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But here we go again. The Repub-

licans show that they aren’t listening 
and that they don’t really care about 
protecting the middle class. Today, Re-
publicans are going to spend their time 
in Washington helping speculators, 
speculators inflate gas prices and food 
prices, making sure that oil companies 
keep getting unnecessary tax breaks. 

The Agriculture appropriations bill 
to be considered today by the House is 
just another part of the Republican 
agenda to reward millionaires while 
leaving everybody else behind. 

Tucked away in the end of the appro-
priations bill we’ll consider today is a 
provision that would cut money for the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. Now what is the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission? It’s a cop 
on the beat. It’s a cop on the beat 
whose job it is to make sure that the 
speculators don’t drive up the price of 
commodities like gasoline, like food, 
like wheat, things like that. 

And at a time when the middle class 
is being squeezed by high gas prices, 
this is the wrong time to side with the 
millionaires and billionaires and 
against the American people. 

f 

TRICKLE-DOWN ECONOMICS DOES 
NOT WORK 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, the 90th anniversary of White Cas-
tle, the 25-cent hamburger I used to re-
member, it came in that little card-
board box. You could buy four of them 
for a dollar. The price has gone up now, 
but I’ve got a feeling if this Congress 
continues to do business like it has, we 
will be eating about two of those little, 
small hamburgers, for dinner every sin-
gle day. 

What they want to do, ladies and 
gentlemen, on the Republican side is to 
cut Medicare and gut Medicaid and do 
everything they can to take care of 
their wealthy patrons with another 
round of tax cuts. It’s like a drunken 
binge that they have been on with 
these tax cuts. 

Trickle-down economics, ladies and 
gentlemen, does not work. It has not 
trickled down. And, in fact, it has 
closed off to where all of the money 
stays up top. It never trickles down to 
the bottom. We have got to change 
that. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, June 14, 2011. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 

the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
June 14, 2011 at 10:38 a.m.: 

Appointments: 
Mexico-United States Interparliamentary 

Group. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS, 

Clerk. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
BELARUS—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 112–35) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the national emergency 
and related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons under-
mining democratic processes or insti-
tutions in Belarus are to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2011. 

The flawed December 2010 Presi-
dential election in Belarus and its 
aftermath—the harsh violence against 
peaceful demonstrators; the continuing 
detention, prosecution, and imprison-
ment of opposition Presidential can-
didates and others; and the continuing 
repression of independent media and 
civil society activists—all show that 
the Government of Belarus has taken 
steps backward in the development of 
democratic governance and respect for 
human rights. The actions and policies 
of the Government of Belarus and 
other persons to undermine Belarus 
democratic processes or institutions, 
to commit human rights abuses related 
to political repression, and to engage 
in public corruption pose a continuing 
unusual and extraordinary threat to 
the national security and foreign pol-
icy of the United States. For this rea-
son, I have determined that it is nec-
essary to continue the national emer-
gency declared to deal with this threat 
and the related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 14, 2011. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
MEXICO-UNITED STATES INTER-
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to 22 U.S.C. 276h, and the order of 

the House of January 5, 2011, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group: 

Mr. MACK, Florida 
Mr. NUNES, California 
Mr. BILBRAY, California 
Mr. CANSECO, Texas 

f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2021, JOBS 
AND ENERGY PERMITTING ACT 
OF 2011 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet the week of 
June 20 to grant a rule that could limit 
the amendment process for floor con-
sideration of H.R. 2021, the Jobs and 
Energy Permitting Act of 2011. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment must submit an electronic 
copy of the amendment and description 
via the committee’s Web site. Members 
must also submit 30 hard copies of the 
amendment, one copy of a brief expla-
nation of the amendment, and an 
amendment log-in form to the Rules 
Committee in room H–312 of the Cap-
itol by 5 p.m. on Monday, June 20, 2011. 
Both electronic and hard copies must 
be received by the date and time speci-
fied. 

Members should draft their amend-
ments to the text of the bill as ordered 
reported by the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce which is available on 
the Rules Committee Web site. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are drafted in the 
most appropriate format. Members 
should also check with the Office of the 
Parliamentarian, the Committee on 
the Budget, and the Congressional 
Budget Office to be certain their 
amendments comply with the rules of 
the House and the Congressional Budg-
et Act. If anyone has questions, they 
are asked to please contact the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2112, AGRICULTURE, 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FOOD 
AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2012 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 300 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 300 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2112) making 
appropriations for Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
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Related Agencies programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2012, and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. Points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply with 
clause 2 of rule XXI are waived except for 
sections 740, 741, 743, and 744. During consid-
eration of the bill for amendment, the chair 
of the Committee of the Whole may accord 
priority in recognition on the basis of wheth-
er the Member offering an amendment has 
caused it to be printed in the portion of the 
Congressional Record designated for that 
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-
ments so printed shall be considered as read. 
When the committee rises and reports the 
bill back to the House with a recommenda-
tion that the bill do pass, the previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 1 hour. 

b 1230 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, House Reso-

lution 300 provides for an open rule pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 2112, a 
bill which makes appropriations for 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, Republicans have of-
fered yet another open rule on this leg-
islation, something we did not see 
when Democrats were in the majority 
for 4 years. House Republicans are 
keeping their promise to the American 
people by submitting a bill that con-
tains no earmarks. House Republicans 
are keeping their promise to reduce 
spending and rein in the Federal deficit 
which threatens our very existence as a 
free country. This bill addresses many 
of the glaring inefficiencies of Wash-
ington by reducing wasteful and redun-
dant programs. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that, under 
the control of the liberal Democrats, 
kept growing and growing. In fiscal 
year 2008, this same bill had a price tag 

of $90.8 billion. One year later, fiscal 
year 2009, the liberal Democrats in-
creased spending by 14 percent to $103.3 
billion. And for fiscal year 2010, yet an-
other liberal hike in the cost of appro-
priations to the taxpayer to the tune of 
$125 billion, representing a whopping 21 
percent increase in spending. 

The liberals claim that any cuts in 
spending for any program covered by 
this bill drives more people into hun-
ger. Strange that they did not say that 
last year when these very same liberal 
Democrats cut $562 million from WIC 
so that they could spend it in unrelated 
matters. That is only one example of 
the lack of leadership, courtesy of our 
friends across the aisle. 

Lest we forget, it was their failed 
policies that ruined the economy when 
they were in charge of the power of the 
purse. Their habitual and unending 
spending increases have not helped the 
economy as they had promised but, 
rather, have saddled our children and 
grandchildren with outrageous debt to 
pay off. 

With better fiscal stewardship, our 
economy would be stronger and our 
country’s job creators would be able to 
provide the jobs that our Nation’s 
workforce is hungry for. According to 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, in Jan-
uary 2007—the month that the Demo-
crats took over Congress—unemploy-
ment was at 4.6 percent. Mr. Speaker, 
let me repeat that. According to the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, in January 
2007, the month the Democrats took 
over Congress, with a Republican 
President, unemployment was at 4.6 
percent. That number has nearly dou-
bled under the eyes of the liberal 
Democrats and the Obama administra-
tion. Last year, the Democrats failed 
to pass a budget or any appropriations 
bill. There has been a complete lack of 
leadership on their side of the aisle and 
at the White House. 

While it got very little publicity 
from the lame stream media, the Sen-
ate this year overwhelmingly rejected 
President Obama’s budget proposal on 
a unanimous vote of 97–0; unanimous 
opposition to the President’s budget 
and nothing said about it in the press. 
The Republican House budget that we 
sent to the Senate faired much better 
than the President’s budget. Again, Mr. 
Speaker, we’ve seen nothing but a lack 
of leadership from the administration 
and the liberal Democrats in Congress. 

The bottom line is that if we do not 
make sound and responsible fiscal deci-
sions that focus on reducing spending 
and making the government leaner and 
more efficient, we risk forfeiting con-
trol of our own purse to debtor nations. 
The simple truth is that we are cur-
rently borrowing 43 cents for every dol-
lar spent at the Federal level. To have 
foreign nations provide funds for so 
much of what our country spends is 
simply negligent and irresponsible. 
Even the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, Admiral Mike Mullen, has 
stated that the national debt is the sin-
gle biggest threat to our national secu-
rity. 

Taxpayers will be paying around $600 
billion in interest on the national debt 
by 2012. To put that figure in perspec-
tive, Mr. Speaker, the fiscal year 2011 
defense budget is $685 billion. In order 
to grow the economy and provide an 
environment in which Americans can 
prosper, we need to end expensive and 
ineffective government programs and 
remove the barriers of uncertainty 
that prevent employers from hiring. 

Many liberal elites are calling for 
higher taxes—higher taxes, Mr. Speak-
er—on hardworking Americans in order 
to pay for their irresponsible spending 
and fiscal decisions. The Democrat 
plan is to continue to borrow, spend, 
and tax, taking money out of the pock-
ets of hardworking Americans. 

A clear difference between liberal 
Democrats and Republicans is that Re-
publicans do not claim ownership of 
the salaries of hardworking Americans 
and businesses that create jobs. Elite 
Democrats believe that they are enti-
tled to take money from Americans 
and small businesses in order to carry 
out their liberal agenda, and job cre-
ators are left with whatever the liberal 
elites deem is necessary for them. You 
cannot help the job seeker by pun-
ishing the job creator with higher 
taxes and more government red tape. 

Mr. Speaker, American businesses 
need a clear perspective of what the fu-
ture holds in order to create American 
jobs and strengthen our economy. The 
uncertainty and mixed messages that 
the Obama administration provide are 
completely counterproductive to 
achieving any kind of economic pros-
perity. 

President Obama’s economic policies 
have consisted of bullying businesses 
to help union allies, such as the case in 
South Carolina where the NLRB is tell-
ing a private company where to do 
business for the benefit of Big Labor 
bosses at the expense of 1,000 jobs in 
South Carolina. 

When Americans needed a jobs agen-
da, President Obama and the elite 
Democrat-controlled Congress gave 
them a spending agenda. From the 
President’s first day in office in Janu-
ary 2009 through April 30, 2011, the 
economy has lost 2.5 million jobs, an 
average of 3,044 jobs lost every day. Ac-
cording to the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics, 150,000 new jobs are needed to be 
created each month just to keep up 
with population growth. The economy 
is not growing fast enough or strong 
enough to employ the 13.7 million 
Americans looking for work. 

But the liberal elites seem content 
on sitting back and watching agencies 
expand the bureaucracy by coming out 
with an unending stream of job-killing 
regulations. This in no way helps cre-
ate confidence in American business, 
jobs, or economic prosperity. The Dem-
ocrat elites, indeed, have made history. 
The result of their liberal agenda has 
been trillion-dollar deficits, historic 
debt, and historic unemployment. 

Mr. Speaker, we must empower 
America’s job creators, small busi-
nesses, families, and entrepreneurs to 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:17 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14JN7.007 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4098 June 14, 2011 
lead us to real job growth. More waste-
ful Washington spending isn’t the solu-
tion. That’s why Republicans propose 
saving Americans over $800 billion 
worth of tax increases by repealing 
ObamaCare and by adopting the appro-
priations bills that we are proposing 
now. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina for yield-
ing the customary 30 minutes, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, before I get into my 
statement, I just, for the record, would 
like to point out to the gentlelady 
that, in response to her very political 
and partisan remarks, I want to remind 
her that George Bush came into office 
in 2000. Republicans were in charge of 
both the House and the Senate until 
2006. And so if you want to point fin-
gers at why this economy is in a ditch, 
I would suggest that my Republican 
friends look in the mirror. 

Mr. Speaker, budgets are moral docu-
ments. Budgets lay out our priorities 
and document what we think is impor-
tant for our country to succeed and our 
citizens to thrive. A few months ago, 
this Republican-controlled House made 
a statement by passing the Ryan budg-
et. With that vote, most Republicans 
showed that they want to end Medicare 
as we know it. But their budget did 
more than just undermine Medicare; it 
set the stage for the appropriations 
process. 

b 1240 

So here we are today to begin the 
consideration of the FY 2012 Agri-
culture appropriations bill. This bill, 
while not as high-profile as some oth-
ers, is one, I believe, to be of critical 
importance to our Nation and to the 
world. It funds many of the programs 
that keep our Nation and many parts 
of the world from going hungry. It 
deals with the most helpless people, 
the most vulnerable people, in our 
country and in the world. It protects 
the food supply so that our children 
and families don’t have to worry about 
contaminated food, and it provides im-
portant funds for rural America, in-
cluding critical funds for broadband 
Internet access and other rural devel-
opment programs. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is important in 
many, many ways; but like the Ryan 
budget, the FY 2012 Agriculture appro-
priations bill, as written by the Repub-
licans, is just plain wrong. This alloca-
tion is unworkable. So, quite frankly, I 
don’t care if you have an open rule or 
a super-duper open rule or a quadruple 
bypass rule. It doesn’t make any dif-
ference because this bill, as written, is 
unfixable. The only way to help pro-
grams that they cut that feed hungry 
people is to cut from other programs 
that feed hungry people, so there is no 
way to make this bill better. The bill, 
as written, in my opinion, is morally 
indefensible. Instead of making invest-

ments in our Nation’s agriculture and 
anti-hunger programs, this bill slashes 
funds for WIC, CSFP, TEFAP, P.L. 480, 
and the Food Safety Programs. 

And those aren’t just meaningless 
acronyms. 

WIC is the Women, Infants and Chil-
dren Program. Funds for WIC provide 
food and nutrition education to preg-
nant women, newborn children and 
kids up to 5 years of age. CSFP is the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram, and it helps put food on the ta-
bles of America’s senior citizens. 
TEFAP is The Emergency Food Assist-
ance Program, and it provides assist-
ance to food banks that are struggling 
with decreased donations and increased 
demand during these difficult times. 
P.L. 480 is a program that helps provide 
American-grown food to hungry and 
impoverished people in developing na-
tions around the world. It’s known as 
Food for Peace. The Food Safety Pro-
grams protect our citizens from 
foodborne bacteria like E.coli and sal-
monella. 

Taken together, cuts in domestic 
anti-hunger programs total more than 
$500 million. Add in the cuts to P.L. 480 
and the McGovern-Dole School Feeding 
Program, and the cuts add up to well 
over $1 billion to programs, again, that 
provide food to hungry people here at 
home and around the world. 

As written, this is a pro-hunger bill. 
There is no other way to say it. No 
matter what anyone says, this bill will 
increase hunger here at home and 
around the world. A vote for this bill is 
a vote to willfully allow people in 
America and around the world to go 
without food. A vote for this bill is to 
take food from children and seniors, to 
allow food banks to open with half full 
and empty shelves. These aren’t just 
freezes in current spending. A freeze in 
current spending would be bad enough 
with the continued rising demand and 
rising food prices that people are facing 
here at home and around the world. 
That would be bad enough. No. These 
are real cuts that do real damage to 
real people. The only thing crueler 
than ignoring a hungry person is giving 
a hungry person food and then taking 
it away. 

No one would condone that, Mr. 
Speaker. Yet that’s what this bill does. 
We’re not just talking about that tired, 
old stereotype of the welfare queen 
gaming the system. No, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill we’re talking about are peo-
ple who play by the rules but who are 
struggling to make ends meet because 
of the difficult economy. We are seeing 
middle-income families who are now 
turning to food banks and food pan-
tries. In times of need, we are supposed 
to help our brothers and sisters in 
need. That’s what a community is 
about. That’s what our country is sup-
posed to be about. Yet this bill does 
not do that. Instead, it cruelly targets 
those who are hurting at no fault of 
their own. 

Yes, we are facing tough, difficult 
economic times. Yes, we need to ad-

dress the budget deficit. But what kind 
of Nation are we if we choose to bal-
ance our deficit on the backs of the 
poor and the hungry? What kind of 
Congress are we if we choose to cut the 
programs that protect our seniors and 
our children in favor of protecting gas, 
oil and farm subsidies? I want my col-
leagues to understand that those sub-
sidies, those examples of corporate wel-
fare, are all protected and have been 
protected by this new majority since 
they took office. What kind of people 
are we if we stand idly by and allow 
our children to go hungry? Nations go 
to war over food riots. We all watched 
with great interest what unfolded in 
Egypt with the protests and the de-
mand of democracy and freedom, but 
they were also demanding food. They 
were also rioting over the lack of food 
that people had in Egypt. 

This is especially tragic because it 
kind of demonstrates where the new 
majority’s priorities are. One of the 
first things they insisted on was that 
we protect the Bush tax cuts for the 
wealthiest people in this country. Don-
ald Trump got his tax cut protected, 
and we didn’t have to offset that even 
though it’s costing a great deal to our 
deficit and our debt. They didn’t offset 
it. They just wanted to protect it and 
have all the corporate welfare pro-
tected. So now they bring a bill to the 
floor, and they say, Well, we have to 
make tough choices. We have to make 
tough decisions. 

The tough decisions and tough 
choices they make are to cut the WIC 
Program. 300,000 people will be thrown 
off of WIC. That’s not tough on any-
body here in the United States House 
of Representatives—we’re all fine—but 
it’s tough on a lot of low-income preg-
nant mothers and their children all 
around this country. We can do better 
than that. Congress needs to do better 
than that, and this Nation should do 
better than that. 

This bill follows in the grand tradi-
tion of the Ryan budget. Like the Ryan 
budget, it does great damage to the 
American people. Like the Ryan budg-
et, it breaks our Nation’s great prom-
ise to protect our Nation’s citizens. 
Like the Ryan budget, in my opinion, 
this is morally indefensible. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
opposing this bill. I urge my Repub-
lican colleagues: Don’t do this. Don’t 
do this. Don’t try to balance the budget 
on the backs of the most helpless peo-
ple in our country and around the 
world. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am always having to 

help balance out the comments that 
my good colleague from Massachusetts 
is making. He criticizes Republicans 
for keeping tax cuts. Well, I have to ex-
plain to him his President, a Democrat, 
supported that. Most Democrats here 
supported that last year. We didn’t 
keep tax cuts. We stopped tax in-
creases. Even the President and his 
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people have a little sense about eco-
nomics in that, if you raise taxes in the 
middle of a terrible economic situa-
tion, you create problems. 

I would also like to point out to my 
friend from Massachusetts that they 
were in charge for 4 years. It was dur-
ing those 4 years that we got into the 
mess that we got into. They controlled 
both Houses of Congress, and they con-
trolled the Presidency for 2 years of 
that. Yet they didn’t stop any of these 
things that they had talked about. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. FOXX. I will when I have com-
pleted my comments. I appreciate that. 

He refers to this legislation as the 
‘‘pro-hunger bill.’’ This tired claim by 
our liberal friends that Republicans are 
intent on starving children really goes 
beyond clichés now. 

Putting that aside, my friend from 
Massachusetts needs to understand, if 
he really cares about the funding for 
Federal food programs, he should vote 
for the underlying bill. Why? Because 
it provides $6 billion for the WIC Pro-
gram. Let me point out again that, last 
year, my colleague from across the 
aisle voted to cut the WIC Program, for 
a totally unrelated program, of over 
$500 million, $68.2 billion for food 
stamps, $180 million for the McGovern- 
Dole food program, and $18.8 billion for 
the Child Nutrition Program. 

b 1250 

Perhaps these aren’t the funding lev-
els he would like to see, but I think my 
colleague knows that legislating is the 
art of compromise, and there are plen-
ty of Members who would like to see 
deeper cuts to further enhance effi-
ciencies in this program. 

The bottom line is that by voting 
against this bill, using his logic, Mr. 
MCGOVERN is actually voting to starve 
the children and to create more hunger 
by denying over $93 billion in overall 
Federal food assistance to the hungry 
people that he claims to support. In 
contrast, by voting for the underlying 
bill, he is voting to provide the funding 
he argues these programs so des-
perately need. 

Let me do a recap of what is in this 
bill, Mr. Speaker. Seventy-seven per-
cent of the bill is SNAP, that is food 
stamps, child nutrition and WIC. Child 
nutrition programs will receive $18.8 
billion in mandatory funding this year. 
That is funding that is on autopilot. 
This covers 68 percent of all school 
lunches and 85.5 percent of all school 
breakfasts, either free or at a reduced 
rate. 

The SNAP, or food stamp program, 
$68.2 billion, provides support to 45 mil-
lion people. Mr. Speaker, it is uncon-
scionable that we have 45 million peo-
ple in this country getting food 
stamps. That is a result of the policies 
of our Democratic friends across the 
aisle. Again, WIC, $6 billion; CAP, $136 
million; the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education, Child Nu-
trition grants, $180 million. There is a 

lot that the liberals can be grateful for 
in this program. 

I would yield to a question from Mr. 
MCGOVERN, if he has a question to ask 
me. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I would just simply 
say to the gentlelady that, again, I 
would reiterate my view that this bill 
is morally indefensible the way it is 
written. 

The gentlelady talks about WIC. 
Under the cuts in this bill, and I say 
conservatively, between 200,000 and 
350,000 low income women and children 
will be thrown off of WIC. You mention 
the McGovern-Dole school feeding pro-
gram. The monies you cut in that pro-
gram would mean that we would serve 
5 million less children. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, the gentleman will have plen-
ty of time under his time to make the 
comments that he wants to make. I 
was more than willing to answer a 
question, but he will have time to 
make those comments when it is his 
turn. 

I would now like to yield 3 minutes 
to my colleague from Indiana (Mr. 
STUTZMAN). 

Mr. STUTZMAN. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. 

I find it very interesting in listening 
to the discussion here today about 
whose responsibility it is to feed those 
who are hungry. I don’t think anybody 
on this floor would say that we don’t 
want to help someone who is in need of 
food or basic essential services. I think 
what this is is a discussion about the 
difference in philosophy in Washington 
about the role of government in Wash-
ington. 

There is plenty of blame to go around 
for all of the spending that has come 
out of Washington over the last dec-
ade—the last 30 years, actually. What 
we are doing is we are sinking our Na-
tion and our children, the children that 
we are talking about and whom we 
want to help and feed. We are actually 
giving them over $40,000 of debt. Each 
child that is born in this country is 
saddled with $40,000 of debt because of 
government spending that continues to 
grow more and more every year. 

I can tell you as an American farmer 
in Indiana that myself and many other 
American farmers and individuals are 
much better suited to help those who 
are in most need, in helping in the 
community, donating food, being a 
part of a food pantry. We are a gen-
erous Nation, and what has become of 
our ability to help is that we have a 
Federal Government that continues to 
saddle us with more and more debt, 
more and more taxes and regulation, 
making it much more difficult to make 
the profits with which we can then 
turn around and help our communities 
with food, with the basic services that 
our churches, our charities and many 
other organizations in our local com-
munities provide. 

Instead of us always looking to the 
government for that assistance, let’s 
back off of the American people and let 

them help themselves, when they are 
capable and when they are willing to 
do it, rather than continuing to put 
them further and further into debt. 

The Democrat Party talks about, 
Where are the jobs? Well, government 
doesn’t provide jobs. Indeed, the pri-
vate sector, people in our communities, 
entrepreneurs, people that want to ex-
pand their businesses to provide a job 
for that family that needs to provide 
for their children, they need the job, 
and there is not going to be enough 
government jobs to give them that op-
portunity. Instead, every time we take 
dollars away from the private sector, 
that individual who is out working 
hard, working 50 to 60 hours a week 
just trying to make ends meet, we are 
putting them in a very difficult posi-
tion where they are not able to pay the 
bills because we continue to make it 
much more difficult for businesses to 
be successful here. 

Small businesses are the backbone of 
this country, and until Washington, 
DC, backs off, the American economy 
is going to continue to struggle and 
families are going to continue to strug-
gle. 

I believe that this is a responsible 
bill that will instead help the Amer-
ican economy to grow and help Ameri-
cans. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Let me assure the gentleman from 
Indiana that churches and faith-based 
organizations all across this country 
are doing their share. They are doing 
more than their share. Many of them, 
representing every faith denomination 
in this country, are up on the Hill 
today saying, We need you, those of 
you in Congress, to do your part, be-
cause this is not just a problem for 
charities to deal with. We all have to 
be involved in dealing with this issue of 
poverty and dealing with the issue of 
hunger in America and around the 
world. 

Let me say to my colleague from 
North Carolina, I will match my 
antihunger credentials against hers 7 
days a week. But in this bill that has 
been brought before us, the cuts in WIC 
would end food assistance for 200,000 to 
350,000 low-income women and children. 
That is a conservative estimate. 

She mentioned Food for Peace, how 
grateful we should be that they are 
throwing some scraps at the problem of 
international hunger. In this bill, there 
is a 39 percent decrease in Food for 
Peace title II funding, and it will put 
millions of lives at risk and undermine 
the ability of USAID to prevent fam-
ine. Food aid provided by USAID is a 
lifesaving measure for millions of vul-
nerable people overseas. According to 
USAID, these brutal cuts will mean up 
to 16 million people, mainly women and 
children, will not receive the lifesaving 
food aid. 

The gentlelady mentions the McGov-
ern-Dole program, which is near and 
dear to my heart. The McGovern-Dole 
program serves about 5 million people, 
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5 million children, children, in 28 coun-
tries. The $20 million cut to McGovern- 
Dole will end school meals for over 
400,000 children in the world’s poorest 
countries. We are literally, literally, 
taking food out of the mouths of these 
children. Imagine how that would 
make you feel if it were your child. 

So I say to the gentlelady and to the 
gentleman who just spoke, this is not a 
jobs bill that we are bringing to the 
floor here today. Unfortunately, my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
don’t want to bring a jobs bill to the 
floor. They are too busy trying to un-
dermine or underfund funding for Na-
tional Public Radio instead of dealing 
with more important issues. 

But this bill deals with the reality, 
and I don’t care who you want to blame 
for it, that there are tens of millions of 
our own citizens who are hungry in the 
United States of America, the richest 
country on the face of this Earth, and 
we have a choice to either try to help 
them out during this difficult time or 
to turn our backs. And the way this 
bill is funded, we turn our backs on 
millions of our fellow citizens. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am always 

very reluctant to talk about personal 
experiences on the floor, but I want to 
tell my colleague across the aisle that 
I grew up probably poorer than any-
body in this body. 

b 1300 

And I know something about what it 
means to struggle to get food. I know 
what that’s all about. And let me tell 
you, there’s nobody here who feels 
more strongly that more Federal Gov-
ernment involvement in this is not the 
right way to go. What we need is to be 
able to develop policies that allow peo-
ple to get a job so they can provide for 
themselves instead of being dependent 
on the Federal Government to provide 
for them. 

Let me talk about my colleague says 
budgets are moral documents. Again, 
my colleague and I don’t agree on a lot 
of issues when it comes to policies, but 
we certainly agree on that: budgets are 
moral documents. And what the Repub-
licans have done with the budget that 
we passed here in this body this year is 
to say to the American people, We un-
derstand that budgets are moral docu-
ments. We passed a budget. The Demo-
crats didn’t even pass a budget last 
year. So they didn’t want to face up to 
it. 

I don’t know what that says about 
their morality, but I know what it says 
about Republicans’ morality. We have 
a strong sense of morality. We passed a 
budget. We’re being honest with the 
American people. We’re telling them, 
You cannot continue to spend above 
your means. The average person under-
stands that. And we are going to con-
tinue to be honest with the American 
people. We’re going to cut inefficient 
government programs wherever we can. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that right 
now, if you are a 3-year-old child in 

this country, there are 12 Federal feed-
ing programs to serve you. If you’re a 
10-year-old, there are nine Federal 
feeding programs. If you’re 65 years 
old, there are five Federal feeding pro-
grams. We do not lack for programs to 
help take care of the hungry people in 
this country, Mr. Speaker. 

What we lack is efficiency in our pro-
grams. And Republicans are going to 
do all that we can to make sure that 
we bring efficiency and effectiveness to 
whatever programs are funded here. 

I now yield 3 minutes to my col-
league from Georgia (Mr. GRAVES). 

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I just want to take the opportunity 
to address this because there is one 
issue facing this Nation right now that 
is far greater than what we’re even dis-
cussing at this point and that is jobs 
and the lack of jobs in this Nation as a 
result of 2 failed years of an experi-
ment that just didn’t work. 

Now, we can talk about spending all 
we want. We’re going to talk about 
that, I know, for the next day or two 
and over the next couple of weeks. The 
American people just expect us to deal 
with cutting spending here in the Fed-
eral Government. They just sent us 
here and they said, Just take care of 
your job. Get it done. Spend within 
your means. Don’t spend more than 
you get. And take care of your job. At 
the same time, understand what’s hap-
pening back home on Main Street. 

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, as I go 
home each and every week and I see 
the devastation that’s occurring all 
across all the communities in my dis-
trict, it is amazing to see the ‘‘For 
Sale’’ signs and ‘‘For Rent’’ signs that 
just pop up each and every week that 
are anew because of a failed experi-
ment that has occurred here. 

So we heard the gentleman a minute 
ago say the Republicans have no plan. 
Let’s talk about their plan and how ef-
fective it has been with, what, we’ve 
had 2 years now of at or above 9 per-
cent unemployment, 15 million Ameri-
cans looking for a job, deficit spending 
now going on $1 trillion for 3 consecu-
tive years. And yet we are on the eve of 
the week here in which we’re going to 
celebrate President Barack Obama’s 
claim of the ‘‘summer of recovery,’’ the 
1-year anniversary of that claim. 

I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, there 
has been no recovery as a result of the 
policies passed by this administration. 
We must take a different direction. It 
starts here by cutting spending. It 
starts by reducing the size of govern-
ment. And the reason is very simple. 
Because the less the government has in 
its pocket, the less it’s spending, there 
is more left for the American people. 
And when the American people have 
more money in their pockets, they 
have the ability to expand their busi-
nesses, they have the ability to dream 
an idea, have a great idea, go out and 
invest in that idea. They have the abil-
ity to hire new employees. They have 
the ability to invest in new capital. 

But, instead, this Congress over the 
last couple of years has hoarded that 

wealth, kept it here in Washington, 
divvied it out to the winners that they 
choose just through their own pickings 
here. Who’s going to get the money of 
the American people? They dole it out 
left and right. Yet today, when we’re 
looking at giving it back to the Amer-
ican people, the other side stands 
against it once again. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s time to get Ameri-
cans back to work. We don’t do that 
through the expansion of the public 
sector. We do it through the expansion 
of the private sector. Let’s empower 
the American people and take some 
power away from the Federal Govern-
ment. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 seconds. 

I just want to correct the record. The 
gentlelady suggests that people should 
go get a job, and that’s the answer to 
the hunger crisis. A lot of the people, 
by the way, who qualify for these pro-
grams are working families. They’re 
the working poor. So we all need to get 
serious about the economy. I would en-
courage you to work with us on a jobs 
bill rather than on your right-wing 
radical social agenda that keeps on 
coming to the floor. 

At this point I would like to yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank 
you very much, Mr. MCGOVERN, for 
your leadership on this very important 
issue. To my colleague, the distin-
guished Congresswoman who is man-
aging for my friends on the other side 
of the aisle, there are probably many of 
us who have lived the American story 
and began life on the rocky side of the 
mountain. 

I rise because I happen to come from 
a district where my predecessor died on 
the side of an Ethiopian mountain. It’s 
a far, far place away from Houston. My 
predecessor was Congressman Mickey 
Leland. He was so driven by the vast-
ness of hunger, he was so much a sol-
dier of Robert Kennedy’s message that 
he didn’t allow danger to thwart him 
from trying to help people who were 
literally dying. And so he was carrying 
grain. And he had colleagues who were 
not on that flight, Tony Hall and Con-
gressman Emerson. And I would say to 
you that it really gets me in my heart, 
what we’re doing today, because my 
predecessor, a Member of Congress, and 
we’re described by many terms, but he 
felt that hunger was so severe that he 
helped found the Select Committee on 
Hunger. We have the Mickey Leland 
Hunger Center because hunger was pre-
vailing in America and around the 
world. 

So you can understand why I stand 
here today and tell you that it’s not 
good enough to feed 85 percent of the 
hungry children so that 15 percent of 
them don’t get breakfasts and don’t get 
lunches. That’s not something to give 
you a halo for or to give you an acco-
lade. Because so many of us understand 
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how stretching that peanut butter or 
stretching that soup or stretching 
minimal food, so many of us have ei-
ther heard those stories or experienced 
it. 

And in this bill, $2 billion is cut from 
food stamps. Do you realize that our 
soldiers and their families, young re-
cruits, are on food stamps? Does any-
one know the population that is on 
food stamps? Now, we’ve tried to make 
it better for them, but many of them 
are on food stamps. To cut the WIC 
program, you’re impacting children 
who are innocent. And then, of course, 
Food for Peace is not a throwaway. It 
is to simply stop the folks who are sim-
ply dying in deserts around the world. 

And $35 million has been cut from 
trying to increase the number of gro-
cery stores in urban centers and rural 
areas, to a certain extent, where there 
are no grocery stores where people can 
actually get fresh food. Try coming to 
my district and shopping for groceries 
in the local, down-the-street 2 by 4 
store, where food dates, which I have 
actually seen for myself, are years old 
and sitting on the counter where peo-
ple who only have foot transportation 
have to go and buy beans that are 
dated a year before or tuna that is 
dated a year before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I tried 
to buy tuna as a test case, and I had to 
put it back on the shelf of a little 2 by 
4 in neighborhoods where people walk. 

Be reminded that Calvin Coolidge, a 
Republican President, followed in the 
1920s the same pattern, which is: give 
to the rich and let the poor die on the 
vine. He didn’t run again because he 
knew there was a collapse coming. His 
fellow Republican elected said, Give to 
the rich. And we had the 1928 collapse. 
We’re talking about where consumers 
and businesses are not buying or hav-
ing business, we the government must 
invest. And I believe, in the name of 
Mickey Leland, we’ve got to do a bet-
ter job of feeding the hungry. 
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
my colleague from Massachusetts talk-
ing about right-wing radicals because I 
associate myself with George Wash-
ington, James Madison, and Thomas 
Jefferson, who were right-wing radi-
cals, along with the other Founders. 

I would now like to yield 3 minutes 
to my distinguished colleague from 
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS). 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to focus on what this bill does and 
what it does not do. 

First of all, it increases spending be-
cause mandatory programs are grow-
ing. The mandatory programs, like 
SNAP and Child Nutrition, are growing 
so rapidly that they exceed the cuts in 
the discretionary programs in this bill. 
So while my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are talking about the 

dreadful calamity associated with the 
cuts in this bill, the fact of the matter 
is food programs get more money under 
this bill, and that’s because they are 
mandatory programs. The committee 
has no control over them. The only 
thing we have control over are the dis-
cretionary programs. 

SNAP is projected to grow almost $6 
billion, and Child Nutrition is pro-
jected to cost an additional $1.45 bil-
lion. Now, those and other mandatory 
spending add up to an additional $282 
million over the costs of fiscal year 
2012. So to call this a cut is not ac-
knowledging the additional spending 
that is mandatory and that is in the 
SNAP program and the Child Nutrition 
Program. 

Now, we, as Members of Congress, 
who are facing 1.2, 1.3 trillion more dol-
lars in spending every year than we 
take in and are racking up 14, soon to 
be more, trillion dollars in debt, this 
year we have now exceeded, in our na-
tional debt, the entire GDP of this 
country for 1 year. 

We cannot go on like this. We’re de-
stroying the country with spending. 
That’s the moral imperative that we’re 
discussing today. 

Consequently, let’s keep our eye on 
the ball. We’re not destroying spending 
for people in need. We’re actually in-
creasing it, $6 billion for SNAP and al-
most $1.5 billion for Child Nutrition. 
We’ve saved it in other areas. The Agri-
culture Committee’s budget includes a 
variety of priorities, including tradi-
tional agriculture spending like re-
search, animal and plant health and 
conservation, nutrition, food aid and 
safety, rural development, the Food 
and Drug Administration, and the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. 

Spreading funding across this spec-
trum is a balancing act, and I would 
like to thank Chairman KINGSTON for 
his leadership on this bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Listening to the gentlelady from Wy-
oming, one would get the impression 
that there are no other choices but to 
cut programs that help the poorest of 
the poor. 

There are lots of places we could find 
savings. We could begin by paying for 
the Bush tax cuts for the Donald 
Trumps of the world. We could maybe 
pay for these wars, or, better yet, how 
about ending these wars? We borrow 
billions and billions of dollars every 
week for the wars, and no one around 
here seems to want to pay for it. We 
could maybe take back some of the 
taxpayer subsidies to the Big Oil com-
panies. I don’t know why we’re sub-
sidizing oil companies. Or, better yet, 
maybe some of the generous agricul-
tural subsidies that go to a lot of 
places in Wyoming, I haven’t heard the 
gentlelady suggest that maybe we cut 
those subsidies. 

Instead, all the focus is on the most 
helpless people in our country. And it 
is just wrong. It is wrong. Don’t do 
this. We can do this better. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO), a great leader on this issue. 

Ms. DELAURO. I rise in opposition to 
this misguided rule. 

It unravels the bipartisan work of 
our Appropriations Committee. It calls 
for even more drastic cuts to the 
Women, Infants, and Children food pro-
gram than has already been suggested 
by the majority. In so doing, the rule 
puts the interests of Brazilian cotton 
farmers above the very real needs of 
American women and children. 

Everyone knows the WIC program 
provides nutrition assistance grants to 
States for low-income pregnant, 
breast-feeding, and postpartum women, 
infants, and children up to the age of 5. 
It serves 9 million mothers and young 
children nationwide, including 58,000 in 
my State of Connecticut. Nearly half of 
the babies born in the United States 
every year participate in the program. 
It is a short-term intervention that can 
help provide a lifetime of good nutri-
tion and health behaviors. 

Even notwithstanding this rule, this 
appropriation bill already threatens to 
slash WIC funding by $650 million. WIC 
is being slashed by $650 million. That 
means as many as up to 300,000 women 
and children will be turned away and 
forced to go hungry. In fact, Secretary 
Vilsack, the Secretary of the Agri-
culture Department, has warned our 
subcommittee that this number could 
be as high as 750,000 people, and I have 
his letter and his quote to confirm 
that. 

Now, understand that during the 
committee consideration of this, I had 
an amendment to restore $147 million 
to the WIC program. I paid for it by 
taking $147 million which we currently 
provide to Brazilian cotton farmers. 
That amendment passed with a bipar-
tisan vote. 

This majority has no problem spend-
ing money for Brazilian cotton farm-
ers, but they are loathe to do some-
thing for women and children in the 
United States. What this rule by this 
Republican majority has done is they 
took away this $147 million, they gave 
it back to the cotton farmers in Brazil, 
and then they have said find $147 mil-
lion, cut it from the WIC program or 
cut it from somewhere else in this bill. 

What are we doing here? Whom are 
they trying to fool? We’re going to give 
the money back to Brazilian cotton 
farmers. The majority decided that 
that was more important. That’s a 
fact. 

There are many egregious cuts in 
this appropriation bill, not just to WIC, 
to the Commodity Supplemental Food 
Program, which goes to low-income 
seniors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. DELAURO. Thank you. 
The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-

gram, which goes to food banks, food 
pantries. 
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One out of five people in the United 

States today is going hungry, and we 
can’t find it within our purview here to 
provide the funding to do that. 

Again, Democrats and Republicans 
on the committee voted to take $147 
million, provide it to the WIC funding, 
take it away from the Brazilian farm-
ers. This Rules Committee, Republican 
directed, took the money and gave it 
back to the Brazilian cotton farmers. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, take charge of what we did 
on our committee. Stand up for Amer-
ican women and children. Reject this 
rule. This is not what we voted for. 
This is not what the American people 
want. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished and elo-
quent chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DREIER). 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 
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Mr. DREIER. It’s a tall order that 
my friend from Grandfather Commu-
nity has just imposed on me, Mr. 
Speaker, but I will say it’s great to be 
standing here as we proceed with con-
sideration of the appropriations proc-
ess. Last year, we for all intents and 
purposes had no appropriations proc-
ess. When it was done, we all know it 
was shut down. We are here today con-
sidering the third appropriations bill 
under an open amendment process. 

Now, my friend from Connecticut has 
just characterized this as a misguided 
rule. Since 1837, Mr. Speaker, 1837—it’s 
been a few years—we have had within 
the rules of the House a structure 
whereby the authorizers have a respon-
sibility and the appropriators have a 
responsibility. She said that we some-
how are unraveling this very, very 
great and delicate compromise that 
was put together in the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Ms. DELAURO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I’m happy to yield to 
my friend from Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. There was a vote in 
the Appropriations Committee. It was 
an amendment and the fact of the mat-
ter is it was unprotected. 

Mr. DREIER. If I could reclaim my 
time, my next line, Mr. Speaker, was 
going to be to my friend from Con-
necticut, there happen to be 435 Mem-
bers of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and we have a process 
known as appropriations. We also have 
an authorization process as well. 

Since 1837, the rule that my friends 
say is misguided, it has been the rule of 
the House. Mr. Speaker, to call it mis-
guided to comply with the rules of the 
House, something that our friends in 
the last two Congresses chose to ignore 
repeatedly, is outrageous. 

Now, as we listen to these reports of 
hunger that exist in the United States 
of America, I was just talking to the 

distinguished chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. KINGSTON, who made it 
very clear that there may be a stu-
pidity factor, but the fact of the mat-
ter is there are so many programs that 
exist today, as Mr. KINGSTON reported 
up in the Rules Committee, that people 
do have an opportunity to benefit from 
those programs. 

We also are dealing with tremendous 
constraints that have been imposed 
upon us because of the fact that we saw 
an 82 percent increase in nondis-
cretionary spending over the past 4 
years, and what it means is, with a $14 
trillion national debt, we have to make 
some tough choices. We want to make 
sure—Mr. KINGSTON is working on this, 
as are the authorizers—we want to 
make sure that those programs that 
exist actually do provide an oppor-
tunity for three, not four or five, but 
three meals a day for people who are 
truly in need. 

And my friend from Grandfather 
Community, Mr. Speaker, pointed to 
the fact that we need to put into place 
a program that will encourage job cre-
ation and economic growth. For lit-
erally years, we’ve had languishing 
agreements that would open up new 
markets around the world in Colombia, 
Panama, and South Korea. We have not 
taken action on that. I hope very much 
that before August we do. That will 
help create jobs and get people who 
may have to look to government pro-
grams today in a position where they 
can, in fact, feed themselves. 

That’s our goal. We want to make 
sure that everyone has an opportunity, 
and we want to continue this process 
allowing Democrats and Republicans 
alike to be heard. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, a vote 
for this rule is a vote to cut WIC even 
further and give it to Brazilian cotton 
farmers. 

At this point, I would like to yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Our Republican col-
leagues have chattered endlessly about 
making hard choices, but most of the 
hard choices they make today are hard 
only on the hungry, hard on hungry 
children, hard on hungry seniors. 
They’ve got tremendous cuts to the 
Women, Infant, and Children nutri-
tional assistance. It means as many as 
350,000 women and infants will be de-
nied assistance, including tens of thou-
sands in my home State of Texas. 

They made a hard choice. Instead of 
putting food on the table for those 
women and infants, they chose to send 
$147 million to Brazilian cotton farm-
ers. I think that’s not just a hard 
choice; it’s a very bad choice. Those 
young children will never achieve their 
full God-given potential if they arrive 
at kindergarten malnourished. 

Our food banks, are doing a tremen-
dous job. In Texas, they get the support 
of grocers, of retailers, of private con-
tributors, but they need this emer-
gency food assistance. I’ve been to 
those food banks. I’ve seen some of 

those rural food banks in times of eco-
nomic distress that are bare. The cup-
board is bare, and the lines are long to 
get that assistance. Republicans made 
a hard choice, hard on the hungry. 

The Republicans have finally found 
that the only bank they don’t want to 
bail out is the food bank. And the food 
bank needs that assistance. I say that 
we should reject this bill that takes 
the most from those who have the 
least. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 83⁄4 
minutes remaining. The gentlewoman 
from North Carolina has 3 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. FOXX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to yield 21⁄2 minutes to 

the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON). 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gentle-
woman for the time. 

I want to say to my friends from 
Texas and Connecticut that, number 
one, the DeLauro amendment which 
you alluded to that increases WIC $147 
million is intact, and that increase has 
gone on. We do have to offset it from 
another portion of the bill, and the rea-
son is because that Brazilian cotton 
agreement was a WTO agreement that 
President Obama agreed to. The money 
is restored. So if that helps clarify 
things, and if not, let me know. 

I want to just remind everyone, if 
you want to help hungry people you’ve 
got to have the money to do it. Now, 
both parties have overspent. For every 
dollar we spend, 40 cents is borrowed. 
Both parties. Under President Bush, in 
an 8-year period of time, the debt went 
up $3.5 trillion. Now, under President 
Obama, in a 3-year period of time it’s 
gone up $5 trillion, a 56 percent in-
crease. And President Obama now owns 
the wars in Iraq and Libya and Afghan-
istan in terms of this is his watch. He 
has had opportunity to change the di-
rection. He has not done so. So let’s 
quit hiding behind, We’re at war, and 
therefore, it’s the Republicans’ fault. 

I also want to remind my friends that 
the only budget that has passed either 
House is the Ryan budget, which is 
what we’re operating under. The Presi-
dent of the United States’ budget failed 
on the Senate floor 97–0. He did not 
even get HARRY REID’s vote. So we’re 
operating under the budget constraints 
that we have. 

Let me say this—very important 
about the WIC program. From Feb-
ruary 2010 to February 2011, the num-
ber of participants has dropped 300,000. 
The level now is 8.7 million. We will 
make sure no one falls through the 
cracks. There are three contingency 
funds which can be drawn on if that 
happens. And I want to point out for all 
the screaming and hollering and the 
self-righteousness, last year the Demo-
crats cut WIC by $562 million and put 
the money into an unrelated account 
that had nothing to do with hunger. It 
was a political settlement. Where was 
the screaming and hollering then? 

And I want to say this in terms of the 
World Food Program, if we want to 
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help these countries—and I am com-
mitted to it—we have to have our own 
financial house in order. Otherwise, all 
we’re doing, Mr. Speaker, is borrowing 
from our children to feed children over-
seas. That does not make sense. 

I appreciate it, and I urge everyone 
to support the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, the ranking member on the Ap-
propriations Committee on this sub-
committee, Mr. FARR. 

Mr. FARR. Thank you, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, for yielding and I rise with con-
cerns with this rule. 

The rule in one part is good because 
it’s an open rule, allows unlimited 
amendments, but the rule on the sec-
ond part, which protects the work of 
the committee, fails to do so. This 
committee is about food. It’s about 
food production, about food packaging, 
about food delivery, and about feeding 
people. It is the largest poverty pro-
gram in the United States. We have a 
lot of poor people in this country of all 
ages, and instead of taking care of 
those people, this rule eliminates that 
protection. It protects those that have 
but not those that have not. 

I stand in opposition to the rule. 

b 1330 

Ms. FOXX. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
point, I would like to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Mrs. CAPPS), a leader on these issues. 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the rule and the Agriculture ap-
propriations bill. Instead of helping 
Americans hit hardest by the recent re-
cession today, we are debating a Re-
publican spending bill that guts crit-
ical nutrition programs which literally 
put food on the table so that millions 
of low-income women, children, and 
seniors don’t go hungry. This bill hurts 
low-income seniors through cuts to the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram. It cuts The Emergency Food As-
sistance Program, which could cause 
our local food banks to close their 
doors. And it slashes the budget of the 
Women, Infants, and Children, WIC, 
program, the effects of which will leave 
hundreds of thousands of women and 
children without adequate nutrition. 

WIC not only keeps our low-income 
families from hunger, but by empha-
sizing adequate nutrition, the program 
reduces the incidence of low birth- 
weight babies, combats the childhood 
obesity epidemic, and promotes school 
readiness by giving children the nutri-
tional building blocks their brains need 
to develop at a critical stage. More-
over, as it links these families to the 
local health infrastructure, it also in-
creases child immunization rates. 
These benefits are not just to the child 
and the family. In fact, the program re-
duces overall health care costs. For 
every $1 invested in WIC, we save about 

$2 to $3 in health care costs just in the 
first 2 months of life. This is an incred-
ible feat. It’s one that should be ex-
panded. Instead, the bill before us 
slashes these programs, plain and sim-
ple, with only one result: more Ameri-
cans going hungry. 

When I asked my local food safety 
net providers what the Republican cuts 
would do to our community, the an-
swer was clear: Without this assist-
ance, which choice will it be: rent or 
food? My constituents have been loud 
and clear on this issue, Stop trying to 
cut the budget on the backs of the 
poor, the elderly, and our children. 

I urge my colleagues to start listen-
ing to their communities. Vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the rule, and vote ‘‘no’’ on this dev-
astating bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I would like to yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. Speaker, I have some sympathy 
for my good friend from Georgia, Con-
gressman KINGSTON. He got dealt a 
tough hand by a really unpleasant, 
mean-spirited, unnecessary Republican 
Budget bill. There are real con-
sequences for moving forward with the 
Ryan budget. But in a sense, this is the 
first debate of the 2012 farm bill. 

We have a farm policy that spends 
too much on the wrong people to do the 
wrong things. There are opportunities 
for us to rebalance the equities. Now 
you are hearing some debate about 
whether or not we should honor a WTO 
commitment to Brazilian farmers for 
$147 million a year. The only reason 
we’re doing this is because Congress, in 
its wisdom, would not cut back on the 
cotton subsidies that go to American 
farmers, that are inappropriate and un-
necessary. But instead of changing the 
system, we’re paying Brazilian farmers 
for our cheating. That’s goofy. And I 
think, at a minimum, we ought to rem-
edy that. Put it into nutrition for poor 
women and children. 

Now I will tell you that all you have 
to do is ask the hunger advocates in 
your community. Every Member of 
Congress has people who are dealing 
with the problem of hunger and food 
insecurity in their districts. I com-
mend my friend Mr. MCGOVERN for his 
leadership in dealing with the issue of 
hunger at home and abroad. We ought 
to be dealing with it here and now. 
This bill that’s coming forward ought 
to rebalance the equities with the cot-
ton subsidies for Brazilian farmers. 
There are other remedies. But we 
ought to look at every single amend-
ment that comes to the floor to change 
the farm bill allocation under appro-
priations as a first important step to-
wards rebalancing and having a 
healthy agricultural policy—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. To having an ag-
ricultural policy that serves our inter-
ests, those of our children, our fami-
lies; that gives more to farmers and 
ranchers and less to international 
farmers and huge agribusiness inter-
ests; that doesn’t slash environmental 
support for American farmers but helps 
us here at home. 

There is a better way. There is actu-
ally bipartisan support, if we can ever 
see our way clear to getting it to the 
floor. This debate this week is an im-
portant first step, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote accordingly. This is a 
battle we can win on a bipartisan basis. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I would inform my 
colleague from North Carolina that I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I am ready to close. 

Ms. FOXX. Then I will continue to 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule, first and 
foremost. And there are two reasons to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. One is, the allo-
cation that has been given to the Agri-
culture appropriations bill is so low 
that it’s not fixable. I mean, the con-
cerns that you have heard raised on the 
floor today about underfunding WIC 
and underfunding these other programs 
that feed the hungry and provide nutri-
tion to feed our people, the only way to 
kind of restore those cuts is by cutting 
another program that does good things. 
So this is not even fixable. 

The second reason to vote against 
this rule—and I say this to my Repub-
lican colleagues in particular—is be-
cause if you vote for this rule, you will 
allow the Republicans to eliminate an 
additional $147 million from the WIC 
program because they have not pro-
tected the provision that was passed in 
the Appropriations Committee that 
took the money from Brazilian cotton 
farmers and gave it to WIC. Because it 
will not be protected, they will insist 
on a point of order, which means that 
that money will go from WIC back to 
the Brazilian cotton farmers at a time 
when Brazil’s economy is booming. 
That does not make any sense. As it 
stands right now, the WIC cuts alone 
would force 200,000 to 350,000 low-in-
come women and children off their 
rolls. If you vote for this rule, an addi-
tional 200,000 will be thrown off on top 
of the 200,000 to 350,000. That is just not 
right. 

As I mentioned at the outset, Mr. 
Speaker, this bill cuts not only WIC 
but it cuts CSFP, TEFAP moneys, PL– 
480, and the food safety programs that 
are so important to the well-being of 
all of our citizens. Food safety is not 
just an issue with regard to low-income 
people. Those people who are earning 
lots of money are concerned about the 
safety of their food, and this bill cuts 
that program quite substantially. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is about help-
ing the most vulnerable in our country 
and around the world. It doesn’t usu-
ally receive a lot of attention. There 
are not a lot of lobbyists down here for 
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poor people. There are not a lot of 
PACs out there that support issues 
that benefit poor people. But in many 
respects, this is one of the most impor-
tant appropriations bills that we con-
sider. And I do think it reflects on our 
values and what kind of country that 
we want to be. I believe that, given the 
fact that we’re the richest country on 
this planet, we ought to make sure 
that nobody in the United States of 
America goes hungry. I don’t know 
why that’s such a radical idea. 

And yes, we need to rely, in large 
part, on the faith-based communities 
out there that are doing incredible 
work. They’re working overtime, try-
ing to deal with the people who have 
fallen into poverty as a result of this 
economic crisis that we’re in. They’re 
doing all that they can, so to brush it 
off onto their backs more is just wrong, 
and it doesn’t represent the reality out 
there. We need to step up to the plate 
during these difficult times and help 
people get through this economic cri-
sis. And if you don’t respond, and if you 
want to ignore those who are strug-
gling, they just don’t go away. It re-
sults in other problems and other costs 
to our government and to our people. 
Hunger is not cheap. There is a price to 
pay for hunger. 

Globally, Mr. Speaker, let me just 
say that no war in history has killed so 
many humans and spread so much dis-
ease and suffering in any year as world 
hunger does annually. We have an op-
portunity to do something about it. We 
ought to do it. Vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. 
Please, I say to my Republican col-
leagues, don’t do this. Don’t go down 
this road. We could do so much better. 
BASIC FACTS ON CUTS TO INTERNATIONAL FOOD 

AID PROGRAMS IN THE FY 2012 AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT 
Emergency food aid, programs to address 

chronic hunger, and school feeding programs 
all receive their funding in this bill—not the 
foreign aid bill. They are central pillars of 
U.S. strategy to address global hunger and 
food security—and making sure they are 
fully funded is in our national security inter-
est. As Defense Secretary Robert Gates said 
last year, ‘‘Development is a lot cheaper 
than sending soldiers.’’ 

Food for Peace Title II Funding Cut 
A 39 percent decrease in Food for Peace 

Title II funding—and will put millions of 
lives at risk and undermine the ability of 
USAID to prevent famine. 

Food aid provided by USAID is a life-sav-
ing measure for millions of vulnerable people 
overseas. According to USAID, these brutal 
cuts will mean up to 16 million people, main-
ly women and children, will not receive life- 
saving food aid. 

The cuts to Food for Peace will mean dras-
tic cuts to our largest emergency food aid 
programs, including Darfur and southern 
Sudan, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Haiti and 
Ethiopia. 

U.S. food aid not only helps people survive, 
it supports U.S. national security interests. 
It promotes stability and goodwill, espe-
cially in Libya, Afghanistan and Pakistan. 

Our emergency and humanitarian food aid 
sends the clear message to desperate people 
in need: The American people care. This bill 
sends the opposite message—the American 
people don’t care at all. Go ahead and starve. 

U.S. food aid also supports domestic prior-
ities, helping American farmers and the jobs 
of American millers, truck and rail transpor-
tation freight systems, and shipping the 
commodities abroad on U.S.-flagged ships. 

My friends on the other side of the aisle 
might not have noticed, but the costs of 
commodities—the cost of purchasing food— 
have sharply escalated over the past year. 
This has already reduced USAID’s pur-
chasing power and the amount of food aid 
USAID can ship overseas. And now you’re 
adding draconian cuts on top of the global 
food crisis. 

McGovern-Dole Funding Cut 
McGovern-Dole was funded at $200 million 

in FY 2010, serving about 5 million children 
in 28 countries. 

The $20 million cut to McGovern-Dole will 
end school meals for over 400,000 children in 
the world’s poorest countries. We are lit-
erally taking food out of the mouths of these 
children. Imagine how that would make you 
feel if it were your child? 

b 1340 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

point out again what my colleague 
from Georgia said. It was President 
Obama’s agreement with the WTO that 
is forcing the funding for the Brazilian 
farmers. This is not something that 
Republicans did. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot continue to 
ignore the facts. With skyrocketing 
debt and unacceptable unemployment 
rates, the Federal Government must 
learn to live within its means and be 
accountable for how it spends taxpayer 
money. 

House Republicans are continuing to 
fulfill our pledge to America and keep 
the promises we made to the American 
people before the election last Novem-
ber. I urge my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this rule. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to section 301 of H. Con. Res. 34, the 
House-passed budget resolution for fiscal year 
2012, I hereby submit revisions to the budget 
allocations set forth pursuant to the budget for 
fiscal year 2012. The revision is for new budg-
et authority and outlays reported by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on 
Defense, which are designated for the Global 
War on Terrorism. A corresponding table is at-
tached. 

This revision represents an adjustment pur-
suant to sections 302 and 311 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended 
(Budget Act). For the purposes of the Budget 
Act, these revised allocations are to be con-
sidered as allocations included in the budget 
resolution, pursuant to section 301 of H. Con. 
Res. 34. 

ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

2012 

Discretionary Action ...................................................... BA 
OT 

1,019,660 
1,224,325 

Adjustment for Global War on Terrorism Reported by 
Subcommittee on Defense ........................................ BA 

OT 
118,684 
59,733 

Total Discretionary Action ............................................. BA 
OT 

1,138,344 
1,284,058 

Current Law Mandatory ................................................ BA 
OT 

745,700 
734,871 

Ms. FOXX. I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes, will now resume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. OWENS. I am opposed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Owens moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

2055 to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Page 30, line 17, insert before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘Provided further, 
That, in addition to the funds made available 
by Public Law 112–10 for ‘Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, Medical Services’ for fiscal 
year 2012, an additional $20,000,000 is appro-
priated for such account for advertising of 
assistance and services for the prevention of 
suicide among veterans (as authorized by 
section 532 of title 38, United States Code) 
for such fiscal year’’. 

Page 35, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve a point of order against the gen-
tleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
offer this final amendment for the ben-
efit of those men and women returning 
from Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as 
for veterans of all wars in need of care. 

There’s been much debate in the 
House today about hard choices. Our 
veterans made hard choices, made dif-
ficult decisions, and many of them suf-
fer because of that. 
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