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Introduction 

Last August I was asked to decide a topi.c foi: my Senior^ 

Honors Colloquium. Unable to come up with any ideas 1 went 

to my Honors advisor for help. He suggested that I do a 

study on the progress of the 1992 Presidential race from the 

viewpoint of all three parties involved. The idea was to 

explore the different issues with different mindsets. I had 

to become a Democrat to write about their views, and C had to 

become a Ross Perot supporter to write about his views, as 

well as a Republican to write about their views. The 

intention was not to write a biased essay, but three biased 

essays from three different perspectives. 

I started my collection with a national disaster and the 

different viewpoints behind the government's intervention. 

As the colloquium went on I choose to write about the issues 

.in the election rather than the events of the nation. The 

media began to cover the issues more as the election went on 

so I began to write about them more. In the middle of the 

essays I did a series about The National Free Trade 

Agreement. It was mentioned time and time again i.n the news, 

but no one could explain exactly what it involved. I was 

forced to use some back dated magazine articles to gain the 

information I required to write the essays, and in doing so 

began to understand to what everyone was alluding. I 

included these essays because they seemed to be alluded to a 

great deal, even though no one knew what they were talking 

about, or if they did they refused to inform us. 



Some of the other essays I wrote dealt with 

predictions. It seems that the news media was obsessed with 

predictions during the race. They had predictions about 

everything. It would be an interesting study to see if their 

"predictions" in any way influenced people, but for the 

purpose of this series of essays I was limited to speculating 

with the press about everything. 

I hope that none of these essays will offend anyone, 

because that was not the intention. If they do offend some 

people who are staunch supporters of any party, though, 1 

will know that I have done an adequate job of presenting the 

other side of the issue. 
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Hurricane Andrew: How long mus"L we wait? 

Hurricane Andrew swept through Miami leaving a trail of 

damage on August 24. On September 6, there was still little 

relief. There were temporary tent cities set up, but the 

government was still processing relief checks for the 

disaster. People were still waiting for inspectors* to assess 

the damage to their homes to receive federal aid. It is all 

a matter of time, but some cannot help but wonder if the 

reason President Bush is stalling is that the area hardest 

hit is a poor minority area of Florida. If Palm Beach was in 

ruins would he have acted faster? it seems to be a moot 

question either way, because he has promised relief. 

lie has promised to rebuild Florida, but that included 

rebuilding Homestead Air Force Base at a cost of $1.!5 

billion. The base was scheduled to be shut down. This 

raises the question of why pour money into something that 

will be gone in a few years anyway? It seems the Republicans 

cannot get away from military spending no matter how hard 

they try. This cost will simply be added to the federal 

deficit since at the time of the disaster there was only $200 

million available to the Federal Emergency Management Agency 

(FEMA). Florida has an estimated $15 billion in uninsured 

damage including Homestead Air Force Base. President. Bush 

had to ask for the remaining money from Congress, and the 

money was lent, and simply tacked onto the federal deficit. 
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We did all we could 

The hurricane August 24 left Florida in ruins, and the 

government to clean it up after it. i'lven though Bush was 

criticized for not responding fast enough he did respond in a 

matter oJ; day:*. He immediatly promised to rebuild b'lorida. 

He even waived the requirement that the state must provide 25 

percent of the cost of rebuilding nonfederal public 

facilities. He said the federal government would foot the 

whole bill. The public had to wait for their relief checks, 

but that was just part of government red tape, that tried to 

prevent fraud and wasteful spending of taxpayers money. 'L'hoy 

wil] rebuild Homestead Air Force Base because it would be 

much more harmful to the economy If they simply shut it down 

overnight. It would put many people out of work, and the 

economy is already suffering after the disaster. The 

military has also been used to help in the relief. The 

rebuilding Is also expected to put 6,000 unemployed 

construction workers back to work. The response to the 

hurricane was not perfect but it was pretty good considering 

the circumstances. In today's government the response time 

was decent and Bush offered to try to heLp fix it all. 



If I Were President 

Ross Perot has even had his hands in the national 

disaster known as Hurricane Andrew. He has bought a building 

for people left homeless after the hurricane to take; shelter. 

Ross Perot seems to be a man who believes government should 

be by the people and for the people. In national emergencies 

the government should be quick to respond, and generous. The 

government should be able to spend the money to rebuild 

Florida without adding to the federal deficit. Money for 

national disasters should be set aside and this could be 

accomplished by doing a few simple things such as eliminating 

unnecessary spending. We all know how Ross feels about 

government officials having thoir own private jets and how 

unnecessary it is for taxpayers to pay for a health club for 

Congress. They make enough money why can't they buy a 

membership at Presidents Health Club like the rest of. . 

The list could go on. Government money should be used when 

people are left without homes, electricity, telephones, etc. 

due to an uncontrollable event. There is no doubt that if 

Ross Perot were president the aid would have been faster and 

just as extensive. Of course he would have opted to rebuild 

Homestead Air Force Base because it would be detrimental to 

the economy to shut It down overnight. It would also be 

beneficial to use the armed forces because they are paid to 

aid their country In bad times. The biggest difference L\rom 
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what the Bush administration did and what Ross Perot would do 

is the timing. Ross would not have let all the red tape slow 

him down. What Ross wants he seems to got and this case 

would have been not different. The people of South l''3orida 

would have received fast, efficient relief. 
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Three Thousand Jobs Saved 

President. Bush reversed a iong a banding decision 

September 2 by approving the $4 bil]ion sale of the; F-16 

fighter plane to Taiwan. This decision is likely to save 

three thousand jobs at the fort Worth based General Dynamics 

plant. The program cou.ld stretch over, tour or five year;;. 

It could keep General Dynamics going until the Multi-role 

fighter program is expected to begin. This is expected to 

save even more jobs, and in todays job market this is a 

blessing. It has also boosted moral at the plant where 

10,000 employees have lost their jobs over the past several 

years. 

Bush hinted that he is concerned about the changing 

balance of power in the region. Since there is no longer a 

Soviet threat, experts speculate that it is more likely for 

the Chinese to aim their aircraft at Taiwan Instead. Taiwan 

officials say that they are merely using the F-16 to patrol 

their coastline. The model they are buying, in fact makes it 

impossible for any long range attack. They can, however 

defend against the Russian aircraft recently purchased by 

China. This does not mean that the United States is not 

going to continue to give recognition and support to the 

People's Republic of China, instead it will help maintain 

peace in the area. 



Just a Polit.i.oai Move? 

September 2, 1992 President. Bush reversed his decision 

about selling the £'-1.6 fighter plane to Taiwan just in time 

for the election in November. He argued that it was a move 

to save jobs and equal the balance of power i.n the Asian 

Pacific region. He also told the General Dynamics workers 

that he would not agree to more defense cuts. 

Three thousand jobs were saved, but b,000 other workers 

will be laid ofl: before 1994. If Bush were really concerned 

about jobs he would put a stop to the movement of U.S. 

defense jobs to Mexico. Bush is trying to make it look like 

he saved 3000 jobs himself.. It seems very suspicious that he 

the ban has been in place for ten years, and he only reversed 

his decision two months before the election when he was 

behind in the polls. 

The sale may also strain i-elations with China. It is a 

clear violation of the 193 2 communique. China reacted 

strongly to the sale. They said i.t threatens China's 

participation in international arms control talks. Bush said 

he was reacting on the recent purchase of. weapons by China, 

and waivted a balance of power in the region. Most expert:* 

agree that this is likely to trigger further purchases by 

China, thus leading to an arms race. Natalie Goldr.i.ng, 

deputy director of the British American Security 
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Information Council was quoted as saying "President flush':> 

cynical attempt to buy off Texas workers is just too blatant. 

Going to the factory gates and handing out jobs is x\ot the 

right way to conduct our nation's security po]i.cy."l 

During his speech to General. Dynamics workers President 

Bush also said he would not agree to any unnecessary defense 

cuts. fie said he did not want to have "a hollow Army."2 In 

today's world without the Soviet threat, a large standing 

army is not necessary, and In fact very costly. We could be 

helping the poor or setting up a national health care p]an 

with that money instead. It Is only obvious that Bush felt 

he could bribe the workers of General Dynamics into voting 

for him. 
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Lets Create More Than Three Thousand Jobs 

President Bush's September 2 decision is only just a 

start towards revitalizing our economy. We need l:o create 

more jobs and make America a maiox- economic force once again. 

The sale of the F 16 to Taiwan is beneficial because we are 

allowing an American business to export its px-oduct. Earlier 

Taiwan had been looking towards France to buy their- aircraft. 

This would have benefited France instead of the United 

States. 

As far as President Bush's statement that he would not. 

support defense budget cuts, he may be looking the wrong way. 

There is no longer a cold war going on, and we have all the 

hardware intact it" something should happen, but it will not. 

We need to be strong economically, not militarily. Saving 

ttvree thousand jobs is one thing, but we need to create 

millions of new jobs. We need to do this to be able to 

slowly dismantle our military and send those capable men and 

women into the work force, and allow them to find jobs. We 

need to stimulate small businesses. Tomorrow's jobs re not 

going to come from the huge plants likê  General Dynamics, but. 

from smaJ. L businesses. The sale of the F-16 fighter plane to 

Taiwan is great, but it is not the be all and end all 

solution to the unemployment problem. 
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As real a threat as it may seem, the potential of a 

developing arms race in the Asian Pacific, region may not be 

much of a factor. What wo need to .realise is that if we do 

not gain our economic, stability, America real J y has no 

future. The whole Asian Pacific region are economic 

competitors to the United States, but only because we let 

them. We send jobs overseas by not allowing government and 

business in this country work together. Lets get back into 

the competition again. 
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It's What the People Wanted 

October 1, 1992 marks the date "Ross Perot reeiitered the 

presidential race. It was eleven weeks to the day after he 

first dropped out of the race. At that time he believed he 

had accomplished what he had set out to do. That was to make 

the other candidates confront the real, issues. From the time 

he announced in February that he would consider running for 

president until July 16, the other- candidates really began 

talking about real issues. i\ national health care program 

was discussed, ways to balance the budget wore discussed, 

solutions to the economic recession were thought about, and 

the list goes on. After Pe7:ot dropped out of the race, it 

went back to who dodged the draft, who made this petty 

remark, etc. Perot's reentry into the race will, bring about 

the discussion of issues again. Most specifically what to do 

about the national deficit. Ross Perot was sick ol; watching 

the political circus, so he jumped in to see if he could 

salvage some respect for the government of the United States 

of America. His whole platform is based on he idea that this 

country belongs to the people, not the politicians. He wants 

government to serve the people once again, and since it is 

appax-ent ne.ithex- of the other candidates were concerned with 

this issue, he is now running in the race to win. 
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To quote Mr. Perot 

"Few people in this country have been able to 
Live the American dream bo the extent that 1 
have and certainly i f anyone in thi s country 
should be obligated to serve our country and its 
people, I should be."l 

Mr. Perot has big plans to make the United states off America 

a great country again. He has outlined a plan to cut the 

federal deficit, and been very clear on issues such as 

education, health care, and taxes. lie says he wants to make 

America an economically safe place for future generations of: 

Americans. If anyone can do this it is Ross Perot. 
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We're not. Worried 

With Ross Perot's entry into the presidential rcice 

October 1, 1992, the Democrats seem to have a better than 

ever chance of winning. It seems that Mr. Perot will pull II 

more votes from Republicans than Democrats, especially in 

Texas. Without Texas's 32 electoral votes George Bush could 

not possibly win the election. The reasoning behind this is 

that Ross Perot's supporters are primarily conservative, 

white men who would normally vote Republican. 

Whatever the case may be for Texas, Bill Clinton is 

still focusing his efforts against Hush. If Perot does take 

more votes from Clinton in more places, they are places where 

there is such a great margin between Bush and Clinton, 

Clinton is still in the lead. George Bush is stilll the major 

foe, because we can not afford four more years of the same 

elitist government. Perot may even help if he picks at the 

president's economic record. Mr. Clinton said "If Perot gets 

in, I'm going to say my ideas, my plan, my approach is better 

for the country. "2 Ross Perot's entry i.uto the race is at 

this time nothing for the Democrats to be concerned with. 

They will still run the race the way they have all along, and 

focus on defeating George Bush. 
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No Problem J:or fJs 

Ross Perot's reentry into the president.! al races caused 

very little fear or anxiety from the Republicans, Some 

analysts say that it could cost Bush the race because it wil.l 

hurt him in Texas. This is not so. Since Ross Perot dropped 

out of: the race in July, his support has dwindled. Not only 

that, but Lt Is believed that much of what Perot and Clinton 

say are similar so this will set Bush out from the crowd. 

Most Texans want the things Bush wants, not what Clin toil .and 

Perot are after. Bush supports term limitations for electe;d 

officials, the balance budget amendment, lower taxes, and the 

free trade agreement. Most Texans support these same things. 

Bill Clinton and Ross Perot are opposed to all of these 

things. Most of. the Perot supporters went over to Clinton 

after Perot dropped out of the race, so now that he is back 

in it may cause them to cross back over. It is also going to 

shake things up and cause people to take a second look at 

Clinton. If anything Perot's reentry into the race may help 

Bush. 

In emy case Bush is still looking at Clinton as his main 

rival. Clinton i.s still in the lead, so he must concentrate 

al 1 hi s efforts on him. George Bush is running on why he 

shoud be reelected. 
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A Way to get Back in the Running 

Sunday, October 11, 1 '392 wiJ. 1. mark the first of: a series 

of debattis between Presidential candidates. Alter many we:eks 

of disagreements about the debate formats, the candidates 

will final3y get a chance to show what they know. President 

Bush hopes to shako things up. Bush .i.s fifteen points behind 

in the polls and needs to show the American people* that he 

really is the right man for the job. fie has been accused by 

the Democrats of potentially attacking Governor Clinton on 

live television, but Bush aids say this will not happen. It 

would be foolish for Bush to start the mudslinging again, 

when real issues are at stake. Bush will simply show his 

experience and knowledge of the issues. 

Clinton may have a lead going into the debate, but Bush 

hopes to show the American people how little Clinton rejal ly 

knows. This is the third time that tie has been a part oJ; 

debates; one vice presidential, and two presidential. Bush 

has a lot at stake but he can pull it off. He has the 

experience of these types of debates and will not freeze, or 

come off looking poor. He will simply come out the winner i.f 

he sticks to issues, and embarrasses Mr. Clinton by showing 

that he knows little about being President. 
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To Hold His Own 

When the first debate begins October HI, BilJ Clinton 

hopes to get out of it reta.Lni.nj? the margin of Lead he has 

now. Clinton is going into the debates with a fifteen point 

lead in the polls. In past presidential debates it has been 

to the opponent of the incumbent's advantage to hold the 

debates. It a).Lows them more media coverage, and a chance to 

explain their stance on the issues. Clinton already has such 

a lead, that this is only a minor plus. l!f he comes out ol: 

the debates with the same lead, he will win the election. 

Clinton's strategy is simply to restate what, he has been 

saying all a]ong, and to reassure the voters. He hopes to 

maintain his support. Clinton has already stated that if he 

is attacked by Bush he will retaliate. He has investigated 

some of Bush's dealings with Iraq before the Persian Oulf 

War. lie will come across as calm, cool, and collected, while 

hop.Lnjs to make the Pres Ldent sweat about Lssues regarding 

what he's done with the country. 
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Th.is Is Perot's Chance 

Ross Perot has been saying al1 along that he wants to 

talk about the issues, so here's his chance. The debates 

begin Sunday, October 11 and Ross is prepared. lie has 

researched and consulted the experts. Unlike the other 

candidates he has not practiced with mock debcites. He; wi]J 

simply come out shooting. As much as we've heard with his 

book United We Stand,. America it would not be surprising to 

see him corne out as the know it all. Ross Perot has always 

had the ability to surround himself with the best in the 

field, and it should be no different here. He has the facts, 

now he just must present them. The debates are his only real 

hope towards winning the election on November 3. It is 

really his only chance to capture the American audience and 

tell them his side of the story. lie entered the race with 

only eleven weeks to campaign and the debates are a very 

important part of the campaign. 

£t is being px-edi.cted that he will keep the topic on the 

economy and the deficit. This is the area he is most 

concerned with so it would make sense. [f asked, however, he 

will be able to answer just about any other question 

presented to him. If he doesn't have the answer at least he 

wil 1 be honest enough to admit he does not have all the 

facts, and then he will find the best expert in that field to 

give hiin the facts to allow him to make his opinion. 
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Time for a Change 

A J: tor twelve years of the samo administration it is time 

for a change. Reagan and Bush have been running this country 

tor too long. The economy refLects this. The people of this 

country have had enough of the trickle down economics. Give 

to the rich take from the middle class seems to be the motto. 

President Bush promises no new taxes, but didn't he say that 

last time. The last tax hike he approved was the largea1: tax 

hike in history. It. primari]y affected the midd] e and lower 

class. And what about the Lower class? Everyone has soem to 

forgotten about them. What about the children who have; to i',o 

to bed hungry because they have already had their one meal a 

day? What about the parents who can't afford to fe;ed their 

children or themselves? There are too many people in this 

country who are "unemployed. 

Governor Clinton's plan is to tax the rich to feed the 

poor. He plans on raising 150 million dollars by raising the 

tax rate from 31 percent to 3 6 percent for those who are in 

the top two percent tax bracket. That would mean that those 

people who make over two hundred thousand dollars per ytiar 

would pay more taxes. He wants to make the people who are 

extremely wealthy, and big business take-: more of a financia] 

burden for this country. They have always gotten away with 

the tax breaks, and loopholes, but not anymore. 



Our Plan is Better Than Theirs 

President Bush has some new programs t.o he] p stimulate 

the economy. Bush has .always been pro business, realizing 

that this is the on]y way to create jobs. Taxing business, 

and putting heavy financial burdens on business will only put 

more of a strain on business arid cause them to start making 

cut backs. He wants to encourage the growth of small 

businesses, lie cites the fact that Clinton will onJy hurt 

small businesses, and not encourage their growth. Bush wants 

to make credit more readiJy aval J able; to small businesses. 

Bush also cites how misled Clinton appears to be. He 

says he want? to raise the tax on the top two percent tax 

bracket to raise one hundr*ed and fifty billion dollars. 

Clinton says it will only affect those who make over two 

hundred thousand dollars per year. This is untrue. The 

wealthiest two percent includes those who make over 6fr,£l00 

dollars per yea?:. Kveti if he did tax those people it still 

would not raise the estimated $150 bil.li.on. To do this 

analysts have said that he would have to tax those who have 

made over 36,600 per year. That wouJ d be a definite blow t.o 

the middle class. It would not be surprising if he did raj.se 

taxes for everyone. lie has admitted to wanting to tax and 

spend. His record in "Arkansas shows this to be true. fie 

raised taxes on everything from gasoline to beer. Taxing is 

no way to solve this nations economic pr-ob.lems. President 

2.9 



Bush has promised not to raj.se taxes, but. Instead make tax 

cuts. This will encourage business. He wants to create more 

jobs, and stimulate the economy with the North American free 

Trade Agreement. 
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A Plan Everyone Agrees is Good 

koss Perot certainly knows how to run a business, and he 

wants to apply this same know-how to stimulating the economy. 

Perot has presented a very detailed plan of. how to cut the 

deficit and bring back the economy. We need to got America 

back on its feet again. 

The tax and spend platform the Democrats are running on 

won't wox-k, but neither will trickle down economics. Wo have 

lived with these experiments, but all they have created is a 

i:our "trillion dollar debt. Wo still are no closer to solving 

many of America's problems. Unemployment will only be helped 

if; government and business work together. We need a l:air 

trade agreement with other countri.es. We need to get back 

into the international economic race and make "Made in 

America" mean something again. 

According to United We Stand Ross Perot already has a 

plan. He wants to create more jobs by encouraging small 

businesses. We need to target new growth industries. We 

need to make the government and business work together, 

instead of clashing all the time. The government needs to 

encourage savings and private investment. We also need to 

encourage environmental protection and a long term energy 

policy. By doing all oi: these things we can make America 

prosper again. 
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Ross Perot hs some solid new ideas about, how to 

revitalize the economy again. We need to do something new to 

save Amex-ica's future. We wouldn't want the only thing our 

children inherit to be a four trillion dollar national debt, 

along with a depressed economy. We want them to have a 

better standard of living, job security, financial security, 

etc. We want them to Inherit a strong healthy nation that 

will make them proud to be Jimerican. 
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Essays on the Vice Presidential Debates 

Who Can You Really Trust? The Republican view 

Keeping Calm Under Fire The Democratic view 

What a Ping Ponj; Match! The Perot view 
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Who Can You Really Trust? 

The Vice Presidential debates helped the l3ash--Qu.ay.Lo 

campaign reinforce the idea that Cl iriton could not be 

trusted. Dan Quayle went into the debates with the purpose 

to discredit the Clinton-Gore campaign. 

The Vice President started the debate off with "Can you 

really trust Bill Clinton?"! As the debate continued Quay It! 

made several remarks regarding Mr. Clinton's credibility. 

He accused Senator Gore of. "pulling a Clinton". For those of 

us who may have been unclear of what a "Clinton" might be he 

explained "A Clinton is when he says 0110 thing one day and 

another thing the next day. You try to have both sides of 

the issues."2 He also talked about how Clinton had so much 

trouble with the truth. All. i.u all the goal of the debate 

was accomplished for Quayle. 

One other goal ol: the evening was to let the American 

people know that they are going to pay more taxes. When Gore 

would talk about some of his programs he plans on 

implementing, the vice president would counter with a 

question about how it would all be financed. The gist was 

that it woul d be money spent by taxing the American peopl & 

even more. Gore tried to give the old spiel about how they 

were going to only tax those who make over $200,000 per year. 

The line did not go over as well as expected because Quayle 

was prepared for this. He brought out the real figures ol 
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how it. the top two percent tax bracket was made up of people 

who make $86,000 per year, not $200,000. Even if they were: 

to tax those people it would still not be the amount of: money 

raised that Clinton and Gore say it will be. To obtain the 

amount of money they are talking about anyone making over 

$36,000 would fall victim to a tax increase. This certainly 

showed everyone once again Clinton was twisting facts and not 

giving us all of the information necessary to make an 

informed choice. Quayle did a superb job pointing this out. 

Vice President Dan Quayle was very aggressive all 

through the debate in helping the Republican campaign. He 

managed to tout all of his beliefs while shooting down h:i s 

opponent's. He made a much better- impression than Gore or 

Stockdeile did. Senator Gore came olf looking canned. He 

appeared to be very wooden and fake. fie seemed to know all 

of the answers just a bit too well. Maybe* he rehearsed a bit 

too much. Mr. iitockdale was very quiet through the debate 

and very rarely jumped in unless being called on. The Vice 

Presidential debates appeared to be a Republican victory. 
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Keeping Calm Under Fire 

The Vice Presidential debates Tuesday October 14 showed 

one thing clearly; who could keep calm under f ire. While Dan 

Quayle ranted and raved, and James Stockdale turned off. bis 

hearing aid, AI Gore managed to keep the situation under 

control, arid the facts clear. 

Senator Gore was able to keep to the issues. While 

Quayle tried to discredit the C]inton- Gore campaign on 

character issues, Mr. Gore tried to stick to issues regarding 

the economy and the state of the nation. He criticized the 

lJuiih-Quayle campaign only to make h.i.s point that it is time 

for a change. He responded to the questions with aijsweD.-s 

that were based on fact. While the Vice President got out of 

control and began pointing finger, ranting, and raving, Gore 

pulled even more facts out of his magic hat. He wanted 

Quayle to deeil with the issues he has been avoiding fox- four 

years. Gore has his own solutions fox- the environment, the 

economy, and the inner cities. He cited them all while 

Quayle gave very little in response. Quayle was simply 

trying to label Clinton and Gore as untrustworthy instead of 

confronting the issues. Gox-e stated it best when Quayle 

accused him of pulling "A Clinton" when he said "You can say 

it all you want it doesn't make it true."3 What was true was 

the health care plans Clinton and Gore would like to 

institute in the United States of America to make health care 
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accessible Lo all. What else was truo was the plan l;o 

improve the environment. Another truth about, the 

Clinton Gore campaign was that; they are pro choice on the 

abortion issue. They also have a plan to create jobs, and 

cat the budget deficit in haL.t: and get the economy going 

again. 

Senator Gore focused primarj ly on the economy arid s.aid 

it is the worst it has ever been with the exception of the 

great depression. He also focused on the state of. th.i s 

nations educational system the how troubLed it is. 

The Democrats were the clear winner of the debate 

because they were the only ones who talked about the issues 

and did not skirt around them by making character assaults. 
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What A Pins Pong Match 

James Stockdale said it in his own words " I feel like 

I'm a spectator al; a pins pong match. "4 How right he was. 

While the other candidates bickered back and iorth Stockdale 

looked incx-edib.ly bored. Between all. of the character 

assassination he quipped "1 think America is seeing right now 

the reason that this nation is in gridlock."5 

Admiral Stockdale is not a very eloquent speaker, but he 

is a great leader. He was imprisoned in a POW camp in 

Vietnam. During that time, according to him, the1- other 

prisoners allowed him to lead. He called It a microcosm in 

which he learned a great deal . lie also siiid the next day on 

Good Mornlnp, America "I've been a Leader in the most extreme 

circumstances and 1 don't think either one of. those people up 

there on the platform with me last night could have handled 

it. "6 

Mr. Stockdale did not seem the suave knowledgeable man 

that the other two appeax*ed to be. Maybe he choose not to 

descend to their level of bickering. Listening closely they 

both appeared to be saying the exact same things, even on 

abortion. They both want to reduce the number of abortions, 

etc. They even bickered about the fact that something they 

said was not originally what they said. They appeared to be 

discussing issues, but they wero only competing about who 

could look the best and sound the best about irrelevant 
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things. They rarely really discussed plans to help tho 

nation. Dan Quayle was constantly tilling the American 

people how they could not trust Clinton, and Gore was 

constantly making references that it is time for a change:. 

The question was not asked about what change. He briefly 

said a few things, but left out may relevant details. A good 

example about how Stockdale refused to partake in tho arguing 

was when the abortion issue was brought up. He gave a ve*ry 

simple jmswer. "I believe "that a woman owns her body, and 

what she: does with it is her own business. Period. "6 The* 

other two candidates gave lengthy statements about the i.r 

views, and then preceded to argue about how Quayle; was pro-

choice at one point. Quayle said na-uh, Gore said uh-uh. 

Who Cares? is what Stockdale; wantesd to know. He got back 

.into it. .long enough to say it is not a political question so 

J ets drop it arid talk about the; economy and more relevant 

issues. Did they? 0L: course not. 

With alii of the childish bickering going on, when 

StockdaLe was asked a question and said that he did not hear 

it because his hearing aid was turne;d of f it makes you 

wonder. It would be really hard to blame tho man for turning 

off his hearing aid. I'm sure if mothers had the same option 

to deal with bickering children they would do the same thing. 

Bravo Mr. Stockdale for not sinking to their level and 

calling it what it was: a ping pong match. 
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three networks October 13, 1992. 

'iJames Stock dale: in the vice presidential debates aired 
on all three networks October 13, 1992. 

5James Stockdale in the vice presidential debates aired 
on all three networks October 13, 1992. 

6j ames Stockdale on Good Morning. America October- 14-, 
1992 as quoted by David Jackson in "Stockdale's eflect on 
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7James Stockdale in the vice presidentia] debates aired 
on all three networks October 13, 1992. 
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Essays on The North American Free Trade Agreement. 

Free Trade in North America The Re pub J. lean view 

Free Trade? The Democratic view 

A FaLx" Trade Agreement is What W-a Need Ross Perol;'s view 
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Free Trade in North America 

President. Bush negotiated the North American Free Trade 

Agreement in 1991, and it will not be voted on until 1993. 

It has, howe vex-, bo come an impor tan I; issue in the 1992 

election. 

President Bush obviously supports NAFTA because he took 

part .i.u the nego tiations. The goal of NAFTA is to create a 

free trading zone in North America. It would dê al with 

issues such as tariffs, Import licensing requirements t import 

quotas, and restrictions on foreign investment between the 

U.S., Canada, and Mexico. It would help the United States 

economy which everyone is so focused on right now. There are 

many benef i ts . 

The first major benefit is that large: companies will 

have better access to cheap parts and labor. While it may 

initial J y put some workers in the United State; s out of jobs 

it w.l.l L definitely expand the service and financial job 

markets in this country. The major factories m«iy move somes 

of the} Ir woi-k to Mexico for the cheaper labor It will open up 

many more; skilled jobs in the United States. The Democrats 

are wrong when they say NAFTA will, do more harm than good, 

because in the end it will create more jobs than axe lost. 

A second benefit to NAFTA. is the more reliable supply of 

petroleum. It has been known since the late; 70's that Mexico 

has an incredible supply of oil that has yet to be drilled. 

Unde;r the government at the time there was so much corruption 
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that the oil company of Mexico (PTiMKX) simply was L:orcod to 

stop drilling. Many of the Mexican oil speculators, 

including financial speculators in the United States, lost 

everything. With NAFTA we would be able to stabil ize the 

Mexican government better with our hands in their some of 

theix economic affairs, to prevent this from happening again. 

We would be able to drill for the oil since there are so many 

engineers in the United States who cou] d put their skills to 

wo.rk. It would benefit both countries. Mexico would once 

again have a valuable commodity to export and we would have a 

more reliable source of oil than OPEC. 

A third advantage is that NAFTA would allow the United 

States to become more competitive world wide. l'L: Canada, the 

United States, and Mexico were to have free trade it would 

make the three countries stroinef and mors able to compote in 

the world market. Since this is the goal, of the United 

States economically it would be a definite benefit. 

The Republicans have been saying all along that they are 

for free trade, but the Democrats have yet to give an answer. 

They keep saying "maybe, if..." We can not stand for this. 

The NAFTA agreement was drawn up between the three countries 

as it is now and that is how it will be accepted. First 

Governor Clinton says he is against it, and then ho says he 

is fox- it, and now he says he is for it if certain standards 

he has stated are included. He wants to play both sides to 
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this issue, and truthfully there is only one side. NA.FTA 

will help the United States in the; long run and the benefits 

i;ar outweigh the risks. 
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Free Tirade? 

Nothing is free anymore, despite what President Bush 

would have us believe. Free trade is no I; free trade, there 

is a price to be paid like anything else. 

This price is U.S. jobs. When NAFTA goes into effect 

many U.S. jobs will be lost. Whole factories wilJ pick up 

and move south to Mexico, the land of cheap labor-. President 

Bush did not honor his promise to negotiate a treaty that 

protected U.S. workers. They s<iy that more jobs will, be 

created, but only in certain industries. Along with this is 

the fact that many Mexican workers cou.ld potentially be 

exploited. There were no safeguards set up to prevent this 

from happening. It would be tragic if Mexico turned into 

what this country was at the turn of the century, with the 

tenements and work shops tlmt paid the workers next; to 

nothing and made them work in unsafe conditions. 

Another problem with the agreement is th.it there are no 

environmental standards set up in the treaty. Mexico has a 

considerably lower standard of environmental, controls than 

the United States. Especially in areas close to the border 

it is impox-tant to set up standards. With new industry 

moving into Mexico it would be unwise to allow them to buill d 

factories that are substandard to U.S. regulations and 

operate only a few miles from the United State;s . ]t would 
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endanger our citizens as well as cause more envirnmental 

problems for Mexico. 

If we are going to set up a txee trade agreement then it 

should be conscience of labor in this country <and the 

environment. Without those two concessions being made it is 

not a "free" trade agreement, but one with potentially high 

costs. 
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A Fair Trade Agreement is What We Need 

Ross Perot has been very adamant about opposing the 

NAFTA .agreement. He has said from the start, that he Cools we 

need more fair trade agreements and NAFTA is not one. 

NAFTA would result in a great many jobs being pulled out 

of this country. To quote Ross Perot during the third 

Presidential debate, he said "You would hear a sucking sound 

as the jobs were all sucked from this country into Mexico."! 

Jobs would be lost only in certain industries, bat there 

wouJ d have to be a great deal of restructuring in other 

industries, such as agriculture. It would also result in 

declining wages in the United States. There would be 

competition from Mexico for labor, since Mexico has such 

cheap labor with their wages being lower and businesses not 

providing benefits to worker's. U..3. workers would have to 

take a cut in pay to be able to compete with that. 

Ross Perot also said something interesting in the debates 

that could affect all of us. He said that on November b we: 

would see the failure of over 200 financial institutions and 

George Bush knew all along. Perot seems to be a very 

informed man and not likely to speculate on something of such 

importance. If this is true it could explain Bush's 

defensive attitude and rush concerning NAFTA.. NAFTA most 

certainly wouJ d help these financial inst.itut.ions because the 

United States would be required to invest more, but 
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consequently reap more. II; is a 1.1 speculation on our partus 

because Perot did not elaborate any more than this. 31 

George Bush know all along, he put everything on NAFTA being 

ratified. There are other ways of: helping the banks out of 

their crisis than sacrificing the blue collar workers. 

The North American Free Trtide Agreement is not a fair 

trade agreement to the United States worker, and we need a 

more equitable solution. We need an agreement that would 

protect our industries and worker:? while opening up markets 

and job bases we previously did not have). 
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Vote Your Conscience 

A. funny thing happened to my father about two weeks 

before ejection day. He was in his office when a co worker 

and his wiIre stopped by to deliver something. The subject of 

the election came up and they asked my father who he was 

voting for. He quite honestly told them that ho had decided 

to vote for Perot. The couple looked around and she went to 

close the office door. Once the coast was clear they said 

"Well, we are too, we just are telling everyone that we aire 

voting for Bush." 

This election year may be the biggest upset in history. 

Ross Perot is urging voters to vote their conscience. 

The polls have Ross Perot in third place with only about 

fifteen percent of the vote, but are the pol.ls correct? flow 

many people are really going to vote lor Perot when it oomos 

down to the .line? It is hard to say, but there seems to be a 

great mainy closet Perot supporters. Mr. Perot even made a 

comment about this during his rally in Colorado. He said 

that he did not care if people did not express their support 

aloud, as long as they did on election day. fie said that he 

actually preferred to sneak up on his opponents. 

In Denver- on October 28, he addressed the other two 

rival's arguments that if people voted for Ross Perot they 

would just be throwing away their votes. Mr. Perot was 



quoted ass saying "It's very, very important; that we finish 

the task and blow the top off this thing come Tuesday."] His 

supporters definitely thought that could happen. 

Mr. Perot's biggest obstacle may be people's 

unwil 1 ingness to vote for him out of fear that it may take 

votes away from either Bush or Clinton. It seems that once 

again that the Amexvican people have no choice, but only 

because they won't make the choice. On one of Ross Pex-ot's 

one hour long oommex-cials people give testimonials about why 

they are voting for Perot. They stress that if everyone 

votes for who they really want in office instead of who they 

think is going to win, Perot will most definitely win. 

"Vote your conscience" way the main theme. !J: you know 

who is going to do the best job running the country then vole 

for that person. Perot asked a few relevant questions at the 

end of the Presidential debates. "Who would you trust with 

your retirement fund? Who would you lend money to? Who 

would you trust with your children if you had to leave them 

in someone else's care?"2 All of these questions addressed 

real isjsues. Ross Perot is a trustworthy, intelligejnt man 

who lias no ulterior motives for running for offi.ee other than 

he wanted a secure future for the United states. In ancient 

Greece and Rome it was a citizens duty to participate iti 

government, as it is our duty today. Ross Perot believes 

that it is now his duty to serve his country as he has 



before. Ho does not want power, or money, because he already 

has that. lie wants to serve a country that has given him so 

much. It: is now up to tho people to rocognizs him and allow 

him to serve his country. Unless you vote your consciences, 

and vote (for someone you believe In, you are throwing away 

your vote. If everyone votes; for the candidate they believe? 

in, Ross Perot is right, it will, be a landslide. The polls 

are not written in stone, and a great deal can change between 

now and election day. 
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Making a Comeback 

George Bush has gone up in the polls and back down in 

the polls, and then back up and back down. A week be forts 

the elections, President Bush received really good news. It 

seems that the nation is growing and not in a recession. 

It just proves what he has been saying all along. Clinton 

keeps talking about how it is necessary to make changes to 

get this nation's economy going again, but the economy is 

going. Different economists keep coming up with new 

theories, and basing the economic "recession" on different 

indicators. The actual fact is that the nation's CNP has 

increased over the past year. That is usually tho primary 

indicator to measure a recession. If the GNP had declined 

for two or more quax-ters that would indicate a national 

recession. It has been Clinton's strategy to p!l ay up the 

anxiety of the nation about the future ol: America. 

If the polls mean anything, after the release of this 

news, President Bush lias been closing the gap in them. In 

a CN_N-US?V Today poll there was a two percent difference 

between Clinton and Bush with a margin of error of plus or 

minus three percentage points. The fact that they are so 

close bodes well for the President. He has been behind in 

the polls for quite some time, and it seems that now he is 

making a comeback. People may be more skeptical], of change 
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when it cornea down to it. People may have also questioned 

Clinton's character more in the last days of: the campfiign. 

Whatever the reason may be it is obvious that victory 

for President Bush i.s a very strong possibility. It all 

sounds like the Truman-Dewey race in 1948. Everyone 

predicted Dewey to be the winner, but in the end Truman was 

the true winner. L't may be the same this November 3, but we 

must wait and see. The important lact. is that no po] 1 can 

really predict what is really on the minds ot" many Amor loans 

and the only way we will know is on November- 3 when everyone 

comes out to vote. It has been said that Bush is trying too 

little too late, but that is not the case. Bush has been 

telling the truth all along arid speaking ffrom experience. He 

has been trying to get peop]e to wake up and rea]ize that all 

Clinton will accomplish is raising taxes. Maybe people have 

realized this and in the end will vote lor someone they know 

and trust. 
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Victory: Only a Ma Iter oJ: T i.me 

Governor Clinton is ahead in every poll and has been 

since mid summer. It seems that, people are f oil owing the 

advise o£ Bill Clinton and realizing; it is time for a change. 

Some say that the polls mean nothing and the true Let; I: 

will be election day. The polls do mean something; though, 

[f peoxilo watch the polls and believe them then the election 

could swing either way. Bill Clinton has warned voters not 

to relax. He is scared that they think it is already won and 

will not turn out to vote, whereas George Bush supporters 

could turn out to vote to try to change the outcome oJ: the 

election. Clinton has warned votex-s of this apathy. It 

could also be good for Clinton that the polls predict hi.s» 

victory. There are; still a great many people out there who 

have not decided Cor: whom to cast their vote and it they 

think Clinton's victory is inevitables then they may vote for 

him to say they voted tor the winner. It is a straiige 

psycho]ogica] phenomenon that people would rather root for a 

winner- i.f they have no real x>rolTorenco. I J: this Ls the case 

then Bill Clinton has little to worry about best ore the 

election. He has warned voters to get out and vote 

regardless of whether they think he will win, and be may 

capture the undecided vote. It would seem that it is only a 

matter of time before we call him President. Elect. Clinton. 
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Governor Clinton did not stop campaigning even though 

many political analyst predict his victory. 1-Ie had ii 

whirlwind campaign tour the day before the election to secure 

some states that may still be questionable. In his speech in 

Cleveland he was quoted as saying 

"This election is a race between hope and fea:c 
between division and community, between 
responsibility and blame, between whether we 
have the courago to change to stay forever young, 
or whether we stay with the; comiort of the status 
quo."3 

He is making his last efforts to let people know that he is 

the candidate of change. He is reenforcing everything he has 

said in the ]ast year during the Jast day of the campaign. 

With all of the support he has gained in the last year he 

will win this election. 
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in the Dallas MorxvLns NJIWS. November 3, 1992. 10A. 
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Conclusion 

While writing these essays, I learned a great deal. Mot 

only about the nation's government, but about human nature. 

It was incredible how easy it is to twist facts around to fit 

whatever the belief is. I also listened to a large amount of 

criticism about the media. Everyone had something to say 

about how biased the media was. 1 heard it from all sides. 

The Ross Perot supporters said that the media gave him no 

coverage. The Republicans said that the networks were all 

liberals and therefore biased. The Democrats ranted about 

how the press treated poor Bill Clinton. 1 can not remember 

who said .it, but they said that an accurate judgement of how 

unbiased you are is not if you do not get complaints about 

being biased, that will happen anyway, but .if you get an 

equal amount of complaints from all sides. That seemed to be 

the case in this election. The important point to all of 

this is that I discovered how easy it is to only use select 

facts to, present your view. Truly objective reporting will 

never happen, but I truly do not believe that there was any 

editorializing in the coverage except in the editorial page. 

My purpose, however was to editorialize. The sources 1 cited 

were sources used to base my arguments. 

Another thing that I learned was that no matter what 

the differences in this country may be between the parties, 

it is only based on theoretical belief. We can not really 



say that the men running i.n this election oniy want what is 

best, for the nation, because I do not know their personal 

views, but X can say that those people who truly belive j.n 

their party's views do want what is best for the nation. It 

is a right given to us by the founders of this nation to be 

able to vote for the person that we believe will do the most 

good for our country. It is also a fundamental right for us 

to speak out for or against that person. In some other 

countrj.es .[ could not have even considered writing essays 

such as these, but I am an American and that right is mine. 

These essays allowed me to not only look into the electoral 

process, but the heart of this nation the beliefs in which it 

was founded. 


