
Clinton 
 
Three Outlooks 
 
Seduced 
Jilted 
Disgusted 
 
See attached paper from White House Studies  
 
The Natural 
 
The Public: differentiated view 
 
The Clinton Story 
 
Born 1946 William Jefferson Blythe IV 
Hope 
Hot Springs 
Georgetown 
Rhodes Scholarship to Oxford 
Draft 
Yale Law 
Governor of Arkansas 1978 
Lost 1980 
Returned 1982-1992 
 
Record as Governor: Moderate, National Profile via DLC, Policy Wonk 
 
1992 Election 
Bush’s popularity 
Clinton Third Way Style: Mix of Conservatism on crime and welfare, with liberalism 
on gay rights, abortion rights, health-care 
 
Flowers incident 
Ricky Rector 
60 minutes 
 
It’s the Economy Stupid 
 
GOP Convention: Pat Buchanan called for a cultural war!  
 
Perot entry into the race 
Bush poor in the debates 
 
Clinton in Power 
 
NAFTA 
Gays in the military 
Health care reform: The Hillary commission 



1995-1996 Budget Standoff 
Welfare reform 
 
1996 Clinton v. Bob Dole 
 
Clinton Scandals 
Whitewater 
Paula Jones 
Starr and Lewinsky 
 
Triumphs? 
 
Surpluses and economic growth 
EITC 
Welfare reform? 
Poverty and crime reduction? 
 
International Record 
 
Former Yugoslavia 
Rwanda 
Middle East  
Counter Terrorism 
 
Why the Clinton-Lewinsky scandal? 
Enormous attention – biggest media item of 1990s – witch hunt 
What does it tell us about America? 
Clinton’s defence was JFK and LBJ didn’t have to put up with this 
invasion of privacy 
WHY IS THE PUBLIC FASCINATED 

1. HUMANS	  LOVE	  GOSSIP	  AND	  SALACIOUS	  DETAILS	  
2. HYPOCRISY	  OF	  POLITICIANS	  –	  BELITTLE	  THEM	  
3. HUMANISE	  
4. MORAL	  CLAIMS	  ABOUT	  GOOD	  AND	  BAD	  ROLE	  MODEL	  

What changes from the 1980s to the 1990s that this type of thing is 
covered? 
Historical time line 
Andrew Jackson 1824 
Chappaquiddick incident 1969 
Gary Hart in 1987 
Clarence Thomas – Anita Hill – 1991 
Clinton 1992 – Flowers interview 
Conceptually what changed 

-‐ Personal	  is	  political	  



-‐ Media	  culture	  of	  Exposé	  
-‐ Christian	  moralism	  in	  the	  politics	  
	  

Links up with American presidential politics – which is often the politics 
of biography 
	  

Conclusions	  on	  "what	  do	  the	  Clinton	  scandals	  and	  the	  personalisation	  of	  politics	  
during	  the	  Bill	  Clinton	  presidency	  tell	  us	  about	  America?"	  

1. Personalised	  attacks	  became	  a	  form	  of	  “politics	  by	  other	  means”	  (Gingsberg	  
and	  Shefter).	  

2. A	  media	  and	  political	  culture	  of	  exposure	  emerged.	  Gary	  Hart	  and	  Judge	  
Clarence	  Thomas	  were	  earlier	  examples	  of	  this.	  The	  culture	  was	  driven	  by	  a	  
more	  invasive	  media,	  the	  rise	  of	  the	  tabloid	  press	  and	  the	  tabloid	  style	  of	  
inquiry.	  24	  hour	  news	  also	  increased	  the	  want	  to	  know	  more	  –	  to	  entertain	  
“news”	  viewers.	  Special	  prosecutors	  played	  a	  role,	  particularly	  the	  style	  of	  
Kenneth	  Starr.	  

3. 	  Christian	  moralism	  –	  old	  Puritanism	  mixed	  with	  new	  mantras	  about	  family	  
values.	  Pushed	  by	  the	  Christian	  right	  through	  their	  media,	  political	  and	  
foundation	  arms.	  

4. The	  rise	  of	  Feminism	  –	  the	  claim	  that	  the	  “personal	  is	  political”	  provided	  a	  
justification	  for	  investigating	  affairs	  and	  personal	  conduct.	  

5. Presidential	  politics	  as	  competing	  biographies.	  If	  you	  run	  on	  your	  biography,	  
not	  surprisingly	  people	  are	  going	  to	  ask	  what	  did	  you	  leave	  out	  of	  the	  
version	  the	  public	  is	  hearing.	  

This	  heady	  mix	  changed	  politics	  in	  America	  in	  the	  1990s.	  

Questions:	  Was	  Bill	  Clinton	  the	  catalyst	  for	  this	  mix	  to	  more	  fully	  emerge?	  Did	  it	  	  
permanently	  trivialise	  American	  politics?	  Or	  was	  the	  1990s	  a	  "holiday	  from	  
history",	  ie	  an	  aberrant	  and	  frivolous	  period?	  	  

Subsequent cases of note: 
 
Rep Barney Frank 
Rep Mark Foley : Congressional pages scandal 
Governor Elliot Spitzer 
Senate Larry Craig 
Governor Mark Sanford 
 
TUTORIAL EXERCISE: GIVE CLINTON AND BUSH A MARK BETWEEN 1-
10 ON THESE CATEGORIES 
10 = near perfect  
1= abysmal  



 
ANALTYCAL CATEGORIES FROM: 
Judging Clinton and Bush (Categories from Fred Greenstein, The Presidential 
Difference, Princeton, 2000) 
 

1. Effectiveness as a public communicator  
 
CLINTON: Great speech reader, very few memorable lines, ability to explain, but 
could ramble 
BUSH: Note difference between speech writing and speech reading. Casual style. 
 

2. Organizational Capacity 
 
CLINTON: Boys soccer team, lacked structure, too open, too “academic” in his 
thinking? too much gossip with the press, turned to GOP staffers 
BUSH: MBA model. Corporate. Staff choices 
 

3. Political Skills  
 
CLINTON: Natural, but not a great coalition builder. Great at winning elections… 
BUSH: Coalition builder?  
 

4. Vision 
 
CLINTON: No president has exceeded Clinton in his grasp of policy specifics. 
Tended to take the middle ground. 
BUSH: Big picture goals 
 

5. Cognitive Style (Intellect) 
 
CLINTON: Very impressive, read very widely. Decision-maker? 
BUSH: Limited reader, weak on policy specifics 
 

6. Emotional Intelligence (maturity and self-control) 
 

CLINTON: Emotionally Challenged. Capacity to empathize and to feel others pain, 
but lacked a certain self-control. Egoist… 
BUSH: Matured after a wayward 20s 
 

 
 


