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Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, this is
Nesbly Nayeli Saenz. She lives in my
community, where she is raising a 14-,
an 11-, and a 6-year-old U.S. citizen
family. She is actively involved in the
success of our community. She works
two jobs, and she recently came out
with over 320 other El Pasoans to talk
about the importance of ensuring that
the DREAMers, 750,000 of our fellow
Americans who were brought here to
this country at a young age, are able to
stay here. The uncertainty created by
our President-elect’s promise to end
the DACA program is creating anxiety
and fear for these DREAMers and may
ultimately lead to their deportation,
which will hurt not just those DREAM-
ers and their families, it will hurt our
country.

I ask the President-elect and I ask
this Congress to do our jobs to provide
that certainty to make sure that our
laws reflect our values and that we
keep wonderful Americans like Nesbly
in our communities, in our country. It
is going to be good for them, and it is
going to be good for our country.

————
MAKE IT IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I will continue on a quest that
we have been challenged with for the
last 7 years, and that is how to grow
the American economy.

Coming out of the Great Recession,
where we lost millions of jobs and some
2 million manufacturing jobs that were
in addition to the previous 6 million
that had been lost in the years ahead of
the Great Recession, we searched for
how to rebuild the American economy
and the great manufacturing base that
once was the foundation for economic
growth and the foundation for the mid-
dle class. This quest takes us yet again
to, really, something that most Ameri-
cans do not consider as manufacturing.

Let me start with a very quick re-
view of the project that we have been
working on, which we call the Make It
In America project, so that Americans
can make it. Wouldn’t we want all of
our families to be able to make it in
America, to be able to buy that house,
to educate our kids, to take the vaca-
tion?

So the Make It In America project
includes trade, about which there has
been much discussion in these recent
years, in the debates in the election
process; tax policy, which we will be
dealing with shortly, and I may touch
on that just lightly today; energy pol-
icy; labor; education; research; and in-
frastructure.

These are some of the critical ele-
ments that we focus on when we talk
about making it in America so that
Americans can make it in America.

Today I want to talk about a couple
of pieces of this that we normally don’t
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think about when we talk about manu-
facturing. So we will just put this up
here and be reminded about American
manufacturing.

Think of the American farmer. Is
that manufacturing? Well, I don’t
know. You take sun, water, earth,
seeds, effort, entrepreneurialism, and
you make something called food. We
are going to take it just a step beyond
that, because part of the manufac-
turing in America really is the prepa-
ration of food for Americans; in other
words, the producing of the food taken
out of the field and prepared for sale to
American families—some of it in the
grocery stores, some of it now in farm-
er’s markets. But the manufacturing of
food is a huge industry.

It is also an industry that has enor-
mous growth potential. We know that,
for example, just in the Central Valley
of California, which I represent—the
Sacramento Valley and the San Joa-
quin Valley—there are 1,659 food and
beverage manufacturing establish-
ments that are part of that food chain:
taking rice from the fields in my dis-
trict to the brewery and producing
something that many Americans want
on a Sunday afternoon at the tailgate
party before the football game, beer, or
maybe it is from the vineyards to the
winery, and then think about all of the
other pieces that go into that. There is
the package in which the six-pack is
packed or the crate into which the bot-
tles of wine are sent off to the local re-
tail store.

All of those pieces are also expanded
by the machinery that is in the winery
or in the brewery or in the tomato fac-
tory. All of these are jobs. And in many
cases, these are American manufac-
turing jobs way, way back in the chain
that have produced the pump or the
electric motor or the pipe or the vat
into which all of these products would
be manufactured. So when we talk
about manufacturing in the food indus-
try, which is usually ignored when we
talk about manufacturing in America,
we need to realize that it is a huge part
of the American economy and the
American manufacturing scene.

I was recently at one of the largest
tomato packing plants in California,
the CPC plant in Woodland, California,
that produces every kind of tomato
paste you might want, all of the to-
mato sauce, all of the salsa. You name
it, it is manufactured there in a very
complex environment in which, season-
ally, there are 1,200 workers and, annu-
ally, 125 that are left to maintain, to
improve the equipment, and to take
care of any problems that occurred in
that manufacturing process. There are
also hundreds of employed truckers
who then take those cases of tomato
paste, put them on the truck, and ship
them all the way across America, or
put them on a train or put them in a
container to be taken to the Port of
Oakland and then shipped overseas.

So when you consider the agricul-
tural industry, think beyond the farm-
er. Think to what one of the bosses at
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a big winery in California told me as I
was touring there a couple of years
ago. When I was talking about manu-
facturing, he said: Hey, come. Let’s
take a look out the back of my office.

I said: Fine. Let’s go.

He said: Do you see that?

I said: Yes. Those are huge tanks and
pumps and all the rest.

He said: No. That is a manufacturing
facility, and what we make is the best
wine in the entire world.

Indeed, it was very, very good wine.

So when we talk about bringing man-
ufacturing jobs back to America—and
there has been much discussion, as Mr.
Trump has gone off to a Carrier plant
in Indiana—we ought to also think
about food manufacturing, and that is
something that is not going to dis-
appear from the American scene be-
cause, hey, it is grown here in America,
and it needs to be processed here in
America.

I want to take this so that we under-
stand the full extent of the potential
here. And if we have these elements in
place, we will be able to create a very
significant number of jobs.

Trade policy, I am not going to get
into that anymore, but this is a big
piece of every trade deal: Will Amer-
ican agriculture, the farmers and the
processors of those products, be able to
trade into the international market?
By and large, American agriculture has
been precluded, through various trade
deals of the past, from being able to
reach its full potential in international
trade.

I want to talk specifically about
labor for a moment, and these are the
statistics from the California Depart-
ment of Labor Marketing and Informa-
tion Division.

Between 2012 and 2022—so 4 of those
years have already gone by—there will
be, in California, 51,900 total openings
in the food manufacturing sector.
Some of those are replacements; 27,000
of those would be to replace people who
are retiring and 24,000 will be new open-
ings as the manufacturing of food ex-
pands. They are in every category you
can imagine: packing and filling ma-
chine operators, cleaners of the vehi-
cles and the equipment, inspectors, in-
dustrial machine mechanics, packers
and packagers, drivers and sale work-
ers, general operations, and managers.
That is a huge number. There are al-
most 52,000 new jobs available just in
the food processing sector of the Cali-
fornia economy.

Now, we make policy around here in
every one of these areas, and the poli-
cies can enhance the food industry in
the United States and create even more
jobs in the United States. I want to
give one example, and this is a piece of
legislation that we have introduced
here in Congress. We call it the Amer-
ican Food for American Schools Act—
American food for American schools. It
is H.R. 6299.

Now, for years, we have had the
School Lunch Act, providing nutri-
tional food for kids at school, and the
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law has been pretty clear. It is Federal
tax dollars, your tax dollars, mine. The
American taxpayers’ money is sup-
posed to be used to buy American-pro-
duced food. So maybe it is a peach or
an apple, or maybe it is orange juice or
perhaps one of those little packages of
mixed fruits. Whatever it happens to
be, your tax dollars are supposed to be
spent on American-produced food.

However, that is not necessarily the
case, because there is a loophole as
wide as a container ship, and schools
across the Nation have been able to use
that loophole to avoid buying Amer-
ican food, even though they are using
American taxpayer dollars.
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So what we intend to do here is to
tighten up that loophole and make it
clear that if a school district intends to
buy food produced in China or in Egypt
or anywhere else around the world that
they will have to tell the public that
they are not buying American food,
they are buying food produced some-
where else around the world, and using
the tax dollars from the parents to buy
foreign food rather than supporting the
American farmer.

I want to give you a couple of exam-
ples of the egregious nature of this
waiver. Sacramento, California, is at
the heart of the canned peach industry.
Nearly all the canned peaches are
grown within 50 miles of Sacramento.
The Sacramento City Unified School
District decided that, to save a few
cents per can, they would reach out
and buy Chinese peaches. I don’t mean
a peach that is Chinese but, rather,
peaches that are grown in China,
canned in China under food security
and safety regulations that are any-
body’s guess as to what they are, and
serve that in California, in Sac-
ramento.

It turns out that that created a bit of
a stir and a bit of a problem for the
school district, and they backed off,
but that big loophole remains, and so
the American Food for American
Schools Act would close that loophole,
providing opportunities for employ-
ment here in the United States and, in
the case of Sacramento, in the Sac-
ramento region. So we tightened it up.
We say if a school district wants to by-
pass the Federal law and use American
taxpayer money to buy strawberries
from Egypt—which, by the way, hap-
pened to have been contaminated and
were actually purchased by a school
district across this nation, contami-
nated with hepatitis A.

Recalls occurred. School districts
used those strawberries. In one case in
California, they made smoothies of it.
Fortunately, to this date, we know of
no illnesses that have been caused.
But, clearly, if they had bought Amer-
ican, this would not have been a prob-
lem. So there would be notification,
and there would be a very tight loop-
hole through which the school districts
would have to pass to avoid this issue
of using American taxpayer dollars to
buy American food.
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So the American Food for American
Schools Act will have to be taken up
next year. I believe it already is a bi-
partisan bill, and I would expect that
next year it will have even more sup-
port as we make it clear that if we
want to make it in America then we
have to use our laws to support the
American manufacturing sector. And
tonight, if it is not yet clear, I will say
it again. The farmer manufactures
food—sunlight, water, soil, nutrients,
entrepreneurial activity, hard work
and labor to make the food—and then
that food moves through the processing
chain, creating additional manufac-
turing jobs. By the way, these are not
low-paying jobs. The average is $20 an
hour. So we are talking about wages
that are at the bottom end of the mid-
dle class structure.

What we are looking at here are
many different ways to achieve a re-
birth, a regeneration of the American
manufacturing sector, and today we
bring something that I think most peo-
ple didn’t expect when we talk about
making it in America. They didn’t ex-
pect us to be saying that if we are
going to make it in America, if Ameri-
cans are going to be able to make it,
then we ought to look to the manufac-
turing sector, broadly defined, whether
it is agriculture or, as we talked about
last week in the manufacturing of
high-speed rail, the manufacturing of
trains and vehicles of all kinds.

So when your tax dollars are being
spent, I would ask all of my colleagues
and all of the public: Hey, are my tax
dollars being spent on American-made
goods and services, or are you buying
foreign? That is a question for us to an-
swer here and to write laws that en-
courage that your tax dollars will be
spent on American-made goods and
services. So we can make it in Amer-
ica. We can manufacture in America,
and America can prosper as a result of
the laws and the policies we put in
place here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

I AM PROUD OF MY FOUR YEARS
OF SERVICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MURPHY) is recognized for the
remainder of the hour as the designee
of the minority leader.

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank the gentleman from
California for his service, for his dedi-
cation to making it in America and
continuing to support those in agri-
culture, those who are working so hard
to feed this Nation, everything they
bring. I want to thank the gentleman.

I rise today as a humble Member of
this body, representing the people of
Florida’s 18th Congressional District
since 2013. Four years ago, I came to
Congress to work as an independent
thinker toward bipartisan solutions,
making sure that we are moving our
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country forward but also moving our
Nation forward.

To that end, I started the Congres-
sional United Solutions Caucus with
likeminded Members from both sides of
the aisle. Working together, we intro-
duced major bipartisan legislation that
would cut nearly $500 billion in govern-
ment spending over 10 years by rooting
out waste, inefficiencies, and finding
some wasteful spending. I am proud
that several of the commonsense meas-
ures outlined in the SAVE Act were ac-
tually passed as part of the House an-
nual appropriations process, showing
that both parties can actually work to-
gether to get our fiscal house in order.

Furthermore, I have been proud of
the bipartisan work of our State’s dele-
gation to put Florida first. Together,
we passed major legislation that I in-
troduced with Congressman DENNIS
Ro0ss from Florida to improve the flood
insurance market, giving Florida fami-
lies more options for flood insurance
coverage by bringing down the cost of
those policies.

As the founder and the co-chair of
the bipartisan Congressional Citrus
Caucus, I worked with my colleagues
ToM ROONEY and VERN BUCHANAN to se-
cure almost $150 million for -citrus
greening research that is vital to our
State’s iconic orange industry. We also
passed legislation to expand tax incen-
tives for replanting efforts to help the
local farmers impacted by greening.

Just last week, the House passed the
WINGMAN Act that I introduced with
Congressman TED YOHO from Florida to
remove barriers that prevent congres-
sional staff, who already are working
closely with the VA and local veterans
on their claims, from being able to up-
date constituents in a more timely
manner. This change would help allevi-
ate the burden on VA staff, better
serve the veterans by expediting the
claims process, and help tackle the
backlog of cases.

We also brought Members together,
not just from Florida but across the
Nation, to bring attention to the crisis
in our local waterways and highlight
the urgent need for Everglades restora-
tion efforts to help provide long-term
relief to our communities. I will never
forget how touched and humbled I was
to see more than 100 Floridians make
their trip to Washington. Some of
those folks came up 14 hours by bus to
have their voices heard at a historic
congressional briefing on our water-
ways that I helped host in October of
2013.

In the midst of a government shut-
down, 22 Members of Congress, includ-
ing Democrats and Republicans, Sen-
ator BILL NELSON, Leader NANCY
PELOSI, and the House Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure
Chairman BILL SHUSTER came together
with experts, community leaders, and
residents to raise awareness for advo-
cates of the solutions that are needed.

Every day, I am given extraordinary
opportunities to help the people of
Palm Beach and the Treasure Coast.
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December 6, 2016, on page H7257, the following appeared: Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. Murphy).

The online version has been corrected to read: Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 
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