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or five moments in American history which were
literally break points, where we were being test-
ed.

First, we got started; we had to decide, are
we going to be one country or just a collection
of States, kind of like an eating club, and every
now and then we’ll get together? And we de-
cided to be one country. And then in the Civil
War, when slavery and sectionalism threatened
one nation and Abraham Lincoln literally gave
his life, first for the Union and second to get
rid of slavery.

Then in the industrial revolution, where first
Theodore Roosevelt and then Woodrow Wilson’s
administration, and all the way through FDR,
had to deal with the consequences of America
moving from an agricultural to an industrial soci-
ety—most of them were good, but not all of
them were. How do you get the benefit of all
this new wealth and say it’s still not okay to
work children 15 hours a day, 6 days a week
in coal mines? How do you do that? How do
you deal with all these people teeming into the
cities of America from all over the world, and
how do you assimilate them into our country,
and how do you make immigrants a part of
the American fabric of life? If the whole system
breaks down, as it did in the Great Depression,
how do you get it back up?

And throughout, there was the debate be-
tween—going from Lincoln to Roosevelt and
Wilson to FDR—between those who say we
have to strengthen the Union in order to pre-
serve and enhance liberty, and those who said,
‘‘Ah, the Government, it will screw it up. They
will mess up a one-car parade—[laughter]—and
this country was founded on the principle that
we’ve got to limit it and just let the market
take its course.’’ Then we had World War II
and the cold war, which was a 50-year battle
against totalitarianism, when there was much
more of a consensus among the conservatives
and the liberals for united policies to make the
Nation strong because our very existence was
at stake.

Now we literally are facing an era of
globalization and information revolution which
is upsetting the established patterns of life to
an extent never before known. Most of it’s posi-
tive. Some of it’s not.

What are the problems we’re facing? Well,
first of all, we’ve got more people in the work
force than ever before, more women in the work
force than ever before, and nearly every family

with children has trouble balancing the demands
of work and family, even wealthy people. I don’t
know a single couple with young children that
hasn’t felt a moment of guilt at some time in
the conflict between the demands of work and
the demands of childrearing. That’s fundamen-
tally different, and rampant.

Second, there is the question of—the peren-
nial question—how do you get the benefits of
these new changes but make them available to
everybody, give everyone a chance to partici-
pate? America has the lowest unemployment
rate in 24 years; New York City has an unem-
ployment rate of 9 percent. How do you bring
the benefits of the new market to the neighbor-
hoods that it hasn’t reached? We have children
who know more about computers than their par-
ents, but not every child has access to a com-
puter. How do you make sure that the benefits
of technology are made more universal?

Third question—that you saw debated at
Kyoto in the climate change conference—how
do you continue to grow the economy and bring
all these vast new countries like China and
India—the two biggest countries in the world—
into the mainstream of economic life to stabilize
the lives of the people there and still not only
preserve but indeed restore the economy?

Last question—big question—how do you ac-
cept the fact that the global marketplace is dom-
inant and the cold war is over and say we’re
not going to disintegrate into chaos and anarchy?
That is, how can you have a social contract
where everybody has a chance, at least, and
where people who deserve a hand up get it,
and where people learn to live with each other
amidst all their diversity and localism?

You said your daughter said it was not nec-
essary for Socks and Buddy to like each other,
but they did have to get along. Maybe that
should be my policy in Bosnia. [Laughter] I
mean—you laugh, but you think about it. This
is a significant thing. How do we deal with the
fact that the old structures that people used
as magnets for identity in the world are breaking
down, giving vast new freedoms, and still find
ways for people to integrate and make sense
of their lives? These are huge challenges.

I believe—and the reason I ran for President
in 1991 and 1992—that we had to take a new
direction. The progressive party, my party, I
thought, had the right idea about trying to hold
the country together, but they didn’t seem too
willing to change to develop new approaches
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