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thousands of young people in parts of
the rural south. And if it was happen-
ing in the rural south, it was certainly
also happening in many urban areas of
the country where poverty was preva-
lent.

Federal nutrition programs have
made a big difference in improving the
lives of needy children and their fami-
lies. These programs have given chil-
dren access to better diets, which, in
turn, has led to better health and a
greater ability to learn in school and
become productive citizens.

I have seen the results of the nutri-
tion programs in my own State. In
Georgia, more than 400,000 low-income
children per month receive benefit of
food stamps which help their families
purchase nutritious food. More than
200,000 Georgia children receive help for
school breakfasts and more than 450,000
receive help for school lunches.

These programs provide a vital safety
net. Last year, for example, the Food
Stamp Program provided emergency
help for many families who lost their
homes and their livelihoods in the
flooding which struck parts of the area
of Georgia | represent. Countless sto-
ries can be told of how nutrition pro-
grams have literally saved families
during times of emergency.

Some of the untested reform propos-
als being discussed in Congress would
threaten to slash nutrition funding for
school children, for mothers and in-
fants, for the elderly. If these programs
can be better managed, fine. But sim-
ply slashing the level of funding or cap-
ping it arbitrarily would inevitably
lead to increased hunger and all of the
suffering and costs that are associated
with poor nutrition. We can ill afford,
Mr. Speaker, to place the health and
well-being of our children, our econ-
omy and the country as a whole in
jeopardy by turning back the clock on
the gains that have been made over the
past half century.

Let us cut short the Republican plans
to cut short the nutrition programs so
vital to America’s women, infants,
children and seniors.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina [Mrs.
CLAYTON].

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, | was
just looking at this report from the
U.S. Department of Agriculture and
looked at the State of Georgia and
noted that over 108,000 persons will
have less nutrition than they have
now. These include school aged chil-
dren, pre-school children, as well as
school children in special programs.
That is 108,000 less in Georgia, and |
know the gentleman would be con-
cerned about that so | wanted to bring
that to his attention.

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, | am
happy the gentlewoman pointed that
out because | come from a district that
has some of the poorest counties any-
where in the United States, and we
have numerous individuals and fami-
lies that suffer from malnutrition, and
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we have low birth weight babies that
are born which ultimately has to be
paid for by Medicaid, and it is a lot
easier and a lot cheaper on society and
on our taxpayers if we pay for a $6,000
delivery as opposed to a $150,000 deliv-
ery with incubation for that low birth
weight baby.
Mrs. CLAYTON. I agree.

THE WIC PROGRAM IS WORKING

The SPEAKER. Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. STENHOLM] is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | have
spent all of my life in the food process-
ing end of the business. I have spent
the last 16 years of my life learning
more about the consuming side our
food industry. In the last few days |
have spent a lot of time talking to the
school lunch room administrators,
school superintendents back home in
my district, and they confirmed a be-
lief that | already had, that our school
lunch and breakfast programs are not
broken, and I am puzzled why some
seek to fix them.

But tonight | want to spend a few
minutes talking about a program that
I have become very supportive of, and
that is the WIC Program. When | first
heard of it, Mr. Speaker, | was support-
ive because it did one thing that was
sort of important. It fed children. But
4 years ago in the House Committee on
the Budget | had an experience of sit-
ting and listening to four CEOs of four
of the larger corporations of America
who had come before the Committee on
the Budget for one purpose that day,
and that was to convince us in the Con-
gress to fully fund the WIC Program,
not just 40 percent or, at that time, 30
percent, but to fully fund it, and | lis-
tened with quite a bit of attention and
some considerable interest. | listened
to those CEOs first say that they hire
tens of thousands of young men and
women every year to work for them in
their respective businesses, and they
had to retain 70 percent of all of those
who came to them, and they said, and
| paraphrase what they basically told
us that morning, but it was that at
first we looked at our school system,
we looked at our kindergartens, our
grade schools, our middle schools, our
high schools, our colleges, where we
were fumbling the ball, but the more
we looked, the more we came to the
conclusion that we were really fum-
bling the ball by not giving every child
born in America a healthy start. They
came to us that morning and suggested
that, if we had to cut anywhere, even
in feeding programs, to cut anywhere
other than the WIC program because
unless a child has a healthy start from
the womb through the first 3 or 4 years
of its life, that child will be a health
problem the rest of its life. With all
odds it will be an educational problem.
Eventually it will become a crime
problem, and we only have to remem-
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ber the discussions we have had in this
body not too long ago about how much
we are spending on crime.

Mr. Speaker, those were the words of
four CEOs, and those words should be
listened to with a great deal of interest
as we debate the priority settings that
are going to be necessary.

As my colleagues know, I, too, la-
ment the fact that we failed to pass the
balanced budget constitutional amend-
ment today. But even if we were spend-
ing only that amount of money that we
have today provided for us, not borrow-
ing $200 billion, | would still be here to-
night saying of the 1,300,000,000 we will
spend that we have that the WIC pro-
gram is one that we should, in fact, be
prioritizing, certainly not cutting. We
perhaps ought to be looking for ways in
which we could increase that program
because it is one of the better invest-
ments we could make.

We have already heard that every
dollar we spend on WIC provides from
$1.92 to $4.21 in Medicaid savings. Those
are demonstrated factual savings that
have been confirmed and reconfirmed
by so many who also believe in this
program.

So | commend the gentlewoman from
North Carolina [Mrs. CLAYTON] for get-
ting us together tonight and talking
about the need of taking another look,
and | would encourage my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle to take
another look at the feeding program
reductions, particularly though to take
a look at the idea or the suggestion
that WIC should be cut. | believe that,
if my colleagues will look at the facts
and not listen to only the whims of the
current desires, that they will find, as
I have done, and those four CEOs came
to the conclusion 4 years ago, the WIC
program is a good program, it is work-
ing, it needs to be increased in funding
if we possibly can find it, but it cer-
tainly does not need to be cut.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON].

Mr. KINGSTON. As the gentleman
has spent a considerable amount of
time trying to balance the budget, he
knows that the WIC program in the re-
scission bill is cut 2 percent, and the
money that was cut is money that the
WIC program is not using.

Mr. STENHOLM. Well, | do not know
that to be a fact. In fact, regardless of
the numbers that we might talk about,
et cetera, we are still only going to be
providing for what percent of the chil-
dren?

Mr. KINGSTON. Well, 2 percent of
the money that is being cut from WIC
represents money that the WIC pro-
gram was not using.

Mr. STENHOLM. But we are only
feeding 40 percent of the possible chil-
dren, so it would seem to me rather
than making that cut we ought to be
looking for ways to make the program
work better and reach out to the other
60 percent of the children that we are
not feeding.
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