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Thank you very much, Carolyn, for that warm introduction. And thank you, 

ladies and gentlemen, for the wonderful welcome you have given me. I'm glad to 
be here on t h i s podium with a l l your o f f i c e r s , including Mayor Lashutka of 
Columbus. Did I pronounce that right? Close? Lashutka. 

I jus t had the Nebraska f o o t b a l l team over at the White House, and so I had a 
l o t of practice pronouncing names th i s morning. [Laughter] The Nebraska 
f o o t b a l l team are so big, that's the only group of people i n America I could 
stand with and look l i k e the resident b a l l e t dancer. [Laughter] 

Mayor James, i t ' s good to see you here, and a l l the other mayors who are 
here, and a l l of the other representatives of the c i t i e s and towns of our 
country. 

I l i k e to come here and meet with you because you deal with people at the 
level where you can have the greater contact with them. When I was Governor, 
nothing was more important tome than actually being able to spend a l o t of time 
with the citizens at the grassroots community level who were interested i n 
solving the problems of people. And I've always said that one of the things I 
l i k e most about the job I used to have and one of the things I l i k e least about 
the job I have r i g h t now is that the closer you get to the people, the less 
p o l i t i c a l the work i s , and the closer you get to Washington, the more p o l i t i c a l 
i t becomes. 

The most f r u s t r a t i n g thing about being President i s that I don't get enought 
time to speak with ordinary Americans i n terms that they can understand about 
what we're t r y i n g to do up here. Although I must say, when I was driving up 
here today, I thought, these local o f f i c i a l s may be out of touch, too. This i s 
the most beautiful day we've had in Washington i n 6 months, and here you are 
li s t e n i n g to a p o l i t i c i a n inside. [Laughter] I don't know. 

You have the opportunity to see people struggling to keep the American dream 
alive everyday. And when you think of these issues, i t must stun you at times 
what you hear i n the news about what's going on up here, when i t seems too 
rh e t o r i c a l . Because I know when you think of these issues you know a name, you 
see a face, you know a l i f e story. That gives meanings to the problems that we 
are dealing with. And I think Washington has suffered grievously from losing 
that connection, losing that touch with the people who sent us here, and t r y i n g 
to communicate with people from such a long way away over the mass media through 
so many millions of c o n f l i c t i n g messages with high levels of rhetoric. 
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I want to t r y to move back from that today and just to speak frankly about 
the choices that we face here and the choices that you face i n doing your job 
and how we both can make the r i g h t decisions. As we stand on the edge of a 
new century and a new millennium, I think there are two great tasks facing 
America and our generation. 

The f i r s t i s to make sure that we enter the next century with the American 
dream alive and well for a l l of our people, for the middle class whose interests 
are so often forgotten, for those who are struggling to make i t i n the global 
economy, for a l l the poor people in t h i s country who are working hard to play by 
the rules and to l i v e up to t h e i r God-given capacity. 

The second thing we have to do i s to make sure we enter the next century 
making sure that America is s t i l l the strongest country on Earth, s t i l l the 
greatest force i n the world for freedom and democracy and opportunity. There 
are two great threats to t h i s endeavor. One is the stagnation of middle class 
economics. The other is the erosion of mainstream values. 

And the t h i r d thing that I want to ta l k to you about i s the fact that the 
Government has often made these problems worse, not better, i n the last several 
years. so we have to ask ourselves, what can we do to restore middle class 
economics, the opportunity part of the American dream? And what can we do to 
restore mainstream values, the resp o n s i b i l i t y part of the American dream? And 
what kind of Government changes do we need here to make sure we're good partners 
with the American people where you l i v e and work? 

For the last 2 0 years, most people have worked the same hours or even longer 
hours, for the same or even lower wages. There is a new class of permanently 
poor people, mostly your women and th e i r small children, and they're growing. 
And the anxieties of people are pronounced, economically. Even i n t h i s time of 
economic recovery, people worry about downsizing everywhere and whether they 
r e a l l y count i n the workplace anymore. And there is a huge inequality growing 
among our workers, where those with good educations and those capable of 
learning new s k i l l s tend to get good jobs with growing incomes and those without 
tend to be stuck i n a rut forever. 

We have a l l t h i s good news. We had - - i n 1993, we haven't gotten the '94 
figures yet -- i n '93 we had the largest number of new businesses started i n the 
United States of America i n any year in our history, and that's something to be 
proud of. But we also see people struggling just to hold on and to maintain 
t h e i r l i f e s t y l e , even thought i n many families both the husband and the wife are 
working and have less and less time to spend with t h e i r children. 

On the social fro n t , the values we a l l cherish, work and family and 
community, are threathened as crime and violence and drug use rises a l l across 
America. And even when i t f a l l s i t ' s s t i l l to high. The rate of children that 
are born out of wedlock continues to go up. Our social problems, i n many ways, 
seem more profound today than they have i n a long time. 

And you see the tra d i t i o n s of breakdown i n family, community, rooted i n a 
loss of allegiance to these mainstream values and a lack of opportunity. This 
is a dangerous erosion of the things that made America great and kept us strong 
for over 200 years. 
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We are now i n the midst of a great debate here i n Washington about what we 
ought to do about t h i s . How can we make the good things more present and how 
can we reduce the ad things i n America? How can we do the things we need to do 
to keep the American dream alive and keep our country strong? How we answer 
these questions w i l l say an awful l o t about what kind of people we're going to 
be and what kind of country we're going to pass onto our children i n the 21st 
century. 

There is on one side of the debate, on the extreme, the old and now 
discredited Washington view that a big, bureaucratic, o n e - s i z e - f i t s - a l l 
Government can provide big solutions to a l l America's big problems and maybe to 
some of America's not so big problems. 

The other extreme i s the view of the Republican contract, that Government i s 
the source of a l l the problems, and i f we could just get r i d of i t completely or 
at least reduce the Federal Government's spending role, every problem i n America 
would miraculously solve i t s e l f . 

I have a d i f f e r e n t view, and i t ' s probably rooted i n the fact that I didn't 
l i v e and work here u n t i l 2 years ago. My view is rooted i n the fact that my 
experiences as Governor of a small State are much more l i k e ours than they are 
l i k e most of the people who make most of the decisions i n t h i s community. I 
think we have to chart a course between and beyond the old way of big Government 
and the new rage of no Government. 

No great country can survive without National Government that i n the 
information age i s more lim i t e d but i s s t i l l strong and ef f e c t i v e . We do have, 
after a l l , common problems as people. We have common opportunities. And these 
require a common response. We need the Government, i n short, to be a partner 
with people i n t h e i r private lives as citizens, a partner with State and local 
government, a partner with a l l of us. 

I believe i n a Government that promotes opportunity and demands 
res p o n s i b i l i t y , that deals with middle class economics and mainstream values, a 
Government that i s d i f f e r e n t r a d i c a l l y from the one we have known here over the 
last 30 to 40 years but that s t i l l understands i t has a role to play i n order 
for us to b u i l d strong communities that are the bedrock of t h i s Nation. That's 
what the New Covenant I t a l k about a l l the time i s r e a l l y a l l about, more 
opportunity and more responsibility. 

Our job is to work together to grow the middle class, to shrink the under 
class, to expand opportunity and to shrink bureaucracy, to empower people to 
make the most of t h e i r own li v e s . We can't give any guarantees i n t h i s rapidly 
changing world, but we can give people the capacity to do for themselves. And 
we must do that; a l l of us must do i t . 

And f i n a l l y we have to work to enhance security on our own streets and around 
the world. I believe, i n short that the role of t h i s Government is to be a 
partner i n the f i g h t for the future, not a savior -- i t can't be that -- but not 
a spectator on the sidelines either. We've t r i e d that, and i t didn't work out 
very well. 

We must face the fact that we l i v e i n a certain h i s t o r i c a l period i n which 
the economy is global, the information age means that the basis of most wealth 
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i n the future w i l l be knowledge, and that we can be far more decentralized and 
f l e x i b l e than we ever have been before. No one w i l l ever again have to r e l y on 
a distant bureaucracy to solve every problem i n today's rapidly changing 
environment. 

We have to focus on equipping people with the resources they need to tackle 
t h e i r own problems and to give people the responsibility to determine how best 
to do that. We have to send more and more decisions back, not only to State and 
local government but to citizens themselves. 

We must cut spending. We must cut Government. But I believe we must also 
invest more i n jobs, incomes, technology, education and t r a i n i n g . That's what 
w i l l make us wealthy. 

I ran f o r President because I f e l t these challenges were not being met, 
because I f e l t that there was no economic strategy for putting our people f i r s t . 
We had 12 years of trickle-down economics i n which the d e f i c i t quadrupled and 
our future was mortgaged. But we didn't invest i n our people or our economy. 
We had both less opportunity and less responsibility. In Washington a l l I ever 
heard was the blame game. And i t often reminded me of -- I f e l t often when I 
was out there i n the country l i k e you, l i k e people must feel i n a ju r y box, you 
know when two lawyers get i n an argument with a judge over what they can say or 
not? A l l the j u r y wants to know is who did i t . [Laughter] 

And the American people, what they want to know i s , what are we going to do? 
And are we going to do? And so I ran for th i s job because I was t i r e d of a 
system i n which both middle class economics and mainstream values were 
suffering. And the Government was doing well by special interest but not the 
public i n t e r e s t . I f e l t very strongly that we had to do something to stop the 
conditions i n which most Americans were l i v i n g , where people were working harder 
and harder and harder for less and less and less security. And I s t i l l believe 
that's what we ought to be about. 

Now, we have begun to change a l l that. We have begun to change a l l that. 
And i t required some prett y tough decisions, some of them were unpopular. Some 
of the people who made those unpopular decisions lost t h e i r seats i n Congress 
last year, because people were t o l d for years and years and years they could 
have a free lunch, that there were no tough decisions to be made. 

Everything here operated at the level of rhetoric. We got down to business. 
They talked about cutting the d e f i c i t . We did, by $ 600 b i l l i o n . And we did i t 
with over a quarter of a t r i l l i o n dollars i n spending cuts, with income tax 
increases on the wealthiest 1.2 percent of our people, with d i s c i p l i n e -- not by 
the way, because I think that's good thing to do but because they were the ones 
best able to pay. And those were the people who were benefiting most 
economically from the economy. 

And at the same, we were cutting 300 domestic programs. We were also 
providing tax r e l i e f for 15 m i l l i o n working families who were working at or near 
the poverty l i n e to make sure that nobody who works 40 hours a week with 
children i n t h e i r home should ever l i v e i n poverty. I t ' s the biggest incentive 
to stay o f f welfare to know that i f you work hard and you raise your kids, 
you're going to be able to make a l i v i n g wage. These are the things that we 
worked on. 
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Now, we eliminated or consolidated or cut about 300 programs. And i n t h i s 
new budget that I've got -- we'll t a l k more about that i n a minute --we propose 
to eliminate or consolidate 400 more. We reduced the size of the Federal work 
force i n 2 years by over 100,000. And i f no new laws pass -- [applause] --
thank you. I f no new laws pass, the work force w i l l be reduced over a 6-year 
period to i t s smallest size since John Kennedy was President. I t w i l l be 
272,000 fewer people working here than on the day I was inaugurated President. 
I'm proud of that. 

We have shi f t e d power away from Washington to more re s p o n s i b i l i t y for States 
and counties and c i t i e s and towns. The Vice President has lead our reinventing 
Government i n i t i a t i v e , which has already saved the taxpayers $ 63 b i l l i o n and 
w i l l save more. We've already cut regulations i n banking and intrastate 
trucking and many other areas that make i t now easier for businesses to create 
jobs and create opportunities. And we must do more, and we w i l l . We've worked 
too hard to t r y to make i t easier for you to do your jobs and to improve the 
lives of the people that we both serve. 

Now, we've done a l o t of other things, as well, that often get lost i n the 
smoke around here. We passed the family leave law after 6 years of arguing 

Mi)tnmi£dii'x\ about i t . We passed the crime b i l l after 6 years of arguing about i t . We 
^ ^expanded Head Start and provided for the immunization of a l l children under 2 by 

1996. And we made lower cost, better repayment college loans available to 20 
m i l l i o n young Americans so more people could go to college. We were busy around 
here i n the last 2 years. 

And along the way we were able to pass two major trade agreements, resolve 
major trade disputes with China and other countries, and expand trade by more 
than at any time i n a generation. Very important when you consider the fact 
that low-cost goods from other countries come into our open markets i f we have 
no trade agreements, but the trade agreements open markets for high value-added 
American goods and American services and American jobs a l l around the world. 

I say t h i s to point out how much di f f e r e n t i t i s where you l i v e than where we 
l i v e . I f you had done that, your voters would know i t , right? [Laughter] An 
a l l the nay-sayers said, "Oh, i f they put t h i s economic plan i n , i t ' l l be the 
worst thing that ever happened to the country. The economy w i l l collapse 
immediately. Everything w i l l be t e r r i b l e . " Now they're a l l going to New 
Hampshire and giving the same speech a l l over again. [Laughter] I heard i t for 
2 years. 

You know, since no country has permanent growth, i f they keep predicting a 
recession, eventually we'll get around to i t . [Laughter] They said, "Oh, th i s 
is a t e r r i b l e thing -- i f they pass t h i s progrm, oh, i t ' s t e r r i b l e . The economy 
w i l l j u s t -- i t ' l l be t e r r i b l e . " 

Well, what's happened i n the last 2 years? We've got the lowest combined 
rate of unemployment and i n f l a t i o n i n 25 years because we took i t on. Over 6.1 
m i l l i o n Americans have new jobs i n the last 2 years. That is a good beginning. 

Now, having said a l l that, le t ' s face the facts. You l i v e with these folks, 
and you know as well as I do, there are s t i l l profound problems out there. Most 
people s t i l l have not gotten a raise. Every year more and more people lose 
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t h e i r health insurance even though they're i n the work force. This i s the only 
advanced country i n the world that has a smaller percentage of people i n the 
work force covered by health insurance i n 1995 than i t had i n 1985. No other 
country can say that. 

And we know these other problems are s t i l l with us. Half of a l l Americans 
are l i v i n g on less money than they had 15 years ago. So we now have to focus 
not only on creating jobs but raising incomes and improving the security of 
working l i f e and family l i f e when people do the r i g h t thing. I f we're going to 
strengthen the middle class and shrink the under class, we have got to do those 
things which w i l l enable people to r e a l l y feel the American dream. We've got to 
begin by equipping people with the s k i l l s they need to compete i n today's 
economy. Even as we cut yesterday's Government, we must invest more i n the 
education and t r a i n i n g of our people. We must. We must. 

We have t r i e d to approach that work as the partner of people at the local 
l e v e l . Most folks around here think last year was the best year for education 
l e g i s l a t i o n passing through Congress i n 30 years as we expanded Head Start and 
provided more funds for apprenticeships for young people who don't go onto 
college and made those college loans more affordable and wrote into Federal law 
the Goals 2000, the world-class standards for our schools. 

But we changed the way we were making education law i n Washington p r e t t y 
dramatically. We didn't neglect our res p o n s i b i l i t i e s to help create educational 
opportunity, but we didn't presume to t e l l the people at the grassroots level 
how to meet the standards as the Government had done so much i n the past. 
Instead, we gave to local educators and to parents the power to decide how to 
meet global standards of excellence. 

We said, here are some things that have to be done to improve our children's 
education. Here are things we'd l i k e to do to help you do i t . But you decide 
how to do i t . In many ways, in dealing more d i r e c t l y with c i t y government, our 
empowerment zones and enterprise communities are the embodiment of that kind of 
approach: to create opportunity, to shrink bureaucracy, to demand more 
res p o n s i b i l i t y , and then l e t you decide what you want to do with i t and how you 
can best create jobs and opportunities. 

We said to distressed communities, give us a comprehensive plan to create 
jobs, to r e v i t a l i z e neighborhoods, to bring the community together, to involve 
the private sector. Find the solutions together. The opportunity you get w i l l 
be some cash money and tax incentives to encourage investment and resources to 
deal with other problems, l i k e transportation or safety. And we'll cut the 
redtape so you can apply those resources as you see f i t . This i s a partnership 
between government, the private sector, and communities to encourage investment, 
to create jobs i n places where too many people have been l e f t completely behind. 

I f you think about i t , our country has had major i n i t i a t i v e s i n the last 
several years to invest i n Latin America, to invest i n the Caribbean, to invest 
i n a l l d i f f e r e n t kinds of places. They're fi n e . But t h i s is the f i r s t major 
i n i t i a t i v e we've had to to get people to invest i n America, to create jobs and 
markets and our best opportunities. 

And by the way, I hope that before t h i s session is over, we w i l l see an 
expansion of that program, not a contraction of i t , one that is paid for, one 
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that is funded, but we ought to work to expand i t , to involve more communities. 
We had hundreds of communities wanting to be involved i n i t who had good 
proposals that could not be funded. 

We have to recognize that i f we want people to l i v e by the work ethic, there 
must be work for them to do. That also is something we should remember as we 
deal with the next issue that is coming in t h i s session of Congress that affects 
some of you more than others, depending on how the system operates i n your 
State, but a l l of you i n some ways, and that i s , how are we going to f i x the 
welfare systems? I believe we should offer more opportunity i n the form of 
education and work to people on welfare and then i n s i s t on more re s p o n s i b i l i t y , 
requiring work aft e r 2 years, tougher c h i l d support enforcement, responsible 
parenting. I've been working on th i s issue -- [applause] -- I've been working 
on t h i s issue for 15 years now, and I know that Washington doesn't have a l l the 
answers and neither does anybody else, or we'd have solved i t by now. 

But we have done our best here to give more and more and more authority to 
conduct sweeping welfare reform e f f o r t s to the States. We have given 25 States 
waivers from the Federal rules and regulations to pursue welfare reform. Today 
we w i l l give a waiver to Oklahoma, the 26th State to pursue a welfare reform 
proposal. That i s more combined s h i f t of power from the Federal Government to 
the States than occurred under my two predecessors, combined. I believe i n 
t h i s . I believe i n t h i s . 

I know that the Government shouldn't dictate a l l the rules from Washington. 
On the other hand, I don't think we should give States welfare money without any 
standards at a l l . We do have a national interest i n promoting work and 
responsible parenting, the reduction of out of wedlock b i r t h s . We have a 
national interest i n doing t h i s . 

Last year, I sent to Congress the most sweeping welfare reform plan ever 
proposed by an administration. I t included the toughest possible c h i l d support 
enforcement. Let me just mention c h i l d support for a minute. Do you know i f we 
collected a l l the money owed i n t h i s country by deadbeat parents, we could move 
800,000 mothers and children o f f the welfare r o l l s immediately, 800,000. 

Now, one of the things that we have reached agreement with the Congress on is 
that i n t h i s area there has to be some national standard setting, because 30 
percent of these cases cross State lines. So even though we want to move 
decision back to the States, when the Governors came to town, they said, "Look, 
we know we've got to have some national action on c h i l d support and enforcement. 
Otherwise we can't ever collect on these orders that cross State lines. Justice 
should not depend solely on geography." 

Reforming welfare i s now a top p r i o r i t y for both parties, and that's good 
news. And we've worked together to f i n d common solutions, and that's good news. 
We s t i l l have our differences. My plan and the one our administration has been 
behind for over a year now sends a clear message to young people. I t says, take 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to turn your l i f e around. Teen fathers must pay c h i l d support. 
Teen mothers should stay at home or in other appropriate settings, and they have 
to stay i n school i f they want to get a check. 

But the Republican plan sends a di f f e r e n t message at some points. I t says, 
for example, i f you make a mistake before you're 18, and you have a baby, you're 
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on your own. No b e n e f i t s f o r teenagers and t h e i r c h i l d r e n who have babies 
before they're 18, u n t i l they t u r n 18, and then i f the States want t o keep them 
out of b e n e f i t s f o r e v e r , t h a t ' s okay. I t h i n k t h a t ' s a mistake. I t h i n k what 
we ought t o be saying t o people i s , "You should not have done t h a t . " You make a 
mistake. We don't want anybody else t o do i t . But we're going t o help you 
succeed as a student and a parent and a worker, and you have t o help y o u r s e l f by 
p l a y i n g by these r u l e s . " I t h i n k t h a t i s a b e t t e r approach. And I t h i n k i t ' s i n 
your i n t e r e s t . 

Look, when people get -- i f we j u s t cut people o f f without p u t t i n g them t o 
work or keeping them i n school, without making sure they have c h i l d care, i f we 
j u s t end a l l t h i s , w e l l , the Federal Government w i l l save a l i t t l e money. And 
you know what w i l l happen, don't you? T h e y ' l l be on your doorstep. They won't 
be p a r t of some Federal s t a t i s t i c , and people say, "Oh, we're not spending money 
on t h a t up here l i k e we used t o . We'll j u s t give you the problem, and you 
f i g u r e out what t o do w i t h i t . " 

Well, my own view i s t h a t j u s t s h i f t i n g the problem i s not enough. Like many 
of the cuts c u r r e n t l y being debated, I t h i n k i t w i l l u l t i m a t e l y be 
counterproductive. I t w i l l cost us more than we w i l l save. The Federal 
Government, the c i t i e s , the States, the taxpayers a l l w i l l pay more down the 
road i f we do something t h a t fundamentally undermines the h e a l t h of our 
c h i l d r e n , the f u t u r e of our c h i l d r e n , and our commitment t o g e t t i n g more 
Americans t o l i v e w i t h the o p p o r t u n i t i e s of middle class economics and the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of mainstream values. That's what I b e l i e v e . 

Now, yes, yes, we do have t o continue t o cut the d e f i c i t . We do have t o 
continue t o save money. My new budget cuts the d e f i c i t another $ 81 b i l l i o n and 
has over $ 140 b i l l i o n i n spending cuts. And I want t o work w i t h the 
Republicans t o do more. We have already reduced the r a t e of h e a l t h care cost 
increases i n the Federal budget over the next 5 years by $ 100 b i l l i o n . We have 
to keep working on the d e f i c i t . 

But we have t o do i t i n the r i g h t way. One of the things t h a t the Republican 
leadership and I agree on i s the l i n e - i t e m veto. We're about t o take up debate 
on the l i n e - i t e m veto i n the Senate. I hope i t w i l l pass q u i c k l y because i t 
w i l l give the President the o p p o r t u n i t y and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t o look at every 
s i n g l e l i n e item i n the budget f o r waste. I t w i l l give us the chance t o cut 
pork without h u r t i n g people. And th a t i s an important d i s t i n c t i o n . 

Let me give you an example of what I mean. Everybody knows we have t o shrink 
the Department of A g r i c u l t u r e . Ross Perot had the best l i n e of any of the 
candidates i n the 1992 e l e c t i o n . I t grieves me t o say t h a t , but he d i d . 
[Laughter] Ross Perot had t h i s great l i n e where he said, "Did you hear about the 
employee at the Department of A g r i c u l t u r e t h a t had t o go see a p s y c h i a t r i s t 
because he l o s t h i s farmer?" [Laughter] And what he meant by t h a t was, of 
course, t h a t the number of farmers was s h r i n k i n g and t h a t technology and the 
modern world had reduced the need f o r some of the size and scope of o r g a n i z a t i o n 
of the A g r i c u l t u r e Department. So we a l l wanted t o do t h a t . Everybody knows 
we've got t o save money. 

One of the reasons I fought so hard f o r t h a t GATT world trade agreement i s so 
we could cut a g r i c u l t u r a l subsidies here without h u r t i n g our farmers i n the 
g l o b a l market. So my budget cuts a g r i c u l t u r a l subsidies, but now our 
competitors have t o cut t h e i r s more t o give our people a f a i r break. 
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I ' l l give you another example. We wanted t o cut the A g r i c u l t u r e Department, 
so we j u s t closed 1,200 o f f i c e s , 1,200. That's a l o t of money. I do not t h i n k 
the way t o cut the A g r i c u l t u r e Department i s t o freeze the school lunch program 
and send i t t o you, which means we're going t o cut school lunches as the p r i c e 
of food goes up and the number of kids goes up. I don't agree w i t h t h a t . 

And you cannot make me believe w i t h a l l the poor kids i n t h i s world today and 
i n t h i s country who show up hungry t o school every day, whose only decent meal 
occurs i n school, you cannot make me believe t h a t we cannot f i n d a way t o 
el i m i n a t e unnecessary spending from the Government budget without c u t t i n g the 
school lunch program. We can, and we w i l l . We w i l l . 

I ' l l give you another example t h a t a f f e c t s a l o t of you here. Some i n 
Congress want t o e l i m i n a t e our community development bank i n i t i a t i v e . Most of 
you probably have never heard of t h a t , but l e t me t e l l you what i t does. I t ' s 
an i n i t i a t i v e t h a t would spend $ 500 m i l l i o n t o e i t h e r e s t a b l i s h or support 
banks t h a t are set up i n economically di s t r e s s e d areas, whose primary purpose i s 
to get lower income people i n high unemployment areas i n t o the f r e e e n t e r p r i s e 
system. 

Now, I found out about t h i s a few years ago when I was i n Chicago, when I had 
a f r i e n d working f o r the South Shore Development Corporation. And we set up a 
community development bank i n Arkansas when I was Governor t h a t operated i n a 
r u r a l area, and i t d i d amazing t h i n g s . People got c r e d i t who could never get 
c r e d i t from any bank before, and they set up businesses, and they s t a r t e d 
working, and they s t a r t e d h i r i n g people. And i t changed l i v e s f o r a l o t of 
people i n these communities. 

So when I ran f o r President, I said here's a good idea t h a t came out of 
grassroots America. We could put a l i t t l e money i n i t and make a l o t of 
d i f f e r e n c e . I t i s estimated t h a t the $ 500 m i l l i o n t h a t we could spend on the 
community development bank i n i t i a t i v e i n your communities a l l over the country 
w i l l generate $ 22 b i l l i o n i n a c t i v i t y i n the f r e e e n t e r p r i s e system i n places 
t h a t have no e n t e r p r i s e today. So I t h i n k i t would be a mistake t o e l i m i n a t e 
i t . That's what I b e l i e v e . 

Believe you me, there's a l o t of Government programs t h a t don't have t h a t 
k i n d of r e t u r n . And keep i n mind, what i s the purpose of the Government? I t ' s 
t o empower people t o make the most of t h e i r own l i v e s , t o enhance t h e i r 
s e c u r i t y , and t o help create o p p o r t u n i t y as a partner. That's what t h i s does. 

I ' l l give you another example of the things t h a t I don't t h i n k should be cut. 
Our n a t i o n a l s ervice p r o j e c t , AmeriCorps, i s a l l about o p p o r t u n i t y and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . A l o t of you have AmeriCorps p r o j e c t s i n your communities. 
Young people get a hel p i n g hand w i t h t h e i r college i n exchange f o r h e l p i n g 
people solve t h e i r problems at the l o c a l community. 

Thousands of young people now are p a r t i c i p a n t s , as partners, as nurses, as 
teachers, working w i t h pastors, working w i t h p o l i c e o f f i c e r s at the grassroots 
l e v e l . They walk p o l i c e beats i n Brooklyn. They b u i l d homes i n Georgia. They 
f i g h t f i r e s i n Idaho. But some people i n the House want t o cut t h i s e f f o r t , t o 
deny 15,000 young people the chance t o p a r t i c i p a t e i n i t . Now I've o f f e r e d 
spending cuts, and I ' l l f i n d some more. But I t h i n k i t i s a mistake t o cut 
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AmeriCorps because i t ' s a good deal. I t gives us better citizens, stronger 
communities, more education for limited money. And i t enables a l o t of people 
to do things i n t h e i r communities that simply would not get done any other way. 

I r o n i c a l l y , one other area where we're having a big difference of opinion i s 
in college loans. There's some i n the Congress who want to severely l i m i t the 
reach of the so-called direct loan program that we started which, believe i t or 
not, lowers the cost of the loans to the students, cuts the time of paperwork 
and bureaucracy to the colleges, and saves money for the taxpayers because we 
get around the middle man. So here's one area where we can do more to send 
people to school for lower cost and actually save money. We've offered millions 
and millions of young people the opportunity to take these loans out and then 
pay them back as a percentage of t h e i r income. 

But I want to emphasize that we've also been more responsible than Government 
was before. When I took o f f i c e i t was costing you as taxpayers, $ 2.8 b i l l i o n a 
year to pay tax money for defaulted loans. We have cut that $ 2.8 b i l l i o n down 
to $ 1 b i l l i o n . We've cut i t by nearly two-thirds and made more loans available 
so people can go to college. That's the approach we ought to be taking. That 
is the way to save money on the program. 

Now, one last thing i n t h i s area that I'm very concerned about, i n the 
education area, and that is that one of the things i n the House l i s t of 
rescissions to cut i s a l l the money for safe and drug-free schools that would go 
to 94 percent of the schools i n t h i s country. And that's very important to me, 
personally. I invested a l o t of time i n f i g h t i n g the problem of drugs when I 
was a Governor. We have worked hard to get more investment to f i g h t drugs i n 
every area i n which we f i g h t i t here, since I've been President. And we see 
disturbing signs that i n parts of our population, among young people, drug use 
is going up again, more casual drug use, young people thinking, after a decade 
of i t going down, that somehow i t ' s maybe not dangerous anymore, for g e t t i n g that 
i t ' s i l l e g a l . And a l o t of our schools are s t i l l not safe because of the root 
problems of drugs and violence. Now thi s money gives schools the a b i l i t y to 
hire police o f f i c e r s , to put up metal detectors, but also to have drug education 
programs, the programs l i k e the D.A.R.E. program that so many of you have had i n 
your schools and others that t r y and help these kids stay o f f drugs. I think i t 
would be a mistake to cut t h i s money out. 

Let me remind you that t h i s money got into the crime b i l l , which you worked 
so hard f o r , because I gave the Congress, for the f i r s t time, a plan to cut the 
size of the Federal Government by 270,000. So we didn't raise any taxes. We 
didn't take any money away from anybody. We shrunk the Government and gave the 
money to the communities of th i s country to f i g h t crime, including the safe and 
drug-free schools money. We should not eliminate that. We should f i g h t for i t , 
not f i g h t to cut i t out. 

As we are t r y i n g , you and I , to make resp o n s i b i l i t y a way of l i f e i n t h i s 
country again, to teach young people the value of work, I think that a l l of us 
are going to have to say, f i r s t of a l l , without regard to our party, we agree 
with that. 

Now that brings me to one other point I want to make beyond education. When 
I was a c h i l d , my mother used to say, "Idle hands are the devil's workshop." 
You're going to have a whole l o t more idle hands t h i s summer i f we cut out those 
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600,000 summer jobs for our young people. And is i t worth i t to deny 1,000 
young people i n L o u i s v i l l e or 1,6 00 young people i n Boston -- I met with a young 
-- the Mayor's Youth Council up there not very long ago, 2,000 i n the San Jose 
area. Is i t worth i t to deny them the chance to work, to be around responsible 
adults, to learn what i t ' s l i k e to sort of show up on time, put a day's work i n , 
how you relate to other people at work? I mean, thi s goes way beyond the l i t t l e 
amount of money you get out of t h i s . 

Now, I have proposed, I w i l l say again, to consolidate 60 programs and 
eliminate 4,000 bureaucrats to save money i n the Housing and Urban Development 
Department, for example. I have proposed to do a l o t of things l i k e that. 

I t o l d you about the Agriculture Department. We're coming with more. Hold 
on,- every week, there w i l l be more. I am not here to defend the way Government 
has operated i n the past i n Washington. But we have to make judgments here. We 
get hired to make judgments and the ri g h t decisions and not to throw out the 
baby with the bath water. 

Take the HUD Department, for example, I'm a l l for -- I'm consolidating 60 
programs. We're getting r i d of 4,000 people. We're phasing the Department 
down. But I don't believe i n the proposed cut to housing assistance that helps 
63,000 families women with small children, low-income senior cit i z e n s . 

What we ought to do is to look at the ri g h t kind of cuts. This whole 
rescission package does some interesting things. We're supposed to be passing 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y back to you, but not undermining your a b i l i t y to do your job. 

I think i t ' s smarter to streamline programs and cut bureaucrats than to put 
families on the street or to leave you to deal with the problem. Many of the 
people w i l l i n g to pass you the buck are ta l k i n g about ending unfair burdens on 
local government. I do want to say t h i s : I think -- and the Speaker probably 
said t h i s e a r l i e r today -- i t looks l i k e we may have an agreement now among a l l 
of the conferees and the administration and everybody on th i s unfunded mandate 
b i l l . I am very strongly i n favor of that. I t is a good thing to do. I t ' s 
something we should do. 

I t i s long since past time to stop imposing those mandates on you without 
paying for them. I spent a decade i n the Governor's o f f i c e i n Arkansas, w r i t i n g 
checks for decisions other people made. Now, I'm excited about that. That b i l l 
j ust passed the House a few weeks ago. I t passed the Senate. I t ' s a good, good 
thing. 

But look at t h i s : The rescission package that's moving through the Congress 
actually cuts o f f funds to help you comply with present Federal requirements, 
including safe drinking water, lead paint, and asbestos removal. So that makes 
them, I guess, not unfunded, but de-funded mandates. [Laughter] So we eliminate 
burdens on the one hand and create new ones on the other. I think that i s an 
error. 

Let me mention just one f i n a l area where we worked closely last year. We 
passed the crime b i l l after the people who were here before just talked about i t 
for 6 years, played p o l i t i c s with i t , and the rhetoric was so ju i c y on both 
sides they could never get around to passing a b i l l . That's what always 
happens, you know? 



Page 14 
Public Papers of the Presidents 

Every one of these issues are tough. I f they were easy, somebody would have 
done them. And you could pick e i t h e r side and say i t i n a way t h a t a m a j o r i t y 
i s f o r you, r i g h t ? I mean, you can. Are you f o r a balanced budget? Yes. Do 
you want t o cut Social Security? No. [Laughter] See what I mean? So both 
sides win, r i g h t ? Meanwhile, you're l i k e the j u r o r s l i s t e n i n g t o the lawyers' 
argument. Well, what's going t o happen? Who d i d i t ? So we've got t o work on 
t h i s . 

But I want t o say t h i s about the crime b i l l . We f i n a l l y d i d t h a t . And what 
we d i d l a r g e l y was what was recommended by law enforcement o f f i c i a l s and 
community leaders around the country: money f o r prevention w i t h a l o t of 
f l e x i b i l i t y f o r people at the l o c a l l e v e l ; tougher punishment, but help f o r 
States t h a t would adopt tougher punishment, t o b u i l d more prisons ; and of 
course, more p o l i c e , 100,000 more p o l i c e on the s t r e e t . 

We d i d t h a t because of two t h i n g s . F i r s t of a l l , the law enforcement people 
said, we need more p o l i c e . They also said they wanted a prevention fund. 
Secondly, we d i d i t because of the evidence of what happens when community 
p o l i c i n g i s p r o p e r l y i n s t i t u t e d i n the c i t i e s of our country. 

From over about the l a s t 30 years, the number of p o l i c e i n our country had 
grown by only about 10 percent, while the v i o l e n t crime r a t e t r i p l e d . C l e a r l y , 
there i s a connection between those two s t a t i s t i c s . And ye t , s t i l l we've seen 
i n place a f t e r place, where more p o l i c e are put on the s t r e e t i n community 
p o l i c i n g modes, the crime r a t e w i l l drop. That's why every major law 
enforcement o r g a n i z a t i o n supported t h a t . 

Now, the congressional b i l l s and the crime b i l l are d i f f e r e n t from the House 
and Senate, but I ask you t o look at the system we have now and the work i t d i d , 
not only t o catch c r i m i n a l s but t o prevent crime. I n New York C i t y , the p o l i c e 
commissioner implemented an aggressive community p o l i c i n g program t h a t helped t o 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y reduce serious crimes l a s t year: auto t h e f t s down 15 percent, 
robberies down 16 percent, murder down 19 percent. Not j u s t i n b i g c i t i e s : The 
mayor of Odessa, Texas, wrote t o t e l l me t h a t i n 1991 and '92, they had a very 
high crime r a t e . Then they implemented community p o l i c i n g , and 3 years l a t e r , 
serious crimes have dropped a t o t a l of 43 percent. Union C i t y , Tennessee, c a l l s 
f o r help from the p o l i c e went down by 30 percent and a r r e s t s went up by 35 
percent w i t h community p o l i c i n g . 

That's why t h i s crime b i l l was a par t n e r s h i p t o help communities w i l l i n g t o 
take the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t o invest i n t h e i r own s e c u r i t y be more secure. An 
op p o r t u n i t y t h a t i s b u r i e d i n redtape can hurt more than i t helps. I don't know 
how many times I've seen l i t t l e towns i n my State have t o h i r e consultants t o 
f i g u r e out how t o get Federal money, and i t cut the margin of b e n e f i t 
d r a m a t i c a l l y . 

What we d i d was t o set t h i s p o l i c e program up so t h a t c i t i e s and counties can 
apply d i r e c t l y t o the Federal Government, using a one-page a p p l i c a t i o n w i t h 
e i g h t questions, awarding p o l i c e resources d i r e c t l y t o you. Now, I t h i n k t h a t ' s 
a p r e t t y good deal. I know one of those b i l l s wants t o add another l a y e r t o 
t h a t . I don't t h i n k t h a t ' s a very good idea, e i t h e r . I t h i n k t h a t we ought t o 
have an o p p o r t u n i t y f o r communities t o apply d i r e c t l y and get the funds d i r e c t l y 
f o r law enforcement. My f e l l o w Governors may disagree w i t h t h a t , but t h a t ' s 
what I t h i n k . 
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Now, i n jus t the last few months since the crime b i l l took effect last f a l l , 
half the police departments i n America have already received authority to hire 
almost 17,000 new police o f f i c e r s . We are ahead of schedule, and we're under 
budget. Some people who c r i t i c i z e our b i l l said that local governments wouldn't 
r e a l l y want i t ; i t was too much of a burden; i t ' s an imposition; they can't 
afford to pay any match. A l l I know i s , we have already received almost 11,000 
applications representing over 60 percent of the police departments i n America. 
Somebody thinks i t ' s a good idea, and I think we ought to stay with i t . 

Here's the bottom l i n e : The crime b i l l now on the books guarantees 100,000 
new police o f f i c e r s . The alternative proposal doesn't guarantee a single one. 
We do give more f l e x i b i l i t y and re s p o n s i b i l i t y to you. Some of t h e i r 
proposals add bureaucracy and cut funds at the same time. So I say to you, i f 
i t ain't broke, don't f i x i t . 

We should never, never close the door to w r i t i n g new laws that w i l l make us 
more secure i n the f i g h t against crime. And i t should never be a partisan issue 
again. I was sick when I got here 2 years ago and I realized they'd been 
fooling around with that crime b i l l for 4 years because each side could figure 
out how to gain r h e t o r i c a l advantage. And small differences obscured large 
agreements. So I want to continue to work on t h i s problem. 

But t h i s police i n i t i a t i v e is a better deal for you and a better deal for the 
American people. And as I have said repeatedly, i f necessary, I w i l l veto any 
e f f o r t to repeal or undermine i t . 

But l e t me say t h i s , what we need is not more vetoes. What we need i s more 
action. What we need i s for people here to behave the way you have to behave or 
you couldn't survive. Half of you come from places so small that i f you made 
people declare t h e i r party every time they walked through the door to see i f 
they got anything done or not, you'd be run out on a r a i l within a week. 
[Laughter] 

So, the veto i s a useful device and an important thing on occasion. But what 
the country r e a l l y needs is action. We need action. We need to remember these 
problems have faces, names, and l i f e h i s t o r i e s . We need to p u l l together. 
We're doing i t on the unfunded mandates. We can do i t on the line-item veto. 
We can do i t on a l l these other areas i f we w i l l exercise simple common sense 
and recognize what our mission i s . We've got to keep the American dream a l i v e : 
middle class economics, mainstream values, jobs, incomes, work, and family. 
We've got to make sure t h i s country stays strong. 

And I'm t e l l i n g you, i t takes action, not just words. You l i v e where the 
action i s . I f you don't do anything else while you're here, give us your energy 
and t e l l us you want action. 

Thank you, and God bless you a l l . 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:02 p.m. at the Washington Hilton Hotel. In his 
remarks, he referred to Carolyn Long Banks, president, National League of 
Cities; Mayor Greg Lashutka of Columbus, OH; and Mayor Sharpe James of Newark, 
NJ. A portion of these remarks could not be v e r i f i e d because the tape was 
incomplete. 
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BODY: 
That may be the best introduction I ever received, and i f I had r e a l l y good 

judgment, I'd just s i t down. [Laughter] Thank you, Ellen Malcolm, Senator 
Mikulski, and Congresswoman Sheila Jackson-Lee, and to the Members of Congress 
who are out i n the audience, my longtime friend Ann Richards. I met Ann 
Richards over 20 years ago. And I think she was l i v i n g i n a place called Lacy 
Lake View. And i t was easy for me to see even then and even by Texas standards, 
she was a l i t t l e b i t larger than l i f e . [Laughter] Humor and empathy, g r i t and 
grace, courage and decency, I respect her, and I envy her. Her jokes are always 
better than mine. [Laughter] And you ' l l a l l remember that she delivered one of 
the best p o l i t i c a l lines ever. I t perfectly captured the mood of America. Do 
you remember? "Pass the Doritos, Marie." [Laughter] Didn't you always want to 
do one of those commercials? I did. [Laughter] 

I'm also indebted to Ann Richards for another reason. She and H i l l a r y went 
out to dinner last night, and by apparent happenstance, Julia Child was eating 
at the same restaurant. So the peopl,, who were running the show decided that 
they should have everything Julia was having, plus whatever they ordered. 
According to my wife, anyway, they had a 10-course, 4-hour meal -- [laughter] --
after which they were wheeled out on gurneys. [Laughter] The good news i s , I 
got home from New York last night about 1:30 a.m., and i t was perfectly easy to 
get H i l l a r y up to t a l k with me. [Laughter] 

I want to say a special word of appreciation to Ellen Malcolm, for her vision 
and her work, her phenomenal energy have played an immeasurable role i n electing 
more women to high public o f f i c e i n t h i s country than would have been 
conceivable before she began her important work. 

I thank her for her r e c i t a t i o n of the work that our administration has done. 
We have t r i e d to involve women at an unprecedented le v e l . I notice when I 
started t h i s administration, people were, even i n some of the great 
establishment newspapers, they were always c r i t i c i z i n g me for t r y i n g to have a 
diverse administration, as i f there were something wrong with i t . Well, I never 
had any quotas, and evidence of that i s , we s t i l l only have only 44 percent of 
my appointees are women, but that's about twice as good as anybody else ever 
did, and I'm proud of that. 

But I have always believed we could achieve excellence with outreach and 
e f f o r t , without quotas, and I always thought we had kind of a stupid quota 
system before. I t was just never stated. There were just some things that 
weren't women's work. Now that's a quota system, and we paid for i t . And our 
country's better o f f now that we're scrapping i t . 
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In the beginning, they used to c r i t i c i z e the j u d i c i a l appointments process. 
But af t e r 2 years, mercy, they looked up, and we'd named more judges i n that 
time period than previous administrations and more women and minorities than the 
three previous Presidents, Democratic and Republican, combined. But the thing 
that was interesting and important to me i s , we had the highest percentage of 
people rated w e l l - q u a l i f i e d by the American Bar Association of any 
administration since they'd been keeping records. 

So, under the leadership of Erskine Bowles, who is now my Deputy Chief of 
Staff, the Small Business Administration increased loans to women businesses by 
over 8 0 percent i n one year. And they did i t without reducing the number of 
loans to white males, and they did i t without making a single unqualified loan. 

We can do t h i s , folks. The old system was the quota system. We need a 
system where everybody i n America has a chance to serve and l i v e up to the 
f u l l e s t of t h e i r God-given a b i l i t i e s . 

Women's health is a t e r r i b l y important issue to me. Ellen talked about i t . 
My grandmother and my mother were working women and nurses. And t h i s morning 
H i l l a r y kicked o f f a new chapter i n our campaign against breast cancer. The 
most important issue i n women's health t h i s week is the need to raise our voices 
i n support of Dr. Henry Foster to be our Surgeon General. 

He is a good man. He is a good doctor. He has spent his entire l i f e 
d elivering babies, bringing health care to people who wouldn't otherwise have 
i t , t r a i n i n g doctors to go out and help give health care to people who otherwise 
wouldn't have i t , and spearheading a nationally televised -- nationally 
recognized program to reduce teenage pregnancy. I t received one of President 
Bush's Point of Light awards. Henry Foster is a p r o - l i f e , pro-choice doctor who 
deserves to be confirmed as Surgeon General. 

Henry Foster's record should be seen i n the lives of thousands of babies that 
he has helped come into t h i s world i n a healthy way and the people he has t r i e d 
to educate and the people he has t r i e d to help. And he deserves to be more than 
a p o l i t i c a l f o o t b a l l i n the emerging p o l i t i c s of thi s season. 

We are on the verge of a new century and a d i f f i c u l t and d i f f e r e n t time when 
everything i s changing and everything, including our p o l i t i c s , i s somewhat 
unpredictable. As we look into the next century, there's a l o t to be happy 
about, the end of the cold war, the receding of the conventional nuclear threat, 
the emergence of the information age, and a l l the exciting p o s s i b i l i t i e s of the 
global economy. But the great challenge of thi s age and the great challenge I 
predict to you of the next 50 is that a l l the forces that are l i f t i n g us up and 
opening unlimited p o s s i b i l i t i e s to our children and our grandchildren, a l l the 
forces that are driving us toward a more integrated and cooperative world have a 
dark underside of disintegration. Because of so many of the things that are 
happening, we are l i f t i n g people up and seeing people beat down at the same 
time. There is great economic div i s i o n i n a l l the advanced countries. Why? 
Because more than ever before, education determines income and future prospects. 
So there i s a great f a u l t l i n e i n the great American middle class today which is 
responsible for a l o t of the anxieties and a l o t of the p o l i t i c a l issues and a 
lo t of the divisiveness i n our country. Those that have a good education are 
being l i f t e d up; those that don't are being l e f t behind. 
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More than h a l f -- more than h a l f - - o f the male workers i n t h i s country are 
working a longer work week f o r a lower wage than they were making 10 years ago. 
That i s a phenomenally important f a c t , not j u s t economically but 
p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y . A l l over America, men come home from work at n i g h t and s i t 
down across the t a b l e w i t h t h e i r f a m i l i e s and know they're working as hard as 
they can, and they f e e l less secure, and they wonder i f they've l e t t h e i r 
f a m i l i e s down. 

We have t o do things t h a t w i l l change t h a t . We have t o bridge the economic 
d i v i d e and unleash the p o t e n t i a l of a l l of our people. And the key issue there 
i s education, constant, u n r e l e n t i n g d e d i c a t i o n t o excellence i n education f o r a 
l i f e t i m e . I t i s necessary i f we're going t o b r i n g t h i s country back together. 

We have these profound s o c i a l d i v i s i o n s i n our country. We have so much 
d i v e r s i t y now i t i s r e a l l y a -- i t ' s a gold mine f o r us. Ann Richards took the 
lead i n t r y i n g t o get the Congress t o r a t i f y the NAFTA agreement because she 
knew t h a t we had t o be more c l o s e l y connected w i t h other countries i n the world 
and t h a t our e t h n i c and r a c i a l d i v e r s i t y i s a gold mine. But when people are 
f r i g h t e n e d , i t ' s easy t o focus t h a t f r i g h t on people who look d i f f e r e n t than we 
do or who t h i n k d i f f e r e n t l y than we do about c e r t a i n t h i n g s . So there i s t h i s 
great s o c i a l d i v i s i o n : W i l l our d i v e r s i t y become a source of u n i t y and s t r e n g t h , 
or w i l l i t be a source of our undoing? 

And then there are deeper moral d i v i s i o n s t h a t I want t o t a l k about today 
which are most c l e a r l y manifested i n the v a r y i n g a t t i t u d e s i n t h i s country 
toward v i o l e n c e . And i t ' s something we're a l l l i v i n g w i t h i n a very personal 
and human way because of the way we have shared the g r i e f and outrage of 
Oklahoma c i t y . 

The c o n d i t i o n of women i n a l l three of these areas i s profoundly important. 
And the response of women t o a l l of these changes i s important. As E l l e n said, 
we've made a good beginning t o t r y t o help deal w i t h these problems, t o 
strengthen f a m i l i e s and support incomes w i t h the Family and Medical Leave Act. 
The earned-income c r e d i t t h i s year w i l l give the average f a m i l y of f o u r w i t h an 
income of under $ 25,000 an average tax cut of $ 1,000. We have set i n motion a 
plan under the leadership of Secretary Shalala t o immunize a l l the kids i n t h i s 
country under the age of 2 by 1996. Those are important t h i n g s . 

This Cougress of the l a s t 2 years voted v i r t u a l l y t o f u l l y fund the Women, 
I n f a n t s and Children program t o make sure t h a t c h i l d n u t r i t i o n and care f o r 
pregnant women was on the f r o n t burner. We have had dramatic expansion i n our 
education e f f o r t s , from Head S t a r t t o apprenticeships f o r young people who don't 
go t o c o l l e g e but want good jobs, t o more a f f o r d a b l e college loans f o r m i l l i o n s 
of people, t o the n a t i o n a l service program which has enabled young people t o 
serve t h e i r communities and earn money t o go t o c o l l e g e . A l l these t h i n g s are 
t e r r i b l y important. 

We have a f u t u r e , economic agenda and a f a m i l i e s agenda t h a t involves r a i s i n g 
the minimum wage, which I hope you w i l l a l l support. Two-thirds of a l l the 
b e n e f i c i a r i e s of an increase i n the minimum wage w i l l be working women --
working women. 

There was a remarkable show on one of our t e l e v i s i o n s t a t i o n s up here the 
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other night, a news program on a l i t t l e town south of here that had a l o t of 
minimum wage workers. And they went and interviewed a woman working i n a 
factory. And the news reporter said, "Now, you know, your employer says that i f 
the minimum wage goes up that t h e y ' l l either have to put more money i n machines 
or t h e y ' l l lose business. In any case, you might lose your job i f the minimum 
wage i s raised." And she looked at him and said, "Honey, I ' l l take my chances" 
-- [laughter] -- which I thought was the best one-line response I've seen on the 
news i n a long time. I f we don't raise the minimum wage next year i t w i l l be at 
a 40-year low. That i s not my idea of what America should look l i k e as we move 
into the global economy. 

We ought to have welfare reform, but i t ought to be the r i g h t kind of welfare 
reform. We shouldn't be punishing people for mistakes i n the past. We should 
be giving them opportunity and imposing re s p o n s i b i l i t y as they move into the 
future so people can succeed as successful workers and successful parents. I t 
ought to be a work-based, parent-based strong program that l i f t s people up, not 
puts them down, basically just as a guise to save money. That i s very 
important. You should be involved i n the welfare reform e f f o r t . 

And we should continue to invest more in education, not less. I say to the 
Congress over and over, we have two d e f i c i t s , not one. Yeah, we've got a budget 
d e f i c i t , but we've also got an education d e f i c i t , and i f we t r y to solve the 
budget d e f i c i t at the expense of the education d e f i c i t , we w i l l be cutting o f f 
our nose to spite our face because we w i l l lower the incomes of America and 
th e i r capacity to pay taxes. So there are things we can do to deal with the 
economic divide where the f a u l t l i n e is education. And we are working to do 
things that w i l l bring us together and to lessen these social tensions by 
l i f t i n g up everybody i n t h e i r work and i n t h e i r family l i f e . 

But we have to say that America has special problems which we have a l l begun 
to think more about because of the heartbreak of Oklahoma City, and that i s 
violence. I t has many forms. We l i v e with i t i n our streets and our schools 
and our homes, where we work, where we l i v e , where we play. Yes, we see i t 
v i s i b l y i f there i s an action against a c l i n i c where legal abortions are 
performed. But we also see i t i n some of our churches and synagogues. I never 
w i l l forget being i n Brooklyn one day with Congressman Schumer and d r i v i n g by a 
synagogue with a big swastika on i t -- in the United States i n 1992. 

We also see i t , unfortunately, i n our families. Violence can do a l o t of 
damage i n a country and i t certainly has here. In Oklahoma City, we suffered a 
t e r r i b l e wound because i t was an act of terrorism. And as we mourn the dead and 
heal the injured, console the grieving and begin the rebuilding, we must also 
spare no e f f o r t to bring to j u s t i c e those responsible. We must also understand 
that even punishing the g u i l t y w i l l not be enough i f we cannot protect the 
innocent and the future. So I say to you my fellow Americans: I take a back 
seat to no one i n my devotion to the Constitution. But we can protect the 
Constitution and our freedom and be tougher on terrorism i n America, and we 
must. 

I have sent to Congress a large number of suggestions that w i l l strengthen 
our hand i n dealing with t h i s issue. And again, I urged them to act on i t and 
act on i t without delay. The stories you do not read i n the newspaper are those 
that are most important -- the bombs that don't go o f f , the schemes that are 
thwarted before they succeedBand we must be better and better and better at 
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that. Whether terrorism is hatched abroad or within our borders, we must be 
better. 

But we must also stand up against those who say that somehow t h i s i s a l l 
r i g h t , t h i s i s somehow a p o l i t i c a l act, people who say, I love my country, but I 
hate my Government. These people, who do they think they are, saying that 
t h e i r Government has stamped out human freedom? 

Do you think -- [applause] - - I don't know i f there's another country i n the 
world that would, by law, protect the r i g h t of a l o t of these groups to say what 
they want to say to each other over the short-wave radio or however else they 
want to say i t , to assemble over the weekend and do whatever they want to do, 
and to bear arms, which today means more than the r i g h t to keep and bear arms, 
i t may mean the r i g h t to keep and bear an arsenal of a r t i l l e r y . Is there a --
who are they to say they have no freedom i n t h i s country? Other countries do 
not permit that. 

I plead with you --do not lose your concentration on th i s issue. This is a 
big issue. Remember what I said e a r l i e r : The forces that are l i f t i n g up the 
world have a dark underside. What makes the global society work? What makes 
the information age work? Openness. Free movement. Low barriers to the 
transfer of people, ideas, and information. What does that mean? You can have 
a t e r r o r i s t network on the Internet exchanging information about building bombs. 
What does that mean? You can bui l d a bomb i n one State and get i n your truck 
and drive somewhere else freely and without being interrupted. What does i t 
mean? I t ' s easier to get into the country than other countries where you want 
to make mischief. 

The open society is at more r i s k to the forces of organized e v i l . Don't 
forget about the people i n Oklahoma City. Don't forget about t h e i r families. 
Don't forget about what they need to rebuild, and don't forget about what we 
need to t r y to prevent future incidents of th i s kind. Do not lose your interest 
i n t h i s issue as i t fades into the past. We have a l o t of work to do. 

Let me also say that I hope that t h i s incident w i l l focus us a l i t t l e more on 
the general problem of the extraordinary level of violence i n our society, to 
f i n d i t s common roots as well as to understand the differences i n the d i f f e r e n t 
kinds of violence we have. I have to say t h i s , and maybe i t ' s an old-fashioned 
view, but I believe that i t is innate i n human nature that there i s the capacity 
to do wrong and to harm others. And we are a l l balanced i n d i f f e r e n t ways, 
subject to d i f f e r e n t forces. There are always excuses or reasons that can be 
given. I'm sorry for whatever t e r r i b l e thing happened to the suspect i n the 
Oklahoma City bombing case, but we have to stop making excuses and st a r t 
thinking about what we can do to bui l d a responsible, nonviolent society. 

There i s a l o t of good news out there. I was i n New York yesterday, where 
the crime rate has been going down for several years and where t h i s year the 
murder rate i s so far -- knock on wood -- more than a t h i r d below what i t was 
last year. And th i s is happening a l l over the country. But violent crime is 
much higher today than i t was a generation ago. There's been r i s i n g incidence 
of sexual assaults, muggings, homicides, some of i t caused by street gangs, 
which themselves systematically t e r r o r i z e law-abiding citizens i n t h e i r area of 
operation, f i r s t i n our inner c i t i e s and now spreading more and more to suburbs 
and to small towns. 
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Increasingly, the victims of crime and the c u l p r i t s alike are young people, 
even children. Today, believe i t or not, there are thousands of children who 
stay home from school every day i n America because they're a f r a i d that violence 
w i l l await them there. And even more children go, and learn about fear i n t h e i r 
classrooms and hallways. 

Sometimes the sole motivation for crime is hate or r a c i a l prejudice or 
extreme ideology. We've seen people k i l l e d and others wounded only because they 
were working at c l i n i c s . In the last decades we've been forced to acknowledge 
the f u l l extent of r e a l i t y about which we had long remained i n denial which may 
not be able to be explained i n terms of hate, r a c i a l prejudice, or extremist 
ideology, and that is the epidemic violence v i s i t e d on women and children, often 
i n the home. 

I have known about t h i s problem for a long time. I understand how i t rips up 
family. H i l l a r y and I were regular v i s i t o r s at a shelter for battered women and 
t h e i r children when we live d at home. I have talked with abused children. I 
know that t h i s problem of domestic violence is a d i f f i c u l t one. We have begun 
to be aggressive with i t . America must be aggressive with i t . 

We see how much of crime among our young people is s t i l l due to drugs. And 
i t ' s shocking to me that, for reasons that are not e n t i r e l y understandable, as 
the economy has gotten better but some places have been l e f t behind, casual drug 
use among some of our young people is going up again. This is a bad thing. We 
must speak against i t . I t w i l l lead to more violence. 

I f you look at the p r o f i l e of every penitentiary i n the country, every 
Governor i n America, including Ann Richards and B i l l Clinton, every Governor i n 
the country i n the last 15 years has given speech after speech aft e r speech 
about how tough we were on crime and how many prison cel l s we've b u i l t . I f you 
go behind those bars y o u ' l l see them just f u l l of people who basically had two 
problems. They had no education, and they were either addicted to drugs or 
alcohol. And so we continue to pay the price i n violence and wrecked l i v e s . 

A l l of you have cared a great deal about making democracy work for a l l 
Americans. And you've done a good thing. And when we change our economic 
policy, when we broaden the doors of opportunities for people and permit more 
women and others who have been t r a d i t i o n a l l y denied a chance to l i v e up to t h e i r 
f u l l e s t capacities a chance to do i t , we're a l l better o f f , and we're a l l 
strengthened. But when t h i s country has the plague of violence we endure i n so 
many ways, we are a l l weakened. 

The most trag i c thing outside the human loss i n Oklahoma City i t s e l f to me 
was seeing the absolute te r r o r that i n f l i c t e d the lives of millions of American 
children who f e l t vulnerable, who f e l t that they somehow no longer understood 
what the rules were, didn't know i f t h e i r parents could protect them, didn't 
know i f f i g h t and wrong would reign i n America. 

So I say to you, we need to take a serious look at t h i s whole issue of 
violence. We t r i e d to address i t i n the crime b i l l last year with more police 
on the street because we know that that prevents crime, with the assault weapons 
ban and the Brady b i l l , with stronger sentences and prevention programs for our 
young people, and programs for drug education and prevention and treatment. 
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We also understand that poverty breeds crime. That's why I worked so hard on 
the earned-income tax credit, to say that i f you do work you shouldn't be s t i l l 
i n poverty. We ought to reward work. The real heroes i n t h i s country today are 
people who are being pounded by t h i s global economy, who are l i v i n g i n 
neighborhoods that are d i f f i c u l t , and s t i l l get up every day and go to work and 
raise t h e i r children the best they can, obey the law, pay t h e i r taxes, and t r y 
to make things work. They deserve economic policies and security policies 
that give them a chance to be honored for t h e i r work. 

I do want to say again, though, we have to t r y to look deeper at the cause of 
the violence. Ellen mentioned that I recently appointed Bonnie Campbell, of 
Iowa, to direc t our Office of Violence Against Women. And one of her most 
important jobs w i l l be simply to educate the American people about the scope of 
th i s problem and what should be done and how to root i t out. But our goal must 
be not just to punish people who do th i s but to stop i t from happening i n the 
f i r s t place, to change the s p i r i t and the culture of America. 

Yesterday -- or, excuse me, late last week, I met with Eileen Adams, another 
distinguished appointee at the Justice Department, who runs our Office of 
Victims Rights. And we honored people who spend a l l t h e i r time working with 
victims of crime. I met mothers who'd lost t h e i r children. I met a woman who 
had been victimized by a repeat sex offender who was released on parole, who 
molested her, poured gasoline over her body, set her a f i r e , and l e f t her to die. 
And t h i s young g i r l , having l i t e r a l l y had her body burned beyond recognition, 
and her brave mother have worked for more than a decade, after t h i s c h i l d was 
maimed and blinded and burned almost beyond recognition, to put her l i f e back 
together physically and s p i r i t u a l l y . And now the mother and the daughter spend 
a l l t h e i r time t r y i n g to help victims of crime. 

We must address what is causing the United States to commit the whole range 
of violence that we see. And none of us can escape our res p o n s i b i l i t y . We have 
to say: What do we expect from individuals? And we're not going to tolerate the 
defense that somebody else made me do i t . What w i l l families have to do? What 
w i l l community organizations have to do? What must the churches do? What must 
the Government do? Where have we been wrong? What must the media do? And what 
must the culture do, the influence centers i n our culture, the entertainment 
industry, the sports industry? 

There have now been -- the Vice President t o l d me t h i s morning before I l e f t 
to come over here, there have now been 3,000 studies on the relationship between 
violent behavior and exposure to violence through entertain-ment i n ways that 
desensitize people to i t , and they a l l show that there is a connection. 

Now, that doesn't mean that we should have a l l movies and books without 
violence. This is a violent country. I t ' s a part of real l i f e . I t doesn't 
mean they can't be exciting, but i t does mean when we alesensitize and deaden 
people to the r e a l i t y of violence, we cannot be surprised when our children, who 
do not know r i g h t from wrong and are not as well developed as those of us who 
are older, have a desensitized reaction to t h e i r own conduct. So we must a l l 
say: What i s our responsibility? We must a l l accept the fact that our words do 
have consequences. We must accept that. 

We must ask, without pointing the finger of blame necessarily, we say --do 
you say things or do things that either reinforce violent behavior, encourage 
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violent behavior, act as i f at least i t doesn't matter to you, or numb people to 
what i t ' s r e a l l y like? And what could we do to deal with t h i s i n a 
comprehensive way? We don't need to make thi s a p o l i t i c a l issue. We must not 
make i t a partisan issue. But neither can anybody run and hide under the sheet 
and say, well, I didn't do t h i s , that, or the other thing,- therefore, what I did 
do was f i n e . 

This horrible thing that has happened to us in Oklahoma at least imposes on 
us a re s p o n s i b i l i t y to a l l examine the roots of violence i n t h i s country. We 
need not be more violent than other countries. We need not abuse our freedom so 
cavalierly. We need not snuff out more li v e s . But above a l l , i f we do t h i s , we 
can't be selective. We can't condemn one act of violence and condone another. 
That would be l i k e t r y i n g to put out a f i r e by just watering one room and 
leaving the others to bum. 

For too long, people, I think, have taken the easy way out and blamed 
violence only on the environment i n which a person grows up. Well, that's, 
doubtless, true. But i f that's true, why do most people who grow up i n horrible 
environments turn out to be law-abiding citizens? Why do some people succeed 
against a l l the odds? Other people, because i t lets them o f f the hook, just 
want to blame the individual and ignore the root causes. Well, i f that's true, 
why are some groups of people so much more law abiding than others and so much 
less violent than others? We've got to set aside our preconceptions and our 
ideological baggage. And I say again, we don't need partisanship here; we need 
to look at violence with new and fresh eyes. 

My administration has worked to make our country safer. I t ' s worked to give 
more people the l i b e r a t i o n of education. I t ' s worked to make the economy 
stronger. And we can do more on a l l these fronts. But the thing that i s 
driv i n g violence i n America is deeper than that, deeper than a l l these things. 

So I ask you to work on t h i s , to work on th i s with me. Yes, continue your 
passion for the cause of violence against women and children. Yes, continue 
your passion for the proposition that people who only perform l e g a l l y under the 
law should not have t h e i r places of business born bed. 

But be concerned about the p o l i t i c a l violence that makes people believe that 
they can l i t e r a l l y claim to be p o l i t i c a l prisoners when they murder innocent 
children. And be concerned about the violence that grows out of our t o t a l 
i n s e n s i t i v i t y to the welfare of a l l these children who are growing up on the 
meanest streets i n America. Be concerned about the violence that may at least 
be legitimized by the c u l t u r a l forces and the daily words that a l l of us endure 
and sometimes enjoy. 

We a l l have a role i n t h i s . This is a big issue. I t w i l l not be solved 
overnight. But i t w i l l be hard enough -- I w i l l t e l l you again -- i t w i l l be 
hard enough for us to combat the forces of disintegration and organized e v i l 
into the 21st century i f we are at our best. I f we are at our best, i t w i l l be 
hard enough. I f we continue to be insensitive to the role a l l the forces i n our 
society play to the environment i n which we operate, i t may be a ba t t l e we can't 
win. 

I honestly believe that the years ahead of us w i l l be the most exciting, most 
productive, most rewarding years i n a l l of human history, especially for people 
who h i s t o r i c a l l y have not been able to l i v e up to the f u l l e s t of t h e i r capacity. 
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But to do that, we must --we must -- root out thi s scourge of darkness within 
our country, and we can do i t . 

Thank you, and God bless you a l l . 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:02 p.m. i n the Grand Ballroom at the Washington 
Hilton at the 10th anniversary celebration of EMILY'S L i s t . In his remarks, 
he referred to Ellen Malcolm, founder and president, EMILY'S L i s t , and former 
Texas Governor Ann Richards. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE: May 30, 1995 
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The President. This i s a proclamation i n support of Preschool Immunization 

Week. I ' d l i k e t o read a statement about i t , and then I ' l l be g l a d t o answer 
some questions, along w i t h Secretary Shalala who also has a few remarks t o make. 

This proclamation i n support of Preschool Immunization Week gives us a l l a 
chance t o promote our best i d e a l s i n the Nation and t o prove t h a t we can make a 
d i f f e r e n c e i n the l i v e s of our c h i l d r e n . I n f a c t , the $ 300 m i l l i o n i n our 
stimulus program w i l l help us t o immunize one m i l l i o n c h i l d r e n t h i s summer and 
to show t h a t t h i s i s a campaign of words and deeds. 

Studies under a l l a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s have shown t h a t vaccines are the most 
c o s t - e f f e c t i v e way t o prevent human s u f f e r i n g and t o reduce the economic cost 
t h a t r e s u l t from vaccine-preventable diseases. But because we've g o t t e n away 
from preventive care and because immunizations have become unaffordable or 
unava i l a b l e , m i l l i o n s of i n f a n t s and t o d d l e r s are at r i s k of completely 
preventable diseases l i k e p o l i o , mumps, and measles. Children l i k e Rodney 
M i l l e r , a 20-month-old i n Miami who had m e n i n g i t i s t h a t could have been 
prevented w i t h a vaccine t h a t costs $ 21.48, instead had a h o s p i t a l stay t h a t 
cost i n excess of $ 46,000. 

Through p u b l i c investment and leadership we can do b e t t e r . I t ' s a m i r a c l e of 
our system and our i n g e n u i t y t h a t we can prevent the worst i n f e c t i o u s diseases 
of c h i l d r e n w i t h vaccines and save $ 10 f o r every $ 1 invested. But t h i n g s 
s t a r t e d t o go sour i n the e i g h t i e s . We had the t h i r d worst immunization r a t e i n 
t h i s hemisphere. Ten years ago, immunizations cost $ 23. Now they cost $ 200. 
We're the only i n d u s t r i a l i z e d n a t i o n t h a t does not immunize a l l c h i l d r e n , 
although we develop and produce a m a j o r i t y of the vaccines. As a r e s u l t , we've 
had thousands of new cases of measles. Immunization rates have not improved, 
and i n the case of some, diseases have a c t u a l l y gone down. We have seen and 
p r e d i c t what t h i s w i l l mean i n terms of s u f f e r i n g and human costs. 

Our plan w i l l a l low us t o purchase vaccine and conduct outreach programs i n 
the a ppropriate language and at the appropriate neighborhood venues, t o reach 
those who'd been shut out of t h i s p a r t of our system. I t w i l l a l low us t o 
extend c l i n i c hours, expand education e f f o r t s , create a n a t i o n a l t r a c k i n g system 
so t h a t we know what's happening t o our c h i l d r e n . I t w i l l give us the resources 
t o help those i n the p u b l i c h e a l t h system and i n advocacy groups who are already 
working h e r o i c a l l y t o b r i n g t h i s simple technology t o a l l of our c h i l d r e n . 

Today we w i l l begin what w i l l become, w i t h l a t e r l e g i s l a t i o n , a comprehensive 
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program t o support community based immunization p r o j e c t s and t o lower vaccine 
costs w i t h the goal of having the best, not the worst r a t e i n the hemisphere. 
There are great c o a l i t i o n s working on making t h i s e f f o r t successful and fun 
and a model of what we can do again t o make t h i s Government work. 

I j u s t want t o say t h a t today we're having the Easter egg r o l l on the White 
House lawn. You can look out there a t those k i d s . They are the hostages of the 
Senate f i l i b u s t e r on the program. They are the hostages of the Senate 
f i l i b u s t e r on the stimulus program. A l l t h i s hot a i r r h e t o r i c about how t h i s 
money i s being wasted and t h a t money i s being wasted. These people, most of 
them have been here f o r the l a s t 12 years while we have run immunization i n t o 
the ground, w h i l e we have developed the t h i r d worst r a t e i n the hemisphere. And 
they've always got some excuse, some of them, f o r not doing anything. 

Now, what are we going t o do f o r those c h i l d r e n ? That ought t o be the 
question of the week. When I go out there on the lawn, and I t h i n k about those 
k i d s p i c k i n g up Easter eggs, I want t o be able t o t h i n k about them a l l being 
immunized and a l l those c h i l d r e n coming along behind them being immunized. 
There i s no excuse f o r t h i s . And i t i s time t h a t we broke the g r i d l o c k and 
stopped making excuses f o r not doing anything. 

Secretary Shalala. 

[At t h i s p o i n t , Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna E. Shalala spoke 
about the importance of the preschool immunization program.] 

The President. Thank you. 

Stimulus Package 

Q. Mr. President, i n order t o save the $ 300 m i l l i o n immunization program, 
are you prepared t o compromise w i t h the Republicans i n the Senate t o scale back 
the stimulus package t o something a l o t less than you had o r i g i n a l l y hoped for? 

The President. Well, I t h i n k , I ' d l i k e t o know how many more Americans they 
want t o keep out of work. I mean, what i s t h e i r p o s i t i o n ? That's b a s i c a l l y 
what i t amounts t o . I mean, a l l t h i s business about there being the p o t e n t i a l 
f o r abuse i n the community development block grant program, t h a t i s a smoke 
screen, and t h i s i s p o l i t i c s . So they're going t o have t o decide. I want t o 
put as many people t o work as I can. They're going t o have t o decide how many 
people they're determined to keep out of work. And I ' l l do eve r y t h i n g I can t o 
pass the best b i l l I can. 

But l e t ' s not t a l k about compromise. Let's s t r i p a l l t h i s r h e t o r i c away. 
This i s about whether you want t o reduce the unemployment r a t e i n America by 
another h a l f a percentage p o i n t f o r a very modest amount. And they don't. For 
whatever reason, they don't. They want more people t o stay out of work. So 
they j u s t have t o decide, I guess, how many people we can put t o work and what 
we can do. And I'm going t o do the best I can t o get the best program I can. 
I ' l l be discussing i t t h i s week. 

Whenever we use the word compromise, l e t ' s t a l k about what's r e a l l y a t stake. 
The Republicans had 12 years i n which unemployment went down only when they were 
exploding the d e f i c i t and increasing the defense budget. Now we're reducing the 
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defense budget. What i s i t t h a t we propose t o replace i t with? We must have 
some investment. We must have some jobs. We must have p r i m a r i l y the o v e r a l l 
program t h a t we've already passed. But I t h i n k we need t o s t r i k e a match t o the 
job engine i n America, and t h a t ' s what I'm t r y i n g t o do. And I ' l l do the best 
I can. I'm going t o create as many jobs as I can. 

Q. Well, Mr. President, what are you prepared t o do t o make sure t h a t your 
program gets through Congress? 

The President. We're working -- look, we've got a m a j o r i t y i n both Houses. 
The American people, I t h i n k , are astonished t o f i n d out t h a t 41 Senators, 41 
percent of the Senate can shut the whole place down. And they've j u s t got t o 
decide, as I said, how many people they want t o keep out of work and how many 
people we want t o put t o work. And I t h i n k we can work something out. I'm 
hopeful t h a t we can. I know t h a t there are people i n t h a t Republican Senate 
bloc t h a t want t o vote f o r a good stimulus program. I know they do. I hope 
t h e y ' l l be released t o do i t . 

Bosnia 

Q. Mr. President, have you r e j e c t e d the recommendation of your commission 
t h a t force be used i n Bosnia? 

The President. I saw t h a t s t o r y . That commission has not made a r e p o r t t o me 
ye t . We d i d n ' t ask anybody not t o t a l k t o the Congress. We j u s t asked t h a t 
p o l i c y recommendations not be made t o the Congress before a commission t h a t came 
out of the executive branch made f i n a l recommendations t o me. We have not 
received a f i n a l r e p o r t from them. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:07 a.m. i n the Oval O f f i c e a t the White House. 
Proclamation 6542, National Preschool Immunization Week, 1993, signed A p r i l 9, 
was published i n issue 14 of the Weekly Compilation of P r e s i d e n t i a l Documents. A 
tape was not a v a i l a b l e f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n of the content of these remarks. 
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The President. Thank you. We are d e l i g h t e d t o be here today. I want t o 

thank a l l of you f o r h o s t i n g us and coming out i n such wonderful numbers, and I 
want t o e s p e c i a l l y thank the young people who are here. 

I want t o begin my i n t r o d u c i n g the F i r s t Lady, my w i f e , H i l l a r y . As many of 
you know, she i s the c h a i r of the President's Task Force on Health Care and came 
today t o review the work of t h i s wonderful c l i n i c i n a n t i c i p a t i o n of our 
presenting t o the Congress a program t o provide a f f o r d a b l e h e a l t h care f o r a l l 
Americans i n the next several weeks. 

We've had a wonderful time here today. And I want t o introduce the person t o 
my l e f t who w i l l speak i n a moment, the Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
Donna Shalala. I also want to introduce two United States Senators who came 
w i t h us today: f i r s t , the c h a i r of the Senate Committee on Labor and Human 
Resources, Senator Edward Kennedy of Massachusetts; and Senator Don Riegle of 
Michigan. 

I' d l i k e t o thank Jim Hunter, the A r l i n g t o n County Board c h a i r , f o r meeting 
us here. I know we have members of the V i r g i n i a Senate and House here, and the 
school board c h a i r , Frank Wilson. I thank a l l of them f o r being here. But the 
two people I ' d l i k e t o thank most today are the two f i n e p u b l i c servants who 
showed us around. I ' d l i k e t o ask them t o stand and be recognized: Dr. Susan 
A l l a n , the A r l i n g t o n County h e a l t h d i r e c t o r -- where i s Susan? -- and Sue Adams, 
the Family Health Bureau c h i e f . Thank you, Sue. 

We've had a wonderful time today. We got t o walk through the process of what 
i t was l i k e f o r a parent t o have a c h i l d immunized here. We saw the good news, 
which i s t h a t t h i s place i s doing a wonderful job of reaching people. We also 
saw some of the bad news, which i s i t ' s s t i l l p r e t t y cumbersome t o have a c h i l d 
immunized. And we d i d get t o see a young woman of 20 months, get her a p o l i o 
vaccine, which i s an o r a l vaccine. So i t was nice t o see someone be vaccinated 
without pain. [Laughter] 

We came here today t o make t h i s day a landmark and t o f i g h t t o p r o t e c t the 
h e a l t h of m i l l i o n s of our c h i l d r e n . I can t h i n k of no b e t t e r place t o announce 
a new immunization p o l i c y than r i g h t here on the f r o n t l i n e s of the f i g h t t o 
provide accessible, a f f o r d a b l e h e a l t h care t o every f a m i l y i n t h i s area. 

I'm pleased t o be j o i n e d here by the c h i l d r e n ' s advocates whom I have 
introduced. And I do want to say again our thanks t o Sue Adams, the d i r e c t o r of 
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t h i s c l i n i c , and a l l the wonderful s t a f f t h a t came out and s a i d h e l l o t o us and 
encouraged us along the way. 

This week I was s t a r t l e d t o read of the case of a young boy named Rodney 
M i l l e r , a 20-month-old c h i l d who l i v e s i n Miami, c u r r e n t l y being t r e a t e d f o r 
m e n i n g i t i s i n the Jackson Memorial H o s p i t a l . He's there because he d i d not 
receive a m e n i n g i t i s vaccine t h a t cost $ 21.48. The b i l l f o r h i s stay i n the 
h o s p i t a l has already topped $ 46,500. 

I n the h e a l t h care p o l i c y t h a t our n a t i o n a l task force i s developing, nothing 
w i l l be more important than preventive care. Today, American taxpayers are 
being h i t w i t h $ 10 i n avoidable h e a l t h care costs, avoidable h e a l t h care costs, 
f o r every $ 1 we could be spending on immunizing our young people. The recent 
resurgence of measles i n our country a f f l i c t e d over 55,000 people, most of whom 
were c h i l d r e n . The epidemic cost t h i s country $ 20 m i l l i o n i n avoidable 
h o s p i t a l costs alone. Prevention would have cost $ 1 m i l l i o n . And those 
f i g u r e s don't begin t o take i n t o account the t e r r i b l e human cost, the agony of a 
young man l i k e Rodney M i l l e r w i t h h i s j o i n t s swollen, w i t h h i s ankles so swollen 
they have t o be r e l i e v e d w i t h needling t o get the pus out, t h a t the pa i n and 
problems t h a t he and many others w i l l take throughout t h e i r l i v e s simply because 
we don't immunize our c h i l d r e n . 

Lest you t h i n k t h a t t h i s i s a problem t h a t every country has, I want you t o 
know i n t h i s b e a u t i f u l h e a l t h care b u i l d i n g t h a t the United States has the t h i r d 
worst immunization record i n t h i s hemisphere. Of a l l the nations i n t h i s 
hemisphere, only B o l i v i a and H a i t i have lower immunization rates f o r t h e i r 
c h i l d r e n than the United States of America. 

Over the past 10 years, while immunization rates have been d e c l i n i n g i n many 
important areas, the p r i c e of vaccine has r i s e n a t 6 times the r a t e of 
i n f l a t i o n . Immunizing a c h i l d cost about $ 23 10 years ago; i t costs more than 
$ 200 today. I n a p u b l i c c l i n i c , the cost of f u l l y immunizing a c h i l d has l e a p t 
from $ 7 t o more than $ 90. Manufacturers of these vaccines c i t e the cost of 
research and development t o defend the r i s i n g p r i c e s . Well, nobody wants 
research t o slow down, but l e t ' s look at what's r e a l l y happening. 

The pharmaceutical i n d u s t r y i s spending $ 1 b i l l i o n more each year on 
a d v e r t i s i n g and lobbying than i t does on developing new and b e t t e r drugs. 
Meanwhile, i t s p r o f i t s are r i s i n g a t 4 times the r a t e of the average Fortune 500 
company. Compared t o other c o u n t r i e s , our p r i c e s are shocking. L i s t e n t o t h i s : 
The p o l i o vaccine i n the United States c u r r e n t l y costs close t o $ 10. I n 
England, the same drug i s a v a i l a b l e f o r $ 1.80. I n Belgium, i t costs 77 cents. 
The problems of having an adequate d e l i v e r y system, plus the s p i r a l i n g costs, 
are p u t t i n g America's c h i l d r e n and America's f u t u r e i n jeopardy. 

To make matters worse, the makers of these vaccines have refused t o make 
t h e i r products a v a i l a b l e t o States at more a f f o r d a b l e cost. I should t e l l you, 
those of you who don't know, t h a t the Federal Government buys vaccines from the 
manufacturer and d i s t r i b u t e s i t through the States and u l t i m a t e l y the people 
through the Center f o r Disease Control. We buy the vaccines at a much lower 
cost than a doctor can. The States o f t e n d i r e c t l y buy vaccines. They buy the 
vaccines at a higher cost than the Federal Government, but s t i l l at a lower cost 
than doctors. States can order large q u a n t i t i e s and t h e r e f o r e should receive 
lower p r i c e s . 
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But l i s t e n t o t h i s : While 10 States have succeeded i n n e g o t i a t i n g agreements 
w i t h the vaccine manufacturers t h a t allow them t o immunize a l l the c h i l d r e n they 
can reach, manufacturers are now b a l k i n g a t s t a r t i n g t a l k s w i t h other States. 
I n f a c t , j u s t r e c e n t l y Texas, South Carolina, and Hawaii were a l l turned away. 
They were t o l d t h a t t h e i r e f f o r t s t o get cheaper vaccines f o r t h e i r c h i l d r e n 
were against p u b l i c p o l i c y . 

Today we must t e l l the drug companies t o change those p r i o r i t i e s . We cannot 
have p r o f i t s a t the expense of our c h i l d r e n . These p r a c t i c e s have got t o stop. 

But I want t o make i t c l e a r : Dealing w i t h the cost of vaccines w i l l not be 
enough. We also have t o improve the d e l i v e r y of preventive care. I want t o say 
to the members of the press and t o a l l the people who are here, we should be 
under no i l l u s i o n t h a t every f a m i l y and every c h i l d i n America has access t o a 
h e a l t h c l i n i c as good as t h i s one. We should be under no i l l u s i o n t h a t every 
f a m i l y and every c h i l d i n America has access t o a h e a l t h c l i n i c t h a t opens a t 7 
a.m. i n the morning and closes a t 7 p.m. at n i g h t so t h a t working f a m i l i e s can 
b r i n g t h e i r c h i l d r e n . 

Even here, where there has been a dramatic increase i n the number of c h i l d r e n 
immunized, we are s t i l l seeing rates of 70 percent immunization when the 
n a t i o n a l goal, and what i s necessary t o assure t h a t there w i l l be no outbreak of 
communicable diseases, i s 90 percent. Without an outreach program t o go out and 
reach people where they are, i n the languages they speak, i n the homes and i n 
the neighborhoods and i n the organizations t h a t they frequent, we w i l l not be 
able t o reach t h i s goal. 

So today, I am announcing a t h r e e - p a r t p o l i c y t o p r o t e c t our c h i l d r e n ' s 
f u t u r e and t o save the taxpayers m i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s . I t w i l l r e q u i r e changes 
on the p a r t of a l l of us. And as I have i n the l a s t 3 weeks, I want t o begin 
w i t h the Government so t h a t we do our job f i r s t before we ask anyone else t o 
change what they are doing. 

I am pleased t o announce t h a t the j o b stimulus program t h a t I w i l l o u t l i n e on 
Wednesday evening t o the Congress w i l l include $ 3 00 m i l l i o n t o make v a c c i n a t i o n 
services more widely a v a i l a b l e t o a l l Americans. These funds w i l l help p u b l i c 
programs buy more vaccines. They w i l l improve community services and personal 
outreach e f f o r t s . They w i l l mean extended c l i n i c hours a l l across America, more 
s t a f f , and increased education e f f o r t s i n c o n j u n c t i o n w i t h the Department of 
Education and the Department of Health and Human Services, and the resources 
necessary t o create a n a t i o n a l t r a c k i n g system so we know what i s happening t o 
these c h i l d r e n . These f o l k s here are having a t e r r i b l e time g e t t i n g good and 
accurate records because we don't have a n a t i o n a l t r a c k i n g system. 

These are the kinds of things t h a t the National Government owes the American 
people and owes these f i n d p u b l i c h e a l t h p r o f e s s i o n a l s i f we're going t o do what 
we should be doing t o help p r o t e c t our c h i l d r e n . And we w i l l begin w i t h t h a t . 

Second, I'm d i r e c t i n g Secretary Shalala t o begin n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h our drug 
manufacturers t o assure t h a t other States who do not have the arrangements t h a t 
10 do can buy the vaccines they need at a f f o r d a b l e p r i c e s . There i s no reason 
i n the world why a c h i l d i n Texas i s unable t o receive v a c c i n a t i o n while a c h i l d 
i n Massachusetts can. We can't stand t h i s k i n d of i n e q u a l i t y simply because of 
the economic p r i o r i t i e s of the manufacturers of the vaccine. I t ' s wrong. 
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F i n a l l y , the a d m i n i s t r a t i o n w i l l prepare an i n i t i a t i v e f o r my review i n 
cooperation w i t h key congressional h e a l t h leaders, such as Senator Kennedy, 
Senator Riegle, Senator Bumpers, Senator Pryor, Congressmen D i n g e l l Waxman and 
others t h a t w i l l guarantee the immunization of every c h i l d i n America. 

And I want t o challenge the manufacturers of these vaccines t o work w i t h us. 
We cannot p o s s i b l y j u s t i f y f i n a n c i n g research and development i n f u t u r e vaccines 
based on p r i c e s t h a t w i l l assure t h a t c h i l d r e n w i l l not receive the vaccines 
t h a t are a v a i l a b l e today. We can do b e t t e r than t h a t , and we have t o . 

Our Nation i s the only i n d u s t r i a l i z e d n a t i o n i n the e n t i r e world t h a t does 
not guarantee childhood v a c c i n a t i o n f o r a l l c h i l d r e n . I t ought t o be l i k e clean 
water and clean a i r ; i t ought t o be a p a r t of the f a b r i c of our l i f e . Look a t 
these c h i l d r e n . We should not r i s k l o s i n g one of them, and we should not waste 
one d o l l a r on our already over-bloated h e a l t h care system, t h a t we could do away 
w i t h v a c c i n a t i o n s . 

The c r u e l i r o n y i s t h a t we are the Nation t h a t develops and produces the 
m a j o r i t y of the world's vaccines. But we don't have an e f f e c t i v e or an 
a f f o r d a b l e mechanism f o r d i s t r i b u t i n g them, and we charge more f o r vaccines i n 
t h i s country than are charged i n other countries f o r the same vaccines t h a t are 
manufactured here. That i s an i r o n y t h a t we cannot permit t o continue. 

So the steps we've t a k i n g today w i l l go a long way towards s o l v i n g t h a t 
dilemma. We'll make sure t h a t excessive p r o f i t s do not stand i n the way of 
ch i l d r e n ' s h e a l t h . And I want you t o know t h a t we w i l l not stop u n t i l 
preventable childhood diseases no longer threaten the f a m i l i e s , the c h i l d r e n , 
and the f u t u r e of the United States. 

[At t h i s p o i n t , Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna E. Shalala spoke.] 

Thank you very much. Thank you very much. We're going t o shake hands, but I 
promised the press we'd answer a couple of questions. Does anybody have one? 
Where are they? I was l i s t e n i n g f o r a f a m i l i a r voice. Go ahead. 

Q. Mr. President, can you t e l l us what you hope t o achieve? What makes you 
t h i n k t h a t the h e a l t h costs --

The President. Well, f o r one t h i n g , there has been -- the drug companies are 
used t o s e l l i n g drugs on a bulk basis a t a discount r a t e t o the Federal 
Government and to some of the States. I t h i n k t h a t the p o s i t i o n they have 
taken, t h a t we should continue the status quo, i s untenable. But i f they have 
l e g i t i m a t e arguments on research and development, maybe there's some other ways 
we can t r y t o address those. 

I t h i n k we ought t o l e t Secretary Shalala and the White House f o l k s meet and 
deal w i t h them and see what p o s i t i o n they take. I cannot b e l i e v e t h a t anyone 
s e r i o u s l y believes t h a t America should manufacture vaccines f o r the world, s e l l 
them cheaper i n f o r e i g n c o u n t r i e s , and immunize fewer kids as a percentage of 
the p o p u l a t i o n than any n a t i o n i n t h i s hemisphere but B o l i v i a and H a i t i . I 
can't b e l i e v e t h a t t h a t i s t h e i r p o s i t i o n . But t h a t i s the i n e v i t a b l e 
consequence of what we have not done. 
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Yes? 

Q. -- Congress i s going t o go along w i t h any --
The President. Well, I'm going t o present a program t o the Congress t o 

provide f o r the immunization of a l l c h i l d r e n a t a reasonable p r i c e . I hope they 
w i l l be a p a r t of developing t h a t program. Whether they are or not i s up t o 
them. But t h i s i s unconscionable. We are running the r i s k of new epidemics 
spreading out i n t h i s country. We cannot do i t . We were supposed t o have 90 
percent of our k i d s immunized i n 1990. That's what Dr. Koop wanted when he was 
Surgeon General. We missed the deadline. They put i f o f f t o the year 2000. 
And unless we do something about the d e l i v e r y system and the p r i c e , we're not 
going t o get there i n the year 2000. I want t o get there sooner, and I t h i n k we 
can. I b e l i e v e t h e y ' l l be a p a r t of t h i s . I t h i n k the p u b l i c outpouring on 
t h i s i s going t o be so strong t h a t t h e y ' l l come along and do i t . 

I'm s t i l l going t o t r y t o pass a b i l l t h a t w i l l permit us t o immunize a l l the 
c h i l d r e n of the country. 

Q. [ I n a u d i b l e ] 

The President. Well, l e t me say i n my State the p u b l i c h e a l t h department does 
85 percent of the immunizations done. I'm very proud of t h a t . And there are a 
l o t of Southern States t h a t , because of our legacy of poverty, have had t o 
develop very elaborate p u b l i c h e a l t h networks. So t h i s i s something t h a t we've 
been s e n s i t i v e t o f o r a long time. 

I've also been i n t e r e s t e d i n buying the va c c i n a t i o n s . But eve r y t h i n g t h a t 
I've done on p u b l i c h e a l t h since -- w e l l , ever since we got i n t o p u b l i c l i f e , 
H i l l a r y ' s been a p a r t of. So she's been pushing t h i s , but so has Secretary 
Shalala. I don't know who t o give c r e d i t t o . But I don't care who you give 
c r e d i t t o , as long as we get i t done. 

Thank you very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:07 a.m. at the A r l i n g t o n County Career Center. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE: March 12, 1993 
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HHS C3 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Thursday, April 1, 1993 

Contact: CDC Praaa Offica 
(404) 639-3286 

Tha Clinton Administration today announcad ita proposed 

"Comprehensive child Innunization Act of 1993," which HHS Secretary 

Donna E. Shalala called "a turning point in our efforts to have 

every Aneriean child properly immunized by 2 years of age." 

The legielation will be introduced in the Congress by sarator 

Edward M. Kennedy, Representative John Dingell, Senator Donald 

Riegle, Representative Henry Waxman, Representative Louise 

Slaughter, Representative Eva Clayton and others. 

The President's comprehensive initiative would build on the 

Administration's plans to improve the nation'a immunisation delivery 

system this year and in 1994. President Clinton's economic stimulus 

package includes $300 million for this year to strengthen the 

immunization system, especially through increased funding of 

community "Immunization Action Plans" in 87 cities and counties 

tnroughout the country. 

The Presidential initiative announced today provides for a 

nationwide immunization tracking system, through stats registries, 

to help ensure that a l l children receive appropriate immunizations 

at the recommended ages. Zt also would establish a federal 

universal vaccine purchasing program beginning in 1995, to ennure 

that a l l American children are immunized on schedule. The universal 

purchase system would be phased-out as immunization services for a l l 

- More -
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childran becojtie available as part ot the broad based refonn of the 

nation's health care system. 

"Thia initiative embodies the President's commitment to ensure 

proper immunization for all American children," Secretary Shalala 

said. "This is a sound and cost effective investment in Americn's 

future health and productivity. And it is an eesfintlal first seep 

towards a national health care reform plan that will emphasize 

prevention and guarantee families the security of health care 

coverage." 

Other provisions of the legislation would reauthorize the 

National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program, and would provide for 

outreach to parents and others, including improved and easier-to-

understand informational materials. 

Federal funding to establish the state tracking registries is 

estimated at $275 million for fiscal years 1995 and 1996. The 

annual cost for universal purchase of vaccines is estimated at $1.1 

billion in FY 1995. 

if l 
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HHS ' In? uu 
Apri l 1, 1993 Contact: CDC Praaa Officm 

(404) 639-3285 

"COHPREHEKSZVB CHILD ZNNUHXMTZOII 1CT OF 1993" 

The President today oent to the Congrest the "Comprehensive Child 
Immunization Aot of 1993." When enacted, the h i l l will hel]i> 
ensure that all children in the United States are protected 
against vaccine-preventable infectious diseases by their second 
birthday. This legislation inaugurates a new collaborative 
partnership among parents and guardians! health care provide ire; 
vaccine manufacturerst and federal, state, and looal aovernmnnte 
to protect our children from the deadly onslaught of infect!;>u« 
diseases. 

This legislation would: 

o beginning in fiscal year 1995, authorise the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services to purchase and provide 
childhood vaccines in quantities sufficient to meet the 
immunization needs of children in the United Steteiu 

o eetablish a national immunization tracking system, 
through grants to the states to establish state 
immunization registries, to ensure that children 
receive their scheduled immunizatione at the earlinst 
appropriate age; 

J: 

o ensure that the National Vaccine Injury Compensation 
Program, an essential link in our nation's immuniiiition 
system, remains operational; and 

o continue vaccine infraetruoture enhancements etarted in 
the President's economic etimulue program. 

Bflckground 
Immunizations represent one of the most cost-effective means of 
disease prevention. Although federal support for childhood 
immunization has bsen in existence since 1962, the full potential 
of immunizations remains to be achieved. 

Approximately 80 percent of vaccina doses should be received 
before the second birthday in order to protect children during 
their most vulnerable periods. Unfortunately, many children do 
not receive their baeic immunizations by that time. In fact, in 
SOBS inner city areas as few as io psrcent of 2-year olds have 
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received a complete eeriee. Thie low level of immunisatlona hae 
been reflected in recent years in outbreaks of meaeles among un-
Immunixsd preschool children. The resurgence of measlee in :i989 
through 1991 afflicted over 55,000 people and oost the country 
$20 million in avoidabls hospital coats alone. 

In 1982, the reoommended vaccine schedule coat $6.69 in the 
public sector and $23.29 in the private sector. By 1992, thu 
total eoet for fully Immunizing a child vas $122.28 in the public 
ssctor and $244.10 in the private sector. 

Lea l e i at i v Proposal 

The problem possd by rising vaccine costs is exacerbated by m 
deteriorated immunization delivery system. This legislation 
continues the rebuilding of our capacity to deliver vaccines and 
to educate parents. With this b i l l , our nation's vaccine 
infrastructure will continue to be revitalized, including 
delivery, eafety and research capacity, patient and vaccine 
tracking ability, and a community-based outreach and information 
campaign. 

To remove the financial barriers to immunization that impede 
children from being vaccinated on time, and to facilitate 
development of a national tracking system, the legislation 
includes federal purchase of all vaccines recommended for 
universal use in children. 

UniversBl Vaccine Purchase and Dlatributton Provision 

The bi l l would require that the Secretary consult with other 
federal agencies for advice on the quantities of rscommended 
childhood vaccine to be purchaaed. It would authorize the 
Secretary to consult with representatives of state governments, 
experts in vaccine delivery, health care providers, and ether 
experts prior to commencing negotiations for the purchase of 
vaccine. 

This proposal would direct the Secretary to negotiate a 
reasonable price with manufacturers participating in a 
procurement. The price would be baaed on data supplied to tiie 
secretary by manufacturers rsgarding (1) costs related to 
reeearch and development, production, dietribution to states and 
health care providere, and marketing; !(2) profit levels 
sufficient to encourage future investment in reeearch and 
development; and (3) the ability to maintain adequate outbreak 
control. In addition, the bill would require that dats provided 
to the Secretary be treated as a trade secret or confidential 
information for purposes of the Freedom of Informotion Aot aid 
would provide criminal sanctions for violations of thie 
provision. 

More -
i 
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Under thie legielation, the Secretary vould provide (either 
directly or through the etatas) for the free dietribution of 
vacclnee to health care providera who serve children and are 
located in a state that participates in the state registry grunt 
program. In non-participating states, free vaccine will be 
distributed to federal health care providers, community healtls 
centers, migrant health centera, health centers serving residnnts 
cf public housing or the homsless, other federally qualified 
health centers, and health care providers serving Indians 
pursuant to the Indian Self-Determination Aot or section 503 uf 
the Indian Health Care improvement Act. 

The legislation stipulates that haalth care providers could mat 
charge patients for the cost of the vaccine, but may impose a fee 
for its administration unless such a fss vould result in the 
denial of a vaccine to eomeone unable to pay. 

Finally, the b i l l provides that the authority of the Secretary 
eetebliehed under this legislation to purchase and provide 
vaccinae ehall cease to be in effect beginning on such date a« 
may be specified in a federal lav providing for immunisation 
servleee for al l children aa part of a broad-bassd reform of the 
national health care system. 

State iTniBiiniiatlon Reaietriea 

The b i l l provides for a collaborative federal end state effort to 
track the immunisation status of the nation's children. I t 
authorises ths Secretary to make grants to states to establish 
and operate state Immunisation registries containing spscific 
Information for each child in the etete. Entering infant birth 
data into registries will enable the identification of children 
who need vaocinatione and will help parents and providers em ure 
that children are appropriately immunised. 

Providers vould be required to report to the state tracking 
registry (or to the Secretary if there is no state registry) 
information regarding each vaccine administered and their 
periodic estimates of future vaccine needs. For each child, 
information will be gathered on immunisation history, including 
types and lot numbers of vacclnee received, health care provider 
identifiers and adverse reactions associated vith the 
immunisatione. In addition, tha etate immunisation registrifis 
v i l l provide vital information on safety snd efficacy of vacclnee 
by linking adminiatrative records vith adverse reactions 
reporting and disease outbreak patterns. 

The Mational Vaccine Coapeneatlon Program 

Another important element in the nation's vaccine immunisation 
effort is the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program. This 
proposal vould reauthorize thia program. In addition, i t vould 

- More - ( 
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provide for a parmanant extanaion and ralnatatement of the 
vaccine excise tax and repeal the Internal Revenue Code provision 
that authorises the Secretary of the Treasury to terminate the 
vaccine exciee tax. 

Other provisions related to the National Vaccina Injury 
compensation Program state that any vaccine reoommended for 
universal administration to children by the Secretary vould be 
included on the vaccine Injury Table. The bill vould provid* the 
Secretary authority, vith reepect to any vaccine so added, tc 
modify the Table, but only in accordance vith notice, hearing, 
and comment procedures, and othsr limitations. The chief ape.cial 
master vould be allowed to suspend proceedinge on petitions from 
retrospective claims for up to 30 months, rather than the 540 
days (or 18 months) in currant lav. 

Finally, vaccine Information materials now required to be 
provided to parente vould be simplified by replacing the detailed 
liet of items that muet be eddreeeed in the infonnation materiala 
vith a requirement for a concise and understandable statement of 
the benefite and risks of ths vaccine, and the availability of 
the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program. 

For the purpoee of making etate registry grants, the b i l l vould 
authorise appropriations of $152 million for fisoal year 199!), 
$125 million for fiscal year 1996, and $35 million for eech cf 
the fiscal years 1997, 1998, and 1999. In addition, the bill 
would euthorise appropriations of such sums as may be neceestiry 
for fiscal years 1993 and 1994 for start-up costs associated vith 
activities to implemsnt the Comprehensive Child Immunization Act 
Of 1993. 

Beginning in fiscal year 1995, the bill vould authorise the 
Secretary to carry out the program of vaccine purchase and 
distribution from the Comprehensive Child immunization Account in 
the United Statee Treaaury. The eetimated coet of universal 
vaccine purchase snd distribution undsr the bi l l ie $1.1 billion 
in FY 1995. The eourcee of revenue that v i l l be deposited into 
the Comprehensive Child Immunisation Account for the vaocine 
purchase and dietribution progrem v i l l be identified in 
legislation for broad-based reform of the national health care 
system vhen i t is submitted to Congress by ths President in Mey. 
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American 
Academy of 
Pediatrics 

flj^mMi Oovtmmtnt 
Amrlcw Aeadamy of PMHmrici 
Tht Henwr Building 

i ThlRMnth SirMi, Nw 
Suit* 400 North 
Washington. 0C 20005 
202/347.0600 
B00/S36-B475 
Ffli 202/393-6137 

Prtildent 
Oiorfif D. Comerci. MP 

Vln Frtaldani 
Mau'esE.KMnin, MD 
PM1 PrMWanl 
Bany A. Lowe, MO 

Ciaoutiva Mracler 
Joe M. Ssndart. Jr. MD 

al Dlraeiora 

Qiiban L. Fuld, MD 
f , Naw Hiimpahlra 

Loull 2. Caopar. MD 
Naw York. Naw York 

Suian Aronson. MD 
Nartanh, Pennaylvania 

Josaph H. Zanga. MD 
Richrnond, Virginia 

Robtn E. Hannamann. MO 
lafayatta. Indiana 

ThomsiF.Toiviieaa.MD 
HaiUngi, Nabraaka 

Cardan Johnaton. MD 
Blrminghtm. Alabama 

OonaWE.Cook.MD 
Qraaiay. Colorado 

Laoi A. Kutnm, MO 
San Dlago. California 

June 30, 199S 

Tod Lindberg 
Editorial Page Editor 
The Washington Times 
3600 New York Ave., N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Dear Mr. Lindberg, 

We are submitting the enclosed op/ed on the Vaccines for Children proj ram 
in response to your June 27th editorial, "The vaccine boondoggle." 

The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) is an organization of 48,000 
pediatricians dedicated to the health, safety and well-being of infants, 
children, adolescents and young adults. 

The Association of State and Territorial Health Officials (ASTHO) reprt seftts 
the directors of public health in each of the 50 states, the District of Columbia 
and the U.S. Territories and Possessions. 

If you have any questions concerning our article, we can be reached at t'lie 
phone numbers listed below. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Gcorgi D. Comerci, M.D. 
President 

American Academy of Pediatrics 

(502) 749-3133 (home and work) 

Christopher G. Atchiian 
President 
Association of State e nd 
Territorial Health Officials 
(515) 281-5605 (wort:) 
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FREE VACCINES: A SOUND INVESTMENT 

The only vaccine boondoggle we aee (June 27 editorial) is the proliferation of yet 

another misunderstood interpretation of the Vaccines for Children (VFC) program that does a 

real disservice to the solid commitment of both the public and private medical communities 

in making this program work efficiently and effectively. Since the editor seems to be in 

search of people outside the Clinton Administration "...to say something complimentary 

about the VFC program," we say BRAVO! on behalf of ourselves, but even more 

importantly, on behalf of the nation's families and children, It's past time to set the record 

straight. 

For the record, it was President Dwight D Eisenhower who pledged after the polio 

vaccine was licensed, that all children would be vaccinated, regardless of their ability i.o pay. 

He clearly recognixed and understood that childhood immunizations were a public hcaliih 

issue and that the best defense against disease was a strong offense based on age-

appropriately immunized children. We didn't get the health reforms needed to guaram ?e 

children and adolescents private health insurance coverage that included ill recommencted 

immunizations. As a result, President Clinton picked up the ball and legislation was enacted 

to protect them from preventable diseases in the interim. Again we say, BRAVO! 

Reason has given way to insanity when we are arguing on the editorial pages al:>out 

whether or not cost is a barrier for families getting their children immunized. As a nation 

we have followed Eisenhower's lead and recognized that it is, by already having in pl!.:e, 

prior to VFC, policies diat entitle all children to free vaccines. For the General Accounting 

Office (GAO) to state otherwise is missing the point. The issue at hand is not whether all 

children will continue to he entitled to free vaccines, but where they will have to go tc get 
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them. 

Had OAO talked to us and to parents, they would have uncovered what this program 

is really all about. It's about allowing families to stay in their medical home and receive 

immunizations as part of their ongoing, comprehensive preventive care for their child nm. 

There is no logical reason to fragment this care and create more obstacles in obtaining 

immunizations. Immunizations delayed, for whatever reason, are immunizations denied. 

The 95 percent immunization rate for children entering first grade cited by the 

editor is laudable, but misleading. You see, this statistic doesn't take into account that 
ij it t r . ' t r-f 

children must follow an immunization schedule that begins literally as soon as the child is 

bom. To play catch-up before entering school, is a weak offense, putting many children 

unnecessarily at risk of life-threatening disease. It is for our children under age two that the 

United Sutes lags far behind other countries. And for this we all pay, in terms of 

hospitalizations, lifelong disabilities, special education requirements, loss of young liven or 

unnecessary human suffering. 

The VFC program is only pan, but an imponant pan, of this nation's immunlzjition 

policy. It doesn't solve all the problems in and of itself, but it does allow the private nector 

to better serve the families in their practices and it frees up the public sector resources to 

develop and initiate better outreach and tracking services. Ours is a team effon within the 

community and many families have already benefited. 

There are more positives than negatives attached to this program. Critics shoul<:l take 

the time to really look at this complex issue, not pick it apart. It is not a misguided ui t of 

public fimds, but a sound investment to give very child protection from vaccine-prevemable 

diseases. BRAVO for VFC I 
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June 13, 1995 

TO: Karen Pollltz (SUPERMOM) 

FROM: Jackie Noyei 

RE: SPEECH MATERIAL FOR VFC 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleated that you have called thli hearing today to focus on ;in 
important, but relatively new program that it to important to so many families. 
Reason hat given way to insanity when members of Congress can't agree to remove all 
the barriers to immunizations our children now face. I hope that this hearing will 
serve to clear the air for those doubting Thomases who have questioned the need for 
thit program to continue. 

The real ittue before us today is one of cost, but not in the usual sense of federal 
outlays. All children are currently eligible for free vaccines In public clinks paid for 
by a combination of federal and state dollars. Rather, the cost Issue Is now focuiod on 
who should receive the benefit of receiving immunizations in their medical home and 
who should not. 

Opponents claim that cost isn't an issue and constantly question why taxpayers should 
subsidize "rich" kids. They have done a formidable job of focusing congressional 
attention more on keeping out the 3 percent of families that would be considered 
"rich," as opposed to reaching out to the majority of families who stand to benef t. 

As my colleagues are aware, there is a significant drop in employer-provided 
dependent health care. Hence this program has become a lifeline for our working 
middle clast families. I'm pleased to stand in support of a program that is alreadv 
benefiting the families In Michigan. Although the program is only 8 months old, ive 
have already noted a significant shift In the number1 of familiet that can have their 
chidren Immunized In their medical home, a shift from 40% to 53%. 

This is an important Investment of the dollars entrusted to us by the taxpayers anil I 
urge my colleagues to recognize It as such. Listen carefully; much Is at stake. 
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Health Secretary Meets 
With Makers of Vaccine 

ByROBERTPEAR 
Iptthllli-naMnrYclfcTImn 

WASHINOTON, March ) - Donna taiy of rscommendad ahots. but thay 
Shalala, the Secretary of Health and hialnuht that a Oovemment punJiaae 

Human Sarvlcea, mat today with vme* program would not iclve tha problam. 
cine manufacturara. .but ah* got no in his aptoeh on Fab. 13. Mr. Clinton 
oommftmant to hold down prtcaa at callad vaedm prieoa "shocking" and 
Pmidant Clinton hat damandod. . aaaartad. "lb* pharniaonnlcal tndui-

Th* mcMing reaultnd from Mr. Clin* try is apending SI billion mora aach 
ton'* aaaault on the prkea that drug yvar on advtrtblng and lobbying than 
companlei ehorga and on th* profits it does on davelopini new and bolter 

drugs." _ 
AndtniattrsblaRiB Loom 

RejKtlng such crtticlBm, Dr. Doug­
las if Id today: "W* think our vaccines 
ire rtaaoMbly prfead. Wa a] ready glva 
• SB percent dlacsunt tn the PfSdaral 
Oovernment end the •tataa, which ac­
count for SS percent of all aales of our 
maulea, mumpa and rubella wdeclna. 
That la«nau<h ta caver all poor peoplt 
In this country with free veedne'pur-
^" W t̂heraiiaomuch tmitria with 
the Federal budget deficit, vtiy ahould. 

Under attack, . 
drug companies 
offer no 
concessions. 

they earn, in a speech en Feb. IS, he 
••aid thf eompanioa were puifauln 
"praflu et the toeiiae of our chil 
dran," and ha Initniotad Dr. Shalala to 
meet with pharmaceutical eMcutives 
to diaeuis tha price and diatrlbinion of 
vaccine. ^ 

Today, tit. Shalala and her lawyers 
met with aaveral industry eaaeuuvea. 
induding Dr. R. fcordon DouglM Jr.. 
president ef the vaefclae division to 
Merck ft Company; Ronald J. Saldir-
inl, president of Lederic-Praxll BJolo. 
Icaia, a divtaiori ef the American 

wVanamid Company, and David 3. Wil­
liams, president of Connaught Labora-
tories. 

Tenfold Price Inemi* 
The AdmlniBtratton says the coat of a 

full set of recommended chlMhaod vac 
clnas rose to 1344 in 1993. from W in 
im 

When asked if ah* accepted Merck's 
aaaariion that Stf eereent of the price 
increaM had multcd from new Fed­
erel eitelae uaas and from the addition 
of two new vaccinas, Dr Shalala ro-
piled, "No, I Ooo't'1 Adminiatratlen 
oniclalt have not estimated how much 
of the price knemsc ia attritautnbta to 
these factnri. 

Dr. Douglas Insisted that his arllh-
meuc was comet "Pact* are facta," 
he said, adding that the data cam* 
from the QovimmsM. 

The eKenitfves also said that Fed­
eral anthniit law* pirvonted them 
from engaging in detailed discussions i . 
of prices imong thsmaelve*. hear her Matement ef duuniaomcnt 

• about drug prtoee presents no intltruit 
Swaeplng Chan|«s.Threauaed prablemsj' Mr. Areeda said. "U any 

But Df. Douglas said in an intarvtow «•««••• S^L^S SZ^ESlJtt 

uika wilh the Qovernment. The Aa- ^?ZL^^Jtf2W%?, 
mlnlatratien and me dnis eempanlea *Sj£dtfJ,wTS22 
will hold more tilks In • Aw wwka. ^SL^. 1!SS^&JaJmSSi 

Administretlon officials aay that If ^ ^ ^ S t S ^ J S S i l l S ^ l 2 ^ 
the eempanlea dUregard the Presl- mexlmuin prieHMlng agreement 
dent'a warning and raise prices, Mr. 
Clinton may propose sweeping changes 
in the purchaas and distribution of vae-
cine* Under one erepaaal being seri­
ously constdared by the Administf*-
tkm, the Federal Government and the 
sutes would buy up ell childhood vac- i 
cinea at e discoiim, then distribute 

I to clinics and doctors. i 
me arug eempanlea v*h*m«ntly op- / 

I W M ihai nfnmul. 1 ai MledOB I 

th* Oftverameni buy vaccin* for the 48 
grrwnt of th* pepulatlan who ean af-

Prof. FMllip Areeda. an anQti 
eapen at Uarvird U * School, 
nrmed that UM* were eartaw legal 
risks when drag enmpeny BWCUIIVW 
discussed prtcM with Qqvemment offi­
cials, even when the dlscmsjons 
den a possible limit on prtoa. • 

"Far them to meet the Searetary and 
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fUUKT CLINTON FREE VACCINE PROGRAM 

TOM BROXAW (ANCHOR): The Clinton Adminietration today 
confirmed it plane to provide free vaccines for every child in 
America starting in 1995, The coet --about a billion dollare a 
year. Currently more than a third of the children under two don't 
get all the ahota they need. However, as NBC'e national 
correepondent Bob Kur telle us now, there is only so much the 
government ean do. 

BOB KUR (REPORTER) : Brenda Arroyo* is 19 and a single mother. 
Connecticut makes it easy for her to have her eon vaccinated. It 
buys the vaccine, pays any related medical bille, reminds her to 
show up, and provides free transportation to get her there. Yet 
for eome, that's not enough. 

MARCELLA DORSO (RN, YALE NEW HAVEN HOSPITAL) : There are many 
psycho-social ieeues. They have usually transportation problems. 
There's ueually a crisis going on in their livea daily, more than 
you and I would even think about or expect. So getting here is a 
lot more difficult than you would think. 

KUR: Measles, polio, tetanus, meningitis, hspatitis --15 
vaccinations in a l l . A lot of waiting and inconvenience, but it's 
those who do not make routine health care a priority who present 
the biggest challenge. 

DR. RICHARD YOUNG (CHIEF OF PEDIATRICS, ST RAPHAEL'S): You 
need a neighborhood health center or a mobile van or eome type of 
easily accessible health care facility in every eingle county. 

KURJ Health care providers here in New Haven will tell you 
that free vaccine alone won't solve the problem. Only about half 
the two-year-olds here are up to date on Immunizations, and that's 
in spite of a l l this city does to get the job done. In one 

Mofcrioi luepiiad by Iodic W may ba mad br M« rafmnc* pufpam Oflfrr- Ir «o)r MI h» ««pMd««d, idd • P l̂taV d»*«'*'o*d or •ihlbW. 
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C Everett Koop 

In the Dark About Shots 
Ue have created a misplaced sense of complacency about children '* health. 

At taf Un. u tdiflfaiuuiUon k 
eamsil'to ffipl with tM pear me 
mamtiflfi record trfowyeunnn 
ctaldree. Kevevw. u The POM tu 
mcd f-tammty for ftfldroi." tii-
lonil. FcL 4|, the COB e< vwasm 
isenlftaetipefthiicetarf. 

Tbe Oistn admmistnuen't pre-
peal thet the Mail fsvenmeia 
vutiam ntaBM for all cUdne ti 
• tale like •eectortmttti the 
tysptaaawUmttmMteew* 
the ttcatt. Tbe patiaM aar M 
better. bntitpwbiemWir 
•vty. lathe ate ĉ Aaanot 

- - ,of 

peNk • to. aot 
The 

dm bar fctde aamr * *c tor ef 
potto ipdinm aprdthacrtppfiai 
StaEDflfftdioeetheaecUdra 

âeideotte.NerdedwTn-
ithnfeiiflMd 

a w of toter'i yoeag paieffll nev 

beeiallr.ia 
• of ctoWtori. have eator-
taeHrcmadi miaaUced miae of 
outKncr ihoiK caiUien'i 
tahiL The tat Aat u nanv u half 
ef Avencv ckildm under the tie 
d 2 iWB't tetainnt the weconnv 
vucM^a item tn luff part 
from the irnnnae of oihcrviie 
coBKcnpeua. cannf md inttlli|eat 
esthen and fithen. Manr parenu 
ef pmeheeien miaukeniy taiievt 
that nek eieuee vert endlnred 
cenpietely a faneauen lie. Tke 
— '-i ep*e«e thitwept tlfc 

aen 1981 and 1M1 
, . . j * vroni own people 
•oh tin ben iBteeaens eae be. 

In admait a MtienaUnd vac-
dae pwdtaaa plat, ihe Cttaton ad-' 
•eneRBoee tmitm<-*mne*M-
\T—*iM tke problem u ealeir 
eeenemie. Tne. vaccne tncei did 
I M m tht 19101 and -901. wnen Die 

:.• jf preventtttve vaecmea 
dMbted u • mutt ef ne« inununi. 
suen-KMeulM. In teduien. lir«f 

oprnttB toMdude fifta and 
•aabaadk vfan ePtrtaf parens 
ee BBR Bkalr ie be able to take 

. tbe fommstm mould 
Isaite a broad public mnneu 

tode-
•testddld'ien-

pun aertarta keep beea 
d taaawkma. HHS ato tbooU ft-

ttdemhpl iol 

aadre-

bllitf itwuee fornccmt am* 
Uetum. Hiwem. the cipenence 
d U fUUHdat timij hive vec. 
one puidiaae Plata ahould be i«u. 
mm etoiiin that wnemi avitl-
abtiiiy dfnt viednea dee* not 
nanmee hrfh nmumation ratal. 
Ataaaveniedenly«3 percent, 
thev immunaaon ntet ara Uttle 
better than the national avenie d 

to a Meceariul primê ublic pin-
nenhip. any perewi—rtfiralfu d 
incme level—an have ha er her 
child vacdnaMd free d cbarpe or 
on tt*akM»eay baaii at public 
heaitb clinica. Quhe often pmate 
pnenu phyeidMa rater tbttr ?J-
ueeu •bote haahh mauranM i J»-
gncdulir) t reuunc 
childhood uwnenwiant ie PUDIIC 

Toaytlatihaprndmimtea-
tWy ecenamk daoaat ewa dei 

S ^ H o m r l n a M ^ 
Vttdkiithe etdattd UOOafl-
tat te 8500 milUoa k vettf tiki ts 
bar ep, the nation'* nectae npptr. 
fiwimei innki TII mini i ina 
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tfen amshrtnf mduasy ud *»-

_ t«tii*uet*.lnEalanifed* 
e»i»C_ 

.tkeUJ.CemtntarDie-

vdt̂ brvdvdHkiHcBti 
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dUofidaatiew îttA 
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nmrri or m lulsout'i 

X. ZnftftUtt lir»iio» «| fuadi ut« tbt m-profii iai pufeUo 
ttlUtx* •fttm Ut neeim. 

TO* th« rvaalndar of riioal Ytar ma, tM Pro lam via 
••ak tn additional isoo *nilon to •tranothm tt% puSUo tayvist ^ 
daUvary intraatruoturt. putura la^iiUtian vill include fujviini s^dU^ 
fer Ft ll94 end btyond, 

The Offioe ef Manasaeent and ludfat aitlaatea that the 
additional rt i m (unding vlU Hid to tka iasuniifctien of one 
sillion lord intanti ana ehiidrm, ituting thit luaier. The 
Cvindt vill be diFaoted to non-profit ind pubiio elinloa U 
underaervad rural ind urban oesauaitlea. tHe ollniee vill be a»B 
to uaa tfct fundi to hire iddltldntl nurott tnd outirttoh stiff, 
keep faeiUties span lengtr. tttthllth nmt teirvloe Itettlons, 
expand letersatienal and •dueatlenal prefrtis, UiprBvo vaeolne 
safety tnd laietroh, inereaia ties tt fttlly•baaed sonunity 
evftnlaavlens, tnd help eatafcUsh » national tracking eyatsii 

ix. iffneativt efforts by tu Diptrtsatt ef ita i n Ud Suit 
strvlses to Btlp uturt tdtquttt tupjly ef Taoaitti it tiiteniblt 
pyleia. 

Tho Fretldont bat dlrtttsd tht lecrattry of m to anttr 
into negetitblont with the nation't Vtcoint aanufteturtrt to 
develop afreoitntt that will: 

ll\ Ittuyt that any state ean purohaaa any nooetaary or 
additional vaeolnss at veasonablf prices. 

(3) &ssues tn adaeuate supply of all neoetsary vaotinee «t 
toonoBlotl prlooi for federally asiitttd pregrui, ineluding 
thott tdalnlstersd by tnt Cantera (or filfiatt Control, tht Kit1th 
Keaoareea and serviees Kdalniacration, tha Indian HeoLW Strviee, 
and tha Mttlth Care mtnoing Ada in i »tt a tion. 

i n . u Ul tut ive that vill tutmtta tit iuufcifttie* «f tvtvy 
Stttrioas otlld. 

Zn eoeporatlen with dengreia, tiie Adeiniitvetlon vill 
prepare an Initlitiva that alai MJ 

(1) Ouartntee vaoainaden eevarâ a far all ehlldrtfl, 
Tmqitku** of whether thay u«« puklie, non-protit or private 
health providert. 

si.-: 
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l l iMBti tt ffci irttldtnt'i 
QiilftMd XiBUAiUtien laitittive 
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(1) t.UblUh t ntw tnfwjttlon tn* tetokinâ tytttm to 
wrtit Wkllo Mtitfe agtncitt to lollov up rtUltetj who Ktvi net 
bttn tdeffuettly latuniied, to mttiurt tht Iwuniittion iutui ef 
•naunltlM, end te •enlter fer dltette ourtceeko, 

t%) Ptovide inwttitd lon«-tm funding te rtbulld the 
ieauniittien infreetruetvre in the netlen't htvdeet Kit inner 
elty tnd rurtl trtte. The funding could he uotd to »dd ettff, 
inorttte elinle hourt, expend ••rviot loottltnt tnd re»oh out te 
f u m t i . 

(i) support inotttttd efforto tt ttiurt thf itttty of 
veocintl •dslnitttrtd to ehlldren, ind iPHd tht dtvtltpBont of 
never tnd tora offtetivt viocinti. 

ft) Itrongthen tht Vioelnt etBponfttlen progm fer ehlldrtn 
•ufCoring vtoalne-rtitttd injurlet, tnd tiipllfy informttion 
provided te femlli«i tbeut vtoelne tirety tnd UM. 

ft) Augiont tht tuthority of tho Boerottry of Heolth end 
KUBM StrviOtC to reepond to thOTttget ef vtoolne euppliot in the 
puhiie tnd privttt itrhttf. 

n) lurovo Kodietid dtvtrtgt to iiko vecelnoo ivellthU it 
rtttontfalt priett to ill ottto Mtllttld prooruo. tnd provide 
mouondod oevorovo Cor ohildren enroUtd In Nediotid. 

(•} Snerbttt internotlentl ootperetivo tfforte te eliilntto 
preventUle ohildheed diteaeet. 
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Health Experts Skeptical About Immunization Plan 
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"Vacrion are 
Franca 
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prartk* 
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I to A rami eefwy by dto tvtuA 
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r etateK rf^Uf Mac lhaa haM Ihe to4-

art to Men tag ber. 
CDCenvep. 

ThrnMHMof uMraewm4If.S rfcilfrea 
aee Ike fiama of thr rtm$mmmmmMt4 fei*» 
ivr^vbr Srrirtvy dl i^Rh aid HuaMn 
Serncra tkmnt tL SfeaMi whirh eel) cosl 
aboat tl 5Mb»M 1995 what * ukn ef 
feci lufly. ShJiifa »d rwnram of the i»* 
eraraeml pan haw trf varrinrs wil ke Mckui-
ed n part uf Ihe tweraf kealtti fefona pack­
age lake eeai ti»£em&nti. 

Tke laONl Ui-nrrnhma k^alerr at a pbu ia 
aMrk Ike frifc-nd iievtnmm* amuM. SIMI-
iag at IMS. kay ak the vanm arreaaary IN 
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Free- Vaccine Plan Creates 
Unusual Array of Skeptics 

•ylAKMOtPAlie . 
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'rcsldem ciunon fntum to 

II.I tillliaa a rttt buyutl 
'uenm for m AmerleM Ml 

hv heat u unuiMl eombl-
ttun of vkapilcr Mi jtfit Con-
intiianal ammwuivn M alM 

of tha wialiy canieiaut 
MCtar* •Tie vnrk nw naighb^ 
M«dt ImmviUaiten nwi 
in 

Novum llkl I polllictl alliance 
tt ben anene wck odd 
uaainn** Put (Ae contpttUtu 
thai KapUHiaiia huftaJ luday 

a dipMI HUl hwrfni mm 
ridf an oM aeM aenaa tha AM-
euiila Rivw. laiida a mtdleal van 
thai *orU ihe tttf t. poenai 
warta. 

ia be* plaaet. arltiea argua 
ihai *• dUiian piaa. in addraâ  
iî l Q» t&arp KM U vaecwa enata, 
ilva* ilwn ihnli w nhai tKey eall 

ar pawn ciuaaof Die iffl«nu> 
lan prahlem: ««e»|antaad, 

•r «¥wi naalaRtUI. pmnu. 

MlMtl 
The ariunanu inwivfld le 

more dun Ulumlnaia the pi» 
gram Mr. CUmen haa cHeaan aa 
mi (IM Mjer totrmib MU*' 
iixo. Th«y alio thae iigm en «*ai 
u may nave nwam »*on M 
calM NmicU a nm Dameerai, 
M wM awuie Kim t«Mi ihe els 
ink at rithii taware a M * leeui 
on raapaMlMUdea. 

Mr. CllMtt'* cPltiaa ar|ua that 
tha ifflmwiuiipn plan uiriar> 

ihainianienbyCMMinta 
new eMMemeM prairam Mr ihe 

middle elan. |ivi»g ttm vaecintf 
to people wtio eim dready iflerd 
ihem «Mle dont and Infi MihiA| 
trem inyww tti rnum. 

In an imuaual ieii" eaogre*-
nenal Marmt lodwr. teglilitaa 
tram beih paniei calM U a mat 
tar ol nauanai rfunw mat dm 
United lietu' imrmmUaitam 
raiea IMpIre camparlaona wVh 
thaw ef Albania and Maui A« 
many aa at pareeM at A met lean 
ehlklnm flNeh (he lad (f 1 Wldl-
eat beina Mlly tmrnwlaed. 

CauawalPNUan 
Meet effielala afna thai Ihe 

praklem haf. immlple cauut: 
vactiM aeau ha»e ikymkettd, 
the number er rupniae vMhsut 
health tniuraace la irovfri, pub­
lic eUnlet ire ewererwdod and 
•ome young famllM, (nawialne 

. ly heaeed by afngle parang IIIIK 
ply do mi aeek eervtaat. 

The dtaaireeiiiettU «me over 
«nfl>aail Tha AdmbiMtratlaa I* 
cuaee en «er%iAa famine* wfto 
aaea but canMi afTor| vaocmaa, 
#hiie ita erlttti Mil luenUiai to 
tha many people vn* ean already 
rteem Fna ihatf Aniuih Medic. 
aid er miUlc cllnlea but de nec 
•art ihem. 

Aiihauih IM immiHiliailon 
problem aleecly tiraicMo Into tha 
mliuio eltaa. we rotat in die. 
tretMd urban netahbarfcaade ere 
eapeciaily lov. 
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