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Thank you Kr. Chairman and mp.mbers ol th« Conmittw for the 

Invitation to appear befor© you today. 

i 

I'm pleased to be with you to talk about the contrauL with 

America and to htgin what I beliave ia an inportant dialogue with 

each other qnd the Amerioan paopla. 

i 

In the'laat two najor elections — 

The presidential election of iy92 and th« congreaaionai 

election* of 1994 — 

The American people sent Washington a crystal clear messagei 

Thoy want oh*n<j*>. 

Thoy wknt ue to stop the gridlock, stop the infighting, and 

make our* t^vafc avorything vo do makes « p o s i t i v e difference i n 

people's live*. 

Tlvat i|G why w** A I * h«r0 today. 

To write a JH*W chapter in bipartioan govornment. 
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One th%t bogins with a conclusion — And that is to maKe 

*ure that at the end of the day we have taken action to inprove 

the livoo arid prospect a of every American. 

I am hare to pledge the comnltment of the Clinton 

Adminietrat^on to thie approacn. 

i 

We have already picked up tho mantle of change and for the 

past two yeara ww have been about the buainesB of oarrylng out 

the will of the people. 

We passed the largest deficit reduction plan in hietory — 

nearly $500 billion dollars over rive years. 

We created over 5 million jobe. 

We worked with many of you on this committee to pass NAFTA 

and GATT — historic legislation that will open up ioreign 

narkets for our products and open up lucrative job opportunities 

for million^ of Americans. 

W«» expandod the Earned Income Tax Credit — which reduces 

taxes for \3 aillion working families and creates a powerful 

inoentivo to work and etay off walfare. 
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And as ̂  next step, we have proposed the Middle C1&9S B i l l 

of Fights to reduoe taxes for hard-pressed working families who 

are struggling to oave money, sand their children to colloge, and 

prepare for A Letter economic future. 

We did one more thing that should nor. be over looked or 

forgotten: We WOrXed loug and hard to put the American people 

f i r s t by addressing two ol the great dowoetia policy nhallenges 

Of the century: health caie reform and welfare reform. 

I want to begin today by talking about our vision for 

welfare refpnn and our view of the personal Keoponoibiiity xat 

found in thf Contract with America. 
i 

Kftl£ftEe_Rfi£prm 

After consulting with members of Congress, people on 

welfare, bujsinesa leaders, welfare experts, and governors a n 

aaroce tho country. President Clinton honored his promise to tne 

Amerioan people by introducing the Work and Responsibility Act of 

1994. 

I 

This legislation would fundamentally change this country'* 

approach to helping young parents move from dependence to 

ind«p«MK]enc«, and i t grew out of the President's long-standing 

commitmentjto welfare reform. 
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ha governor of Arkansas, he worked closely with national and 

state officiale from both parties to pass the Family Support Act 

Ol 1988. 

That legislation served as the impetus for states to begin a 

major effort at changing the welfare system to ono that 

encourages wjork, not dependency. 

When he ran for President, he called for "an end to welfare 

ae we know i t . " 

since the election, we have worked with governors and 

elected o*f$cn»le to give 24 states the flexibility to design 

welfare reform strategies that meet their local needs. 

This i i aero waivoirB than *11 ofhor- previous Administrations 

combined. 

ROOted in Hie bedrock Ameriwan values of work and 

responsibility, the central focus of our approach to welfare 

reform i s a few simple goalst 

The f i t s t i s to move parents off welfare and into jobs as 

quickly as possible so that they can support tnemselvas and their 

families. 
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Tho ••cond i» to raquire absent- parants to meet their 

rasponeibilijti«s and pay child support. 

And the third ic to roduce teen pregnancy. 

Mr. Chaiman, I believe wc a l l share these goals. 

The President's approach to welfare reform cmphasUes three 

important values I WorX, responsibility, ond reaching the next 

generation. 

I think these are widely-shared values — AjMftican values — 

values that built this country in the past and are c r i t i c a l to 

our future. 

Today, welfare has the values wrong: We know this, we agree 

on this, and both Republicans and Democrats have sought to change 

this with welfare reform. 

Vet, ffrrom our perapeotive, there are elements of tha 

Contraat with America that aeom inconsistent with th«s« values. 

Let's talk about work fi r s t . 
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w» etropgiy beliava that welfare as we know i t will not have 

ended until 'wo fundaroentally change the system: welfare must be 

about earning a paycheck, not collecting a welfare check. 

As the Preeidcnt has said, "Work is s t i l l the best eocial 

program eve* invented, and i t gives hop* and structure and 

meaning to people's lives." 

TO reinforce and reward work, our approaon ie based on A 

Simple compact. Job training, child care/ and child support 
i 

enforcement will be provided to help people who aro willing to 

work make the move to independence. 

But tips limits will ensure that welfare ic seen as a hand 

up, not a hkndout. 

We are committed f i r s t and foremost to ensuring that 

everybody who can work does work. 

Tho Aa|»rican people want a government that honors their 

values and rewards people who play by the rules. 

I f we (want to holp welfare recipients hf*rcome taxpayers, we 

must ohalldnge individuals to take responnibility for their own 

lives -- and hslp them got ahead when they do. 
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For years, Republicans and Democrats alike have agreed that 

the central |goal of welfare reform must be work. That's s t i l l 

the case: People who can work ought to qo tu work and earn a 

paycheck, not a welfare check. 

That i s what this great national debate on welfare reform 
i 

must bo aboi^t. More "something for nothing" is not the answer. 

More orphanogoo aro not the anewer. Work is the answer. 

Our welfare reform b i l l puts work firct, and in so doing, i t 

differe froaf the Peraonol Responsibility Aot in sons important 

ways. 

First, our plan sends an c r i t i c a l message to people from the 

very f i r s t day they go on weirare: YOU must work; we expect you 

to work; and we will help you prepare for work so you can stay 

off welfare for good. 

To prepare people to work and support their families, we 

would require those who are employable and who would benefit from 

having more sk i l l s to move into work as quickly as possible by 

engaging in upfront job search, education, and training — and we 

would expeô L states to hold up their end of the bargain. 

Indeed, WR believe that people on welfare ought to sign a 

personal responsibility agre«ment and develop an employability plan. 
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Host of thasi wil l welcome the opportunity to move rapidly to 

work. But for those who refuse to train for work, look for work, 

or accept Work once i t ie Offered, the cone«quencCG are cleart 

Cash assistanoo will first be reduced, then eliminated. 

I 

We a lap believe that people who can work should be treated 

differently from those who oan't. And here is where I draw a 

sharp diatimotion between our approach and the Personal 

Responsibility Act. 

In 1988, congress passed and Ronald Reagan signed the Family 

Support Act, which established the important prinoiplo that 

welfare should be a transitional system leading to work. 

Education and job training were to be required for most job-

ready applicants. 

Unfortjunataly, over one-naif or the casaioad was exemptod, 

and, among those who were not, only twenty percent were required 

to participate. For example, broad exemptions were made for 

women with any child under age three, young jnothers under age 

aixteen, ar̂ d women in the second trimester of pregnancy. 

We believe that these exemptions should be significantly 

narrowftd, but we have suggested exemptions for people with 

disabilittea or for those who need to oare for diaabled children. 
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Temporary deferral* also would be narrowed: twelve month* for 

the birth of a first child, and twelve weeks for the birth of a 

second. 

In addition, under our approach, once people reach their 

time limitB, if they are able to work but oan't find jobs, we 

require them to work for their benefits in temporary suhsidized 

jobs. 

Thie also sends an important message — i t says to people on 

welfare and to their children that work is an expected and 

necessary p^rt of life and one of our society's greatoot values. 

In contrast, in the Personal Responsibility Act, all adults 

simply are cut off from assistance after two to five ycare, even 

if they are. willing to work but can't find jobs, ar* providing 

full-time c^re for disabled children, or are unable to work 

because of disabilities. 

Moreover, this is a lifetime limit: once adults reach their 

limits, evein i f they go to work for many year* and then lose 

their jobs during a recession or due to illness, they cannot get 

aid. 

The second key value in our approach is responsibility. 
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We believe that beoauee every child has two parents, both oC 

then should be required to support their children. 

That's why we have proposed tlie toughest child support 

system ever. Both parents must live up to their responsibilities 

— and child support entoroement is an integral part of welfare 

reform. 

Today, 63 percent ot absent parents contribute no child 

support, and an average parent who receives child support 

receives a total of only $2,995 a year. 

That's just fie flollars a day for a parent who's lucky enough 

to get child support, and nothing at all for the majority of 

single parents and children who've been financially abandoned. 

These are shocking statistics. 

Overall, the potential for child support collections is 

estimated ait 548 billion per year. Yet only $14 billion is 

actually paid, leading to an estimated collection gap of about 

$34 billion. 

We mu*t cioae that gap — and we will. 
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We have propoeed a comprehensive child support strategy to 

help ouetodial parents escape welfare and stay in the workforce. 

I t includes a tougher, more uniform child support 

enforcement system, as well as a stronger requirement for 

paternity establishment. 

We also would impose tough new penalties for those who 

refuse to p^y: wage withholding, suspension of drivore' and 
i 

professional licenses, and even property seizure. 

In stark contrast, the Personal Responsibility Aot includes 

few child support enforcement provisions and could actually 

reduce resojarces for enforcement by capping funding for child 

support enforcement and other low-inooniB programs. 

The Family Reinforcement Act does include some minor changes 

in the rules governing Interstate enforcement prooeaooe, but, by 

themselves, these changes would do l i t t l e to increase 

collections. 

We must do much more. That is why child support enforcement 

is a central part of the President's approach. Governments don't 

raise children, parents do. 
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Moreover, attempting to implement welfare reform without 

etrengthening child support enforcement sends the wrong meeaage: 

I t eay^ that the non-custodial parent who is one-half 

responsible for th* birth of a child does not have any 

responsibility for supporting that child. 

in addition, our approach would deny AFDC benefits to the 

mother only after the state has determined that eho wee not 

willing to identify the father. 

Once the state determinsti that the mother hae identified the 

father, thep the responsibility properly rests with the state to 

establish paternity. We give the state one year to establish 

paternity or face penalties. 

The Personal Responsibility Act denies benefits for any 

child for Whom paternity has not been establiahed — whether or 

not the mother has identified the father, whether or not the 

state has made a serious effort to locate the father, and 

regardles* of how long ago the child was born. 

One of the most basic ways to reinforce responsibility is to 

hold the riqnt person accountable: 
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What sense does i t make to hold children accountable vhan, 

in fact, thqir mother has cooperated and the state has not done 

its part to establish paternity? 

I hope we can work together to address this issue. 

in our approach to welfare reform, we expect individual 

responsibility, but we also demand responsibility and 

accountability from government. That's why our approach requires 

states to wprk with the federal government in implementing new 

state-of-th^-art anti-fraud measures. 

These new systems are designed to detect and prevent many 

types of fraud and abuse, such as unreported employment and 

earnings, misrepresentation of Uie numbere of ohildron in a 

family, and' duplicate receipt of welfare, food stamps, 

unemployment compensation, and other government benefits. 

These new systems also will help to locate absent parents 

who are no* paying their child support. 

The Personal Responsibility Act does not create any of these 

systems; in fact, it reduces funding for anti-fraud efforts. 

i 

The final bedrock value in our approach to welfare reform is 

the importance of reaching the next generation. 
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By thats, va nean putting into place preventive measureB to 

break the cycle of dependency and ensure that future generations 

don't pick Hp vhere their paronto left off. 

A key ô doing that ie taking a strong stand against teen 

pregnancy. 

We recognise that welfare dependency could be significantly 

reduced i f young people delayed ohildboaring until both parents 

were ready ind able to assume the responsibility of supporting 

and raising children. 

That's why our approach requires that a minor parent live at 

home, identify her child's father, and stay in school to get 

benefits. 

Our plan of time limits and work requirements sends a strong 

message to young people that welfare will never be the same. 

From now on, welfare will be a second chance, not a way of life. 

But we strongly dieagroo with the approach tak«n in the 

Personal Responsibility Act, which would be to deny benefits to 

children bo)rn to mothers under age 18 — whether or not their 

parents are able to work, and whether or not they're properly 

caring for their young children. 
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Ironically, under the Personal Responsibility Act, those 

mothers oan receive aid for themselves and additional children ix 

the children ar* born after the mother* turn 18 (or 21 at state 

option). 

Th* question we have to ask ourselves io what would happen 

to th* hundreds of thousands of children who would be denied aid 

by this provision — and the millions more who could ultimately 

be denied assistance because of other eootione of tho Personal 

Responsibility Act. 

The Personal Responsibility Act cuggcots sending them to 

orphanages. ; We are convinced that this proposal is both wrong 

and unworkable. 

I t will divide families when we should be strengthening 

them. I t will let teen fathers off the hook when w* ought to be 

holding them accountable. And i t oould lead to more poverty, 

more spending, and more bureaucracy at a time when we desperately 

need less. 

According to the Child Welfare League of America, the 

average annual cost per recipient of orphanage care is $36,500 

per child. We estimate that the federal AFDC savings from the 

Personal Responsibility Act returned to the states could fund 
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fewer than 9,000 orphanage slots for the entire country — u l l 

fi f t y statesI 

Even i f we add in a l l state and f&derai dollars ror AFDC 

recipients on AFDC, Food Stanps, Wlc, the school lunoh program, 

and housing aid, the average benefit por recipient amounts to 

only about $3,300 per year. The Personal Responsibility Aot 

returns far less than that. 

So, what wi l l happen to the other children? 

Of eouiree, we're not suggesting that a l l of them wi l l wind 

up in orphanages. 

In fact, some parents will move on to llvos in tha 

mainstream. 

But, for thoee who cannot do so, there aro eevaral things 

that could happen. 

Fir s t , states could pick up the b i l l for orphanages at 

$36,500 per child ... 

... potentially o hugo ooet shift to states. 
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States could try to expand tha already strapped coster care 

systea — but foster car* costs $10,950 per child per year and i s 

four times tha ooet of oaring for a child in the AFDC program. 

Or, govlernors and citizens could hop* and pray that private 

charitiea or the children's othor rolativoe rise to meet tho 

demand. 

Wo don't boliovc that's right or re a l i s t i c . 

The solution to welfare i s not to make children go to 

orphanagoo, it'o to make their paronto go to work. 

We must take bold steps to tackle the problem of teenage 

pregnancy -- but that does not moan that wo should give up on 

teenage parents. 

To bo qligiblo for cupport, wo must ineiot that they stay in 

school, live at home, and prepare for work. 

Wo know that thcro aro abstinonoo-basod programc that are 

working in qommunities a l l over this country. 

We must givo moro of thoco programe a ohanoo to euoceed. 
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All of us must be part of a national effort against teen 

pregnancy, and make i t clear that a young person should not get 

pregnant or father a child i f both parties are not prepared to 

take responsiibility for that child's future. 

Teenagers must be discouraged from having children, but i f 

they do, they must also get the help they need to become good 

providers and role models. 

That is to say, welfare reform must strengthen families, not 

weaken them. 

It should help young mothers and their ohildren escape 

welfare, not support long-term dependency. 

That is why the President's approach would require work, not 

encourage orphanages; put a two-year time limit on welfare 

benefits end thon insist that recipients go to work/ devote more 

resources to ohild support enforcement — not less; and mount a 

new effort to fight welfare fraud. 

The American people deserve a government that honors their 

values, spends their money wisely, and rewards people who work 

hard and play by the rulee. 
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we stand ready to work witn this committee and this congress 

to majce tnesja values the centerpiece of welfare reform. 

I am hopeful that as these Issues are debated we remain 

committed to seeking bipartisan solutions through an open 

dialogue that will benefit a l l Amoricano. 

Kr. Chairman, as we join forces to move people from welfare 

to work, we will nood to addrcoa the bureaucrat io absurdity and 

human tragedy of "welfare lock," which occurs when people who 

want to work go on welfare or stay on welfare because they do not 

have health insuranoe and theroforo need tho ©crvioes provided by 

our Medicaid program. 

The way to address thie tragedy ic to make oure that oil 

working families have access to affordable private health 

insurance. 

This will require some reform of our health care system, 

which is another area where this Administration has taken up the 

people's call for change. 

Health Care Rsfô -p 

while we are disappointed that we could not achieve broad-

based agreement on a health reform initiative in the 103rd 
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Congrecc, th^ro oan be no disagreement on the Taut that -we s t i l l 

faeo the enormous problems of increasing health oare costs and 

decreasing coverage. 

The Administration remains firmly committed to providing 

insurance coverage for every American and ro containing health 

earn costs for families, businesses, and Federal, State, and 

local governments. 

AS the President has said, in this session of Congress, ve 

oan and should take steps toward achieving these goals. 

We can ^ass legislation that addresses the unfairness in the 

insurance market, makes coverage more affordable for working 

families and children, assures that the populations Aerved by 

Medicare and Medicaid are protected, reduces the long-tern 

Federal deficit, and strengthens tools available to combat health 

care fraud, Waste, and abuse. 

We stand ready to work with the 104th Congress in 

confronting these challenges on a biparti Ran hanin. 

Long-Term Care 

Another health challenge we must face is long-term care. 
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On long-t*rn oare, we continue-to endorse assistance to 

states to develop homa and couimunity-based care systems that 

support people with <i\Bebilitlec, regardless ot age, condition, 

or income; 

that strengthen families' abilities to care for their 

disabled family members; 

and that allow flexibility so that states and oommunities 

oan tailor services to their specific needs. 

Such support is an essential component to assuring the 

availability of services for people with disabilities throughout 

our country. 

Alongside promotion of home- and community-based care, we 

support changes in the tax code that would give long-term care 

insurance (and fi«rv1rm«) the same preferred tax status as 

standard health insurance, provided that insurance policies meet 

certain consumer protection standards. 

While we agree with the notion of extending preferred tax 

treatment to long-term care insurance, we feel strongly that 

insurance should include information and be marketed in ways that 

help seniors (understand the benefits and limitations of insurance 

policies. 
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Vm also agree with the notion-of helping caregivers, but the 

tax oradite proposed in the contract may not be the best vay to 

target 1imltod racourcaa to carogIvors and families in need. Wo 

nay be better able to help caregivers and people with 

disab i l i t i e s with grants to states for services tailored to 

community ne^ds. We loojc forward to working with you on thie. 

Balanced Budyat Amendment 

All of the policy issues I have discussed today would be 

profoundly affected by the provision in the Contract with America 

that would require a l l federal budgets to be balanced in the year 

2002 and afterwards. 

Let me be clear: while we support the goal of a balanced 

budget, the proposal that i s included in the Contract would 

require an unprecedented level of reductions in our programs — 

including Mm}icare, Medicaid, SSI, Head Start, and NIH research. 

This i s because a l l of the savings likely vould have to come 

from the domestic spending side of the federal budget. 

I f Social Security i s protected as some have promised, and 

defense rsduqtionn and tax increases are not on the table, a l l 

other domestic spending programs, including those at HHS, vould 
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nave to be reouoed ny 2a percent, -such reductions vould drive 

millions more families into poverty. 

Analyses conducted tor my Department by the urban institute 

suggest that even a 20 percent cut in our programs vould reduce 

incomes for over seventeen million individuals and familioe and 

result in 3.7 million additional people being on the poverty 

rolls. 

We should not forget that our Department also has 

responsibility to ensure the safety and health of all Americans 

through the work of critical HHS agencies charged with protecting 

the public health. The cuts that could bs required under the 

Contract proposal for a balanced budget could seriously 

jeopardize our capability to meet these obligations. 

Conclusion 

Mr. Chairman, we in the Administration look forward to 

working closely with you and your colleagues in the new Congress. 

We s t i l i have a big job ahead of us as we work to improve 

health oare for the American people by promoting health insurance 

security and containing costs. 
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And, in welfare, we must work tugether to put in place a 

syetera that moves people from welfare to work, that protects 

chlldrsn, t-.ĥ r. rewards people who work hard and play by the 

rules, and that holds parents accountable. 

i believe that we havft a rare opportunity — on waif am and 

many other issues — to move this country forward, to help a l l 

Americans, to renew our people's faith in government. 

Just as i t ' s time to end welfare as we know i t , we also must 

end politics as ve know i t . 

We're ready to s i t down and work with this Committee, this 

Congress, elected officials across the country, and the American 

people to get the job done. Thank you. 
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on welfare becauia they do not have health Insuranoe and 

therefore need the services provided by our Medicaid progran. 

The way to address this tragedy is to nake oure that a l l 

working families have access to affordable private health 

insurance. 

This will require reform of our health care system, which i t 

anothsr area where thie Administration has taken up the people's 

nail for ohango. 

Htwlth Car* Rafgra 

While we are disappointed that we could not achieve broad-

based agreement on a health reform initiative in the 103rd 

congress, there can be no disagreement on the fact that wo a t i l l 

face the enormous problems of increasing health cara costs and 

dtcrQftsing coverage. 

Tha Adminietration remains firmly commitlsd to providing 

irsurance coverage for every American and to containing health 

care costs for fomiliea, businesses, and fefleral, State, and 

local governments. 

As the President has said, in this session of Congress, we 

oan and should take steps toward achieving these goals. 
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W* can paos lagialation that /certeccft the unfairnoos tn the 

insurance market, makes eovarage more affordable for working 

families and children, assures that the populations served by 

Medicare and Miflicaict are protected, and reduces the long-term 

Federal deficit. 

ws stand ready to work with the 104th congress in 

confronting theee ahallenges on a bipartisan basis. 

Lana-Tartn Care 

Another health chailenga we must face is long-term cars. 

on long-term care, we continue to endorse assistance to 

States to devfilop hone and oommunity-basud care systems that, 

support people with substantial disabilities, regardless of age 

or condition; 

that strengthen famlliss' abilitis* to oare for their 

disabled family members; 

and that allow flexibility oo that states and communities 

can tailor services to their specific needs. 

Such support ie eeccntial to aaeuriny the availability Of 

services for people with disabilities throughout our country. 
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Xlon^ide promotion of horn*- ".nd concnunity-baeed car*, we 

•upport ohangoa in th. tax code that would giv* long-term care 

inauranoc (and .ervic.s) the sane preferred tax statue aa 

ewndara ne.xth insurance, provided that insuranoe policiea 

include minimal conaumer protection. 

While vs agree with the notion of extending preferred tax 

treatment ta long-term care in.urance, ve feel strongly that 

insurance should include information and be marReted m way. that 

help seniors understand the benefits and limitations of insurance 
p o l i c i e 8- nni w 1̂' mi ^ ir 

Ve also agree with the notion of/helping caregivers, but the '^''^ 

tax credits proposed in the ContractLseh-too^ai^pp!, wiLU r " 0 « ' M k 

t c ^ e ^ d e l W w a p ^ t t s r h o l p caregiver, and people with ( a ' 

disabUiti.e with grants to .tates for servlcsB tailored to 

ftotrimunity needo. Wc Ip^ fa v . u H \ b wĉ ,,,̂  w., y a / 

On I HiS • 

Balanced Budcat agnnflmBnt 

All of ths policy issues T have discussed today would be 

profoundly affected by the provision in the Contract with America 

that would require all federal budgets to be balanced i n the year 

2002 and afterward*. 
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Lmt ne be clear: while ve support the goal of a calanced 

budget, the propoaal that ie included in tho Contract vould 

require an unprecedented level of reductions in our programs — 

ineluding Medioarc, Medicaid, SSI, Head Start, and NIH research. 

This is because all of the savings vould have to come from 

the domestic spending side or the federal budget. 

If Social security is protected as some have promised, and 

defense reductions and tax increases are not on the table, all 

other domestic spending programs, including those at HHS, would 

have to be reduced by 23 percent. Such reductions would drive 

millions more famiUes into poverty. 

Analyses conductad for my Department by the urban Institute 

suggest that even a 20 percent out of our programs would reduce 

incomes for over seventeen million individuals and families and 

result in 3.? million additional people being on the poverty 

rolee. 

We should not forget that our Department also has 

responsibility to protect the safety and health of all Amerioano 

through tha worX Of th* National In«titute« of Haalth, the Food 

and Drug Administration, and the Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention. The cuts that enuld be required under the Contract 



ID:202-395-6H8 JBN 05'95 4:18 No.OU4 r.« 

23 

proposal for a balanced budget vould not allow ua to neet these 

obligations. 

cpnclupipn 

These cuts vould also shift costs dramatically to our 

States. 

Let me assure you, we have Isamsd a great deal by working 

with statee on both health reforn and welfare reform. 

States have made it clear that they need and want 

flexibility in designing local solutions to local probleme, but 

they also want th* federal government to play a role in setting 

broad goals, anauring accountability, and protecting them from 

cost-shifting. 

In haalth care, the federal government should do all it can 

to/expand oovcragef-anH rn.nt.rofr costs. 
A 

In welfare, the federal government should put in place & 

system that movss people from welfare to work, that protects 

ohildren, that rewards people wno work hard and play by the 

rules, and that holds parents accountable. 
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The President has invited governore and othero to join him 

in a velCare working session later this month. 

I balitvw that we hkv* a i-ei-» opportuuiLy — on welfare and 

many other issues — to move this country forward, to halp a l l 

Americans, to ranbw our people's faith in government. 

Just as it's time to end welfare as we know i t , we also must 

end politica as ve know i t . 

We're ready to sit down and work vith this Committee, this 

Congress, elected officiale aeross the country, and the American 

people to get the job done. Thank you. 


