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Partnership Act, which the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER) and I have
been working on, would provide fami-
lies with an affordable, accessible, and
quality option for child care for our
youngest children.

The bill really focuses on children be-
tween the ages of zero and six. It ear-
marks funds within the child care and
development block grant for States to
fund local education agencies which
choose to provide full-day, year-round,
school-based child care for children age
zero to six. What we are looking for is
a seamless system of childhood, early
childhood education, because what we
have found is that sometimes we have
a child care system over here with
some child care centers and lots of in-
home care, and then over here we have
an education institution which really
does not begin until the ages of 5 or 6.

What we need to do is create, for
those States that want it, complete
flexibility, complete choice, the option
of funding some child care in a school-
based setting for a wide variety of rea-
sons. It can be cheaper because the fa-
cilities are already provided. It can be
quality, because the playground is al-
ready there and more resources can go
into the care givers.

So that is why we did this work, that
is why we put this bill together.

I thank the gentleman from Arkan-
sas for all his work on this bill.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
describe a situation in one town when
I first started thinking about this idea,
in Pangburn, Arkansas in White Coun-
ty. White County is where Harding
University is, if you are familiar with
that college. About 12 years ago the su-
perintendent of the school board there
decided that they had a need for child
care. They had an industry there.
There was no profit or nonprofit groups
that had come in with child care and so
they took an old building on the cam-
pus and converted it into quality child
care that begins at 6 weeks. It is now a
model for what can be done in a State
if a school district chooses to.

I wanted to say a couple things. First
of all, one of the things I like about
this plan is it is completely local con-
trol. It is an elected school board that
can decide to participate or not to par-
ticipate in applying for these grants.
Also the way we have crafted the bill,
it does provide some money there that
the money could be used to help build
the facility, a quality child care facil-
ity.
f

MORE ON CHILD CARE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to continue this dialogue just a
little bit longer and start with a few
remarks, and then I will yield back to
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER) again.

One of the things I found is that for
families with more than one child,
transportation issues can really be a

headache because they have got one
child in school, another child going to
child care somewhere else in the city
or town. And if they can drop their
children off at one place, life is sim-
pler. And some school-based programs
extend the use of school bus services to
children participating in child care
programs.

I think this is a new direction for
child care and education in this coun-
try. It is not going on everywhere, but
it is going on in my district in Maine.
It is going on in Arkansas. It is going
on in a number of places around the
country. Some families, some parents
tell me that when a school vacation
comes or summer vacation comes, it is
really hard to find a place for our kids
to go. We do not want to leave them at
home watching television all the time.
We want someplace where they will be
motivated, interested, and have some
programs that are helpful to them. The
programs that would be eligible under
this bill are full-day, year-round pro-
grams. So they would be targeted at
schools that will stay open during
school vacations for the purposes of
providing child care, and they will stay
open during the summers for the pur-
poses of providing child care.

Quality school-based care programs
utilize existing resources in that
school, such as arts supplies, sports
equipment, playgrounds and so on. And
it really gives school employees and so-
cial service agencies a way to enhance
the quality of the programs that they
provide.

I believe that school-based care
makes logical sense for both school-
aged children as well as preschool chil-
dren. I believe firmly that if we do not
deal with the issues that kids have be-
tween zero and six, if we do not pay at-
tention to that age group, we are miss-
ing a chance to help kids get off on the
right foot. What we need is the na-
tional will to leave no child behind and
the resources to make that happen. I
believe that a country that can support
the salaries of players in the NBA and
the NFL and major league baseball can
take better care of its kids.

So I rise today to challenge my col-
leagues to commit to policies and prac-
tices that reflect the importance of
those early years in a child’s life. Our
mission is simple: Leave no child be-
hind.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER) because the
Education Child Care Partnership Act
has been a partnership between our of-
fices, and we now can look forward to
having other Members of this body sup-
port it.

I yield to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. SNYDER) for concluding com-
ments.

Mr. SNYDER. First of all, anyone in-
volved in child care recognizes there
has been tremendous work done by
other entities. We do not see this as
being a competition. We actually
would only see school boards stepping
in if there was not quality child care
going on in their communities. So
there is always going to be a place for

the profit-making ventures, the non-
profit churches that have child care for
Head Start. This is not intended at all
to be competing with those. But when
you have communities, particularly in
rural areas, that do not have any of
those options available or the options
there are are not meeting the need, I
think this gives a community another
option through their local officials
with completely local control. Also
just the quality aspect of it. I was vis-
iting one school one day that had an
early childhood program connected to
a school building. The kids were taken
down to the science lab when there was
a teachers’ break from other classes
and these little kids, little toddlers,
were getting little science demonstra-
tions there in the high school science
lab. So there are tremendous opportu-
nities for a community to put together
a program. We are intending this grant
money to be start-up money to help
the schools meet the needs in their
communities for quality child care.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. WISE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WISE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

THE MINIMUM WAGE INCREASE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers in the Congress recently released a
report, ‘‘Making Work Pay,’’ by the
Economic Policy Institute which ex-
amined the impact of the increase in
the minimum wage in the 104th Con-
gress to $5.15.

This report was most encouraging,
concluding that increasing the income
of the working poor was good for them
and good for the Nation’s economy.
These report findings give strong sup-
port for a further increase in the mini-
mum wage. As some are aware, there is
legislation to increase the minimum
wage to $6.15 an hour by the year 2000.
We should consider this legislation this
year.

The last increase was during the
104th Congress by 90 cents over 2 years,
from $4.25 to $5.15. The last time the
wage was increased by Congress before
the 104th Congress was 1991.

Since 1991, the minimum wage re-
mained constant while the cost of liv-
ing rose 11 percent. That is the cost for
food, the cost for transportation, cost
for shelter and energy to heat our
homes.

A single mother supporting two kids
at a minimum wage makes $10.70, $2,600
below the poverty line. The report
demonstrates that raising the mini-
mum wage benefits primarily adult
workers. The report indicates that al-
most three-fourths, that is 71 percent
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of all minimum wage workers are
adults over the age of 20. In addition,
nearly two-thirds, 58 percent of those
adult persons are women. Also it is
twice as likely that the minimum wage
worker will be from rural communities
than from urban communities.

We also know that greater than one-
third, 36 percent of all minimum wage
workers are the sole wage earner in a
family.

b 2015

Fifty-eight percent of all poor chil-
dren have parents who work full time.
More than 4 million individuals worked
at or below the minimum wage in 1993,
and another 9.2 million earned just
above the minimum wage.

The report indicates that some 10
million low-wage workers benefited
from the last minimum wage increase,
ten million.

Increasing the minimum wage goes a
long way towards helping the millions
of working poor in this country. An in-
crease of $1 in the minimum wage is an
additional $2,000 for a minimum-wage
worker working full time year round.

Other recent studies on Federal and
State minimum wage reform have
shown that an increase in the mini-
mum wage can occur without having
any adverse effect on employment. A
higher minimum wage can make it
easier for employers to fill vacancies
and may decrease employee turnover.

A recent survey of employment prac-
tices in North Carolina, after the 1991
minimum wage increase, found that
there was no significant drop in em-
ployment and no measurable increase
in food prices. The survey also found
that workers’ wages actually increased
by more than the required change.

In another study, the State of New
Jersey raised its minimum wage to
$5.05, while Pennsylvania kept its mini-
mum wage at $4.25. The research found
that the number of low-wage workers
in New Jersey actually increased with
an increase in the wage, while those in
Pennsylvania remained the same.

A report as of January 1998 showed
that the employment in the fast-food
industry increased by 11 percent in
Pennsylvania and by 2 percent in New
Jersey after the 1996 increase. They
said that would not happen, an actual
increase in the number of workers in
the fast-food industry.

The best welfare reform is a job at a
livable wage. Raising the minimum
wage would make it easier for people to
find an entry-level job that pays better
than a government subsidy and creates
a strong incentive to choose work over
welfare.

In 1993, there were 117,000 workers in
the State of North Carolina that were
working at below the minimum wage.

The American public supports a min-
imum wage increase. National polls
have found that close to two-thirds of
all Americans favor increasing the
minimum wage.

Job growth in America is the lowest
where the gap between the incomes at

the top and the lowest level is the
greatest, so when we have such a great
disparity, we also have a low rate of
job growth. Increasing the minimum
wage goes a long way towards closing
the gap, helping to create jobs rather
than reducing jobs.

This important report, when com-
bined with other empirical data, is
clear evidence that, indeed, it is good
for people and good for our economy.
f

INDIA’S NUCLEAR TESTS: A CALL
FOR INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR
DISARMAMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from American
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
India conducted three underground nu-
clear tests in its Pokhran Range with a
combined force of up to 20 kilotons. Al-
though the Indian Government claims
the underground explosions did not re-
sult in radioactive fallout, the fallout
from the international community has
been incendiary, marked by protests
and condemnation.

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that India’s
return to nuclear weapons testing is
highly regrettable, as it threatens sta-
bility not only in south Asia, but the
whole world, and this latest action by
India clearly undercuts nuclear non-
proliferation efforts around the world.

While these developments with India
are unfortunate, Mr. Speaker, many
would find India’s actions to be both
understandable as well as predictable.
In refusing to join in the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty and Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, India has long ar-
gued that the treaties are discrimina-
tory and clearly one-sided because they
maintain and perpetuate a world of nu-
clear haves and have-nots, a world
where five nuclear nations clearly have
distinctive advantages over all other
countries.

To remedy this inequality, India has
rightfully called for global nuclear dis-
armament and verifiable arrangements
for the elimination of nuclear weapons
arsenals by the superpowers.

Since its 1974 test, as a sign of good
faith, India has forgone nuclear weap-
ons testing. For almost 21⁄2 decades,
India has demonstrated nuclear re-
straint, while five nuclear nations, the
United States, Russia, France, Great
Britain and China, have conducted
scores of tests in the face of worldwide
disapproval.

Now, Mr. Speaker, citing legitimate
security concerns with nuclear-armed
China and Pakistan’s close alliance
with Beijing, it is not surprising that
India has chosen to exercise the nu-
clear option. Because of this, there is
fear now that Pakistan may follow suit
and test a nuclear device of its own.

Mr. Speaker, the only way to stop
this spiraling proliferation of nuclear
weapons around the world is for the nu-
clear nations to take responsibility and

set an example. How can the United
States and the other four members of
the nuclear club continue to argue and
to urge other countries to forgo nu-
clear weapons while reserving the right
to keep our own nuclear weapons for
ready use? If this is not the height of
hypocrisy, Mr. Speaker, I do not know
what is.

To put it another way, Mr. Speaker,
this is like having the five nuclear na-
tions tell India to tie its legs and hands
by not becoming a member of the nu-
clear club, and any time China feels
like threatening India with its nuclear
arsenal, it is perfectly all right because
it is within the spirit of the Non-
proliferation Treaty.

With the Cold War over, it is mad-
ness, Mr. Speaker, that the United
States and Russia alone still have over
5,000 nuclear missiles poised to fire
within seconds at each other or any
other country that may pose a threat
and, still, over 15,000 more warheads on
operational alert. In total, over 36,000
nuclear bombs threaten the existence
of this planet.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that the nu-
clear powers negotiate a nuclear weap-
ons convention that requires the
phased elimination of all nuclear weap-
ons within a time frame incorporating
proper verification and enforcement
provisions.

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, the former
commander of the U.S. Strategic Air
Command, General Lee Butler, and a
former Supreme Commander of all
NATO forces, General Andrew
Goodpaster, representing a group of 60
retired generals and admirals, have
concluded the only way to end a nu-
clear threat is to eliminate nuclear
weapons worldwide. As General Butler
has stated, and I quote,

Proliferation cannot be contained in a
world where a handful of self-appointed na-
tions both arrogate to themselves the privi-
lege of owning nuclear weapons, and extol
the ultimate security assurances they assert
such weapons convey.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the United
States to show real leadership as the
only true superpower in the world. We
have no match for our military capa-
bilities, both in terms of conventional
or nuclear weapons resistance. From a
position of strength, it is incumbent
that we have the courage envisioned to
initiate negotiations for the elimi-
nation of all nuclear weapons by the
nuclear powers to free the world of this
threat.

Mr. Speaker, if we fail to do so, it is
clear that the example of India’s test-
ing yesterday will herald the beginning
of a new chapter of nuclear prolifera-
tion that will inevitably result in a nu-
clear tragedy of unimaginable suffer-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
three articles relating to the topic I
have been speaking on this evening.
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