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Agency comes, like they did when the Repub-
licans were in power. They now say, “Bring
them on. They're our friends. They’re our help-
ers. They get things done.” When California had
their terrible earthquake, we got that highway
rebuilt in about half the time—the busiest high-
way in America—they said they could do. If
you go into the Small Business Administration
now, you can fill out a one-page form for a
loan and get an answer in 3 days. You don’t
have to wait months after going through page
after page. I talked to university administrator
after university administrator who tells me that
they are saving weeks of time now in college
loan applications because they like our new col-
lege loan program, our direct loan program that
cuts costs to the taxpayers and cuts costs to
the students and gives people a better way to
pay back their college loans and cut out bu-
reaucracy.

They say they want to help us. I say, come
on. We need the help. We'd like to have some
support. We've been carrying this burden for
2 years, reducing the Government, reducing the
bureaucracy, making it work better. We would
like to have a partner; you are welcome. Let’s
go, let’s talk about positive ideas for our future.

They say we have to do something about im-
migration. They’re right; there are too many ille-
gal immigrants in America. But we have in-
creased the number of border guards. We have
accelerated the deportation of people convicted
of crimes. We have faced these problems after
they were ignored by the people who were here
before. If they want to help in a responsible
and fair way, I say, come on.

They say theyre for welfare reform. Well,
in the last 2 years, we gave 24 States permission
to get around Federal rules and regulations to
find new ways to put people to work, to give
them a chance in life. So I say, okay, come
on; help.

They say they want to be tough on crime.
Most of them voted against the crime bill that
put 100,000 police on the street, passed “three
strikes and you’re out,” gave our people some
prevention programs—and law enforcement,
community leaders—to give kids something to
say yes to and a better future. But we want
help in these areas, and I say, come on.

They say they want to give tax relief to work-
ing people. So do we. In the last 2 years, as
the Vice President said, we not only made 90
percent of the small businesses eligible for tax

cuts, but for working families under $26,000,
their taxes this year will be, on the average,
$1,000 lower than they would have been if this
administration had never come to office. That’s
under the laws that are already there. So let’s
look at what we can do.

But let’s look at what we should not do. In
the last 2 years, a lot of the important things
we did were opposed by somewhere between
a majority and 100 percent of the members of
the other party. Now theyre in the majority.
But I don’t think we should repeal the family
leave law. I don’t think we should repeal the
tax cuts for working families on low income to
keep them off welfare. I don’t think we should
repeal the Brady bill. And I don’t think we
should repeal—and I know it may have cost
us the House of Representatives, and most peo-
ple who studied it closely believe it did, but
I don't believe we should repeal the assault
weapons. You don’t need them. I'm not sure
about this; you may need assault weapons to
hunt giraffes, but you can go with ducks just
fine with an ordinary shotgun.

This is a serious thing. Policemen lay down
their lives every day in this country because
of the upsurge in assault weapons. Talk to peo-
ple who run the emergency rooms of our hos-
pitals about the increasing mortality rate of peo-
ple with gunshot wounds, and you know what
theyll tell you? It's happening because there’s
more bullets in people’s bodies who are shot
with guns, on average, than there used to be.
A lot of good Democrats laid down their careers
to give our children a chance to stay alive on
the street, give our police officers a chance to
stay alive while they do their duty. We must
not go back on that.

I'll tell you something else. We shouldn’t re-
peal the law that will make it possible to immu-
nize all the kids in this country against serious
diseases who are under 2 vyears old. We
shouldn’t repeal the national service law. We
should not do that. You know, on Martin Luther
King’s birthday, those national service volunteers
were building houses in Atlanta, repairing tat-
tered housing in Chicago, and helping people
fight the floods in California. And they’re earn-
ing money to go to college, which is important
to their future and ours. And we shouldn’t re-
peal it. We shouldn’t repeal it.

I guess what I want to say to you is that
I don’t think the Government in any given time
is intrinsically good or bad. Is it relevant? Is
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