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Santiago, CHILE. I\ ¢ k=

Estimado Roberto:

Adjunto el texto completo del discurso de Clinton sobre
politica exterior, me parecid podria ser de interés

por alla. Ojala pudieras venir por estos lados, gstén
pasando cosas potencialmente trascendentes en este pais,
v seria muy grato volver a verte,

Fraternalmente en Cristo, j

"
/ ,.
/{/1’\ O\,)k‘f(\/l?\) ,
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Martin Poblete
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Text As Prcpared For Delivery ,: i § I
BY GOVERNOR BILL CLINTON ' | fi  J4 |1 ||
Los Angeles World Affairs Council = | o
August 13, 1992 Fopii
| . ! !f ol

We stand blessed as the inheritors of a new world 1t is a world of hope and opportumty, %!
made possible by a half century of bipartisan leadership and unstinting sacrifice by the American , ||
people and our allies— and above all by the courage of the women and men who torc down thc f
walls of repression and stood down the tanks of tyranny. Now the Iron Curtain has"collapsod
The Cold War has melted under the 1rrepresmble‘ flame of fmidlom I} 18 aI canxse forII Fejoxcl:luﬁ
i ) ! £ i |
But this new world we have helped create places new demands on the kind of presxdenhal ' §
leadershxp America needs. The new world remains a place of peril. Whilelthe Soviet Union Bl
is gone, a president must still be ready to defy and defeat thosclwho thrmtcn us. Whatcvcr clsc p
we cxpect of our presidents, we still need a resolute leader who will wield America’s might and
marshall our global alliances to defend our nation’s interests.: Yet today there are new tests of |

T e

leadership as well: | | ‘I‘ i ij, dl il

| | 11
. The first is to grasp how the world has changed. | S AR
. The second test is to assert a vision of our role in this dynamxc new world. l oo e

. The third test is to summon all our strengths — our values, our economic power, when
necessary our military might -- in service of that vision. - e ‘l-

i

I do not believe President Bush has met these new tests, despite his effectiveness 'in |
organizing the response to Iraq’s aggression. Too often the administration has held on to old
assumptions and policies, trying to prop up yesterday s status quo, failing to confront our new
challenges. | ,{ | : l t :

: g i i | %

I have agreed with President Bush on a number of foreign policy issues. But I do not .
believe he has a vision of our role in this new era. . In a world of change, security flows from {
initiative, not inertia. e “Hz i ’

R T TR e AR

Next week, the Republican Party will gather in Houston to nommate Mxl Bush and praise
his record abroad. The question will be: Do tHey paint a par‘asan po:tralt of the past“or 'do |
they render a vision of the future Americans can buﬂd togcthex‘i | % l | m fi" ¥ is i

1R I S Hp
In their campaign, the Repubhcans alrwdy have tned'
Cold War victory. And they suggest that in their second term they will bring to domestic policy
the same energy and expertise they say marked forexgn pohcy lirx thelr ﬁrst term ‘1 i I

¥
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|

Their argument misreads both mstory ‘and current events. The nouom that ‘the
Republicans won the Cold War reminds me of the rooster who took credit for the dawn. The
truth is, from Truman to Kennedy to Carter, Democratic as well as Republican presidents held
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firm against the expansion of Communism; and1 JFtom Richard
Nunn, Democratic leaders in Congress helped build: the finest'

the world, | "ﬂx“ Hu( 5*, 1 ai’}wh

But even more flawed is the chubhcan claxmuhat, JUSt as they changed e! world in
their first term, they will change America in their second.’ We must understand that forexgn and i
domestic policy are two sides of the same coin.| If we’re not strong at home we can’t be strong i
abroad. If we can’t compete in the global econc‘my, we n pay, for it at home P F Il I’ i
! to
The same president who refused to make changes as Amcncan wagw fcll from first to
thirteenth in the world was slow to recognize the changes in Eastern Europe and-the former
Soviet Union. The same Administration that did nothing as 10 million Americans lost their jobs |

I

due to tired, old economic policies also stood by as courageous Chinese students were attacked ||

with tanks in Tiananmen Square, : %' 1

I believe global change is inexorable and can work to our advantage or to our ;
disadvantage, depending on what we do. No one understands the opportunities and hazards: of ||
change better than the people of California. Your commerce and culture stand as testaments to
the benefits we derive from our engagement with Mexico, Japan, and the other nations of the i

4
!
Pacific. Your economy has been hurt by the lack:of a national economic strategy, especmlly the |
lack of a plan to convert defense cuts into domestic economic mvestments' |1| F h ll I bl
b
i

| B
1 2 »

{
!

Last December at Georgetown University and Jast Apnl m New: York,,L outlined the role bl
I see for America in this era of change. I marked the steps|we must takeito meet our': new Ein
challenges: to reestablish America’s economic leadership; foster the spread of democracy abroad' i
and revamp our Cold War military to meet our new security needs. Today I want to! expand on }
what leadership in this new era requires, pamcularly in rethmkmg our security strategy ;and 1IAHIN
modemizing our defenses. ; P I o e l} ” | 'l L

1

Leadership for a Strong Economy !
In this new era, our first foreign priority and our first domestic priority are one and Lhc i

same: reviving our economy. America must regain its economic strength to play our proper .
role as leader of the world. And we must have a president who attends to prosperity at home :
if our people are to sustain their support for engagement abroad. The world nceds a strong
America, and American strength begins right here, t ‘ [ ‘l -

1 z ¥ e 1

This has been the administration’s most glaring forexgn pohcy failure. : An anemxc debt-

laden economy; the developed world's highest rates of crime and poverty; an archaic; education
system; decaying roads, ports, and cities: all these undermine our diplomacy, make; it harder-
for us to secure favorable trade agreements and oomprormselour ability to |ﬁnancel essential .
military actions. Mr. Bush's economic neglect has invited foreign plty, 1t is time for; econornxc
leadership that inspires foreign respect. [ 11|17 ?l'; - 1 H t . ” | !
SRTRT ERRET| PIRNE AR Loat (IR 11 AN | SRR B

Mr. Bush does not understand: the cmercy of national strength in this new cra
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denominated not only in ships, tanks and planes, but also i in diplomas, patents and paychecks i
My first forelgn policy priority will be to restore America’s economic vitality. I have laid out !
a strategy to raise our peoples’ skills, boost productivity, spur innovation and investment, and .
make us the world’s strongest trading power. [ will elevate economics in foreign policy; create i
an Economic Security Council, similar to the NationaliSecurity Council; and: changc thc State 1
Department’s culture so that economics is no }onger'a poor clou'sm m”old -school dipl, 11
ERRE | TERE “ |

In a Clinton-Gore administration, premL 1%detL Hx wil r‘nurl imo Ilhzmg. our |
country for the global economic competition that’ is theihallmark of thls new age 1;1 mean -
securing commitments from American busmcss andz labox:'ito 1take non‘ ew ,éoopemuve

{

1l

responsibilities. It will mean championing open ;world trade that benefits lAmencan orkers‘\as

well as American businesses -~ from the roaring markcts of. thc Pacific Run to the rcsurgcnt 1~

economies of Mexico and Latin America. - And it w111 mcan sw1ft rcsponscs and stiff pe

to those who abuse the rules of trade. l! , l! i ! I'E' “ "
: it I|

One way we will strengthen our economy is through lcadcrshlp for environ mcntally sound
growth. President Bush abdicated that leadership, before and during the Rio Earth Summit: 'Al
Gore and I will reclaim it. Someone recently noted there are only two groups in the world . who
still don’t understand that economic growth and a ¢lean environment depend on eachiother: . the
Bush administration and the former leaders of Eastern European Communism, The fact is, if

we steer toward cleaner ways of doing business, we'll create new jobs and make our firms more

competitive. That’s why I've proposed a strategy to boost U.S. energy efficiency and to use !
market-based incentives to prevent pollution before it’s created. It’s also one reason I picked |
Al Gore to be my running mate, We will put the U.S. back at the forefront of global efforts
to achieve sustainable development, and in the process, leave our children a better world. |

t

|

’L !( \

The second imperative of presidential leadership in this new era is to reinforce! the j:?

powerful global movement toward democracy and market economies. Our strategic mterests and

moral values both are rooted in this goal. As we help democracy expand,  we make ourselves .

and our allies safer. Democracies rarely go to war with each other or traffic i m terronsm. . They
make more reliable partners in trade and dip lomac Growm markett eoonomxes expand
individual opportunity and social tolerance. " ,5 ”“” ! IF l

|

Yet Mr, Bush has beea oddly reluctant to commit Amenca 5 prcstlgc on the side pf i
people inspired by American precepts and example. When democratic reformers sought to bmk
up the Soviet empire, Mr, Bush snubbed Boris Yeltsin, sided with the crumbling Soviet center, }

and failed to lead the call for aid to Russia unul he was shamed into 1t by Rxchard Nixon' ahd Pl

others. . H ERE Y|

i

When 50 million Ukrainians sought emanmpation from a dying communist empire, Mr, |
Bush withheld moral support, and instead — in Kiev itself -- publxcly chided Ukraine’s voices :
of independence for seeking a "suicidal nationalism." W
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When China cracked down on pro-democracy demonstrators, exported advanced wea ns ’ -

to radical regimes, and suppressed Tibet, Mr. Bush failed to stand up for our|valuesF Instcad

he sent secret emissaries to China, signalling that we would do business as usual with those

murdered freedom in Tiananmen Square, ” ) S i’ I ’ ” ‘1 ” H " “
b ' ¢ } | d

And when it was clear to all that Yugoslavia was inexorably breakmg apart; Mr, Bush || |
and his secretary of state gave short shrift to the yearnings of those seeking freedom in Slovenia, Ll
Croatia, and Bosnia, and ignored warning signs that Slobodan Milosevic was emerging as one ||

of Europe’s bloodiest tyrants. | | I ! I‘ i " ;

T |

From the Baltics to Beijing, from Sarajevo to South Africa, time after time’,"George Bush | ||,

has sided with the status quo rather than democratic change — with familiar tyrants rather than ‘.

those who would overthrow them — and with the; old geography of repressxon rather than a new

map of freedom. 1 _ l f“
g

This pattern was most glaring in Mr. Bush S treatmcnt of Iraq pnor 'lo its mvaSIon of
Kuwait, and his failure to support Saddam Hussem §! opponents after the: suocessl of Desert 1
Storm, I supported the President’s effort to dr'lve Saddam out of Kuwait,!and I respect his |
conduct of the war itself. But now we are learning howﬂus admuustratxon appeased [Saddamlm [
the months prior to August, 1990, Even after thelconclusmn ofithe Iran- Iraquar aftcr Saddam i
had gassed his own Kurdish population, this administration coddled Iraq with econonuc credxts i

]

-

licensed militarily useful technology, and offered an obhgmg1sxlencc about: xts savage: human il
rights record. In keeping with the president’s dlrecuvento wooi Saddam, the State Departmcnt

even wrote an apology after the Voice of Amenlm darec? to criticize Iraq’ s tyranmcal reglm”e
‘ ; 11 ' i ’

My administration will stand up for democracy.' We will offer mternatlonal ass]stance ik

to emerging, fragile democracies in the former Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, and create a
Democracy Corps to help them develop free institutions, We will keep the pressure on South
Africa untl its day of true democracy has dawned, We will stand by Israel --'our only
democratic ally in the Middle East — and press for more accountable governance throughout the
region. We will link China’s trading privileges to its human rights record and its conduct on
trade and weapons sales, We will create a Radio Free Asia, like the successful Radio Free
Europe, to carry news and hope to freedom-loving people in China and elsewhere.| We will
buttress democratic forces in Haiti, Peru, and throughout the western hemisphere, And we will ;
make the U.S. the catalyst for a collective stand against aggression, the action I have urged)m
response to Serbian aggression in Bosnia, one with which the Bush administration now: agrees
after first calling it reckless. '

A

SN | lr.-t“
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No test of presidential leadership is more 1mporta.nt Uhan the prcsident’s actions
commander in chief. The threats to Amenwmay change, but a president’s willingness
confront them must be unwavering, ; i ! T 'E : H 0.
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The world remains a dangerous place. Moreover, the dangers are now dlfferenf ahd:l
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apparent. So as we scale down our military, we must also keep up our guard U.S. military-
strength will remain a force for stability -- and,. ycs Justlce - as the old global order contmﬁes
to collapse and a new one emerges. ' 'n H 4 I'IH‘ .l» !
: :

We can never forget this essential fact: powet is the basis for succcssful dipl omacy, and |
military power has always been fundamental to international relationships. |S6 a prcsxdmt must :
provide the American people with a clear explanation of our enduring secunty interests, and a
new estimate of the threats we are likely to face in the post Cold—War cra) ‘Mr. Bustl has fa:lcd
to supply either. His lack of a clear strategy for national security is fueling fsolabomkm onbo l l

I

the left and the right, , l; } t
l i P

Today there are two wrong-headed, dangerous approaches to adj ustmg our defenses Lr Q1

A ag.ng
e T it — o

-~

St |y e o o v e e s

the new era. One is the administration’s, It mouths the rhetorici of strategic change, but simply

shrinks the existing Cold War force structure. | Continuation of this policy runs the riskiof !

weakening the two elements that were key to our victory in the Gulf:

_ superbly trained and |
motivated personnel and world-class weapons technology. ! ¥ :

1

At the same time, there are those — some in my party — who see defense cut§ largelyias !

a piggy bank to fund their domestic wish lists, with our defense structures and missions as an : ||’
gical

also weaken our technolo

[ F

IR | ll
Leadership demands more than either 'Cold War| Minus"} or "Domestic Spending Plus.
A president must identify the new threats to our;secunty, deﬁne military missions to !meet those
threats, adapt our forces to carry out those mxssxons, andi back up those forces ith the tramm
a3

technology and intelligence they nced to win, ' [{!! ‘! | ".] 1] l i E F ‘
foi 3

b i 4 b :l!»
urmterestst

afterthought, rather than a starting premise. This policy could
superiority and the quality and morale of our personncl.’ i j{

i
'

T

[ l

We must start with a fresh assessment of the new: dangers that could threaten 0
and potentially require the use of force. These mc]ude ! the risk'of new threats from ithe former
Soviet republics, should democracy fail; the spread of|wwpons of mass destruction; historic

tensions in various regions, especially the Korcanlpcnmsula and the Middle East, and the related
risks of terrorist attacks; and the growing intensity of ethnic, fundamcntnhst and |

violence, as in Yugoslavia and elsewhere, that can spﬂl across borders AN 't I} " ‘

|

The mission of containing an expansionist Sov1et Umon has disappeared. But enduring
missions remain: to maintain nuclear deterrence even as we reduce our nuclear arsenals;:to
reassure our friends and democratic allies and discourage potential adversaries; to pursue our ;
interests when possible through strengthened institutions of collective security; to preserve
freedom on the high seas and protect our global economic interests; and to provide the superior
technology and forces that are the ultimate guarantee of hbeny ' I il

[ |! t e

House Armed Semces Chair Les Aspin is right: The administration’s "base fcgrce plan
leaves us with a military that does not fit our:strategy and cannot do what we ask.:! It ]S
burdened with redundancy. Key parts lack ﬂexszhty and mob111ty Just.as.you don’t shoot
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gnats with a howitzer, we can't always respond rapxdly and ﬂembly to far-ﬂung negxonal‘
conflicts with forces designed for warfare in Europc In other words, we must undecstand the -

new world’s threats, not merely to decide h_mumgh force we need, but to design the right ¢
forces. | ’ i 'f e
- S | l(
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To lead and build effective coalitions we must also have the ability to operate on our own

if necessary. We need to base a larger fraction of our forces in the U.S. andmajntainamodems e

and well-equipped Navy and Marine Corps, 50 we can prolect power wherever we Fced A [
i ' ! b 1] i "t |
Our new military must be more lelg because the new world will not simply be1 one ;
of fixed flash points. We need the additional sealift that the Bush administration refused for 50
long to build. We also need the capabilities of. the C- 17 a1rhfter, .wh1ch can ﬂy long dxstanoes
and then land on short fields close to the front.| l |: E u
|

Our new military must be more agile, because thh the end of the nuc]ear standoff he !
new battlefields will likely be dominated by maneuver, speed, and outthinking the enemy“1 at .
is why, for example, I support a technology the; Bush administration has.tried to canccl
V-22, the only aircraft capable of certain special operations, including the rescue of 'Amencans
held deep in hostile territory. And as House Intelligence Chair Dave McCurdy has sald' !

must have superior intelligence, to know where| to apply force v'vxth best effect. |
! | . ' :

Qur new military must be more pregise and able to reduce casualties, because we- may L
need to operate among civilian populations, and because the credibility of our threats to use
force will often depend on our ability to limit the loss of life. We must upgrade the smart
weapons that were so essential during Desert Storm, and develop new systems that can help

reduce American and civilian casualties, 1 ' : i , -

| : C
! - i !

Our new military must be more flexible to operate with diverse partners, because in the
new world coalition operations will often be important: for political legidmacy. New friends
might be armed with former Warsaw Pact equipment and new enemies armed wuh Westem
weapons. That is why we must find new ways to| protect Amencan and allied troop

1] H»

mistaken use of our own and allied wwpons ” i 1 g l l il:; 'l l
i N RS (1IN ;
must be ready in the future to reconstitute our forces if major new contmgencws arise, F And our }

]
i

Our new military must be more mdx, use the new world will be unprcdlctablc

new military must have dcep roots in Amenca,, l{w}nch is why f should maké !mcreased use”of 1
Guard and Reserve forces in regional connngencxcs soithat our usc of forcewﬂl be nsxdered 1;

with utmost seriousness, maintained affordably, and supported‘ broadly athome.. | [,

R RO

i

In all, by shifting from a force designed to>wm the Cold War to one better equxpped to ;i
respond rapidly to regional flare-ups, the Clinton-Gore defense budget brings savings of about -
$60 billion over the current Bush plan, through 1997, close to the numbers of Senator Nunn and '}

Representative Aspin. | 3 o | ! .
i . _ _ ! :
|
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And our efforts must go further. I agree with Senator ]

co0y

:‘;!.‘ ,9"
ol
hl" L ¥ K3 | B

am Nuni that it is time: to take |
2 fresh look at the basic organization of our armed forces. Welhave four separate dir forced -- {
one each for the Marines, Army, Navy and Aif orceﬂBoth the Army and| Marined velhéht :
infantry divisions. The Navy and Air Forcc} ave'scpamtei)l-developed but sxmi Fﬁghter‘
aircraft and tactical missiles. We have at least Yhree dnd in some’ mscs four|sepamte Medxcal :

e sy
S N
25
S F e - 5
[ b

Corps, Chaplain Corps, Dental Corps, Legal Corps and‘Nursm Corps. | Eac
its own administrative, training and logistics facxhtm f’ ” ’i ’ ”E ﬁ,

While respecting each service’s unique capabxhucs weican reduce rcdundanmcs 'save 4
billions of dollars, and get better teamwork. In 1948, Secretary of Defense Forrcstal convened :
a meetmg of the military service chiefs in Key West to allocate responsibilities among the four -
services. It failed. As president, I will order the Pentagon to convene a similar mcctmg to .
hammer out a new understanding about consolidating and coordinating nuhtary; roles (and

missions in the 1990s and beyond. y : ! F .:

4

|

My administration will make security and savings compatible. We will reduce our Al

forces, but maintain a credible presence in Europe and Asia, and make reductions in consultation
with our allies. We will stand up for our interests, but we will share burdens, where possxblc, i
through multilateral efforts to secure the peace, such as NATO and a new, voluntary U.N. Ra.pld t
Deployment Force. In Bosnia, Somalia, Cambodia, and other torn areas of Ehe |world
multilateral action holds pronuse as never before, and the U.N. deserves full and appmpnate :

contributions from all the major powers. It is time for our friends to bw more of the burden. ’:

IR AL R QTR

Our new security strategy also will ensure our defense mdustry can supply € weapons ;
and tcchnologxcs America may need in the future. This administration Jacks any such: strategw ¥
sense. It is lcttmg major production lines go cold, for everythm from ‘tanks Ianes to |

;’

NN

submarines, often ignoring the capacities they represcntv ’ ‘

|

We cannot keep every production line and military lab open. But we will define the core o’

skills and industries for America’s security, We will eliminate needless military specxﬁcauons ;
that make defense production so unique, separate, and expensive. We will pursue new
technologies with both civilian and defense uses. And we will also pursue a strong upgrade
program to keep current lines operating and .start limited producnon of next generanon ;
equipment, 1 . A rl N i
|
We must not forget the American heroes of the Cold War whose lives w111 be turned
upside down as our forces shrink. Mr. Bush has no serious plan to help our defense workers t
and military personnel to make the transition to a civilian economy.! I do.!| For example; I i
support incentives for military personnel to eam|military retirement by taking jobs as teachers ;
and police. In my administration, we'll also helpiretrain defense technicians for work i in critical {
civilian fields such as bio-technology, renewable energy and|environmental clmup { h’I‘he I
Pentagon stands as America’s best youth training|program, oux1 most potent research center;:and
the most fully integrated institution in American|life.: It’s timy to put those assets b workLat

home. Senator Nunn has proposed work for mlhtary forces and the National| Guard| m solving
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the problems of infrastructure, education, and rural health — offcnng possibilities to servelas \
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role models here at home, consistent with fulfilling thelr pnmary military mission.

Finally, we cannot make America more secure unless we act against a host of new threats :

that don’t respect national borders, such as terrorism, drug trafficking, and global environmental § * :
degradation. As Al Gore has so compellmgly|argucd |the damage we do to the earth can| bc ils

more than a threat to our health and resourccs it:can also vaw international tens

NI

One of the most dangerous new threa the spread of |military technol ogy/ies :
weapons of mass destruction. We can’t’ afford to wait untrl a hostlof |Thn'd World nanons !
acquire full arsenals of First World weapons.: We all 'saw the- enormrty of that threat as Scud 1

missiles arced across the night skies of Israel aAd Saudi Arabia, {We need m clamp down"on 4 -
countries and companies that sell proscribed technologles, pumsh violators, | and work urgently e

with all countries for tough, enforceable, non-prohferauom agreements.| | We need better 2!
intelligence to identify at an earlier stage forergn nuclear, chemical,' and. brologxcal weapons ,.
programs. We need to give informational nuclear inspectors the authority'and means to make :
spot inspections. And a Clinton-Gore administration will not permrt American firms again|to °
sell key technologies to outlaw states like Iraq, ! ' ol 1 T r '. | . | '

The ultimate test of presidential leadership, of course, is not defense budgets or battle
plansg. It is the judgment a president exercises in those perilous moments when countries are
invaded, our friends are threatened, Americans are held hostage, and our nation’s interests are
on the line. When the American people choose a president, they want someone they can trust
to act when those moments arise. Every president in the last half-century has had to confront
the fateful decision to send Americans into combat. I do not relish this prospect, but neither do
I flinch from it. I know we must have the resolve constantly to deter, sometimes. to fight,
always to win. That is why Al Gore and I supported the decision to use force to get Saddam :
Hussein out of Kuwait. And it is why we stand united with President Bush in sending;this 1
message to Saddam as he flouts the U.N.’s resolutions:; toe the line or face the music. |

- (R T

|
g

i
HiE
Whatever the threat or opportumty, national security is and must remama bxpa.rhsan task.,
As a nation, we have many opinions, but only one foreign policy, | H; il "F ; Pi m

Yet prwdenua] elections are about choices. And of the chorces the Amencan people
must make this year is about the kind of presidential leadership we want in a fundamentally new
era. In this election, President Bush will seekito establish his leadership by emphasizing the
time he has spent, the calls he has placed, and the trips he has taken in the conduct. of foreign
policy. But the measure of leadership in the new era is not the conversations held or.the miles »
travelled. It is the new realities recognized, the crises averted, the opportunities|seized, l| I,

I

R i e TR

challenge him to set his vision of our nation’s purpose in a dramatically new era agamst theone " ||

I am presenting in this campaign. For in the final analysis, I believe there is only one
presidential candidate in this ¢lection ready to Lhmk anew as thc world is new. o
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Today’s leadership is rudderless, reactive and erratic, 't is time|for]leadership that is {!

strategic, vigorous and grounded in America's ldcmocrauc val' es.: b 1|k % FHE il\;

: s‘ | y | il { :i

In 1960 John F. Kcnncdy told America that there wasi"a new world to:be won. " "Today |

there is again. My vision is of a world united in peaceful commerce; a world in which nations (
compete more in economic and less in military] terms;: a world of dynanuclmrket-gcnctaied i
growth that narrows the gap between rich and poor; a world increasingly engaged in democracy,
tolerant of diversity and rcspectful of human rights; a world united against the common enemies :
of mankind: war, poverty, ignorance, disease, and environmental destruction; a world we can -
pass on to our children and theirs with the knowledge that we 1ose to the new re.sponsxbxlmes i
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of this new world and this new age. l ; ' | I TS “
v
) A
I am running for President because I believe that a strong America -- st.rong in arms, .,
strong in values, strong in wealth, strong in will -- remains the world’s best of hope for turning ;
that vision into a reality. ;:{ Bk | N ERR TN | CE O A S [
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