Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION

AND TYPE

001a. fax Melissa Levine to Lissa Muscatine re: phone number [partial] (I page)  06/23/1997  P6/b(6)

001b. letter Melissa Levine to Lissa Muscatine re: address and phone number 06/23/1997 P6/b(6)
[partial] (1 page)

001lc. resume re: Melissa Levine [partial] (1 page) 06/23/1997  P6/b(6)

002a. letter Bernard Horn to June Shih re: phone number and address [partial] (1 09/10/1997 P6/b(6)
page)

002b. resume re: Bernard Horn [partial] (1 page) 09/11/1997  P6/b(6)

003. resume re: Laura Schiller [partial] (1 page) n.d. P6/b(6)

004a. paper re: personal (5 pages) 04/27/1996  P6/b(6)

004b. note re: personal (2 pages) n.d. P6/b(6)

COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records
First Lady's Office

Bobbie Greene

OA/Box Number: 15627
FOLDER TITLE:

[Writing Samples] [1]

2012-0872-S
rc930
RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] Freedom of Information Act - [§ ULS.C, §52(b)|
P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] b(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(2)(3) of the PRA] an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA|
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute |(b)(3) of the FOIA|

financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA| b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]

and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA] b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement

purposes |(b)(7) of the FOIA|
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
of gift. financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA|
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 1.8.C. b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). concerning wells |(b)(9) of the FOIA|

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE
001a. fax Melissa Levine to Lissa Muscatine re: phone number [partial] (1 page)  06/23/1997  P6/b(6)
COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records

First Lady's Office

Bobbie Greene

OA/Box Number: 15627
FOLDER TITLE:

[Writing Samples] [1]

2012-0872-S

rc930

RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)|

P1 National Sccurity Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute |(a)(3) of the PRA]

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)}(4) of the PRA]

PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA]

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor’s deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.
2201(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)|

b(1) National security classified information {(b)(1) of the FOJIA|

b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency |(b)(2) of the FOIA|

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute {(b)(3) of the FOIA|

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA|

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions |(b)(8) of the FOIA]

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b}(9) of the FOIA|



7. 06/213/97 MON 08:10 FAX 314 935 7461 ¥W.U. DEPT OF ENGLISH @oo1

3 \WAas n

WASH[NGTON UNIVERSITY-IN-ST-LOUIS

Department of English

FAX TRANSMISSION

Date: ;S]ADQ 7—5 y Hﬂ'l

To: Lisoa. Muscatine

Fax No.: | 107 .45 . 5104

NOTE: | did not put my hame on the column , as | Know
Hre subbmissions will be read birnd . Thanks, Melista_—

From: Melissa Levine

Was\nfnj-’wn Um‘vcrsﬂ'\/ English Department
214. 135.744 |\

Fax No.:

 Phoge: (ML home)

Total number of pages (including cover page) 3

)

If you do not receive all pages, plcasi: call (314)
935-5190 as soon as possible.

FAX .SHT

Washington University
Campus Box 1122

Onc Brookings Drive

St. Louis, Missouri 63130-4899
(314) 9355150




Withdrawal/Redaction Marker
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE
001b. letter Melissa Levine to Lissa Muscatine re: address and phone number 06/23/1997  P6/b(6)
[partial] (1 page)
COLLECTION:
Clinton Presidential Records
First Lady's Office
Bobbie Greene
OA/Box Number: 15627
FOLDER TITLE:

[Writing Samples] [1]

2012-0872-S
rc930

RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - [44 US.C. 2204(a)|

P1 National Security Classified Information |(a)(1) of the PRA|

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA|

P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA|

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy |(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.
2201(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - |5 U.S.C. 552(b)}

b(l) National security classified information |(b)(1) of the FOIA|

b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency {(b)(2) of the FOIA]

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA|

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy |(b)(6) of the FOIA|

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOlA]

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]



. 08/13/97 FRI 09:48 FAX 314 835 7461 ¥.U. DEPT OF ENGLISH doo2

Lissa Muscatine, Presidential Speechwriter
The White House '
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Ms. Muscatine:

Thank you for responding to my inquiry about the job opening as a writer for Hillary Rodham
Clinton. I am extremely interested in the position, and I hope to convince you that I am worthy
of it. Enclosed please find my resume and several writing samples.

In our short conversation I elided perhaps the most relevant part of my experience. In 1996, I
organized a conference on international women's rights at Washington University in St. Louis.
To deliver the keynote speech, I selected former Congresswoman Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky,
the Director of the United States Delegation to the Fourth World Conference on Women in
Beijing. I introduced Ms. Margolies-Mezvinsky's address at the opening ceremony, and
afterward, she asked for a copy of what I had read. The enclosed writing samples include my
introduction as well as my coverage of the keynote address, published in the graduate school
newsletter.

In light of your expressed concern about my insufficient knowledge of Mrs. Clinton's views, I
immediately purchased and read a copy of It Takes A Village. I am particularly impressed with
the book's measured, inclusive approach to social and political issues. Mrs. Clinton is careful to
include numerous scientific studies to support her claims (indeed, her opinjons seem to be formed
in response to scientific evidence) and brave enough to relate personal experiences. Her use of
the proverb "It takes a village to raise a child" does not mean, as Bob Dole suggested during the
Republican National Convention, that she promotes the role of the community above that of the
family. Rather, she recognizes that both supportive families and involved communities are
necessary to raise healthy children. It is precisely this kind of comprehensive thinking that I
admire so much in Mrs. Clinton's approach.

Mrs. Clinton further encourages us to look beyond reductive soundbites and consider larger
perspectives when she suggests we view the "pature/nurture” debate about child development not
as an "either/or" proposition but rather as a "both/and" one (p. 59). Despite itd,obvious political
expediency, she refuses simplification where simplification would be compromising or misleading.
Further, It Takes A Village is written with admirable humility. The First Lady emphatically
includes herself among the "we" of the village. Always mindful of other perspectives, she
reminds us that "[w]e need to understand that there is no formula for how women should lead their
lives. That is why we must respect the choices that each woman makes for herself and her family"

(. 210).
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Like Mrs. Clinton, I am concerned about the welfare of America's families. I believe that we
have a moral obligation to rescue the children of this nation from the poverty, abuse and neglect
with which so many of them now contend. We would be hypocritical to celebrate our country's
political and economic power when our policies do not simultaneously demonstrate a vested
interest our children--who are, as has been said so many times, our future.

For a long time, I have been committed to the investigation of social issues in my fiction and non-
fiction writing. I have lobbied for health care reform, volunteered at a nursing home and tutored
learning-disabled elementary school students. Eventually, I intend to pursue a career in education
policy, where I believe I might have some effect on America's youth. Given my interests, the
position as a writer for Hillary Clinton would be ideal. It would afford me the opportunity to
convey her pro-family, pro-community message to a great number of people while making use of
my own writing sKills.

Throughout college and graduate school, I have written nearly every day and in nearly every
genre. I am accustomed to creating a schedule for myself as well as forcing myself to write
through any number of obstacles and any amount of resistance. (My master's thesis was a 200-
page book of short stories, but I wrote at least S00 pages of completed material during my two
years in the writing program.) I am a vigorous, careful researcher and thrive in intellectually
stimulating environments where employees are working toward a common goal.

Finally, I would be thrilled to work for Hillary Clinton, whom I have long admired. I hope very
much that you will consider me for the position. Thank you for your time and aftention.

Sincerely Yours,

Melissa Levine
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Education

O

M.E.A., Fiction Writing, 1997, Washington University in St. Louis. EXSojeNa)4}| Spencer T. Olin Fellow in

The Writing Program. Studied fiction writing and English literarare. Organized the 1996 Olin
Conference "luternational Women's Rights: Cross-Caltural Perspectives.” Introduced keynote speaker.

B.A., Baglish, Yale University, 1995. [ZB6/0)(6) Summa Cum Laude, Phi Beta Kappa, Distinction in the
Bnglish Major. Senior editor. The Yale Literary Magazine. Winner of the Wallace Fiction Prize, the
Veech Piction Prize, the Willits Fiction Prize, the Bildner Prize for Portuguese Literature, and the
Young Poet's Prize. Publication of three short stories in The Yale Daily News Magazine.

Shakespeare Folger Library, 1989-1990. High school tellow. Studied the life and works of Shakespeare with
eminent scholars. Graniced access to collection. Awarded prize for Best Paper.

Employment

Adjunct Protessor of English Literamire, Washington University in St. Louis (current). Designed and teach
seminar on the contemporary American short story.

Instructor, Inroads (currentr). Teach expository writing and critical thinking skills to talented minority high
school students.

Film Reviewer, The Riverfront Times (currcnt).

Tutor, Blementary School (1996-present). Teach learning strategics and organizational skills to third- and
fourth-graders. Instruct them in reading, writing, math, science, social studies and critical thinking.

Historian, Olin Conference (1995-present). Write accounts of addresses delivered at conferences as well as
proceedings of panel discussions for archives and Olin and Graduate School newsletters.

Instructor, Fiction Workshop, University College at Washington University in St. Louis (1996-1997).
Designed syllabus, led workshops of student stories and discussions of published stories. '

Administrative Assistant, Design-Tech Builders, Silver Spring, Maryland (summer, 1995). Maintained filcs,
word-processed letters and contract change orders, ran reception desk, answered phones.

Administrative Assistant, National Multiple Sclerosis Society (Public Policy Office), Washington, D.C. (1992-
1994, seasonal). Visited sepators and members of congress to lobby for health care reform, attended
congressional hearings, drew up memos sumsmarizing the proceedings. Learned internal word
processing program and taught it to fellow employees. Assisted with organization of annual
conferepce. Ran reception desk, maintained files, word-processed letters, answered phones.

Proficient in WordPerfect; able 16 learn other programs rapidly. Highly organized. Able to assume }
and complete large projects with limited guidance. Possess thorough knowledge of gramumar. usage
and mecbanics and excellent interpersonal skills. Fastidious and persistent.
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International Women's Rights: Cross-Cultural Perspectives
1996 0lin Conference Keynote Addreas
Introduction
Melissa Levine

The first time I met Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky was in
1993, in her office on Capitol Hill. At the time, I was working
for the National Multiple Sclerosis Society. On a day in early
June, we were to honor the MS Mother and Father of the year--two
parents suffering from the disease who nevertheless managed to
participate in the lives of their children and communities with
inspiring energy and guidance. They had been flown to Washington
for a day on Capitol Hill, where they would meet their senators
and representatives and travel to the White House to meet
President Clinton.

I was responsible for escorting the Mother of the Year,
along with her two children, around the Hill. Mrs. Jones was
from Pennsylvania, and her representative was Marjorie Margolies-
Mezvinsky. The representative's office was crammed with desks
and books, buzzing with ringing phones and chatting legislative
assistants. The congresswoman, rushing in from a vote on the
floor, greeted us warmly and somewhat breathlessly in the waiting
area and brought us back to her office, where she kept a muted TV
tuned to CSPAN's coverage of the House. She chatted with Mrs.
Jones and her children for a long time, enthusiastically
supporting their plea for long-term, home-based health care _
coverage and promising to vote accordingly (which she did). Ms.
Margolies-Mezvinsky also invited conversation on a personal
level, jotting notes to herself to call officials in Mrs. Jones'
county in order to commission the installation of a ramp at the
local community center. It wasn't until a good while into the
conversation that the congresswoman admitted that she and her
husband had eleven children between them.

Mrs. Jones gasped. "And they call me the Mother of the
Year!" she said.

Marjorie Margolies-Mezvingky is a graduate of the University
of Pennsylvania as well as a CBS News Foundation Fellow at
Columbia University. From 1971 until 1991, she wag with NBC
stations in New York City and Washington, D.C. She has been a
contributing correspondent to Today, Sunday Today, A Closer Look,
CNBC, and Real Life with Jane Pauley. Her reporting has won five
Emmys, among other awards, and she has written four books, the
latest of which is A Woman's Place.,.the Freshwomen Who Changed
the Face of Congress. o,

From 1992 to 1994, Ms. Margolies-Mezvinsky served as fghe
U.S. Representative from Pennsylvania's 13th Congressional
District in the 103rd Congressional session, having been the
first woman ever elected in her own right to the House from
Pennsylvania. During her term in Congress, she sat on the
Committee of Energy and Commerce, the Committee of Small Business
and the Committee on Government Operations. In 1995, she was the
Director of the United States Delegation to the United Nations

o ewt
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Fourth World Conference on Women. Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky
currently serves as the President of the Women's Campaign Fund,
the nation's oldest and largest nonpartisan political action
committee supporting pro-choice women candidates running for
office at all levels of government.

Her personal life is no less impressive. In 1970, Marjorie
Margolies became the first unmarried U.S. citizen to adopt a
foreign child. Four years later, this first child, from Korea,
was joined by a second, from Vietnam. Their experiemnces are
chronicled in the book They Came to_Stay, which was published in
1976 and became a best-seller. In 1975, Marjorie Margolies
married Edward Mezvinsky, and eventually the househeold increased
to thirteen--the parents and their eleven children. Further,
through the sponsoring of refugee families, the Margolies-
Mezvinsky's have housed and cared for, at one time or another, a
total of twenty-ifive children. The House of Representatives must
have been a piece of cake.

Please join me in welcoming Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky.
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International Women's Rights: Cross-Cultural Perspectives
1996 0lin Conference Keynote Address

Melissa Levine

The 1996 Olin Conference opened with the keynote address by
Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky. A former broadcast journalist for
NBC who represented Pennsylvania's thirteenth district in the
United States' 103rd congress, Margolies-Mezvinsky currently
serves as the president of the Women's Campaign Fund, a non-
profit, non-partisan organization supporting female pro-choice
candidates at all levels of government. In 1995, Margolies-
Mezvinsky directed the U.S. delegation to the United Nations'
Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing.

She began her address with a discussion of her decision to
run for Congress. "When I was growing up, I used to say two
things, " she explained. "I used to say that I wanted to make a
difference and that I wanted to run off and join the cirxcus. I
think I got a chance to both of those things in 1992." She had
been a broadcaster for twenty-five years when,i small group of
women came to her and asked her whether she would consider
running in Pennsylvania's thirteenth district, a suburb of
Philadelphia with a 2.48 to 1 ratio of Republicans to Democrats.
The district had never elected a Democrat, and the state of
Pennsylvania had never sent a woman in her own right to Congress.

"I knew that it was an enormous gamble," she said. "And I =aid
to my children, 'You have to be prepared to lose before you can
win. In order to get into the game, you have to be prepared to

lose, because you won't get on the field if you [aren't].'"
Margolies-Mezvinsky's victory was very narrow--she won with
50.2% of the vote--and it took her by surprise. "All of a sudden
I realized I had to serve," she joked. She addressed her
acceptance speech to Andrew, her youngest son, who was then
eleven. Her wish for him was that "in the year 2000, when you
walk into the voting booth for the first time, there will be no
more talk of The Year of the Woman and The Year of the Outsider
because we'll be there in numbers that count." Margolies-
Mezvinsky reported that of the 10,744 people who have served in
Congress since it first convened, 171 have been women. The 103rd
Congress doubled the number of women, yet if the rate at which
women are currently being elected continues, the United States
will have equal representation only in 431 years. "It isn't that
I think we are better or worse," she said. "It's that I think we
are different enough that that should be somehow respected.”
The 1994 Republican landslide returned Margolies-Mezvinsky's
seat to the G.0.P. Whether her loss was a result of her ,
controversial decision to sppport Clinton's budget bill (only R
after considerable deliberakion) or the general trend which ;
removed many freshmen (and female) Democrats from their seats,
she remained optimistic. "Life is measured by the tough votes
and not the easy votes," she told Andrew in her concession
gpeech. To the conference audience she added, "What I learned

3
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from my little term in Congress is that politicians have to be
able to say what people need to hear and not what they want to
hear. And that is very difficult, and we need community
support . "

After Margolies-Mezvinsky lost the election, First Lady
Hillary Clinton asked her to lead the U.S. delegation to the
Beijing Conference. The largest United Nations conference ever
by several times, the Fourth World Conference on Women was held
in Beijing because China was the only nation in the Asian region,
whose turn it was to host the conference, to place a bid. "The
symbol for 'goodness' in Chinese is a woman with a child, "
Margolies-Mezvinsky explained. "The symbol for 'peace' is a
woman with a roof and a chimney. And the symbol for 'trouble' isa
three women." The audience laughed. "So you can imagine how the
Chinese felt about having 50,000 opinionated women come to
China." Further, "the cultural divide was staggering."
Margolies-Mezvinsky said that every police officer in Beijing
held a white sheet, because they had been told that "these wacko
women" would demonstrate nude in the streets, and it would be
their responsibility to throw sheets over them.

The former congresswoman was very impressed with the level
of commitment and knowledge on the part of the conference
participants. There were 5,000 different gatherings and sessions
at the conference, and "even if the venue was changed or the
panelists didn't show up, enough experts were in residence that
the discussion was fascinating." Women from all over the world
and with varying financial resources were given the opportunity
to voice their concerns, along with possible soluticons. "I
remember sitting in a room with one of the women from a little
village in Africa," Margolies-Mezvinsky said. "She explained
that in her village, a woman was abused regularly. And they
didn't know what to do. So they decided that the next time it
happened, they would encircle her hut and yell in to her husband,
'Give her a break, take one of us.' And they did it, and he
never touched her again.'" This anecdote illustrates the
importance of solutions which are particular to location. "If
we're able to skillfully combine the knowledge that . . . we
bring to these things and the wisdom that is so rich all over the
world, then we can make a marriage, and we can forge the kind of
worldwide understanding and sisterhood that would make us all so
much better."

Margolies-Mezvinsky explained that every conference has a
marker. Just as the 1985 conference in Nairobi was marked by the
inclusion of the phrase "domestic violence" in the document, she
believes that the 1995 conference will be marked by its focus on
micro-loans. She referred in particular to the Grameen Bank in
Bangladesh, founded in 1976 by Mohammed Unis, who attended the
conference. Unis originally intended to make small loans with no |
collateral to members of both sexes, but he discovered that women
make payments at a much higher rate--98%. Now his bank loans
almost exclusively to women. The bank encourages women to form
borrowing groups, so that the amount they borrow is higher

4
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(thereby lowering administrative costs and interest rates) and &o
a social network is formed. Margolies-Mezvinsky related the
anecdote of a woman who was persuaded to borrow less than a
dollar. She bought ribbong and made an ornament. When she went
to a man's home, he assumed she was begging and told her to come
back later. But when said she was there to sell him something,
he offered her a chair. It was the first time she had been
invited to sit in anyone's home.

It's crucial for the achievement of international women's

rights that women be economically empowered. "Studies show that
whatever a woman brings home, she spends a lot more
proportionately on the family," Margolies-Mezvinsky said. "When

girls are asked what they want to be when they grow up, 956% say
they want to be a mommy and something else. Little boys just
want to be the something else. They don't put the family into
the equation. And that's what we have to do," she said. "We
have to get the little boys to put family into the equation.”

Margolies-Mezvinsky also stressed the need for revision of
inheritance laws to include women, as well granting women around
the world access to health care and education. And women have to
be in on the process. "One thing I learned," she said, "is that
without empowerment, without making sure that women are at the
tables--the financial tables, the judicial tables, the
legislative tables--that we will never make the kinds of moves
that we need." In countries where women are equally represented
in positions of power, more money is spent on education, children
and health care. "Women handle things differently," she
explained. "We tend to push the line a bit." Margolies-
Mezvinsky summed up the context of her own political career in
one sentence: "I never walked onto the floor of the House without
thinking about my children."
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Postmodern Love: Saint Clara
(Ari Folman and Ori Sivan, Israel, 1996, 85 min., Hebrew
with English subtitles.)

Melissa lLevine

The press packet for Saint Claxa claims that the movie has
been directed with "postmodern glee." However fortuitous a
phrase (skirting, as it does, the dubious region of the
oxymoron), "glee" is almost certainly the wrong word to associate
with this erie, haunting and affecting movie., Set in an
apparently post-apocalyptic landscape (populated by telltale
blocky cement buildings, yellowed fields, oil-black swamps and a
volatile nuclear power plant--though the year, inexplicably, is
1999), Saint Clara tells the story of a class of rebellious
thirteen-year-olds at Golda Meir Junior High. Their otherwise
unpopulated school is run by a slick and devious principal who
interrogates each of them after they've used the supernatural
powers of Clara Charon to cheat on a math test. Clara, the
angel-faced, doe-eyed muse of the movie, continues to predict
test questions and winning lottery numbers with seductive
nonchalance. Before long, all of the boys are smitten. Chief
among her suitors are Eddie Tikel, leader of a band of
terrorizing thugs, and his skinheaded sidekick Rosy, who carries
a baseball bat and is not above using "You would have died in the
Holocaust" ag an insult. Considering that Clara's powers will
evaporate the minute she falls in love, the question of whom she
will choose carries particular weight.

It's no wonder that this movie swept the 1996 Israeli
Academy Awards. The photography is stunning, the sets--
especially the surreal interiors--inspired, and the editing
provocative (as when the principal's interrogations bleed from
one student into another). The conflict is cunningly complex,
the locus of villainy shifting from the principal to the parents,
the students and even the landscape so that eventually it's not
clear where, exactly, the problem lies; or is it that Clara's
powers are so transformative as to render everyone else harmless
by the end of the film? And the consistency of the acting is
especially impressive, considering the ages (and egos) of the
people involved. Eddie, who looks like a member of Hanson, is
played by an Israeli teen rock star, Clara by a fourteen-year-old
who announced at her audition that she has won every part she
ever wanted. But the movie's resolution, despite occurring in
the midst of an earthquake, may be too gentle to neutralize the
chilling power of the rest of it. If Clara's powers have rescued
the town from utter disintegration, are we intended to rejoice
when she relinquishes them? Then again, maybe the point is that
love is even more salvaging than prescience--but that's a little
tremor-inducing in itself.
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TALKING IT OVER: SAMPLE COLUMN (749 words) M

This weekend, millions of Americans will gather at barbecues and picnics to
’t’:eiéﬁ'ré’t\é‘iﬁe 4th of July holiday. As we relax and enjoy the vacation, perhaps the
,Iast*thmg .on our minds will be the safety of the food we're eating—~the hamburgers
on the grill, the lettuce In the salad; the apples in the pie.

That's as it should be. America’s food supply is not only the most bountiful
in thie world — It's also the safest. For nearly a hundred years now, government
regulations have protected us from diseases caused by bacteria which can grow in
food.

But our food supply is still not as safe as lt mlght he. Each year, milllions of
Ametioans become-sick- w»t'huf;a'dlo:ae |li|;|ess, and-over9; 0% lose. Aheis lives 1o it,
. Sadly, Incidents of contamination are becoming more familiar. In 1983, four

children died and five hundred people fell ill afrer eating undercooked hamburgers in
a _faslbfcod Testaurant it the-Northwest. .. This spring,.170Q. c-‘.\ildfer}.conmﬁﬁi “w b
hepa:t.ms"A trom contaminated strawberries -

The reasons for the increases are complex and varied. For starters disease-

- causmg bacterla are simply becoming more prevalent. In additien, Americans’

eating habits have changed to include more fresh, rather than processed, foods.
(Fresh foods, while more healthful, are more susceptible to contamination.}
Further, the younger generations of Americans have grown up uslng microwaves
and freezers, allowing them to become less vigilant about learning and bracincmg
safe foad-handiing techniques, R simeere i e esse v st

Food safety is one area in which the government is undeniably essential to
protecting its cit’nzans' « especially children and the elderly, the two groups most
harmed by foodborne iliness. This spring, the President renewed our cornmitient
to protection with the inffoduction of a.program. designad to improve all areas of

. of the latest science to detect iliness, increased investment in rescarch, and

thorough consumer education, .. Cn e et P e e
But food contamination can not be prevented by the govemment alone
Businesses, too, must take responsibility for protecting their customers.
When | was in-college. | spent 8 summer working in a salmen gannery in Alaska. |
was appalied 1o discever that the company was canning rotten fish. Wheij 1 ralked

Lob
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‘ my concerns with the owner, he brushed me off. Later, | reported the situation 1o
local health officials, and the cannery was closed. Thankfully, thousands of peaple

o

were protected from unsafe food. d

Because of the pressures of the matketplace, companies may focus on
profits at the expense of safety. When they do so, they take the lives of our
children into their hands.

Perhaps no industry affects our children more directly than food service,
which supplies them with the nourishment they need to grow into healthy adults.
Parents depend on safe products to nurture their children’s development. At the
end of a long day of work, when they come home to prepare dinner, parents should
be able to rest assured that the food they place on the table is sanitary.

The President's plan includes another ke{y component: consumer education.
While the government can regulate what happens to our food from the farm to the
store, it can't protect us from unsafe practices at home.

Studies have shown that many Americans engage in risky behaviors such as
consuming raw or undercooked eggs and meat. In order to put safe food on the

lable, parents must know how to handle it. And. once they know, they must be
vigilant about practicing sanitary techniques.

| recently received a letter from a wbman whose son died of E. col poisoning
after eating a hamburger barbecued in the backyard. Tragically, she thought she
had cooked the meat through, but she had not.

Many of us take our safe food supply for granted. In the spring of 1995, |
was reminded how lucky we are to be able to do so. On a trip to Nepal, | met 2
Peace Corps volunteer who worked in a remote viflage without funning water or _
electricity. While she loved her experience in Nepal, she longed for safe drinking
water and food she could eat without fear of contamination.

In order to keep our food supply safe, we must be active participants in the
partnership which works so well to protect us. Our efforts in this area are most
successful when government regulations, responsible business practices and
informed consumer behavior interact 1o guard our children and families against

disease. Together, we cen continue to keep our tables safe, sanitary and
wholesome.

P.8
Boo7
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TALKING 1T OVER
(749 words)

In a few weeks, the President and | will travel to Spain for a meeting of
NATO. This organization, made up of countries that share a commitment to
defending democracy throughout the world, has long been a vital protector of
peace,

Our host in Spain will be a man | greatly admire, a king who brought peace
to his own country through an unwavering commitment to democratic ideals. King
Juan Carlos is a selfless, noble leader who has guided Spain's political and
economic development with a gentle hand and a generous heart. His people, who
suffered under a fascist regime for many years, now enjoy full participation in their
government,

In 1975, after the death of General Francisco Franco, King Juan Carlos
inherited absolute power. Unlike Franco, a tyrant who had usurped power from the
monarchy and declared himself ruler, King Juan Carlos had the right to rule.
According to the Spanish constitution, his will was law.
| But Juan Carlos de Borbon y Borbon chose to be a different kind of king.
Instead of governing the country single-handedly, he elected to strip himself of
power in favor of creating a democracy for the citizens of Spain. Quite simply, he

made himself subject to the will of the people. This was a truly great act of

humility, and it led to unprecedented levels of prosperity and stability in his country.

Not only did King Juan Carlos create a democracy in Spain -- he also
defended it with his life.

In 1981, a group of armed soldiers burst into the Spanish parliament and
attempted to take it over. Threatening to kill anyone who stood in their way, they
announced that the government would now be run by the military, just as it had
been under General Franco.

The members of parliament, held hostage by the soldiers, had much to fear.
The country was in danger of returning to fascism, and they might be killed in the
process. The only governme.nt executive who was not in the building was the
King, and if he surrendered or decided to flee, all would be lost.

Indeed, the rebels believed that the King would give in to their demands.

[@oo2
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They were depending on it. The President of France, fearing for the King's life,
offered to send a plane to fly him and his family out of Spain. If either of these

things had happened, there might have been another civil war, perhaps as bloody

- --as the one of forty-five years before, which killed one million Spaniards.

King Juan Carlos did not surrender, and he did not flee. He refused to
abandon his people. He knew that the rebels might kill him in order to obtain
power, but he was willing to die to preserve the democracy he had created.

As soon as he learned of the attempted coup, the King went on television to
assure the people of Spain that their country was safe. He called army
commanders throughout the country to confirm their loyalty. Within four and a half
hours, the members of parliament had been released. The crisis was over,

As recent events in the Balkans and in parts of Africa have shown us,
relationships among diverse groups can be fragile and volatile. Once ignited, a
spark of resentment can flare into the kind of violent hatred that leads to war.
Much as we might hope, shared nationality isn't always enough to maintain peace.

But, as King Juan Carlos clearly understands, the possibility for peace begins
with the commitment to democracy. When he returned Spain to its citizens, the
King knew that the surest way to create a stable, productive society was through a
democratic government. The Basque people of northern Spain, whose ethnic roots
are different from those of other Spaniards, once considered secession. Now that
they have a voice in the government, they have no reason to do so.

Authoritarian leaders such as Francisco Franco try to keep peace by scaring
their people into submission. They make strict laws prohibiting citizens from acting
in ways that might threaten the government. But King Juan Carlos has shown us
that peace is achieved by giving the people more power, not less.

King Juan Carlos's story is inspiring for people everywhere who care about
peace and freedom. From it, we can take encouragement that, perhaps in the not-
too-distant future, citizens of every country may enjoy the fruits of democracy.

And where there is a commitment to democracy, there is hope for peace.
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TALKING IT QVER: SAMPLE DRAFT @

In the 1996 movie Romeo and Juliet, the character of Romeo -- portrayed as ,
a glamorous rebel -- smokes continuously. In Jerry Maguire, rich, attractive
characters light up cigars to symbolize their success. In the film Marvin's Room, a
mother allows her teenaged son to smoke. Through movies such as these,
Hollywood is sending our children a lethal message: Smoking is ‘stylish, a sign of
success, and perfectly acceptable, even for teens.

_Yourlg people -- especially adolescents -- mimic the behavior of people they
admire. At a tumultuous time in their lives, they look toward role models for clues
about how to be accepted. With so much exposure to glamorous images of
smoking, it's‘no wonder that every day, 3,000 young people become regular
smokers. Yet while Hollywood movies are replete with desirable portrayals of
lighting up, they are less successful at showing teenagers the results of this
behavior: 1000 of these same teens will die because of their habit.

Recently, members of the tobacco industry have begun to concede what
they have known and concealed for years -- that nicotine is addictive. These
companies are also aware that 90% of smokers become addicted before the age of
eighteen. If they can hook a teen, they can have a customer for life. And they
know that ene of the best ways to reach young people is through the movies.

In its popular Thumbs Up! Thumbs Down! program, the American Lung
Association recently rated 133 films for smoking-relatéd content. Seventy-seven
percent of the films they viewed showed incidents of tobacco use. In eighty-two
percent of these films, it was the lead characters, played by the most famous
actors, who smoked.

It's very difficult for kids -- and even adults - to separate reality from fiction.
Even if these actors don't smoke in real life, the movies show them smoking, and
that is what young people éee and wish to emulate. Who hasn't wanted to act like
a character in a movie at one time or another? Yet when the character is a smoker,
the result of this desire could be fatal.

According to recent studies, while smoking has decreased among adults in
the last few years, cigarette use among teens has actually increased. Though most

of us agree that smoking is a lethal behavior, teens don't seem to fully understand
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this fact. Clearly, influences such as the positive portrayal of smoking in the
movies are having a greater effect on them than the health warnings many of us
have worked so hard to spread.

Another disturbing trend is the emergence of cigar smoking -- not
coincidentally, in both films and reality. Cigars are used to symbolize financial
success in The Associate, Jerry Maguire and advertisements for The First Wives
Club. In the blockbuster hit /ndependence Day, cigar smoking connotes style,
bravery ana triumphant success. It's no surprise that teens are now starting to
smoke cigars. A recent Newsweek article reports that, whereas it used to be
perceived as ‘a stodgy behavior, cigar smoking is now considered “cool.”

|s it really so important for movies to portray tobacco use as necessarily
associated with a certain lifestyle? Movies such as Twister - filled with vibrant
characters and a great deal of tension, but no tobacco -- show that it isn‘t. And
there are some movies which go even further, promoting anti-smoking messages.
In The English Patient, when the wounded Englishman asks the nurse for a
cigarette, she replies, "Are you crazy?” He then asks, "Why are you trying to keep
me alive?" acknowledging that cigarettes could kill him. "Because I'm a nurse,”
she replies, |

We can't regulate the content of Hollywood films, nor should we want to.
But filmmake\rs must take their profound influence into account. They have a
responsibility to portray smoking for what it is: a killer. One of the reasons that
adolescents are so susceptible to glamorous images of smoking is that they are too
young to fully comprehend the long-term health risks. If they were confronted with
more realistic portrayals of this dangerous behavior -- such as characters who have
contracted cancer and emphysema from smoking — surely they would think twice
before lighting up even once.

The movies are one of America's biggest and most popular industries. We
take pride in exporting this form of entertainment all over the world. But, as some
fi|mm.aker‘s\have been willing to acknowledge, the glamorization of smoking is not
essential to successful movie making.

Would Romeo have seemed any less romantic if he hadn't smoked
throughout thé movie? Probably not. And, more important, he might actually have

saved some lives.
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RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]

P1 National Security Classified Information [(2)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)}(2) of the PRA|

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute |(a)(3) of the PRA|

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information |(a)(4) of the PRA]

P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors. or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA]

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]|

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.
2201(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)|

b(1) National security classified information |(b)(1) of the FOIA]|

b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA|

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information |(b)(4) of the FOIA]

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes |[(b)}(7) of the FOIA|

b(8) Relcase would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA|

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA|
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June Shih

Office of Speechwriting
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Ms. Shih:

Jane Caplan told me that you are Jooking for someone to help the First Lady research and
write her weekly column. Please consider me for that position.

For the past fifteen years, I have been in the business of communications. From attorney to
campaign manager, from lobbyist to communications director, I have helped express points of
view.

I have written speeches, articles, fact sheets, briefing memos, newsletters, news releases,
political brochures, fundraising appeals—just about every type of political communication.

I have read dozens of the First Lady’s columns, and admire them—and her—very much. Asa
life-long Democratic activist, a lawyer, and more importantly as the father of two boys (aged
eight and five), I feel a kind of kinship with her. Her concerns are timely and vital to families
everywhere. '

It would be a great honor to help communicate her message. I hope you will give me the
opportunity to take a writing test and compete for this job.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

ReiPL_

Bemard P. Hom
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P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA|

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA|

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a}(4) of the PRA|

PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]
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b(1) National security classified information |(b)(1) of the FOIA|

b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency |(b)(2) of the FOIA]
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b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]
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EXPERIENCE

1995-current

1990-current

1988-1994

1988

1987-1988

1986

1983-1986

Comrmamications Director, National Coalition Against Legalized Gambling.
Write congressional testimony, articles, fact sheets, newsletters, news releases and
advisories, reports and fundraising appeals. Handle national media relations.

President, Strategic Campaign Initiatives, Inc.
Write and design brochures and direct mail appeals, and act as general political
consultant for Democratic campaigns and progressive causes.

Various positions, Handgun Control, Inc.

Wrote speeches, fact sheets, news releases, memoranda and legislation as Federal
& State Legislative Director, Legislative Counsel, and Director of Strategic
Planning and Policy. Served as one of the chief lobbyists for the Brady Bill, wrote
and lobbied for the federal ban on semiautomatic assault weapons, and conceived
the federal ban on firearm possession by children.

Campaign Manager, Peter Franchot for Congress campaign
Wrote speeches, op-eds, fact sheets, news releases, strategy memoranda and
political advertising in an eight-month general election campaign.

Staff Attorney, Manor Care, Inc.
Wrote speeches for the Chairman of the Board. Wrote legal memoranda of all
kinds for a Fortune 500 company.

Issues Director, Stewart Bainum for Congress campaign.
Wrote speeches, position papers, issue briefs, letters-to-the-editor, and strategy
memoranda

Associate Attorney, Long & Long, P.A.

Wrote appellate briefs, pleadings and legal memoranda. Litigated cases in
Maryland and the District of Columbia. Primary areas of practice were domestic
relations, personal injury, wills and estates.

EDUCATION

Georgetown University Law Center.  J.D. May 1981.

Graduated cum laude. Dean's list 1978-79, 1979-80, 1980-81.

Johns Hopkins University. B.A. May 1978.

Graduated with Departmental Honors in Political Science.
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Newsday asked me to write a 750-word op-ed on the lottery.
It was published on June 8, 1997.

THE LOTTERY—A SUCKER BET

Bernie Horn
Communications Director,
Nationa! Coalition Against Legalized Gambling

Remember the Lottery before it became a fraud?

Thirty years ago, New York created a lottery. It was low-key, with no television ads
and no casino-style games. The idea was simply to divert money into the state treasury that
would otherwise be gambled illegally. State officials promised that public schools would
gain, organized crime would lose, and there would be no harm done. Remember?

How times have changed. Now, the Lottery is omnipresent. It reaches out to us from
bars and convenience stores on every block. It reaches into our homes through television ads
that fill the airwaves. The Lottery seduces, cajoles and pleads with us to spend more and
more money—for little pieces of paper.

Today, the Lottery plays us all for suckers. Both gamblers and non-gamblers are
victimized by three basic frauds that underlie this state-promoted gambling.

First, for gamblers, the Lottery is no ticket to riches. The odds of winning a lottery
jackpot are simply astronomical. In fact, the mathematical chances of winning a major
jackpot are just about the same whether you buy a lottery ticket or not. Yet, the Lottery
spends millions of dollars creating clever slogans and sophisticated advertising tactics to
convince citizens that easy street is just around the corner.

Across the country, lottery agencies engage in advertising that 1s downright
misleading. They get away with it because the federal law that mandates truth in advertising
does not apply to them. Often lottery ads will entice players with the amount of the highest
possible jackpot and then give the odds of winning the lowest possible prize, usually a free
ticket.

It’s true that last year Governor Pataki stopped the most misleading lottery ads: “All
You Need Is a Dollar and a Dream,” and “We Won’t Stop Until Everyone’s a Millionaire.”
But it’s also true that state lotteries, New York included, pay out as prizes a far smaller
percentage of the money bet than any casino or parimutuel gambling game. Lotteries are not
designed to be fair to the bettor, they are designed to make the most money for the state.
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Newsday op-ed, page 2

Second, the Lottery does nothing for education. The fact is that the legislature sets the
level of school funding, not the Lottery. As a spokesman for the New York State School
Boards Association told Money magazine last year, “If [legislators] want to use half the
[Lottery] money to plug a hole in the budget, there’s nothing to say they can’t. Once it’s
the general fund, it can be used for anything.”

In fact, the percentage of the state budget devoted to education has declined while
Lottery revenues have skyrocketed. This problem is common in lottery states. A fifty-state
study by Money magazine found that “Despite marketing slogans such as New York’s
‘Supporting education since 1967,” lottery states spend less of their budgets on education than
do states without lotteries, on average.” The link between Lottery revenues and education
funding is essentially a marketing gimmick.

Third, the Lottery makes everyone a little poorer. The Lottery tumns the state from a
protector into a predator. The state knows that poor citizens spend a much larger percentage
of their incomes on the Lotiery than do middle or upper-income citizens. Instead of
protecting the poor, lottery agencies target them. Just a few weeks ago, New Republic ran a
cover story on lotteries entitled “Gaming the Poor, How State Governments Make Big Bucks
By Conning the Most Vulnerable.” The magazine reported that “Some ads are aimed
specifically at those most likely to gamble on the lotteries—the poor.... Lotteries also prey on
the poor by timing ads to coincide with monthly welfare and Social Security checks.™

Further, lotteries take advantage of gambling addicts. New York has one of the worst
gambling addiction rates in the nation. Not coincidentally, only about 5 percent of adult
citizens account for 50 percent of lottery revenues. But instead of trying to fight addiction,
last year the Lottery began offering Quick Draw, a casino-style Keno game that is so addictive
it’s widely known as the “crack cocaine” of gambling. As addiction expert Dr. Valerie
Lorenz said, “If anyone thinks that putting lotteries and video terminals on every block won’t
lead to addictive and criminal behavior, they’re in outer space.”

The Lottery concocts illusions—that gamblers win, education wins, everyone wins.
But it’s a fraud. As a public policy, the Lottery is a sucker bet.
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As a political consultant working for Stewart Bainum’s exploratory campaign for
governor of Maryland, | wrote this editorial reply for Delegate Jim Campbell to sign.

March 1994

Have you ever noticed that sometimes we talk about candidates for public office as if
they were a bunch of bananas? We examine them from every angle, just looking for
bruises and imperfections. That works for bananas, because they're all basically
alike. But the same can't be said of political candidates.

A recent column ("The Wallets That Launch a Million Votes,” March 20), suggested
that we should separate a certain bunch of candidates from the others, just because
they are millionaires.

If the best candidate happens to have money, are we going to disqualify him/her for
that reason? Aren't we looking to elect someone with financial savvy? Someone with
a proven record of success in private life? Someone who can't be bought by the
special interests?

| have been encouraging my friend Stewart Bainum to get in the race for Govemor.
He happens to be a millionaire. He also happens to have a unique blend of
experience in business and government.

Over the past 21 years, Stewart Bainum helped tum a medium-sized family-owned
business, called Manor Care, into one of the nation's biggest and best-run companies.
Since becoming Chairman and CEO seven years ago, Stewart has doubled annual
revenues from $500 million to more than $1 billion, tripled the value of the company,
and created more than 6,000 new jobs while actually reducing the headquarters
administrative staff and eliminating an entire layer of corporate bureaucracy.

Stewart Bainum also served in the General Assembly for eight years, where he had a
reputation for taking on the special interests—and never giving up. He fought to end
tax-supported discrimination, led the fight for environmental right-to-know legislation,
took on the NRA on handguns before it was fashionable, proposed greater funding for
child support enforcement, and enacted new disclosure requirements by public
officials in the wake of Maryland's S&L crisis.

The Sun column noted "the public's lukewarm response to the present gubernatorial
candidates.”" Maybe that's because, while the pundits try to choose from among the
current crop of professional politicians, the public is looking for more than just another
banana.
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SARAH BRADY
CHAIR OF HANDGUN CONTROL, INC.
March 14, 1991

First, let me say that it is a real honor to stand up here with A[tornf:y General DO)"le,
Mayor Norquist, Chief Arreola, and Sheriff Artison. These men are leaders in the fight against
crime, and I don't think we ever fully appreciate how tough their jobs are.

I am here today to support these law enforcement officials.
Ten years ago, John Hinckley walked into a Dallas pawnshop, lied on a federal form, and
within minutes walked out with the handgun he later used to shoot President Reagan, two law

enforcement officers, and my husband Jim.

I could not begin to describe the agony suffered by the family of a gunshot victim. It is
something that no one should have to endure.

But since the day that my Jim was shot, more than 200,000 Americans have been killed
with handguns and millions more have been victimized.

It is time to act—before more and more families suffer the kind of pain which my family
has had to endure. Unfortunately, the situation is only getting worse.

Police across America report that the drug epidemic has also become a gun epidemic.
Drug merchants are more heavily armed today than they have ever been before.

It is sheer folly to believe that we can win the war on drugs while arming the drug lords
with handguns. But that is exactly what we are doing.

Here in Wisconsin, anyone who fills out a federal form swearing that he's not a felon or
fugitive can buy a handgun. The form is filed away in the gun store and never checked. In short,
its the honor system—for crack peddlers!

We have to work harder 10 keep handguns out of the wrong hands.

Representatives Bock and Carpenter, along with Attorney General Doyle, have proposed

a bill to require a 7-day waiting period, and a mandatory background check, before the purchase
of a handgun. Will this bill make a difference? Will it save lives? You bet it will.

Every year, thousands of felons are stopped from purchasing handguns in the states which
require a waiting period and background check.

T urge the legislature to listen to these law enforcement leaders, and pass the waiting period
bill—a simple measure that will help make Wisconsin safer for its citizens.

Thank you very much.
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Jim Brady
March 11, 1993
Trenton, New Jersey

Good afternoon. Itis a pleasure to be here today because New Jersey
is one of my favorite states. | am very fond of your friendly towns, your
beautiful beaches, and of course....your casinos.

But more important, | am very fond of your tough gun laws and the
people who have fought year after year to defend them.

And no one has shown more courage and leadership in this fight than
Jim Florio. 1 am proud to stand here today with the man who has

enacted and defended one of the toughest assault weapon laws in this

country.

Four years ago, a madman in Stockton, California shot 34
schoolchildren with a semiautomatic assault weapon. The whole
country was shocked. But only a few courageous people, like the
Governor, actually did something about it.

On the other hand, states like Texas did nothing about the threat of
assault weapons, and look where it has gotten them. Four federal
agents were killed in Waco with semiautomatic assault weapons.
Texas law made it easy, and perfectly legal, for this cult to buy a whole

arsenal of military-style weapons.
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New Jersey's law has been a success. It has helped prevent these
kinds of massacres. Why would any lawmaker want to repeal this
tough, effective law?

The only reason is to bow down to the National Rifle Association.

The NRA never met a gun law it liked. And since enactment of the
Governor's assault weapon bill, the NRA has spent hundreds of
thousands of dollars in a cynical attempt to buy the state legisiature.

Despite the fact that New Jersey citizens overwhelmingly support the

assault weapon ban, the NRA has nearly succeeded in repealing it.

| urge the citizens of New Jersey to call their State Senators today.
Remind them just who owns this great state. It's not the gun lobby, it's
the people.



MEMORANDUM

September 17, 1997

TO Melanne Verveer
Lissa Muscatine
From Bobbie Greene
RE Reference for Laura Schiller

[ spoke today to Karen Olick, Administrative Assistant to Senator Boxer for whom Laura
Schiller used to work. She raved about Laura’s work, talent, and interpersonal skills.
Specifically she said:

. Laura worked on the Senator’s campaign, then joined the staff, first as a Legislative
Assistant, and then as a speechwriter.

. She can take a complicated policy issue and turn it into an accessible public message.
Other people they’ve hired have not been as successful at doing that.

. She is a very fast worker who meets deadlines without any difficulty.

. Laura’s drafts hit all the important points on very short notice.

. She is extremely pleasant, personable, optimistic and upbeat. Her enthusiasm and lack of

cynicism are refreshing. She clearly loves politics and is passionate about the issues. She
also mentioned that Laura adores HRC.

. Laura has great “people skills” and is a “very good schmoozer”, with a rare ability to
transmit information that people don’t necessarily want to hear with grace and tact.
. She concluded by saying that the Senator often says how much she wishes Laura was still

working for her and that the Senator would be happy to speak directly to HRC, Melanne,
or me anytime.
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a DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES Office of the Secretary

J,,,mz Washington, D.C. 20201

David Shipley

Special Assistant to the President
Senior Presidential Speechwriter
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20503

Dear David:

It was great talking with you the other night. I’ve enclosed a variety of speeches and one
op-ed. I've tried to include a few different types of remarks (topics and styles), but let me
know if there is anything else you’d like to see.

I look forward to speaking with you soon. Thanks again.

Sincerely,

Laura Schiller
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EXPERIENCE

OTHER
EXPERIENCE

EDUCATION

SKILLS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

e Director of Speechwriting, HHS Secretary Donna Shalala, 1995-Present

¢ Speechwriter, 1994-1995

Manage five person staff. Work directly with the Secretary and Deputy
Secretary to formulate and draft all speeches, articles, and op-eds. Help develop
public affairs strategy for the Secretary. Direct the Secretary’s “Girl Power”"
campaign designed to help adolescent girls stay healthy and confident.

UNITED STATES SENATOR BARBARA BOXER

e Legislative Assistant (and Speechwriter), 1993-1994

Drafted legislation; staffed and advised the Senator on issues ranging from crime
to arts to telecommunications policy. Wrote and helped assure passage of major
privacy law. As Senator’s only speechwriter, worked with her to formulate and
draft all speeches, op-eds, and major floor statements.

BOXER FOR U.S. SENATE » Los Angeles, California

¢ Field Director (and Political Director), 1991-1992

Designed and implemented statewide political and field program that included
voter targeting and GOTV, persuasion mail, endorsements, and grassroots
fundraising. Supervised 14 staff members and served as liaison to California
Democratic Party and other political campaigns and organizations.

PEOPLE FOR THE AMERICAN WAY e Los Angeles, California

¢ Field Coordinator (California), 1991

Created California field program that emphasized legislative advocacy
and education. Worked with California coalitions and Congressional
offices on issues such as reproductive freedom and judicial nominations.

BET TZEDEK LEGAL SERVICES ¢ Los Angeles, California

¢ Legal Aide (Internship), 1989-1990

Conducted initial client interviews in English and Spanish and handled
cases ranging from housing discrimination to health benefit denials.

AMIGOS DE LAS AMERICAS ¢ Michoacan, Mexico
* Community Organizer, 1986
On-site director of community health project in small village.

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AT LOS ANGELES

¢ B.A. English, 1991 (Double major with Communication Studies)

Honors:  magna cum laude, Phi Beta Kappa, Highest College Honors

Activities: Teaching Assistant (UCLA School of Education); Counselor,
UCLA Unicamp for underserved children and Orientation Program.

Spanish, Photography, Tennis, Soccer, Teaching, Writing



"WHAT SECRETARY RON BROWN WOULD HAVE TOLD YOU"
DONNA E. SHALALA, Ph.D.

UNITED STATES SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
COMMENCEMENT AT FLORIDA A&M UNIVERSITY
TALLAHASSEE, FLA.

APRIL 27, 1996
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President Humphries, Regents, Parents, faculty, staff, alumni, honorary degree recipients,
members of the Florida A&M community, and the graduating class of 1996: My congratulations
to all of you.

In his first address to Congress after President Kennedy's assassination, Lyndon Johnson,
with a heavy heart, told the American people: "All T have I would have given gladly not to be
standing here today." I feel the same. It is with both pride and sadness that I join all of you
today: pride at having the opportunity to honor my good friend Ron Brown's memory by
bringing you a message he would have approved and deep sadness that he is not here to do so
himself -- to give his challenge to Florida A&M's class of 1996.

Secretary Brown had a theory about commencement speeches. He said they should have
a good introduction and a good conclusion -- and the two should be as close together as possible.
I understand that a commencement address does not have to be eternal to be immortal -- and |
will try to heed his advice.

Secretary Brown's tragic death was more than America's loss -- it was the world's loss.
The best Commerce Secretary we've ever had, he was a devoted husband and father; a
consummate politician; a role model for all; a passionate advocate for young African Americans;
and a true citizen of the world. The columnist William Raspberry called him a "quintessential
American."

Secretary Brown knew that "America was great, not in spite of our differences, but
because of them." Always the "first," but never willing to be the last, he had that American
audacity to dream big -- and the courage and skill to turn those dreams into reality all across the
world.

Here was a global leader who moved with equal grace through the fast streets of New
York and the small villages of South America. From his first trade mission to his last, he
understood that the economic opportunities of poor children in rural Florida -- and of teenagers
in Harlem -- are inextricably linked to the opportunities of children living thousands of miles
away in Asia, Africa, and the Middle East. And, he died believing government could -- and
should -- be at the wheel of great change, anywhere in the world.

With infectious enthusiasm, Ron Brown played to win -- and he never ever gave up. As
President Clinton so eloquently said: He "never saw a mountain he couldn't climb or a river he
couldn't build a bridge across." Building bridges of understanding between different continents
and cultures, races and religions. Building bridges from the narrow shores of "I" and "me" to the
wide waters of "us" and "we." And, building bridges from America's communities -- where he
dedicated his life -- to devastated regions like the Balkans --where he laid down his life.

Today, you must finish the journey he so enthustiastically and heroically began. Because
if he were here, he would have challenged you to build the most important bridge of all -- the
bridge leading you from here to your own future and to the future of our globe. He would have
asked you to think about the distance we have traveled together. In a 1994 commencement
speech at Wilberforce University, Secretary Brown talked about the "powerful and encouraging
changes underway in the world."



Just a decade ago, who would have imagined that we'd see: The fall of the Berlin Wall.
Nelson Mandela's glorious rise from prisoner to President in South Africa. And, the first seeds
of peace -- however tenuous -- in the Middle East and Northern Ireland.

It was Secretary Brown who proclaimed: "I am an optimist. I have witnessed what belief
and commitment can accomplish." Belief and Commitment: He saw their fruits in his own life
achievements. - And, he saw their fruits in his own life work, as he fought tirelessly at President
Clinton's side: Bringing in billions of dollars in contracts for U.S. businesses abroad -- and,
helping to create 8.5 million new jobs -- and real opportunity for our families and communities --
here at home.

For Secretary Brown, part of loving America was challenging America to do better. And,
if he were with us today, this talented man of politics and history, would tell us that our struggle
is far from over.

He would tell us that Dr. King's dream has not yet been realized -- that real equality and
real freedom do not yet reign. Too many children still live in poverty. Too many teenagers are
having babies. Too many young people are picking up guns and throwing away their futures.
Too many African Americans still face enormous barriers to good health, good education, and
good jobs. And, the ugly fire of racism still burns a hole in the beautiful tapestry that we call
America.

In post Cold War America, Secretary Brown wrote that national security means economic
security; that trade missions abroad mean jobs at home; and that the economic opportunities that
we give poor children around the world today will determine all of our futures tomorrow. He
liked to say: "If the 50s and 60s were about sitting in the front of the bus, and the 70s and 80s
were about running the city and the public transit authority; the 21st century is going to be about
owning the bus company; about getting capital and support and education into our community
and helping people control their economic destinies."

We all expected Secretary Brown to help lead us into that more prosperous 21st century.
But leaders are not always given enough time to finish their tasks. Moses brought his people to
the River Jordan. But it was left to Joshua to take them across.

Dr. King, on the night before he died preached, "I've seen the Promised Land. [ may not
get there with you. But [ want you to know that we as a people will get to the Promised Land."
When Dr. King died, it was Secretary Brown's generation -- your parents' generation -- that
answered the call and carried on Dr. King's fight for justice and opportunity.

Now the challenge is in your hands. A great leader is gone -- but his vision and mission
remain: A vision that says that "Democracy is not a spectator sport" -- and that the real power to
create change lies within ourselves. It lies within you.

Right now, the debate that we are having in this country about the role of government --
is really a debate about who we are as Americans. It's about our nation's soul and character. It's
about opportunity and hope. Whether the discussion is about health care or international trade,
jobs or student loans, it's a debate about your future. You are the agents of change -- you are our
nation's best hope for the future. Secretary Brown has said to your generation, "We are counting
on you, the smartest and most talented among us, to blaze new trails and make a better world for
the next generation."



[ hope that you will work in his spirit and accept his challenge. Accept it by taking real
pride in all you have accomplished -- and using your gifts to improve lives and communities
around the world. Accept it by tearing down the walls that still divide us by race and gender,
religion and disability, class and sexual orientation. Accept it by recognizing and loving
everyone who held the door of opportunity open for you -- especially your parents and
grandparents, uncles and aunts, sisters and brothers -- and by remembering to keep that door
open for all who follow. Accept it by becoming citizens of the world -- and working to ensure
social justice, political power and economic opportunity for all.

Accept it by speaking up. Listening up. And for justice -- standing up. Accept it by
having fun. Yes, I said -- have fun. There's an old Doonesbury cartoon where a father complains
about his son wanting to have fun. The father says to his wife: "Life isn't to be enjoyed. It's to
be gotten on with."

That's not true. Life is to be enjoyed. It's to be pushed and pulled, twisted and turned,
embraced, shared -- and then passed on. And no one knew that better than my dear friend and
colleague, Ron Brown.

For if he were here today, he would have told you this: "If we plan and work and
struggle together; if we keep the faith; if we empower others, liberate diversity, and fight for
justice, then we can become all that we have historically been -- indispensable, constructive
agitators for change."

So, Class of 1996 -- constructive agitators for change -- I know that you will meet

Secretary Brown's challenge. And so for him I wish each of you uncomfortable lives -- full of
adventure, great love, and good health.

Good luck and Godspeed.



REMARKS BY
DONNA E. SHALALA

SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

GIRLS IN THE MEDIA
MAY 1, 1997
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I was giving a speech recently to the only audience tougher than the media:
children. And they introduced me as one of the most powerful women in America.
A kid in the front row shouted out, “Oh yeah, what channel are you on?”

The truth is, even before Peggy’s uncle wrote that classic movie, “Mr. Smith
Goes To Washington” Hollywood and Washington have always shared quite a bit.
We both make people laugh. You do it on purpose. We have our own version of “All my
Children.” We call it Congress. In Washington, when people say, “Break a leg,” they
mean it. And you know you’re having a bad morning, when you open the Washington
Post and next to your name is the word, “Canceled.” Just like Mr. Smith, moving to
Washington has certainly taken its toll on me. I used to be 12 inches taller.

So, why am [ here? Let me start with why I am not here. 1 am not here to make
headlines by blaming you for all the ills in our society. [ am not here to advocate that
government should run onto the set yelling, “rewrite!” After all, in this nation, we have a
precious First Amendment that we all must honor.

And besides, I come from a Washington world where people still think that if you
have something really important to tell children -- hand them a brochure. 1 don’t know
one young person who has spent 5 minutes reading a brochure. What they do is absorb
popular culture by the ton. Logging on. Calling up. And, watching -- no, yelling -- at
their television sets. And that is why I am here.

When I told people that I was coming out here to talk to the media about the
health of young girls, a lot of them said, “Why? The media has nothing to do with the
public health. Forgetit.” And [ will tell you what I told them. Believe it or not, you are
part of the public health system. You increasingly fill the vacuum once occupied by
traditional institutions -- like family and religion, schools and communities.

Young girls wear your clothes, tape your shows, read your magazines, buy your
products with fierce loyalty. They are watching and listening for hours on end, absorbing
life lessons about values; lessons about their lives and futures; lessons about how to deal
with dangers -- like teen pregnancy, drugs, and depression.

You have their attention. The question is, what are you going to tell them? And
the answer is up to you. So, as I said, “I’m not here to shake my finger at you. But, I’'m
not here to tell you everything is o.k. either. I’m here to challenge you as professionals,
parents, and citizens to use your incredible power to help us transform the lives of young
girls from a national tragedy into a national triumph.

I was thinking a lot about this speech last Thursday. It was Take Our Daughters
to Work day -- and our department was hosting young girls from around DC.
Anyone who has worked with young girls knows that they ended up hosting us.



But, the highlight of the day was an event we had with Gloria Steinem and the
former Miss Black USA where the kids got a chance to ask questions. I wasn’t exactly
thrilled with the first question. “It was how old are you?” But, I was thrilled by the girls’
responses. Especially their response to the posters we had of Olympic gymnast
Dominque Dawes, who they say is a real role model.

It turns out that at age 6, when most kids are glued to the TV set, Dominique was
writing this word, in crayon, over and over again on her bathroom mirror: Determination.
That’s what it takes to be a champion: determination. And determination is what it’s
going to take from us to ensure that every girl -- every single girl -- looks in the mirror
and calls herself a champion.

Right now, that is not the case. Right now, too many girls are spending hours in
front of the mirror. Any parent will tell you that’s nothing new. What is new is that
they’re peering at their reflections through a modern-day looking glass. The distorted
images that they see upset them. And as people who care about children, they should
scare us too.

I’m going to be blunt. We have a generation of 9 to 14 year old girls at serious
risk. All of us have seen it happen to girls in our own lives. Young girls once strong and
full of resilience, somehow lose their very selves during adolescence and enter the second
decade of their lives without the strength and confidence that got them there.

While growing up these days is tough for everyone, the research tells us that girls
experience adolescence differently than boys. While boys often become more aggressive,
girls often turn inward and self-destruct. While boys often smoke to be rebellious, girls
often do it to stay thin.

Young girls become less likely to engage in physical activity. More likely to be
depressed. More likely to attempt suicide. And more likely to have a negative body
image. What we know is that all of these factors are related, that no one problem stands
alone, and that girls with poor body images often have the riskiest attitudes about
tobacco, drugs, and sex.

And we know from surveys that more than half of nine year-olds have dieted.
That’s nine year olds. Unbelievable? Not when so much of their self image is tied up
with being thin and attractive. And not when we’ve all heard stories of anorexic girls
who hear people say, “you look great” right up until the time they are hospitalized.

A social worker in Los Angeles told me a story about a 14 year-old girl she was
interviewing. When she asked the girl what she likes about herself, the answer is all too
typical, “I don’t know.” But she does know what she would change about herself and
here she rattles off a whole list of physical attributes like her eyes and hair and weight.



The truth is, this young woman, and too many like her, are more worried about
gaining weight and being accepted than they are about excelling in school or staying
healthy.

Let me be clear: This isn’t all your fault. But, it is your problem. It is my
problem. It is our problem. It’s an American problem. And, together we have a
responsibility to help solve it.

That’s the purpose behind our Girl Power! campaign: to team up with parents and
other adults to help 9-14 year-old girls make the most of their lives. Not with a one-size-
fits-all campaign of the past. The kind that treats problems in isolation and provides only
one answer: Say no. We’ve taken a comprehensive approach. With targeted health
messages about the behaviors -- like drugs, smoking and teen pregnancy -- that girls
should avoid, yes. But also with strong positive messages about leadership, opportunity,
and physical activity -- messages that tap into the strength girls have when they are
younger. With PSAs, billboards and other materials, we are telling every girl: You are
unique. You are valuable. And, if you put your mind to it, you can succeed.

So, what does Girl Power mean to young girls? I put that question to girls during
Take Our Daughters to Work Day. And, as usual, they said it far better than I ever could.
They wrote “Girl Power is being anything you want to be. Increasing your knowledge,
helping others. Girl Power is standing up for what you believe in. Choosing right from
wrong. Exercising. Being Drug Free.” And finally, a young girl simply wrote, “I think
Girl Power is special.”

Our job is to ensure that every girl feels this way throughout her life. And that’s
what we’re working to do. Let me give you just a few recent examples. Last month, I
went to the Women's Final Four to release the first ever government report showing that
sports and physical activity can have a positive impact on all aspects of a girl’s life.

For the first time in history, a President is taking big steps to kick Joe Camel and
the Marlboro Man out of our children’s lives. Just last week, for the first time, a Judge
said that yes, cigarettes are a drug delivery device. And yes, the FDA can regulate them.
This is an historic public health triumph -- a triumph we should all be proud of.

And today, I’m also proud to be kicking off Teen Pregnancy Prevention Month by
announcing some more good news. We are releasing a study today showing that for the
first time in more than 20 years, 15-19 year old girls are less likely to have sex. And if
they do have sex, they're more likely to use contraceptives.

These positive trends are the same for teenage boys. They’re part of the reason
we’re finally seeing declines in teen pregnancy rates. And what they tell us is that
teenagers are hearing the message that sex and pregnancy puts them on a fast track to a
bad future. And they’re hearing the message that condoms can prevent pregnancy, AIDS,
and other STDs.



But these results also tell us that it’s too late to start talking to girls at age 15. We
need to reach them early. On this and every issue. That’s why I am pleased to announce
today two new grant programs that fill important gaps in our fight against teen pregnancy.
First, we are dedicating one million dollars this year to communities -- so they can work
with volunteers to give 9-14 year-old girls the confidence and opportunities they need to
abstain from sex and other risky behaviors -- and make the most of their lives. I am also
announcing today another million dollars in grants to educate and encourage young males
to make responsible decisions.

But, whether the message is sports or teen pregnancy prevention, the government
will never be able to deliver it alone. [t’s going to take each and every one of us. That
was the message of the President’s volunteerism summit. And that is why, as part of Girl
Power!, Dominique Dawes is appearing in print and radio PSAs. It’s why we’re teaming
up with the U.S. National Women's Soccer team to send clear messages to girls that
tobacco and fitness just don’t mix. It’s why I joined with NIKE’s P.L.A.Y. CORPS
program last week to announce a new partnership aimed at training college-age coaches
to work with young girls. And, it’s why | am here today. To ask for your help and your
leadership.

When I was growing up, I still remember how my parents and other caring adults
encouraged me. By telling me I played a good game. That I delivered a good line. That
I was special. Yet, while parents are still by far the most influential people in girls’ lives,
we know that girls too often turn away from them just when they need them the most.
Instead, girls today often look to their peers and to our most powerful mirror -- the mirror
of popular culture -- to tell them who they are and who they should be. But, when they
look in that mirror, what do they see?

[ am speaking to you as a talented and privileged few, with great power, but also
great responsibility. And I am speaking to you as leaders who have already helped us
make great progress in the last 20 years -- progress in the numbers and types of girls
depicted in the media.

When girls click on the TV today, they see more women like Elaine on “Seinfeld”
with good jobs and a good sense of humor. They see more girls like Claudia on “Party of
Five” who not only shows great musical skills, but also strong personal skills as she
navigates through real life issues like her brother’s alcoholism and her violin teacher’s
"homosexuality.

They see articles like the one appearing in Seventeen this month about choosing
the right college. And they see girls like Lisa on the “Simpsons,” whose intelligence and
saxophone playing put Bart and the other boys to shame. I’m actually told that some
teachers give Lisa credit for the recent surge in saxophone interest among girls in band
class.



So, have we come a long way? Absolutely. But, we still have much to do.
Because too often our culture still bombards girls with images that tell them that being
unnaturally thin -- actually gaunt -- is sexy and healthy. They’re told that smoking will
make them thin and glamorous and cool and successful. That it’s “a woman thing.” And
they’re told that drinking will make them feel popular and grown-up.

What the Children Now/Kaiser Family Foundation survey showed is that, despite
improvements, girls are still depicted more often talking about their appearances and
romantic relationships and less often talking about their jobs. And many characters on
shows are becoming thinner and thinner, actually reaching weights that are unhealthful
and unattainable.

At the same time, about 70 percent of girls say they have wanted to look like a
character on TV and almost a third of girls have changed their appearance to make it
happen. And in an article about make-up, a young girl’s magazine this month shows a
girl’s picture with these words: “Look sexy -- not silly.”

I ask again: When they look in the mirror, what are girls seeing? Too often they
are seeing that they don’t measure up to the images created for them. That they’re not
good enough. Or thin enough. Or pretty enough. And boys are learning lessons too.
Lessons about how to value and treat girls.

[ know that many of you are entertainers and business people by trade. I know
that you need to be ever mindful of the bottom line of ratings and profits. But, there is
another bottom line that I'm asking you to pay attention to. It’s your role as citizens and
guardians of the public trust. And, it’s the bottom line of young girls and their families.

You alone will probably never save or ruin a young girl’s life. But what you
show girls can have a tremendous impact on how they view themselves and how others --
boys and adults alike -- view them. That’s why I’m asking you to take an even larger role
in the great national drama to improve the health of American girls.

I’m asking you to think about the public health consequences of every thing you
do. I’m asking you to join with us to send the right messages to girls -- the same
messages we’d like our daughters or other family members to hear. Put simply, I'm
asking you to hold up a more accurate mirror.

First, I challenge you to use your immense creativity to develop programming
appropriate for 9-14 year-old girls. From Saturday morning cartoons to Seventeen, there
is a wealth of programs and products for very young girls and for older girls. But, there is
a gap in the middle. We all know that girls have a tendency to be attracted to images and
problems faced by older girls. And that’s especially true when they don’t have many
great, more age-appropriate alternatives. But, there is a big untapped market and an even
greater social need for materials that really speak to 9-14 year old girls. And we must
create them.



My second challenge is to create more characters, images, and role models that
girls can reach and relate to. Girls who look like them and face everyday choices like
them. Girls who make them proud of who they are and what they can become.
Characters and images that teach both boys and girls to value girls who are smart and
talented and confident and successful. All the things people want for their daughters.

Finally, and perhaps most important, we need to give girls and their parents
information that will help -- not hinder -- their ability to navigate the rough waters of
early adolescence.

If you’re doing a story about a teenager getting pregnant, consider making the plot
not just about passion, but about the consequences -- the poverty and lost futures that our
research shows unwed mothers and their children are likely to face. If you’re doing an
article about eating disorders or depression or domestic violence, try giving girls and their
parents places to turn for help. And if you’re doing a show about smoking and drugs, you
can find ways to show girls making the right choices and parents and peers sending the
right messages. Messages that say smoking isn’t cool.

I know -- and you know -- that education and entertainment can go hand in hand.
And they must. [ understand that you’re production schedules are grueling -- and that up-
to-date public health information isn’t just lying around the office. So, I’ve come here
this afternoon to ofter more than a challenge. I’ve come to offer help.

At our department, we have up-to-date information about the use of drugs, alcohol
and tobacco among girls. We have access to the best experts on issues ranging from
depression to physical activity. We have information about approaches that work to cut
down teen pregnancy and improve the health of girls. And, we have Girl Power!
campaign materials that send girls the right messages about their bodies and minds --
indeed their futures.

You write the drama or develop the products, and we’ll be there with the accurate
information you need on any topic -- anytime. That’s why I’m pleased to include in the
packet you received today a number you can call at HHS -- and our web site address -- so
you can get the facts you need when you need them.

I made the same offer when I spoke to talk show producers and then again to soap
opera producers. Both times the naysayers said that the media leaders would simply put
resources in the circular file. Both times they were wrong. After those conferences, the
calls started coming in -- and information started pouring out. It is my hope that this
conference will strengthen the dialogue between leaders in the public health and
entertainment industry.

Because, we all know that government doesn’t raise children. Our schools don’t
raise children. And the media doesn’t raise children. Parents raise children -- but, as the
President’s summit made clear, all of us have an obligation to give them a helping hand.



We need to ask ourselves, “When given the choice and the power to influence
girls’ lives, did we choose to have a positive effect, a negative effect, or no effect at all?”

Because, somewhere a girl is looking in the mirror today. What will she see?
Will she know that her health and future are more important than her image? That the
size of her ambition is more important than the size of her clothes? That the dreams she
creates for herself are more important than those created for her by others? Will she, like
Dominique Dawes look in the mirror and see not defeat, but determination?

A 9 year-old named Cherlnell does. She wrote a poem called, “What makes me
feel powerful.” “When I get an A+ or an A on atest. When I get told I am smart. When
people tell me I will become something big. That’s what makes me feel powerful.
Strong-willed is independent and brave. And I’ll stay like that forever”....

It is our job to ensure that every girl in this country "stays like that forever."

Thank you.
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The last time | was here, 1 was addressing the United Nations General Assembly in 1994,
the International Year of the Family. On that day, we made it clear that countries are only strong
when families are strong and families are only strong when women are strong. That was the
message of the 4th World Conference on Women in Beijing -- and the reason why all of us are
here today. [ can think of no more appropriate subject for this great hall, for this extraordinary
organization.

In the aftermath of World War 11, the U.N. was born to bring order to a world of chaos, to
bring peace to a world in turmoil. For President Roosevelt and Eleanor Roosevelt, the U.N. was
a dream -- a dream where nations could become stronger standing together than we are standing
apart, a dream that has lived here for more than 50 years.

For more than 50 years, this is the place where nations have reached across the
boundaries of geography and race, of religion and culture to celebrate our collective humanity
and reach our common goals. This is the place where we stamped sanctions on South Africa to
protest the chains of Apartheid. This is the place where we offered a blanket of protection to
refugees escaping war in Afghanistan and throughout the world. This is the place where we
cleared new pathways to eradicate smallpox, to fight hunger in Somalia and the spread of disease
in Zaire. And, this is the place -- here, today -- that we will reignite the spirit of the Beijing
Conference -- and recommit ourselves to lifting up the lives of women and families all over our
globe.

I will never forget how it felt to stand in strength and solidarity with the 40,000 women
and men who gathered last year in Beijing -- many of whom are here today in this room. We
were farmers and factory workers, we were scientists and social workers, we were parents and
government officials. But, we were united around one belief, a belief eloquently expressed by
First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton, who told the conference and the world that "Human rights
are women's rights, and women's rights are human rights." That theme echoed throughout the
conference and created the foundation for our Platform for Action.

Listen carefully to these words: A Platform for Action. Not a Platform for Platitudes or
Rhetoric. Not a Platform to create a commission or commission a study. A Platform for Action.
And, a mandate for results.

Why? Because too many women and their families still die of preventable diseases. Too
many women and their children still face the terror and tears of domestic violence. And, too
many women are still denied access to education, proper nutrition, reproductive health and
economic security.

We went to Beijing to focus a spotlight on these global challenges. And, each of our
nations brought home a promise to meet them. In the United States, under President Clinton's
leadership, we are making good on that promise.

Last year, on the eve of the Beijing Conference, the President announced the creation of
the Interagency Council on Women -- a council which I chair. For the last year, members of the
Council have reached deep into every Federal department and agency -- to uncover new ways --
better ways -- of serving women and children. But, we have not only reached in, we have
reached out -- working with the non-governmental organizations and other partners who planted
the seeds of Beijing yesterday and will help them to grow and flourish tomorrow.



On September 28, the United States will be holding a satellite conference to talk to
women throughout our nation about the distance we have traveled since Beijing and the
mountains we have yet to climb. Because of your leadership, I'm proud to say that we will have
a good story to tell -- a story of progress.

We are moving forward by insisting that women are part of every clinical research trial.
Moving forward by dramatically increasing our commitment to breast cancer research, treatment,
and prevention. Moving forward to ensure that all women have access to good reproductive
health and full reproductive freedom. Moving forward with a new $100 million effort to develop
a female microbicide -- so that women everywhere can protect themselves and their families
from the scourge of HIV and AIDS. Moving forward to empower women and families to lift
themselves up from poverty. And, moving forward by teaching young girls to say "no" to
tobacco, drugs, and pre-marital sex and say "yes" to their health, their education, and their future
-- that's progress.

We are also making it easier for women to own their own homes and buy a piece of the
American Dream -- that's progress. We’re creating a toll free telephone hotline that victims of
domestic violence can call from any place in United States, any day, any time -- that's progress.
We’re asking corporations -- large and small -- to improve the benefits and working conditions
for women -- that's progress. We’re ensuring that girls always have the opportunity to study
math and science and learn in an environment free from sexual harassment -- that's progress.
And, we’re helping women all over the world reap the benefits of political participation, legal
power, and educational opportunity -- that's progress.

And | want to expand on that point. We know that women and families will only be safe
in the United States if they are safe everywhere in the world. And, we see our role as an
international partner committed to ensuring the health and safety of our global community,
committed to stamping out both human viruses and human violations whenever and wherever
they rear their ugly heads.

Sometimes taking on these issues is tough. Sometimes it's unpopular. But, it is always
the right thing to do. That's why, through words and actions, we have stood with our brothers
and sisters around the world to lead on the tough issues, to make it clear that all children must
have the basic necessities of life. And all women must have the tools they need to safeguard
their reproductive health and control their reproductive destinies.

Whether it's happening to our daughters here or anywhere else in the world, we have
condemned -- and will continue to condemn -- the horror and sheer inhumanity of genital
mutilation. We have made it clear that rape as a weapon of war is a crime against all of
humanity. And, we have said that we will do everything in our power to stop those who would
dare to traffic women and children for prostitution and slavery. It is violence. It is exploitation.
It is an atrocity. And, it must be stopped.

But, there is something else we all must do. Because, everyday in communities here and
abroad these issues affecting women and families are being debated. The details are being ironed
out. The deals are being brokered. And, the decisions are being signed, sealed and delivered.
But too often, there is something very important missing -- women's voices. As we said so
clearly in Beijing: That must change.



In the United States, women are 52 percent of the population -- not a "special interest" --
52 percent of the population. When decisions are being made about our health, when decisions
are being made about our families, when decisions are being made about our communities, and
when decisions are being made about our countries, we must be sitting at the table. It is not that
women are better than men or smarter than men. It's because we have unique voices that must be
heard, valued and woven into every decision that affects our families and our nations.

We have been so successful in this Administration that we sometimes joke that we are
finally in the age when a policy issue can be proposed by a woman analyst at a Federal
department, funneled through a female Cabinet Secretary and a female policy advisor at the
White House never touching a man's hands until it reaches the President's desk for his approval.

This quantum leap couldn't have happened without the leadership and commitment of this
President and this First Lady. And, it certainly didn't happen overnight. Preparing a woman for
a top policy position takes decades. It takes decades of women and men working together,
decades of teaching young girls that they can aspire to anything and opening the doors of
opportunity so that they can really do so -- from grammar school to law school, and from junior
internships to senior partnerships.

Women's Sports are like that. Last month, the world watched in awe as the female
Olympians took Atlanta -- and the entire world -- by storm. But, champions like Amy Van
Dyken, Gail Devers, and Shannon McMillan didn't just stumble upon their Gold Medals. They
had years of dedication, family, skill, character, and, of course, in my country -- a federal law --
Title IX on their side.

Enacted more than 20 years ago, Title IX had a simple goal: to ensure that resources
dedicated to school sports are divided fairly between men and women. Fairness: nothing more,
and nothing less. That simple act of justice opened the flood gates of opportunity for women in
sports. Two decades later we are seeing the results -- not only at the Olympics, but on basketball
courts, soccer fields and playgrounds all over America.

We need to ensure that all women in this country -- and in every country -- have the
same opportunity to fulfill their dreams -- whatever they are. Whenever I am speaking to a group
of young women, | like to remind them that they are the first generation that can aspire to be
anything they want to be -- anything. Not only doctors and lawyers. Not only mothers and
astronauts. Not only CEOs and Cabinet Secretaries. But Presidents and Prime Ministers. |
believe that it is possible.

We have to make sure that every young girl believes that it is possible, that if they want
it, and if they are willing to work for it, we will give them every opportunity to achieve it.

Just one year ago, | was on my way to hear First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton speak to
NGOs in Hairou -- a speech that would turn out to be one of the highlights of the conference.
But I almost missed it. There [ was, standing drenched in the pouring rain, when we were
confronted by Chinese guards determined to keep us out of the auditorium.

Well, | don't think they were counting on a Wisconsin Badger. I've seen enough
Wisconsin football victories to know how to block effectively. When they pushed us, we pushed
back. And, we got in.
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As I said at the time, the woman's movement has overcome far bigger obstacles. And, we
will again. We will again. But, only if we join hands -- all of us -- from government agencies to
NGOs and from Business leaders to community leaders. Only if we push forward despite the
setbacks, despite the obstacles.

Only if we reach out to men, especially young men, because our fight cannot -- and
should not -- be won without them. And, because our issues are not women's issues. They are
family issues. They are global challenges. Together we must meet them.

And, we must do it not only for the sake of women but for the sake of every person on
this earth -- for every child who has a mother, for every man who has a daughter, for every
family, for every nation. For all of our futures.

Thank you.
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Dean Farrell, distinguished faculty, staff, families and most important, the 1997
graduates of the University of Wisconsin Medical School: My congratulations to all of
you.

I know that all of you have thanked your families for their love, support and
endless patience that got you to this day. I hope you will also thank the hard working
people of Wisconsin -- citizens you will never meet -- who pay taxes to maintain this
great academic health center.

-Somebody once defined home as “not where you live, but where they understand
you.” Let me just say, it’s great to be home. Not that, in my heart, I’ve ever left this
great university or this remarkable state. I’m probably the only Cabinet Member to ever
stop in the middle of a big speech to Washington journalists -- so I could put on my
cheese head.

We have come together at a moment where the past and future meet. You are
graduating on one of the most important days in the history of medicine and public
health, a day when we formally close one door on the past and open another to the future.

Because, in less than five hours, at a White House ceremony, President Clinton
will formally apologize to the survivors and families of the Public Health Service’s study
on the black men of Tuskegee.

And when the President speaks, he will help our nation heal from one of the
ugliest chapters in public health history. A chapter tinged with racism, with ignorance,
and with good intentions gone awry. And a chapter that could never have been written if
those physicians involved in the study had remained true to the most important part of the
oath you will take today: “The health of my patient will always be my first
consideration.”

Because when the practice of medicine becomes unhinged from the moral purpose
of medicine, when the progress of science becomes unhinged from the ethics of science,
anything can happen. And in Tuskegee, it did.

Let me set the scene. The year was 1932 and the United States Public Health
Service began an experiment in Alabama on 399 African American men with untreated
syphilis. They called it the “Tuskegee Study of Untreated Syphilis in the Negro Male.”
And their goal was to examine the course of the disease for about a year.

Forty years later, despite the discovery of a cure, these men were still untreated.
Many died. Some even passed it on to their children and wives. And all were scarred.
Indeed our entire nation was scarred. That was one message of the report issued by the
Tuskegee Syphilis Study Legacy Committee, which is chaired by Professor Vanessa
Gamble of Wisconsin.



As her report made clear, we still see the scars in the deep distrust many African
Americans have towards medicine and research. Distrust that has led some Americans to
avoid care or clinical trials, to refuse to donate organs or accept advice from doctors.
And to even believe rumors of genocide. And distrust that keeps us from closing the
health care gaps that still exist for minorities.

To end that distrust and heal old wounds, the Legacy Committee called for the
President to apologize on behalf of the U.S. government. Today, he will. The President
will formally tell the victims and our nation: This will never happen again.

But, as Dr. Gamble made clear, we must make amends not just with words, but
also with deeds. Armed with tough standards for human research and additional steps the
President will announce today, we must be eternally vigilant. We must ensure that our
ethics are always as sophisticated as our science. And we must always remember the past
and use these lessons to build a better future.

Which is the message | want to leave you with today.

Because, for me personally, this ceremony is also a moment where the past and
the future meet. | have come back to a place of old friends and wonderful memories.
And I have proudly come to see you -- a new generation of doctors that is better trained,
and more skilled, than any previous generation. Medicine, perhaps more than any other
profession, is about holding on to the sacred, while embracing the revolutionary. About
tradition and change.

Yet, when [ talk to young doctors and med students today, they often tell me that
they re scared the profession they’ve trained for is not the same profession they dreamed
about growing up; that the wonder years of Marcus Welby and Rex Morgan have been
replaced by the frenetic years of ER and Chicago Hope; that the art of healing is losing
its humanity. These fears are very real, and perhaps many of you share them. Indeed,
they have are part of a great tradition of medical graduates -- where each generation looks
back at the way it “used to be.”

I’ll never forget a story I read about a young man who dreamt of becoming a
doctor. So, he sits down to talk it over with his uncle, who is already a doctor. And how
does the uncle react? Let me quote the young man’s own words. “Uncle Henri strongly
advised against going into medicine. [t wasn’t what it had been in his day. Patients had
become demanding. They pestered you for a yes or a no. You had to kill yourself just to
make a living. In short, it had become a dog’s trade.”



Sound familiar? That conversation took place in the 1930s. The young man was
Francois Jacob. And as it turns out, he didn’t take his uncle’s advice. Thank God.
Instead he, like you, went to medical school, and in 1965 shared the Nobel Prize in
Medicine for his work in genetics. And he, like you, was able to harness the health care
revolutions of his day to improve the practice of medicine and the health of citizens all
over the globe.

As the great Russian author and doctor Boris Pasternak once wrote: “The stake
where we will stand will be the border of two different eras of history, and we are glad to
be chosen.” Standing at a border between the old and new, you too are chosen -- chosen
to uphold the tradition of putting patients first, while at the same time facing real
revolutions in health care. Revolutions that bring both great responsibility -- and great
opportunity -- for you.

Revolutions that mean an explosion of information, technology, and new delivery
systems -- but also an interconnected world of medicine where you’ll be wired to
computers, data bases, research centers and the best medical minds in the world.
Revolutions that mean more integrated care -- but also more collaboration, more shared
risk, and more shared accomplishments. Revolutions in biomedical research that yield
not only new treatment options, but also new ethical dilemmas. Revolutions that have led
to greater consumer demand for quality -- but also greater personal responsibility from
citizens to take care of their own health.

Our responsibility is to invest in you, to make sure that our health care training
remains the best in the world; and that you can spend the maximum amount of time
improving health, and the minimum amount of time filling out forms. While our job is to
invest in you, your job is to be the leaders, the architects, and the conscience of
America’s changing health care system. Because these revolutions in medicine are like a
big ocean wave. You can ride it or wipe out. The choice is yours.

So, in the spirit of Boris Pasternak, I challenge you to stand at the border of
history and choose to take the greatest ride of your life.

I challenge you to always live up to the words you will recite today: “The health
of my patient will be my first consideration.” Put your patients first by making your
medical education a lifelong commitment. By never letting paper work be more
important -- or even seem more important -- than healing the people under your care.
Because the calling of medicine must always be higher than the business of medicine.

Put your patients first by always being their advocates; and by making sure that
decisions about what is medically necessary are made by you, your patients and their
families. Put your patients first by continuing to heal them both as individuals and
members of a community; by making sure that women’s health is never treated as a
second class citizen; and, by exerting your leadership in medicine, public health, and the
critical interplay between them.



That’s the same commitment you showed in your MEDIC organizations --
offering primary care to uninsured working poor in South Madison. And it’s the same
commitment [ know you will show throughout your careers.

Because remember, you are now entering a world where you will be judged not
by your MCATS or your grades, but by your character. By whether you live by the oath
you will take today. And by whether you make a stand and choose as Boris Pasternak
chose; and conquer, like Dr. Jacob conquered, a revolutionary medical world.

Whatever path you take from here, walk it with pride. Walk it with honor. Walk
it with courage. Walk it with wisdom. Walk it with humor. And, above all else, walk it

with passion.

Thank you. Congratulations and God speed.
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GOOD AFTERNOON:

I'm very pleased to have this opportunity to come to America's heartland to talk about
America's future. And, I am even more honored to engage in that dialogue with leaders who --
every day, individually and collectively -- are repairing lives, restoring hope, and ensuring
justice.

As you know, I come from a city that gets beat up on quite a bit. Politicians condemn it.
Comedians ridicule it. And, even Cabinet Secretaries have been known at times to express their
frustrations with our nation's Capital.

But Washington has its moments and places of beauty. One of them is the Lincoln
Memorial -- where the brooding, but loving President Lincoln looks out over the country he
saved, surrounded by the words that save us still: "...We here hlghly resolve that these dead shall
not have died in vain.'

[ mention Lincoln because today we celebrate his birthday. And I mention Lincoln,
because, he was the first American president to be stolen away by an assassin's bullet. And now,
to our international horror, that tragedy has been repeated in Israel.

President Lincoln and Prime Minister Rabin: both, men of incomparable intelligence and
moral stature. Both fought wars to win. And, in the end, both laid down their lives in the name
of unity and peace.

Lincoln and Rabin: both fought for a world without bondage -- of either the body or the
spirit. Both knew, in Lincoln's words, that "a house divided against itself cannot stand.” And,
both brought people together across lines of division and hatred -- both in life and in death.

When President Lincoln's casket was taken by train back to Springfield, Illinois, millions
of Americans lined the tracks to say goodbye. And when Prime Minister Rabin was laid to rest
in Jerusalem, the entire world watched and mourned. Leaders from around the globe spoke about
this noble warrior turned peacemaker. But no speaker at the funeral got quite the attention of the
Prime Minister's granddaughter. In her eulogy, Noa said of her grandfather, "Your appreciation
and your love accompanied us every step down the road, and our lives were always shaped by
your values"

What were those values she learned from her grandfather? The values Prime Minister
Rabin taught his family and his nation, the values he died for, are the long Jewish tradition of
charity, righteousness and community. Those values pervade Halachah -- Jewish law including
the Oral Tradition. Those values are the basis of English common law, and even American
constitutional law. And, those values held the Jewish people together through the Inquisition,
pogroms, the Holocaust, and 2000 years of exile.

Through disaster and disease, through Europe and Asia, there were always standards for
the weakest in the communities -- caring for the sick, healing for the wounded and food for the
“hungry. Can we as a country do any less today?




Like Prime Minister Rabin and President Lincoln, we live in an era characterized by great
possibilities -- with revolutions in technology, science, and information beckoning us towards the
21st century. But, like Rabin and Lincoln, our time also brings us to a crossroads -- with deep
divisions about how to move forward to reach our common goals.

Make no mistake about it: This historic American debate about the role of the federal
government is about much more than budgets and block grants, deficits and devolution. Atits
heart, this is a debate about what we stand for. It's about who we are as Americans. And, as we
peer into the next century, this debate is about what kind of legacy we want to leave for our
children.

Because, before I finish this speech, there will be more than 200 children born in
communities throughout this country. The question is, what will their futures hold? Will their
families have access to health care? Will they be able to break the chains of discrimination?
Will they be free from the fear of domestic violence? They must.

If we are to be one great nation -- then justice -- fundamental justice -- must not depend
upon geography. From Jews to Catholics, from African Americans to Arab Americans,
throughout our history, members of minority groups have understood this point better than
anyone: There must be laws of the land -- national standards that protect all Americans and
weave us into one community -- each of us our brother's and our sister's keepers.

Let me be clear: I'm not talking about a stale defense of the status quo. Together, we
must reject ideologues on all sides -- from those who think there's a program for every problem
to those who think that government is the only problem. Yes, we must balance the budget in
seven years. And yes we must shift responsibility to the states and local communities. But, we
must hold them firmly accountable. Again, we must shift responsibility to the states and local
communities. But, as the President has said time and time again: We can do that without
slashing funding for Medicare, Medicaid, education, and the environment. We can do that -- we
can balance the budget and find common ground -- without turning our backs on everything this
country stands for -- and we must.

In meeting today's challenges for tomorrow's children, we must do it with unity -- not
division; with the heart of Abel -- not the mark of Cain; and by keeping our word -- not
breaking our promise.

Our first challenge, I believe, is how to work with parents to guide our young people and
keep families together. Woven deep into the fabric of Tzedakah is the interdependence of
individual and community responsibility. It's the idea that the greatest gifts we can give our
families are the tools they need to not only survive -- but thrive -- on their own. And, it's the idea
of providing opportunity, but demanding responsibility in return. From our youth agenda to
welfare reform, that's exactly what we're working to do.

That means fighting for an historic tobacco initiative that ensures that our young people
get information about smoking from their parents and other caring adults -- not from Joe Camel.
It means fighting for safer communities -- with the Brady Bill and the Assault Weapons Act --
the first two curbs on gun violence to be enacted in more than 25 years!




It means supporting a national campaign against teen pregnancy to teach young people to
say "no" to premarital sex and pregnancy and "yes" to their educations and their futures. It
means strengthening -- not slashing -- National Service and Student Loans -- twin engines that
help young people study their way into the American Dream.

And, it means working with parents, businesses, schools, religious and civic
organizations, and the media to counteract all the dangerous messages that our children hear,
like: "Drugs are cool." "A Gun will get you respect." "Everybody is having sex." Together we
must help parents provide their children with the compasses and the resilience they will need to
bypass the dangerous minefields -- like drugs, tobacco, AIDS, and teen pregnancy -- and make
safe passages into young adulthood.

But, that is not enough. I've visited child care centers and Head Start classrooms. I've
seen the tragedy of crack addicted babies and the elation of college graduates. But, there's one
thing I've never seen: young people who don't need caring adults -- especially parents -- in their
lives. The best safety net for America's children is -- and will always be -- parents who want
them and can take care of them. And, everything that we do must begin and end with that fact.

That's why President Clinton expanded the Earned Income Tax Credit -- to ensure that
working families don't ever have to raise their children in poverty. That's why he wants to raise
the minimum wage to make it a living wage. That's why, after seven years of Republican
inaction, this President signed the Family and Medical Leave Act -- so that no American will
ever have to make the choice between the health of their family and the security of their job.
That's why he's fought to ensure that all children get the right start in life -- with better, stronger
Head Start and child care. And, that's why he's strengthened child support enforcement --
increasing collections from about $7 billion in 1991 to almost $11 billion today.

While others continue to talk and talk, we've granted waivers to 37 states that are
experimenting with welfare plans to invest in child care, require work, reward marriage, and
crack down on deadbeat parents who try to walk away from their obligations to their families and
their children.

This Administration has -- and will continue -- to fight for real welfare reform. But, let
me be clear: It's not real welfare reform unless it combines tough work requirements with the
resources for child care that women need to keep their children safe while they move to
independence. It's not real welfare reform unless it empowers people to be good parents and
good workers. It's not real welfare reform unless it helps people not only get jobs -- but keep
them. And, it's not welfare reform if it simply tells teenage mothers to sink or swim. Instead, we
need to throw them a lifejacket -- and demand that they stay in school, live at home or with a
responsible adult, and give their children a better life. That's the right way -- the smart way -- the
fair way -- to change welfare as we know it.

At the same time, we cannot create strong families unless women and children are safe --
especially in their own homes. It shouldn't take a high profile court case to wake up America
about the terror and tears caused by domestic violence. About the tragedy of women bruised and
beaten. About the calls for help that are made too late. And, about the emotional scars that stay
with children for a lifetime.




The Europeans have a slogan for their domestic violence campaign -- which is, "We all
have a right to be safe all of the time." Listen very carefully to these words: "All of the time."
That is our challenge -- to make America's homes and neighborhoods safe -- all of the time.

And, that's exactly what we're working to do. With tougher penalties for abusers. Better training
for police, prosecutors, and judges. More community policing. And, before the end of this
month, a national hotline that will operate 24 hours a day -- every day of the year.

Our second challenge is to make health care available to every American. While some in
Congress continue to debate and delay, over the last two years, more than one million Americans
in working families have lost their health insurance. For the family struggling to make ends
meet, for the person living with AIDS fearful that she will lose her health insurance, for the
elderly woman living in a nursing home -- there is no security without health security -- and we
must never, ever forget that.

In America, the promises of Medicaid, Medicare, and Social Security have transformed
what it means to grow old in America. They have transformed what it means to be a poor child
in America. They have transformed what it means to be disabled in America. And, we cannot
ever turn our backs on those contracts with our people.

I'm not saying that our health care programs don't need major reform -- they do. In the
last three years, we lowered the growth of Medicare and Medicaid by more than $200 billion;
rigorously enforced nursing home standards; expanded health care options for seniors; and saved
$15 billion by cracking down big time on health care fraud and abuse.

The question is, will we keep moving forward, replenishing the Medicare Trust Fund,
making Medicare and Medicaid more efficient and effective -- or will we go backwards? We
believe we cannot go back. We cannot go back to the days when older Americans had to choose
between paying the heating bills and the doctor's bills.

Let me be clear: We can and must maintain our guarantee of health care for our most
vulnerable Americans -- for poor children, the elderly, the disabled -- whether they live in Seattle
or Savannah. We must insist that health insurance is there for people when they really need it --
when they switch jobs or lose jobs or get sick. We must strengthen Meals on Wheels and other
lifelines older Americans need to stay independent in their own communities. We must ensure
that our seniors -- who built this country with their sweat and sacrifice -- are not forced to pay
more and get less for health care. And, we must never ever privatize Social Security!

We can do no less -- and we must do no less.

Finally, as we fight for freedom abroad, we must ensure justice and fairness at home.
Such is the mandate of NJCRAC -- and such is the legacy of the Jewish community. From the
freedom riders who traveled south with their African American brothers and sisters to the leaders
today standing up and speaking out against all discrimination, this community has always
understood that injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere.

But, you have also understood that lasting victories are never won by one community --
Jewish or women, African American or Latino -- acting alone. We only win when we stand
together as one America -- across the lines of race, religion, ethnicity, and sexual orientation.



And, that's how we must stand today: United to fight forced prayer in public schools.
United to protect gays and lesbians against workplace discrimination. United to fight policies
that would throw people out of the military just because they have HIV/AIDS. United to
maintain vital funding for refugee resettlement. We need fair immigration and refugee policies
that reunite families, protect refugees and value the critical role that legal immigrants play in the
multicultural tapestry that we call America.

United to protect a woman's right to choose -- and make abortion safe, legal, and rare.
United to create real opportunity -- to mend, not end, affirmative action. United to stand up and
speak out against bigotry and Hate Crimes -- more than violations of individuals and groups,
they are crimes against all of us.

But as you know better than anyone, from welfare reform to health care reform, and from
building strong families to eradicating discrimination, these challenges will never be met by the
government or non-profits acting alone.

I am reminded of the wisdom of Rabbi Shlomo of Karlin, who in the 18th century taught
the following: "A man once saw a precious object very high up. Wanting to fetch it down he
asked a number of people to make a “tower' so that the topmost person could reach for the object.

Supposing one of them, the lowest, for instance, had said, *What's the point of my being here?
After all, I'll never reach up so high in any case!' and so saying, had jumped aside. His action
would have been extremely foolish and would have endangered the lives of others. We are all
equally necessary -- if so much as one person fails, the whole will not reach the desired goal."

As all of us work in our communities: preventing youth violence, offering a warm
shoulder for battered women or a hand-up to the homeless; and as we work to reform, not ruin
government, to say good-bye to the status quo without abdicating our responsibility to national
standards, we must remember that these battles will only be won when every single citizen
stands on each other's shoulders -- linking the past and the present so that we can reach the future
together.

[t will not be easy, but as Elie Wiesel wrote in his recent Memoirs, "In my dreams, the
impossible is not a Jewish concept." Doing the impossible today will take the same vision and
moral strength that Prime Minister Rabin and President Lincoln brought to their tasks.

But, if this country had the courage to repair its wounds after the Civil War -- and if the
people of Israel had the courage to lay down their weapons of war and reach out their hands in
peace, then surely all of us can gather the courage to create a 21st century America that is a great
country -- because it is good.

Thank you.
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I have returned to the National Press Club to talk about one of the most serious
issues facing our health care system. Something that affects every single American —
every single one of you. That’s the privacy of our most cherished and personal
information: our medical records. Our family secrets.

Until recently, at a Boston-based HMO, every single clinical employee could tap
into patients’ computer records and see detailed notes from psycho-therapy sessions. In
Colorado, a medical student copies countless health records at night and sells them to
medical malpractice attorneys looking to win easy cases. And, in a major American city,
a local newspaper publishes information about a Congressional candidate’s attempted
suicide. Information she thought was safe and private at a local hospital. She was wrong.

What about us? When we give a physician or health insurance company precious
information about our mood or motherhood, money or medication what happens to it?
As it zips from computer to computer, from doctor to insurance company to hospital, who
can see it? Who protects it? What happens if they don’t? It all depends on the state you
live in.

Every day, our private health information is being shared, collected, analyzed and
stored with fewer federal safeguards than our video store records. Let me be frank. The
way we protect the privacy of our medical records right now is erratic at best — dangerous
at worst.

I will argue today that, to eliminate this danger to our citizens and our health care
system, we must act now with national legislation, national education, and a national
conversation.

As [ was preparing this speech, I thought about a similar challenge faced by one
of my predecessors, Secretary Elliot Richardson. The year was 1972 -- 25 years ago.
America’s military involvement in the Vietnam war coming to a close -- and the first
chapters of Watergate were being written. Public distrust of government was on the rise.
And the computer age was just beginning.

It was against this backdrop that Secretary Richardson appointed an advisory
committee to help the government figure out how to protect the privacy of data in this
new world of technology. The report outlined a code of fair information practices --
including the need to eliminate secret data bases and give people more control over their
personal information. It built the foundation for the landmark Federal Privacy Act, which
protects the privacy of records kept by federal agencies. And, it helped lay out a vision
for balancing our age-old right to be left alone with our desire to fulfill the promises of a
new computer age. That is what we must do today -- this time for our private health
records.



[t is also what we, as nations and individuals, have always struggled to do.
DeToqueville described how our Founding Fathers dealt with the tension between
individual rights and public responsibilities. Great Americans like the late Justice
Brennan dedicated themselves to protecting the individual against an all too powerful
government and majority. Books like 1984 send a warning about lost autonomy — and
lost humanity. Nations in the European Union recently enacted a Privacy Directive that
will require them to protect personal data and only exchange it with other nations that
have the same high standards.

Throughout time individuals have grappled with privacy -- whether they’re
getting an HIV test at a local clinic or complaining, as they did last week, about America
Online’s plan to sell its mailing list.

Yet, while our desire to be left alone has always remained constant, little else has.
A lot has changed since Secretary Richardson confronted this issue. In the last 25 years,
revolutions not only in computers, but also in biology and our health care delivery system
have made our world dramatically different. Now, as Thomas Jefferson said “Our laws
and institutions must keep pace with the progress of the human mind.”

Twenty-five years ago, our health care privacy was protected by our family doctor
-- who kept hand-written records about us sealed away in a big file cabinet. We trusted
our physicians to keep their file cabinets locked and their mouths shut.

We trusted them not only because of the Hippocratic Oath and the fundamental
ethics of medicine -- but because we knew them. They took care of our entire families.
We asked their advice about our personal problems. We went to school with their
children. We shopped at the same stores. They came over for dinner -- and yes, some
even made house calls.

Today, the revolution in our health care delivery system means that instead of
Marcus Welby, we have to place our trust in entire networks of insurers and health care
professionals -- both public and private. The computer revolution means that our deepest
and darkest secrets no longer exists in one place and can no longer be protected by simply
locking up the office doors each night. And, revolutions in biology mean that a whole
new world of genetic tests have the potential to help either prevent disease or reveal our
families’ most personal secrets. Because without safeguards that assure citizens that
getting tested won’t endanger their families’ privacy or health insurance or jobs, we
could, in turn, endanger one of the most promising areas of research our nation has ever
seen.

We are at a decision point. Depending on what we do over the next months,
these revolutions in health care, communications, and biology could bring us great
promise or even greater peril. The choice is ours.



We must ask ourselves: Will we harness these revolutions to improve -- not
impede -- our health care? Will we harness them to safeguard -- not sacrifice -- our
privacy? And will we harness these revolutions to strengthen -- not strain -- the very
lifeblood of our health care system -- the bond of trust between a patient and doctor.

For example, will health care information flow safely to improve care, cut fraud,
ensure quality, foster research, and reach citizens in underserved areas? Or will it flow
recklessly into the wrong hands — and be used to deny our citizens health insurance, jobs,
and the confidentiality they expect and deserve? It is up to us.

The Institute of Medicine has said that electronic health records should be the
wave of the future and the Congress has asked us to develop standards to make it happen.
Will they be used to help an emergency room doctor learn more about an unconscious
patient -- like what diseases she has and which medications she’s allergic to? Will it be
used -- as it can be now -- to tell parents which immunizations their kids have -- and
which ones they still need? Or will a pharmaceutical company use it to market the
newest anti-depressant to someone with a family history of depression? Will a political
group use it to embarrass a rival they believe once had an abortion or a child with a drug
problem?

The fundamental question before us is: Will our health records be used to heal us
or reveal us? The American people want to know. And, as a nation, we must decide.

Today, almost 75 percent of our people say they are at least somewhat concerned
that computerized medical records will have a negative effect on their privacy. In one
survey, about one-fourth of adolescents say they would not seek medical care unless their
privacy and confidentiality were protected. And, how many people do you know -- do all
of us know -- who have insurance but often choose not to use it because they’re scared
someone will find out about their therapy or other sensitive care?

If we don’t act now, public distrust could deepen -- and ultimately stop citizens
from disclosing vital information to their doctors, getting needed treatment for mental
illness, going in for genetic tests, and participating in clinical research trials. We’ve
already seen this happen with some groups in the aftermath of the experiments at
Tuskegee. And we know that, if unchecked, distrust can undermine and stop progress in
our entire health care system.

The question is, what can we do? There are some who say we have already lost
the battle. They say privacy in this new electronic world is impossible. Just give it up.
Then there are others who say that consumers should not only have control over their
health care information. They should have complete control. They say that Americans
should even have the power to ensure that their records are kept on paper, not in
computers.



Both of these approaches are wrong. We can’t turn back the hands of progress or
turn our backs on public responsibilities like research -- and we shouldn’t. But we can
and must do what Secretary Richardson envisioned: To look ahead and safeguard
privacy in this new world of progress. Health care privacy can be safeguarded.

To do that, we must, first and foremost enact national legislation -- to protect the
privacy of our medical records -- and we must do it now.

We have federal laws that protect the privacy of video records, motor vehicle
records, and credit records. But, when it comes to our private health care records that can
reveal personality traits, Sexually Transmitted Diseases, and depression. When it comes
to personal information that travels in real time across hospitals, doctors’ offices, and
state lines -- even international borders, we rely on a patchwork of state laws -- only
about a dozen of which are comprehensive.

The fact is, we have no real federal health care privacy standards. We have no
national standards. We do have a national interest -- now we must make a national
commitment. That’s why in the Kassebaum-Kennedy law, Congress asked our
Department to make recommendations for federal legislation protecting health care
information.

Our recommendations, which we will be sending to Congress next month, will be
guided by five key principles:

First, the principle of boundaries. With very few exceptions, a health care
consumer’s personal information should be disclosed for health care and health care only.
Our goal is to make it easier to use information for health care purposes and very tough to
use it for any other purpose. For example, we will recommend that a hospital be able to
use personal health information to teach, train, conduct research, provide care, and ensure
quality. But, on the other hand, employers who gets health care information to pay
claims cannot use it for any non-health purposes -- like hiring, firing, and promotions.

And, what about the third parties? Those who more and more often are hired to
do billing and other services? They must be bound by the same tough standards. Even if
they don’t collect it, they still must protect it.

Second, the principle of security. When Americans give out their personal health
care information, they should feel like they’re leaving it in good safe hands. With
information traveling from doctors to hospitals to insurers, at every juncture there exists
the potential for greater care and graver privacy violations.



Think about all the ways that private information like your genetic tests could
become public: People who are allowed to see it -- like those at the lab -- can misuse it
either carelessly or intentionally. And, people who shouldn’t be seeing it -- like
marketers -- can find a way to do so anyway -- either because an organization doesn’t
have proper safeguards or they find an easy way around them.

If we are going to block this leakage, Congress must pass a law that requires those
who legally receive health information to take real steps to safeguard it.

Third, the Principle of Consumer Control. No one should have to trade in their
privacy rights to get quality health care. We will recommend that Americans have the
power to find out who’s looking in their records, what’s in them, how to get them, and
what they can do to change incorrect information.

Let me give you an example of why this is important. According to the Privacy
Rights Clearinghouse, a physician in private practice was having trouble getting health,
disability, and life insurance. She ordered a copy of her report from the Medical
Information Bureau -- a clearinghouse used by many insurance companies. It included
information about her heart problems and her Alzheimer’s disease. There was only one
problem. None of it was true. What if she hadn’t requested her records? With electronic
data, mistakes can multiply -- and sunlight is still the best disinfectant.

Fourth, the principle of accountability. If you’re using information improperly,
you should be severely punished. And we will be making recommendations to ensure
that you are. Most parents save the threat of punishment for their teenagers’ worst
offenses. When someone’s health care privacy has been violated, it’s not enough to say
it’s wrong. We need to show it’s wrong.

We can’t just tell a hospital worker to stay away from private medical records.
We can’t just tell a private investigator not to lie about their identity in order to see a
patient’s records. We need to enforce our messages with real criminal penalties for
abuse.

At the same time, our nation needs to address another legal issue that has a
tremendous impact on how people view their privacy: health care discrimination.
For some, the privacy issue didn’t really catch their eye until the AIDS epidemic
unfolded. Remember the outrage when someone leaked a list of people with AIDS from
a public health clinic in Florida? With AIDS, citizens don’t just have worry that people
will know they’re sick. They also have to worry that people will make assumptions about
their sexual orientations -- and use that information or their health status to discriminate
against them.



The fact is, we will never fully address the issue of health care privacy until we
give all Americans confidence that information in their medical records will not be used
to deny them jobs or affordable health insurance. That’s why we are fighting to enforce
the American with Disabilities Act. It’s why the Kassebaum-Kennedy law says you can’t
deny someone health insurance just because they have a pre-existing condition. And it’s
why the President recently announced his support for Congresswoman Slaughter’s
proposal to wipe-out genetic discrimination in health insurance.

But, as we work to protect Americans from breaches of privacy, we must
recognize that we have other critical -- yet often competing -- interests and goals.

And, that brings me to my fifth and final principle: the Principle of Public
Responsibility.

Just like our free speech rights, privacy rights can never be absolute. We must
balance our protections of privacy with our public responsibility to support national

priorities -- like public health, research, quality care, and our fight against health care
fraud and abuse.

For example, public health agencies use health records to warn us of outbreaks of
emerging infectious diseases. Our Inspector General uses health records to zero in on
kick-backs, over-payments and other fraud -- so we can bring the perpetrators to justice
and the money back to the taxpayers. And researchers have used health records to help us
fight childhood leukemia and uncover the link between DES and reproductive cancers.

In these cases, it’s not always possible to ask for permission. And, in many cases
doing so could create major obstacles in our efforts to fight crime and protect public
health. But, that doesn’t give us a free pass. Allowing access doesn’t mean that we can
forget about protecting privacy. And we shouldn’t.

Take the case of research. We already rely upon institutional review boards to
limit access to personal information and determine if it’s necessary and advisable to
waive the normal informed consent required to use medical records. Our new
recommendations go even further. They will make it clear that all researchers must
carefully protect the privacy of the personal information they receive -- and we
recommend penalties if they don’t.

That’s important. As I said earlier, if we don’t protect health records soon, we
may no longer be able to trade valuable research data with Europe, under the EU’s new
Privacy Directive. And, as Dr. William Lowrance made clear in a recent report 1
requested: if people don’t trust the research community to protect their personal
information, they may refuse to participate in clinical trials and they may even oppose the
use of their records for all research -- no matter what the circumstances. That could be
devastating.



But, national standards alone will not inspire trust in one’s rights or commitment
to one’s responsibilities. To protect health care privacy and instill trust in the American
people, we need a major commitment to education. Which is my second point.

Every single health care professional, every insurance agent, every researcher,
every member of an IRB, every public health official, every pharmacist, and yes, every
member of the press -- every single person who comes in contact with health care records
must understand why it’s important to keep them safe, how they can keep them safe, and
what will happen to them if they don’t. And we need to enlist their help -- your help -- in
educating all consumers not just about the privacy risks in this new health care world, but
also the rewards.

We need to help them understand not just their privacy rights, but also their
responsibilities to ask questions and demand answers -- to become active participants in
their health care. We need an informed public -- because, as the National Research
Council recently pointed out, we need an informed public debate. A national
conversation to answer the tough questions. Which is my third and final point.

Take the issue of law enforcement. Should auditors be able to peek through your
private medical records looking for fraud committed by a doctor? Most people would say
yes. Should law enforcement officers be able to search through emergency room records
looking for someone who has just fled the scene of a crime. Most people would say yes.

But, what happens if law enforcement officers are looking through insurance
records for fraud and stumble upon information about a totally unrelated crime -- say
drug usage. What then? Or, for that matter, what happens if researchers, stumble upon
information about someone who may have exposed you to HIV. Is their obligation to
your safety? Or the other person’s privacy? '

What happens if drug companies know you suffer from heart disease and send
you information about their new treatment. Is that helpful or offensive? Does that
change if the disease is depression? What about venereal disease?

These questions will sometimes be wrenching. They will always be changing.
But, they are not going away. We can’t expect to solve this problem all at once. We
need to be flexible, to change course if our strategy isn’t working -- and meet new
challenges as they arise.

When the Human Genome Project was created, we didn’t know what miracles it
would uncover. But, we did know we needed to devote real resources and energy to
examine the legal, ethical, and social implications of all that we find. So that our ethics
would always be just as sophisticated as our science. So that, as Jefferson said, our laws
and institutions would always keep pace with the human mind.



Twenty-five years ago, Secretary Richardson looked into an uncertain future and
tried to chart a course where individual rights and privacy would prevail. That challenge
is now before us.

Twenty five years from now, what will they say about the footprints we left? Will
we leave the next generation with real federal privacy standards based on fundamental
principles? Will we have boundaries to ensure that, with very few exceptions, our health
care information is used only for health care? Will we have assurances that our
information is secure? Will we have control over what happens to it? Will those who
violate our privacy be held accountable? And, will we be able to safeguard our privacy
rights while still protecting our core public responsibilities like research and public
health?

In short, will we harness these revolutions in biology, communications, and health
care to breathe new life into the trust between our patients and their doctors, between our
citizens and their government, between our past and our future?

We can. We must. And, if we act today, we will.

Thank you.
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Bill offers second-chance plans

THE C

RIME BILL

Is there too much detention
and not enough prevention?

" By DONNA E. SHALALA

0 1992, almost 250,000 juveniles were arrested
I in California. Brian Duber could have been just an-
other statistic.

By age 15, Duber had dropped out of high school,
had begun uung drugs and alcohol and was on a down-
ward spiral toward a future filled with prison terms
and little hope. So, the next time he got in trouble, the
court gave him a choice: Spend time mn the San Diego
juvenile justice system or attend the Phoenix Acade-
my, a residential high school for drug offenders and
substance abusers.

He chose achool — and turned his life around.

Since coming to the Academy 11 moaths ago, Dub-
er has caught up on his schooling, is in the final year of
studying for his high school diploma and is learning to
live drug-free.

Before he entered the Phoenix Academy, no one
would have even given him a second look. Now, he's
got a second chance.

Programs like the Phoenix Academy are about sec-
ond chances. They're about giving young peopie a
hand up, steering them along the right path and, as
President Clinton likes to say, giving them something
tosay “yes" to.

When the crime bill is implemented, more young
people like Duber will get second chances. That's be-
cause this legislation puts in place a comprehensive
strategy for our exploding crime rate and makes pre-
vention a real part of our fight against crime.

Of courae, there's po single solution to the wave of

i

senseless violence that has engulfed our country. It's
a deicate balance — and thus bill strikes it pust nght.
This bul creates tough new penalues for federal of-
tenders and builds additional pnsons around the coun-
trv — but that s not all it does

The new police officers that the cnme bill puts on
the street will dramaticallv enhance publc safety and
help bw enforcement officers and communites work
together 1 innovative wavs 1o stop crume.

The ban on mulitary-stvie semuautomatic assault
weapons will remove weapons of mass destruction
from our communities and save the bves of people
from everv walk of hfe.

But police officers across the country tell us that
good law enforcement. tough penalues and measures
to curb gun viclence by themseives are not enough —
we also need to break the vicious cycle of cnme and
violence before it starts

That's why one of the most cnticai parts of the
cnme bill’s balance 13 1ts investment 1n prevenuon.
The bill includes.

@ The Violence Against Women Act. which includes
a national hotiine, rape prevention education and sup-
port for safe places that help battered women and chil-
dren get out of harm’s way.

® Communitv centers to provide young peopie safe
havens in their neighborhoods where they can go for
healthy activities and for help wath their problems af-
ter school and on the weekends and duning the sum-
mer.

® Drug courts that use the leverage of the court
system to make sure that nonviolent drug offenders
recetve treatment. get off drugs and stay out of trou-
bie.

® Communty vouth acad ke the Ph

chances at an educatson and a tuture.

8 And flexible funding for communities so they can
choose the best cnme prevention strategies to meet
local needs.

Opponents of the crune bill called the prevention
programs “pork.” but | cali them “smart.” Smart be-
cause prevention is about making an investment in
our children. it's about reweaving the fabnc of our
communitees in troubled areas instead of giving up.
And 1t’s about ensuning that voung people today be-
come responsible adults tomorrow.

The cnme bill 1s a substanual step forward, but it is
not a cure-all. The fact 1s, government alone will nev-
er solve our cnme probiem. It's going to take every
sngle atizen — especially parents. teachers, clergy,
businesses. the media. community ieaders, health
care professionals and institutions, both public and
pnivate — locking arms 10 take back our streets and,
child by child. adult by adult. and block by biock, turn
our communities around. .

Cnme prevention 1s a matter of personal responsi-
bility. We all must help teach our children nonviolent
ways o solve their problems. We ali must do our part
to address our fnends and colleagues who are suffer-
g from domestic violence. And we all must watch
out for the safety of the people around us. whether we
know them or not. and work with the police to make
our communities safe and cnme free.

That's critical for our country. And it’s only going
to happen when we crack down on cnme and lift up
the next generation.

Lifung them up 1s much tougher than writing them
off, but 1t’s far more productive. Just ask Brnan Duber.

House, that pive dropouts and troubied youths second

SHALALA s U S secretary of heaith and human senices.
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REFORTER- = SOURCE BOOK INTRODUCT IO Makk SHIELDS

I+ there 15 2 single premicse fa premise is what some of
us preter to cxll our prejudicesy on which m» more than
thirty wears either working in or covering campaigns (s
based, it’s an abiding aftection for American politics and
poltiticians. Poltitics-—which should be nothing less than
the peacezable rescluticon of conflict among legitimate,
competing interests-—is an important public cccupation and

it deserwes to be respected., That the practice of politics

i= not uniformly esteemed in our nation can be mostlyw
ascribed to the practices of politicians, in whose roguich
company 1 hawve been lucky enough to spend most of the pacst
three decades.

(]

But we 1n the press need to stand up and accept some
ot the Blame. Despite (mostly? good intentions, we've done
more than cur part to contribute to the growing public
cynitcism——earned and unearned-—-about cur political process.
And we"we undoubtedl» contributed to the growing
unwillingness of some of the best pubklic c
the process, or to stay in it,

Acknowledging cur culpability in some of the unedifring
pects of recent campaigns, we have engaged in multiple

itizens to enter

¢
1]

rounds of self-Fflagellation that have produced some welcome
changes: more cowerage of campaign ads; more emphasis on
issues and marbe a2 1Tittle less on the horse race; more
attention to where the moner is coming from to pay for
campaigns and the winning candidates they produce) more
effart to expose the conwventional wisdom, i+ not success at
escaping it.

Here are some of my personal prejudices or premises on
hiow to cover the assorted races in 197&:

CAaMPATIGNE MATTER.

n

[t hard to remember sometimes when campaigne get
mean, trivial, bogged down or dounright embarrassing, but
they» do count for samething important.,

The cutcome of the 1792 campzign put the economy and
health care Front and center for the Clinton Administration.
The Contract with America, derided by many of us until the
1994 election returns came in, has dominated the political
landscape in 1995 and iz likely——either positively» or
negatively»—-— to shape this year's az well,

The 17%4 election will be a referendum not just an Bill
Clhinton"<s leadership, but on how far America wants to shrink
the role of government to bring the budget into baltance. But
tt7s alsc likely to propel some other issues to the
toretront for the next four years. @mong the cnes to watch:



entitliements {especially Medicare and welfare); immigration;g
affirmative action; regulation of healtth, safety, and the
enviarnment; Jjob security; campaign reformy term Timits,

The role of ULS, troops in Bosnia should spark & healthy

debate over what we helieve America’s role in the world to
be and what price we're willing to pay faor it, personally
and collectively.
I+ no big issues or agenda-setting ideas surta
17948 campaign, = it as a red Flag. FKonald Eeagan was mos
successful as president in hie first term when he ran on a
Blueprint for what he planned to accomplish: cutting the
gize and scope of government; cutting taxes by a third; and
increasing the defense budget., His victory stood for
csomething and gawve him a mandate for the next four vears,
Contrast that with 1788, when the main campaign themes |
Gearge Bush's victory were pollution in Eceton Harbor,
Willie Horton, and the pledge of allegiance to the
flag--besides a negative agenda of "no new taxes."

I T

THE PEESIDERCY IS THE MOST PERSOMAL MOTE WE CAaST.

H

aving just caid that campaigns are about issues,
they're alsc about leadership and character, which issues
often cerve to illuminate. Voters have zent repeated
zignale they're lecse interested in a candidate’' s personal
life and predilections than they are in what he stands for.
They want fto Know whether he cares about the issues that
matter most to them; whether he sticks to his convictians

under pressure, and delivers on his promisesz.

TELEVISION atD TY SFOTS ARENT ALL Bal,

In 1¥%48, as in past years, »ou cCan expect many ferwvent
indictments of telewvicion for having ruined American
politics. Don’t wyou beliewe it, 0On balance, television has
made our presidential campaigne mare hornest and cur
candidates more accountable. Mo longer can & candidate say
soame th | ng

one thing inm Birmingham, Michigan and safely zar
ditferent in Birmingham, Alabama. Televicion can expase
trimming and position-altering far more devastatingly» than

any ather medium.
I will alsc defend televicion commercials b candidates
the message is right there on channel 4 or 44 to be
by evervone, including the opposition. That s not the
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a» it is, for example, with direct mail, where the
candidate can write me as a white, Irish, Catholic, middle
aged homeaowner with a famil» and a mortgage and never speak
to the neighbors with a different demagrdph C profile an
either side of me.

We need to cover TV commercials Fully and critically,
for what they tell us, both good and bad, about the
candidates and the themes that are catching on. Yoters
noat like paolitical advertising, but they respond to it. e



perform & waluable serwvice in alerting the people ta

distorticons and untruths in both negative ads and positive
anes Ywhich are just as praone to misleadr. We can also
expose direct mail ta the light of day so the message

reaches not only the intended narrow target audience
it's tailored, but the broader public, which may be |
receptive.

MONMEY COUNTS MORE THAM EVER in 1775,

fic the candidates, who are spending far more time
fundraising than campaigning, are painfully aware, money
will play a bigger~—and probably more pernicious role than
ever in 1794, The frontloaded primaries have meant that
candidates have to amass huge treasuries to be readyr to
capitalize on early victories or surwive early deteats,
Fundraicsing obetacles have already forced some promising
candidates to forgo the race (and cthers will follow?.

The presz has an opportunity-—-and, I think, an

obligation-— to make sure the public kKnows who's buring

access to the candidates they're voting for at every lewel
We need to do all we can to draw attention to the so-called
"eoft" money--where it s coming from and where it’s going.

That'= the trowe of unregulated contributicns from

corporations, unions, and individuals that aren’t given
directly to candidates so they can circumvent the #1000
limit in federzal elections.

THE TWO MAJOR PSRTIES HAVE & LOT MORE &1 STAKE IM 1754 THAM
WHD IWINS THE WHITE HOWSE

The intensze appeal of General Colin FPowell and the
apparently enduring influence of Ross Perot suggest that
both major parties may find vaters in an independent frame
of mind thise vear that could make 1994 a harbinger of
upheavals to come for Democrats and Republicanms in 1¥%2 and
bevand,

Some of the most interesting guestions 1994 may answer
for the parties:

—=lWil11l the GOP consalidate and esxtend the swar o
farmely saolidly Democratic Scuth that it achiewe
levels in 19947

ver the
d at al

——-Can Democrats succeed in using Speaker Mewt Gingrich as a
target to nationalize state electicons as they did with some
success in 1%95-- and asz the Republicans used Clinton in

R

-=Li11 the House GOP frezhmen class Ffall wictim either ta
the same anti-incumbent sentiment that brought them in or to
doubts about the rewvalution they fueled and personitfied?
——Will the public’s habitual reliance on divided government
to curb the excezses of both partiez return thisz wear? [oes



that mean Bill Clinton benefits from a desire to provide =
check on Congress at the other end of Pennerlvania Avenue?
Or is Bob Dole helped by the lingering percepticon he’s got
moderate tendencies despite all efforts to prove ctherwizse?
--li11 Fat Robertzon prave prophetic that the Christian
Right would have "working control" of the Republican Farty
by 19947 @&nd how will it affect the party’s fortunes at the
presidential, Congressicnal, state, and local lewels?

—-—-Have wvwalues displaced economic concerns as the dominant
voting issues
—-Do people care as much about balanmcing the budget as theyr
profess to in the polls when it comes down to cutting
cpecific programs that affect their lives™
——LH1l Americans split decisively along gen
orr gender lines in 1%%5 as they have in som
the past?

o

i M

weraticonzal lines
e slecticons in

QFTIMISM IS & DEFIMNING AMERICAM TRAIT.

Traditionally, the party and the candidates that have
beern able to capture and conver a senze of optimiem about
America’s future have been successtul at the polls. In
1922, Clinton was far better at projerfinq an image of
change and giving voters reason for optimism. In 1730, the
aptimicstic voice was Ronald Reagan's, and in 1774 it was
Congressional Republicans: .

In 1774, growing numbers of Americans sericusly
question whether they and the nation they love have reasan
for optimism about the future. They see their Jjobs and
bernefite dicappearing and their wages slipping behind. They
see family life eroding and juvenile crime on the rise. The
party and the candidates who project a sense of confidence
and offer a believable, understandable roadmap to & better
future will have the upper hand.

FRunning for president, for Lunures ., and for a%Fi"E 2t
the =tate and lacal levels isc strictly a woluntary activity

arn the part of those who do so. I1t7 lso the bold st of a
strong ego.  Few captains of industry, academe, or
Jourmnalism would be willing to expose their
themselvwes fto the scrutiny, the indifferenc
heartbreak of a2 campaign mherp most everrane
ever double-dated with Knows the morning af
whether their old friend s among the many wh e

few who win., For that alone, we owe them the tribute of
caverage that is full, accurate, fair—— and respectful of
the difficulty and the importance of the palitical work
they» seck tao do.
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When the court-martial jurs s werdict in the rape trial of

Army drill Sergeant Delmar G. Zimpeon was announced, local

MNAasCF official Janice Grant called it "an attack on the

teadership of the African—American male." Congres

N

AN OMar

Maxine Waters (D~-CAY said the investigation raisez concern

"hecause of the history in this country of bBlack men having

lost their lives because of char of rape.

o
i
v
mn

By injecting race into the investigation of the
terrible events at Aberdeen Proving Ground, these and other
Black leaders ignore ocne central facts: the Army, in the view

af both blacks and whites who serve in it, is the mo

.t

1t

uccessfully itntegrated institution in American life. khat
happened at Aberdeen was not about race; 1t was about power.,
The jJjury'e werdict reflects ite belief that the unique power

a drill sergeant haolds over enlistees under his command

means that consensual sex can constitute rape if the women
were atraid to ca¥» no. The werdict i€ open to debate. But

the situation is made worse, not better, by innuendoes the

Army s targeting black officers by prosecuting aggressivels

1

those charged, whether their accusers are black or white.

cading military scciologist, Charles O,

H}
—

The countr»'s=

Moskos of Morthwestern University, has recently come out
with & book with John Zibley Butler of the Uniwversity of

Texas on a¥ffirmative sction in the army entitled "&11 that

w

e can Be." Lhilte acknowledging that racism and ignorance



exist in the military as elsewhere in American society, theyw

maintain the Army comes closer than any other institution to
the ideal of providing cpprtunity to all and rewarding
pertormance. And thew point to a dozen kKey lessons higher
education and other ocrganizaticons can learn from the Army s

approach.

. farmer Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of

n

N
M

m

taftf and
retired Aarmy four star gerneral Colin Pwell points cut often,

the Army 1s one of the few places where white

in

SN

m

gularlx»
repocrt to blacks who outrank them. Blacks now make up 279 of

the military. Mearly» 12¥ of the Army's officers are black.

Ry

At Aberdeen, almost hal$ the drill sergea

its s

=

¢ black. Army

)
9

m

ecretary Togo West |

the second african—-American to have
the Job.,

It

in

cadl» predictable that some, though not all, black

leaders would seek and Find & racial dimension to the crics

n
n

at confidence facing the Army over the events

at Aberdeen
and elsewhere. Charlie Moskos pointed out in an earlier

article in the Atlantic Monthly that relations between b

0
t
=

organizations and bBlacks in the military have alwars b

m

&n
uncomfortable. Elack crganizatione don”t trumpet the
achievments of bBlack in the services. One senior black
afficer told Moskos: "It galls them that of all the

institutions, it |

It

the Army that is really making a2 go of
integration."” Moskos hase cutlined some of the reasons for
the tensicons: 1) Blacks in the military have chosen to par

their dues in the white srstem, rnot the bBlack cne and,



theretore, +eel less affinity to black organizations., 23

Black leaders cutside the military don 't generally believe
most of America’s foreign policy goals are relewvant to

blacks and don’t back high defernse spending:; black officers”

support for these goals put them at odds with civilian black

w

leadership.

Moskos explains one of the main reasons blacks see the
AFmy as such an appealing opticon: there are encugh other
bBlacks to give both social ease and professional support.
And there are also encugh non-blacks so the Army isn’t
perceived as a “"black" instituticon. Blacke who complete

their tour of duty have cerved with and competed

11l

uccessfully with whites.

Moskos and Butler make Al that 0o

)

crucial point in

Can Be:": "Race Felatione can best ke transformed by an

(]
(U}

)

absolute commitment to nondiscrimination, coupled with

uncompromising standards of performance." Al Americans,

white and black, should want to see the reprehensibkle
conduct of Delbert Simpson and others punished, and the army
examine and confront the culture and that lete it happen.
The Army cwes its wolunteer recruits and the American people
the most fair and rigorous investigation possible of the
charges made by women at Aberdeen. Protecting vulnerable

=

a

listees from shameful misuse of authority wont be

accomplished by a diversicnary sideshow alleging racial

bizs. The tragedyr at Aberdeen isn’t about sex, gender, or

-
w
n
T

< It7's about the abuse of power.
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SPEECH FOR MARGARET WILLIAMS
drafted by Christy Macy

Good morning. My name is Margaret Williams, and I'm executive
director of Friends of the Family. But before I tell you what we
do, and who we serve, I want to talk to you about why we’re needed,
and why Friends of the Family can play such a pivotal -- and
positive -- role in Maryland’s future.

President Clinton has often said that "When families thrive,
communities flourish, and our nation reaps the benefits." 1I
heartily agree. I also believe there’s no mystery about what makes
families thrive: it takes quality and affordable housing; good
nutrition; quality health care; good schools; and effective pre-
school programs like Head Start. We also know how important it is
for children to grow up in a family where parents are loving,
supportive, educated and productive; and in a community where
there’s a network of family and community support.

But unfortunately, there are far too many children and
families across the nation who do not live under these conditions;
who do not have these opportunities; and who cannot get the
services they need to be successful.

And here in Maryland, the number of those at risk families has
been growing. By the mid 80s, Maryland’s mortality and teen
pregnancy rates were among the highest in the nation, and child
abuse and foster care placements were increasing at an alarming
pace. The "family" was in crisis. And today -- even with major
new initiatives to support families and revitalize communities --
that crisis continues.

According to the 1996 "Kids Count," the Annie E. Casey
Foundation’s annual report on the wellbeing of children around the
nation, Maryland is failing -- in some cases quite dramatically =--
to meet the needs of its families. While the state’s median income
of families with children is above the national average, Maryland
ranked near the bottom for major indicators of family health and
stability -- 43rd nationally in low birth weight babies, 42nd in
infant mortality rate, and 47th in juvenile violent crime arrest
rates.

And the report’s indicators show we’re not only doing badly --
we're losing ground. Maryland was worse off in 1993 than it was in
1985 in areas like the rate of low birth weight babies, teenage
violent deaths, teen births, percent of children living in poverty,
and percent of families with children headed by single parents.

But if all I talked about today was the trouble we’re in, and
the problems not solved, then this would be a dreary talk indeed -
- and we might as well give up before we start. And that is
definitely not my purpose here this morning.
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Yes, the challenge to improve the lives of at-risk children
and families is daunting, but there’s growing reason for optimism.
First of all, we are beginning to provide the kinds of services
across Maryland that are filling in the gaps in the continuum of
care needed to build stronger families and children. The most
effective services are those that are community-based; aimed at
strengthening the entire family; and that place a strong emphasis
on intervening during the crucial early years of parenting and
childhood.

Second, our knowledge about those early years -- particularly
ages 0-3 -- is exploding. Revolutionary research in the field of
neurology, in particular, is shedding new light on how a child’s
brain develops, and what that child needs to grow and thrive. I
will be talking about some of those scientific breakthroughs in
more depth in a few moments.

And finally, this growing area of knowledge and scientific
research provides important guideposts for how we, as parents,
community advocates, policy makers and business leaders, can better
serve our at-risk children and families. Today, I hope to persuade
you that a major investment in a child’s early years is not only
justified but critical to the future of this community and this
nation. And that Friends of the Family -- and its network of
support centers for children and parents -- is exceptionally well
suited to carrying out that mission here in Maryland.

To lay the groundwork for my argument, I want to spend a few
minutes describing some of the new scientific research that has
come to light over the past few years that deals with the early
development of a child -- and more specifically, the evolution of
a baby’s brain. Since I'm no scientist myself, I will try to
explain it in a way I hope we can all understand.

In some ways, the stunning developments of the past few years,
particularly in the area of neuroscience, confirm what we’ve always
known. As parents and care givers, we instinctively knew that
hugging babies, talking to them, and playing with them, was a good
thing to do. Doctors and scientists had also recognized, mostly
anecdotally, that early nurturing or early trauma effected the
development of a child. Now, thanks to powerful new tools of
technology, we finally have scientific proof that confirms the
importance of those early years in the development of the brain,
and in the formation of the child.

As Dr. Bruce Perry of Baylor College of Medicine in Houston
puts it, "Experience is the chief architect of the brain." Babies
don’t come into the world genetically pre-programmed. They’re not
blank slates. The brain, in fact, starts developing in the 3rd
week of gestation, and continues its major spurt of development
during the first few years of life. During that time, genes and the
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environment interact, in a way that’s been described by one noted
psychiatrist as "not so much a competition as a dance."

What 1is much clearer now, thanks to these scientific
breakthroughs, is the extent to which electrical activity -- or
stimulation -- of the brain cells actually changes the physical
structure of the brain. We can now literally see -- in colorful
images -- which areas of the brain develop and which don’'t,
depending in large part on the early experience of that baby, and
the raising of that child.

Let me explain. Even before a baby is born, the development of
its brain is affected by changes in the environmental womb --
whether caused by a mother’s malnutrition, drug abuse, or viral

infection. Some forms of epilepsy and mental retardation, for
example, appear to be the results of changes during this early pre-
natal formation period -- the natural process gone haywire.

By the time a baby is born, its brain contains about 100
billion neurones -- or as many brain cells as there are stars in
the Milky Way. In fact, the brain already contains virtually all
the nerve cells it will ever have. But it is also producing at an
extraordinary rate trillions more connections -- or synapses --
than it can ever use.

This means that the pattern of wiring between the cells has
not yet stabilized, so there’s extraordinary flexibility in how it
all gets put together. At these early stages of life, the brain
can wire, and rewire, given the stimulation it receives. In other
words, the way a child is held, or talked to, or neglected
determines in large part which connections are made, and which are
eliminated.

Here’'s where the "use it or lose it" rule comes in. When a
baby gazes intently on a face, for example, or listens to a
lullaby, tiny bursts of electricity shoot through the brain,
knitting neurons into circuits. Repeated experience strengthens
those positive connections. And just like memory, synapses that
are not used, wither away. And when the brain doesn’t receive the
right information, or shuts it out, the result can be devastating.

Studies show, for example, that children who have been
severely neglected have certain areas in their brains that are 20-
30% smaller than in nurtured children. And those are areas that
affect both intelligence and emotional health. If you don’t get
touched and held early in life, then that part of the brain is not
organized in the same way as a nurtured child. It literally looks
differently. Also, the connection between the right and left
hemisphere of the brain -- what’s called the information super
highway -- is smaller in abused kids than in non abused ones.
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But we should also remember that the brain’s extraordinary
flexibility in the way it develops during the first few years of
life also enables it to be resilient to trauma. Research shows,
for example, that children who suffer strokes or injuries that wipe
out an entire hemisphere in their brains can still mature into
highly functional adults. And that well designed pre-school
programs can help many children overcome major inadequacies in
their home environment. But it’s clearly more difficult, and
certainly more costly, to reverse the consequences of an abused or
neglected childhood.

Trauma and abuse also disrupt the brain’s stress response
system. When something traumatic happens, the brain responds by
elevating certain kinds of stress hormones that wash over the
tender brain and burn it like acid. When high levels of stress
hormones are released during the first three years particularly,
the brain becomes wired to be on hair-trigger alert. The
slightest stress unleashes a new surge of stress hormones -- which
can lead to impulsive, often uncontrollable behavior.

New scientific studies are also showing more clearly how the
relationship between parent and child affects the success rate of
both. Children whose fathers help to care for them, for example,
are less likely to become violent, and more likely to have higher
IQs. And according to recent studies at the UCLA School of
Medicine, men living in urban areas who are involved in caring for
their children -- particularly in the first three years -- are less
likely to join gangs, or commit violent crimes. Involved fathers,
according to research, are also less likely to sexually abuse their
children.

A final point. Obviously not every abused or neglected child

ends up as a child molester or an ax murderer. And not every
individual who has suffered birth trauma or brain damage is
incapable of leading a healthy, productive life. But when you

combine abuse with other vulnerabilities like physical brain damage
or head injuries, the statistics for crime and violence jump
dramatically.

The point I want to make is really quite simple. Today's
cutting edge science confirms that young children need lots of time
and attention from significant adults in their lives. And when

children are damaged or abused, their brain development clearly
reflects that reality. So while there are many social and economic
factors at play in a child’s development, the interaction between
parents or caregivers and the child is a powerful force in
determining whether that child grows up to be successful, fearful,
loving, or violent.

The question then becomes: how can we ensure that more
children and families receive the positive reinforcement and
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support they need to be successful and productive members of
society? And how can we create a sense of urgency about solving
this crisis? Dr. T. Berry Brazelton, a renowned child expert warns
"We are already paying a terrible price for our nation’s
inattention to the increasing stresses on children and families."

Much has been written recently on this "terrible price" we are
paying, and what to do about it. In 1994, for example, the
Carnegie Corporation of New York published "Starting Points:
Meeting the Needs of Our Youngest Children." This landmark study
describes what it calls the "quiet crisis" in America’s families --
including the soaring teenage birth rates, the growing number of
children living in poverty, the increase in infants and toddlers
spending less time with their parents, and the fact that one in
three victims of physical abuse is a baby.

Carnegie also documents some of the costs of our societal
neglect. Those costs include the more than $120 billion estimated
to be spent in public outlays between 1985 and 1990 related to
teenage childbearing. More than $48 billion could have been saved
if the mother had postponed these births until she was 20 or older.
Another cost: initial hospital care for each low-birthweight
infant averages $20,000, with total 1lifetime medical costs

estimated at an average of $400,000. The broader economic and
social costs -- including crime, violence, drug abuse, and
generations of dependency -- are more difficult to compute.

What are the strategies to reverse this crisis? Again, the
Carnegie’s task force provides leadership in this area. They
developed four key areas that this nation must undertake --
starting points to build strong families and healthy children. And
I agree with their priorities. They are: to promote opportunities
for responsible parenthood; guarantee quality child care choices
for children under three; ensure good health and protection for
infants and toddlers; and mobilize communities to support young
children and their families.

Today, here in Maryland, Friends of the Family plays a crucial
role in this mission to improve the outcomes for families and
children. We don’t claim to do everything. Improving and expanding
child care, and developing pre-school programs that help get
children ready to learn, are at already viewed as significant needs
in the community, and already receive at least some public and
private funding.

But there’s a costly void of services in the area of parenting
and family support -- particularly during those first three years
of a child’s life. And there'’s not enough public understanding of
the problems -- or sufficient community mobilization to resolve
them. And those are the gaps that Friends of the Family is
committed to filling.
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I want to give you a brief overview of the Friends of the
Family, what we’ve accomplished since we began in 1985, and how we
focus our attention and resources on those particularly formative
years of a child’s life between birth and three years of age.

Friends of the Family is a statewide non profit organization,
which provides funding, technical assistance, and evaluation to a
network of 27 family support centers across Maryland. We’re funded
by a combination of federal, state and local public funds, as well
as crucial support from the private sector. In addition to
coordinating these support centers around the state, Friends of the
Family also trains hundreds of professionals and paraprofessionals
in various aspects of family and infant development, and serves as
a powerful advocate for children and families -- in community
meetings, in the halls of government, and in the corporate
boardrooms.

Our work is guided by the philosophy that the best way to
provide for infants and toddlers is through their parents. And our
goal is to reach adolescent parents and others before they are in
crisis, and give them the parental and life skills to raise healthy
children, and lead productive, self sufficient lives. Our target
audience: Maryland’s most vulnerable families, particularly young,
poor, and undereducated parents with children ages 0-3 years.

Since our goals are comprehensive -- helping young parents
provide a stimulating, stable, responsive, and loving environment
for their children, and ensuring fewer of them have more babies --
our services are comprehensive as well. We provide formal and
informal parenting education, ongoing child development assessment,
education and job skill development, health education (both on site
at the centers and at home); and social and emotional support. We
also focus heavily on pregnancy prevention.

Through a creative mix of public and private funding, some
centers have expanded the scope of their services to include
substance abuse prevention, programs to get fathers involved,
homework clubs for pre-teens and teens, and support groups for

grandparents, foster parents, and others involved in raising
children.

Friends of the Family believes that all families need support
at some time in their young lives, and that that support should be
easily accessible in the community. Our family support centers
offer flexible drop in services as well as structured classes, and
are housed in schools, storefronts, and community centers, close to
those who need them. We also want to strengthen a 1local
community’s capacity to help families. So the centers are operated
as public/private partnerships, through grants to local public and
private non-profit agencies. And we want to build on the strengths
of those families and communities, so our model is one of



-7-

empowerment, with participants treated as equal partners, not
clients or cases.

We do more than say we want to be open to change and
improvement. We ensure we remain responsive to the needs of the
community by involving parents, sponsoring agencies, staff and
members of the community in designing and implementing each
program.

As business and civic leaders, most of you probably have a
healthy skepticism about most do-good social programs. They mean
well, but are they effective? Are they efficient? I believe that
Friends of the Family is both.

To prove my point, I want to tell you what we accomplished
last year. We served over 6,000 parents, young children, and non
parent participants. But more importantly, we changed how they
cared for their children, and how they cared for themselves. About
88% of those who visited our family support centers reported their
child’s immunizations were up to date, compared with 56% for all
young children in Maryland. Over 1550 participants received
employment readiness preparation. Almost 80% of our teens who are
not high school graduates are currently enrolled in school or GED
classes. And -- very significant -- only 2.12% of the women who
visited family support centers declared a pregnancy during their
time of participation.

So yes, we are outcomes oriented, and we can show how we meet
our goals. We’'re also proud of our commitment to quality control.
I'd like to think we’re big hearted but tight fisted. Since Friends
of the Family acts as an intermediary, we have the flexibility to
close centers that aren’t working. People vote with their feet, so
it’s no mystery to figure out which centers are meeting the needs
of the community. We also make sure that the centers that are
being effective are using their resources efficiently. As proof:
97% of the private and public funds collected by Friends of the
Family go to participant services. The cost: less than $1,000 per
participant for one year of intensive services.

Ironically, Friends of the Family may be better recognized for
its achievements at the national level than right here in Maryland.
In 1991, Friends of the Family was awarded the most prestigious
honor in the nation for community service programs, the Innovations
in State and Local Government Award. Bestowed by the Ford
Foundation and the John F. Kennedy School of Government at Harvard
University, the award recognizes "Ten Shining Examples of
Government at its Best." We were chosen from over 1900 applicants.

Friends of the Family was also highlighted in the 1994
Carnegie report "Starting Points" that I’ve already discussed. We
were named as a model of how states and communities can support
parenting education, particularly for young teen mothers. I also
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think it’s significant that our expertise is sought out by service
providers and child advocates from states across the country -- as
well as from countries around the world. They recognize that our
focus on the early years of childhood; our commitment to being
community-based; and our watchful eye on the bottom line -- makes
Friends of the Family a model for communities everywhere.

I'd like to conclude my remarks by talking about the risks
this nation and this state faces if we don’t make a major
investment in the first three years of a child’s life. We now have
the knowledge -- and the scientific facts -- that show how infants
and children thrive when they grow up in healthy and supportive
families, and how they are at great risk for failure when they
don’t. The answer to how to ensure healthy children and good
parents is -- I hesitate to say it -- a no brainer. We must
provide comprehensive, community-based support services that help
parents be better parents, and help our youngest citizens grow up
healthy, safe, and ready to learn.

This vast new body of knowledge -- not only about the
development of the brain but also about the crucial role of
parenting -- has major implications for how parents raise their
children. But it’s Jjust as relevant to day care workers,

teachers, doctors and nurses, police officers, television
producers, business leaders and government policy makers. In other
words, if affects the priorities for all of us.

If we don’t make a serious commitment to those early years
now, we will continue to face the consequences. And those
consequences of inaction are all too apparent in Maryland today. We
see them in our low test scores and high crime and drug abuse
rates. We see them in our pockets of unemployment and unrest, and
in the growing number of unprepared teenage mothers. The deeper
legacy of early neglect and abuse permeates our lives in different
ways -- like the ongoing presence of incompetence, ignorance,
violence, and hatred in our communities.

The alternative to this scenario --- and the one that I
obviously hope will prevail in Maryland -- was articulated by First
Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton at a recent White House conference on
childhood and brain development. "If we, as a nation, commit
ourselves now to modest investments in the sound development of our
children, including especially our very youngest children, we will
lay the groundwork for an American future with increased
prosperity, better health, fewer social ills, and ever greater
opportunities for our youngest citizens to lead fulfilling lives in
the next century." I couldn’t say it better myself.

Thank you.



