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MRS. CLINTON: Thank you very much. I am honored'and Qreatly
appreciate that award.

I want to add my thanks to Dr. Wynder for his lifetime of
devotion to improving health for all Americans, young and old. I
am delighted to be: anywhere with my friend, Dr. Koop, whom I
admire so much and who I only wish would be more heated in terms
- of our policy about chlldren and health.

: I am pleased to be Here with Cokie Roberts and with all of
you who care about this foundation and its mission.

I think though, that Dr. Koop, you know who is just quite
outspoken on the need for welght control and healthy eating and
all that goes along with it, is probably behind the fact that
none of you have eaten tonlght which will probably delight him
if no one does. But I will try to speed through my portion, so
that for those of you haven’t eaten all day, you can get about
that business. .

I also want to thank our two young students who are here
with us for their participation. I was very proud of you both.
You did very, very well. I have seen Cokie Roberts interview
lots of people, -and she dldn’t stump you, and she dldn‘t in
anyway get you -- you just really responded well. I was very
impressed. ' :

I 'want to add just a word or two about this occasion and
‘about what we are up against in our efforts to try and improve
health for children.

I want to. begin by informing this foundation that the
President has named today, October 2, 1995, as.Child Health Day,
continuing the tradition started so many years ago. And he
‘called upon all Americans to deepen their commitment to
protecting children and taking the necessary steps to meet our



 obligations to-them and to our nation’s future.
: . , i :
Now I must say,'that as we gather here tonight, it seems
that there are fewer and fewer people‘who share your commitment
to these goals. : : ' ’

We are, as you know, in the mldst of a great debate, taking.
place primarily in Washlngton, but being felt and carried on
throughout our country that will affect the future of every Chlld
we know.

It is a’ debate fllled w1th statlstlcs and pollcy statements,
budget ‘numbers and sound’ bytes. But behind the charts and graphs
and the position papers, it is really a debate about our core
values as Americans -- what we believe 1n, how we define
ourselves as a people, and how we envision our future.

Throughout our past, we have thought of ourselves as an
American family. A family whose greatest priority was our
- children. Now the reallty did not always match the rhetoric --
we know that. There were abuses g01ng back to Colonial times.

But at least there was a stated commltment to one’s own
children and to those common investments that would help in the
nurturing of all chlldren.

A family was commltted to helplng partlcularly those who
were most vulnerable among us -- so they, in turn, could help
themselves . '

You know if a member of our own family falls sick, we call a -
doctor.  If a famlly member is hungry, we help find a meal. When
a famlly member is poor,rwe try to prov1de training and schooling
-and a job. And when a famlly member is dlsabled or very old, we,
help provide care and as51stance S

For decades, this has been the American way: to put people,
. and especially children, first. And because we have adhered to
" that American way, the American Dream has stayed alive for
generation after generatlon and our country has remalned the
strongest on earth. !

But today, we are ldsing that sense of ourselves  as an
American famlly We are allow1ng ourselves to be torn apart,
divided, put in competltlon with each other over our resources.

As our 1arger family'ls undermined s are 1nd1v1dual
families who are the backbone of our country

Most parents in America are worklng as hard as they can to
be good parents. I have met with working mothers and fathers
throughout our country, and I know.what they are d01ng everyday
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to put food on the table, to make it p0531b1e that the mortgage
or the rent is paid, to cover “the medical bills, and to 1nst111
an ethic of work and respon51b111ty in their children.

It is not easy,'andenonly wish that all of us in this
ballroom tonight and in settings like this across the country
would just take a little more time to see and to hear what the
lives of so many Americans are like today. r

Now of course, parents bear the primary responsibility for '
their .children, and they should. They have to provide the care,
nurturing, love and‘discipline that every child needs.

But as the National ‘Council of catholic Blshops said in' a
pastoral letter in 1991 entitled, Putting Children First: "No
government can love a Chlld and no policy can substitute for a
family’s care." But "government can either support or undermine
families as they cope wlth the moral, social, and economic
stresses of caring for chlldren "

So let’s not fool ourselves National policies -- whether
- they are about. educatlon, health care, work, or welfare -- are
mirrored every day in the lives and experlences of our children.
j
And government can and I would argue, should play an
invaluable role in safeguardlng the interests of children and
their families.

Unfortunately, a crusade is now underway to abandon
Amerlca s’ hlStOrlC commltment to children.

"A few months ago, the Pre31dent warned .that Congress was
about to wage a full-scale war on the children of America. Well,
it might of sounded extreme at the time, but the evidence is in ~
and he was right. '

There are mahy cruel examples I could talk about. But since
we are here today to reflect on the state of children’s health, I
would like to say a few words about one program in partlcular

The social safety net known as Medlcald is being dlsmantled
at breakneck speed. It is being dismantled with very little
discussion and no real dlalogue. Decisions are belng made in
haste -- not only about who pays for health care in Amerlca -
‘but about who gets health care, and who doesn’t.

, We are all for balanglng the budget. And we are all for
giving states greater flexibility to administer programs.

. But as the President' has said many times, there is a rlght
‘way and a wrong way to geéet our economic house in order



The wrong way is to,cut health care coverage for millions of
children and older Americans with disabilities to finance a $245
billion tax cut for the wealthiest Americans. ,

Let’s not confuse flex1b111ty wlth budget cuts that affect
real people and will make their lives even harder.

Medicaid is ‘the primary source of health coverage for nearly

~one out of four of all children in America -- and one out of

three children under the age of 3. More than half of these
children live in famllles with worklng parents.

These are children, remember, who are ellglble for Medicaid,

‘'not the children who llve in working families who make just too

much’ money over the line to be ineligible. These are parents who
are not receiving welfare checks.

Medicaid is the priﬁary source of health coverage for
millions of children’ who are dlsabled or who suffer from chronic
illnesses. «

Medicaid is the primary source of health coverage for 9 out
of 10 children with HIV and AIDS. :

Medicaid is the prlmary source of prenatal and maternal
health:care for low-income women. There is no way, Dr. Wynder,
we can .even improve on our efforts to provide prenatal care for
pregnant women if Jwe do not have the safety net known as
Medicaid, or if we turn over Medicaid to the states and give them
the option of cutting coverage, whlch indeed, they w1ll be forced
to do. -

Medicaid is an 1mportant source of coverage for older
Americans living in extreme poverty or with serious dlsabllltles,
and is the largest 1nsurer for over two~thirds of nur81ng home

residents.

Last week in the Congress, it was not only decided in one
committee that every regulation currently affecting nursing homes
would be eliminated, but that the spouse of a person who goes
into a nursing home will :be expected to sell his or her home and.
car.

Imagine if you w111 if you were ‘living on a small pension
and your husband had a small pension, and you had your Social

‘Securlty so that you were able to make it, but you had no room to

spare. And one of you came down with Alzhelmer s or had a stroke,
and without Medicare and Medlcald coverage for home health care, -
a nursing home is the only option and it would mean selling your
own home and selling your assets.

And then perhaps youicould go live with a relative, a child;
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but if the Chlld lived 1n a different state, - with different rules

. under the state flex1b111ty governing such programs, whether or

not you could make that move would be up in the alr

So obviously, as of now, Medicaid is a 11fe11ne -- literally
-- for millions of chlldren and families. .

Ripping apart thls llfellne, knocklng the props out from

under the safety net, 1s not the American way.

It is not the American way to deny infants the shots they
need to stay healthy. In one of the few areas where our
children’s health actually 1mproved on the report card, we are
vaccmnatlng more chlldren -- in part- because we have Medlcald

. coverage and much more vaccine that is being made available at

lower cost to doctors to be able to-do that. Both of those
programs are in jeOpardy e
It is not. the American way to do much of what will be the
unintended consequences 0f these changes that will deny treatment
to children who are. dlsabled or desperately ill and punish-
hard-working parents whose family health coverage vanishes with a

job change.

" Cutting $182 billion' from the Medicaid program will force
families to make grim choices -- between health care for their
children or nursing home care for their parents, between
education and Va001natlons, between food and prescrlptlon drugs.

As the debate contlnues in the weeks ahead, I hope that

-pollcymakers, wherever they are, begin to thlnk about these

issues not as partlsans,'but as parents. '

We should not get so: wrapped up in. these 1deolog1cal battles
to forget that we all have an obligation for the well- being of
our children. ‘ :

We know how we feel when our own child is sick. We know how
much we care and what welwould do in order to get our child the
treatment that child needs. As parents, we try to plan ahead.

We try to make sure our children get the shots they need. We try
avoid their being exposed to illness .and injury.

But suddenly, when it comes time to legislate and make
policy, parents turn intorpartisans and good instincts retreat.

Would we ever say as parents that only one of our four
children could go to the doctor,_or get a vaccination, or have a .
hearing test? Would we ever say as parents that we have to cut
back on care for our chlldren to pay for our parents in the
nursing home?

We would do what ever it took =-- keep dr1v1ng the old car,
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not put the addition on 'the house and stay crowded, cancel the

" vacation. But that becomes more and more difficult when there are

very few ways to obtain the resources that are needed

We are d01ng as a soc1ety things we would never do- as

- parents. We are ratcheting back the medical care our children

need and we are v1olat1ng our most sacred duty and value: caring
for our young. : : ‘

So why can we even thlnk about legislatlng in a way we would
not approve of as parents and restrlctlng medical care for
children as natlonal policy?

We should not. We owe more to our children,'but'beyond
that, we are better than that. We do not need to do this.

There are many other.optlons available. We should not
permit ourselves to be locked into ideological or partisan
positions that will do such grave damage, not only to the poor
and vulnerable among us, not only to the safety net, but to the
quality of our life together.

So ‘as we ponder this latest report card, we can only hope
that we will not permit actions to be taken, that next year will
move us from a "D" to an "F." : o :

Because it might only be a grade on a piece of paper put out
by a foundation, but it will mean changes in the lives of
literally millions of Amerlcan children and families. Some

changes could very well be irreparable.

Let’s call ourselves‘back to- our better selves, our better
instincts and try again to act like we all are: members of the
American family. : '

Thank you very much.
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premabe that award.

I want to add my thanks to Dr. Wynder for his life- *
time of devotion to improving health for all Americans,
young and old. I am delighted to be anywhére with my
friend, Dr. Koop, whom I admire so much! and who I
only wish would be more heated in terms of our policy
about children and health.

I am pleased to be here with Cokie Roberts and with
all of you who care about this foundation and its mis-
sion.

I think though, that Dr. Koop, who you know is quite
outspoken on the need for weight control and healthy
eating and all that goes along with it, is prohably be-
hind the fact that none of you have eaten tomght and
it will probably delight him if no one does. But I will try
to speed through my portion, so that for those of you
who haven’t eaten all day, you can get about that busi-
ness.

I also want to thank our two young studeqts, who are
here with us, for their participation. I was very proud
of you both. You did very, very well. I haveseen Cokie
Roberts interview lots of people, and she didn’t stump
you, and she didn’t in any way get to you—you just
really responded well. I was very impressed.

I want to add just a word or two about t}iis occasion
and about what we are up against in our eﬁ’orts to try
and improve health for children.

I want to begin by informing this foundatlon that the
President has named today, October 2, 1995 as Child
Health Day, continuing the tradition started S0 many
years ago. And he has called upon all Amemcans to
deepen their commitment to protecting chlldren and
taking the necessary steps to meet our obligations to
them and to our nation’s future.

Now I must say, that as we gather here: tonight, it
seems that there are fewer and fewer people who share
your commitment to these goals.

We are, as you know, in the midst of a great debate,
taking place primarily in Washington, but being felt
and carried on throughout our country, that will affect
the future of every child we know.

It is a debate filled with statistics and policy state-
ments, budget numbers and sound bites. But behind
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the charts and graphs and the position papers, it is
really a debate about our core values as Americans—
what we believe in, how we define ourselves as a
people, and how we envision our future.

Throughout our past, we have thought of ourselves
as an American family. A family whose greatest prior-
ity was our children. Now the reality did not always
match the rhetoric—we know that. There were abuses
going back to colonial times.

But at least there was a stated commitment to one’s
own children and to those common investments that
would help in the nurturing of all children.

A family was committed to helping particularly those
who were most vulnerable among us—so they, in turn,
could help themselves.

You know if a member of our own family falls sick,
we call a doctor. If a family member is hungry, we help
find a meal. When a family member is poor, we try to
provide training and schooling and a job. And'when a
family member is disabled, or very old, we help provide
care and assistance.

For decades, this has been the American way: to put
people, and especially children, first. And because we
have adhered to that American way, the American
Dream has stayed alive for generation after generation
and our country has remained the strongest on earth.

But today, we are losing that sense of curselves asan
American family. We are allowing ourselves to be torn
apart, divided, put in competition with each other over
our resources.

As ourlarger family is undermined, so are individual
families who are the backbone of our country.

Most parents in America are working as hard as they
can to be good parents. I have met with working moth-
ers and fathers throughout our country, and I know
what they are doing every day to put food on the table,
to make it possible that the mortgage or the rent is
paid, to cover the medical bills, and to instill an ethic of
work and responsibility in their children.

It is not easy, and I only wish that all of us in this
ballroom tonight and settings like this across the coun-
try would just take a little more time to see and to hear
what the lives of so many Americans are like today.

Now of course, parents bear the primary responsibil-
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ity for their children, and they should. They have to
‘provide the care, nurturing, love, and discipline that
every child needs.

But as the National Council of Catholic Bishops said
in a pastoral letter in 1991 entitled Putting Children
First, “No government can love a child, and no policy
can substitute for a family’s care.” But “government
can either support or undermine families as they cope
with the moral, social, and economic stresses of caring
for children.”

So let’s not fool ourselves. National policies—
whether they are about education, health care, work,

> or welfare—are mirrored every day in the lives and

e}i‘pe{'iences of our children.

And-government can and, I would argue, should play
an invaluable role in safeguarding the interests of chil-
dren and their families.

Unfortunately, a crusade is now underway to aban-
don America’s historic commitment to children.

A few months ago, the President warned!that Con-
gress was about to wage a full-scale war on the chil-
dren of America. Well, it might have sounde'd extreme
at the time, but the evidence is in and he was right.

There are many cruel examples I could t;alk about.
But since we are here today to reflect on the state of
children’s health, I would like to say a few w%)rds about
one program in particular.

The social safety net known as Medicaid is being
dismantled at breakneck speed. It is being dismantled
with very little discussion and no real dialogue. Deci-
sions are being made in haste——not only about who
pays for health care in America—but about who gets
health care and who doesn’t.

We are all for balancing the budget. And we are all
for giving states greater flexibility to administer pro-
grams.

But as the President has said many times, there is a
right way and a wrong way to get our economic house
in order.

The wrong way is to cut health care coverage for
millions of children and older Americans with disabili-
ties to finance a $245 billion tax cut for the wealthiest
Americans.

Let’s not confuse flexibility with budget. cuts that
affect real people and will make their lives even
harder.

Medicaid is the primary source of health coverage for
nearly one out of four of all children in Amemca—and
one out of three children under the age of 3. More than
half of these children live in families with working par-

ents.

" These are children, remember, who are ehglble for
Medicaid, not the children who live in Workmg families
who make just too much money over the hne to be
ineligible. These are parents who are not recelvmg wel-
fare checks.

Medicaid is the primary source of health coverage for

millions of children who are disabled or who suffer
from chronic illnesses.

Medicaid is the primary source of health coverage for
9 out of 10 children with HIV and AIDS.

Medicaid is the primary source of prenatal and ma-
ternal health care for low-income women. There is no
way, Dr. Wynder, we can ever improve on our efforts to

provide prenatal care for pregnant women if we do not

have the safety net known as Medicaid or if we turn
over Medicaid to the states and give them the option of
cutting coverage, which, indeed, they will be forced
to do.

Medicaid is an important source of coverage for older
Americans living in extreme poverty or with sericus
disabilities, and it is the largest insurer for over two-
thirds of nursing home residents.

Last week in the Congress, it was not only decided in
one committee that every regulation currently affect-
ing nursing homes would be eliminated, but that the
spouse of a person who goes into a nursing home will be
expected to sell his or her home and car.

Imagme if you will, if you were living on a small
pension and your husband had a small pension, and
yvou had your Social Security so that you were able to
make it, but you had no room to spare. Suppose one of
you was diagnosed with Alzheimer’s disease or had a
stroke, and without Medicare and Medicaid coverage
for home health care, a nursing home became the only
option available to you. It would mean selling your own
home and selling your assets. Perhaps you could go live
with a relative, a child, but if the child lived in a dif-
ferent state, with different rules under the state flex-
ibility governing such programs, whether or not you
could make that move would be up in the air.

So obviously, as of now, Medicaid is a lifeline liter-
ally—for millions of children and families.

Ripping apart this lifeline, knocking the props out
from under the-safety net, is not the American way.

It is not the American way to deny infants the shots
they need to stay healthy. In one of the few areas where
our children’s health actually improved on the report
card, we are vaccinating more children-in part be-
cause we have Medicaid coverage and much more vac-
cine that is being made available at lower cost so that
doctors are able to do that. Both of those programs are
in jeopardy.

It is not the American way todo much of what will be
the unintended consequences of these changes that
will deny treatment to children who are disabled or
desperately ill and punish hardworking parents whose
family health coverage vanishes with a job change.

Cutting $182 billion from the Medicaid program will
force families to make grim choices—between health
care for their children and nursing home care for their
parents, between education and vaccinations, between
food and preseription drugs.

As the debate continues in the weeks ahead, I hope
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that policymakers, wherever they are, begm to think
about these issues not as partisans, but as parents

We should not get so wrapped up in these 1deolog1cal

.battles that we forget we all have an obhgatmn to the
well being of our children.

We know how we feel when our own child i 1s sick. We
know how much we care and what we would do in order
to get our child the treatment that child needs As par-
ents, we try to plan ahead. We try to make sure our
children get the shots they need. We try to avmd their
being exposed to illness and injury.

But suddenly, when it comes time to leglslate and
make policy, parents turn into partisans and good in-
stincts retreat. 1

Would we ever say as parents that only Qne of our
four children could go to the doctor, or get a vaccina-
tion, or have a hearing test? Would we ever say as
parents that we have to cut back on care fo'r our chil-
dren to pay for our parents in the nursing home‘?

We would do whatever it took—keep dnvmg the old
car, not put the addition on the house land stay
crowded, cancel the vacation. But that becomes more
and more difficult when there are very few ways to
obtain the resources that are needed. f

We are doing as a society things we would never do

New York, New York, October 2, 1995

as parents We are ratchetmg back the medical care
our children need and we are violating our most sacred
duty and value: caring for our young.

So why can we even think about legislating in a way
we would not approve of as parents and restrlctmg
medical care for children as national policy?

We should not. We owe more to our children, but
beyond that, we are better than that. We do not need to
do this.

There are many other options available. We should
not permit ourselves to be locked into ideological or
partisan positions that will do such grave damage, not
only to the poor and vulnerable among us, not only to

the safety net, but to the quality of our life together. = .
So as we ponder this latest report card, we can only -~
hope that we will not permit actions to be taken that

next year will move us from a “D” to an “F7.

It might only be a grade on a piece of paper put out
by a foundation, but it will mean changes in the lives of
literally millions of American children and families.
Some changes could very well be irreparable.

Let’s call ourselves back to our better selves, our bet-
ter instincts, and try again to act like we all are; mem-
bers of the American family.

Thank you very much,




