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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 this podium with all your officers, including Mayor Lashutka of
Columbus. Did I pronounce that right? Close? Lashutka.

I just had the Nebraska football team over at the White House, and so I had a
lot of practice pronouncing names this morning. [Laughter] The Nebraska
football team are so big, that's the only group of people in America I could
stand with and look like the resident ballet dancer. [Laughter]

Mayor James, it's good to see you here, and all the other mayors who are
here, and all of the other representatives of the cities and towns of our
country.

I like 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 lot of time
with the citizens at the grassroots community level who were interested in
solving the problems of people. And I've always said that one of the things I
like most about the job I used to have and one of the things I like least about
the job I have right now is that the closer you get to the people, the less
political the work is, and the closer you get to Washington, the more political
it becomes.

The most frustrating thing about being President is that I don't get enought
time to speak with ordinary Americans in terms that they can understand about
what we're trying to do up here. Although I must say, when I was driving up
here today, I thought, these local officials may be out of touch, too. This is
the most beautiful day we've had in Washington in 6 months, and here you are
listening to a politician 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, it must stun you at times
what you hear in the news about what's going on up here, when it seems too
rhetorical. Because I know when you think of these issues you know a name, you
see a face, you know a life 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 trying
to communicate with people from such a long way away over the mass media through
so many millions of conflicting messages with high levels of rhetoric.
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I want to try to move back from that today and just to speak frankly about
the choices that we face here and the choices that you face in doing your Jjob
and how we both can make the right 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 first is to make sure that we enter the next century with the American
dream alive and well for all of our people, for the middle class whose interests
are so often forgotten, for those who are struggling to make it in the global
economy, for all the poor people in this country who are working hard to play by
the rules and to live up to their God-given capacity.

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

And the third thing that I want to talk to you about is the fact that the
Government has often made these problems worse, not better, in 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 responsibility 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 live and work?

For the last 20 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 their small children, and they're growing.
And the anxieties of people are pronounced, economically. Even in this time of
economic recovery, people worry about downsizing everywhere and whether they
really count in the workplace anymore. And there is a huge inequality growing
among our workers, where those with good educations and those capable of
learning new skills tend to get good jobs with growing incomes and those without
tend to be stuck in a rut forever.

We have all this good news. We had -- in 1993, we haven't gotten the '94
figures yet -- in '93 we had the largest number of new businesses started in the
United States of America in 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
their lifestyle, even thought in many families both the husband and the wife are
working and have less and less time to spend with their children.

On the social front, the values we all cherish, work and family and
community, are threathened as crime and violence and drug use rises all across
America. And even when it falls it's still to high. The rate of children that
are born out of wedlock continues to go up. Our social problems, in many ways,
seem more profound today than they have in a long time.

And you see the traditions of breakdown in family, community, rooted in 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 in the midst of a great debate here in Washington about what we
ought to do about this. How can we make the good things more present and how
can we reduce the ad things in 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 will say an awful lot about what kind of people we're going to
be and what kind of country we're going to pass onto our children in 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, one-size-fits-all
Government can provide big solutions to all America's big problems and maybe to
some of America's not so big problems.

The other extreme is the view of the Republican contract, that Government is
the source of all the problems, and if we could just get rid of it completely or
at least reduce the Federal Government's spending role, every problem in America
would miraculously solve itself.

I have a different view, and it's probably rooted in the fact that I didn't
live and work here until 2 years ago. My view is rooted in the fact that my
experiences as Governor of a small State are much more like ours than they are
like most of the people who make most of the decisions in this 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 Natiocnal Government that in the
information age is more limited but is still strong and effective. We do have,
after all, common problems as people. We have common opportunities. And these
require a common response. We need the Government, in short, to be a partner
with people in their private lives as citizens, a partner with State and local
government, a partner with all of us.

I believe in a Government that promotes opportunity and demands
responsibility, that deals with middle class economics and mainstream values, a
Government that is different radically from the one we have known here over the
last 30 to 40 years but that still understands it has a role to play in order
for us to build strong communities that are the bedrock of this Nation. That's
what the New Covenant I talk about all the time is really all 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 their own lives. We can't give any guarantees in this rapidly
changing world, but we can give people the capacity to do for themselves. And
we must do that; all of us must do it.

And finally we have to work to enhance security on our own streets and around
the world. I believe, in short that the role of this Government is to be a
partner in the fight for the future, not a savior -- it can't be that -- but not
a spectator on the sidelines either. We've tried that, and it didn't work out
very well.

We must face the fact that we live in a certain historical period in which
the economy is global, the information age means that the basis of most wealth
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in the future will be knowledge, and that we can be far more decentralized and
flexible than we ever have been before. No one will ever again have to rely on
a distant bureaucracy to solve every problem in today's rapidly changing
environment.

We have to focus on equipping people with the resources they need to tackle
their 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 in jobs, incomes, technology, education and training. That's what
will make us wealthy.

I ran for President because I felt these challenges were not being met,
because I felt that there was no economic strategy for putting our people first.
We had 12 years of trickle-down economics in which the deficit quadrupled and
our future was mortgaged. But we didn't invest in our people or our economy.

We had both less opportunity and less responsibility. In Washington all I ever
heard was the blame game. And it often reminded me of -- I felt often when I
was out there in the country like you, like people must feel in a jury box, you
know when two lawyers get in an argument with a judge over what they can say or
not? All the jury wants to know is who did it. [Laughter]

And the American people, what they want to know is, what are we going to do?
And are we going to do? And so I ran for this job because I was tired of a
system in which both middle class economics and mainstream values were
suffering. And the Government was doing well by special interest but not the
public interest. I felt very strongly that we had to do something to stop the
conditions in which most Americans were living, where people were working harder
and harder and harder for less and less and less security. And I still believe
that's what we ought to be about.

Now, we have begun to change all that. We have begun to change all that.
And it required some pretty tough decisions, some of them were unpopular. Some
of the people who made those unpopular decisions lost their seats in Congress
last year, because people were told 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 deficit. We did, by $ 600 billion. And we did it
with over a quarter of a trillion dollars in spending cuts, with income tax
increases on the wealthiest 1.2 percent of our people, with discipline -- 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 relief for 15 million working families who were working at or near
the poverty line to make sure that nobody who works 40 hours a week with
children in their home should ever live in poverty. It's the biggest incentive
to stay off welfare to know that if you work hard and you raise your kids,
you're going to be able to make a living wage. These are the things that we
worked on.
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Now, we eliminated or consolidated or cut about 300 programs. And in this

new budget that I've got -- we'll talk more about that in a minute -- we propose
to eliminate or consolidate 400 more. We reduced the size of the Federal work
force in 2 years by over 100,000. And if no new laws pass -- [applause] --

thank you. If no new laws pass, the work force will be reduced over a 6-year
period to its smallest size since John Kennedy was President. It will be
272,000 fewer people working here than on the day I was inaugurated President.
I'm proud of that.

We have shifted power away from Washington to more responsibility for States
and counties and cities and towns. The Vice President has lead our reinventing
Government initiative, which has already saved the taxpayers $ 63 billion and
will save more. We've already cut regulations in banking and intrastate
trucking and many other areas that make it now easier for businesses to create
jobs and create opportunities. And we must do more, and we will. We've worked
too hard to try to make it easier for you to do your jobs and to improve the
lives of the people that we both serve.

Now, we've done a lot of other things, as well, that often get lost in the
smoke around here. We passed the family leave law after 6 years of arguing

Jmownidaton. about it. We passed the crime bill after 6 years of arguing about it. We

*%

,__£;>expanded Head Start and provided for the immunization of all children under 2 by

1996. And we made lower cost, better repayment college loans available to 20
million young Americans so more people could go to college. We were busy around
here in 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 in a generation. Very important when you consider the fact
that low-cost goods from other countries come into our open markets if we have
no trade agreements, but the trade agreements open markets for high value-added
American goods and American services and American jobs all around the world.

I say this to point out how much different it is where you live than where we
live. 1If you had done that, your voters would know it, right? ([Laughter] An
all the nay-sayers said, "Oh, if they put this economic plan in, it'll be the
worst thing that ever happened to the country. The economy will collapse
immediately. Everything will be terrible." Now they're all going to New
Hampshire and giving the same speech all over again. [Laughter] I heard it for
2 years.

You know, since no country has permanent growth, if they keep predicting a

recession, eventually we'll get around to it. [Laughter] They said, "Oh, this
is a terrible thing -- if they pass this progrm, oh, it's terrible. The economy
will just -- it'll be terrible."

Well, what's happened in the last 2 years? We've got the lowest combined
rate of unemployment and inflation in 25 years because we took it on. Over 6.1
million Americans have new jobs in the last 2 years. That is a good beginning.

Now, having said all that, let's face the facts. You live with these folks,
and you know as well as I do, there are still profound problems out there. Most
people still have not gotten a raise. Every year more and more people lose
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their health insurance even though they're in the work force. This is the only
advanced country in the world that has a smaller percentage of people in the
work force covered by health insurance in 1995 than it had in 1985. No other
country can say that.

And we know these other problems are still with us. Half of all Americans
are living 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 life and family life when people do the right thing. If we're going to
strengthen the middle class and shrink the under class, we have got to do those
things which will enable people to really feel the American dream. We've got to
begin by equipping people with the skills they need to compete in today's
economy. Even as we cut yesterday's Government, we must invest more in the
education and training of our people. We must. We must.

We have tried to approach that work as the partner of people at the local
level. Most folks around here think last year was the best year for education
legislation passing through Congress in 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 in Washington pretty
dramatically. We didn't neglect our responsibilities to help create educational
opportunity, but we didn't presume to tell the people at the grassroots level
how to meet the standards as the Government had done so much in 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 like to do to help you do it. But you decide
how to do it. In many ways, in dealing more directly with city government, our
empowerment zones and enterprise communities are the embodiment of that kind of
approach: to create opportunity, to shrink bureaucracy, to demand more
responsibility, and then let you decide what you want to do with it and how you
can best create jobs and opportunities.

We said to distressed communities, give us a comprehensive plan to create
jobs, to revitalize neighborhoods, to bring the community together, to involve
the private sector. Find the solutions together. The opportunity you get will
be some cash money and tax incentives to encourage investment and resources to
deal with other problems, like transportation or safety. And we'll cut the
redtape so you can apply those resources as you see fit. This is a partnership
between government, the private sector, and communities to encourage investment,
to create jobs in places where too many people have been left completely behind.

If you think about it, our country has had major initiatives in the last
several years to invest in Latin America, to invest in the Caribbean, to invest
in all different kinds of places. They're fine. But this is the first major
initiative we've had to to get people to invest in America, to create jobs and
markets and our best opportunities.

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

We have to recognize that if we want people to live 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 this session of Congress that affects
some of you more than others, depending on how the system operates in your
State, but all of you in some ways, and that is, how are we going to fix the
welfare systems? I believe we should offer more opportunity in the form of
education and work to people on welfare and then insist on more responsibility,
requiring work after 2 years, tougher child support enforcement, responsible
parenting. I've been working on this issue -- [applause] -- I've been working
on this issue for 15 years now, and I know that Washington doesn't have all the
answers and neither does anybody else, or we'd have solved it by now.

But we have done our best here to give more and more and more authority to
conduct sweeping welfare reform efforts to the States. We have given 25 States
waivers from the Federal rules and regulations to pursue welfare reform. Today
we will give a waiver to Oklahoma, the 26th State to pursue a welfare reform
proposal. That is more combined shift of power from the Federal Government to
the States than occurred under my two predecessors, combined. I believe in
this. I believe in this.

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

Last year, I sent to Congress the most sweeping welfare reform plan ever
proposed by an administration. It included the toughest possible child support
enforcement. Let me just mention child support for a minute. Do you know if we
collected all the money owed in this country by deadbeat parents, we could move
800,000 mothers and children off the welfare rolls immediately, 800,000.

Now, one of the things that we have reached agreement with the Congress on is
that in this 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 child 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 is now a top priority for both parties, and that's good
news. And we've worked together to find common solutions, and that's good news.
We still 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. It says, take
responsibility to turn your life around. Teen fathers must pay child support.
Teen mothers should stay at home or in other appropriate settings, and they have
to stay in school if they want to get a check.

But the Republican plan sends a different message at some points. It says,
for example, if you make a mistake before you're 18, and you have a baby, you're
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on your own. No benefits for teenagers and their children who have babies
before they're 18, until they turn 18, and then if the States want to keep them
out of benefits forever, that's okay. I think that's a mistake. I think what
we ought to be saying to people is, "You should not have done that." You make a
mistake. We don't want anybody else to do it. But we're going to help you
succeed as a student and a parent and a worker, and you have to help yourself by
playing by these rules." I think that is a better approach. And I think it's in
your interest.

Look, when people get -- if we just cut people off without putting them to
work or keeping them in school, without making sure they have child care, if we
just end all this, well, the Federal Government will save a little money. And
you know what will happen, don't you? They'll be on your doorstep. They won't
be part of some Federal statistic, and people say, "Oh, we're not spending money
on that up here like we used to. We'll just give you the problem, and you
figure out what to do with it."

Well, my own view is that just shifting the problem is not enough. Like many
of the cuts currently being debated, I think it will ultimately be
counterproductive. It will cost us more than we will save. The Federal
Government, the cities, the States, the taxpayers all will pay more down the
road if we do something that fundamentally undermines the health of our
children, the future of our children, and our commitment to getting more
Americans to live with the opportunities of middle class economics and the
responsibilities of mainstream values. That's what I believe.

Now, yes, yes, we do have to continue to cut the deficit. We do have to
continue to save money. My new budget cuts the deficit another $ 81 billion and
has over $ 140 billion in spending cuts. And I want to work with the
Republicans to do more. We have already reduced the rate of health care cost
increases in the Federal budget over the next 5 years by $ 100 billion. We have
to keep working on the deficit.

But we have to do it in the right way. One of the things that the Republican
leadership and I agree on is the line-item veto. We're about to take up debate
on the line-item veto in the Senate. I hope it will pass quickly because it
will give the President the opportunity and the responsibility to look at every
single line item in the budget for waste. It will give us the chance to cut
pork without hurting people. And that is an important distinction.

Let me give you an example of what I mean. Everybody knows we have to shrink
the Department of Agriculture. Ross Perot had the best line of any of the
candidates in the 1992 election. It grieves me to say that, but he did.
[Laughter] Ross Perot had this great line where he said, "Did you hear about the
employee at the Department of Agriculture that had to go see a psychiatrist
because he lost his farmer?" [Laughter] And what he meant by that was, of
course, that the number of farmers was shrinking and that technology and the
modern world had reduced the need for some of the size and scope of organization
of the Agriculture Department. So we all wanted to do that. Everybody knows
we've got to save money.

One of the reasons I fought so hard for that GATT world trade agreement is so
we could cut agricultural subsidies here without hurting our farmers in the
global market. So my budget cuts agricultural subsidies, but now our
competitors have to cut theirs more to give our people a fair break.
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I'l1l give you another example. We wanted to cut the Agriculture Department,
so we just closed 1,200 offices, 1,200. That's a lot of money. I do not think
the way to cut the Agriculture Department is to freeze the school lunch program
and send it to you, which means we're going to cut school lunches as the price
of food goes up and the number of kids goes up. I don't agree with that.

And you cannot make me believe with all the poor kids in this world today and
in this country who show up hungry to school every day, whose only decent meal
occurs in school, you cannot make me believe that we cannot find a way to
eliminate unnecessary spending from the Government budget without cutting the
school lunch program. We can, and we will. We will.

I'll give you another example that affects a lot of you here. Some in
Congress want to eliminate our community development bank initiative. Most of
you probably have never heard of that, but let me tell you what it does. 1It's
an initiative that would spend $ 500 million to either establish or support
banks that are set up in economically distressed areas, whose primary purpose is
to get lower income people in high unemployment areas into the free enterprise
system.

Now, I found out about this a few years ago when I was in Chicago, when I had
a friend working for the South Shore Development Corporation. And we set up a
community development bank in Arkansas when I was Governor that operated in a
rural area, and it did amazing things. People got credit who could never get
credit from any bank before, and they set up businesses, and they started
working, and they started hiring people. And it changed lives for a lot of
people in these communities.

So when I ran for President, I said here's a good idea that came out of
grassroots America. We could put a little money in it and make a lot of
difference. It is estimated that the $ 500 million that we could spend on the
community development bank initiative in your communities all over the country
will generate $ 22 billion in activity in the free enterprise system in places
that have no enterprise today. So I think it would be a mistake to eliminate
it. That's what I believe.

Believe you me, there's a lot of Government programs that don't have that
kind of return. And keep in mind, what is the purpose of the Government? It's
to empower people to make the most of their own lives, to enhance their
security, and to help create opportunity as a partner. That's what this does.

I'll give you another example of the things that I don't think should be cut.
Our national service project, AmeriCorps, is all about opportunity and
responsibility. A lot of you have AmeriCorps projects in your communities.
Young people get a helping hand with their college in exchange for helping
people solve their problems at the local community.

Thousands of young people now are participants, as partners, as nurses, as
teachers, working with pastors, working with police officers at the grassroots
level. They walk police beats in Brooklyn. They build homes in Georgia. They
fight fires in Idaho. But some people in the House want to cut this effort, to
deny 15,000 young people the chance to participate in it. Now I've offered
spending cuts, and I'll find some more. But I think it is a mistake to cut
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AmeriCorps because it's a good deal. It gives us better citizens, stronger
communities, more education for limited money. And it enables a lot of people
to do things in their communities that simply would not get done any other way.

Ironically, one other area where we're having a big difference of opinion is
in college loans. There's some in the Congress who want to severely limit the
reach of the so-called direct loan program that we started which, believe it 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 their income.

But I want to emphasize that we've also been more responsible than Government
was before. When I took office it was costing you as taxpayers, $ 2.8 billion a
yvear to pay tax money for defaulted loans. We have cut that $ 2.8 billion down
to $ 1 billion. We've cut it 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 in this area that I'm very concerned about, in the
education area, and that is that one of the things in the House list of
rescissions to cut is all the money for safe and drug-free schools that would go
to 94 percent of the schools in this country. BAnd that's very important to me,
personally. I invested a lot of time in fighting the problem of drugs when I
was a Governor. We have worked hard to get more investment to fight drugs in
every area in which we fight it here, since I've been President. And we see
disturbing signs that in parts of our population, among young people, drug use
is going up again, more casual drug use, young people thinking, after a decade
of it going down, that somehow it's maybe not dangerous anymore, forgetting that
it's illegal. And a lot of our schools are still not safe because of the root
problems of drugs and violence. Now this money gives schools the ability to
hire police officers, to put up metal detectors, but also to have drug education
programs, the programs like the D.A.R.E. program that so many of you have had in
your schools and others that try and help these kids stay off drugs. I think it
would be a mistake to cut this money out.

Let me remind you that this money got into the crime bill, which you worked
so hard for, because I gave the Congress, for the first 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 this country to fight crime, including the safe and
drug-free schools money. We should not eliminate that. We should fight for it,
not fight to cut it out.

As we are trying, you and I, to make responsibility a way of life in this
country again, to teach young people the value of work, I think that all of us
are going to have to say, first of all, 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 child, my mother used to say, "Idle hands are the devil's workshop."
You're going to have a whole lot more idle hands this summer if we cut out those
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600,000 summer jobs for our young people. And is it worth it to deny 1,000
young people in Louisville or 1,600 young people in Boston -- I met with a young
-- the Mayor's Youth Council up there not very long ago, 2,000 in the San Jose
area. Is it worth it to deny them the chance to work, to be around responsible
adults, to learn what it's like to sort of show up on time, put a day's work in,
how you relate to other people at work? I mean, this goes way beyond the little
amount of money you get out of this.

Now, I have proposed, I will say again, to consolidate 60 programs and
eliminate 4,000 bureaucrats to save money in the Housing and Urban Development
Department, for example. I have proposed to do a lot of things like that.

I told you about the Agriculture Department. We're coming with more. Hold
on; every week, there will be more. I am not here to defend the way Government
has operated in the past in Washington. But we have to make judgments here. We
get hired to make judgments and the right decisions and not to throw out the
baby with the bath water.

Take the HUD Department, for example, I'm all for -- I'm consolidating 60
programs. We're getting rid of 4,000 people. We're phasing the Department
down. But I don't believe in the proposed cut to housing assistance that helps
63,000 families -- women with small children, low-income senior citizens.

What we ought to do is to look at the right kind of cuts. This whole
rescission package does some interesting things. We're supposed to be passing
responsibility back to you, but not undermining your ability to do your job.

I think it'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 willing to pass you the buck are talking about ending unfair burdens on
local government. I do want to say this: I think -- and the Speaker probably
said this earlier today -- it looks like we may have an agreement now among all
of the conferees and the administration and everybody on this unfunded wmandate
bill. I am very strongly in favor of that. It is a good thing to do. 1It's
something we should do.

It is long since past time to stop imposing those mandates on you without
paying for them. I spent a decade in the Governor's office in Arkansas, writing
checks for decisions other people made. Now, I'm excited about that. That bill
just passed the House a few weeks ago. It passed the Senate. It's a good, good
thing.

But look at this: The rescission package that's moving through the Congress
actually cuts off 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 is an
error.

Let me mention just one final area where we worked closely last year. We
passed the crime bill after the people who were here before just talked about it
for 6 years, played politics with it, and the rhetoric was so juicy on both
sides they could never get around to passing a bill. That's what always
happens, you know?
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Every one of these issues are tough. If they were easy, somebody would have
done them. And you could pick either side and say it in a way that a majority
is for you, right? I mean, you can. Are you for a balanced budget? Yes. Do
you want to cut Social Security? No. [Laughter] See what I mean? So both
sides win, right? Meanwhile, you're like the jurors listening to the lawyers'
argument. Well, what's going to happen? Who did it? So we've got to work on
this.

But I want to say this about the crime bill. We finally did that. And what
we did largely was what was recommended by law enforcement officials and
community leaders around the country: money for prevention with a lot of
flexibility for people at the local level; tougher punishment, but help for
States that would adopt tougher punishment, to build more prisons; and of
course, more police, 100,000 more police on the street.

We did that because of two things. First of all, the law enforcement people
said, we need more police. They also said they wanted a prevention fund. ’
Secondly, we did it because of the evidence of what happens when community
policing is properly instituted in the cities of our country.

From over about the last 30 years, the number of police in our country had
grown by only about 10 percent, while the violent crime rate tripled. Clearly,
there is a connection between those two statistics. And yet, still we've seen
in place after place, where more police are put on the street in community
policing modes, the crime rate will drop. That's why every major law
enforcement organization supported that.

Now, the congressional bills and the crime bill are different from the House
and Senate, but I ask you to look at the system we have now and the work it did,
not only to catch criminals but to prevent crime. In New York City, the police
commissioner implemented an aggressive community policing program that helped to
significantly reduce serious crimes last year: auto thefts down 15 percent,
robberies down 16 percent, murder down 19 percent. Not just in big cities: The
mayor of Odessa, Texas, wrote to tell me that in 1991 and '92, they had a very
high crime rate. Then they implemented community policing, and 3 years later,
serious crimes have dropped a total of 43 percent. Union City, Tennessee, calls
for help from the police went down by 30 percent and arrests went up by 35
percent with community policing.

That's why this crime bill was a partnership to help communities willing to
take the responsibility to invest in their own security be more secure. An
opportunity that is buried in redtape can hurt more than it helps. I don't know
how many times I've seen little towns in my State have to hire consultants to
figure out how to get Federal money, and it cut the margin of benefit
dramatically.

What we did was to set this police program up so that cities and counties can
apply directly to the Federal Government, using a one-page application with
eight questions, awarding police resources directly to you. Now, I think that's
a pretty good deal. I know one of those bills wants to add another layer to
that. I don't think that's a very good idea, either. I think that we ought to
have an opportunity for communities to apply directly and get the funds directly
for law enforcement. My fellow Governors may disagree with that, but that's
what I think.
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Now, in just the last few months since the crime bill took effect last fall,
half the police departments in America have already received authority to hire
almost 17,000 new police officers. We are ahead of schedule, and we're under
budget. Some people who criticize our bill said that local governments wouldn't
really want it; it was too much of a burden; it's an imposition; they can't
afford to pay any match. BAll I know is, we have already received almost 11,000
applications representing over 60 percent of the police departments in America.
Somebody thinks it's a good idea, and I think we ought to stay with it.

Here's the bottom line: The crime bill now on the books guarantees 100,000
new police officers. The alternative proposal doesn't guarantee a single one.
We do give more flexibility and responsibility to you. Some of their
proposals add bureaucracy and cut funds at the same time. So I say to you, if
it ain't broke, don't fix it.

We should never, never close the door to writing new laws that will make us
more secure in the fight against crime. And it 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 bill for 4 years because each side could figure
out how to gain rhetorical advantage. And small differences obscured large
agreements. So I want to continue to work on this problem.

But this police initiative is a better deal for you and a better deal for the
American people. And as I have said repeatedly, if necessary, I will veto any
effort to repeal or undermine it.

But let me say this, what we need is not more vetoes. What we need is more
action. What we need is 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 if you made
people declare their party every time they walked through the door to see if
they got anything done or not, you'd be run out on a rail within a week.
[Laughter]

So, the veto is a useful device and an important thing on occasion. But what
the country really needs is action. We need action. We need to remember these
problems have faces, names, and life histories. We need to pull together.

We're doing it on the unfunded mandates. We can do it on the line-item veto.
We can do it on all these other areas if we will exercise simple common sense
and recognize what our mission is. We've got to keep the American dream alive:
middle class economics, mainstream values, jobs, incomes, work, and family.
We've got to make sure this country stays strong.

And I'm telling you, it takes action, not just words. You live where the
action is. If you don't do anything else while you're here, give us your energy
and tell us you want action.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

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 verified because the tape was
incomplete.
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That may be the best introduction I ever received, and if I had really good
judgment, I'd just sit down. [Laughter] Thank you, Ellen Malcolm, Senator
Mikulski, and Congresswoman Sheila Jackson-Lee, and to the Members of Congress
who are out in the audience, my longtime friend Ann Richards. I met Ann
Richards over 20 years ago. And I think she was living in a place called Lacy
Lake View. And it was easy for me to see even then and even by Texas standards,
she was a little bit larger than life. [Laughter] Humor and empathy, grit and
grace, courage and decency, I respect her, and I envy her. Her jokes are always
better than mine. [Laughter] And you'll all remember that she delivered one of
the best politic al lines ever. It 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 Hillary 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 is, I
got home from New York last night about 1:30 a.m., and it was perfectly easy to
get Hillary up to talk 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 in electing
more women to high public office in this country than would have been
conceivable before she began her important work.

I thank her for her recitation of the work that our administration has done.
We have tried to involve women at an unprecedented level. I notice when I
started this administration, people were, even in some of the great
establishment newspapers, they were always criticizing me for trying to have a
diverse administration, as if there were something wrong with it. Well, I never
had any quotas, and evidence of that is, we still 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
effort, without quotas, and I always thought we had kind of a stupid quota
system before. It 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 it. And our
country's better off now that we're scrapping it.
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In the beginning, they used to criticize the judicial appointments process.
But after 2 years, mercy, they looked up, and we'd named more judges in 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 is, we had the highest percentage of
people rated well-qualified 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 B0 percent in one year. And they did it without reducing the number of
loans to white males, and they did it without making a single unqualified loan.

We can do this, folks. The old system was the quota system. We need a
system where everybody in America has a chance to serve and live up to the
fullest of their God-given abilities.

Women's health is a terribly important issue to me. Ellen talked about it.
My grandmother and my mother were working women and nurses. And this morning
Hillary kicked off a new chapter in our campaign against breast cancer. The
most important issue in women's health this week is the need to raise our voices
in 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 life
delivering babies, bringing health care to people who wouldn't otherwise have
it, training doctors to go out and help give health care to people who otherwise
wouldn't have it, and spearheading a nationally televised -- nationally
recognized program to reduce teenage pregnancy. It received one of President
Bush's Point of Light awards. Henry Foster is a pro-life, pro-choice doctor who
deserves to be confirmed as Surgeon General.

Henry Foster's record should be seen in the lives of thousands of babies that
he has helped come into this world in a healthy way and the people he has tried
to educate and the people he has tried to help. And he deserves to be more than
a political football in the emerging politics of this season.

We are on the verge of a new century and a difficult and different time when
everything is changing and everything, including our politics, is somewhat
unpredictable. As we look into the next century, there's a lot to be happy
about, the end of the cold war, the receding of the conventional nuclear threat,
the emergence of the information age, and all the exciting possibilities of the
global economy. But the great challenge of this age and the great challenge I
predict to you of the next 50 is that all the forces that are lifting us up and
opening unlimited possibilities to our children and our grandchildren, all 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 lifting people up and seeing people beat down at the same
time. There is great economic division in all the advanced countries. Why?
Because more than ever before, education determines income and future prospects.
So there is a great fault line in the great American middle class today which is
responsible for a lot of the anxieties and a lot of the political issues and a
lot of the divisiveness in our country. Those that have a good education are
being lifted up; those that don't are being left behind.
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More than half -- more than half -- of the male workers in this country are
working a longer work week for a lower wage than they were making 10 years ago.
That is a phenomenally important fact, not just economically but
psychologically. All over America, men come home from work at night and sit
down across the table with their families and know they're working as hard as
they can, and they feel less secure, and they wonder if they've let their
families down.

We have to do things that will change that. We have to bridge the economic
divide and unleash the potential of all of our people. And the key issue there
is education, constant, unrelenting dedication to excellence in education for a
lifetime. It is necessary if we're going to bring this country back together.

We have these profound social divisions in our country. We have so much
diversity now it is really a -- it's a gold mine for us. Ann Richards took the
lead in trying to get the Congress to ratify the NAFTA agreement because she
knew that we had to be more closely connected with other countries in the world
and that our ethnic and racial diversity is a gold mine. But when people are
frightened, it's easy to focus that fright on people who look different than we
do or who think differently than we do about certain things. So there is this
great social division: Will our diversity become a source of unity and strength,
or will it be a source of our undoing?

And then there are deeper moral divisions that I want to talk about today
which are most clearly manifested in the varying attitudes in this country
toward violence. And it's something we're all living with in a very personal
and human way because of the way we have shared the grief and outrage of
Oklahoma city.

The condition of women in all three of these areas is profoundly important.
And the response of women to all of these changes is important. As Ellen said,
we've made a good beginning to try to help deal with these problems, to
strengthen families and support incomes with the Family and Medical Leave Act.
The earned-income credit this year will give the average family of four with an
income of under $ 25,000 an average tax cut of $ 1,000. We have set in motion a
plan under the leadership of Secretary Shalala to immunize all the kids in thisg
country under the age of 2 by 1996. Those are important things.

This Cougress of the last 2 years voted virtually to fully fund the Women,
Infants and Children program to make sure that child nutrition and care for
pregnant women was on the front burner. We have had dramatic expansion in our
education efforts, from Head Start to apprenticeships for young people who don't
go to college but want good jobs, to more affordable college loans for millions
of people, to the national service program which has enabled young people to
serve their communities and earn money to go to college. All these things are
terribly important.

We have a future, economic agenda and a families agenda that involves raising
the minimum wage, which I hope you will all support. Two-thirds of all the
beneficiaries of an increase in the minimum wage will be working women --
working women.

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

We ought to have welfare reform, but it ought to be the right kind of welfare
reform. We shouldn't be punishing people for mistakes in the past. We should
be giving them opportunity and imposing responsibility as they move into the
future so people can succeed as successful workers and successful parents. It
ought to be a work-based, parent-based strong program that lifts people up, not
puts them down, basically just as a guise to save money. That is very
important. You should be involved in the welfare reform effort.

And we should continue to invest more in education, not less. I say to the
Congress over and over, we have two deficits, not one. Yeah, we've got a budget
deficit, but we've also got an education deficit, and if we try to solve the
budget deficit at the expense of the education deficit, we will be cutting off
our nose to spite our face because we will lower the incomes of Rmerica and
their capacity to pay taxes. So there are things we can do to deal with the
economic divide where the fault line is education. And we are working to do
things that will bring us together and to lessen these social tensions by
lifting up everybody in their work and in their family life.

But we have to say that America has special problems which we have all begun
to think more about because of the heartbreak of Oklahoma City, and that is
violence. It has many forms. We live with it in our streets and our schools
and our homes, where we work, where we live, where we play. Yes, we see it
visibly if there is an action against a clinic where legal abortions are
performed. But we also see it in some of our churches and synagogues. I never
will forget being in Brooklyn one day with Congressman Schumer and driving by a
synagogue with a big swastika on it -- in the United States in 1992.

We also see it, unfortunately, in our families. Violence can do a lot of
damage in a country and it certainly has here. In Oklahoma City, we suffered a
terrible wound because it 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 effort to bring to justice those responsible. We must also understand
that even punishing the guilty will not be enough if we cannot protect the
innocent and the future. So I say to you my fellow Americans: I take a back
seat to no one in my devotion to the Constitution. But we can protect the
Constitution and our freedom and be tougher on terrorism in America, and we
must.

I have sent to Congress a large number of suggestions that will strengthen
our hand in dealing with this issue. And again, I urged them to act on it and
act on it without delay. The stories you do not read in the newspaper are those
that are most important -- the bombs that don't go off, 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 this is all
right, this is somehow a political act, people who say, I love my country, but I
hate my Government. These people, who do they think they are, saying that
their Government has stamped out human freedom?

Do you think -- [applause] -- I don't know if there's another country in the
world that would, by law, protect the right of a lot 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 it, to assemble over the weekend and do whatever they want to do,
and to bear arms, which today means more than the right to keep and bear arms,
it may mean the right to keep and bear an arsenal of artillery. 1Is there a --
who are they to say they have no freedom in this country? Other countries do
not permit that.

I plead with you -- do not lose your concentration on this issue. This is a
big issue. Remember what I said earlier: The forces that are lifting 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 terrorist network on the Internet exchanging information about building bombs.
What does that mean? You can build a bomb in one State and get in your truck
and drive somewhere else freely and without being interrupted. What does it
mean? It's easier to get into the country than other countries where you want
to make mischief.

The open society is at more risk to the forces of organized evil. Don't
forget about the people in Oklahoma City. Don't forget about their families.
Don't forget about what they need to rebuild, and don't forget about what we
need to try to prevent future incidents of this kind. Do not lose your interest
in this issue as it fades into the past. We have a lot of work to do.

Let me also say that I hope that this incident will focus us a little more on
the general problem of the extraordinary level of wviolence in our society, to
find its common roots as well as to understand the differences in the different
kinds of violence we have. I have to say this, and maybe it's an old-fashioned
view, but I believe that it is innate in human nature that there is the capacity
to do wrong and to harm others. BAnd we are all balanced in different ways,
subject to different forces. There are always excuses or reasons that can be
given. I'm sorry for whatever terrible thing happened to the suspect in the
Oklahoma City bombing case, but we have to stop making excuses and start
thinking about what we can do to build a responsible, nonviolent society.

There is a lot of good news out there. I was in New York yesterday, where
the crime rate has been going down for several years and where this year the
murder rate is so far -- knock on wood -- more than a third below what it was
last year. And this is happening all over the country. But violent crime is
much higher today than it was a generation ago. There's been rising incidence
of sexual assaults, muggings, homicides, some of it caused by street gangs,
which themselves systematically terrorize law-abiding citizens in their area of
operation, first in our inner cities and now spreading more and more to suburbs
and to small towns.
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Increasingly, the victims of crime and the culprits alike are young people,
even children. Today, believe it or not, there are thousands of children who
stay home from school every day in America because they're afraid that violence
will await them there. And even more children go, and learn about fear in their
classrooms and hallways.

Sometimes the sole motivation for crime is hate or racial prejudice or
extreme ideology. We've seen people killed and others wounded only because they
were working at clinics. In the last decades we've been forced to acknowledge
the full extent of reality about which we had long remained in denial which may
not be able to be explained in terms of hate, racial prejudice, or extremist
ideology, and that is the epidemic violence visited on women and children, often
in the home.

I have known about this problem for a long time. I understand how it rips up
family. Hillary and I were regular visitors at a shelter for battered women and
their children when we lived at home. I have talked with abused children. I
know that this problem of domestic violence is a difficult one. We have begun
to be aggressive with it. America must be aggressive with it.

We see how much of crime among our young people is still due to drugs. And
it's shocking to me that, for reasons that are not entirely understandable, as
the economy has gotten better but some places have been left behind, casual drug
use among some of our young people is going up again. This is a bad thing. We
must speak against it. It will lead to more violence.

If you look at the profile of every penitentiary in the country, every
Governor in America, including Ann Richards and Bill Clinton, every Governor in
the country in the last 15 years has given speech after speech after speech
about how tough we were on crime and how many prison cells we've built. If you
go behind those bars you'll see them just full 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 in violence and wrecked lives.

All of you have cared a great deal about making democracy work for all
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 traditionally denied a chance to live up to their
fullest capacities a chance to do it, we're all better off, and we're all
strengthened. But when this country has the plague of violence we endure in so
many ways, we are all weakened.

The most tragic thing outside the human loss in Oklahoma City itself to me
was seeing the absolute terror that inflicted the lives of millions of American
children who felt wvulnerable, who felt that they somehow no longer understood
what the rules were, didn't know if their parents could protect them, didn't
know if fight and wrong would reign in America.

So I say to you, we need to take a serious look at this whole issue of
violence. We tried to address it in the crime bill last year with more police
on the street because we know that that prevents crime, with the assault weapons
ban and the Brady bill, 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 if you do work you shouldn't be still
in poverty. We ought to reward work. The real heroes in this country today are
pecple who are being pounded by this global economy, who are living in
neighborhoods that are difficult, and still get up every day and go to work and
raise their children the best they can, obey the law, pay their taxes, and try
to make things work. They deserve economic policies and security policies
that give them a chance to be honored for their work.

I do want to say again, though, we have to try to look deeper at the cause of
the violence. Ellen mentioned that I recently appointed Bonnie Campbell, of
Iowa, to direct our Office of Violence Against Women. And one of her most
important jobs will be simply to educate the American people about the scope of
this problem and what should be done and how to root it out. But our goal must
be not just to punish pecple who do this but to stop it from happening in the
first place, to change the spirit 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 all their time working with
victims of crime. I met mothers who'd lost their 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 afire, and left her to die.
And this young girl, having literally had her body burned beyond recognition,
and her brave mother have worked for more than a decade, after this child was
maimed and blinded and burned almost beyond recognition, to put her life back
together physically and spiritually. And now the mother and the daughter spend
all their time trying 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 responsibility. 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 it. What will families have to do? What
will 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 in our culture, the entertainment
industry, the sports industry?

There have now been -- the Vice President told me this morning before I left
to come over here, there have now been 3,000 studies on the relationship between
violent behavior and exposure to violence through entertain-ment in ways that
desensitize people to it, and they all show that there is a connection.

Now, that dcoesn't mean that we should have all movies and books without
violence. This is a violent country. 1It's a part of real life. It doesn't
mean they can't be exciting, but it does mean when we alesensitize and deaden
people to the reality of violence, we cannot be surprised when our children, who
do not know right from wrong and are not as well developed as those of us who
are older, have a desensitized reaction to their own conduct. So we must all
say: What is our responsibility? We must all 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 if at least it doesn't matter to you, or numb people to
what it's really like? And what could we do to deal with this in a
comprehensive way? We don't need to make this a political issue. We must not
make it a partisan issue. But neither can anybody run and hide under the sheet
and say, well, I didn't do this, that, or the other thing; therefore, what I did
do was fine.

This horrible thing that has happened to us in Oklahoma at least imposes on
us a responsibility to all examine the roots of violence in this country. We
need not be more violent than other countries. We need not abuse our freedom so
cavalierly. We need not snuff out more lives. But above all, if we do this, we
can't be selective. We can't condemn one act of violence and condone another.
That would be like trying to put out a fire 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 in which a person grows up. Well, that's,
doubtless, true. But if that's true, why do most people who grow up in horrible
environments turn out to be law-abiding citizens? Why do some people succeed
against all the odds? Other people, because it lets them off the hook, just
want to blame the individual and ignore the root causes. Well, if 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. It's worked to give
more people the liberation of education. 1It's worked to make the economy
stronger. And we can do more on all these fronts. But the thing that is
driving violence in America is deeper than that, deeper than all these things.

So I ask you to work on this, to work on this 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 legally under the
law should not have their places of business born bed.

But be concerned about the political violence that makes people believe that
they can literally claim to be political prisoners when they murder innocent
children. And be concerned about the violence that grows out of our total
insensitivity to the welfare of all these children who are growing up on the
meanest streets in America. Be concerned about the violence that may at least
be legitimized by the cultural forces and the daily words that all of us endure
and sometimes enjoy.

We all have a role in this. This is a big issue. It will not be solved
overnight. But it will be hard enough -- I will tell you again -- it will be
hard enough for us to combat the forces of disintegration and organized evil
into the 21st century if we are at our best. If we are at our best, it will be
hard enough. If we continue to be insensitive to the role all the forces in our
society play to the environment in which we operate, it may be a battle we can't
win.

I honestly believe that the years ahead of us will be the most exciting, most
productive, most rewarding years in all of human history, especially for people
who historically have not been able to live up to the fullest of their capacity.
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But to do that, we must -- we must -- root out this scourge of darkness within
our country, and we can do it.

Thank you, and God bless you all.
NOTE: The President spoke at 1:02 p.m. in the Grand Ballroom at the Washington
Hilton at the 10th anniversary celebration of EMILY's List. In his remarks,

he referred to Ellen Malcolm, founder and president, EMILY's List, and former
Texas Governor Ann Richards.

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH

LOAD-DATE: May 30, 1995



Page 9

14TH DOCUMENT ‘of Level 1 printed in FULL format.
Public Papers of the Presidents
April 12, 1993
CITE: 29 Weekly Comp. Pres. Doc. 572
LENGTH: 1272 words

HEADLINE: Remarks on the Preschool Immunization Proclamation and an Exchange
With Reporters

BODY:

The President. This is a proclamation in support of Preschool Immunization
Week. 1I'd like to read a statement about it, and then I'll be glad to answer
some questions, along with Secretary Shalala who also has a few remarks to make.

This proclamation in support of Preschool Immunization Week gives us all a
chance to promote our best ideals in the Nation and to prove that we can make a
difference in the lives of our children. 1In fact, the $ 300 million in our
stimulus program will help us to immunize one million children this summer and
to show that this is a campaign of words and deeds.

Studies under all administrations have shown that vaccines are the most
cost-effective way to prevent human suffering and to reduce the economic cost
that result from vaccine-preventable diseases. But because we've gotten away
from preventive care and because immunizations have become unaffordable or
unavailable, millions of infants and toddlers are at risk of completely
preventable diseases like polio, mumps, and measles. Children like Rodney
Miller, a 20-month-old in Miami who had meningitis that could have been
prevented with a vaccine that costs $ 21.48, instead had a hospital stay that
cost in excess of $ 46,000.

Through public investment and leadership we can do better. 1It's a miracle of
our system and our ingenuity that we can prevent the worst infectious diseases
of children with vaccines and save § 10 for every $ 1 invested. But things
started to go sour in the eighties. We had the third worst immunization rate in
this hemisphere. Ten years ago, immunizations cost $ 23. Now they cost $ 200.
We're the only industrialized nation that does not immunize all children,
although we develop and produce a majority of the vaccines. As a result, we've
had thousands of new cases of measles. Immunization rates have not improved,
and in the case of some, diseases have actually gone down. We have seen and
predict what this will mean in terms of suffering and human costs.

Our plan will allow us to purchase vaccine and conduct outreach programs in
the appropriate language and at the appropriate neighborhood venues, to reach
those who'd been shut out of this part of our system. It will allow us to
extend clinic hours, expand education efforts, create a national tracking system
so that we know what's happening to our children. It will give us the resources
to help those in the public health system and in advocacy groups who are already
working heroically to bring this simple technology to all of our children.

Today we will begin what will become, with later legislation, a comprehensive
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program to support community based immunization projects and to lower vaccine
costs with the goal of having the best, not the worst rate in the hemisphere.
There are great coalitions working on making this effort successful and fun
and a model of what we can do again to make this Government work.

I just want to say that today we're having the Easter egg roll on the White
House lawn. You can look out there at those kids. They are the hostages of the
Senate filibuster on the program. They are the hostages of the Senate
filibuster on the stimulus program. All this hot air rhetoric about how this
money is being wasted and that money is being wasted. These people, most of
them have been here for the last 12 years while we have run immunization into
the ground, while we have developed the third worst rate in the hemisphere. And
they've always got some excuse, some of them, for not doing anything.

Now, what are we going to do for those children? That ought to be the
question of the week. When I go out there on the lawn, and I think about those
kids picking up Easter eggs, I want to be able to think about them all being
immunized and all those children coming along behind them being immunized.
There is no excuse for this. And it is time that we broke the gridlock and
stopped making excuses for not doing anything.

Secretary Shalala.

[At this point, 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, in order to save the $ 300 million immunization program,
are you prepared to compromise with the Republicans in the Senate to scale back
the stimulus package to something a lot less than you had originally hoped for?

The President. Well, I think, I'd like to know how many more Americans they
want to keep out of work. I mean, what is their position? That's basically
what it amounts to. I mean, all this business about there being the potential
for abuse in the community development block grant program, that is a smoke
screen, and this is politics. So they're going to have to decide. I want to
put as many people to work as I can. They're going to have to decide how many
people they're determined to keep out of work. And I'll do everything I can to
pass the best bill I can.

But let's not talk about compromise. Let's strip all this rhetoric away.
This is about whether you want to reduce the unemployment rate in America by
another half a percentage point for a very modest amount. And they don't. For
whatever reason, they don't. They want more people to stay out of work. So
they just have to decide, I guess, how many people we can put to work and what
we can do. And I'm going to do the best I can to get the best program I can.
I'll be discussing it this week.

Whenever we use the word compromise, let's talk about what's really at stake.
The Republicans had 12 years in which unemployment went down only when they were
exploding the deficit and increasing the defense budget. Now we're reducing the
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defense budget. What is it that we propose to replace it with? We must have
some investment. We must have some jobs. We must have primarily the overall
program that we've already passed. But I think we need to strike a match to the
job engine in America, and that's what I'm trying to do. And I'll do the best

I can. I'm going to create as many jobs as I can.

Q. Well, Mr. President, what are you prepared to do to make sure that your
program gets through Congress?

The President. We're working -- look, we've got a majority in both Houses.
The American people, I think, are astonished to find out that 41 Senators, 41
percent of the Senate can shut the whole place down. BAnd they've just got to
decide, as I said, how many people they want to keep out of work and how many
people we want to put to work. And I think we can work something out. I'm
hopeful that we can. I know that there are people in that Republican Senate
bloc that want to vote for a good stimulus program. I know they do. I hope
they'll be released to do it.

Bosnia

Q. Mr. President, have you rejected the recommendation of your commission
that force be used in Bosnia?

The President. I saw that story. That commission has not made a report to me
yet. We didn't ask anybody not to talk to the Congress. We just asked that
policy recommendations not be made to the Congress before a commission that came
out of the executive branch made final recommendations to me. We have not
received a final report from them.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:07 a.m. in the Oval Office at the White House.
Proclamation 6542, National Preschool Immunization Week, 1993, signed April 9,
was published in issue 14 of the Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents. A
tape was not available for verification of the content of these remarks.
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The President. Thank you. We are delighted to be here today. I want to
thank all of you for hosting us and coming out in such wonderful numbers, and I
want to especially thank the young people who are here.

I want to begin my introducing the First Lady, my wife, Hillary. As many of
you know, she is the chair of the President's Task Force on Health Care and came
today to review the work of this wonderful clinic in anticipation of our
presenting to the Congress a program to provide affordable health care for all
Americans in the next several weeks.

We've had a wonderful time here today. And I want to introduce the person to
my left who will speak in a moment, the Secretary of Health and Human Services,
Donna Shalala. I also want to introduce two United States Senators who came
with us today: first, the chair of the Senate Committee on Labor and Human
Resources, Senator Edward Kennedy of Massachusetts; and Senator Don Riegle of
Michigan.

I'd like to thank Jim Hunter, the Arlington County Board chair, for meeting
us here. I know we have members of the Virginia Senate and House here, and the
school board chair, Frank Wilson. I thank all of them for being here. But the
two people I'd like to thank most today are the two fine public servants who
showed us around. I'd like to ask them to stand and be recognized: Dr. Susan
Allan, the Arlington County health director -- where is Susan? -- and Sue Adams,
the Family Health Bureau chief. Thank you, Sue.

We've had a wonderful time today. We got to walk through the process of what
it was like for a parent to have a child immunized here. We saw the good news,
which is that this place is doing a wonderful job of reaching people. We also
saw some of the bad news, which is it's still pretty cumbersome to have a child
immunized. And we did get to see a young woman of 20 months, get her a polio
vaccine, which is an oral vaccine. So it was nice to see someone be vaccinated
without pain. [Laughter]

We came here today to make this day a landmark and to fight to protect the
health of millions of our children. I can think of no better place to announce
a new immunization policy than right here on the front lines of the fight to
provide accessible, affordable health care to every family in this area.

I'm pleased to be joined here by the children's advocates whom I have
introduced. And I do want to say again our thanks to Sue Adams, the director of
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this clinic, and all the wonderful staff that came out and said hello to us and
encouraged us along the way.

This week I was startled to read of the case of a young boy named Rodney
Miller, a 20-month-old child who lives in Miami, currently being treated for
meningitis in the Jackson Memorial Hospital. He's there because he did not
receive a meningitis vaccine that cost $ 21.48. The bill for his stay in the
hospital has already topped $ 46,500.

In the health care policy that our national task force is developing, nothing
will be more important than preventive care. Today, American taxpayers are
being hit with $ 10 in avoidable health care costs, avoidable health care costs,
for every $ 1 we could be spending on immunizing our young people. The recent
resurgence of measles in our country afflicted over 55,000 people, most of whom
were children. The epidemic cost this country $ 20 million in avoidable
hospital costs alone. Prevention would have cost $ 1 million. And those
figures don't begin to take into account the terrible human cost, the agony of a
young man like Rodney Miller with his joints swollen, with his ankles so swollen
they have to be relieved with needling to get the pus out, that the pain and
problems that he and many others will take throughout their lives simply because
we don't immunize our children.

Lest you think that this is a problem that every country has, I want you to
know in this beautiful health care building that the United States has the third
worst immunization record in this hemisphere. Of all the nations in this
hemisphere, only Bolivia and Haiti have lower immunization rates for their
children than the United States of America.

Over the past 10 years, while immunization rates have been declining in many
important areas, the price of vaccine has risen at 6 times the rate of
inflation. Immunizing a child cost about $ 23 10 years ago; it costs more than
$ 200 today. In a public clinic, the cost of fully immunizing a child has leapt
from $ 7 to more than $ 90. Manufacturers of these vaccines cite the cost of
research and development to defend the rising prices. Well, nobody wants
research to slow down, but let's look at what's really happening.

The pharmaceutical industry is spending $ 1 billion more each year on
advertising and lobbying than it does on developing new and better drugs.
Meanwhile, its profits are rising at 4 times the rate of the average Fortune 500
company. Compared to other countries, our prices are shocking. Listen to this:
The polio vaccine in the United States currently costs close to $ 10. 1In
England, the same drug is available for $ 1.80. In Belgium, it costs 77 cents.
The problems of having an adequate delivery system, plus the spiraling costs,
are putting America's children and America's future in jeopardy.

To make matters worse, the makers of these vaccines have refused to make
their products available to States at more affordable cost. I should tell you,
those of you who don't know, that the Federal Government buys vaccines from the
manufacturer and distributes it through the States and ultimately the people
through the Center for Disease Control. We buy the vaccines at a much lower
cost than a doctor can. The States often directly buy vaccines. They buy the
vaccines at a higher cost than the Federal Government, but still at a lower cost
than doctors. States can order large quantities and therefore should receive
lower prices.
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But listen to this: While 10 States have succeeded in negotiating agreements
with the vaccine manufacturers that allow them to immunize all the children they
can reach, manufacturers are now balking at starting talks with other States.

In fact, just recently Texas, South Carolina, and Hawaii were all turned away.
They were told that their efforts to get cheaper vaccines for their children
were against public policy.

Today we must tell the drug companies to change those priorities. We cannot
have profits at the expense of our children. These practices have got to stop.

But I want to make it clear: Dealing with the cost of vaccines will not be
enough. We also have to improve the delivery of preventive care. I want to say
to the members of the press and to all the people who are here, we should be
under no illusion that every family and every child in America has access to a
health clinic as good as this one. We should be under no illusion that every
family and every child in America has access to a health clinic that opens at 7
a.m. in the morning and closes at 7 p.m. at night so that working families can
bring their children.

Even here, where there has been a dramatic increase in the number of children
immunized, we are still seeing rates of 70 percent immunization when the
national goal, and what is necessary to assure that there will be no outbreak of
communicable diseases, is 90 percent. Without an outreach program to go out and
reach people where they are, in the languages they speak, in the homes and in
the neighborhoods and in the organizations that they frequent, we will not be
able to reach this goal.

So today, I am announcing a three-part policy to protect our children's
future and to save the taxpayers millions of dollars. It will require changes
on the part of all of us. And as I have in the last 3 weeks, I want to begin
with the Government so that we do our job first before we ask anyone else to
change what they are doing.

I am pleased to announce that the job stimulus program that I will outline on
Wednesday evening to the Congress will include $ 300 million to make vaccination
services more widely available to all Americans. These funds will help public
programs buy more vaccines. They will improve community services and personal
outreach efforts. They will mean extended clinic hours all across America, more
staff, and increased education efforts in conjunction with the Department of
Education and the Department of Health and Human Services, and the resources
necessary to create a national tracking system so we know what is happening to
these children. These folks here are having a terrible time getting good and
accurate records because we don't have a national tracking system.

These are the kinds of things that the National Government owes the American
people and owes these find public health professionals if we're going to do what
we should be doing to help protect our children. And we will begin with that.

Second, I'm directing Secretary Shalala to begin negotiations with our drug
manufacturers to assure that other States who do not have the arrangements that
10 do can buy the vaccines they need at affordable prices. There is no reason
in the world why a child in Texas is unable to receive vaccination while a child
in Massachusetts can. We can't stand this kind of inequality simply because of
the economic priorities of the manufacturers of the vaccine. 1It's wrong.
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Finally, the administration will prepare an initiative for my review in
cooperation with key congressional health leaders, such as Senator Kennedy,
Senator Riegle, Senator Bumpers, Senator Pryor, Congressmen Dingell Waxman and
others that will guarantee the immunization of every child in America.

And I want to challenge the manufacturers of these vaccines to work with us.
We cannot possibly justify financing research and development in future vaccines
based on prices that will assure that children will not receive the vaccines
that are available today. We can do better than that, and we have to.

Our Nation is the only industrialized nation in the entire world that does
not guarantee childhood vaccination for all children. It ought to be like clean
water and clean air; it ought to be a part of the fabric of our life. Look at
these children. We should not risk losing one of them, and we should not waste
one dollar on our already over-bloated health care system, that we could do away
with vaccinations.

The cruel irony is that we are the Nation that develops and produces the
majority of the world's vaccines. But we don't have an effective or an
affordable mechanism for distributing them, and we charge more for vaccines in
this country than are charged in other countries for the same vaccines that are
manufactured here. That is an irony that we cannot permit to continue.

So the steps we've taking today will go a long way towards solving that
dilemma. We'll make sure that excessive profits do not stand in the way of
children's health. And I want you to know that we will not stop until
preventable childhood diseases no longer threaten the families, the children,
and the future of the United States.

[At this point, Secretary of Health and Human Services Donna E. Shalala spoke.]

Thank you very much. Thank you very much. We're going to shake hands, but I
promised the press we'd answer a couple of questions. Does anybody have one?
Where are they? I was listening for a familiar voice. Go ahead.

Q. Mr. President, can you tell us what you hope to achieve? What makes you
think that the health costs --

The President. Well, for one thing, there has been -- the drug companies are
used to selling drugs on a bulk basis at a discount rate to the Federal
Government and to some of the States. I think that the position they have
taken, that we should continue the status quo, is untenable. But if they have
legitimate arguments on research and development, maybe there's some other ways
we can try to address those.

I think we ought to let Secretary Shalala and the White House folks meet and
deal with them and see what position they take. I cannot believe that anyone
seriously believes that America should manufacture vaccines for the world, sell
them cheaper in foreign countries, and immunize fewer kids as a percentage of
the population than any nation in this hemisphere but Bolivia and Haiti. I
can't believe that that is their position. But that is the inevitable
consequence of what we have not done.
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Yes?

Q. -- Congress is going to go along with any --

The President. Well, I'm going to present a program to the Congress to
provide for the immunization of all children at a reasonable price. I hope they
will be a part of developing that program. Whether they are or not is up to
them. But this is unconscionable. We are running the risk of new epidemics
spreading out in this country. We cannot do it. We were supposed to have 90
percent of our kids immunized in 1990. That's what Dr. Koop wanted when he was
Surgeon General. We missed the deadline. They put if off to the year 2000.

And unless we do something about the delivery system and the price, we're not
going to get there in the year 2000. I want to get there sooner, and I think we
can. I believe they'll be a part of this. I think the public outpouring on
this is going to be so strong that they'll come along and do it.

I'm still going to try to pass a bill that will permit us to immunize all the
children of the country.

Q. [Inaudible]

The President. Well, let me say in my State the public health department does
85 percent of the immunizations done. I'm very proud of that. And there are a
lot of Southern States that, because of our legacy of poverty, have had to
develop very elaborate public health networks. So this is something that we've
been sensitive to for a long time.

I've also been interested in buying the vaccinations. But everything that
I've done on public health since -- well, ever since we got into public life,
-Hillary's been a part of. So she's been pushing this, but so has Secretary
Shalala. I don't know who to give credit to. But I don't care who you give
credit to, as long as we get it done.

Thank you very much.
NOTE: The President spoke at 11:07 a.m. at the Arlington County Career Center.
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HHS [EVS

U.§. DEPARTMENY OF MEALYH AND WUMAN SERVICEN

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: CDC Praess Office
Thursday, April 1, 1993 (404) 619-2286

The Clinton Administration today announced its proposed
“Comprehensive Child Immunization Act of 1993," which HHS Secretary
Donna E. Shalala called "a turning point in our efforts to have
svery American child properly immunized by 2 years of age."

The legislation will be introduced in the Congress by Serator
Edward M. Kennedy, Representative John Dingell, SBenator Donald
Riegle, Representative Henry Waxman, Representative Louise
Slaughter, Representative Eva Clayton and others.

The President's comprehensive inlt;ativo would build on the
Administration's plans to improve the nﬁtion'l immunization delivery
system this year and {n 1994, Prouidon; Clinton's economic s&timulus
package includes $)00 million for this year to strengthen the
immunization system, especially through increased tundingjpg‘ﬁ
compunity "Immunization Action Plans" iﬁ 87 cities and counties
tnroughout the country.

The Presidential initiative announced teday provides for a
nationwide immunization tracking syatomf through state registriaes,
to help ensure that all children rocciv; appropriate 1mmunizatiohs
at the recommended ages. It also vould{aatablish a federal |
universal vaccine purchasing program beginning in 1995, tc ensure

that all American children are immunized on lchedule. The universal

purchase system would be phased-out as imnunization services for all

- More -
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children becoma available as part of the broad based reform of the
nation's health care systen.

“This initiative embodies the President's commitment to ensure
proper immunization for all Amarican children," Secrstary Shalala
said. "This is a scund and cost effactive investment in America's
future health and productivity. Aand it i{s an easential first s:ep
towards a national health care raform plan that will emphasize
pr?yention and quarantee familiea the security of health care
coverage."

Other provisions of the legislation would reauthorize the
National vaccine Injury Compensation Ptcéfam, and would provide for
outreach to parents and others, 1nc1udln§{1mprov.d and easier-to-
understand informational materials. |

Faderal funding to establish the state tracking taqistr;aa is
estimated at $275 million for fiscal years 1995 and 1996.‘¢+;; |
annual cost for universal purchase of vaccines {s estimated at 1.1

billion in FY 1995.

i
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KHS FAGT SKEE

U.S. OEPARTMENT OF NEALTN AND HUMAN SEAVICES

April 1, 1993 Contact: CDC Press Officn
(404) 639-3285

WCOMPREHENSIVE CHILD IMNUNISATION ACT OF 319003

The President today sent to the Congress the "Comprehsnsive Child
Inmunization Act of 1993." When enacted, the bill will help
ensure that all children in the United States are protected
against vaccine-preventable infectious diseases by their secund
birthday. This legislation inaugurates a new col!aborativo _
partnership among parents and guardians) health care providers;
vaccine manufacturers; and federal, state, and local governmnnts
tz protect our children from the deadly onslaught of infectinus
diseanes. '

This legislation would:

° beginning in fiscal year 1995, authorize the 8scretary
of Health and Human Services to purchase and provinle
childhood vaccines in Quantities sufficient to mes! the
immunization needs of children in the United Stateun;

° establish a national immunization tracking system,
through grants to the statas to establieh state
immunization registries, to:ensurs that children
receive their scheduled immunizations at the earliast
appropriate agse:

k3

o ensure that the Natiocnal Vaccine Injury Compensation
Program, an essential 1link in our nation's immunization
system, remains operational: and

o continue vaccine infrsstructure enhancements startsd in
the President's sconomic stimulus progran.

Background

Immunizations reprasant one of the most cost-seffective means of
disease prevention. Although faedaral support for childhood
{mmunization has been in existence since 1962, the full potantial
of immunizations remains to be achieved.

Approximately 80 percant of vaccines doses should be received
before the second birthday in order to protsct children during
their most vulnerable periods. Unfortunately, many children do
not receive their basic immunizations by that time. 1In fact, in
some inner city areas as few as 10 percent of 2-year olds havs
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received a complete series. This low level of immunizations has
been reflected in recent years in outbreaks of measles ameng un-
immunized preschool children. The resurgence of measles in 989
throuzh 1991 affliocted over 55,000 people and cost the count:y
$20 million {n avoidable hospital coste alone.

In 1982, the recommendsd vaccine schedule coat $6.69 in the
public sector and $23.29 in the private sector. By 1992, thu
total cost for 2u11¥ immunizing a child was $122.28 in the public
sector and $244.10 in the private sector.

lagislative Proposal

The problem posed by rising vaccine costs is exacerbated by
deterjorated immunization delivery system. This legislation
continues the rebuilding of our capacity to deliver vaccines and
to educate parents. With this bill, our nation's vaceine
infrastructure will continue to be revitalized, including
delivery, safety and research capacity, patient and vacoine
trackinq ability, and a community-based outreach and information
campaign. :

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

Upiversal Vaccine Purchase and Distribution Provision

The bill would raquire that the Secretary consult with other
federal agencies for advice on the quantities of recommended
childhood vaccine to be purchased. 1It:would authorize the
8acratary to consult with representatives of state governmenti:s,
experts in vaccine delivery, health care providers, and other
oxpoztn prior to commencing nagotiations for the purchase of
vaccine.,

This proposal would direct the Secretary to negotiate a
reasonable price with manufacturers pearticipating in a
procurement. The price wvould be based:on data aupplied to the
Secrstary by manufacturers regarding (1) costs related to
rasearch and devalopmant, production, distribution to states and
health care providers, and marketing: {(2) profit levels
wufficient to encourage future investment in research and
davelopnent; and (3) the ability to maintain adequate outbreak
control. 1In addition, the bhill would regquirs that datz providsd
to the Secretary be treated as a trade secret or confidential
information for purposes of the Freedom of Information Act and
wvould provids criminal sanctions for violations of thies
provision.

~ More - ::
§--
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Under this legislation, the Becratary would provide (either
directly or through the states) for the free distribution of
vaccines to health care providers who serve children and are
located in a state that participates in the state registry grant
program. In non-participating states, free vacoine will be
distributed to federal health care providers, community health
centera, migrant health centers, health centers serving residints
c¢? public housing or the homeless, other federally qualified
health centers, and health care providers serving Indians
pursuant to the Indian Self-Determination Act or section 503 nf
the Indian Health Care Improvemant Act. B

The legislation atipulates that health care providars could not
charge patients for the cost of tha vaccine, hut may impose a fee
for its administration unless such a fes would result in the
denial of a vacoine ta someone unable to pay.

Finally, the bill provides that the authority of the Sscretary
eatablished under this legislation to purchase and provide
vaccines shall ceane to be in effect beginning on such date as
may be specified in a federal law providing for immunization
services for all children as part of a broad-bassd reform of the
national health care systen.

§tate Inmmunization Registrias

The bill provides for a collabarative federal and state effort to
track the immunization status of the nation's children. 1It :
authorizes the Becratary to make grants to states to establish
and operate state immunlzation registries containini specific
information for each child in the state. Entering infant birth
data into registries will enable the identification of children
who need vaccinations and will help parsnta and providers ensure
that children are appropriately immunited.

Providers would be required to raport to the state tracking
registry (or to the Becretary lf thera is no state registry)
information regarding each vaccine administered and their
periodic estimates of future vaccine needs. For each child,
informatjon will bes gathered on immunization history, including
types and lot numbers of vaccines received, health care provider
identifiers and adverse reactions associated with the
immunisations. 1In addition, the state {mmunization registries
vill provide vitsl information on safety and efficacy of vaocines
by linking administrative records with adverse reactions
raporting and disease outbreak pattarns.

Tha National Vaccine Compensation Progran

Another impartant element in the nation's vaccine immunizatiocn .
effort is the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program. This
proposal would reauthorize this program. In additien, it would

- More -
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provide for a permanent extension and reinstatement of the
vaccine excise tax and repeal the Internal Revenue Code provision
that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to terminate the
vaccine excise tax.

other provisions related to the National Vaccine Injury
Compensation Program state that any vaccine recommended for
universal administration to children by the Secrstary vould ks
included on the Vaccine Injury Table. The bill would provide the
Secretary authority, with respect to any vaccine so added, tc
rodify the Table, but only in accordance with notice, hearing,
and commant procedures, and other limitations. The chiaef special
master vould be allowed to suspend proceedings on pstitions from
retrospective claims for up to 30 months, rather than the 54C
days (or 18 montha) in current law.

b
Finally, vaccine information materisls now reguirsd to be :
provided to parents would be aimplified by replacing the detailed
list of items that must be addraessed in the information materials
vith a requirement for a concise and underatandable statement of
the banefits and risks of the vaccine, :and the availability ot
the National Vacoine Injury Compensation Program.

For the purpose of making state registry grants, the bill would
authorite appropriations of $132 million for fiscal year 199%,
$125 million for fiscal year 1996, and 638 million for each «f
the fiscal years 1997, 1998, and 1999. . In addition, the bill
vould authorize appropriastions of such suma as may be necessury
for fiscal yeara 1993 and 1994 for start-up costs associated with
activities to implement the Comprehensive Child Immunization Act
of 18913, s

Beginning in fiscal year 1995, the bill would authorize the
Secretary to carry out the program of vaccine purchase and
distribution from the Comprehensive Child Immunization Account in
the United States Treasury. The estimated cost of universal .
vacecins purchase and distribution under the bill is $1.1 billion
in FY 1995. The sourcaes of revenus that will be depesited into
the Comprehensive Child Immunization Account for the vaacine
purchase and distribution program will be identified in .
legislation for broad-based reform of the natiocnal haalth care
systern when it is submitted to Congress by ths President in lMay.
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June 30, 199§

Tod Lindberg

Editorial Page Editor

The Washingion 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 prog.ram
in response to your June 27th editorial, “The vaccine boondoggle."

The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) is an organization of 48.000. ,
pediatricizns dedicated 1o the health, safety and well-being of infants,
children, adolescents and young adults.

The Association of State and Territorial Health Officials (ASTHO) repre:sents
the directors of public health in each of the SO states, the District of Columbia
and the U.S. Territories and Possessions.

If you have any questions concerning odr article, we can be reached at the
phone numbers listed below. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

George D. Comerci, M.D. v Christopher G. Atchisan

President President

American Academy of Pediatrics Association of Siate end
Territorial Health Officials

(502) 749-3133 (home and work) (515) 281-5605 (wor):)
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FREE VACCINES: A SOUND INVESTMENT

The anly vaccine boondoggle we see (June 27 editorial) is the proliferation of yet
another misunderstood interpreration of the Vaccines for Children (VFC) program that does a
real disservice 1o the solid commilment of both the public and private medical commuu:dtlea:s
in making this program work efficlently and effectively. Since the editor seems to be in
search of people outside the Clinton Administration “...to ssy something complimentary
about the VFC program,” we say BRAVO! on behalf_xof ourselves, but even more
importantly, on behalf of the nation’s families and chi_l_;lren. It's past time to set the record
straight.

For the record'. it was President Dwight D. Eisénhower who pledged after the |.olio
vaccine was licensed, that all children would be vacciriated, regardless of their ability to pay.
He clearly recognized and understood that childhood immunizations were a public health
issue and that the best defense against disease was a strong offense based on ape-
appropriately immunized children. We didn’t get the _ﬁgalth reforms needed to guaranice
children and adolescents private health insurance covcr‘ﬁgc that included a!l recommencied
immunizations. As a result, President Clintan picked ﬁp the ball and leglslation_, was enacted
to protect them from preventable diseases in the interim. Again we say, BRAVO!

Reason has give'r.\ 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 plaze,
prior to VFC, policies that entitle all children to free ggcclnes. For the General Accounting
Office (GAQ) to state otherwise is missing the point. The issue at hand is not whether all

children will continue to he enritled to free vaccines, but where they will have to go tc get
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Had GAO talked to us and to parents, they would have uncovered what this program
ig 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 children.
There is no logical reason to fragment this care and create more obstacles in obtaining
immunizations. lhmuﬂzatlom delayed, for wha!everu;_ reason, arc immunizations denied.

The 95 percent immunization rate for chlldr;n entering first grade cited by the :
editor is laudable, but misleading. You see, this smisitlc doesn't take into lcq?lf!l‘ltthnf'
children must follow an immunization schedule that bedgins literally as soon l; the cﬁilcl i6
bon. To play catch-up before entering school, {s a weak offense, putting many children
unnecessarily at risk of life-threatening disease. It is for our children under age two that the
United States lags far behind other countries. And for"}‘_this we all pay, in terms of
hospitalizations, lifelong disabilities, special education quuirements. loss of young lives or
unnecessary human suffering.

The VFC program is only parn, but an impomﬁ_t part, of this nation's immunizition
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 beﬁat outreach and tracking servigés. Ours is a team effort within the
community and many femilies have already bcncﬁted.‘

There are more positives than negatives auachea 10 this program. Critics shoul:l take
the time to really look at this complex issue, not pick 1} apart. It is not 8 misguided use of
public funds, but 8 sound investment to give very child protection from vaccine-preveniable

diseases. BRAVO for VFC!I



JUN-11 96 18:25 FROM:1 2024964648 : T0: 94562678 PAGE: 11
FILE No, 511 06-10 'S6 12:26 ID:AMER.ACADEMY PEDS. 1 202 383 6137 PRGE 11

Ewa.ﬁw ﬁ" Hevuee 0&!»&«.
/n»- Mt = A feaesd]
June 13, 1995

TO: Karen Pollitz (SUPERMOM)

FROM: Jackie Nayes-

RE: SPEECH MATERIAL FOR VFC

Mr. Chairman, | am pleased that you have called this hearing today to focus an an
important, but relatively new program that is so important to so many familles.
Reason has given way to insanity when members of Congress can’t agree to remove all
the barriers to immunizations our children now face. | hope that this hearing wil!
sarve to clear the air for those doubting Thomases who have questioned the need for
this program to continue. ,- .

The real issue 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 clinics paid for
by a combinatlan of federal and state dollars. Rather, the cost lssue Is now facus>d on
who should recelve the benefit of receiving immunizations in thelr 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 benefit.

As my colleagues are aware, there is a significant drop in emplayer-provided
dependent health care, Hence this program has become a lifeline far our working,
middle class families. 1’m pleased to stand in support of a program that is alread:
benefiting the familles in Michigan. Although the program is only 8 months old, we
have already noted a significant shift in the number' of families 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 anl |
urge my colleagues to recognize (t as such. Listen carefully; much is at stake.
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Health" Secretary Meets

“With Ma__ke'_rs of Vaccine

ByROBERT PEAR

Spacial to The dew Yo ik Timrs
WASHINGTON, ‘March ) — Donna| tery of recommended shots, bt

they

"E. Shalsls, the Secretary of Health and| Inaintain that 8 Government purchase

Human Services, met today with va
eine manufscturess, but she got ‘no
commitment' 1o hold down pricas-as
President Clinton has demanded.
The meeting resulted from Mr. Clin.
ton’s assault on the prices that drug
companies chargs and on the profits
ma et ja & speech on Feb 13, he
axid (hg cnmpsnien were pursuin
“profits st the
dren, and he In Dr. Shalala to
meet with pharmacseutical sxecutives
to discuss the price and distridbution of
vaccine :
Today, Dr. Shalala and her lawyars
met with several iadustry exscutives,
including Dr. R Gordon 188 .J7.
reeident of the vackize di d
erck & Company; Roriald J. Saldar
ini, ident of Ledsric-Praxis’ Bloles
lcals, & divisian of the American
anamid Campany, and David J. Wil-
lia':_lm. prasident of Connaught Labora-
tories. '

" Tenfold Price Increass

The Administration says the cost of &
full zet of recommended childhond vac-
clnes Tass to $244 in 1992, from 333 in

1942 o
When asked if ahe acceptod Merck's
assartion Mhat '::“rmm of the price
increase had ted from new Fed-
:;d sl nnund.lr;m mm
tWo new vm:lnu‘ f. ™
’lm nNo'-' mlt!

officials have not estimated how much
af the price Increase is autributable to
these factors. :

Dy. Douglas (nzisted that his arith-
maetic was carrect “Facts are faots,”
he said, adding that the dals came
from the Government.

The exscutives also said that Fed-
eral antitrust lsws preventad them
from engaging in detaijled discussions
of prices among themaelves,

Sweeplng Changes-Threstened
But Dr. Douglas said in an intervis
that Merck was uniikaly to raise p
for its main childhood vacoine, wh

inst: medslss, mumps and

protects
rubella, while the company was hol

talks with the Qovernraent. The Ad-
ministration and the drig companies

will hold more tilks in a few weels,

Administrution afficials say that Y
the companies disregard the Presgl.

g:‘t'q wamning and raise rlg Mr.
ton may propase swesping es
inthe Nﬂ:xln and distribution or'::‘

Cines. Under one pro
ously considered gy
tion, the Federal Government and the

slates would buy up sll childhood.vee-

cines et a discount, then distribute
{ 1o clinics and doctars.

The arug companies vehemently op-

wean that Rennmaal. 1 a wledan

pense of ‘our chily’

| about
prablems.” Mr.

L1
poasl baing sari-
the Adminisirs-|{"

program would not salve the problem.
In his speech on Feb. 12, Mr. Clintan
called vaccine prices “shocking” and
oyl eveping &1 Dilicn mare each
try Is 8 n | more $ac
yoar on lM"il‘lll and lobbying than
it do!l“ul developing new and better -

d .
e Antitrust Prodlyms Loom

Ro]ec:l:ilueh eriticism, Dr. Doug-
las spld 1: ‘*Wae think our vaccines
are peasonsdly priced. We a) ve
4 50 percent d t to the Faderal
Governmoent and the states, which ac.
count for 55 percent of all agles of our
%::l:ﬂ. llllllhl: and ru?l:nvgnedg;
t {s-encigh (o cover & r
in this eountry with free vaccine'pur-

chased by taxpayers.
. ore 'I}h much trouble with
| the Pederal budget deficit, why shauld,

- Under attack, -
" drug companies .
offer no "

| concessions.

'
L

the Government baty vaceine for the ¢3
: _: of the pepulation who-ean al-
m ‘ " , -
Prof. Filllip Arceda, an angu

expert st Marvard Lew School, -
firmed. that thate were ssrioys l’m

.axecutives
nment offi-

risks when drug com
discusssd prices with
g.mul possidl Iln‘a?t. Ol‘l' mry
[ . .
- and
ami

\

) Far them (0 mect the
hear har n:‘um of mmnt
drug prices pressnta no n

Arecda said “If any
ons firm says ii wili reexamine its
prices In the light of the Sacretary’s
agmonition, that would aeo be O.K. But
2 ‘they were tn agree among .
seives a8 (o the prices thay chargn, that
would be 3 very sericus antitruss prod-,
o A i eaarem only 30 paroon

anly n

above costs, Ihl?eﬂllﬂ ba An lllqll
maximum price-fizing agresment.”

BECEAEETU RN

- s o« . e
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susIcT CLINTON FREE VACCINE PROGRAM :
TOM BROXAW . (ANCHOR) : The Clinten Administration today*’/’//

confirmed it plans to provide free vaccines for every child in
America starting in 1995. The cost -- about a billion dollars a
year. Currently mors than a third of the children under two don‘t
get all the shote they need. However, as NBC’'s national
correspondent Rob Kur tells us now, there is only so much the
government can do. L

BOB XUR (REFORTER): Brenda Arroyo is 19 and a single mother.
Connecticut makes it easy for har to hava her son vaccinated. It
buys the vaccine, payes any relatad medical bille, reminds har to
show up, and provides free transportation to get her there. Yet
for some, that’s not enocugh. : -

MARCELLA DURSO (RN, YALE NEW HAVEN HOSPITAL): There are many
psyche-gocial iemues. They have usually transportation preblems.
There’'s usually a crisis going on in their lives daily, more than
you and I would even think about or expect. 8o getting here is a
lot more difficult than you would think.

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

DR. RICHARD YOUNG (CHIBF OF PEDIATRICS, ST RAPHAEL'é): You
need a neighborhood health center or a mobile van or sgme type of
eagily accesgible health care faucility in every single county.

KUR: 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 immunizaticns, and that’s
in spite of all this city does te get the job done. 1In one

¥4t
Whhdbwwuw—mhamhmdm-widhn.limhnWhnmh«mm. '
Momsn] swepiiad by todio TV Reports may ba vied for Hle end raharonce purpaass only. It may set be reproduced, snid or publicly demorenated or exhiblied. .
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'VEDNESDAY, FEBRUABY 10, 1993 .

C. Ererett Koop

In the Dark About Shots

Wé have created ¢ misplaced sense of complacency about children’s health.

At long last, aa sdministrution is I T R X OPRNItED 10 fnchude aights and
ComMg-te grIvs with the poer e ~ . e LA 1 L \ woskands, wher workeg parents
MBUSTUAA recory of our youngest - ks B BN o mors aly to be able to take
chuldrwn. However. as The Post has SRR ANL theer chikdren for care.
aceed [“lmmuzrty for Children.® edi- . T LR Second. the government should
toral. Fel. 4, the cost of vacomes {nitiats & broad public wyrenens
13 only the Up of the icadery. uRAg provt yod hroadan

The Qlinton admmistraucn’s pro Dot fegarding the osed 10 vacs-
posal that the federal goverament ate chlidren an schedale. empha
urchnse vacomes for all chiddren iy uking tha banafits and cont-etfec-
& listle \ike 3 goctor tregting the Uvenest—in torms of dinsase
SYmptams VAot Ymg to oe immuaingos. Ex-
the ¢iseass. The patiant may fee pRctant perents and peresm of tod-
better, bt the probisra wan'l g0 disrs 500 logicyl cargwns for such 3
awny. [p the case of ABSNCS's S~ ,
tingly low imyaunizetion rate the Health snd Fomen
smong childres qnder 3 yusrs of Depxrumen: nesds to de~
ags. Ui rezl problem o madaquate veiop quastinms sbaxst 3 child's -
public educatuon and S60eNS to, Not manizztion higtory and espile i
svmabiigy of vaceines. formation about vicsings aad

The generytion now kaviag el scazions of immmnizztion sites,
dren har $ttUe memory af the fesr of which sstes eocid wm whas enrel-

evdempy. wor of the erippling Eﬂv adivilmb o
efierns of palip gu these medial pre-
who did act &is. Nor do they re- Sus b ardar ta kvey betar
mamber the ¢esths that fallowed « vazingtions. STHS aiso ehould re-
Betales sod diphthsre- ladeed. quire states to develop baspital
S b e
or had toe childhood disetaes mu&'ﬂm

lrenaly. ia con thess tered roprema. & well s 4 pita
uadmgrmuv udam— = dﬁ-?‘
@ of childhond. we have madver-

wently crested 3 msalaced senaas of s - ] ] ':mm
comulacaacy showt caildsen’s - - .U..lﬂll dnd 10 xuks empidyee
MAalih. The tact chat as sy &3 it heakth knrence pisas caveriag
g:"’?m‘am"““ bllity intureass for vacrine many- To my tmi the problam imtes- well-bady o anl
u;u‘m'uhr:::w facturers. However. the expenence  tirely econamic dossp't mesa dhar ahle to the seif empioyed and to

of 1} ates that already have vee:  spmnding tore monsy wes't halp smal) businasses ot growp discoum
from the igmrrencs of othervine ; 3
consCemou, canng ond intelligeny GG PUFChASN Dlams shauld be testa- soive it However, rather thaa

lrgounimrion coverige
mothan and (sthers. Many pacents ment enouph thae yaiveradl avil- wpending the estizzatad $300 mi> should be svailable withow paten:

preseh i ability of fres vaceines doss Aot lioe to 6300 million k wonid takg s SO-PUYMITL, CO-MUETTLS OF

:n mwmﬂ ".‘::'}'{,'gﬂ‘,‘,".‘, vo high Fumunization rates.  boy wp the ratien’s vactias wpply. #dmm dedurzidle requirements-
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‘ - ELIMENTS OF €23 IASSSORNT'S
| EIILNWOD TUTYIBAVION INTUTATIVE

3. Tonediste Lafeston of funfs ‘Lste the BOB-PROLit nad pudlic’
de1ivery systens for vaceines. | pudlic

reT the reseindar gf rivcal Year 1093, the Ptdilllat il
ook an ddaitions) 9300 mililon te strangthian tie pudlic sexvias

. A
delivery intrastructuye. Putur islation will inolude ¢ ‘o
M By ¢ legislavion vidd Snolude funding 52—

T™he 0f2ice of Ianczlncnt and Budgat astinatas that the L
additienal ¥ 1993 funding vill 34ad ¢6 the inpunization of one
uillion more intants and children, starting this sumyer. The
funds vill be divacted to non-profit and pudlie elinise in
underasrvasd Tural 8hd urban ocanunities. ™e slinics vill be abls
to uUae ths funds to hire additienal nursss snd sutreach staft,
kusp facilitiss open lenger. e4tablish nev servioe ledstions,
axpand intorwational and educational pregriss, improve vagoins
ssfaty and resesvrod;, incresse ties te fa8i{ly-based eowmunity
eyganisacions, Bnd hely entablish & Aationad tracking syssen.

32, Aggressive sfforts by the Departaset of Jealth ang Xuzmap

iu:vta- to Belp assure sdequats supply of wvacoiedd Bt vensenable
Pp2I0WB,

™he President Bas dirested ths Facratary of Kas to enter
into negetigbions with the nation's vageine manufacturers to
davelep agresments that will: o

(1) Assuys that any state can puﬁeha.o any necessaryy or
additional vacaines at veasonable prices. .

(3) Assuye an sdaguate supply of'all necsssary vastines at
eoonomical prices for faderslly assieted prograns, including -
those sdministured By the Centeras foy Digsase Qontrel, thg Ksalth
Resources and pearvicas AMuinistration, the Indian Health Servioce,
and tha Hsalth Care rinanaing Administration. . .

22X. An Lnitistive that vill guarantes tde imsunriwatien of svery
Amsziocan orild. ' .

In ceeperation withk Congress, tﬁ% Adainistyation will
prepare an initiative that alws tor =

ii) ousrantes vaccination aavor(&e far all snildren,
raqavdlaess of vhethar they use publie, Aon-prefit ev private
heslth providers. ,

Lk S e g
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Dlesents of The President's
eniidneod lasunisaticn Iaitiative
yuge Twvo

{(3) Bsgablish 2 n I.n!mluaa-flad tracking systen ¢
srait mhlnhuuu 'a;:uetu to follev up Ghildren vho lu:. n

ot
gasguately lmsunised, TO Beagure the immudization staty
ommuﬁl. -L to un:m'u gor disvise outhruans, b ot

1:) Provide inevaseed long-term funding to rebulld ehe
{ssunisation infrastructure in the nation's husdest Wit {nngr
alsy and rural aress. The funding could Be used 38 add staft,

increase clinic hours, sypand seyvise locations and reach eut to
gasilios.

{¢) Support incressed sfforts Lo assure the uht; of -'
vaccinad addinistered to shildren, snd §pesd tha davalspmanmt of
never And moys 8ffective viseines, _

{B) Strengthan the Vadcins Compensaticn grqu: for children

i agine-related injuries, and eimplify information
;:iv'lﬁoggt:.lnthu sbeut viael.u'o,_uoey :’u ulc

A nt tha authorlity of tl-fi gsacrat of Haalth and
Bunan(:’lﬂ‘;g:: to respond O !aornqu of vasoine supplies in ths
pudlic and privats serkets.

7 [ suiceis GdvVerage ifo BEXe vsccines availedble ut
:.mi.hi'gh‘a':-'u all mtate Medisaid programs, and provide
feconzonded coversga for shildren enrelisd In Nsdicsld:

(8) 3nceusss internationsl oosparative efferta to aliminate
provontable ohildheed disseaesn.

Q@oo07
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Health Experts Skeptical About Immunization Plan

wmr-&&u&i—-m

ropalitss area B33 proved how &ffical it can
be to enaure that chilkren aged 2 and young-

aummmm‘nm-&

ﬂm-mn.nwh

the Cinten 2dwwninivation o vaccmate all
the aatwa’s poung children sy he hvgely
wmable tu s rease mounizalion rales i the
stea, whixh has perfermed possly let yearn.

Pedutricians and public brahb officiab
hailed the comprchrasive Campoign
novared yesterdyy, whivh secks de have the
frderal prvesment buy all vavcimes and dis-
tribate them free. The congpaige absw will vy
o mvrease publv swareness and the acces-
sibility of imsuminations that are a cormes-
stone of chilldren’s health.

Wl i public chmirs aad grivate offces,
dartors said theix own eapevience in He met-

@rrows illnesses,

*Vaccines sre avalable. ‘lb.tdlt-n
the kidy are oot availshie,” sasd Francis
Palumbo, 2 pediatricisn whe works én s twge
Northwest Washingsen practice wheve most
of the paliends have bealh insarance and
well educsted gasents.

The District bas one of the eation’s wers)
amesizslive rates, with anly 39 percesd of
the chikiren graoperly varcinated by age 2,
accovding bo & recest sarvey by the federal
Centers (e Disense Contrel sad Prevention
(CDQ). Ia Maryland and Virgnia, #3 in sxany
othey states, slightly mere than hall the lod-

flers had been mmnwnized, accarding (0 the

CDC survey.
The midlems of miwmawited U1.S. chibliren

age the fncus of the campsign aswousced yen-

teiday by Secretary of Ticaih and Human -~

Suntnlh-nl'.m-lirhﬁlwu
abowt $).5 Lillve m 1995 when it Likes of-
fect &illy. Shalaka s2id fmanving of the gov-
crarwent purchase of varcines will be ischad-
od 93 gart of the iverafl bealih ceform pack-
age 1o be semd to Compess.

Thee ot {ar seaching eature is 2 pla in
which the [edevad governmewt would, stast-
ing s 995, duy 2B the varvme aecessary In
morulate babies and UdBers agaml oine
chiddheod discaws VThe vacciee woulki be
distribmied (ree to pubixc bwulth cinics and

See INIINNZATION, B, Cal. ¢
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Health Workers Cite Need to Educate Parents

on Immunization

IMNUNKATION, Prem BB
tients now pay for such shots.

The lcderal would be sutherized
hw-ploﬂ.lﬂ'-lhlﬂlvlﬂl.hl
inhntry, which strengly disiikes Lhe plan.

. Full sets of vaczines cost about §204 » child &
far balf that amoust when purchesing for public
‘dmtribwtion.

" The grogram abe calls for $300 millien t0 he
ned 1o hire employees and extend hours at pub-
B¢ ctinics and to send workers inte meighbor-
Boeds b0 find siswmmized chidren. In addnion,
Afie pragram imciadrs $152 millios te start 2 62
fionz), compuierzed system (ot would heep
track of which children have received shots and
.htlndﬁohdblﬂﬁhlhﬂﬂisiluhihttitt-
Rl behind on thewr svolicine.

.. *Propes immusisatico is the sight thing (0 do
08 the mnart thing to do,” Shalih mil, noling
YRt fewer than two-thinds of U.S childres have

been immunised fully by age 2.

Sea. Nancy Landon Kassehanm (R-Uan), the
mmmmnns-uuu-uur
mnan Resources Cormmittee, s2id the adminiatra-
thoa's vaccine plan “rmssdiagnosed the problem.
. .. Toc veal probiern is that (a0 mexy parents
80 nol hnow the value of imesunizslions” or do
pod hanw where their children can get them e
iy, vhw saidk

Lisally, several health oficialy said thay hey

already rereived free vaccises throngh state
wmmmc-au.-nm

is, we could
not molivale people lo come
m”

“The

— Richandl {onionsn

M-nmm'.mmm

i_uquidu-winh&tc-'-'—ld
yeu.ciywhn“mmhlbﬂ
cighl ndsu!‘-ﬂubuhn_d’qlnm
doovs and offering (vee immmunizations st schosls
snd other ped centers. The campaigne
reached 1,200 childves, a fractice of tbe expect-
od amodeey.

“We tmew where they were, we hnew what
was oceded.” Levinson ssid. “The probiem is, we
cuvid aot motivate peogle ts come wp.”

Levinson praised Clinton’s pisa for a tracking

vy
W

which children are @jxed by the vaccames.
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