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food for children, not pay checks for
bureaucrats. Democrats seem more
concerned about feeding bureaucrats
than feeding children.

Mr. Speaker, the debate should not
involve using scare tactics to defend
the status quo. Our children are more
important than that.
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COLOR-BLIND JUSTICE

(Mr. FLAKE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I am over-
joyed at all of the discussions that we
are having about a color-blind society.
A color-blind society starts with color-
blind justice.

Yesterday, the U.S. Commission on
Sentences released a study. That study
said that crack sentences put more
blacks in prison. It must be understood
that the disparity in the law that al-
lows for a person with 5 grams of crack
cocaine to serve a term of 5 years ver-
sus a person who serves 5 years who has
10,000 grams of powder cocaine is an in-
justice. It is unfair.

I would call on my Republican col-
leagues and others in the Democratic
Party to join with me. Let us work to-
ward a color-blind society, but let us
start with the reality that color-blind
justice must be a part of what makes
this process workable.

When we get to that point, I think we
can all agree that we are moving to-
ward the kind of society that was in-
tended from the beginning. This Amer-
ican democracy is an inclusive one.

f

FEDERAL SCHOOL LUNCH
PROGRAM

(Mr. JONES asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, finally, the
truth has prevailed. For the past week,
House Republicans have been accused
of not caring for children and for fu-
ture American generations. Opponents
believe that we are going to dismantle
the Federal School Lunch Program.
That is simply not true.

We realize that children are better
able to learn when fed a nutritious
meal on a regular basis. Under our pro-
posal, the program will grow by 4.5 per-
cent, and in the current budget year we
will spend $4.7 billion, yet another in-
crease for children.

Since January, we have been busy
passing a balanced budget amendment,
a line-item veto, and even a new and
improved crime package for the benefit
of our children. In the coming weeks,
we will work on a welfare reform pack-
age, a commonsense legal reform meas-
ure, and finish streamlining the Fed-
eral regulatory maze.

We will continue to create a brighter
future for our country’s most impor-
tant resource—our children.

NO FREE LUNCH

(Mr. GUTIERREZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, the
Republicans have said ‘‘no more free
lunches.’’ But, to whom have they said
this? To themselves or to the Washing-
ton special interests? No. To well-paid
lobbyists or well-connected contrac-
tors? No.

Instead, they have said ‘‘no more free
lunch’’—no lunch at all—to the mil-
lions of children who depend on the
Federal Government’s School Lunch
Program. Mr. Speaker, we need con-
gressional reform, like a gift ban, be-
cause we can only represent our con-
stituents if we share the experiences
that they go through everyday. And
this latest cruel cut shows that we
have very little in common with our
youngest, most vulnerable constitu-
ents.

Yes, it is business as usual in Wash-
ington, even though outside the belt-
way, belts will be worn a little tighter
than usual.

Members of Congress and lobbyists
can keep their three-martini lunches,
while our poorest children can’t even
get three square meals.

So, I say to the Republicans, you de-
fend your elegant lunches with lobby-
ists who make millions, and we Demo-
crats are going to defend the modest
lunches that feed millions of children.

f

THE EFFECT OF THE DEFICIT ON
OUR CHILDREN

(Mr. MCINNIS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, after
hearing some of the comments earlier
this morning, let me tell Members that
the children that are in the direct line
of fire are in the direct line of fire be-
cause they have got something called
the Federal deficit which is about to
explode in their lap.

If we want to help the children of the
future, we better do something about
this deficit and we better be prepared
to address the bureaucracy on the food
School Lunch Program.

Do not let the Democrats on the
fringe left parade around and say we
are taking food out of the children of
this country. We are not doing that.

We are just saying we have got to
change the status quo. We need to in-
troduce something called business
management 101 to operate that pro-
gram.

That program is going to be run
much efficiently under Republican con-
trol and a lot more kids are going to
get fed under Republican control than
the Democrats ever dreamed.

In addition to all that, we are going
to get that next generation out of the
Federal deficit like the Democrats
want to end it.

WELFARE ISN’T A LUXURY

(Ms. FURSE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FURSE. Mr. Speaker, I am ap-
palled at the mean spirit of my Repub-
lican colleagues. I rise today to call on
them to get over their stereotypes of
welfare. They should listen to experts
like Joe Livingston from southwest
Portland:

As a medical student at Oregon Health
Sciences University, I see poverty all of the
time, and it reminds me of my own experi-
ences growing up. I was the child of a teen-
age parent. There were times in our lives
when my mother could not make ends meet
and we went on welfare.

I find it terrifying that many in Congress
feel it is good for the country to decide that
if young women have children outside of
marriage they should be abandoned. Teenage
mothers do not need our government to pun-
ish them; they need help. Their young chil-
dren do not need Congress to judge them as
bastards; they need food and shelter.

f

THE TRUTH ABOUT REPUBLICANS
AND CHILDREN

(Mrs. CUBIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CUBIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
standing here today, and I am going to
come back and I am going to stand
here every day until we get this bill
passed or until they start telling the
truth.

The truth is, if Members wanted to
know who cares about feeding children
in America, the Republicans care.

I am a mother. I have served school
lunches myself. I have cooked the food.
I have taken the food there to serve it.
There is no one in Washington who
wants to take care of the school chil-
dren in Wyoming and across the coun-
try more than I do and more than my
colleagues do.

The truth of the matter is, my col-
leagues, that we are spending more
money for school lunches. We are al-
lowing the people who really care
about the people who knows what their
needs are in the States to make the de-
cisions that affect those children.

We are allowing families to take over
feeding their children again. The
School Lunch Program does not just
feed poor children. It feeds people’s
children who do not need money in
order to supplement the cost. That is
wrong.

We need to take care of the people
who need it, and that is best decided at
the States.

f

THE EFFECT OF REPUBLICAN
CUTS ON THE STATE OF CALI-
FORNIA

(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, the gentlewoman in the well
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just preceding me got it all wrong, be-
cause the truth is, according to the Los
Angeles Times, that California loses a
billion dollars in school lunch money
that would go to directly buy means
for young children in our schools who
need it or they risk being hungry every
day—a billion dollars.

The Republicans want to talk about
how they are cutting the bureaucracy
in Washington. The School Lunch Pro-
gram is run in the States. It is run by
local people, local school districts, and
the billion dollars comes out of the
lunches of children.

The article goes on to say that the
billion dollars comes out of the pocket
of working parents who have their chil-
dren in family day care, because those
children will now lose the $3 a day so
we are talking about 30,000 day care
centers in California that will lose this
money, and that means that they will
simply have to drop out and parents
will not be able to afford day care.

We are talking an additional $60 a
month for day care. That is where the
billion dollars is. That is the loss of
California. That is the truth outside
the beltway.

f

REFORMING WELFARE

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, we have
been hearing a lot of griping from the
other side of the aisle over Republican
efforts to overhaul the current welfare
system. It seems that every time Re-
publicans suggest a positive idea for
change, the Democrats immediately
start yelling no. What I find interest-
ing is that the Democrats have not in-
troduced any legislation of their own.
They have no bill. All they are doing is
defending with all their might the sta-
tus quo and the liberal welfare state
that they built up over the last 40
years.

Mr. Speaker, I believe the American
people want change. They are sick and
tired of paying for a system that has
produced failure, crime and decay.

We have heard the voters, the man-
date that they gave for smaller govern-
ment, a less costly government, a more
efficient government. By reforming
welfare, we are giving the American
people what they demand.

f

SCHOOL LUNCH CUTS

(Mr. WISE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, at Berkeley
Heights Elementary School this week
they do not think of the School Lunch
Program as welfare. They think of sim-
ple nutrition and simple common
sense. Those who say that there is no
cut, apparently they have not spoken
to those in their States as I have who

know that, who have read their legisla-
tion and know that the Republicans
are proposing cuts, real cuts that will
mean the folding of School Lunch Pro-
grams across the country.

Reputable groups say it could be as
much as $7 billion, because what is
done is you put the programs, the nu-
tritional programs like school lunch,
school breakfast, emergency food sup-
plements, Women, Infants and Children
all into one block grant. Then what
you do is you make people fight to
compete over those. You also remove
the standards that have been so impor-
tant. Remember the days of ketchup
and relish being a vegetable. You do
not have to worry about that anymore
because you just take the whole lunch
tray so you do not have to worry what
is on it anymore.

I also have great concerns about
making this a block grant. Because
when you put Women, Infants and Chil-
dren and all the others together, you
make the pregnant mother compete
with her children in school for supple-
ment and you make the day care tod-
dler compete with his brothers and sis-
ters in elementary school for lunch.

f

DEMOCRATS AND BUREAUCRATS

(Mr. CHAMBLISS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, how
many times have we heard that money
is the root of all evil? I do not know if
it is the root of all evil, but it does ap-
pear to be the root of the
disinformation campaign being waged
by the Democrats to, get this, defend
the current welfare system.

A quick perusal of campaign finance
records shows that the eight largest
Federal employee unions gave a whop-
ping nine times more to Democratic
candidates than Republican candidates
over the last five elction cycles.

Once we know that fact, it is easier
to understand the Democrats’ attack
on the Republican plan to increase
spending on the school lunches while
decreasing the Federal bureaucracy.

Once we know that fact, it is no sur-
prise that the Democrats have decided
to cast their lot with the bureaucrats
instead of the recipients of the School
Lunch program, namely the children at
schools like R.B. Wright school in my
hometown where my wife has taught
for 20 years.

Once we know that fact, it is easy to
understand why the American people
chose Republicans on November 8 to
conduct welfare reform.

f

SUPPORT FOR WIC

(Mr. DURBIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish
some of my Republican friends would
just spend a few minutes visiting a WIC
clinic, just a few minutes, to see the
real faces of women and their children
who come to those clinics each day and
with the help of a system that is very
successful raise healthy children who
really are tomorrow’s future.

For the Republicans it is just statis-
tics. It is just welfare. But for the rest
of America, it is the real life that we
lead.

There was an amendment before the
committee which suggested we should
continue to have competition and bid-
ding for infant formula under that pro-
gram. The competition and bidding
that Democrats push save American
taxpayers over $1 billion a year. And
yet the Republicans, on a partisan
vote, rejected that. The Wall Street
Journal reported yesterday why, be-
cause the four largest infant formula
companies in this country stand to
gain $1 billion more in profits because
the Republicans walked away from this
cost efficiency which Democrats have
pushed.

Forty percent of the infants in Amer-
ica today are in the WIC Program. We
cannot have a strong America if we do
not have strong children. Let us stick
with the programs that work.

f

END CONDEMNATION WITHOUT
COMPENSATION

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
tomorrow the 104th Congress will have
the opportunity to right a fundamental
wrong occurring every day across
America. It is called condemnation
without compensation.

If the Government wants to put a
highway in your front yard, it has to
pay you compensation for using your
property. That is only fair.

If the Government wants to impose a
regulation converting private land into
a wildlife sanctuary or a wetlands pre-
serve, it should also have to pay you
fair compensation. In both cases, the
private property owner is being asked
to sacrifice his land for the public
good. It would not be fair to force the
unfortunate landowner to shoulder the
entire burden.

Too often today, that is just what
happens—American families, farmers,
and businessowners are stripped of pri-
vate property by Government regula-
tions. But, unlike with condemnation,
these forgotten Americans are never
compensated.

The Private Property Protection Act
of 1995 would put an end to condemna-
tion without compensation. I urge my
colleagues to stand up for these forgot-
ten Americans and support this legisla-
tion.
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