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poker with the people’s money. Public
servants should not be public serpents.
These government bureaucrats should
pay out of their own pockets the tax-
payer money they squandered in Las
Vegas.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

TROUBLE BETWEEN SUDAN AND
SOUTH SUDAN

(Ms. LEE of California asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker,
over the weekend, the situation went
from bad to worse in Sudan, with mili-
tary clashes erupting into a full-blown
crisis along the troubled border region
between Sudan and South Sudan.
President al-Bashir, wanted by the
International Criminal Court for
crimes against humanity, is directing
this new round of bombings that
threaten a fragile peace.

It was less than a year ago that the
world’s youngest nation was born in
South Sudan, and already we are wit-
nessing the disturbing return to vio-
lence and inhumanity.

Last month, I was joined by 67 Mem-
bers of my House colleagues on a letter
to President Obama expressing our se-
rious concern for the ongoing human
calamity in Sudan.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me just
say half a million lives hang in the bal-
ance as the Sudanese Government at-
tacks rebels and civilians alike with a
methodical strategy to stop cultivation
and block humanitarian aid. We must
not idly stand by. So I call on my col-
leagues to sponsor legislation by our
colleagues—Representatives CAPUANO,
MCGOVERN, WoOLF—and myself who
have recently introduced H.R. 4169, the
Sudan Peace, Security, and Account-
ability Act, to update the diplomatic
tools in Sudan to reflect the current
dangers on the ground.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES
Washington, DC, March 30, 2012.
Hon. BARACK OBAMA,
President of the United States,
House, Washington, DC.
CC:
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton
Ambassador to the United Nations Susan
Rice

DEAR PRESIDENT OBAMA: We write to ex-
press our serious concern for the ongoing
human calamity in the Sudanese border
areas of South Kordofan, Blue Nile, Abyei,
and Darfur, and in Yida and other refugee
camps in South Sudan. The Sudanese gov-
ernment continues to target civilian popu-
lations through the use of indiscriminate
bombing and the denial of humanitarian aid.
These actions have left nearly half a million
people at risk of starvation in the coming
weeks and months. Sudan’s impending rainy
season, and resulting poor road conditions,
will soon make the delivery of any aid ex-
tremely difficult, if not impossible.

We applaud your recent actions dem-
onstrating your firm commitment to ending
the humanitarian crisis in South Korfodan
and the border areas. There are two upcom-
ing opportunities for the United States to
further support a humanitarian agenda em-
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phasizing aid delivery and access to these
border areas. First, the United States will
assume the rotating presidency of the United
Nations Security Council in April and sec-
ondly, the United States will host the G8
summit at Camp David in May.

We hope that the United States will take
advantage of both platforms by demanding
full and unimpeded access for international
humanitarian organizations to the border re-
gions, while calling on Khartoum to agree to
a concrete timeline to implement the United
Nations-African Union-League of Arab
States Tripartite Proposal. Specifically, we
request that the United States ensure that
Sudan and South Sudan are placed as a pri-
ority on the U.N. Security Council agenda
during the U.S. presidency. These efforts will
complement and further advance the mes-
sage on Sudan you delivered this week to
Chinese President Hu Jintao during your bi-
lateral meeting in Seoul.

Khartoum’s notorious ability to delay and
its failure to honor agreements suggest that
a more robust, consistent and coordinated
approach is needed to protect the lives of
vulnerable populations. We have seen such
sustained international coordination led by
the United States in both negotiating the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement signed in
2005, and in helping to implement the suc-
cessful South Sudan referendum in 2011.

Now is the time to act. Affected areas of
South Kordofan and Blue Nile reached emer-
gency levels of food insecurity in March, and
the situation has continued to deteriorate.
This is one level short of famine. The re-
maining areas within South Kordofan, as
well as much of Blue Nile state, are facing
crisis levels of food insecurity.

Recognizing the concrete steps your Ad-
ministration has taken to spare the lives of
vulnerable populations and prevent further
conflict, we ask that you use the upcoming
opportunities at the United Nations Security
Council and the G8 summit in May to lever-
age multilateral pressure on the Government
of Sudan and its supporters. We appreciate
your ongoing commitment to that goal.

Respectfully Yours,

Barbara Lee, Michael E. Capuano, James
P. McGovern, Al Green, Karen Bass,
G.K. Butterfield, Judy Chu, Wm. Lacy
Clay, James E. Clyburn, Keith Ellison,
Bob Filner, and Howard L. Berman.

André Carson, Yvette D. Clarke, Eman-
uel Cleaver, Elijah E. Cummings,
Chaka Fattah, Marcia L. Fudge, Raul
M. Grijalva, Sheila Jackson Lee, Rick
Larsen, John W. Olver, Lucille Roybal-
Allard, and Robert C. Scott.

Terri A. Sewell, Michael M. Honda, Hank
Johnson, John Lewis, Cedric L. Rich-
mond, Gregorio Sablan, David Scott,
Bennie G. Thompson, Edolphus Towns,
Frederica S. Wilson, John Conyers Jr.,
and Laura Richardson.

Corrine Brown, Jackie Speier, Peter A.
Defazio, Melvin L. Watt, Lynn C. Wool-
sey, Donna M. Christensen, Alcee L.
Hastings, Maxine Waters, Pete Stark,
Carolyn B. Maloney, Aaron Schock,
and Donna F. Edwards.

Maurice D. Hinchey, Russ Carnahan, Zoe
Lofgren, Lois Capps, Michael H.
Michaud, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Ste-
phen F. Lynch, Sanford D. Bishop Jr.,
Brad Sherman, Sam Farr, Jesse L.
Jackson Jr., and Danny K. Davis.

Steve Cohen, Jan Schakowsky, Chris
Van Hollen, Jerrold Nadler, Charles
Rangel, Marcy Kaptur, James P.
Moran, and Steve Israel.
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WE CAN DO BETTER

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise because I truly believe
we can do better. I join my colleague
from Texas to speak and raise the ques-
tion of: What was the GSA, the General
Services Administration, thinking?
There are a lot of good workers and we
should not attribute to them bad acts,
but it was such poor judgment—3$800,000
to be spent recklessly on party hearty.

But I also want to raise the question
of the contracts that the GSA sends
out. In the instance of the stimulus
dollars, my Federal building has been
rehabbed under the stimulus moneys to
create jobs, and we can’t get the con-
tractor, Gilbane, to address the ques-
tion of diversity in the workforce or di-
versity in contractors. What a terrible
shame. There has been some hard work
and some attention, but not the hard
press that should come about when you
seek fairness.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to mention
the fact that I'm supporting Mr.
COURTNEY’s bill, of Connecticut, be-
cause it is a shame to double, triple the
interest rates on loans that college stu-
dents need to provide for their edu-
cation.

Finally, I want to say that NASA has
sent the Discovery to the Smithsonian.
I want a shuttle in Houston, and we’re
never giving up until we get it. We are
the historic home for the shuttle.

————
HUNGER AND THE RYAN BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the minority leader.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, in to-
night’s Democratic Special Order, we
will be highlighting the severe and im-
moral cuts made to antihunger and nu-
trition programs in the House Repub-
lican budget.

Right now, millions of American
families and children are suffering
from food insecurity. As the map here
clearly shows, food hardship is a na-
tional tragedy. It is present in each
and every congressional district. The
districts that are highlighted in pink
and in red have the most food hard-
ships, while the districts in yellow are
not far behind. Districts highlighted in
blue have the lowest food hardship, but
the national average is that nearly one
in five Americans struggles with food
hardship. Simply put, they are at risk
of going hungry.

According to a study done by the
Center for Budget Policy and Prior-
ities, the Republican budget, composed
by Chairman PAUL RYAN and endorsed
by Presidential candidate Mitt Rom-
ney, would ‘‘impose extraordinary cuts
in programs that serve as a lifeline for
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our Nation’s poorest and our most vul-
nerable citizens.”” Not the least of
these are America’s critical antihunger
initiatives like food stamps and the
Women, Infants and Children, or WIC,
program, all of which the Ryan Repub-
lican budget threatens to slash by as
much as 19 percent.

That means, for example, that over 8
million men, women, and children
could be cut from food stamps, and 2%
million pregnant and post-partum
women, infants and children may be
slashed from the WIC program. The
Ryan budget slashes these antihunger
initiatives while preserving subsidies
for Big Oil, tax breaks for the wealthi-
est Americans. It is a reverse Robin
Hood budget that, in the words of Rob-
ert Greenstein, the head of the Center
on Budget and Policy Priorities, would
“likely produce the largest redistribu-
tion of income from the bottom to the
top in modern U.S. history, and likely
increase poverty and inequality more
than any other budget in recent times
and possibly in the Nation’s history.”

As many religious and ethical observ-
ers have noted this week, the decisions
made in this budget are antithetical to
our basic moral values. Last Friday, 60
Catholic leaders and theologians wrote
a letter to Chairman RYAN arguing
that his budget was ‘“‘morally indefen-
sible and betrays Catholic principles of
solidarity, just taxation, and a com-
mitment to the common good. A budg-
et that turns its back on the hungry,
the elderly, and the sick while giving
more tax breaks to the wealthiest few
can’t be justified in Christian terms.”

This Ryan Republican budget is par-
ticularly cruel when you consider the
scale of need in the current economy
where 13 million are unemployed and
one in six are living below the official
poverty line.

As another group of Christian lead-
ers, the Circle of Protection, has urged,
Congress should ‘‘give moral priority
to programs that protect the life and
the dignity of poor and vulnerable peo-
ple in these difficult times.”

Our antihunger initiatives like food
stamps and WIC are just such pro-
grams. Tonight, I'm proud to be joined
by my colleagues. We will discuss the
profound impact the Ryan-Romney Re-
publican budget will have on these pro-
grams.

With that, I am so pleased to ask my
colleague from California (Mr. FARR),
who is the ranking member of the Agri-
culture Appropriations Subcommittee,
to continue our dialogue for this
evening.

Mr. FARR. Thank you very much,
Madam Chair. I call you Chair because
you were chair when I was on the com-
mittee, and I always respect your lead-
ership in this field.

As was stated, I am ranking member
of the House Appropriations Agri-
culture Subcommittee, and that is re-
sponsible for the U.S. Department of
Agriculture and the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration. The entire budgets of
those administrations are bigger than
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the budget of all of California. It is a
very important program, and the U.S.
Department of Agriculture is respon-
sible for food policy. Most of our food
policy in the United States is about
health care. It’s about feeding people
and assisting those who don’t have ade-
quate access to fresh fruits and vegeta-
bles through creation of farmers mar-
kets and things like that.

I'm here tonight because I'm deeply
disturbed by the attention and sort of
the media satisfaction that some are
getting when they hear about the Ryan
budget cut, squeeze, and trim; and I
want to talk tonight a little bit not
only to the families that receive the
benefits but to the farmers who grow
the food in this country.

The Ryan budget is one you ought to
look at before you leap, because if you
look at it in detail, you will find that
it has a lot to do with knowing about
the price of everything and the cost of
everything, but very little about know-
ing the value of what these programs
are all about.

Look, food in America is very impor-
tant, and we wouldn’t be having all
these health care debates and issues if
it weren’t for the issues of health care.
Health care begins with food. If you’re
going to grow healthy people, it has to
do with what they eat, and we also
know it has to do with the exercise
that they participate in.

Of about a $100 billion budget, $65 bil-
lion of that is in food and nutrition.
It’s about feeding people. We feed a lot
of people in the government. We cer-
tainly feed everybody in the military.
We feed people in public institutions.
We feed children in schools, and we
also give families a choice of what they
want to buy with the old food stamp
program, now known as the SNAP pro-
gram, Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program.

In my district, one out of every five
families is receiving this assistance.
And what do they do with that? They
can buy, because we produce so much
fresh fruits and vegetables, a much
healthier diet than they would have
otherwise. Indeed, if we’re going to pre-
vent illness in America, we have to
keep people healthy.

Who grows this food? Who produces
this food? It’s the farmers of America.
They don’t give it away. We buy it
from them.

A huge percentage of the income to
farmers in this country comes from the
food they produce for our institutional
feeding and for our health care pro-
grams. The Ryan budget devastates
that. He cuts, squeezes, and trims the
farmers in this country, the growers,
the people that create the food security
in America.

So look before you leap. This budget
does a lot more harm than good.

J 1930

And, frankly, the Supplemental Nu-

tritional Assistance Program is a very

good program. We even have spouses
and children of military families that
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are receiving this because at some lo-
cations the pay isn’t great enough to
be able to give them all of the nutri-
tional foods that they need.

So if we’re going to grow a healthy
America, we’ve got to keep this pro-
gram, and we’ve got to avoid falling in
love with the Ryan budget which will
do everything but create a healthier,
safer, sounder and more fiscally capa-
ble government. I urge the defeat of
that budget and the support of the
American farmers.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman from California. And as this is,
as I said, an issue that is coast to
coast, I'd like to recognize our col-
league from Massachusetts, someone
who has been an unbelievable cham-
pion of eliminating hunger in the
United States, JIM MCGOVERN from
Massachusetts.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank my
colleague from Connecticut for her pas-
sion and for her leadership on this
issue, and for reminding us all of a ter-
rible truth, and that is, there is not a
single community in the United States
of America that is hunger-free; that
there are millions of our fellow citi-
zens, men, women and children of every
age and every background you can
imagine, who are hungry or who are
food insecure. They don’t have enough
to eat, can’t put a nutritious meal on
the table for their families. They go
without meals on a regular basis.

This is happening in the United
States of America, the richest country
on this planet; and every one of us,
Democrats and Republicans alike,
should be ashamed of that fact.

I tell people all the time that hunger
is a political condition. We have the
food. We have this incredible natural
resource in this country that we’re
able to produce enough food to be able
to feed our population. We have this in-
credible agriculture community, won-
derful farmers from coast to coast who
can grow our food. And yet millions of
our citizens go without.

We have the food, we have the infra-
structure, we know what to do. We
have everything but the political will
to eradicate hunger in America.

Now, look, we all agree that we have
a problem with our debt, and we need
to get our budget under control. But
it’s hard to believe that the first place
the Republicans are looking to balance
the budget are on the backs of the poor
and the most vulnerable in this coun-
try, on the backs of people who are
hungry, because tomorrow in the Agri-
culture Committee, following in line
with the Ryan budget, the Republican
leadership is going to ask that the Ag-
riculture Committee cut $33 billion out
of the SNAP program.

That’s how they’re going to balance
the budget. First thing out of the box,
going after the SNAP program, a pro-
gram that has worked to keep millions
of people not only out of hunger, but
out of poverty.

I will insert an article into the
RECORD that appeared in The New York
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Times talking about how the SNAP
program has prevented millions of
Americans from going into poverty.

[From the New York Times, Apr. 9, 2012]

FooD STAMPS HELPED REDUCE POVERTY
RATE, STUDY FINDS
(By Sabrina Tavernise)

WASHINGTON.—A new study by the Agri-
culture Department has found that food
stamps, one of the country’s largest social
safety net programs, reduced the poverty
rate substantially during the recent reces-
sion. The food stamp program, formally
known as the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program, or SNAP, reduced the pov-
erty rate by nearly 8 percent in 2009, the
most recent year included in the study, a
significant impact for a social program
whose effects often go unnoticed by policy
makers.

The food stamp program is one of the larg-
est antipoverty efforts in the country, serv-
ing more than 46 million people. But the
extra income it provides is not counted in
the government’s formal poverty measure,
an omission that makes it difficult for offi-
cials to see the effects of the policy and get
an accurate figure for the number of people
beneath the poverty threshold, which was
about $22,000 for a family of four in 2009.

“SNAP plays a crucial, but often under-
appreciated, role in alleviating poverty,”
said Stacy Dean, an expert on the program
with the Center for Budget and Policy Prior-
ities, a Washington-based research group
that focuses on social programs and budget
policy.

Enrollment in the food stamp program
grew substantially during the recession and
immediately after, rising by 45 percent from
January of 2009 to January of this year, ac-
cording to monthly figures on the U.S.D.A.
Web site. The stimulus package pushed by
President Obama and enacted by Congress
significantly boosted funding for the pro-
gram as a temporary relief for families who
had fallen on hard times in the recession.

But the steady rise tapered off in January,
when enrollment was down slightly from De-
cember, a change in direction that Ms. Dean
said could signal that the recovery was hav-
ing an effect even among poor families.

The program’s effects have long been
known among poverty researchers, and for
Ms. Dean, the most interesting aspect of the
report was the political context into which it
was released.

In a year of elections and rising budget
pressures, social programs like food stamps
are coming under increased scrutiny from
Republican legislators, who argue that they
create a kind of entitlement society.

In an e-mail to supporters on Monday, Rep-
resentative Allen B. West, a Florida Repub-
lican, called the increase in food stamp use a
“‘highly disturbing trend.” He said that he
had noticed a sign outside a gas station in
his district over the weekend alerting cus-
tomers that food stamps were accepted.

“This is not something we should be proud
to promote,”’ he said.

Kevin W. Concannon, the under secretary
of agriculture for food, nutrition and con-
sumer services, argued that since the
changes to the welfare system in the 1990s,
the food stamp program was one of the few
remaining antipoverty programs that pro-
vided benefits with few conditions beyond in-
come level and legal residence.

“The numbers of people on SNAP reflect
the economic challenges people are facing
across the country,” Mr. Concannon said.
“Folks who have lost their jobs or are get-
ting fewer hours. These people haven’t been
invented.”

The study, which examined nine years of
data, tried to measure the program’s effects
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on people whose incomes remained below the
poverty threshold. The program lifted the
average poor person’s income up about six
percent closer to the line over the length of
the study, making poverty less severe. When
the benefits were included in the income of
families with children, the result was that
children below the threshold moved about 11
percent closer to the line.

The program had a stronger effect on chil-
dren because they are more likely to be poor
and they make up about half of the pro-
gram’s participants.

“Even if SNAP doesn’t have the effect of
lifting someone out of poverty, it moves
them further up,” Mr. Concannon said.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to take on a
myth that some of my Republican
friends have been propagating that
somehow the SNAP program is a
wasteful program. I've heard over and
over and over again that the amount
we’ve spent on SNAP has risen over the
last decade. It has, in part, because
we’ve gone through a terrible economic
crisis. More and more of our fellow
citizens have fallen into poverty, have
had to rely on SNAP.

CBO tells us that they expect what
we spend on SNAP to go down as the
economy gets better. And this is a so-
cial safety net. This is a program that
provides protection for people when
they hit difficult economic times. So
that is why spending has increased. It
has nothing to do with fraud or waste
or abuse.

In fact, the GAO and the USDA have
reported time and time again that
SNAP is one of the most efficiently run
programs in the Federal Government.
Less than 3 percent error rate, and that
includes people who get underpaid
what they’re entitled to.

I dare anybody here to find me a pro-
gram at the Pentagon that has such a
low error rate in terms of the utiliza-
tion of taxpayer money.

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is this:
what we’re talking about here is not
just a program, is not just numbers.
We’re talking about people. We’re talk-
ing about our neighbors. And we’re
talking about not just people who are
unemployed. We’re talking about work-
ing people. Millions of working fami-
lies benefit from SNAP. They’re out
there working trying to make ends
meet, but they don’t earn enough. So
because of that, we have this program
called SNAP to help them get by and
to put nutritious food on the table for
their children.

Mr. Speaker, we can talk all we want
about our budgetary problems. I want
to close with this. You know, people
say to me, well, we can’t afford to
spend any more on hunger programs
because, you know, things are tough
and the budget need to be tight.

But I would counter, Mr. Speaker, by
saying we can’t afford not to. There is
a cost to hunger in America and that
cost we all pay for: avoidable health
care costs, lost productivity in the
workplace. Children who go to school
without enough to eat can’t learn in
school. That all adds up. That is a huge
cost of billions and billions of dollars
that we all have to pay. And that
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doesn’t even count what we invest in
programs like SNAP and WIC and
other programs designed to provide nu-
trition and food for our fellow citizens.

So I would say to my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle, the battle
against hunger has historically been a
bipartisan one. We’ve been able to
come together, Republicans and Demo-
crats, and be able to stand together to
support programs that provide a circle
of protection for our most vulnerable
citizens.

And all of a sudden, you know, my
Republican colleagues and some of the
Presidential candidates are using hun-
ger as a wedge issue, calling President
Obama the Food Stamp President.
Well, I'm proud that in this country we
care about our fellow citizens, espe-
cially when they fall on hard times.

I urge my colleagues, especially on
the Republican side, to stand up
against your leadership and to stand
with us and to stand with people who
are in need. If government is not there
for the neediest, then I'm not sure
what good government is.

Mitt Romney doesn’t need govern-
ment. He’s a multi-millionaire. Donald
Trump doesn’t need government. But
there are millions of our fellow citizens
who, through no fault of their own, find
themselves in a difficult economic situ-
ation who rely on these programs.

It is beyond comprehension to me
that tomorrow the Republicans want
to cut $33 billion out of SNAP. With all
the places they could look for savings,
they’re going after programs to help
the most vulnerable. That is unaccept-
able and unconscionable, and I hope
that the majority in this House stand
up strongly against that.

I thank my colleague for yielding the
time.

Ms. DELAURO. I want to thank my
colleague. I want to thank him for his
eloquence. He makes a comment that
these are not just statistics about the
people who are being hurt. The fact of
the matter is last week in my district
during our district break I did an event
on hunger in our community. And
there I had the head of the Connecticut
food bank, the woman who heads up
the End Hunger Connecticut organiza-
tion, and a young woman, her name
was Susan Vass from Branford, Con-
necticut. She stood up and with tears
in her eyes talked about her cir-
cumstances. Out of a job, that’s some-
one who is a former pension adviser, a
human resources director who’s now
unemployed, cannot find a job. She has
three boys 18, 14 and 10 years old. They
eat—she stood there crying—one meal
a day. If we cut back on food stamps,
and because she’s now not eligible, she
can’t get them because her unemploy-
ment benefits take her over the mark,
so she relies on the Connecticut food
bank.

And when the food stamps are cut,
the food banks don’t get the emergency
assistance program funding. So her
ability to feed her family will continue
to drop.
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It’s wrong. It’s immoral in a land
that has plenty and we are bountiful
with food in this Nation.

I'm so delighted that our colleague,
JACKIE SPEIER from California, has
joined us tonight for this conversation.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank my colleague
from Connecticut, who says it better
than any of us and with such great fer-
vor and passion.

You know, there are times here when
I am elated, and there are times here
when I'm sick to my stomach. And to-
night is one of those times when I am
sick to my stomach. I am embarrassed
for this body.

I'm embarrassed that the Repub-
licans want to stuff polar bears and
bring them back to this country as tro-
phies for their hunters, but they do not
want to stuff the bellies of poor Kids in
our country. There is something fun-
damentally wrong, and I say that with
a great deal of remorse, really.

One in seven Americans now is in
poverty and needs to be part of the
SNAP program. You know, I think it’s
really important for us to say it over
and over again. This program is not
filled with fraud.
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This program is one of the best pro-
grams that we run in the government,
where the error rate and the fraud is
less than 3 percent.

Now, I took the Food Stamp Chal-
lenge last fall, and I’'ve got to tell you
that it was a humbling experience. And
for every one of my colleagues who
want to cut the food stamp program by
$33 billion, I challenge them to live on
the equivalent of food stamps for just 5
days. I did it for 5 days, $4.50. There
were no lattes in my diet. There were
no Big Macs in my diet. There was no
sushi in my diet. My diet consisted of
canned tuna, eggs, one head of lettuce,
and tomatoes for 5 days, and a can of
instant coffee from the dollar store.
That’s how I survived. At the end of 5
days, I thought to myself, I just did
this for 5 days. How about the family
that needs to do this day in, day out,
month after month.

What we don’t say often enough on
this issue is that you are only eligible
for the SNAP program if you are a fam-
ily of four making less than $22,000 a
year. If you make more than $22,000 a
year, you are not eligible, and the only
place you can go to is the food banks.

So if we really are going to be a
country that thinks about the poorest
among us, we cannot reduce this pro-
gram. We cannot say to those who are
just making it, who are making less
than $22,000 as a family of four, that
we’re not going to help you put food
into the bellies of your kids.

I say to my Republican colleagues:
Don’t do this. If you are, in fact, going
to vote for this budget, then you take
that Food Stamp Challenge for 5 days.
You see what it’s like and then vote for
it. I thank my colleague.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gentle-
lady. Your words are poignant. If any-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

body would like to do this, they really
should walk in people’s shoes and un-
derstand what it’s about. When the
American people say that they don’t
believe Congress understands what
their lives are about, in this instance
you bear it out. Thank you.

Someone whom we are deeply going
to miss in the next session of this Con-
gress, there hasn’t been a greater
champion for women and their families
in the House of Representatives than
our colleague from California, Con-
gresswoman WOOLSEY.

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank the Congress-
woman from Connecticut for this Spe-
cial Order and for those kind words.
Thank you very much.

So let me see, do I have this right?
Am I getting it? My colleagues on the
other side of the aisle think it’s just
fine for the wealthiest Americans to
avoid their fair share of the tax burden,
that it’s fine for a millionaire to pay a
lower Federal tax rate than his sec-
retary. So, tell me who they believe
should make do with less in order to
close the budget deficit. Just who do
they want to sacrifice? Oh, of course,
those Americans who are barely get-
ting by, who can’t afford life’s basic ne-
cessities without support from the Fed-
eral Government.

Mr. Speaker, to convert SNAP into a
block grant program and cut nutrition
assistance would cut a giant hole in
the social safety net. Actually, the
SNAP program is a smart investment
in Americans who need help the most.
It stimulates the economy, it increases
worker productivity, it’s good for our
children’s development and academic
performance. At this very moment,
when a harsh economy is threatening
the security of so many families, we
should be increasing these invest-
ments. We shouldn’t be standing here
talking about scaling them back.

You know, Mr. Speaker—you prob-
ably don’t know—I know what it’s like
to be working and still not earn enough
to put food on the table. I was a single
mother, it was 45 years ago. I had three
small children, they were 1, 3, and 5
yvears old. Their dad was ill, he aban-
doned us. I went back to work to sup-
port my family. In fact, I had to lie
about my marital status and about my
childcare arrangements just to get a
job—remember, that was 40 years ago.
My salary was not enough to provide
for the four of us, so to help my pay-
check cover the basic needs of my fam-
ily I went on public assistance—kept
on working—and that was how I could
make ends meet. But without food
stamps, we never could have made ends
meet. As I said, my children were 1, 3,
and 5 years old. They had needs.

Eventually, we got through the rough
patch and my children grew up to be
healthy, successful adults—they’re
amazing, by the way—but I don’t know
what we would have done or how we
would have survived without that help.
In fact, isn’t that what America is
about? When our fellow citizens fall on
hard times, don’t we pitch in to help
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them? Well, that’s not what the Repub-
lican philosophy is. It’s quite different
than that. I believe that they believe
every man and woman is on their own
and should be fending for themselves.

Millionaires and billionaires deserve
the special breaks that they don’t
need. And more hardship for Americans
who are suffering enough already is
just what they have to do when they
happen not to be very wealthy, or in
need. It’s appalling, and it’s shameful.

Mr. Speaker, you don’t need to have
my personal experience; nobody needs
to. I didn’t have to do the food stamp
test for 5 days—I know what it’s like to
live on food stamps. But we, as Ameri-
cans, as Members of Congress, have to
fight with everything that we have to
protect the nutrition programs that we
have in this country because families
in America depend on it.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gentle-
lady for her words, and for her telling
about her personal experience.

I'd like to recognize the vice chair of
our Democratic Caucus, the Honorable
XAVIER BECERRA of California—which,
by the way, has over a 19 percent food
hardship rate.

Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gentle-
lady from Connecticut, my good friend
RosA DELAURO, for not just this
evening, but for the years of work that
she has done in committee, for her dis-
trict, and simply in Congress as being
one of the champions of not just chil-
dren and families who are in need, but
the fight to make sure that all these
families have an opportunity to have
access to real nutrition, not just food,
but real nutrition. Because there were
days when ketchup was called a vege-
table. And some people made the fight
to make sure that nutrition really
meant good food, so that if we were
going to help Americans—as we want
to, as good Americans, help our fellow
Americans—then let’s be sure we’re
doing it so that they end up healthy
Americans as well.

So we’re here to talk about the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram, SNAP. SNAP is the acronym.
But really what we’re here to talk
about is the fact that in America chil-
dren still go to bed hungry. It’s hard to
believe, but that’s the way it is for too
many families in our country.

Now, the numbers are staggering.
They’re staggering because of the Bush
recession which left so many Ameri-
cans in a place they had never been be-
fore. In fact, you had to go back some
70, 80 years to find a situation similar,
when we saw the Great Depression in
America.

We went from somewhere in the mid-
twenties, some 26 million Americans
who qualified for SNAP assistance, to
over 45 million, around 45 million fami-
lies during the height of this Great Re-
cession who qualified for benefits. Most
of those folks who qualified included
families with children, or seniors, or
persons with disabilities. It should
come as no surprise. But what’s really
disheartening is to see how many
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Americans live in extreme poverty, a
life that most of us would not recog-
nize.

O 1950

When we talk about extreme poverty,
we are talking about Americans who
are living on less than $2 a day. The
number of Americans who were living
on less than $2 a day doubled during
the Bush recession. The number of poor
children who were in extreme poverty
doubled during the Bush recession.
Most of the people we’re talking about,
as my colleagues have said earlier, are
living on less than $22,000 a year as a
family of four. Those in extreme pov-
erty are living on, obviously, far less.
With an individual, not a family but
just an individual, we’re talking about
someone who would have to have an in-
come of $11,000 or less to be able to
qualify for any assistance with the
SNAP program.

What probably makes it the most dif-
ficult for many of us here in Congress
and for most Americans to really grap-
ple with as to this issue of food insecu-
rity and children in America going to
sleep hungry is the fact that this Con-
gress is taking on legislation which
would actually provide tax cuts to mil-
lionaires and billionaires at this very
moment that we speak about food inse-
curity. So it is difficult to comprehend
how we could say to Americans today,
who are working hard but earning very
little and who are trying to figure out
how to keep their kids from going to
sleep hungry at night, that we still
have the money to provide tax breaks
to millionaires and billionaires but
that we can’t figure out a way to con-
tinue a great program called SNAP
that relies on our farmers to grow this
food and then to make some of it avail-
able at a discounted rate to American
families who are having a tough time.

This is all about values. This is all
about the American family. It’s all
about whether we believe in the better
days still to come for our country.

I happen to be someone who grew up
in a very tiny house—about a 600-
square-foot home—with my three sis-
ters. My father got about a sixth grade
education. My mother came from Gua-
dalajara, Jalisco, Mexico, when she
married my father at the age of 18.
They came to Sacramento, California,
with only the money they had in their
pockets. They never once had to ask
for assistance. They worked very hard.
They were fortunate that they always
found a way to make ends meet. I
never had the Converse or the Keds or
the Levi’s jeans. My first bike was a
bike that my friend was willing to sell
to my father and me because he had
just gotten a new one, but I never went
to sleep hungry.

So I will tell you right now that it’s
a different thing to experience some-
thing where the thing you want the
most before you go to sleep is a bite to
eat. Too many of our kids are upset
that they didn’t get to watch that tele-
vision program or didn’t get to play on
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the computer very much at night.
There are still too many American
children who are concerned that, when
they go to bed, they wish they’d have
something else in their stomachs. I be-
lieve America has the moral fiber to
say that we’re going to deal with this
problem.

I thank the gentlelady from Con-
necticut for, once again, continuing
the fight, because the reality is that we
could figure out a way to help million-
aires and billionaires continue to be
successful and create the next wave of
wealthy and successful Americans. At
the same time, we should be able to fig-
ure out a way to make sure that the
SNAP program is there for Americans
who, through no fault of their own, find
themselves without work and who,
through no fault of their own, are try-
ing to figure out how they will let their
children go to bed with full stomachs.
If we do this the right way, we’ll get it
solved.

I sat on the Bowles-Simpson Commis-
sion a year and a half ago, which found
a way to save $4 trillion in our budget.
It did not touch the SNAP program. I
sat on the supercommittee, which was
supposed to also fashion a budget def-
icit reduction deal, and that task force
was also going to come up with a deal
that would not have touched the SNAP
program. We can certainly do far bet-
ter than what we see in the House Re-
publican budget, which is going after
the SNAP program. I encourage all of
my colleagues to stand up, not just for
the SNAP program but for Americans
today, because there are some families
who tonight are trying to figure out
how they can keep their children from
going to bed hungry.

So I thank the gentlelady from Con-
necticut for all she has done for so long
to champion this issue.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman.

I think one of the most important
things that you commented on tonight
was the number of U.S. households liv-
ing below the World Bank measure of
severe poverty in developing nations.
That means they’re living on less than
$2 a day per person. At the start of 2011,
we had 1.4 million households, 2.8 mil-
lion children—that’s 800,000 house-
holds—who were living on $2 a day, and
we have colleagues in this institution
who want to take food out of the
mouths of those children.

Mr. BECERRA. Some people don’t be-
lieve that that’s the case. That is
America.

Ms. DELAURO. That is.

Now I would like to say ‘‘thank you”
to our colleague from New Jersey, Con-
gressman HOLT, and ask him to join
our conversation this evening.

Mr. HOLT. I thank my friend from
Connecticut. I thank Mr. BECERRA for
his heartfelt and very moving remarks,
and I thank Ms. SPEIER from Cali-
fornia.

Look at this. Look at this map: 46
million Americans rely on SNAP. More
than 9 million others rely on WIC,
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which is the Women, Infants, and Chil-
dren food assistance. In New Jersey,
my home State, more than 1 million
residents rely on SNAP benefits to
keep food on the tables. Then the budg-
et, the Republican-Ryan budget, en-
dorsed by Mitt Romney, would shred
our social safety net while cutting
taxes for the wealthy. It would cut food
stamps, as these are generally known,
by $133 billion over 10 years.

The authors of this or anyone who
voted for it should walk a little bit in
those shoes. I’ve walked in the shoes.
More specifically, I've walked down the
supermarket aisle with beneficiaries,
with people who work in the food as-
sistance programs, with food bank rep-
resentatives. How does it go? Well, you
can’t buy that. No, you can’t afford
that. Oh, Mommy, can I have this? No.
We’re going to have to put that back
on the shelf.

$31.50 a week. Nobody is doing this to
have a little taste of luxury. Yet we
have people come to the floor here in
the House and say, before any of these
millions of people get this assistance,
they should have drug tests or means
tests. I call them suspicion tests.
Somehow they’re trying to rip us off.

No, these are not welfare queens.
Look, the average recipient is on these
benefits for less than a year. More than
half of them go to households where
the income is below half the poverty
line. The poverty line is low enough,
but half of these recipients are at half
that rate. Nearly 75 percent of SNAP
participants are in families with chil-
dren, and about half are working.
These are working families who are
trying to make it.

Is anybody who voted for this budget
suggesting that the millionaires who
might get an extra $100,000 on average
submit to a drug test? submit to a
means test? Are we suspicious of them?
How about the executives of the oil
companies who are getting billions of
dollars of benefits in this? Are we going
to subject them to drug tests or to
means tests in order to show that
they’re deserving?

My friend from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO) already mentioned the
United States Conference of Catholic
Bishops. They wrote:

As pastors and teachers, we remind
Congress that these—meaning the
budget decisions—are economic, polit-
ical and moral choices with human
consequences.

Please, respectfully, they urge the re-
jection of any efforts to reduce funds or
to restructure programs in ways that
harm struggling families and people
living in poverty.

I thank my colleague so much for
shedding a bright light on this heart-
breaking subject.
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Ms. DELAURO. It is a heartbreaking
subject. And when you think about in
that budget when we talk on averages,
the number is a $150,000 or a $187,000
tax break to the wealthiest people in
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the Nation. They don’t worry what
they’re picking up at the grocery store.
They’re eating well. Their kids are eat-
ing well. Their grandkids are eating
well, as ours are in this institution.
But it’s the people that we represent
who are in difficulty, and they need to
know to look to us to help them when
it is so tough out there economically.
This program is working in the way
that it should.

I thank the gentleman.

Now someone who knows what is
going on really in the heartland of our
country where they have suffered se-
vere economic depression, and that is
in the State of Ohio. Let me welcome
to this conversation, our colleague,
Congresswoman FUDGE.

Ms. FUDGE. I thank the gentlelady
so much, and I thank you for your pas-
sion on this subject.

Mr. Speaker, there is a cold and cruel
war being waged on the poor and hun-
gry in America. I stand today with my
colleagues as a voice for the more than
46 million Americans who depend on
the food stamp program. I cannot and I
will not stand by as my Republican col-
leagues attempt to balance the budget
on the backs of these Americans.

Yesterday, the House Agriculture
Committee unveiled the Reconciliation
Act of 2012. The drafters of this legisla-
tion could have proposed cuts to any
program within the Agriculture Com-
mittee’s jurisdiction; yet they decided
to satisfy reconciliation targets by cut-
ting only one program: the Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program,
better known as SNAP. The proposal
would cut more than $33 billion from
SNAP over 10 years.

Some may try to make you believe
these cuts only apply to administrative
costs, or they will say that the pro-
posal is an attempt to reduce fraud or
waste. They are misleading the public,
Mr. Speaker. A majority of the cuts
will come from benefits. These cuts
will take food out of our seniors’ refrig-
erators and food from the mouths of
babies.

Nearly half of all SNAP participants
are children. The Republican proposal
would not only affect children being
fed at home. Oh, no. That would prob-
ably be bad enough. This proposal goes
further. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice predicts this proposal would pre-
vent more than 280,000 children from
receiving free meals in school. A school
lunch is the only meal many poor chil-
dren have every day. Millions of chil-
dren already go to school hungry, Mr.
Speaker. Now my Republican col-
leagues want to exacerbate the prob-
lem. I wonder, what did children do to
deserve these proposed cuts? Of all the
programs that could be cut, why at-
tempt to balance the budget on the
backs of schoolchildren?

In Ohio, more than 1.5 million people
depend on the SNAP program. These
are our neighbors and our friends who
live in rural, suburban, and urban Ohio.
SNAP is a powerful antipoverty pro-
gram that has helped make our econ-
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omy stronger. SNAP is the safety net
for millions of people who find them-
selves unemployed for the first time in
their lives. Without SNAP benefits, the
disabled would suffer. Without SNAP
benefits, seniors would be forced to
make the choice between food or a roof
over their heads. Without SNAP, chil-
dren would go hungry. The hungry and
the poor and the most vulnerable peo-
ple cannot afford these cuts. Mr.
Speaker, they cannot pay all of our
bills by themselves.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gentle-
woman, and I also recognize the gen-
tleman from Ohio who as well under-
stands what the effects of this recent
recession have been to his community,
his State, and the people that he rep-
resents, Mr. RYAN.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tlelady, and I'm glad I have the oppor-
tunity to follow the gentlelady from
Cleveland because my district is just
south of her district.

As you can see from the map of Ohio,
there is severe poverty and food insecu-
rity in the northeastern part of Ohio,
but all the way down, as you can see,
all the way into the south. And the
SNAP program is one program that
we’re highlighting here tonight.

But I think it’s important for us to
recognize how this fits into the context
of an overall budget that also cuts the
Medicaid program by a third. Think
about the stress, A, regarding the
SNAP program if you’re utilizing it.
What is that family going to do if a
third of the Medicaid budget is cut and
early childhood is cut and Pell Grants
are cut and student loan rates go up
and all the way down the line? We’'re
talking about putting a huge squeeze
on the poorest people in our society
when we only have 300 million or 400
million people and we’re trying to com-
pete with 1.4 billion people in China
and 1.3 billion or 1.4 billion people in
India. How are we going to be a com-
petitive country? That’s the question
that we have to ask here if you can’t
even get enough food in a kid’s belly
before they go to school.

We need to look at this in the con-
text of what are the investments we
need to make in order to be a success-
ful country, period. We’ve heard a lot
of amazing stories here tonight, heart-
wrenching stories of people who ended
up being Members of Congress because
of some of these programs. Who is the
next generation of leadership? Are we
going to invest in them, or are we
going to say, You're on your own?

We have now on the other side, Mr.
Speaker, the nominee of a major polit-
ical party in the United States of
America saying: ‘“I’'m not concerned
about the poor,” and making light of
us asking people with the Buffett rule
to maybe pay a little bit more. You
know what? They say, oh, that’s not
that much money. It’s only 11 hours of
government spending and blah, blah,
blah. You know what? That Buffett
rule can help put food in people’s bel-
lies. For the 175,000 people in my con-
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gressional district in northeast Ohio
that are living in poverty, that Buffett
rule would help pay for the SNAP pro-
gram. Is it insignificant now?

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman.

My God, what we could do if we had
the will to do it. That’s what this is
about. It’s a question of our values and
where our priorities are. Is it about our
kids, or is it about the richest 1 per-
cent of the people in this Nation get-
ting $150,000 or $187,000 in a tax break?

The gentlewoman from California has
been extraordinary in her fight for the
food stamp program, and she hasn’t
been afraid to take on anyone in any
party on this issue of making sure that
the food stamp program is secure. I
recognize the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. Thank you
very much.

First, let me thank my colleague,
Congresswoman DELAURO, for yielding
and those kind words. But let me just
thank you for not only organizing this
Special Order, but for really continuing
to beat the drum so that the country
can understand how important nutri-
tion programs are to our Nation. This
is not just a job for Congresswoman
DELAURO. This is about her life’s work.
So I just have to thank her for her
leadership.

Republicans are preparing to attack
families on food stamps. They are plan-
ning to take an axe to one of the most
important protections for the poor,
children, seniors, the disabled, which
is, of course, the Supplemental Nutri-
tion Assistance Program. They are at-
tempting to cut up to $33 billion from
critical, anti-hunger programs even,
mind you, as they bring up this bill,
H.R. 9, the Small Business Tax Cut
Act, which is another $46 billion tax
holiday for the very wealthy. They are
trying to bring this up at the same
time.

When Republicans target programs
that protect vulnerable Americans
from massive cuts that risk making
millions of children suffer hunger and
depravation, they are doing so unfortu-
nately in the name of fiscal responsi-
bility and deficit reduction. Yet in the
very next breath when they want to
give away tax breaks to the already
wealthy businesses, then those same
deficits don’t seem to matter.

Mr. Speaker, making cuts on strug-
gling families during hard times is not
only heartless and mean and immoral,
but it also makes no sense because it
doesn’t reduce the deficit, nor create
jobs. Critical programs like SNAP and
WIC not only feed hungry children and
families, but they support the overall
economy. Every single dollar of SNAP
benefits generates a $1.84 in economic
activity, and the Congressional Budget
Office rated an increase in SNAP bene-
fits as one of the two most cost-effec-
tive of all spending and tax options it
examined for boosting growth and jobs
in a weak economy.
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Let me tell you today I really had
the privilege to speak—and, Congress-
woman DELAURO, I want to say to you
thank you again for this because I
know, as I said earlier, this is your
life’s work. This is not just about your
job, okay. This is about you as a
human being. This is about us and our
values.

But let me tell you, many years ago
while I was raising my two small chil-
dren, two little boys as a single moth-
er, I fell upon some very difficult times
like Congresswoman WOOLSEY. She en-
couraged me to talk about this when I
came here because, you know what, I
was so embarrassed I never talked
about it until LYNN WOOLSEY encour-
aged me to begin to share my story.

O 2010

But I had to go on food stamps to
help me just feed my kids during that
very difficult period in my life, and it
was hard. Again, I was very embar-
rassed. But to this day, mind you, to
this day I want to thank my govern-
ment and the people of the United
States for extending this helping hand
to me as a bridge over troubled waters.

Even though I was embarrassed and
didn’t want to be on public assistance,
I had to for a while, and it was not that
I was a welfare queen, but this was a
very difficult time. Most families, 95,
98 percent of the families, don’t really
want to be on food stamps. They want
to trade their book of food stamps for
a living-wage paycheck. That’s what
they want.

Cutting SNAP, it simply doesn’t
make any sense. There are still four
job seekers for every one job in Amer-
ica, and so we can’t cut the benefits
that help to keep food on their tables
and provide that bridge over troubled
waters until they can get their job.

For the life of me, it’s really hard,
it’s really hard to understand how peo-
ple of faith have forgotten what the
Scriptures say, that we are our broth-
ers’ keepers, we are our sisters’ keep-
ers. This is the United States of Amer-
ica. This is not a poor developing coun-
try.

What the Republican budget proposes
is that we will create a country that we
won’t even recognize, one that says go
for what you know, one that says I got
mine, you get yours. This 11 percent
cut in food stamps, which the Repub-
licans propose, it says you’re on your
own, mind you. You're on your own,
unless you are very wealthy.

I know the American people aren’t
going to go for this. Our values as a
country won’t allow this kind of cut in
the SNAP program. Americans care
about the common good, and so I am
confident that the Republicans, the
Tea Party Republicans, they are going
to hear from the American people on
this.

Congresswoman DELAURO, once again
I just thank you for giving us the op-
portunity to do this. I thank you be-
cause it is a privilege to be able to
stand up for the 46 million people who
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need this helping hand, as one who
needed a helping hand at a point in my
life, and it helped me to live the Amer-
ican Dream for myself and for my fam-
ily.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gentle-
woman from California, and I want to
make sure that we have the oppor-
tunity to hear from three more of our
colleagues and our colleague from New
York, Congressman TONKO. Thank you
for being here tonight. And then we
will hear from Congresswoman SCHA-
KOWSKY and Congressman LARSON.

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive DELAURO, and thank you for lead-
ing us in what is a very important hour
of discussion as we address some of the
critical choices before this House. As
my good friend and colleague, ROSA
DELAURO, from Connecticut indicated,
our budget, our budget outcomes are a
sum total of our priorities, what has
value in our society. What are those
sensitivities that we express? What are

those outright requirements, basic
foundational requirements of our soci-
ety?

I would suggest to you that one of
those basic needs is to enable people to
have the soundness of nutrition, to en-
able us to feed families that have stum-
bled across difficult times. What we
have at risk as we speak here this
evening on this House floor is the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram.

The SNAP program touches one in
seven Americans. That is a staggering
statistic, and for every $5 in new SNAP
benefits that we offer, they generate as
much as $9 in economic activity, al-
most a two-time economic factor. In
my home district in upstate New York,
in the Capital Region, some 23,000
households are utilizing SNAP funds.
One in four of those SNAP recipients
are 60-years-old and older.

Then we also have situations where
three and four have had at least one
member of the family out of work in
the past 12 months. We have many chil-
dren; one in two on SNAP are under 18
years of age.

This tells us there’s a growing need
out there. We have had a tough econ-
omy, and people have stumbled across
tough times. Why is this so important
to discuss right now? Because before
the end of this month there will be an
effort made through this House—they
are asking that the Ag Committee
come up with cuts that are brutal.

They are asking for the Ag Com-
mittee to come up with a sum total of
$33.2 billion. Put right onto the chop-
ping block are SNAP funds. So we are
affecting the weakest amongst us, the
most hungry amongst us, and we’re not
recognizing that those dollars invested
in these families will recirculate into
our regional economies.

This is a sound program that ought
to be continued. There needs to be sen-
sitivity shown, there needs to be
prioritization of a very important fac-
tor here. That is sound nutrition for
our American families. I have seen it, I

April 17, 2012

have witnessed it firsthand in our dis-
trict. It works, it works well. We need
to set this as a high priority, and I
thank Representative DELAURO for al-
lowing me a few moments of time to
share concerns on behalf of the good
people that I represent in the 21st Dis-
trict of upstate New York.

Ms. DELAURO. You represent them
well. I thank my colleague.

I want to be in a trench with the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois, Congress-
woman SCHAKOWSKY. She is a tough
fighter, and at the base of that it’s
about families and their children. Con-
gresswoman SCHAKOWSKY.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I thank you so
much for the opportunity to partici-
pate in this debate where so many of
our colleagues have come down to the
floor to talk about it.

This is the richest country in the
world, and yet one out of five of our
children is considered food insecure,
goes hungry. That is such a moral out-
rage.

You know, the average food stamp
benefit is $1.50 a meal. That’s what you
get when you’re lucky enough to be
part of the SNAP program. And as this
chart shows, this map shows, it’s ev-
erywhere. I actually live in a district
that was considered one of the least
hard-hit by food insecurity, but that’s
all relative.

In the Ninth Congressional District
in Illinois, more than 11 percent of the
households are experiencing food hard-
ship, the inability to put enough food
on the table. And even the least of the
hard-hit districts has 7 percent of its
families unable to put enough food on
the table in the richest country in the
world. It’s intolerable.

You know, the headline today in Po-
litico, ‘‘Republicans Ax Aid to the
Poor’” makes me so sad. Who are we as
a country? What are we as a country
where a candidate for President, a Re-
publican candidate for President, deni-
grates Barack Obama by calling him
the food stamp president. I'm proud
that this President wants to defend,
protect, and save a program that feeds
SO0 many people.

And here’s what the Catholic bishops
say:

SNAP, also known as food stamps,
helps feed millions of households. At
this time of economic turmoil and
growing poverty, the committee should
oppose cuts in this effective and effi-
cient anti-hunger program that helps
people live in dignity.

I just want to say we are asking for
dignity for Americans that are strug-
gling. The average food stamp recipi-
ent is only on it for 9 months. One of
the former recipients called it a tram-
poline that helps you get past it.

I'm asking for dignity for Americans
and saving the nutrition programs, es-
pecially the SNAP program, the food
stamp program.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gentle-
lady. I am delighted to be joined by my
colleague from Connecticut, who is
chair of the Democratic Caucus and
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whose career, whether it was in the
State senate in Connecticut in our leg-
islature there or his work here, has
been remarkable. At its core, again,
are our children and our families.

I recognize Congressman JOHN LAR-
SON of Connecticut.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I thank
the gentlelady from Connecticut and
the dean of our delegation, the deaness,
I should say, for her tireless work and
advocacy on the part of not only the
citizens of the Third Congressional Dis-
trict of Connecticut but across this
great Nation and, I daresay, this globe.

I never cease to be amazed by the elo-
quence of our Members, so many of
them coming forward and speaking
their minds and speaking from their
heart about the people that we’re
sworn to serve and represent. This
week in Congress we face, again, legis-
lation, rather ironically, where we are
deeming, deeming a budget passed, al-
most as though we would deem that
the hungry be fed.

Franklin Roosevelt, in another time,
recognized the great sacrifice that a
nation had to endure, and President
Obama this past January called upon
the shared sacrifice that is required
amongst a nation, a nation that needs
to pull together in a very difficult re-
cessionary time.
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And in this time it’s a time where
you have to make choices. And those
choices have to be based on your values
and have to be based, as the President
said, on sacrifice. Roosevelt called for
the warm courage of national security
that comes from a shared sacrifice.

Forty-six million people receive as-
sistance, primarily women and chil-
dren, who get fed and nourished. We’re
going to have a debate on a budget that
strikes at the core of this at a time
when we would give tax breaks of $47
billion, while we’re taking away from
the neediest amongst us?

Roosevelt said the problem with our
colleagues on the other side is they can
become frozen in the ice of their indif-
ference towards their fellow citizens,
everyday Americans serving and strug-
gling in this recessionary period. And
what do we get in return? We get
RomneyCare, we get tax breaks for
BainCapital. We get tax breaks that
are coming to the Nation’s wealthiest 1
percent at a time where we ask the
middle class, who is struggling, to pay
for it.

We’re out here today talking about a
very important program that provides
nutrition to the least amongst us, and
we’re calling for cuts that are not only
going to take from them but are going
to take from students that are trying
to be able to pay off their educational
loans. This has got to stop. We’re a bet-
ter country than this.

I commend the gentlelady from Con-
necticut for bringing this to our atten-
tion and focusing on the needs of a
great Nation that in a time of budg-
etary concerns has to choose the appro-
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priate values for the country, that has
to make the appropriate choices. We
all agree on the need to sacrifice, but it
has to be shared and shouldn’t be bal-
anced on the backs of the middle class
and the poorest amongst us.

I thank the gentlelady from Con-
necticut for her leadership.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman and I thank my colleagues for
joining us tonight.

———

GOP DOCTORS CAUCUS: HEALTH
CARE’S BROKEN PROMISES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. FLEMING) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, in this
hour, I and my colleagues who will be
joining me very shortly—other physi-
cians who are from the GOP Doctors
Caucus, perhaps nurses, and other
health care workers as well—in this
next hour we’re going to be talking
about our favorite subject, and that is
health care reform. We’re going to be
talking about specific aspects, things
that have actually come to light to us
that I think are important. We’re going
to have other things that in the com-
ing days we’re going to learn about
how ObamaCare was passed, what
things were done by the other side of
the aisle to make that happen, things
that maybe some would call sausage-
making, others would say it’s im-
proper. But we’ll certainly spend some
time on that as the days come.

I want to continue a theme that
we’ve been discussing, and that is the
broken promises of ObamaCare. Re-
member, to get ObamaCare passed,
President Obama made a number of
promises.

I’'ll start with the first one that is
relevant to our topic tonight, and that
is: Under my plan, no family making
less than $250,000 a year will see any
form of tax increase. That was can-
didate Obama, Senator Obama at the
time, who talked about all the number
of things that were going to be good
about ObamaCare; but in fact we see
that virtually everything that’s come
up, with a few possible exceptions, has
not been so favorable.

I think that taxes is really a very rel-
evant subject to speak about this
evening because here we are and today
is the tax deadline for the IRS, and we
all have that on our minds. It’s inter-
esting, whenever I file my taxes, the
first thing I think about doing is pro-
jecting into the next year what the
issues are going to be for me and my
taxes. And so I think it’s only proper
and the timing is excellent that we
talk about that this evening.

Remember, Candidate Obama pledged
he would not raise any of your taxes
and promised not to tax health bene-
fits. His health care broke those prom-
ises at least 10 times. Here’s just a line-
up of some of the taxes that we’re talk-
ing about.
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Fifty-two billion dollars in fines on
employers who do not provide govern-
ment-approved coverage. Remember
that under ObamaCare not only is
there a mandate date for individuals to
buy health insurance. There’s a man-
date on the employers, the business
owners to buy it as well. And upon both
is the burden to buy not health insur-
ance but government-conceived health
insurance, that is, health insurance
that the government in its wisdom—
our Federal Government—decides and
deems is proper for us. And so you have
to make two fulfillments in that man-
date. One is to buy health care insur-
ance and, number two, health care in-
surance that’s approved by the govern-
ment.

Thirty-two billion dollars in taxes on
health insurance plans. The actual
health plans are going to be taxed as
well. Now, who is going to pay that
tax? Do you think the insurance com-
panies are going to pay it? No, it’s
going to be passed down to you, the
subscriber, as taxes on business always
make their way down to the consumer.

Five billion dollars in taxes from
limits on over-the-counter medication;
$15 billion in taxes from limiting the
deduction on itemized medical ex-
penses; $13 billion in taxes from new
limits on flexible-spending arrange-
ments; $60 billion in taxes on health in-
surance plans; $27 billion in taxes on
pharmaceutical companies; $20 billion
in taxes on medical device companies;
$3 billion in taxes on tanning services;
$3 Dbillion in taxes on self-insured
health plans; and $1 billion in new pen-
alties on health savings account dis-
tributions. The health care law also in-
cludes a high income tax. Because it’s
not indexed for inflation, it will even-
tually hit 80 percent of taxpayers.

I draw my colleagues’ attention to
this slide: ‘“‘ObamaCare’s Rising Tax
Burden.” You can see that the tax bur-
den in 2012, the year we’re in, is $190 for
a family of four. That’s $15 billion. You
see that the burden goes up each year,
and that in the out-years, 2022, it
makes it above $150 billion. In 2032, the
burden goes well above $250 billion.
And it finally tops out at $320 billion
total, and that’s an average of $3,290 for
a family of four.
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So what am I saying? Remember that
when you hear the rhetoric from the
other side of the aisle, it talks about
how we should be having more sacrifice
from the wealthy and more sacrifice
from those who make more. Folks,
we’ve been down this road before.

Remember the luxury tax that came
out some years ago? What did it do? It
killed the companies that made boats
and luxury items. It created a lot of job
losses. The people who were hurt were
the working class people, not the
wealthy. They can still buy those
things anyplace they want to.

We also came up with this silly idea
of an alternative minimum tax to
make the wealthy do their fair share.
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