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services that will provide caregivers the sup-
port and encouragement they need to carry
out their vital responsibilities.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim November 23
through November 29, 1997, as National
Family Caregivers Week. I call upon Govern-
ment officials, businesses, communities, edu-
cators, volunteers, and all the people of the
United States to acknowledge the invaluable
efforts of caregivers this week and through-
out the year.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twenty-second day of Novem-
ber, in the year of our Lord nineteen hun-
dred and ninety-seven, and of the Independ-
ence of the United States of America the two
hundred and twenty-second.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:55 a.m., November 24, 1997]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on November 25.

Remarks at a Dinner for Senator
Patty Murray in Medina, Washington
November 22, 1997

Thank you very much, Senator. Thank you,
Lori, and thank you for the convictions you
expressed in your remarks. And I want to
thank you and Lars for opening your home,
and I want to thank your children for the
wonderful gifts they gave me from their
classes.

Mayor Rice, Mayor-elect Schell, Congress-
men Dicks and McDermott and Smith; can-
didates Brian Baird and Greta Cammermyer;
and ladies and gentlemen. I want to say most
of all, thank you for being here for Patty
Murray. We have representatives of great
companies here: Boeing, Microsoft,
Starbucks, and others. We have representa-
tives of labor here. We have educators here.
We have Native Americans here. We’ve got
small business people. We have all different
kinds of folks that make up Washington
State’s future and America’s future. And I

want to thank the first lady of Washington
for being here. It’s my understanding that
there’s a good chance that Gary Locke now
has a sterling opportunity to become the first
American President of China as a result of
his—[laughter].

I also want to say Congressman Dicks is
an incredibly graceful loser tonight. [Laugh-
ter] You were great, but those of us who
know you know that you hated every minute
of that—[laughter]—which is one of the rea-
sons you are such a good Representative of
your people. [Laughter]

I would like to say just a generic word of
thanks to the people of Washington for send-
ing Norm Dicks and Jim McDermott and
Adam Smith and Patty Murray to Washing-
ton. And there’s a reason I’m here, besides
the fact that Patty Murray is a Democrat.
And I hope the fact that she votes with me
most of the time will not be a deterrent; the
people of Washington voted for me twice and
I appreciate that very much. But Patty Mur-
ray will take a tough stand and do what’s right
over the long run even if it’s painful in the
short run. And in a period of great change
in how we work and live and relate to the
rest of the world, I think that’s a pretty im-
portant quality. Someone who remembers
that her obligations to her children translate
into a larger obligation to the children of this
State and Nation is someone worthy of your
support.

She was one of the co-sponsors of our defi-
cit reduction plan back in 1993, and we didn’t
get a single vote from the other party. They
said, oh, we were going to explode the deficit
and bankrupt the economy, and I heard all
that. And some of the voters bought it in
1994. But now you know, because—this year
the deficit is $23 billion, down 92 percent
from where it was before I took office, and
that’s before we get one dollar of savings
from the Balanced Budget Act, thanks to
Patty Murray. And I’ll never forget it.

She fought to pass the crime bill in 1994.
And I’ll never forget it; I thought I was lost
in the fun house when people said, ‘‘Well,
Mr. President, they’ll accuse you of being a
Republican. Democrats aren’t supposed to
care about crime.’’ I said, ‘‘Well, if you’ve
ever been a victim, you know it has no par-
tisan tinge.’’ And we had a crime bill that
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was basically written by community activists,
police chiefs, and prosecutors, based on what
was working to bring the crime rate down
in communities around the country that were
doing something about it.

It made pretty good sense to Patty Murray,
even though she didn’t agree with every pro-
vision of it. And she stood up and fought for
it. And we had the bitterest partisan opposi-
tion. We did get some Republican votes for
it, and I’m very grateful to the people who
voted for it, but the leadership was stomped-
down against it. And they went out, and they
got some profits out of that. They convinced
a lot of people in rural Washington we were
going to take their guns away. And I was able
to go back to Washington in 1996—to this
Washington—and say, ‘‘You beat some Con-
gressmen here over that gun issue and if you
lost your gun, I want you to vote against me,
too. But if you didn’t, they didn’t tell you
the truth, and you need to send them a mes-
sage.’’ Two hundred and fifty thousand peo-
ple lost the right to buy handguns because
they had criminal backgrounds or they were
stalkers or they had mental health histories,
and America is a better place because of it.
And we don’t need these assault weapons in
the hands of young street gangs in our coun-
try, and we’re putting 100,000 police on the
street. The crime rate’s come down 5 years
in a row because Patty Murray had the cour-
age to stand up and do what was right in
1994. And she deserves the support that—
[applause].

And let me say this is also important, not
just when we have disagreed in Washington
but when we have agreed. We had an over-
whelming bipartisan majority for the bal-
anced budget plan that I signed this year,
and I applaud the Republican leadership and
all the Republicans who voted for it. But in
reaching that kind of agreement, it came out
the way I wanted because we had Democrats
in the mix, because Patty Murray was fighting
to restore education funding.

Just imagine this now—we passed, and I
signed—they passed and I signed a balanced
budget that not only will balance the budget,
I believe, before 2002 when it was supposed
to but has the largest increased investment
in education in a generation, 35 years, includ-
ing funds to do our part working with the

private sector to hook up every classroom and
library to the Internet by the year 2000, to
train the teachers, get the software, do the
things we need to do, open the doors of col-
lege to all Americans because of the tax cuts
and the scholarships and the work-study
funds. It’s a terrific bill. It includes the big-
gest increase in health care for poor children
in working families in 30 years, and I’m
proud of that. It includes a huge increase
in biomedical research, and I’m proud of
that.

We contributed a lot to that, the members
of our party, because we said it’s okay to be
fiscally conservative; it’s imperative in the
world we’re living in. But if we’re going to
grow the economy over the long run, we’ve
got to invest in our people, all of our people.
That’s what Patty Murray fought for, and she
deserves your support for that. America is
a better place because of it.

Let me just say, in addition to that, I hope
all of you who are here for her understand
that there really is a very direct connection
between your presence here for Patty Mur-
ray or when you support Norm Dicks or Jim
McDermott or Adam Smith or anybody else
you support—there’s a very direct connec-
tion between your presence and your support
and what happens in America a long way
away in Washington and how it comes back
to you. I thought Lori’s remarks were pretty
compelling in that regard and stated it better
than I probably could.

But we’re living in a time now where no
one has all the answers because of the dra-
matic scope and pace of change. And every
country in the world with an advanced soci-
ety is trying to deal with the following ques-
tion, in a thousand different ways: How do
we get the benefits of this huge technological
and information revolution, the globalization
of economics and society, people being able
to move information and money around and
even themselves around in the flash of an
eye; how do we get the benefits of all this
and meet the challenges it poses and pre-
serve some sort of coherent life for ourselves,
our families, our communities, and our na-
tions? How do we preserve the common
good as we break down the old bureauc-
racies, the old established ways of doing
things, and all of that?
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And you see it in a thousand different
ways. How can you maximize economic
growth and improve the environment instead
of undermining it? How do you take advan-
tage of the things you have to do to protect
the environment or grow the economy and
help the people that are dislocated, and do
it in a prompt and quick way so they can
go on and be part of tomorrow’s economy
so that everybody who is willing to work hard
and be responsible can have their say? How
do you bring the benefits of this marvelous
new economic system to the places that it
hasn’t reached yet? How do you balance the
demands of work and family when way more
than half the women in the work force—I
mean women with children under the age
of one are in the work force and when people
I know in upper income, in comfortable in-
come groups, who aren’t even United States
Senators, have the same plaintive statement
that you heard from Senator Murray tonight?
I hardly know anybody with school-age kids
without regard to their income that hasn’t
had at some point a serious sense of conflict
between their obligations at work and their
obligations at home.

And I might add, I want to compliment
Patty on this, we had some differences within
our caucus over the welfare reform bill. My
position was, having worked as a Governor
with welfare for many years, was it didn’t
make any sense to stay with the system we
had because we were trapping people in wel-
fare dependency if they didn’t have many
skills. But it didn’t make any sense to do what
our friends in the other party wanted to do
and just tell them they had to go to work,
because if they took low-wage jobs, they’d
be hurting their kids if they gave up their
health care and their nutrition and if they
didn’t have any training and any opportunity
to do better.

So we fought hard for a bill that would
say: If you’re able-bodied and you can go to
work, you’ve got to go to work, and you can
have your benefits terminated within a cer-
tain time if you don’t; but we won’t take med-
ical care away from your children; we won’t
take nutrition away from your children; we
will give billions of dollars more in child care,
because we know you can’t afford to pay for
that if you get a low-skilled job; and we’ll

give some extra money to the areas where
there aren’t enough private sector jobs.

And then Patty Murray said, ‘‘Don’t forget
a lot of these women on welfare have been
in abusive positions in the home, and you
shouldn’t hold them to the same standards
unless they have supports that are extraor-
dinary.’’ I just was in Wichita, Kansas this
week—we were talking about it—where I
saw a training facility for people on welfare
with a housing project across the street for
welfare recipients who had no cars or had
suffered abuse in their previous homes. But
Patty Murray brought that to our attention.
She said, ‘‘You’ve got to do this with a con-
science.’’ And we all have to recognize that
the most important job of any society is the
raising of children.

So I believe that these general problems
that—you can see it in every advanced soci-
ety—have to be met with a commitment,
number one, to seize the future, not run away
from it, whether it’s in education or trade
or technology; but number two, with an un-
derstanding that in America, to preserve the
American dream, you have to guarantee op-
portunity for everybody who is responsible
enough to work for it. And we have to reaf-
firm the fact that among all of our dif-
ferences, we’re still united as one America.
That’s basically what I’m trying to do.

We have to redefine our notion of what
the Government is supposed to do, away
from a Government that tries to do every-
thing and a Government that says that we’re
the problem, we’re not going to do anything,
to action that focuses on genuine partnership
and giving people the tools to make the most
of their own lives.

Now, I think our approach has worked
pretty well. I think if, after 5 years that Patty
Murray and I have been teammates in Wash-
ington, we have the lowest unemployment
rate in 24 years, the lowest crime rate in 24
years, the biggest drop in welfare in history,
an improvement in the economy, cleaner air,
cleaner water, fewer toxic waste dumps, and
safer food, I think that’s a pretty good argu-
ment to reelect a Senator who supported
those policies and that direction for America.

Let me just close with this thought: In the
end how you feel about somebody like Patty
Murray basically depends upon how you feel
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about your place in America and what you
think it will mean to be an American in the
21st century. There are a lot of very brilliant
people who believe that the nation-state is
fast becoming a relic of the past, that the
technological revolution basically means that
globalized financial and product and service
markets and extremely localized govern-
ments will dominate the 21st century.

I believe that we don’t have a person to
waste and that the mission of America is to
create opportunity for everybody that’s re-
sponsible enough to work for it and then to
reassert our fundamental values of commu-
nity in a world where there are maybe not
the cold war nuclear threats that we faced
for 50 years but where, make no mistake
about it, we have real threats to our security
at home and abroad.

I just came from Denver today, a wonder-
ful American city, where they’ve got radical
right-wing groups, skinhead groups, that
have been involved in the death of a police
officer, the shooting of an African on the
streets there, the shooting of a woman who
bent down to help the person on the streets
there.

We see what happens in Bosnia or North-
ern Ireland and the Middle East, where peo-
ple hate each other over race or religion, and
say, ‘‘that stuff can’t happen here.’’ It can’t
if we don’t permit it to happen here. But
if we don’t teach our children and practice
and live that we are part of one community,
in spite of whatever differences we have, if
you agree to obey the law and work hard
and go to school if you’re a kid and go to
work if you’re an adult and take care of your
children and pay your taxes and do the right
thing, you’re part of our America. We have
to teach people that. Just like kids have to
be taught hatred.

You know, I’m not running anymore. Some
people are happy about it. [Laughter] One
child said to me today she wished I could
run for a third term. I heard a draft right
there, you know. [Laughter] No, it wasn’t
Chelsea. Believe me, it’s not Chelsea.
[Laughter] She’ll be glad when I’m home.
She wants her daddy back, I think.

But what I really believe, having observed
this over the last several years as we go
through these massive changes, that the big-

gest difference in attitude between the two
parties—and I’m heartened when we can do
things like reach this wonderful compromise
to overhaul the Food and Drug Administra-
tion to get drugs and medical devices to the
market more quickly, or to reach this won-
derful compromise in overhauling the adop-
tion and foster care laws of the country, to
move children into homes more quickly. And
we reach these things after we debate. But
if you hear our side of the debate, basically
it’s not true that Democrats are not fiscally
responsible, committed to bringing the crime
rate down, committed to running a strong
economy, committed to a strong foreign pol-
icy. That’s not true.

We just believe that you can’t hold a coun-
try together unless you honestly believe ev-
erybody counts; unless you honestly believe
we don’t have a child to waste; unless you
honestly believe that the United States of
America in the 21st century must mean,
more than ever, one America that celebrates
all of our diversity, lets all the entrepreneur-
ial things that could possibly happen occur,
tries to stay on the edge of change, but tries
to make sure everybody can have a shot at
the brass ring, and challenges every citizen
to serve in some way beyond his or her im-
mediate self-interest because we’re all better
off when the least of us are better off.

And how you feel about Patty Murray, I
think, more than anything else, depends
upon how you feel about that. I know one
thing: She has done a wonderful job for you.
She has advocated for Washington’s interests.
She has worn me out on specific environ-
mental interests in this State. She is always
there. But the real thing that’s important
about her is how she feels about her country,
the children, and the future. And I want you
to make sure that everybody in this State
knows that at election time.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:30 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to Lori
MacDonald Jonsson and Lars Jonsson, dinner
hosts; and Mona Lee Locke, wife of Gov. Gary
Locke of Washington.
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Remarks at a Reception for Senator
Patty Murray in Seattle, Washington
November 22, 1997

The President Thank you very much.
Ken, thank you for that wonderful introduc-
tion. I kind of wish you’d just finish the
speech, you did so well. [Laughter] And Sen-
ator, thank you for your hospitality tonight
and for your terrific statement and for a ter-
rific record. Washington State should be very
proud of Patty Murray. She has done a re-
markable job.

I’d also like to say a special word of thanks
to my dear friend, your outgoing mayor,
Norm Rice, for all that he has done for you
and for me. I wish Mayor-elect Schell well,
and I pledge my cooperation. I thank Norm
Dicks and Jim McDermott and Adam Smith
for what they do for you and for our country
in Congress. And I wish Brian Baird and
Greta Cammermyer all the best in this elec-
tion. I hope you’ll help them.

Patty did such a good job that I almost
feel like the sort of old saw about everything
that needs to be said has been said, but not
everyone has said it yet. [Laughter] But I
would like to try to ask you to think about
the issues she raised and the points she made
and the work she’s done in the context of
where we are on America’s journey.

If you just think back to 1992 when we
were running for this job—I for President;
she for Senator—our country was in a stag-
nant economy. We seemed to be increasing
our social tensions. And we seemed to be
drifting toward a new century and a new mil-
lennium and a very different time. Now, I
don’t believe that any person, even the most
ardent partisan on the other side, could deny
that America is in better shape today than
it was 5 years ago.

It happened partly because of specific ac-
tions and specific votes and largely because
of the enormously impressive efforts of all
of our citizens all across this country getting
up every day and trying to do the right thing.
But it also happened, I believe, because we
have been trying to pursue a common vision.

I ran for President because I wanted to
reclaim the future for our children, because
I wanted to restore a sense of possibility and
confidence to people, that everybody who

worked hard and did his or her best ought
to have a chance, and because I really
thought we had to do far more to prepare
this country for the 21st century if we wanted
to have opportunity for every responsible cit-
izen, if we wanted to have a community of
one America across all the lines that divide
us, and if we wanted to continue to lead the
world for peace and freedom and prosperity.
I hope you have seen in the difficult week
we have just had over the weapons inspec-
tions in Iraq how important it is for your
country to continue to stand up for peace
and freedom and security around the world.

So we started with this vision that we
didn’t have a person to waste, that everybody
ought to have a part of our America, that
we all needed to make ourselves into a com-
mon quilt of effort to prepare this country
for the future, that we all needed to serve
beyond our narrow ways in larger ways. And
we knew that would require us to change.
But one thing we had to change—what I
thought was the completely irrelevant debate
about Government in Washington, where
one side said, ‘‘We ought to keep on trying
to do everything even though we don’t have
any money,’’ and the other side said, ‘‘Gov-
ernment is always a problem; we should do
nothing.’’

Our administration and Patty Murray—we
said, now, ‘‘We can’t do everything. We’re
in debt. But we can’t sit on the sidelines and
let America drift and divide either. We are
committed to a new form of Government
that will create the conditions and give the
American people the tools they need to make
the most of their own lives. And we will do
whatever we have to do to change our eco-
nomic policy, our crime policy, our welfare
policy, our environmental policy, our family
policy, our health care policy, our foreign
policy to meet the challenges of tomorrow.
We’re not going to freeze yesterday, and
we’re not going to allow ourselves to be di-
vided. We’re going into the future, and we’re
all going together.’’ That is what we have said
here.

Just consider this—Patty Murray men-
tioned the budget bill in 1993—we lost some
people in the Congress, maybe some in
Washington State, who had the courage to
vote for the budget bill. Why? Because the
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