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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. ADERHOLT).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 28, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROBERT B.
ADERHOLT to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 2989. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of Transportation and
Treasury, and independent agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2004, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 2989) ““An Act making ap-
propriations for the Departments of
Transportation and Treasury, and inde-
pendent agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2004, and for
other purposes,” requests a conference
with the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and
appoints Mr. SHELBY, Mr. SPECTER, Mr.
BOND, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. CAMPBELL,
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. DEWINE, Mr.
BROWNBACK, Mr. STEVENS, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. BYRD, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
REID, Mr. KOHL, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. DOR-
GAN, and Mr. INOUYE to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following

titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 1146. An act to implement the rec-
ommendations of the Garrison Unit Joint
Tribal Advisory Committee by providing au-
thorization for the construction of a rural
health care facility on the Fort Berthold In-
dian Reservation, North Dakota.

S. 1194. An act to foster local collabora-
tions which will ensure that resources are ef-
fectively and efficiently used within the
criminal and juvenile justice systems.

S. 1768. An act to extend the national flood
insurance program.

—————

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY).

————

ECONOMY ON THE MOVE

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican economy in the third quarter of
this year gave more indications than
ever that we have finally pulled our-
selves out of the so-called ‘“‘bin Laden
slump.”

And thanks to the hard work, resil-
iency, and ingenuity of the American
people, the economy is growing at
higher than expected rates, creating
jobs, and spurring new investment.

The stock market is up. Jobless
claims are down, and companies’ earn-
ings are roaring past projections,
meaning that Americans saving for re-
tirement are strengthening their re-
tirement security.

But perhaps the leading economic in-
dicator in the United States today is

the Democrat Party’s desperate at-
tempt to change the subject. Demo-
crats’ recent silence about the econ-
omy is understandable, for the rebound
has not only taken away one of their
principal political messages, it has also
demonstrated the wisdom of President
Bush’s economic agenda, which we
have passed over the last 3 years.

But just as the economy has re-
sponded positively to President Bush’s
proposals to lower taxes, encourage in-
vestment, and instill fiscal discipline,
it would react negatively to those poli-
cies if they were reversed.

The budget-busting spending pro-
grams and crippling tax-hike proposals
now in favor among the minority
would spell disaster for the recovery.
They would cost us jobs and stifle inno-
vation, investment, and growth. The
lost revenues would put a drain on the
national treasury as we move forward
to win the war on terror, maintain fis-
cal accountability, and meet the
emerging needs of American seniors.

Only through the kind of growth that
our job-creation tax relief measures
have spurred will we be able to afford
all these priorities.

There is much more to be done. But
the most important item on the eco-
nomic agenda is to check Democrat
tax-and-spend plans to hamstring the
recovery. Now that the economy is
moving again, we have got to build on
that momentum with a job-creating
energy bill, fiscally responsible spend-
ing bills, and further success in the war
on terror.

We have made our Nation safer and
stronger since 9-11, and thanks to the
leadership of President Bush, that se-
curity has brought us renewed pros-
perity. And one does not need to take
my word for it, Mr. Speaker. Just lis-
ten to the sounds of the Democrat si-
lence.
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IN SUPPORT OF FLOOD
INSURANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, as
we have watched the terrible news
coming from Southern California, our
hearts go out to the thousands of fami-
lies that have been displaced. Lives
have been disrupted, and in some cases
people have died. It is much too early
to make judgments about what we
could do to reduce that suffering and
loss. We do not fully know really what
happened there yet and why.

But it is important for us to reflect
on other areas where we can act to help
make our families safer. In our history
the greatest loss from natural disaster
has been from flooding, and here we
can do something about it.

Floods are our most destructive nat-
ural hazard. Since the 1990’s, flood
losses have doubled to over $6 billion a
year, and hundreds of lives have been
lost. This House, before we adjourn for
the year, has the opportunity to reau-
thorize the Flood Insurance Program
to help make a difference.

This program was created in 1968 to
help people who are in flood-prone
areas, authored by some people who
knew about floods for example, the late
Hale Boggs from Louisiana. Prior to
that time, insurance companies gen-
erally did not offer insurance to people
in these high-risk areas because of the
uncertainty that has been involved.
Since we authorized the National Flood
Insurance Program, it has, in fact,
been quite successful. By the year 2000,
there have been $10 billion paid out in
claims to some almost 4% million pol-
icy holders. Even more important, it
has provided incentives to do some-
thing about the problem for people who
are in harm’s way. We have provided
mapping, incentives, things that send
the right signals to people to protect
themselves in the first place.

I have seen it make a difference in
my hometown of Portland, Oregon. We
were encouraged, because of the Flood
Insurance Program, to do some flood
proofing of the community from the
beginning; and, in fact, we were able, in
the year 2001, to be classified at a class
6. We had the seventh highest classi-
fication rating in the country. It re-
sulted in a 20 percent reduction in the
flood insurance rate. But more impor-
tant, it enabled our community to be
more flood resistent, and we have sur-
vived of late some serious flooding,
which in times past would have done
much damage and perhaps loss of life,
relatively unscathed.

Now with the reauthorization of the
Flood Insurance Program, we have an
opportunity to help another class of
people, those who are involved with re-
petitive flood loss in areas where year
after year after year people are flooded
out. Repetitive flood loss properties are
less than 1 percent of the cases nation-
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ally, but account for 25 percent of the
losses each year. And this repetitive
flood loss costs everybody because it
increases the likelihood of natural dis-
aster, more losses, and putting more
people in harm’s way while boosting
the flood insurance rates for everybody
else.

Our bill that is coming forward would
help everybody before rather than after
the fact. It would, where cost-effective
for the insurance program, provide
funding to communities to make an
offer of flood mitigation, to elevate the
home, to flood-proof it. In cases where
that is not feasible, to help people relo-
cate, giving them money to move
someplace else, at a very favorable
match ratio, 75 percent of the money
picked up by the Federal Government.
In those States where there is even
more flood loss, it would be an even
more favorable ratio, 90 percent Fed-
eral money.

If people felt that they, for whatever
reason, did not want to flood-proof
their property or they did not want to
relocate, they are under no obligation
to do so. They would simply pay the
full cost of their Flood Insurance Pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, this is a simple, solid,
common sense approach. It is a refine-
ment in the Flood Insurance Program
to help make it financially sound and
eliminate up to $700 million of cost
shift or shortfall. If we can avoid just
one 10 percent rate increase, it would
save the average policy holder, all 4%
million of them, $40 a year, every year,
a total of $160 million a year in per-
petuity. Most important, it would be a
change for people’s lives, helping them
move out of harm’s way so we do not
have these tragic reports in the news.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port the flood insurance reform as it
comes forward this next month.

———

SPENDING IS THE REASON FOR
DEFICITS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, | want-
ed to bring to my colleagues’ attention
a recent Washington Post article re-
garding deficits. What | found refresh-
ing in this article is that it highlights
the true reason behind deficits, that is,
excessive Federal Government spend-
ing.

I realize there have been some dif-
ficult choices since September 11, 2001.
As we fight the war on terrorism in
Iraq, Afghanistan, and other areas that
harbor terrorists, we obviously have to
increase spending on defense, and | do
not think many people would disagree
with that, that it is necessary.

However, as any individual or busi-
ness leader will tell us, when one has to
increase spending in one area, they
normally hold or decrease spending in
another area. That, the Federal Gov-
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ernment should realize, is basic Eco-
nomics 101.

The biggest misconception about
deficits is that by themselves they
threaten the economy’s long-term vi-
tality. Not necessarily true. The real
threat is rising government spending.
The reason is simple. Government
spending must be paid for by either
taxes or borrowing, a deficit. If spend-
ing rises too high, economic growth
may suffer from either steeper taxes or
heftier deficits. Spending, Mr. Speaker,
is the real culprit.

Robert Samuelson, in his article,
notes ‘‘since 1961, the Federal Govern-
ment has run deficits in all but 5 years.
Over that same period, the Gross Do-
mestic Product has expanded by almost
a factor of four.”

So we see that the real problem is ex-
cessive spending. The Federal Govern-
ment does not have its own money to
freely spend. It either taxes or borrows
the money needed to fund its myriad of
programs, many of which have long
outlived their usefulness, if they had
any to begin with.

Yet we continue to spend. In fact,
over the past 5 years, the government
has increased spending by $586 billion.
Spending is now just over 20 percent of
the Gross Domestic Product. In fact, it
is spending, combined with the 2001 re-
cession, that reduced over three-quar-
ters of the previous budget surplus.

Unfortunately, we are going to see
additional pressure to increase spend-
ing in the future. Baby boomers will be
retiring. We are adding a new prescrip-
tion drug benefit to Medicare, and we
will need to continue funding the war
on terrorism. And that is precisely why
we need to control Federal spending
here in Congress.

Samuelson notes that these future
spending pressures will result in three
choices: raise taxes; borrow funds, def-
icit spending; or cut benefits to certain
programs. Obviously, all of these
choices are difficult.

There is another way, Mr. Speaker,
and that is to hold down Federal spend-
ing and attack waste, fraud, and abuse
in this spending. We must also have a
Balanced Budget Amendment. It is
much easier to hold spending to a min-
imum if the law obligates us to do so.
Clearly, we as a body have not shown
sufficient restraint in holding or reduc-
ing spending in meaningful ways.

The second measure is to realisti-
cally attack waste, fraud, and abuse
here in government. The Heritage
Foundation notes: ‘“‘If congressional
waste cutters had reduced mandatory
spending by just 1 percent in 1980, tax-
payers would have saved $190 billion
through 2003, more than $2,000 per
household.”

The 2004 Budget Resolution called for
a 1 percent cut in programs to be iden-
tified by targeting waste, fraud, and
abuse. That is an important step both
for this year and for future years. How-
ever, we should not stop just at 1 per-
cent. The Medicare program alone
could be spared up to $150 billion over
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10 years if we effectively could target
waste, fraud, and abuse.

Mr. Speaker, our constituents are ex-
pecting fiscal restraint. They under-
stand that concept much better, it
seems, than even the Federal Govern-
ment. They understand it from both a
business and an individual family
standpoint. The recession forced Amer-
icans to curb their spending at home.
Businesses curbed their spending to
hold down costs. They understood that
ever over-spending would result in se-
vere problems in the future.

Short-term deficits will not harm our
economy. In fact, our economy is im-
proving. However, if we continue to fol-
low an alarming increase in Federal
spending, the government will be faced
with much more difficult choices in the
future and with much more dire con-
sequences.

We must, Mr. Speaker, maintain fis-
cal discipline and hold down this Fed-
eral spending.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 46
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

——

[ 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. STEARNS) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Over the weekend, Jews of this coun-
try again kept holy the Sabbath, Chris-
tians celebrated their discipleship in
Jesus, and Muslims began the great
fast and spiritual renewal of Ramadan.

Lord God, we rejoice in oneness of
Abrahamic faith as it finds living ex-
pression in our time across this coun-
try. In our pluralistic society, help us,
Lord, to respect one another and come
to a deeper understanding of each
other.

By your living Spirit, You can awak-
en in all our hearts new insights born
of our religious traditions that will en-
lighten the issues of life and justice
which confound us.

Enable us to walk by faith into the
future. Guide our President and the
Members of Congress, that in them
faith, loving compassion, and the com-
mitment to justice will bring light and
hope to an uncertain world. We rely on
You, O Lord, now and forever. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

WELCOMING THE ROMANIAN
PRESIDENT TO AMERICA

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today to welcome Ro-
manian President lon lliescu to Wash-
ington, and | look forward to person-
ally meeting him tonight. He is meet-
ing with President Bush, Secretary of
State Colin Powell, and other Amer-
ican officials during his trip.

President lliescu’s Romania has be-
come one of America’s greatest allies
on the war on terrorism, standing side
by side with the United States in Af-
ghanistan and now in Irag. In what is a
truly multinational effort, at least 600
Romanian troops are in Iraq working
with American forces and military
from at least 27 other nations.

The Romanian people have a clear
understanding of what is at risk in the
war on terrorism, as they have a fresh
perspective on freedom and liberty.
They also know the importance of re-
development in Iraq, as they have re-
built their own country over top of the

rubble of the former dictator
Ceausescu’s regime, emerging from
communist totalitarianism into new

candidacy for NATO membership.

I join all my colleagues in welcoming
a true friend, Romanian President lon
Iliescu, to America.

In conclusion, God bless our troops.

———

HOUSE LEADERSHIP BLOCKING
ARMED FORCES TAX FAIRNESS
ACT

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

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, it is
shameful that the House Republican
leadership has passed a $230,000 tax
break this year for people making over
$1 million in dividend income, but that
same leadership has bottled up for 7
months the Armed Forces Tax Fairness
Act.

The House and Senate passed this bill
unanimously in March. It seems the
House Republican leadership objects to
the fact that the Senate paid for the
bill by closing the egregious tax loop-
hole that lets Benedict Arnolds re-
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nounce their American citizenship in
order to avoid paying American taxes.

It is outrageous that the Speaker of
the House, the gentleman from lllinois
(Mr. HASTERT), and the majority lead-
er, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), seem to be more interested in
protecting the Benedict Arnolds who
turn their backs on America than help-
ing patriotic Americans who are fight-
ing for our country in time of war.

It is insulting that the House leader-
ship says today that we have time to
rename three post offices in bills
today, but they do not have time to
schedule a final vote on the Armed
Forces Tax Fairness Act. | believe
military families and veterans all
across America will be deeply offended
if Congress finishes its work this year
without passing the Armed Forces Tax
Fairness Act.

————

FAILURE IS NOT AN OPTION

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

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, this
House continues to conduct an essen-
tial debate over our Nation’s policy in
Irag. Nevertheless, meeting the Iraqi
people and hearing their story first-
hand invoked an old adage with respect
to those who offer armchair criticism:
talk is cheap.

In the aftermath of the first Gulf War
12 years ago, we encouraged the Iraqgi
people to rise up against their brutal
dictator. Then we left them to
Saddam’s murderous designs. While
this decision may have made sense in
terms of U.N. resolutions and inter-
national opinion, it amounted to a be-
trayal of the Iraqi people.

The blood, sacrifice, and heroism of
our troops over the last 7 months have
once again forged a bond of trust. In
the faces of the lIraqgis with whom |
met, | witnessed a new hope that has
not only demonstrated the success of
our plan; it testified to the justice of
our cause.

Mr. Speaker, regardless of one’s opin-
ion about the rationale for this war,
one truth remains: to turn back now,
to betray the lragi people once again
will only embolden the terrorists. Let
us not debate whether we will produce
a free prosperous and peaceful Irag.
Failure is not an option.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.
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REAUTHORIZING CERTAIN SCHOOL
LUNCH AND CHILD NUTRITION
PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL YEAR
2004

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3232) to reauthorize certain
school lunch and child nutrition pro-
grams for fiscal year 2004, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3232

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION.

(a) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN MILITARY Hous-
ING ALLOWANCES.—Section 9(b)(7) of the
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch
Act (42 U.S.C. 1758(b)(7)) is amended by in-
serting ‘“‘and through March 31, 2004’ after
““and 2003"".

(b) CHILD AND ADULT CARE FooD PRO-
GRAM.—Section 17(a)(2)(B)(i) of the Richard
B. Russell National School Lunch Act (42
U.S.C. 1766(a)(2)(B)(i1)) is amended by striking
““September 30, 2003”" and inserting ‘“March
31, 2004,

(c) REIMBURSEMENT TO STATES UNDER COM-
MODITY DISTRIBUTION PROGRAMS.—Section
15(e) of the Commodity Distribution Reform
Act and WIC Amendments of 1987 (7 U.S.C.
612c note; Public Law 100-237) is amended by
striking ‘‘October 1, 2003 and inserting
“April 1, 2004".

(d) FUNDING MAINTENANCE OF COMMODITY
DISTRIBUTION PROGRAMS.—Section 14(a) of
the Richard B. Russell National School
Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1762a(a)) is amended by
striking ““‘September 30, 2003 and inserting
““March 31, 2004"".

(e) SUMMER FOOD SERVICE PROGRAM FOR
CHILDREN.—

(1) Section 13(q) of the Richard B. Russell
National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1761(q))
is amended by striking ‘‘the fiscal year be-
ginning’ and all that follows through ‘‘Octo-
ber 1, 2003’ and inserting ‘‘the period begin-
ning October 1, 1977, and ending March 31,
2004,

(2) Section 18(f)(2) of the Richard B. Russell
National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C.
1769(f)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘of fiscal
years 2001 through 2003’ and inserting ‘‘be-
ginning October 1, 2000, and ending March 31,
2004,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3232.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware?

There was no objection.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to support bipar-
tisan legislation that extends certain
child nutrition provisions through
March 31 of 2004. This extension is vital
to ensure that low-income children
have access to safe and nutritious food
in school, after school, and during the
summer months.
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Members of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce in the House
and of the Committee on Agriculture
in the Senate are busy preparing legis-
lation to reauthorize and improve all
the child nutrition programs included
in the Child Nutrition and the Richard
B. Russell National School Lunch acts.
Included in these acts are: the National
School Lunch and Breakfast Programs,
WIC, and the Child and Adult Care
Food, After School Snack, and Summer
Food Service Programs. These pro-
grams are a critical part of our Na-
tion’s effort to ensure that needy chil-
dren in America do not go hungry.

I have been pleased with the progress
made in preparing a reauthorization
bill for introduction. Despite our
progress, however, committee members
do not want to draft such important
legislation in haste and so need addi-
tional time to ensure that any changes
to the current law best serve the inter-
ests of the children whom these pro-
grams are intended to reach. The ex-
tensions included in this legislation
can assure us that millions of needy
children will not lose access to meals
and snacks that are needed for their
healthy growth and development and
academic success in school.

Millions of children, including many
whose mothers and fathers serve in
America’s armed services, rely on these
programs each day. Without this legis-
lation, many children who reside with
their parents in privatized military
housing would lose the benefit of free
or reduced-price school meals. In Dela-
ware, approximately 250 children will
benefit from this extension, and up to
100,000 children nationwide. Taking
these subsidies from children when
many of their mothers and fathers are
fighting for our Nation’s security at
home and abroad would have a dev-
astating effect on these families.

This legislation also would continue
the availability of healthy meals and
snacks to low-income children enrolled
in for-profit child care centers. Addi-
tionally, this legislation would allow
schools, churches, and community or-
ganizations to operate Summer Food
Service Program sites and in 14 States
to continue special pilot programs that
reduce paperwork and thereby increase
the number of disadvantaged children
who receive free meals and snacks dur-
ing the summer months.

Mr. Speaker, these are just a few rea-
sons why H.R. 3232 should be approved
today with unanimous support. The
child nutrition provisions that would
be extended through this legislation
benefit America’s most vulnerable chil-
dren. It is our duty as lawmakers to
ensure that these at-risk children and
their families can continue to receive
the benefits for which they have been
deemed eligible until the Congress can
complete its work on legislation reau-
thorizing both the Child Nutrition Act
and the Richard B. Russell National
School Lunch Act.

I conclude by asking my fellow col-
leagues to please join me in support of
H.R. 3232.
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Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

I am pleased to join the chairman,
the gentleman from Delaware (Mr.
CASTLE), in urging passage of H.R. 3232
to ensure that the authority for impor-
tant child nutrition programs does not
expire before the House leadership
makes the time to debate these most
important issues in the committee and
on the floor.

I do hope, however, that when the
time comes for the real reauthorization
of child nutrition, we can work to-
gether in this same bipartisan way to
make sure every eligible infant and
child in this Nation has access to nu-
tritious food: at home, through the
WIC program; in child care, through
the Child and Adult Food program; in
school, through the School Breakfast
and Lunch programs; during out-of-
school time, through After-School and
Summer programs; and in homeless
and domestic violence shelters.

Even modest investments in the child
nutrition programs will reduce hunger
and improve children’s health, their
well-being, and their educational suc-
cess.

Healthy children are the best invest-
ment we can make in this Nation’s fu-
ture. Unfortunately, too many children
in America are hungry. The 2003 key
national indicators of children’s well-
being reports that nearly 46 percent of
American children who live in poverty
were in food-insecure households,
households that reported difficulty in
obtaining enough food and increased
use of emergency food sources result-
ing in reduced food intake and result-
ing in hunger.

At the same time, too many Amer-
ican children are at risk because they
are obese. Childhood obesity rates in
America have tripled over the past 20
years, resulting in children suffering
from the early onset of such tradi-
tional adult diseases as hypertension,
diabetes, and heart disease.

This week, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and I, as
well as other Democratic members of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, will be introducing a bill
that increases access to the child nu-
trition programs and sets the stage for
improving the nutritional quality of
the foods available to children during
the school day. Our bill establishes a
Federal policy of ““do no harm’ to en-
sure that no eligible children are
pushed off school food programs. It also
eliminates the reduced-price category
and increases direct certification so
that more children are eligible for free
school meals.

The Democratic childs nutrition bill
also makes it easier for new moms and
their babies to participate in the WIC
program.

By calling on experts from the Insti-
tute of Medicine to develop nutrition
standards for the foods sold in competi-
tion with school meals, the Democratic
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child nutrition meal will make it easi-
er for schools to offer students healthy
foods everywhere on school grounds.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle have other ideas on child nu-
trition reauthorization as well. The
money is there to fund all of these
ideas if the administration and the
Congress want to do it. If we can afford
to reconstruct Iraq, if we can afford tax
cuts for the wealthiest Americans, and
tax breaks to offshore corporations, we
can afford to feed hungry American
children and help them eat healthy
food.
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I look forward to working with the
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE)
and all of my colleagues to expand and
improve the child nutrition programs.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further speakers, and | reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3232 and in support of making nutri-
tious food available to our Nation’s
poor and low-income children and not
to leave any hungry child behind.

The National School Lunch Program
is just one step in developing our chil-
dren into the prosperous, successful in-
dividuals we want them to become.
Poorly fed children have more dif-
ficulty learning, are less attentive in
class and suffer more chronic problems,
such as absenteeism and tardiness,
than children who are properly nour-
ished. According to the Food Research
and Action Center, proper nutrition
improves a child’s behavior, school per-
formance, and overall cognitive devel-
opment. All in all, properly nourished
children more actively participate in
the education experience, which bene-
fits them, their fellow students, and
the entire school community.

Studies have shown what we already
know, that healthy school meals play a
critical and positive role in students’
development and learning. According
to the United States Department of
Agriculture in 2000, 10.5 percent of all
households, representing 20 million
adults and 13 million children, were
considered food insecure due to a lack
of resources. In 2001, Illinois reported
9.2 percent of households to be food in-
secure, which represents 3,239,229 chil-
dren under the age of 18.

By making nutritious meals avail-
able to all school children, the Na-
tional School Lunch Program should
ensure us that every child who needs a
healthy meal can receive one. Unfortu-
nately, the plan does not yet do that.
In a State like Illinois and a city like
Chicago, where there are large numbers
of low-income people, poor children, we
need to make sure that we revise every
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plan and have every opportunity to
have nutritious meals for these individ-
uals without undue burden of paper-
work that sometimes would cause
them to be left out. | support this leg-
islation and hope that we are going to
make it easier to receive the benefit.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. MAJETTE).

Ms. MAJETTE. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time.

I rise today to stress the importance
of child nutrition and to support the
extension of these programs with the
passage of H.R. 3232. These programs
will be reauthorized today with little
fanfare. Their significance, however,
far exceeds the attention we will de-
vote to them.

The first time Congress authorized a
nutrition program for our children was
during the Great Depression in 1935. At
that time, millions of children came to
school unable to pay for their school
lunches. Malnutrition among children
was a national concern. Despite our
country’s poor economic conditions,
Congress realized that its first priority
must be to feed our Nation’s hungry
children. Today, child nutrition pro-
grams have been expanded, and they
represent the best of America because
after all, a hungry child cannot learn.

I am pleased to note that these pro-
grams are very successful in feeding
hungry children. In my home State of
Georgia, more than 600,000 children are
given financial support to purchase
much-needed lunch meals. For many, it
is the only meal they will have all day.
There are more than 300,000 children
who also participate in the subsidized
School Breakfast Program in Georgia.

Since the National School Lunch Act
was first enacted in 1946, attention to
the nutritional value of these school
lunches has steadily increased. We
have learned that poor nutrition leads
to impaired cognitive development and
reduced school performance. That is
why successful Head Start programs
point to good nutrition as a necessary
element to teach our neediest children.
We cannot teach our children without
first giving them the essential nutri-
tion so vital to their ability to learn.

Despite the renewed focus on nutri-
tion, we are in the midst of a public
health crisis in terms of obesity. Near-
ly 30 percent of adults and 15 percent of
children in our Nation are now cat-
egorized as obese. With obesity comes
the increased risk of high blood pres-
sure, diabetes, insomnia and other
health-related difficulties; and the
medical costs associated with this cri-
sis are estimated to be as much as $100
billion per year. So it is clear that we
need to act now to curb this crisis.

Although most Americans know eat-
ing more fruits and vegetables is a nec-
essary part of maintaining good nutri-
tion, just last week a new study found
that more than 40 percent of toddlers
in the Women, Infants, and Children, or
the WIC, program did not eat any fruit
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at all on the day of the survey. In fact,
the WIC program does not even provide
access to fruits and vegetables.

But, Mr. Speaker, there is hope. Last
week | visited East Lake Elementary
School in Atlanta and asked the fifth
grade class what they wanted to add to
their school lunch menu. They re-
quested Kkiwis, strawberries and plums.
They did not ask for cake or cookies,
so they understand the importance of
eating a variety of fruits and vegeta-
bles.

As Congress reauthorizes these pro-
grams, we must not forget their impor-
tance, and we must not forget that
they continue, and we continue, to feed
our hungry children. At the same time,
we must ensure that our child nutri-
tion programs move forward with a
new knowledge about what is best for
the health of our children.

Through these programs, we will
have the opportunity to teach our chil-
dren the eating habits that will allow
them to protect the