that, are working with our generals on the ground to do just that.  We will work closely with the government.  It's their government, it's their country.  We're there at their invitation.  And -- but I think there's a recognition that some of these people have to -- must be defeated, and so that's what they're thinking about.  That's what you're -- that's why you're hearing discussions about potential action in Fallujah.

Heidi.

Q:  Thank you, sir.  Many within your own party are unhappy over the deficit, and they say keeping down discretional spending alone won't help you reach the goal of halving the deficit in five years.  What else do you plan to do to cut costs?

THE PRESIDENT:  Well, I -- I would suggest they look at our budget that we've submitted to Congress, which does, in fact, get the deficit down -- cut in half in five years, and is a specific line-by-line budget that we are required to submit and have done so.

The key to making sure that the deficit is reduced is for there to be, on the one hand, spending discipline, and I -- as you noticed in my opening remarks, I talked about these appropriations bills that are beginning to move, and I thought I was pretty clear about the need for those bills to be -- to be fiscally responsible, and I meant it.  And I look forward to talking to the leadership about making sure that the budget agreements we had are still the budget agreements, that just because we had an election, that they shouldn't feel comfortable changing our agreement.  And I think they understand that.

And secondly, the other way to make sure that the deficit is -- decreases, is to grow the economy.  As the economy grows, there will be more revenues coming into the Treasury.  That's what you have seen recently.  If you notice, there's been some write-downs of the budget deficit.  In other words, the deficit is less than we thought because the revenues is exceeding projections. And the reason why the revenues -- the revenues are exceeding projections -- sometimes I mangle the English language.  I get that.  (Laughter.)

Q:  Inside joke.

THE PRESIDENT:  Yes, very inside.  (Laughter.)

The revenues are exceeding projections.  And as a result, the projected deficit is less.  But my point there is, is that with good economic policy that encourages economic growth, the revenue streams begin to increase.  And as the revenue streams increase, coupled with fiscal discipline, you'll see the deficit shrinking.  And we're focused on that.

I do believe there ought to be budgetary reform in Washington, on the Hill, Capitol Hill.  I think it's very important.  I would like to see the President have a line-item veto again, one that passed constitutional muster.  I think it would help the executive branch work with the legislative branch, to make sure that we're able to maintain budget discipline.  I've talked to a lot of members of Congress who are wondering whether or not we'll have the will to confront entitlements, to make sure that there is entitlement reform that helps us maintain fiscal discipline.  And the answer is, yes; that's why I took on the Social Security issue.  I believe we have a duty to do so.  I want to make sure that the Medicare reforms that we've put in place remain robust, to help us make sure Medicare is available for generations to come.

And so there is a -- I've got quite an active agenda to help work with Congress to bring not only fiscal discipline, but to make sure that our pro-growth policies are still in place.

Herman.  I'm probably going to regret this.  (Laughter.)

Q:  I don't know if you had a chance to check, but I can report you did eke out a victory in Texas the other day.

THE PRESIDENT:  Thank you, sir.

Q:  Congratulations.  I'm interested in getting back to Steven -- Stevenson's question about unity.  Clearly, you believe you have reached out and will continue to reach out.  Do you believe the Democrats have made a sincere and sufficient effort to meet you somewhere halfway, and do you think now there's more reason for them the do that in light of the election results?

THE PRESIDENT:  I think that Democrats agree that we have an obligation to serve our country.  I believe there will be goodwill, now that this election is over, to work together.  I found that to be the case when I first arrived here in Washington, and working with the Democrats and fellow Republicans, we got a lot done.  And it is with that spirit that I go into this coming session, and I will meet with both Republican and Democrat leaders, and I am -- they'll see I'm genuine about working toward some of these important issues.

It's going to be -- it's not easy.  These -- I readily concede I've laid out some very difficult issues for people to deal with.  Reforming the Social Security system for generations to come is a difficult issue; otherwise, it would have already been done.  But it is necessary to confront it.  And I would hope to be able to work with Democrats to get this done.  I'm not sure we can get it done without Democrat participation, because it is a big issue, and I will explain to them and I will show them Senator Moynihan's thinking as a way to begin the process.  And I will remind everybody here that we have a duty to leave behind a better America, and when we see a problem, to deal with it.  And I think the -- I think Democrats agree with that.

And so I'm optimistic.  You covered me when I was the governor of Texas.  I told you that I was going to do that as a governor.  There was probably skepticism in your beady eyes there.  (Laughter.)  But you might remember -- you might remember, we did -- we were able to accomplish a lot by -- and Washington is different from Austin, no question about it.  Washington -- one of the disappointments of being here in Washington is how bitter this town can become and how divisive.  I'm not blaming one party or the other.  It's just the reality of Washington, D.C., sometimes exacerbated by you, because it's great sport.  It's really -- it's entertaining for some.  It also makes is difficult to govern at times.

But nevertheless, my commitment is there.  I fully -- now more seasoned to Washington, I've cut my political eye-teeth, at least the ones I've recently grown here in Washington.  And so I'm aware of what can happen in this town. But nevertheless, having said that, I am fully prepared to work with both Republican and Democrat leadership to advance an agenda that I think makes a big difference for the country.

Listen, thank you all.  I look forward to working with you.  I've got a question for you.  How many of you are going to be here for a second term? Please raise your hand.  (Laughter.)

Good.  Gosh, we're going to have a lot of fun, then.  Thank you all.

END       11:57 A.M. EST

(end transcript)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Urges Ukraine to Correct Problems for Upcoming Election

(Diplomat Paul Jones on upcoming second round of presidential election) (800)

The United States is calling upon Ukrainian authorities to take corrective action to promote fairness and transparency in the second round of the presidential election scheduled for November 21.

Speaking to the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) Permanent Council in Vienna, Austria, November 4, U.S. diplomat Paul Jones called on Ukraine to accept the OSCE International Observation Mission's preliminary findings and take steps to ensure that the Ukrainian people are "able to exercise genuine freedom to choose their President." 

He noted that the OSCE observation mission had concluded that the election process for the October 31 vote did not meet a considerable number of OSCE standards for democratic elections and constituted "a step backward from the 2002 elections."

The United States pointed out some of the positive developments cited by the mission, including the existence of political pluralism, the engagement of civil society, and relatively orderly voting. Jones said, however, that the positive aspects were overshadowed by the many negative developments.

"We also commend those courageous broadcast journalists employed by government-run and government-aligned media who proclaimed on October 28 that they would not follow government instructions on how to report on events, but would insist on conducting their work in accordance with the journalistic ethic of objectivity," said Jones.

Following is the text of his statement as provided by U.S. Mission to the OSCE:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE 

http://www.usosce.gov

STATEMENT ON FIRST ROUND OF UKRAINIAN PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION

As delivered by Chargé d'Affaires Paul W. Jones

to the Permanent Council, Vienna

November 4, 2004

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and let me also express our appreciation for the congratulations of Ukraine for the recent elections of the United States.

Mr. Chairman, U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage wrote in the October 29th edition of the Financial Times that: "The U.S. Government certainly supports Ukraine's sovereignty and future with the Euro-Atlantic community of free nations.  Indeed, we are committed to working with our partners and allies to help Ukraine attain its declared goal of joining institutions such as NATO, the European Union and World Trade Organization."

However, Deputy Secretary Armitage further noted that: "Membership in those institutions -- and the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, to which Ukraine already belongs -- confers responsibilities and obligations, not least of which is conducting a free and fair election and accompanying campaign."

Unfortunately, the preliminary findings of the OSCE International Election Observation Mission regarding the first round of the Ukrainian presidential election on October 31 indicate that Ukrainian authorities have ignored the serious concerns expressed by the United States and other delegations in this forum in recent months.

The United States welcomes the positive developments cited in the OSCE Mission's preliminary findings, especially the existence of political pluralism; the engagement of civil society; and relatively orderly voting on election day.

We also commend those courageous broadcast journalists employed by government-run and government-aligned media who proclaimed on October 28 that they would not follow government instructions on how to report on events, but would insist on conducting their work in accordance with the journalistic ethic of objectivity.

These positive aspects of the October 31st balloting in Ukraine are very much overshadowed, however, by many more negative developments that led the OSCE International Election Observation Mission to conclude that the election process leading up to and on October 31 did not meet a considerable number of OSCE standards for democratic elections and "constitutes a step backward from the 2002 elections."

There is no need to recount here the findings of the OSCE Observation Mission and those of numerous other credible observers.  We note that, despite four interim reports by the OSCE Observation Mission detailing the abuse of state resources and overwhelming bias in state media on behalf of Prime Minister Yanukovych's campaign, coercion of voters, and harassment and obstruction of opposition campaign activities, Ukraine's leadership took no action.

It is not too late for Ukrainian authorities to take the corrective action that would promote fairness and transparency in the second round of the election scheduled for November 21.

In the 1990 Copenhagen Document, all participating States agreed that: "free elections . . . under conditions which ensure in practice the free expression of the opinion of the electors in the choice of their representatives" are a basic and unalienable human right.

In light of its acceptance of this commitment, we call upon the Government of Ukraine to embrace the OSCE International Observation Mission's preliminary findings and take every step possible to ensure that the Ukrainian people are able to exercise genuine freedom to choose their President.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Welcomes Turkmenistan Law on Nongovernmental Organizations

(Diplomat Paul W. Jones addresses OSCE Permanent Council) (240)

The United States has commended the government of Turkmenistan for publishing a law November 2 that abolishes criminal penalties for unregistered activities of nongovernmental organizations.

"Positive implementation of this law will help Turkmenistan uphold its important OSCE commitments concerning freedom of association for non-governmental organizations and democratic institutions," said U.S. diplomat Paul Jones November 4.

Jones was addressing the Permanent Council of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) in Vienna, Austria. 

Following is the transcript of his remarks as provided by the United States Mission to the OSCE:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE

Vienna, Austria

November 4, 2004

STATEMENT ON TURKMENISTAN

AS DELIVERED BY CHARGE D'AFFAIRES PAUL W. JONES TO THE PERMANENT COUNCIL

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We would like to commend the government of Turkmenistan for publishing a law November 2nd that abolishes criminal penalties for unregistered activities of non-governmental organizations (NGOs).

Positive implementation of this law will help Turkmenistan uphold its important OSCE commitments concerning freedom of association for non-governmental organizations and democratic institutions.

Full respect for these commitments requires that the government of Turkmenistan rescind all other legislation and halt all practices that hinder NGOs from contributing to a vibrant civil society.

The United States stands ready to assist the government of Turkmenistan pursue these objectives.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty Newscast Off the Air in Armenia

(U.S. diplomat Paul Jones expresses concern to OSCE Permanent Council) (240)

The United States expressed concern November 4 that a Radio Free Europe/ Radio Liberty (RFE/RL) newscast has been taken off the air in Armenia.

Addressing the Permanent Council of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) in Vienna, Austria, U.S. diplomat Paul Jones expressed the hope that the program will find a new broadcast opportunity in the immediate future.

"This would demonstrate that Armenia is a state where freedom of the media is acknowledged and respected, consistent with the OSCE commitments we have all undertaken," said Jones.

Following are his remarks:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE 

Vienna, Austria

November 4, 2004

STATEMENT ON MEDIA ISSUES IN ARMENIA

As Delivered by Chargé D'affaires Paul W. Jones to the Permanent Council

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, we note with concern that the broadcast of the Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty newscast has been taken off the air in Armenia.

We have seen suggestions that the decision to cancel this program was made in response to political pressure on the station manager.  

In this regard, we would hope that this program will find a broadcast opportunity in the immediate future; this would demonstrate that Armenia is a state where freedom of the media is acknowledged and respected, consistent with the OSCE commitments we have all undertaken. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Supports Efforts of International Election Observers

(U.S. diplomat Jones addresses OSCE Permanent Council) (770)

International election observers are welcome in the United States, and despite the decentralized nature of the U.S. election system, the federal government is working "diligently" to improve cooperation between observer missions and state and local election officials.

U.S. diplomat Paul Jones made these remarks November 4 to the Permanent Council of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) prior to the release of a preliminary report by the OSCE Election Observation Mission that came to the United States for the November 2 presidential election.

He pointed out that U.S. states and counties have constitutional authority over their own election procedures, and the federal government has no system of accreditation for foreign observers.

However, the federal government is "continuing to explore ways to work with U.S. states and counties to facilitate appropriate access by observers in a timely fashion."

Many state and local election officials "warmly welcomed the OSCE election mission and made time during an extremely hectic period to meet with OSCE observers," Jones said. Some states and counties permitted broad access to polling sites, while others permitted limited access or observed laws that ban observers from polling sites.

"The U.S. Federal Government has and will continue to support OSCE observation of U.S. elections," Jones said.

An OSCE press release on the Election Observation Mission's preliminary statement released November 4 is available at: http://www.osce.org/news/show_news.php?id=4505

Following is his statement:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE 

Vienna, Austria 

November 4, 2004

OBSERVATION OF U.S. ELECTIONS

As delivered by Chargé d'Affaires Paul W. Jones to the Permanent Council

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and thanks also to the distinguished representative of the European Union for their congratulations as well on the elections held recently in the United States.

The United States did indeed hold an historic election on November 2nd, which was closely scrutinized around the world.  I understand that voter turnout was high and that 10 million more Americans voted in this election than in the 2000 election.

The U.S. invited the OSCE to observe the election, as it has done for every presidential and midterm election in the U.S. since 1996.  The U.S. invitation was issued in accordance with the commitment the United States undertook with 54 other OSCE participating States in the 1990 Copenhagen Document.

This year's OSCE election observer mission represented the Organization's first attempt to plan and coordinate a nationwide observation of a U.S. general election.  As was the case in the OSCE's more limited U.S. missions in 2002 and 2003, observers can only observe elections to the extent permitted by state and local laws and regulations as provided for in the Copenhagen Document.  As we have previously noted, the U.S. election system is highly decentralized.

In light of the constitutional authority of U.S. states and counties over elections, the U.S. Federal Government has no system of accreditation for foreign observers.  This means that election observers, again following past practice, are responsible for directly contacting individual state and local officials to arrange activities in the respective voting districts.

We understand that many state and local election officials warmly welcomed the OSCE election mission and made time during an extremely hectic period to meet with OSCE observers and answer questions about election procedures.

Some U.S. states and counties, in accordance with their individual laws and procedures, permitted broad access to polling sites to observers.  Others did so with limitations consistent with state and local laws and regulations.  Some states have laws that ban observers from polling sites, and so informed observers who contacted them.

The U.S. Government has been working diligently at multiple levels to facilitate cooperation between international observers and appropriate state and local election officials.

The U.S. Federal Government has and will continue to support OSCE observation of U.S. elections.

We are committed to continuing to explore ways to work with U.S. states and counties to facilitate appropriate access by observers in a timely fashion.  We will also work more closely with international observers to ensure a better understanding of the decentralized nature of the U.S. electoral system and encourage direct contact between observer missions and local officials.

We look forward to reading the OSCE Election Observation Team's assessment of the U.S. election, including any recommendations it may make.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[An OSCE press release on the Election Observation Mission's preliminary statement released November 4 is available at: http://www.osce.org/news/show_news.php?id=4505]

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: Belarusians Part of OSCE Team that Observed U.S. Elections

(American diplomat Paul Jones responds to comments by Belarus at OSCE) (540)

U.S. diplomat Paul Jones told the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) November 4 that the U.S government facilitated cooperation between international observers of the November 2 U.S. presidential election and state and local election officials and also provided assistance to the OSCE observation mission.

Jones, in responding to comments from the Belarusian ambassador to the OSCE, noted that the U.S. government also provided assistance to the Belarus Embassy in Washington, and that Belarusians participated in the OSCE observation mission and were able to observe elections in Virginia and California. 

The United States believes that Belarusian efforts to focus on challenges facing the U.S. election system are intended to divert attention "from Belarus' own systematic disregard for OSCE commitments," Jones told the OSCE Permanent Council in Vienna, Austria.

Following is his statement:

(begin text)

United States Mission to the OSCE 

http://www.usosce.gov

Vienna, Austria

November 4, 2004

RIGHT OF REPLY TO BELARUS: OBSERVATION OF U.S. ELECTIONS

As delivered by Chargé d'Affaires Paul W. Jones to the Permanent Council 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

At the October 28 meeting of the Permanent Council, the Ambassador of Belarus made an intervention regarding efforts by the Belarusian Embassy in Washington to observe the November 2 U.S. general election in three U.S. states and the District of Columbia.

Mr. Chairman, the United States categorically rejects the contention of the Belarusian Ambassador that the United States is "trying to suppress any possible criticism on its own account in the OSCE as well as to put itself in an exceptional position as compared with other member states."

The United States Federal Government has been working to facilitate cooperation between international observers and appropriate state and local election officials, including providing assistance to observers from the OSCE/ODIHR [Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights] election observation mission as well as the Belarus Embassy in Washington. 

At the request of the Embassy of Belarus, the U.S. Department of State contacted elections officials in Virginia and in the District of Columbia to gather information about procedures for observer status and to facilitate communication between the Embassy of Belarus and these officials about observing.  

We understand that in the end nine officials from the Belarusian bilateral embassy were able to observe elections in five Virginia counties.

We are also pleased to note that four Belarusians participated in the OSCE observation mission and were able to observe elections in Virginia and California.  

Mr. Chairman, the contention of the Belarusian Ambassador that the U.S. is trying to shield itself from criticism is belied by the fact that the freedom and vigor of public debate in the United States reveals our strengths and weaknesses, accomplishments and failings for all to see, including all the participating States in the OSCE.

We stand by our previously stated concern that Belarusian efforts to highlight challenges facing the U.S. election system stem not from a genuine interest in the development of democracy in the United States, but aim, rather, at diverting attention from Belarus' own systematic disregard for OSCE commitments.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: State Department Condemns Human Rights Situation in Cuba

(Boucher urges Castro regime to release all political prisoners) (340)

The U.S. Department of State is calling on the regime of Cuban dictator Fidel Castro to release all political prisoners from Cuba's jails and to stop repressing Cuban citizens.

In a November 4 press release, State Department spokesman Richard Boucher noted that Castro's March 2003 crackdown on Cuban dissidents was widely condemned by the international community. "Unfortunately, the repression in Cuba continues," Boucher added.

Following is the text of Boucher's statement:

(begin text)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Spokesman

November 4, 2004

STATEMENT BY RICHARD BOUCHER, SPOKESMAN

Cuba: Human Rights Situation

In March 2003, the Castro regime unleashed a sweeping crackdown on independent civil society activists, ultimately condemning 75 to prison sentences averaging 20 years.

The world denounced the Cuban government's repression, and the United States, the European Union and others took steps to encourage the Cuban regime to release these prisoners of conscience.  These measures have ensured that the Cuban regime knows the world is watching.

Unfortunately, the repression in Cuba continues.  Some of those still in prison, like Oscar Elias Biscet and Luis Enrique Ferrer Garcia, have gone on hunger strikes to protest their detention.  Others, like Nelson Aguiar Ramirez and Ferrer, have been repeatedly beaten while in prison.  Secret police beat trade unionist Lazaro Gonzalez Adan before jailing him on charges of "disrespect."  Even those seven seriously ill political prisoners who have been released are subject to daily harassment, re-arrest and lengthy interrogations. In October, the regime took the extraordinary step of expelling three members of European national parliaments merely because they were planning to meet with opposition members.

The United States condemns the Cuban regime's abuse of advocates of peaceful change and reform.  We call on the regime to cease its repression and release all political prisoners.  Only a Cuba where fundamental freedoms are respected and independent civil society flourishes will be positioned to make a peaceful transition to democracy.

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Byliner: Polio Eradication Close, but Needs Funding

(Commentary by Gerberding, Bellamy, Estess and Heymann) (790)

(The following article -- by Dr. Julie Gerberding, director of the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; Carol Bellamy, executive director of the U.N. Children's Fund; Glen Estess, Rotary International president; and David Heymann, executive director communicable disease at the World Health Organization -- was published in the International Herald Tribune October 28. Republished by permission. Copyright (c) 2004 by The International Herald Tribune. All rights reserved.)

(begin byliner)

Global Effort Could Banish Polio Forever

By Julie Gerberding, Carol Bellamy, Glen Estess and David Heymann 

New York -- Ninety years ago on Thursday (October 28), Dr. Jonas Salk was born in New York. When Salk was 41, he and his team of researchers gave the world its first vaccine against polio, freeing millions of families from daily fear.

The Salk vaccine, together with the oral polio vaccine developed by Albert Sabin, opened the door to a scientific onslaught against one of mankind's oldest enemies. Polio quickly vanished from North America and Western Europe.

In 1988, emboldened by the effectiveness of these vaccines and initial funding raised by the humanitarian service organization Rotary International, the nations of the world resolved to eradicate polio.

When the eradication initiative was begun, polio held sway in more than 125 countries, paralyzing 1,000 children every day. Only by immunizing every child under five against the disease could we prevent successive generations growing up with paralyzed limbs, lifelong pain and weakness. It would be a tremendous challenge against great odds. 

Today, the world is tantalizingly close to beating those odds, and polio looks likely to become the first disease of the 21st century to succumb to human ingenuity. 

Since 1988, the Global Polio Eradication Initiative, spearheaded by national governments, the World Health Organization, Rotary International, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and UNICEF, has slashed polio cases by more than 99 per cent, from 1,000 cases per day to 1,000 cases per year. 

But before we can turn our back on polio, the world faces a test of will. 

The virus is again ravaging parts of Africa, propelled by the weakness of overall health services in the region and the brief suspension of immunization activities in some parts of northern Nigeria. And despite generous investment from the global community, the polio eradication initiative faces a critical funding shortfall of $200 million for the year ahead, $35 million of which is needed urgently to support an adequate immunization response today. 

Unless we act now, we could still see this unique opportunity slip away. 

The threat of a widespread epidemic in Africa is being met with the continent's largest ever, unified health drive - a massive series of immunization campaigns across 23 countries to protect 80 million children. Millions of vaccinators and Rotary volunteers disperse with coolers filled with polio vaccine, traveling on foot or on horseback, by motorcycle, boat or helicopter to reach and immunize every child. 

The first of these campaigns began on Oct. 8. The next is scheduled to start on Nov. 18, followed by another round in the spring. 

If these campaigns have to be curtailed for lack of funds, we risk diminishing the health security of every child on earth. Conversely, supporting these campaigns is an investment in our collective future. 

The world has walked a long way toward polio eradication in the footsteps of Salk, Sabin and their fellow polio warriors. Only six countries have not yet stopped the virus: Nigeria, India, Pakistan, Niger, Afghanistan and Egypt. Around the world, five million children are walking who would otherwise have been paralyzed. Polio eradication has become the benchmark for all future multilateral, public-private partnerships. It has engaged 20 million volunteers worldwide, immunized more than two billion children and mobilized more than $3 billion, of which more than $500 million comes from Rotary International. Rotary has made polio eradication its top philanthropic goal for almost two decades. 

We are within sight of a milestone in human history. But these final steps are the toughest and require the greatest commitment - at the country level, to immunize the poorest and hardest to reach children, and from the global community, to fast-track funding to this initiative and safeguard the enormous investments that have been made over the past 15 years. 

More is at stake than the end of a single disease. Success against polio would be a triumph of international cooperation, attesting to our ability to unite across borders and differences to conquer global afflictions. It could bring renewed faith and momentum to our struggle against other scourges, like malaria, measles and AIDS. 

There could be no more fitting tribute to Salk, his colleagues and their diligent work to advance humanity.

(end byliner)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: U.S. Group Alarmed at French Policy on Religious Dress in School

(Helsinki Commission urges French authorities to rethink policy) (610)

Members of the U.S. Helsinki Commissioners expressed alarm November 2 over the expulsion by French school officials of students who refuse to remove their religious apparel, a move the commissioners said "violates France's commitment to protect freedom of religion and speech under the 1975 Helsinki Accords."

A French law passed in March prohibits the wearing of "conspicuous" religious symbols in public schools, including the wearing of headscarves by Muslim girls, as a matter of maintaining a strict separation of church and state.

The United States Helsinki Commission, an independent federal agency, by law monitors and encourages progress in implementing provisions of the Helsinki Accords. The Commission, created in 1976, is composed of nine Senators, nine Representatives and one official each from the Departments of State, Defense and Commerce.

Following is a U.S. Helsinki Commission statement:

(begin text)

United States Helsinki Commission

234 Ford House Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 

Rep. Christopher H. Smith, Chairman Senator 

Ben Nighthorse Campbell, Co-Chairman 

www.csce.gov

November 2, 2004

HELSINKI COMMISSION LEADERS ALARMED AT FRENCH STUDENTS' EXPULSION OVER RELIGIOUS ATTIRE

(Washington) - United States Helsinki Commissioners today expressed alarm over the expulsion by French school officials of students because of their refusal to remove their religious apparel, a move which violates France's commitment to protect freedom of religion and speech under the 1975 Helsinki Accords. Enforcing new regulations in France banning "obvious" religious apparel in public schools, officials have, so far, expelled approximately 13 students.  Reportedly, the French Ministry of Education indicates another 62 cases are pending before school disciplinary councils.

"I urge French authorities to rethink their policy and make reasonable accommodations for students to wear religious dress," said Chairman Smith. "Expelling children is not the answer.  Students attending public schools should not have to sacrifice their religious beliefs to enjoy the same educational opportunities as their fellow classmates."

To date French school officials have expelled 10 Muslim girls and three Sikh boys for refusing to remove their headscarves or turbans.  Ironically, the disciplinary council hearings concerning religious attire were delayed until after All Saints Day, a Roman Catholic holiday.

"This policy to ban religious attire is counterproductive, as it could further marginalize the very people the government wishes to further integrate," said Helsinki Commission Ranking Member Benjamin L. Cardin (D-MD).  "The ban on religious expression also violates France's commitments to protect religious freedom.  As policymakers are realizing, school officials have been given the impossible task of defining religious clothing for students."

Responding to a request by President Jacques Chirac, France's National Assembly passed the ban earlier this year to prohibit students from wearing "obvious" religious symbols in public schools.  The law was applied for the first time in September as the new academic year began.  Under the law, young Muslim women are prohibited from wearing headscarves, Sikh boys cannot wear turbans, Jewish boys are prevented from wearing yarmulkes, and Christians are prohibited to wear "large crosses."

Chairman Smith, along with Ranking Member Cardin and Commissioner Rep. Joseph R. Pitts (R-PA), wrote in January to Jean-Louis Debré, President of the National Assembly, asking that the law not be passed.

"France is a steadfast protector of human rights, and I understand that the French perspective on church-state relations is different from our own," added Smith.  "Yet, current efforts to protect secularism appear to unduly infringe on other fundamental freedoms and rights, and I fail to see how penalizing students for their religious expression upholds France's commitment to religious liberty or better integrates students."

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Text: World Health Care Providers Address Chronic Disease

(Noncommunicable conditions now world's greatest killers) (970)

Conditions such as obesity, cancer, respiratory and cardiovascular diseases are now the world's biggest killers, accounting for almost 60 percent of deaths worldwide each year.

International health leaders are coming together in Ottawa, Canada, November 3-9 to focus greater attention on the problem. 

The World Health Organization (WHO) hosts the meeting with Canada's health agencies. A WHO press release says the aim is to urge nations to develop better plans and responses to these chronic diseases. 

"The reality is that already more people die of so-called 'rich country diseases' in low- and middle-income countries, than in the developed world," said Dr. Catherine Le Galès-Camus, a WHO specialist in noncommunicable diseases. "Obesity, diet and smoking-related diseases are no longer solely developed country problems -- this is a major global health issue with serious financial and social implications for countries around the world." 

Chronic diseases cause 57 million deaths annually and 46 percent of the global burden of disease, WHO reports. A relatively few risk factors -- high cholesterol, high blood pressure, obesity, smoking and alcohol -- cause the majority of the chronic disease burden. 

A WHO fact sheet on chronic disease is available at http://www.who.int/dietphysicalactivity/publications/facts/chronic/en/

The text of the WHO press release follows:

(begin text)

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION

WHO Global Forum on chronic diseases focuses attention on worldwide prevention efforts

3 NOVEMBER 2004 | GENEVA/OTTAWA -- The Fourth World Health Organization (WHO) Global Forum on Chronic Disease Prevention and Control opened today in Ottawa, Canada. The Forum brings together senior level country officials, international agencies and non-Governmental organizations, as well as chronic disease and public health experts from around the world to focus on the growing global burden of chronic diseases. Of the estimated 57 million global deaths last year, 33 million were attributed to chronic diseases such as cardiovascular diseases, cancers, diabetes and chronic respiratory diseases.

"Chronic diseases are a major global health problem and a key barrier to development, to alleviating poverty and to making progress towards the Millennium Dev elopment Goals," said Dr. LEE Jong-wook, WHO Director-General. "We know enough to act now. Cost-effective preventive and clinical interventions are available and need to be implemented globally. What we need are the resources to move from policy to action, and strong leadership from health ministries for coordinated national action."

"Canada is pleased to be co-hosting this important meeting with the World Health Organization," said Canada's Health Minister Ujjal Dosanjh. "Two out of three adult Canadians have one or more of the major risk factors leading to preventable chronic diseases - unhealthy diet, physical inactivity and smoking. The major challenge for Canada is to mount comprehensive multi-sectoral and multi-level preventive efforts to make a difference."

The Forum is being hosted by the new Public Health Agency of Canada and Health Canada. The Agency is providing strategic leadership in developing integrated policies for the prevention and control of chronic diseases in Canada, and, through its WHO Collaborating Centre, the Agency also works to advance the global chronic disease prevention agenda. The Agency is also the lead partner on several disease specific initiatives -- such as cancer and diabetes -- and will continue to work with organized groups and governments dedicated to these issues nationally and internationally.

"The total cost to Canada of illness, disability, and death from the four leading preventable chronic diseases -- cardiovascular, cancer, respiratory and diabetes -- is estimated at C$45 billion annually," said Canadian Minister of State (Public Health) Dr. Carolyn Bennett. "The cost in terms of quality of life is immeasurable. Although these chronic diseases are among the most common and costly health problems facing Canadians, they are also among the most preventable."

The Forums, which bring together WHO's six regional chronic disease prevention and control networks to foster the sharing of best practices and knowledge to Member States worldwide, began in Geneva in 2001 and have since been held in Shanghai and Rio de Janeiro. The focus of WHO chronic disease prevention and control efforts is on encouraging countries to develop coherent and integrated multi-sectoral and multi-stakeholder national strategies. The forum will be followed by the first National Conference on Integrated Chronic Disease Prevention: Getting it Together, which is being organized by the Chronic Disease Prevention Alliance of Canada, in Ottawa from 6 - 9, November, 2004.

This year's discussion will focus on implementing two landmark WHO policies, the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control, endorsed last year and expected to be in legal force by 2005, and the WHO Global Strategy on Diet, Physical Activity and Health, endorsed by WHO Member States earlier this year. Both are key elements in WHO's Strategy for Integrated Chronic Disease Prevention and Control.

The Integrated Pan-Canadian Healthy Living Strategy is in line with the recommendations of WHO's Global Strategy on Diet Physical Activity and Health in addressing common risk factors for chronic diseases and their underlying conditions in society. WHO believes that Canada's experience in supporting its Healthy Living Strategy can inform and assist WHO in the development of implementation guidelines and policy advice for this strategy.

"We urgently need to bring home to the people and governments of the world, the dangers posed by the growing epidemic of chronic diseases to health services and to successful socioeconomic development," said Dr Catherine Le Galès-Camus, WHO Assistant Director-General for Noncommunicable Diseases and Mental Health. "The reality is that already more people die of so-called 'rich country diseases' in low- and middle-income countries, than in the developed world. Obesity, diet and smoking-related diseases are no longer solely developed country problems -- this is a major global health issue with serious financial and social implications for countries around the world."

(end text)

(Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Darfur Sinking into Anarchy, U.N. Envoy Warns

(Security Council wants peace agreement by November 19) (980)

By Judy Aita

Washington File United Nations Correspondent

 

United Nations -- Warning that Darfur could sink into a "state of anarchy," the U.N. special envoy for Sudan said November 4 that the upcoming Security Council meeting in Nairobi, Kenya, must be "an event to influence conditions on the ground."

 

Jan Pronk told the Security Council: "Darfur may easily enter a state of anarchy, a total collapse of law and order.  The conflict is changing in character ... the spirit is out of the bottle and cannot be pushed back."

 

"Nobody is fully in control.  I call that anarchy," Pronk said at a press conference.  "Let's face it, there is a war.  The Jingaweit claim they have the whole area under control (and) Sudan People's Liberation Movement (SPLM) commanders have Khartoum in their eyes."

 

The government does not control its own forces fully nor can it count on the obedience of the Jingaweit militia; the lines between the military, paramilitary and police are being blurred, Pronk said.  

 

Within the rebel movements there is a leadership crisis and splits in the groups, he said, and political leaders are increasingly unable to control their forces on the ground. 

 

Warning that Darfur may soon be "ruled by warlords," Pronk said that rebel commanders "provoke their adversaries by stealing, hijacking and killing, some seem to have begun acting for their own private gain.  They now control so much territory that they either take responsibility for the needs of the people therein and become political leaders, or they may turn to preying on the civilians in the areas they control by force." 

 

Fighting is breaking out in more and more places, and parties are provoking one another, Pronk reported.  If this negative trend in not reversed "it is a recipe for disaster," he warned.

 

The Security Council needs to send a message to rebel groups "that their rebel status does not exonerate them from a moral obligation towards their people," the U.N. envoy said.  "On the contrary, as political leaders, they are as responsible for civilian protection as much as the Government of Sudan."

 

Pronk proposed a three-pronged approach:  getting the large African Union (AU) force into the region quickly to act as a buffer between groups; speeding up all of the peace negotiations; and holding all political leaders -- the official ones as well as the self-appointed ones -- accountable for ongoing violations.

 

Even though the 5,000-member AU force is being deployed, Pronk said, its deployment needs to be quickened so that the forces can get to insecure areas that might get out of control and explode.

 

"It is the duty of the international community," the U.N. envoy said, "to consider further action if the actions taken so far prove to be insufficient."

 

U.S. Ambassador John Danforth, president of the Security Council for the month of November, issued a press statement expressing the council's "deep concern at the deteriorating situation in Sudan and especially in Darfur.  The members of the council join the secretary general in condemning in the strongest possible terms the forced relocation of internally displaced persons."

 

The council also reiterates its call to the government of Sudan to stop the forcible relocation of civilians, return those who were moved, and allow aid workers immediate access to all camps, Danforth said.

 

On November 19 and 20, the Security Council will hold a two-day meeting in Nairobi, where peace talks have been taking place to resolve the long-running civil war in southern Sudan.  Darfur will also be on the council's agenda.  The council will discuss the issues with representatives of the African Union, which has a cease-fire-monitoring mission in Darfur; the Intergovernmental Authority on Development, which supervises the southern Sudan peace talks; the government of Sudan; and the Sudan People's Liberation Movement.

 

Danforth said that the council is pressing for the North-South peace agreement -- which would also have a positive impact on the people of Darfur -- to be finalized by the time of the meeting.

 

In addition, the ambassador said, the council is working on a resolution that would be adopted in Nairobi that spells out "the continuing engagement of the international community in Sudan, assuming that there is a peace agreement."

 

"We want to suggest two things," Danforth said.  "First of all, nothing good is going come to the various groups -- both the government and the SPLM -- if there is delay.  We're therefore engaged in the so-called 'stick' aspect.  But we also want to present the concept of the 'carrot,' namely that the international community will be there for the future of Sudan assuming that there is peace."

 

"It is very important for both the government of Sudan and the SPLM to realize that when they're negotiating in Kenya with respect to the North-South process, they either are going to establish or fail to establish a broad framework for the governing of the whole country, which would provide stability for the whole country," the ambassador said.

 

Negotiations "are going on way too long," Danforth said.  "It is said that there is one remaining issue.  I, for one, don't understand why that remaining issue can't be wrapped up in short order."

 

"We would expect both parties to come to an agreement very quickly for the sake of the overall stability of the entire country, including Darfur," he said.

 

There is plenty of blame to go around," the U.S. ambassador added.  "There is plenty of room for improvement and the improvement has to come from all sides."

(The Washington File is a product of the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State.  Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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Mideast, European and Asian Students Observe American Democracy

(Exchange students visit polls, study American electoral process) (860)

By Phyllis McIntosh

Washington File Special Correspondent

Washington -- Thirty-three exchange students from 16 countries across the Middle East, Eastern Europe, and Central, South and Southeast Asia spent Election Day in the United States, November 2, learning how the country elects its leaders and witnessing democracy in action at a polling place in Washington.

After a State Department briefing about the U.S. electoral process, the students walked to nearby Jefferson Junior High School where they observed neighborhood people voting, studied a sample ballot, and asked questions of local election officials.

The students, aged 15-17, are spending a year living and studying in the United States through the Department of State's Youth Exchange and Study (YES) program for students from predominantly Muslim countries, and the Future Leaders Exchange (FLEX) program, which enrolls students from countries of the former Soviet Union.

The 33 students who participated in the Election Day visit come from Afghanistan, Armenia, Belarus, Egypt, Indonesia, Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Moldova, Pakistan, the Philippines, Russia, Syria, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, the West Bank, and Yemen.  All are living with host families and attending schools in the Washington metropolitan area.

Election Day provided the students "a unique opportunity to observe the workings of the American political process up close," said Robert Persiko, chief of the Youth Programs Division of the State Department's Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs.  

He challenged the teenagers to find ways to interpret what they observed about American democracy in action to their friends and families in their home countries.

Students from a number of countries -- from Afghanistan to Yemen, Armenia to Syria -- reported considerable interest in this election among people at home. "People do care about it because we have a relationship with the United States, and we have to work together," said a YES student from Pakistan. 

Some saw the impact of the election in global terms. "America is such a powerful nation so it [the U.S. presidential election] is important not just for America but for every country," said a girl from Armenia, a participant in the FLEX program.  

"The whole world is watching this election," declared a YES student from the Philippines.  "This election will determine not only the fate of the United States but also the fate of the world."

Several students from Afghanistan said they were especially excited to be witnessing the American election, which comes less than a month after the first democratic election ever held in their country.  They expressed some regret at not being home for that historic event, but one boy said he was pleased to "observe that American people are excited for voting and selecting the new leader of America."

An Afghan girl was concerned how the outcome of the U.S. election might affect further progress in her country, where the U.S. was instrumental in overthrowing the repressive Taliban regime. "Women now have the right of studying, of voting, of working," she said. "What happens in America will be very important for Afghanistan."

The students said they were closely following the presidential campaign.  Most had watched the televised debates between President Bush and challenger John Kerry, and they frequently discussed the campaign with their host families and friends at school.  Like Americans, many expressed a strong preference for one candidate over the other and were eagerly looking forward to watching the election returns on television.

They marveled how American teenagers and even younger children have been captivated by the campaign. "It's not like in our country, where people like elders do care about elections but younger teenagers don't care and aren't aware of them," said a young man from Pakistan. "Here the teenagers are so enthusiastic, wearing badges on their jackets and stickers on the back of their cars.  I see conflict in school between supporters of the two parties, with students talking about politics and arguing with each other."

During their visit to the polling place, the students were especially interested in how the U.S. protects against frauds, such as duplicate voting.  Election officials explained how individual polling places check registration records and require voters to sign a card or book before they vote and how votes cast on new computerized touch-screen machines are backed up by a paper record. 

The students rounded out their Election Day activities with a visit to the Voice of America (VOA) studios in Washington, where several Afghan students were thrilled to meet reporters whose voices they recognized from broadcasts back home.  The students' voices will soon be heard in their homeland as well, because VOA staff took the opportunity to interview them about their experiences in the United States.

At the end of the day, some of the students sensed that they had had an opportunity to experience history in the making.  "I'm so proud to be here," declared the boy from Pakistan.  "This election is so important.  I can say some time in my future life, ‘I was there on that Election Day in Washington, D.C.'"

(The Washington File is a product of the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State.  Web site: http://usinfo.state.gov)
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