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century, with a new kind of Government, a new
sense of responsibility, and a new spirit of com-
munity at home, in the world, and in our deal-
ings with each other. I called for a spirit of
reconciliation, and I think, to me, as much as
anything else it means we have to give each
other the benefit of the doubt.

I thank Reverend Jackson for his moving com-
ments on the legacy of Martin Luther King in
our church service yesterday. One person told
me this morning that the spirit of reconciliation
may have been represented more vividly yester-
day than anything else by the fact that we had
Christians and Jews and Muslims in the same
house of worship, and we had white Pentecostals
and African-Americans singing the same song
and finding the same soul yesterday.

What I’d like to take a few minutes to do,
because there is always some question about
this, before we look forward to the future, I
want you to be proud of the legacy you have
made, and I want you to understand very clearly
what it is in the last 4 years. Over the last
30 years, until the last two elections, our friends
in the Republican Party were moving toward
a dominance of the Presidency in the national
political debate, and there were positive ele-
ments in their message. They stood for a strong
defense. They stood for a strong economy root-
ed in free enterprise. They said that they would
stand for the basic values of our country. But
they also divided us in certain ways that at least
we Democrats do not agree with. Beginning
nearly 30 years ago, they began to subtly use,
and then sometimes not so subtly use, rhetoric
to divide our people one from another, first
on race, and then later there were divisions
based on religion and politics, which made it
much more difficult for us to come together.

Then, starting in 1981, they advanced two
other elements. One was supply-side economics;
we Democrats called it trickle-down. And the
argument was that there really is a Santa Claus,
that the deficits don’t matter, and that they’ll
go away anyway with supply-side economics if
we just cut taxes, particularly for people in
upper incomes. And in addition to that there
was the clear, explicit, expressed argument that
Government is the problem with America.

Now, I would argue to you that in the last
4 years, part of the historic legacy of our admin-
istration and our Democrats in Congress and
in America is that we ended the illusion of sup-
ply-side economics, not until it had quadrupled

our national debt, tripled our annual deficit, but
early enough to stop it from causing permanent
disaster. And we ended the notion that Govern-
ment is the problem. It was very powerful rhe-
torically, but the American people never knew
what it meant until the other party won the
Congress in 1995 and had the Government shut
down twice over the battle of the budget. But
make no mistake, our view prevailed, and you
should be proud of it.

And we have not ended but we have at least
eased this notion that we can advance our coun-
try by becoming divided one against the other.
People know that as they become ever more
multiracial, multiethnic, multireligious, that is a
recipe for destruction. In fairness, I think the
awful tragedy of Oklahoma City had a lot to
do with our coming of age. We realized that
we could not love our country and hate our
Government, that the people who work for our
Government were our neighbors and friends,
they had children, too, in their child care cen-
ters while their mothers and fathers went to
work every day.

But I think the fact that the Democratic Party
was a clear and constant voice for reconciliation
and for not permitting our racial or our religious
or our political differences to consume us has
made this country a better place and has dra-
matically changed the political debate forever
as we look toward the future. That is a part
of your legacy, and you should be proud of
it.

I also want to tell you that there are at least
six things that are a part of our positive legacy
that I think we should go forward with. They
must be the basis of our mobilizing our State
parties, of recruiting good, new candidates, of
getting people to show up when you have these
meetings back home, and of making people
proud to be Democrats and of making people
believe that they ought to send a small check
to the Democratic Party on a regular basis. If
they don’t want big money and organized money
to dominate the process, they have to give the
little money. And they must do that for positive
reasons.

Let’s be candid. One of the most interesting
things that happened in the last year was we
had a huge upsurge of giving among ordinary
Democrats when we were standing against the
budget and reversing supply-side economics and
reversing the idea that Government was the
problem. And after the battles had been won


