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Hurricane Irene began as a tropical
storm on August 20, 2011. By the time
it completed its path on August 29, it
had wreaked havoc from Puerto Rico
to New England, becoming the seventh
most costly hurricane in our Nation’s
history, while taking 56 lives. The
storm lasted a mere 10 days, no more
than 36 hours in any one spot; but in
my district and other affected areas,
people are still recovering more than 2
years later. Infrastructure still needs
to be repaired or replaced or improved
upon. Businesses have not fully recov-
ered, and many families are still strug-
gling to rebuild their homes and their
lives.

The costs continue to mount. We
have denied our responsibility to deal
with climate change for far too long.
The time to act is now.
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PROTECTING AMERICAN
INNOVATION AND JOBS

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my strong concern
about the increasingly discriminatory
trade and investment environment in
India.

The United States and India share a
very important trade and security rela-
tionship. But our trading relationship
is being threatened by an alarming
array of discriminatory and inter-
nationally inconsistent actions and de-
cisions recently. This is particularly
the case in the area of intellectual
property.

Intellectual property is the engine
that drives the U.S. economy. The at-
tacks on our IP not only harm U.S. job
creation and competitiveness, but also
chip away at the overall global IP
framework that is essential to the in-
novation of new medicines. Since 2012,
India has inappropriately revoked or
denied patents on at least 14 lifesaving
and life-enhancing drugs. These deci-
sions harm the R&D system, hurting
patients and their families who rely on
the development of new cures and
treatments.

That is why earlier this year Rep-
resentative JOHN LARSON and myself
were joined by 170 other Members of
this body in urging the administration
to raise these issues at the highest
level of discussions with the Indian
government. It is critical that we send
a strong message to our trading part-
ners that we will not sit idly by while
India blatantly undermines intellec-
tual property rights and discriminates
against our businesses.

FIGHTING FOR THE MIDDLE
CLASS
(Mr. PERRY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I was vis-
ited today in my district office by an
individual who is one of my constitu-
ents—and one of my bosses—who told
me about his disappointment with me
and our government here in Wash-
ington and our inability to positively
affect his life.

He told me a story about how he and
his wife lost their health care policy.
What is worse, he told me about his di-
agnosis of cancer, which has wracked
his body and is spreading throughout
his organs. He told me how he felt
Washington didn’t care at all about
him and how he had been lied to. He
wanted someone to fight for him and
the other people in the middle class.

I just wanted to come to the floor
today, Mr. Speaker, and echo that ac-
count so that he knows that someone is
here fighting for him. I dedicate myself
to fighting on his behalf and for the
other millions of Americans just like
him.

———

A PROMISE MADE IS A PROMISE
KEPT

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

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, where I come from in northeast
Georgia, a promise made is a promise
kept.

This is my constituent, Theresa,
from Commerce, Georgia. She wasn’t
initially opposed to ObamaCare. For 12
years, Theresa has been paying on a
plan that provides no deductible and
reasonable copays. As a b4-year-old on
a fixed income, this plan has worked
well for her. A few weeks ago, she
found out that her plan will be termi-
nated at the end of this month. Alter-
native coverage will cost her at least
$5,000 more a year and will not provide
as many benefits as her current plan.
Theresa says many of her family and
friends will have their health insurance
premiums double, thanks to an
unaffordable Affordable Care Act.

House Republicans don’t just talk
about giving Americans the oppor-
tunity to keep their insurance cov-
erage if they want to, but we have
wanted that all along. We are listening
to the American people, even if the
President won’t.

———

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS:
HUNGER IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRAMER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
gentleman from Nevada (Mr.
HORSFORD) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials into the
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RECORD on the subject of this Special
Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, this
evening, we come to this Special Order
to bring attention to the issue of hun-
ger in America.

In just a little more than over a
week, many of us will spend time
around our tables celebrating Thanks-
giving dinner. And as we give thanks
for the incredible benefits that we
enjoy, there are many Americans who
will go without. They will go without a
nutritious meal. They will go without
meals in the classrooms or after
school. Many of our veterans will go
without meals as well.

And so tonight, the Congressional
Black Caucus uses its hour in this Spe-
cial Order to bring attention to these
important issues, particularly at this
time in the debate about our budget.

BEarlier this month, on November 1,
the 2009 Recovery Act’s temporary in-
crease in funding for the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program, or
SNAP, expired, resulting in an addi-
tional benefit cut to all households.
According to the Center on Budget and
Policy Priorities, this is approximately
a $25-per-month or $300-a-year cut to
nutritional benefit programs for a fam-
ily of four. SNAP benefits will now av-
erage less than $1.40 per person per
meal in 2014, down from $1.50 pre-
viously.

Bringing attention to these issues is
critical, particularly, as I said, when
we are entering negotiation on the
farm bill as well as negotiation on the
budget. So tonight you will hear from
members of the Congressional Black
Caucus who see these issues as prior-
ities in these negotiations.

I would like to extend time now to
the chair of the Congressional Black
Caucus, a lady who serves on the Agri-
culture Committee and who has been a
champion for the issues of SNAP as
well as other food assistance programs
in the farm bill. I yield to the gentle-
lady from Ohio, Representative FUDGE.

Ms. FUDGE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I would like to thank my colleagues,
Congressmen HORSFORD and JEFFRIES,
for continuing to lead the Special
Order and for tonight leading on a Spe-
cial Order hour that addresses another
important topic, and that is hunger in
America.

In 10 days, Americans will come to-
gether with family and friends to cele-
brate Thanksgiving, but for many fam-
ilies around the country, their Thanks-
giving tables will be sparse and some
even bear. As one of the wealthiest
countries in the world, it is shameful
that this Nation has not and will not
address the issue of hunger.

As ranking member on the House Ag-
riculture Subcommittee that oversees
our country’s nutrition programs, I am
working hard to end hunger in Amer-
ica.
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One in every six Americans struggle
with hunger or food insecurity. This is
an issue that plagues nearly every
community, from our inner cities to
our rural countrysides. While Ameri-
cans are still struggling to rebound
from the recent recession, many fami-
lies have already seen a setback as
they experience a reduction in SNAP,
which my colleague talked to you
about just a moment ago. The Center
on Budget and Policy Priorities reports
that this reduction is equal to the loss
of 16 meals for a family of three.

When children are hungry, they are
not able to focus in school. When sen-
iors have limited resources and limited
incomes, they are forced to make the
difficult choice between purchasing
medicine and sufficient groceries.

Mr. Speaker, when the House ad-
journs this Thursday, many of us will
g0 home to spend the Thanksgiving
holidays with our families. Some will
serve the less fortunate in our commu-
nities. But let’s all take the time to
talk to workers at food banks and
other charities, ask about the impact
of Federal benefits cuts, the increased
demand on charitable antihunger pro-
grams and what has been done to fill
the gap. Just a short discussion with
those who have fallen on hard times
can be a sobering reminder of the im-
pact a little help can provide.

And to the American people who are
struggling this Thanksgiving, please
know that the CBC has not forgotten
you. As the conscience of the Congress,
we continue to fight for you every sin-
gle day. The fight is far from over, but
as long as one American is suffering,
we will fight on.

I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you to the
chair of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus. As she said, we will fight on. These
are issues that are not going to go
away.

With the farm bill negotiations, I am
optimistic that, despite the fact that
when that bill was brought here to the
House of Representatives in October
and there was an incomprehensible $40
billion cut to SNAP, we can bridge that
gap between now and the end of the
year and pass a farm bill that includes
the important policy for farm subsidies
in this country that are necessary, but
do so by not including special subsidies
for Big Agriculture and other corpora-
tions while cutting $40 billion in SNAP
food assistance to the poor.

Again, these are issues that are criti-
cally important to American families
across this great country. They are
issues that we are hearing about daily
from our constituents.

Many people don’t realize that it is
not only good for the individual who is
on food assistance, but it is also good
for our economy because this is money
that goes back into our local grocery
stores that keeps people employed and
helps our local economy. So it is a ben-
efit in two ways.

I would now like to turn attention to
the gentleman from Indiana, Rep-
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resentative CARSON from the Seventh
Congressional District, for his remarks
during this Special Order.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Thank you
to my dear colleague from Nevada,
Congressman HORSFORD, also to my
colleague from Brooklyn, Representa-
tive JEFFRIES, and also Chairwoman
MARCIA FUDGE of the CBC.

Mr. Speaker, a special ed teacher
contacted my office last month, wor-
ried about cuts to food stamps and the
impact that they would have on her
classroom. One of her sixth grade stu-
dents had burst into tears in the mid-
dle of her lesson because she heard on
the news that benefits would be cut on
November 1.

Mr. Speaker, this teacher was com-
passionate enough to take the child’s
concerns quite seriously. She gave
them a voice by contacting our office.
I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to be this
child’s voice—and the voice of all of
those who live in the wealthiest Nation
on Earth but still live in hunger.

Mr. Speaker, if you look at the list of
the most food insecure districts in the
country, you see populations of every
race and every ethnicity. Even in the
State with the least food insecurity, 15
percent of families still struggle to find
their next meal. So while I speak today
as a member of the esteemed Congres-
sional Black Caucus, we stand with all
Americans.

Sadly, my congressional district in
the great Hoosier State of Indiana
holds the dubious distinction of having
one of the highest rates of food insecu-
rity in the entire country. Over 30 per-
cent of families in Indiana struggle to
put food on the table and don’t always
know where their next meal is coming
from.

To be clear, this is not a criticism of
the local food banks or not-for-profits
that serve the poor very honorably.
Hoosiers take care of one another,
which is why we have some of the best
service organizations in the entire
country. But sadly, even the best food
banks can’t pull food out of thin air.

Over the past few years, Mr. Speaker,
I have heard from many Indiana food
banks that donations are down as more
people struggle to make ends meet in
our economic downturn. With high un-
employment and underemployment,
Federal assistance simply isn’t buying
enough food to meet their demand. The
shelves just aren’t as full as they used
to be. This leaves many low-income
constituents to rely on SNAP, also
known as food stamps, a program that
will be cut by $5 billion next year as re-
covery provisions expire.

Even with ideal funding levels, food
stamps never means large, multicourse
meals for poor families. The average
person receives less than $1.50 per
meal.

] 1930
For many of these families, Mr.
Speaker, a healthful meal is already a

luxury that remains out of reach.
These families just want to put food on
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the table. The program means a few
hundred dollars a month per family,
which is enough for some bread, cereal,
and canned food, but rarely is it
enough for fresh vegetables or meat.
No one gets rich off of food stamps, but
at least they can eat. Yet, for some
reason, the program remains one of the
prime targets of the Members of Con-
gress who are now fighting to cut near-
1y 4 million people from this program.
This is unacceptable, and it has real-
life implications.

Fortunately, in our district, the Sev-
enth Congressional District of Indiana,
we have the Indy Hunger Network, the
Butler University’s Center for Urban
Ecology, the Indiana Healthy Weight
Initiative, Indiana’s Family and Social
Services Administration, FSSA, and
the Indy Food Council. They are work-
ing with our local farmers’ markets to
encourage people who are receiving as-
sistance to reinvest in our local econ-
omy by matching the SNAP dollars
spent on fresh fruits and vegetables.
These types of partnerships are not
supported when we decide to cut bene-
fits and eligibility. We must invest in
these types of creative initiatives, pro-
grams that feed our communities and
incentivize healthy living, programs
that create jobs and rebuild our econ-
omy so that people are fed and healthy
enough to go to school, to work and to
contribute to our economy.

Some of my colleagues argue that
our debt is out of control, that we need
to rein in spending, and that every
American should be asked to sacrifice
equally, but we have to put this thing
into perspective. If you are a person
who makes millions of dollars every
year, you might lose hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars, maybe. If you own a
business, you might decide to invest a
little less. By contrast, if you make a
minimum wage and live under the pov-
erty line year after year, what might
you lose? Monetarily, very little—$50
here, $100 there. There would be a small
impact on our debt, but that small
amount—those few dollars here and
there—equates to food on the table.

When looking for so-called ‘‘equi-
table treatment,”” no one is ever asking
a wealthy person to go hungry, but
that is exactly what some of my Re-
publican colleagues are doing with
their proposal to cut $39 billion to
SNAP. They are suggesting that some
Americans, like those in poor neighbor-
hoods in Indianapolis, simply don’t de-
serve to eat because it is too expensive.
Other Republicans argue that SNAP is
only meant as a temporary stopgap.

For most people, Mr. Speaker, pov-
erty isn’t a temporary stop on the way
to prosperity. If a family is fortunate
enough to pull itself out of poverty, it
could take many years, maybe even a
decade. Unfortunately, our recession
pushed many families in the wrong di-
rection, costing jobs, incomes, and
homes. It also moved people deeper
into poverty. This means more children
will go to school on empty stomachs. It
means more aging seniors already on
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fixed incomes are forced to choose be-
tween buying groceries and medica-
tion. It means more poverty, not less.
In fact, between 2007 and 2012, during
the height of the Great Recession, the
number of food stamp users rose 77 per-
cent because more people needed them.

I am standing here with my brilliant
and esteemed colleagues, Representa-
tive HORSFORD and Representative
JEFFRIES and the Congressional Black
Caucus, because our districts are some
of the hardest hit, but this isn’t a
Black issue, Mr. Speaker. This is a na-
tionwide problem that impacts every
color and ethnicity in every city, coun-
ty, and town. Yet some of our col-
leagues in this House are willing to ig-
nore millions of their constituents—
those who are struggling to eat—just
to pass a bill to cut SNAP by $39 bil-
lion. We should be increasing SNAP
funding, not decreasing it. We should
learn the lessons of European austerity
measures. We should be debating an ex-
tension of expiring provisions to avoid
benefit reductions next year. We should
be focused on ending hunger in Amer-
ica, not just on cutting programs that
might reduce the debt.

Mr. Speaker, as I close, many of us
take for granted that we can grab a
sandwich or make a salad when we
need to eat. Most people here—I know
I will—will celebrate Thanksgiving
next week and will have tables full of
good food, some of the best food that
money can buy. Yet, for many in
America, Thanksgiving is just another
day spent in hunger. For these people,
a traditional Thanksgiving meal is
simply out of reach. Yet we believe
that struggling families across the
country would say that, on Thanks-
giving, they are thankful for any
amount of food they can buy—the food
that SNAP helps them buy.

Instead of taking this away, let’s
fight for a higher quality of life, and
let’s stand together to make sure our
neighbors, our children, and our vul-
nerable seniors never go hungry.

Mr. HORSFORD. I would like to
thank the distinguished gentleman
from Indiana for his remarks and for
highlighting the fact that this is an
issue that affects all American families
across this country. We all know some-
one who relies on SNAP benefits or we
have come into contact with individ-
uals—our neighbors, our friends, our
veterans—who rely on these benefits as
well. To somehow suggest that this is
an issue that only a certain number of
communities should care about is sim-
ply false, and it is why we are having
this conversation, Mr. Speaker. This is
a conversation that we have on each
and every Monday that we have the op-
portunity to come to the floor of the
House in order to raise important
issues like the one we are raising to-
night on hunger.

I want to encourage people who are
listening right now to send us your
comments and to share your experi-
ences with SNAP benefits. You can do
so by sending us a tweet at #cbctalks,
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and we will try to share your com-
ments and your questions so that we
can have this conversation here on the
floor of the House, because it is a con-
versation that many families across
America are confronting.

I would like to invite up my es-
teemed colleague from New York, with
whom I have the honor of co-anchoring
the CBC Special Order hour. It has
been a great opportunity to get to
know him and to work with him on
these important issues. I would like to
start a bit of a conversation with him,
if T can, on these issues. There are a
number of things I would like to touch
on with the gentleman from New York.

The first is on which households are
most affected by this food insecurity
across America. Will you touch upon
that? Then I would like to talk about
how the attack on SNAP also plays
into the Affordable Care Act.

I yield now to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. JEFFRIES).

Mr. JEFFRIES. Congressman
HORSFORD, thank you very much for
yielding, and thank you very much for
the tremendous leadership that you
have shown on this issue and for an-
choring the CBC Special Order, this
hour of power during which, for 60 min-
utes, members of the Congressional
Black Caucus consistently, every Mon-
day that we are in session, have the op-
portunity to take to the floor of the
House of Representatives and to speak
directly to the American people about
an issue of great significance affecting
their quality of life. Today, we are
tackling an extremely important issue
in a country that is the wealthiest Na-
tion in the world. It is the issue of hun-
ger.

For the life of me, I haven’t been able
to figure out why in this country, with
all of this wealth—I come from the city
of New York, where Wall Street is the
engine that drives the world’s econ-
omy. Yet, in neighborhoods that are in
the shadows of Wall Street, you have
children and seniors who are going to
bed hungry and who are waking up the
next day without any hope as to how
they will be able to satisfy their nutri-
tional needs.

Across this country, it appears that
there are approximately 50 million peo-
ple who are food insecure—50 million
Americans who go to bed hungry at
night. Approximately 16 million of
those Americans are children born into
very difficult circumstances not of
their doing. They are not hungry by
choice. They are hungry based on the
urgency of their situations. It seems
that, in this great Nation, we should be
doing everything possible to deal with
that food insecurity.

Now, as it relates to Americans and
to those who are most impacted by
food insecurity and hunger, approxi-
mately 1 in 10 Caucasian households is
food insecure; one in seven overall
households in America is food insecure;
and approximately one in four African
American households—25 percent of the
people in the African American com-
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munity—goes to bed hungry. Not a sin-
gle person, whether he is Black or
White, Asian or Latino, old or young,
should be food insecure in the greatest
Nation in the world.

The reality of the situation is that,
as opposed to making progress on this
issue in America, we stand here today
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives and are at the risk of going
backwards because there are some in
this Chamber on the other side of the
aisle who, for some reason, think that
it makes sense to balance the budget
on the backs of children and seniors
and of those who are hungry in Amer-
ica. There is no other way, Representa-
tive HORSFORD, to explain the fact
that, in this Chamber, you had people
voting for a $39 billion cut to the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram, colloquially known as ‘food
stamps’’—a $39 billion cut.

Now, the explanation that is often
given to us is that this is a fiscally re-
sponsible approach to the reality that,
from a financial standpoint, we are on
an unsustainable path in America. Cer-
tainly, as a member of the Budget
Committee, I am of the view that there
are some challenges that we have to
confront in moving forward, particu-
larly as they relate to the growth of
the older American population and to
the fact that people in America are liv-
ing longer. Those two realities are
going to create a strain on health care
costs in America, and it is something
that we are going to have to confront
in moving forward. When you hear
doom and gloom statements made
about the deficit and the debt in Amer-
ica, it is important to unpack those
statements and to really and truly
evaluate what has driven the explosion
of the debt in America.

It certainly hasn’t been the fact that
there are hungry people in this country
whom we are trying to help. That is
not driving the debt explosion in Amer-
ica. It is a failed war in Iraq while in
search of weapons of mass destruction,
weapons that to this day have not and
will never be found because they didn’t
exist; a mis-prosecuted war in Afghani-
stan that has carried on much longer
than it needed to because we were off
on a diversion in Iraq; the Bush tax
cuts that were passed in 2001 and in
2003, which helped to explode the def-
icit, that were unpaid for and that ben-
efited disproportionately the wealthy
and the well off in America.

These are the reasons we are in the
debt and deficit situation that we con-
front in this country today. It is not
because we have got 50 million Ameri-
cans who are food insecure whom we
are trying to help in the greatest Na-
tion in the world.

Now, I am thankful for organizations
like the Food Bank For New York City,
back at home, which provides assist-
ance to those who are trying to make
it on a day-to-day basis with food
banks all across the city, including
many in the district that I represent.
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But there is a role for government to
play in providing assistance to needy
Americans. These aren’t individuals
who have chosen poverty as a lifestyle.
They have not chosen hunger as a life-
style. These are individuals who find
themselves in a difficult spot, and we
as a government should be doing every-
thing we can to help them turn their
lives around.

In 2008, the economy collapsed. It was
the worst situation financially that we
found ourselves in since the Great De-
pression. Since that moment, the re-
covery that we have experienced, as I
have talked about from time to time
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives, has been a very schizophrenia
one. It has been an uneven one. It has
been a recovery that has benefited
some in America while others have
been left behind.

BEarlier today, the stock market
crossed over to the 16,000 point mark
for the first time, I believe, in our Na-
tion’s great history. The stock market
is way up, CEO compensation is way
up, corporate profits are way up, the
productivity of the American worker is
way up. Yet unemployment remains
stubbornly high and consumer demand
is stagnant and working families and
middle class folks are struggling. In-
come inequality has reached levels in
some places in this country not seen
since the Great Depression; and, as we
have discussed, far too many Ameri-
cans are hungry.

It seems that in the midst of this un-
even, schizophrenia, economic recov-
ery, where the corporate titans are
doing well and those with robust stock
portfolios are doing extremely well,
and CEOs and companies are doing ex-
tremely well, that we can find the com-
passion in this House and in the Con-
gress and in our great government to
make sure that in America, the richest
Nation in the world, we can embrace
the principle that no child, no senior,
no individual should go to bed hungry;
and that we can’t rest until every sin-
gle American has been able to benefit
from the turnaround that began to
take place under this administration,
but that still has a ways to go in order
for all Americans to be included in get-
ting up off the ground, moving forward,
and putting them in a place where they
can pursue life and liberty and happi-
ness consistent with that principle in-
cluded in that grand document of our
Founding Fathers.

Let me close by making an observa-
tion. Harlier this week, or a few days
ago over the weekend, I had an oppor-
tunity to attend a farmers market in
the east New York portion of the dis-
trict. At this farmers market, there
was a whole host of healthy food op-
tions that were being sold, many of
which were grown in the community
garden that was immediately adjacent
to this farmers market. It was a won-
derful sight to see seniors and young
people and others who were out with
the opportunity to purchase healthy

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

food options—fruits and vegetables—at
an affordable price. It was an example
for me of what can be done on a com-
munity level to help tackle this issue.

I resolved myself that as I came back
down to the Congress, I would commit
to doing all that I can to replicate that
effort for the people in the Eighth Con-
gressional District back home, for the
people in Nevada, for the people all
across this country to deal with the
hunger issue, but also to make sure
that healthy food options are made
more available, because we recognize
that the consequence, not just of hun-
ger, but of poor diet, bears a direct re-
lationship to the fact that many in
urban America and in other parts of
the country are disproportionately suf-
fering from a wide range of ailments—
respiratory disease, heart disease,
childhood obesity—that directly relate
to poor nutrition.

That is one of the reasons why we on
this side of the aisle have remained
committed to the Affordable Care Act
as something that is good for America.
All of these issues that we work on
here in this country ultimately tie to-
ward trying to do things that are good
for America—for children, for seniors,
for working families, and for the mid-
dle class.

That is why I am proud to stand with
my colleague, Representative
HORSFORD, as well as the members of
the Congressional Black Caucus, in
tackling the issue of food insecurity,
tackling the issue of the Affordable
Care Act, and continuing to work on
behalf of the betterment of America.

Mr. HORSFORD. Thank you to the
gentleman from New York, the co-an-
chor for this Special Order hour, Rep-
resentative JEFFRIES. I look forward to
a dialogue on this, but let me just un-
derscore what it is we are faced with in
this House of Representatives.

Our colleagues on the other side, the
House Republicans, proposed $40 billion
in food assistance cuts to low-income
families over 10 years. This would af-
fect 210,000 children who currently re-
ceive free school meals and would af-
fect some 170,000 veterans—yes, vet-
erans—who also depend on SNAP bene-
fits in our country, and would cost an
estimated 55,000 job cuts in just the
first year of cuts alone.

At a time when we should be growing
the economy, adding jobs, helping our
veterans, helping the poor, and those
who are striving to be part of the mid-
dle class, the bill that was passed in
October has these devastating cuts to
children, to seniors and, yes, even to
our veterans.

Now, I have said before, and I will
say it again, we should not be cutting
the safety net for our most vulnerable
while maintaining costly government
subsidies for the well-off industries.
That is what my colleague from New
York just talked about. Littered in
this farm bill are subsidies for Big Ag,
some of which they themselves didn’t
even ask for and they know should be
expiring in order for us to preserve
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funding for children, seniors, and vet-
erans.

So it is not a Nevada child in my dis-
trict who receives just over $4 a day to
eat who is the problem with the Fed-
eral budget deficit. The problem is cor-
porate welfare and the special interest
giveaways that litter our Tax Code. It
is time that we put a face to the indi-
viduals who are benefiting from these
programs. That is what we are here to
spotlight tonight.

I would like to share just three quick
stories of constituents who have shared
with me in my office their impact and
reliance on the food assistance pro-
gram, known as SNAP.

The first is Alma. She lives on Social
Security in my district. She currently
receives $932 a month. Out of that she
pays all of her bills—her rent, her utili-
ties, she gets all of her necessities, and
has very little left over. She has about
$91 a month that she can live off for
food. Now, with these proposed cuts, it
would be $54 based on a history of cuts
and adjustments. She doesn’t want to
be on SNAP benefits; but without that
safety social net, she will go hungry.

Another constituent, Erin, is cur-
rently a pre-law student and is unem-
ployed and recently found out she is
pregnant. She is working really hard to
make a better life for herself and her
family, but right now she can only pro-
vide for herself; but she has a child to
take care of and the SNAP cuts will
hurt her ability to do that.

And, finally, there is Bertha, whose
monthly SNAP benefit is $310 a month.
She is a single mom of four children,
and that SNAP benefit gives her about
2 weeks’ worth of food. Her paycheck
barely covers daily expenses, SO any
cut—3$10, $20, $30—will have a serious
impact on her family. And, oh, by the
way, her kids are 9 months, 12 years
old, 14, and 18.

So these are the real people who are
being affected by these cuts, and it is
not just the SNAP program. Unfortu-
nately, this targeting of the poor for
savings throughout the budget is noth-
ing new by our colleagues on the other
side. Those who are striving to break
into the middle class face serious bar-
riers to entry because the House Re-
publicans’ budget cut job training,
they are about to cut unemployment
benefits, they have cut child care as-
sistance and funding for Head Start.

They are also trying to undermine
the Affordable Care Act, which pro-
vides health insurance to many who
could not afford it otherwise. I would
like to tell you some stories of con-
stituents in my district who have vol-
untarily shared their story and given
me permission to share their story of
the success of the Affordable Care Act.

One is Michelle. She is a constituent
in Pahrump, Nevada, which is about an
hour outside of Las Vegas in my dis-
trict. Michelle enrolled in a plan on the
exchange that will save her $200 per
month and allow her access to her OB/
GYN services closer to home. She calls
her enrollment in the program an
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““overwhelmingly positive experience.”
Michelle is currently on a HIPAA-guar-
anteed plan that costs her about $565
per month. If she gets sick and needs
an urgent visit to the doctor or a mam-
mogram or other OB/GYN service, she
has to drive to Las Vegas from
Pahrump, which I said is about an hour
outside.

After enrolling in the Affordable Care
Act, she will save more than $200 a
month and have access to local urgent
visits and OB/GYN services in her com-
munity in Pahrump. Mr. Speaker, now
is not the time to turn back the clock
or leave constituents like Michelle be-
hind.

There are other constituents who
have also shared their stories with
me—Jeronimo and Teresita. They have
been without health insurance for 10
years and were finally able to receive
affordable insurance through Nevada
Health Link. So, if you are watching,
go to nevadahealthlink.com and sign
up today.

There is another one—Victor and
Yumaria. They had never had insur-
ance before. They are a father and a
daughter who were approved for a
qualified health plan at an affordable
price, and they are very happy and
thankful to finally have insurance.

Then there is Lisa, who is also en-
rolled in Medicaid for her and her fam-
ily, which she is entitled to based on
the eligibility requirements.

In my home State, there are some 21
percent of Nevadans who are currently
uninsured. More than 30 percent of the
children in my State are uninsured. So
not only is it the cuts to SNAP, the
cuts to Head Start, to job training, to
vital services that so many families de-
pend on, but it is this undermining of
vital social safety net programs that
people in the middle class are striving
to be a part of.

So I want to ask my colleague, Rep-
resentative JEFFRIES, from New York,
what are some of the positive economic
impacts to the SNAP program? How
can we help to reinforce this message
that not only is this good for the fami-
lies that we are talking about, but it is
also good for the economy? And what
about those 55,000 jobs that could be
cut in the first year alone if the House
GOP plan to cut these services goes
into effect?

I yield the time to the gentleman
from New York.
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Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from the Silver
State, and I think it is very important
to note that in addition to the compas-
sionate reasons to provide food assist-
ance to hungry Americans in the great-
est Nation in the world—that, it seems
to me, should be sufficient enough rea-
son for the government to act. But if
that, for whatever reason, does not pro-
vide adequate motivation for my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to
deem it significant, to allow for the ro-
bust Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
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ance Program to remain in effect, I
would suggest that there are also eco-
nomic benefits to making sure that we
provide assistance to low-income
Americans.

Every economist who has studied the
sluggish nature of our economic recov-
ery recognizes that perhaps the biggest
problem that we confront is the inad-
equate nature of our consumer demand,
that Americans, for a wide variety of
reasons, aren’t spending enough. One of
the reasons on the low-income side of
the socioeconomic strata is because
poorer Americans just don’t have the
resources. One of the reasons why I
support an increase in the minimum
wage is because independent econo-
mists have clearly indicated that, if
you put additional dollars in the hands
of lower-income Americans, the likeli-
hood is they will spend those dollars,
which increases economic productivity
because of the increase in consumer de-
mand.

Similarly, if you have Americans
who are food insecure and you provide
them with additional resources in
order to deal with the hunger problem
in their household, they are not going
to save that money. They are going to
spend that money to deal with their
food insecurity and that of their chil-
dren. But that has a stimulant effect
on the economy. It helps our economy
grow. That was the reason why in-
creased SNAP benefits were included in
the Recovery Act.

As my colleague from Nevada indi-
cated, as of November 1 of this month,
those increased SNAP benefits have
lapsed; therefore, you have got people
all across America with $20 to $24 less
per month that they can spend in try-
ing to address the food insecurity
issues that they have. That is a prob-
lem in America. That is why one of the
reasons when we as Democrats talk
about things that should be done to
turn the economy around, to invest in
America, we support a balanced ap-
proach to deficit reduction and eco-
nomic recovery. The other side sup-
ports an approach that balances the
budget on the backs of the most vul-
nerable in our society. My friends on
the other side of the aisle will say:
That is just hyperbole; what facts do
you have to support that charge?

Well, is it hyperbole when you cut $39
billion from the Supplement Nutrition
Assistance Program that your intent is
to balance the budget on the backs of
the hungry in America? When your
budget cuts $168 billion in higher edu-
cation spending, is it hyperbole to sug-
gest that your intent is to balance the
budget on the backs of younger Ameri-
cans in pursuit of the American Dream
through a college education? Is it hy-
perbole to suggest that when you cut
$810 billion from Medicaid, as your
budget does, that your intent is to bal-
ance the budget on the backs of the
sick and the afflicted and the poor in
America? That is not hyperbole. These
are the facts that your budget, your
legislative action, have laid on the
table.
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Mr. HORSFORD. I would like to un-
derscore a couple of points that the
gentleman is making here. The first is
the fact that this does disproportion-
ately affect the poor and those who are
striving to become a part of the middle
class. At the same time, there are cor-
porate subsidies, billions of dollars of
corporate subsidies for the agriculture
industry in the farm bill and in other
legislation that has come before this
House that they will move expedi-
tiously and then leave the food behind
in the farm bill, for the first time that
I am aware of that we have approved a
farm bill without also including the
food assistance component to it. They
later came back and included it, but
with a $40 billion cut.

And the positive economic impacts of
this cannot be underscored either. I
hear from representatives from the re-
tail industry who tell me that SNAP
creates some $340 million in farm pro-
duction for each $1 billion of retail that
is generated. There is some 3,300 farm
jobs that are created for each $1 billion
of funding that is provided for; that for
every $1 billion of SNAP benefits, it
also creates between 9,000 to 18,000 full-
time jobs. So not only is this the right
thing to do, not only is it the morally
conscionable thing to do, it is also good
for the economy.

And so as we make this argument,
how important it is to debunk some of
the myths surrounding SNAP, one of
them being that there is fraud in the
SNAP program and that is why the
cuts aren’t going to hurt the poor or
those who are striving to be part of the
middle class.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I think if I had a dol-
lar for every time that a Member on
the other side of the aisle claimed
wage, fraud, or abuse in order to justify
some egregious, draconian cuts, I
would be a multimillionaire right now.

It is unfortunate that in the absence
of legitimate facts, in order to justify
going after these programs, that the al-
legation of waste or fraud or abuse,
without a scintilla of systematic evi-
dence, is laid on the table to justify ac-
tions, but let’s be clear. The reason
that my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, have made the
decision to go after programs like
SNAP and higher education funding
and a wide variety of our social safety
net programs that have made America
great in many ways is because, essen-
tially, in the budget supported by the
majority, passed in this House, Rep-
resentative HORSFORD, the majority
wants to take the top tax rate in
America, 39.6 percent, and what they
do in this budget, after making all of
these egregious cuts, is to lower that
top tax rate from 39.6 percent all the
way down to 25 percent. Now, the argu-
ment is always made that the reason
this is being done is because of stimu-
lating the economy as a result of some
well-worn, tired, trickle-down theory
that has been proven to be discredited
based on the facts as we know them
over the previous two administrations.
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And I will just briefly make that
point related to why in the world
would you, in 2013, make the argument
that if you drop the tax rate from 39.6
percent to 256 percent and then cut $39
billion from SNAP in order to try and
do it, cut billions of dollars from high-
er education funding, voucherize Medi-
care, cut hundreds of billions from
Medicaid, it is because you expect
America to accept the argument that
that is going to create a stimulating
effect on the economy. Well, when the
top tax rate was 39.6 percent during the
8 years of Bill Clinton’s Presidency, 20
million jobs were created; when, under
the Bush administration, the top tax
rate was dropped to 35 percent, we lost
approximately 650,000 jobs. The facts
don’t support the nature of your argu-
ment.

That is why we think that there is
just absolutely no justification to en-
gage in alleged cost-cutting behavior,
such as cutting $39 billion from SNAP
in support of an economic theory that
has widely been discredited.

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank the gen-
tleman.

I would like to debunk another myth,
and that is: just let the charities han-
dle it. We have a number of great non-
profits out there, the church commu-
nity, the faith-based community, can
step up and fill the void.

Well, I would like to turn your atten-
tion to this chart which shows that,
with all the great work that the non-
profits and the faith-based community
is doing in addressing hunger and food
insecurity, that amounted to about $5
billion in estimated value of all food
that is distributed by U.S. charities
this year. That compares to $5 billion
that has already been cut since Novem-
ber 1 because of the setback, the so-
called hunger cliff. This does not take
into account the additional cuts that
are on the horizon both in the Senate
plan, which is about $4.1 billion of addi-
tional cuts, compared to the House
GOP plan, which again is estimated to
be $39 billion.

Now, I support the charities in my
local communities. Three Square is our
local food bank. They do a phenomenal
job in southern Nevada in helping both
our rural and urban areas, getting the
needs of the families and the food that
they need in those communities.

While my family and I will be mak-
ing a donation to our local food bank
and helping families get meals for
Thanksgiving, that is not going to ab-
sorb the $39 billion of cuts that are pro-
posed by the other side. This is just an-
other one of those examples where the
arguments don’t support reality.

We are living in reality. The families
who are struggling on these benefits
whose stories we have shared tonight
are dealing with reality. It is not a
mother who is raising her children who
is struggling to make ends meet who
wants to rely on SNAP benefits that is
the problem with our budget. It is sim-
ply not. It is not the veterans who have
served our country with distinction
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and honor and who have come back,
and because of the environment in
their communities, they are also rely-
ing on SNAP benefits. They are not the
problem with the Federal budget def-
icit. It is not the seniors at the
Pahrump food bank that I visit who lit-
erally are having their meals cut back
because of their draconian budget cuts.
These American families are simply re-
lying on a safety net that has been
there and should be there in the
wealthiest country in the world.

Now, I agree with my colleague who
says that from a budget standpoint we
have to tackle these problems, but
there is a way to do it right. There is
a way to do it without costing more in
human toil, and there is a wrong way
to do it. And the proposal by House Re-
publicans to balance the budget on the
backs of our children, our seniors, our
veterans, the working poor and those
who are striving to be part of the mid-
dle class is not it.

We will work with you on other ways
to balance the budget, but it shouldn’t
be by making more families food inse-
cure.

Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much
time we have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 5 minutes remaining.

0 2015

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, in
that remaining time, I would like to
yield to my colleague, Mr. JEFFRIES,
for any concluding remarks that he
has, and then I will close out this Spe-
cial Order hour.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman again for his tre-
mendous leadership in bringing to the
House floor such an important issue of
concern to the African American com-
munity, but really of concern to all
Americans.

Hunger is an issue that should be
nonpartisan in nature. It affects urban
America and parts of suburban Amer-
ica and certainly rural America. It af-
fects individuals who are Black, who
are White, who are Latino, who are
Asian, all different religious groups
and ethnic persuasions. It is an issue
that we should be willing to work on on
a nonpartisan basis to find common
ground with folks on the other side of
the aisle to address an issue that
should trouble every single Member of
the House of representatives.

How can it be that we accept the fact
that there are 50 million Americans
who are food insecure in the wealthiest
Nation in the world?

I have traveled all over the district
that I represent, and I hear the argu-
ments of some on the other side of the
aisle that the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program, or SNAP, as it is
sometimes referred to, is a program
that creates dependency. Well, I
haven’t met a single one of my con-
stituents who chooses hunger as a life-
style. It seems to me that is a rough
style to choose.

These individuals, for one reason or
another, find themselves in a tough
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spot, and we in the Congress should be
doing everything we can to try and
help them out, to get them back on
their feet, to put them in a position
where they can move forward and
make progress for themselves and for
their families. Ultimately, that would
mean progress for the community and
for this country.

I thank the gentleman again for his
leadership, and I look forward to work-
ing with you on this issue as we move
forward.

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank the gen-
tleman from New York for your leader-
ship and commitment to this issue.
You have come to this floor on many
occasions to talk about the important
issues facing our country, and you are
always inclusive and factual. You
make a compelling argument for why
this body needs to take up these issues.

Let me just conclude, Mr. Speaker,
by saying not only do we reject $40 bil-
lion in cuts to the food assistance pro-
gram, but we are actually calling on
our colleagues on the other side to
work with us, to help make SNAP work
even better for America’s families, to
build on the great things that SNAP
already does. This program is actually
one of the most successful antihunger
programs that we have. It lifts more
families out of poverty than most
other programs.

Let me just close by sharing one ex-
ample that we can be addressing. The
example I want to close with is the
Thrifty Food Plan, which is currently
how SNAP benefits are currently cal-
culated. The TFP is the lowest cost of
the four food plans developed by the
USDA, and it is unrealistic for a family
of four.

A family of four receiving $632 per
month doesn’t go very far in buying
those fresh fruits and vegetables that
my colleague talked about at the local
farmers market. The current TFP for-
mula fails to calculate difficulties as-
sociated with the lack of food avail-
ability. The fact that in many of our
communities, both rural and urban, the
accessibility to nutritious, wholesome
meals and fruits and vegetables isn’t
even available. That falls dispropor-
tionately on the poor to have to pick
up those costs. For example, it doesn’t
include the cost of transportation. It
doesn’t include food preparation time
that so many working families struggle
with. It leaves the average family of
four with a $200 monthly benefit short-
fall.

Again, this is simply unacceptable.
As the wealthiest Nation in the world,
no American—not our children, not our
veterans, not our seniors—should be
forced to survive on what is now $1.40
per meal. That is why, Mr. Speaker, we
are here this hour to bring attention to
this issue and to call upon our col-
leagues to work with us, to not imple-
ment these cuts and to make these pro-
grams work—not only SNAP, but Head
Start and the other vital programs
that so many families are depending on
as part of that social safety net and the
fabric of the American society.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize the dev-
astating impact of hunger in America. The de-
bate surrounding cuts to nutrition assistance
coupled with nationwide food insecurity is a
recipe for disaster for our neediest citizens.

The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram (SNAP) is a vital tool that help feed
Americans struggling economically. More than
90 percent of SNAP beneficiaries are children,
elderly, veterans, or disabled. Four to six mil-
lion low-income people will be affected by cuts
to SNAP funding, including the 450,000 resi-
dents in Dallas County, that are food insecure,
300,000 of which are children.

The GOP’s efforts to cut $40 billion in SNAP
are unconscionable and we must stand strong
for the 16.4 percent of our population that re-
mains food insecure. According to the USDA,
one in every five Texas households experi-
ences food insecurity. Out of the estimated 1.8
million Texas children, one in four live in food
insecure households. Approximately 3.6 mil-
lion Texas residents receive some type of fed-
eral food assistance.

In my district, | chair the Dallas Coalition for
Hunger Solutions which is composed of orga-
nizations dedicated to fighting hunger and
making Dallas County food secure. | strongly
support the federal programs that work to sup-
port the needs of our citizens nationwide. |
urge my colleagues to oppose any proposed
cuts to nutrition assistance. Collectively, we
can do so much to confront food insecurity in
our nation.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on November
1st, thousands of families in my congressional
district saw a cut to their SNAP (food stamps)
benefits. A family of four saw a loss of up to
$36 a month. Over the course of the next 12
months, many families across my district will
lose more than 24 million meals. Michigan
families are already struggling to put food on
the table, and the last thing we should do is
take food away from those who need it most.
Unfortunately, this has already happened.

There’s no sugarcoating it: we have a hun-
ger problem in Michigan and across the
United States. The majority of households re-
ceiving SNAP are those with children. It is our
responsibility to protect—not cut—critical pro-
grams like SNAP for the families and kids who
rely on them. That's why | introduced H.R.
3353, the “Extend Not Cut SNAP Benefits
Act” which would extend the Recovery Act’s
13.6% increase in SNAP for an additional
year.

This extraordinarily low level of SNAP bene-
fits under the new levels will force families to
find ways to stretch their already limited bene-
fits even further at the grocery store in order
to put healthy, nutritious food on the table for
their kids. With less money to spend on gro-
ceries each month, the importance of nutrition
education becomes even more real.

Yet the House and Senate proposed deep
cuts within the Farm Bill could cut SNAP by as
much as an additional $40 billion (on top of
the cut we just saw on November 1st) and
would cut funding for SNAP Education (SNAP-
Ed). Keeping SNAP and SNAP-Ed strong isn’t
just the right thing to do—it’s also the smart
thing to do. Children who get enough of the
healthy food they need, as a rule, face fewer
health problems, do better in school and grow
up to lead stronger, more productive lives.
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THE ABUSE OF POWER BY THE
IRS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FLORES) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, thank
you for the recognition. This evening, I
would like to lead the discussion about
the blatant abuse of power by the In-
ternal Revenue Service, specifically re-
garding its targeting of Americans be-
cause of their political beliefs.

In early 2012, the Waco Tea Party
contacted me to express concern about
overly onerous information requests
regarding their request to become a
501(c)(4) organization. I subsequently
contacted the IRS to get answers, and
I also contacted the House Ways and
Means Committee and the House Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee to inform them of the situation
that I had been made aware of. Unfor-
tunately, following my inquiry into the
IRS, the issue did not go away and, in
fact, it got worse. I began to learn that
this targeting was wide and spread
throughout the country.

In April of 2012, I, along with 62 of my
House colleagues, sent a letter to then-
IRS Commissioner Doug Shulman re-
questing a response as to why the IRS
was targeting and intimidating con-
servative groups. We received a basic,
nonresponsive letter from the IRS that
outlined how applications are proc-
essed and that in no way answered our
questions on the targeting and the on-
erous questioning of the grassroots
groups.

On May 10, 2013, just a little over a
year later, the IRS officially apolo-
gized for inappropriately targeting
conservative groups like the Waco Tea
Party. The House Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform Committee and the
House Ways and Means Committee
started and continued to conduct hear-
ings into this targeting of conservative
groups.

News reports would go on to reveal
that senior IRS personnel knew about
this practice as far back as 2011, di-
rectly contradicting earlier testimony
of senior IRS personnel, who claimed
that they did not know of these prac-
tices. I, along with my colleagues here
on the House floor tonight, are far
from satisfied with just an apology.

We have several letters from groups
that we are going to share with you to-
night. This needless and abusive tar-
geting has burdened many conservative
groups throughout the country. I have
invited several of my colleagues to
come to the House floor and to join me
as we bring back to the forefront this
blatant abuse of power from the IRS on
conservative groups. Tonight, I would
like to present the injustice that has
been done by reading letters to Con-
gress from these targeted groups that
go into detail about their experiences.

The first letter is from a group in my
district, Texas District 17. It is the
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Waco Tea Party. Here is what their let-
ter says:

We are writing to you to explain to you
and to your colleagues what it is like to be
targeted by the government via the Internal
Revenue Service. We are not writing to ex-
plain the facts and details—that is all a mat-
ter for public record and the courts—but
rather to explain what happens to United
States citizens who simply exercise their
rights under the law.

When we began the Waco Tea Party, we
were regular Americans who spoke out about
being taxed enough already. We weren’t po-
litical operatives or politicians. For the
most part, we were new to the world of poli-
tics. We were naive. We believed our govern-
ment had problems, but we didn’t realize
that it would target citizens for their polit-
ical beliefs, that it would put us on a ‘‘be on
the lookout,” or BOLO, list, for short, for
using the words ‘‘Tea Party’” in our name;
that some Members of Congress would write
to the IRS and demand action against us be-
cause we held a different position on policy.

We weren’t targeted because we broke the
law; we were targeted because we were com-
pliant with the law. We weren’t targeted be-
cause we spoke out; we were targeted be-
cause our viewpoints weren’t acceptable to
government bureaucrats at the IRS. The law
was wrongly used against us in an attempt
to shut us out and to shut us up.

The toll this IRS targeting is taking on
our lives is immeasurable. The financial bur-
den on our small grassroots group has been
staggering, requiring many of us to dip into
our household budgets to cover expenses, the
sleepless nights worrying about what would
happen if we couldn’t find someone to help
us, the emotional stress of explaining to
your spouse, your children, family, and
friends why you have to miss a special event
or special day because we had to work on
inane and intrusive demands by the IRS,
questions that had nothing to do with our
application but were instead used as a weap-
on of intimidation.

The countless nights that we have laid in
our bed not able to sleep, the times that we
quietly cried into a pillow because we don’t
want our spouse to know how scared we are,
or the isolation we have felt because of how
the media and even some Members of Con-
gress have demonized us, none of this mat-
ters to an agent of the government. We are
not seen as people. We deeply love our coun-
try. We are patriotic, and we are dedicated
to preserving our birthrights guaranteed by
the Constitution and passing them on to the
next generation.

Our grandfathers, fathers, and others
fought wars against countries that use gov-
ernment to squelch freedom and liberty of
their citizens, only to find that out our own
government was now engaging in these tac-
tics. We are not ashamed of our country, but
we are disgusted with our government and
those who condone the IRS tactics.

We implore you to act to preserve political
speech, free speech, to hold people account-
able for what they have done to the Amer-
ican citizens. We pray that you and your col-
leagues will act to restrain government, pun-
ish those who were responsible, and restore
our First Amendment rights to what the
Founders intended.

Sincerely, Toby Marie Walker, Carol
Waddell, Becky Kodrin, and Bobby Keith,
Waco Tea Party members, supporters and
volunteers.

Mr. Speaker, as I told you, there are
several letters we have to share to-
night. The next person I would like to
invite to speak is RANDY WEBER from
Texas District 14, and he will share
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