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Ukraine

Q. The Ukrainian opposition is now saying
that President Kravchuk does not have the au-
thority to go ahead and sign an agreement, and
there’s also some sign from some Ukrainian offi-
cials who are saying that the terms of a final
agreement are yet to be determined. How sure
are you at this point that this deal will not
fall apart?

The President. Well, 1 believe President
Kravchuk will honor the deal. They've already
started to dismantle the missiles. And I think
that the other thing that's very important to
emphasize here is that this agreement guaran-
tees compensation for Ukraine for their highly
enriched uranium, something they have wanted
and demanded. And so I think, as the details
of it become known in the Rada, there will
be more support for it.

Let me just try to give you an American anal-
ogy here, if T might. It’s not an exact analogy,
but when President Bush signed the original
NAFTA treaty—or when we approved the side
agreements with the NAFTA, we didn’t know
at the time whether everybody in Congress
would think it was a wonderful idea or ratify
it or try to derail it. But we went through with
it, and eventually the United States stood firm
behind it. Executives often have to sell to their
legislative branches what they know is in the
national interest of their country.

This agreement reached by President
Kravchuk, I think, was reached with the full
understanding in his mind that he would have
to sell it but that it contained advantages for
Ukraine far more than had previously been rec-
ognized. And I think, as they know more about
the details and the facts, that he will prevail
there. And I expect the agreement to stand up,
because it’s clearly in the interest of the country.
They get far more than they give up on this.

Russia

Q. Have you spoken with President Yeltsin
about Bosnia, and does he agree with what you
describe as a new resolve to deal with it?

The President. No, we have not had this dis-
cussion. But last August when all this came up,
the Russians knew that what we were doing
was taking a position with regard to the use
of air power that was clearly tied to behavior
by the Bosnian Serbs. And at the time, and
I think still, no one considered that the United
Nations mission could proceed and could func-
tion if Sarajevo were completely destroyed. No
one believed that. So I don’t believe that any-
thing that happened today, once fully under-
stood—I'm sure we’ll have the chance to talk
about it in some detail—I don’t believe that
anything that happened today will undermine
the understandings that we have with the
Russians.

Thank you very much.

Ukraine

Q. [Inaudible]

The President. 1 don’t want to say that. What
I'm trying to tell you is that that's why I said
it was not an exact analogy. What I'm saying
is that any time an executive makes a deal in
any country in the world with a legislative
branch, there are going to be people in the
legislative branch who dont agree with it or
who just don’t know if they can agree with it
until they know what the facts of it are. Thats
the only point I'm trying to make. I am not
making any judgment about how the Ukrainian
Government works but simply that this always
happens. This shouldn’t surprise anybody. This
always happens. Every decision any executive
makes is going to be second-guessed by people
of the legislature. It’s almost the way the sys-
tem’s set up.

NoOTE: The President’s 40th news conference
began at 10:50 a.m. in the Joseph Luns Theatre
at NATO Headquarters. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Gen. George A. Joulwan, Supreme Al-
lied Commander, Europe.
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