


b‘ L v WL the President proved to be somewhat shortsighted in consohda';—
Willuwnce I this case, rather than being known for more cops or an‘ass.eu;1 t
ban the bill was perceived as wasteful in spending rr}or.ley an mlldr;.lg t
I 1y pe social programs. Republicans then pointed to this in their (;ec 1aolrs1§
wprle of Democrat’s pork barrel spending. The assault weapons ban o
! 1o the defeat of key Democrats, including Speaker Foley and Rep. Jac

sums up Clinton’s problems of reputation within the Washington community.
has, “managed to reverse the reputation builder’s goal: He increased the insecu
attendant on supporting him and lessened the apparent risks of openly oppos
him. He managed this by seeming both unsure of his objectives and unwilling
persist, for long, in any given course” (Neustadt 68). It did not take long for
Washingtonians to conclude that a pattern had indeed formed with which they cof
predict future interactions. Now, they were willing to oppose Clinton, and unwill
to support him.

. The public prestige enjoyed by Clinton has never been substantial. Aftd
series of bumblings in the first months of the administration, Clinton’s public i
was set: He was not yet ready to be President. A history of botched nominations
inconvenient $200 haircut, and a travel office controversy did not create a favoral
first impression. Public frustration, however, most threatens his prestige. “The m
ingufactor in prestige is what the people outside Washington see as happening
themselves. He need beware, lest the outsiders look to him for pleasures he ca
provide, or lack preparedness for the pains he cannot stop” writes Neusta
(Neustadt 83). In spite of the statistics, there exists a widespread public percep
that the economy is not yet stable. Too many remember Clinton’s campaign rhetq
about lifting stagnant wages but see him doing little to remedy their situations.
frustration remains and the President’s public prestige suffers. Many also do
believe Clinton to be morally fit enough to be President. Whitewater, Paula Jo
and sexual allegations from state troopers have taken a deep toll, contributing to
lack of public confidence in him.

The effects of having, for much of his term, less than 50% of the pul
approve of his performance are serious. As Neustadt says, “A President’s prestigd
thus a factor in his influence of roughly the same sort as his professional reputatio
factor that may not decide the outcome in a given case but can affect the likelihog
in every case and therefore is strategic to his power” (Neustadt 78). Again, w
Washington would probably not react if Clinton enjoyed high public approval, it
solidify resistance when Clinton is weak.

The President has rarely guarded his power stakes over the last three yea
Perhaps the most glaring example of this neglect involves the gays in the milita
issue. Having just taken office, Clinton addressed this extremely controversial iss
first. In so doing; he invited and received public and congressional backlag
Democrats split over the issue and distracted themselves from doing the econon
work for which they were elected. Neustadt discusses how President Kennedy act
as a professional in a similar situation by deferring the divisive civil rights issue
later in his term. Another instance of Clinton ignoring his power stakes is that of {
1993 budget. The administration waged a desperate and barely successful battle

pass the budget which included tax increases. In forcing many of the Democra
freshman to save his presidency by supporting such a package, Clinton ignored f
longer term consequences on his influence. In 1994 many of these members
Congress paid for their votes by losing reelection. Now, infuriating his par
Clinton says that the tax increases were a bad idea. Also, in desperately fighting f

Aler applying Neustadt’s concepts to the Clinton presid.ex?cy, a clear pic-
One must conclude after analyzing Clinton’s bargaining advantages,
within the Washington community, public prestige, and p?wer stakes that
1o effectively exercise his influence. He has not used his power to per-

i s clearly an amateur. .
"'::c"x\tlv, thi,- President has ignored his power stakes and faﬂe.rd .to look
wrow from today. Instead, he has naively place.d the public interest
: wwn political interest. In so doing, he has redu?ed his roomlto manetz:gie;'%

pulh y initiatives such as health care, and most 1mp0rta1.1tly, ostf(f:on >
s 0f Congress. When the political fortunes of the President suffer, so

d . .

Mc‘\‘:c-’r‘ successful Neustadt’s theories are in assessing the Clinton p;‘e;l-

I possible to challenge a few portions of his analysis in t.he afftermatI} of the
Bellons. Since then, Clinton has done better in strengthening his public pres-
i erusading against what he portrays as an extremist Cor.ngress, t}-xlej Ptr-eSIdE::
vlearly defined himself on some issues. Much of thlS' rehabilitation "
by directly appealing to the public outside of the Washl{\gton 'commuxtuh)ifs;
8 surely has the same reputation in the eyes of many Washmgtomans, };e e
fortunes have steadily improved by appealing to the public as a mo tetr}ai t
B st the excesses of the 104th Congress. This. would seem to suiges a-
Nesstadt originally placed too much emphasis on the even‘ts lan pe;c;pias
o e Washington community. Clinton has begun to more wisely guar t
I some cases since November 1994. It has worked, t9 some extent, 1‘10
St taken within the Washington community, but by d1r-ect1y attefmptmgl
the public. Although Neustadt would likely say that this 'typel o appe:l
sgpinion has only an indirect effect, it appears that it more directly impacts

wan his theories predict.
Al:c.-. a large part ﬁf the overwhelming 1994 vote was 1.11.1d0ubtec.llly a
1 President Clinton. This was not just about Clintox-'t's politics or p911c1(elsf.
A woan likely a visceral, personal reaction to the morality of the man lTxmse f
Aswsicans feel that Clinton is not fit to be President because of .a res‘llduio
sl impropriety. Any President who fails .as a moral leader w;ll fai vs;ste:
s political interests before the public mteres‘t as Neustadt ?uggl‘t_ :
% Wwories unfortunately take no account of this type qf mora PO i lcz.
e W 1994 elections remind us, American society is increasingly cymcall an1
wl M the President just guarded his own power stakes he would likely
wven more voters, and thus diminish his influence. There are more and
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different dimensions to these issues than Neustadt’s analysis suggests.

In the final analysis, Richard Neustadt’s theories on presidential power ¢
stand up for President Clinton’s third year. When applying the key concepts of
book to our current President, one conclusion becomes painfully clear. As an ar
teur, President Clinton has failed to effectively influence governmental action.
has not yet fully recognized and used his power to persuade. Neustadt wri
“Presidential weakness was the underlying theme of Presidential Power” (Neus
ix). On the thirty-fifth anniversary of its publication, that theme remains. There
disparity between what is expected of any modern President and what he can rea
tically deliver. In January of 1992, many hoped that Clinton would be the one —
one to restore hope, deliver change, and wield sufficient power to confront the c
lenges of the day. Neustadt’s analysis reveals these expectations to be misplaa
Ong can only hope that on its next anniversary, Presidential Power will be able to ill
trate the strength, not the weakness and the success, not the failure of a fu
President.

Wian Single Payer Lessons for the U.S.
Healthcare

By Andrew Rosenblum

wrguies that only by switching to a Canadian-style single payer system
W Ut health care problems: lack of universal coverage and escalating

{ fever in Washington for decreased government spending, cou-
of the Clinton Administration to enact a universal health plan in
fhe prospects of a single payer health plan, in which the govern-
‘ provider of health insurance for the entire nation, quite remote.
Wical inviability of a single payer system comes despite the fact
gould result in improvement in the two areas of the health care
L ddemand reform: the lack of universal access to coverage and uncon-
Me the fact that US. health care spending hovers above the $800
any as 43.4 million Americans have no health insurance (Bradsher
stems not from a lack of resources but from inefficient distribu-
disorganized patchwork of private and public entities that deliver
United States. Under normal circumstances, a situation where such
#xist among prosperity would cry out for rational government policy
sileomes, particularly in the case of health reform, where a public sin-
gam happens to provide resources more efficiently, as well as more
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#t, Republican majorities were ushered into power last November
#iger at public programs and government in general, which are seen as
sl Inelficient, a perception exacerbated by the collapse of the Clinton
(Whin pol 485-489).  The chances of enacting a single payer system,
ble in light of the monied special interests arrayed against such a
geto with the anti-government right in power. The Republican
St Medicare illustrate the difficulties that even popular federal pro-
i place endure, to say nothing of a program that calls for the transfer
dollars from the big business of insurance to the public sector, and
pomt controls on hospital budgets and physician fees.
i o, while the arguments about the need for “free market” solutions
b i problems might be argued with much indignant force and ideological
wilions serve only to generate a great deal of verbal flash with no heat,
d'l:v comparison with the Canadian plan. The single-payer model pro-
W cost containment, replaces insurance premiums with a less costly tax,
wilversal coverage, and finances that universal coverage solely by draw-
W savings generated by the vigorous streamlining of the administrative
W e under the current American system. Despite current political reali-
B structive for Americans to study the Canadian single payer model,
B B dumark with which to evaluate the delivery mechanisms and future
American system, but also as a long-term goal to which reformers can

-

Bdure. 10 a less daunting political climate.
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