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of his company. His company’s 800-per-
son Spreckels Crossing housing com-
plex has since become a blueprint for
other farmworker housing projects
across the country.

On a personal note, I would just say
that Sonia and Tonya—Sonia and
Tonya, as they were known to most in
the industry—worked side by side.
Rick and I worked side by side as well.
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Not only was Tonya a mentor to
Sonia, Rick was a mentor to me. I
learned a lot about business. I learned
a lot about friendship. I saw the pride
in his generational family. He is going
to be missed by many here in Wash-
ington, D.C.; in the Salinas Valley;
around the country; and certainly as a
family man. Brian and Jeffrey, I know
that they are going through tremen-
dous pain, as are Anthony and Natalie.
He thought the world of his family and
certainly thought the world of his em-
ployees.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA) for
any remarks he may have.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding, and I join with
Congressman JEFF DENHAM and Con-
gressman JIMMY PANETTA to celebrate
a life well lived.

Rick Antle was truly an icon in not
only California agriculture but Amer-
ican agriculture. He was a leader. Rick
and Tonya always put their family
first, and what a family it was. To be a
part with them, with their children and
with his father, Bob, I have fond, fond
memories over the years of working to-
gether on public policy affecting Cali-
fornia agriculture.

They farmed not just in the Salad
Bowl but in the San Joaquin Valley.
Their efforts to bring value added and
innovation is legendary in terms of the
incredible food products that we enjoy
today at home. His efforts with em-
ployees set the gold standard, creating
housing initiatives so that the 800 em-
ployees at Tanimura & Antle would
have the kind of housing that farm
workers deserve to have.

The list goes on and on and on, but I
just wanted to join today and pay my
respects to our friend Rick, and to his
family. Tonya, we know this is a very
difficult time for all of you, but we just
want you to know that our thoughts
and prayers are with you. We thank
you for all of the contributions you
have made over the years. Rick was a
leader in California agriculture. And I
just personally want to say thank you
for all the good advice you have given
me over the years. We will miss Rick
Antle.

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield to the gentleman from
California (Mr. PANETTA).

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today, along with my good friends and
colleagues Mr. DENHAM and Mr. COSTA,
to recognize somebody, as you can tell,
who clearly impacted not just the lives
of the three of us but the lives of many
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people on the Central Coast of Cali-
fornia, the Central Valley of Cali-
fornia, and across this Nation.

Today we obviously commemorate,
we celebrate, Rick Antle and what he
has done for the Salinas Valley agri-
culture industry and what he and his
family at T&A did to claim that area
as the Salad Bowl of the World. Let me
tell you, he did it through innovation,
and he did it through ingenuity, in
dealing with the specialty crops and
the technology and practices that are
needed in order to grow those types of
Crops.

He was on the forefront of innovation
when it came to precision farming,
from growing hydroponic lettuce to
plant tape, to a Robovator. The farm-
ing at T&A used less water and less
pesticides, and that led to less harm to
our environment. Yet they still contin-
ued to grow a vast amount of vegeta-
bles.

I can tell you it wasn’t just his in-
vestments in innovation that set Rick
apart; it was his ingenuity and fore-
sight that inspired him to implement
standards to protect our community,
our environment, to invest in making
his employees’ lives better, and to
strive to impact policies that would
improve the agricultural industry.

Rick clearly was a steward of our en-
vironment, from T&A’s packaging and
energy use, to maintaining soil health,
to monitoring water usage. T&A was
dedicated to ensuring long-term sus-
tainability to benefit our community,
our planet, and yes, our next genera-
tion.

Rick was committed to making his
employees’ lives better, from providing
that state-of-the-art housing that my
colleagues mentioned to offering em-
ployees stock options so that they
could be a part of that company, they
could have a stake in that company.

Yes, Rick was always a tireless advo-
cate for the agriculture industry. We
definitely valued his voice and his ad-
vice. And I can tell you, like I said, it
wasn’t just us but clearly his family
that he influenced. I will never forget
his son Brian talking about the best
piece of advice that he got from Rick.
It was when he was in high school.
Rick was getting him out in the fields.
And Rick’s advice to Brian was: Look,
the best fertilizer a farmer can have is
his farmer’s own shadow. Being there,
showing up. That is what Rick did.

As you can see, Mr. Speaker, Rick
was and he is a legend, not just on the
Central Coast, not just in the Central
Valley, but in the agricultural commu-
nity. Carrie and I will miss him, and we
know that his spirit will continue to be
felt, not just in the Salad Bowl of the
World but in all of our worlds.

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, let me
just, in closing, say my wife and I ex-
tend our condolences and prayers for
Rick’s loving wife, his mother, their
children and grandchildren. On behalf
of all who knew him and benefited from
his tireless efforts, we thank them for
graciously giving us some of their time
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to spend with Rick and the many
things that we all learned from him.
Mr. Speaker, I will just say special
prayers and condolences.

——————

WHO WILL BE HARMED BY THE
FARM BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, last
week after turning their backs on bi-
partisanship, Republicans on the Agri-
culture Committee advanced a highly
partisan farm bill that hurts our most
vulnerable constituents. The farm bill
cuts the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program, known as SNAP, by
over $23 billion. It eliminates State
flexibility. It erects new barriers to as-
sessing the program and creates a mas-
sive new untested and underfunded bu-
reaucracy.

Most troubling, the bill reduces or
eliminates benefits for nearly 2 million
kids, veterans, working families, and
other vulnerable adults. The bill was
drafted in secret and is not reflective of
the 23 hearings that our committee
held on SNAP over the past 2% years.
In fact, I am having a difficult time de-
termining where some of these con-
troversial provisions originated.

Were they cooked up at some far-
rightwing think tank? Did they come
from some outlier in the Trump admin-
istration? Were they the creation of
Speaker RYAN, who is desperate to pass
his extreme welfare reform agenda be-
fore he retires at the end of this Con-
gress? This secretive, closed process
has left me with more questions than I
have answers, Mr. Speaker. It is awful.
And it is not the way the people’s
House should operate. It is not fair to
our constituents.

Mr. Speaker, last week I came to the
House floor and outlined some of the
most troubling provisions Chairman
CONAWAY and House Republicans in-
sisted on including in this bill. Today 1
would like to take a few minutes to
share with my colleagues who will be
harmed if this reckless proposal is al-
lowed to advance.

Provisions in the Republican farm
bill specifically target millions of older
adults, over the age of 50, who rely on
SNAP to put food on the table when
times are tough. While SNAP law al-
ready includes strict work require-
ments and time limits, House Repub-
licans are now seeking to completely
cut off assistance for people who are
unable to find work or a suitable job
training program, and they are doing
this without a serious plan that would
actually help them find work. It is a
rotten thing to do.

To make matters worse, Republicans
are extending these mandatory work
requirements to people up to the age of
60. The AARP, our country’s leading
voice for those over 50, has cautioned
Chairman CONAWAY and Republicans in
Congress that it is particularly dif-
ficult for individuals over 50 to find
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consistent work. In a letter to our
committee, AARP’s senior vice presi-
dent for government affairs, Joyce
Rogers, said this bill could ‘‘increase
food insecurity and likely have nega-
tive consequences on health.”

Mr. Speaker, this damaging manda-
tory work proposal does not just im-
pact older Americans; it extends to
other groups as well. For example,
under this bill, thousands of veterans
would lose access to SNAP benefits if
they can’t find work or a job training
program. Veterans, Mr. Speaker, men
and women who have put their lives on
the line for us. The least we could do—
the very least—is ensure that they
have access to modest food benefits
when they fall upon hard times.

Among the other vulnerable adults
who will be subjected to mandatory
work requirements are teenagers just
aging out of foster care, people with
underlying mental health issues,
chronically homeless individuals, and
ex-offenders with nowhere else to turn.
Are these the people we want to be
turning our backs on, Mr. Speaker?
Their lives are already challenging.
This Republican Congress should not
be making it more difficult for them to
survive.

Other provisions in this terrible bill
target working families with kids. The
bill eliminates an important provision
that provides States with the flexi-
bility to raise income cutoffs and ease
asset limits. Taking away this State
option cuts 400,000 eligible house-
holds—900,000 adults and kids—off of
SNAP and takes free school meals
away from 265,000 kids.

Sadly, this bill also limits access to
benefits for people with disabilities. It
imposes new paperwork requirements
on SNAP recipients with out-of-pocket
utility costs, placing more burdens on
those living with disabilities. While
there appear to be some exceptions to
the burdensome work requirements I
noted earlier for people with disabil-
ities, many others who may not meet
the statutory definition, who have not
yet been identified, would be cut off of
assistance.

That is why the Consortium for Citi-
zens with Disabilities sent our com-
mittee a letter strongly opposing this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the letters from AARP and the Consor-
tium for Citizens with Disabilities.

AARP REAL POSSIBILITIES,
Washington, DC, April 17, 2018.
Hon. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY,
Chairman, House of Representatives, Committee
on Agriculture, Washington, DC.
Hon. COLLIN C. PETERSON,
Ranking Member, House of Representatives,
Committee on Agriculture, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONAWAY & RANKING MEM-
BER PETERSON: On behalf of our members and
all Americans age 50 and older, I am writing
to urge you to modify H.R. 2, the Agriculture
and Nutrition Act of 2018, to avoid the nega-
tive impact the current bill would have on
the millions of Americans, including older
Americans, who rely on the Supplementation
Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP).
AARP, with its nearly 38 million members in
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all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and
the U.S. territories, is a nonpartisan, non-
profit, nationwide organization that
strengthens communities and fights for the
issues that matter most to families such as
health care, employment and income secu-
rity, retirement planning, affordable utili-
ties and protection from financial abuse.

The changes to the Supplemental Nutri-
tion Assistance Program (SNAP) included in
H.R. 2 will put at risk the critical food and
nutrition assistance for 43 million Americans
who depend on this program. In 2016, 8.7 mil-
lion SNAP households had at least one adult
age 50 or older. As we stated in a letter sent
to the Chairman and Ranking Member of the
Committee on April 10, 2018, the Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) is a critical part of the safety net
available to low-income families, including
many older Americans and people with dis-
abilities. It has been shown that partici-
pating in SNAP can lead to improvements in
a household’s food security status, especially
for those with very low food security.

Categorical eligibility is essential to im-
proving access to SNAP for low-income
Americans of all ages and must be protected,
as was done in the last farm bill. Categorical
eligibility advances the goals of simplifying
administration, easing entry to the program
for eligible households, emphasizing coordi-
nation among low-income assistance pro-
grams, and reducing the potential for errors
in establishing eligibility for benefits. Indi-
viduals who have already undergone deter-
minations for programs such as Temporary
Assistance for Needy Families (TAN F) and
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) bypass
the income and resource tests and have their
SNAP benefits approved. This streamlined
process leads to individuals receiving their
SNAP benefits faster and reduces the num-
ber of individuals who may be facing hunger.

Most individuals who receive SNAP bene-
fits and are required to work already do
work. Unfortunately, those individuals who
are not working are likely to have chronic
health conditions, which prevent them from
holding employment. Over 1.7 million low-in-
come older workers have a health difficulty.
Expanding work requirements for SNAP
would be especially burdensome for older
workers ages 50-59. Workers ages 50 and older
typically take longer than younger workers
to find employment after being unemployed.
Denying individual’s access to SNAP bene-
fits for up to three years for not being able
to comply with tougher work requirements
could increase food insecurity and likely
have negative consequences on health. One
recent study showed how healthcare and food
insecurity causes are inexorably linked, find-
ing the risk for hospital admissions for low
blood sugar spike 27 percent in the last week
of the month as compared to the first week
of the month when food and SNAP budgets of
low-income populations have often been ex-
hausted.

We urge you, as this bill heads into mark-
up, to protect the critical assistance that
SNAP provides and preserve the program’s
ability to carry out its important mission in
providing nutrition to America’s vulnerable
populations. We ask you to work in a bipar-
tisan manner, bringing all perspectives to
the table, and prioritizing the needs of the
individuals being served. If you have any
questions, please feel free to reach out to me.

Sincerely,
JOYCE A. ROGERS,
Senior Vice President, Government Affairs.
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CONSORTIUM FOR CITIZENS
WITH DISABILITIES,
Washington, DC, April 17, 2018.
Re H.R. 2, Agriculture and Nutrition Act of
2018 (Farm Bill)

Hon. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY,

Chairman, House Committee on Agriculture,
Washington, DC.

Hon. COLLIN C. PETERSON,

Ranking Member, House Committee on Agri-
culture, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONAWAY AND RANKING
MEMBER PETERSON: On behalf of the Consor-
tium for Citizens with Disabilities (CCD)
Poverty Ad Hoc Task Force, we urge you to
continue the longstanding bipartisan com-
mitment to protect and strengthen the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) by rejecting proposals to restrict eli-
gibility, reduce benefits, cap or reduce fund-
ing, or make harmful structural changes to
SNAP in the Farm Bill.

CCD is the largest coalition of national or-
ganizations working together to advocate for
federal public policy that ensures the self-de-
termination, independence, empowerment,
integration and inclusion of children and
adults with disabilities in all aspects of soci-
ety.

In the United States, all too often food in-
security and disability go together. Families
that include people with disabilities are two
to three more likely to experience food inse-
curity than families that have no members
with disabilities. Similarly, people experi-
encing food insecurity have increased likeli-
hood of chronic illness and disability.

SNAP is vitally important for people with
disabilities and their families. By increasing
access to adequate, nutritious food SNAP
plays a key role in reducing hunger and help-
ing people with disabilities to maximize
their health and participate in their commu-
nities.

Using an inclusive definition of ‘‘dis-
ability,” in 2015 an estimated 11 million peo-
ple with disabilities of all ages received
SNAP, representing roughly one in four
SNAP participants.

Roughly 4.4 million households with non-
elderly adults with disabilities received
SNAP in 2016.

Non-elderly adults with disabilities who re-
ceive SNAP have very low incomes, aver-
aging only about $12,000 per year in 2016.

SNAP benefits are extremely modest, aver-
aging $187 per month for non-elderly people
with disabilities in 2016—or just $6 per day.

Existing SNAP time limits are harsh, un-
fair, and harm many people with disabilities
and their families by cutting off essential
food assistance. Federal law currently limits
SNAP eligibility for adults between the ages
of 18 to 49 without dependents to just three
months out of every three years—unless they
can engage in work or job training activities
at least half time, or qualify for an exemp-
tion. These provisions cut off food assistance
at a time when people need it most and do
not result in increased employment and
earnings. At least 500,000 low-income individ-
uals nationwide lost SNAP in 2016 due to this
time limit.

Many people with disabilities are already
hurt by SNAP time limits, despite existing
exemptions for people who receive govern-
mental or private benefits on the basis of a
disability or are able to document that they
are ‘‘physically or mentally unfit for em-
ployment.” For example, in a study of SNAP
participants subject to time limits referred
to participate in work activities in Franklin
County, Ohio, one-third reported a ‘‘physical
or mental limitation”.

Cutting off food assistance from SNAP
would only make it harder for people to
work and increase their economic self-suffi-
ciency. We strongly oppose any action that
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would cut off or reduce SNAP benefits, nar-
row eligibility, or force more people to navi-
gate harsh and unnecessary program rules,
including people with disabilities and their
families.

In particular, we are concerned that the
draft Farm Bill released last week includes a
number of provisions that would harm people
with disabilities and their families. Small in-
creases in the proposed bill are insufficient
to make up for significant benefit reduc-
tions.

New work requirements with highly puni-
tive rules would cut off SNAP benefits for
many people—including in families with
children, adults, and seniors with disabil-
ities. It may seem simple to assert that
‘“‘people with disabilities will be exempt,”
but converting such a statement into an ef-
fective policy process is complicated, expen-
sive, and fundamentally flawed. Many people
with disabilities receive SNAP, but do not
meet SNAP’s statutory definitions of ‘‘dis-
ability” or have not been so identified.
Under SNAP, states have no obligation to
help people prove they are exempt, even if
they have difficulty obtaining the necessary
records or verification from a doctor. In ad-
dition, states are under no obligation to en-
sure that people with disabilities have access
to the full array of services they might need
to work—such as accessible transportation,
supported employment, and personal care aid
services. People with disabilities often want
to work, but need additional supports and
services to obtain and keep jobs, in addition
to facing discrimination and misconceptions
about their ability to work.

Underfunded work programs would be woe-
fully inadequate to meet training needs. Pro-
posed new investments in SNAP employment
and training programs—funded in large part
by benefit cuts—amount to only about $30
per person per month. This amount would be
grossly insufficient to provide adequate em-
ployment services for people subject to pro-
posed new work requirements, including job-
seekers with disabilities.

New reporting requirements would create
major hurdles to benefits. Proposed new re-
porting requirements related to eligibility,
employment and training, and time limits
would be extremely difficult for many people
with disabilities to navigate and comply
with. For example, ending a decades-old sim-
plification measure and instead requiring
people to share utility bills with the SNAP
office—or else, see their benefits reduced—is
harsh, unnecessary, and burdensome both for
SNAP participants and states.

If Congress wishes to explore meaningful
opportunities for SNAP participants to in-
crease self-sufficiency through employment,
we recommend awaiting the results of the
Employment & Training pilot projects au-
thorized under the 2014 Farm Bill. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA) awarded
pilot grants in 2015, all 10 state programs are
operational, and evaluation activities will
operate through 2021. Already, a number of
pilot states have cited multiple barriers
faced by participants, including ‘‘health
issues.” It will be important for USDA and
the evaluators to carefully explore the expe-
riences and outcomes of people with disabil-
ities and their families in these pilot pro-
grams. Congress should await the final pilot
evaluations before considering any changes
in these areas.

We call on you to reconsider proposals that
would weaken SNAP’s effectiveness as our
nation’s foremost anti-hunger program by
limiting access, reducing benefits, and cre-
ating administrative hurdles. We urge all
Members to vote no on the draft Agriculture
and Nutrition Act of 2018 released last week,
and instead to work on a bipartisan basis to
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strengthen and protect SNAP as part of the
Farm Bill.
Sincerely,
CCD POVERTY AD HoC
TASK FORCE CO-CHAIRS:
LisA EKMAN,
National Organization

of Social Security
Claimants’ Rep-
resentatives.

CHRIS RODRIGUEZ,
National Disability In-
stitute.
T.J. SUTCLIFFE,
The Arc of the United
States.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
could spend hours pointing out the bad
provisions in this bill, but I'll close by
once again urging this Republican lead-
ership to stop their attacks on those
living in poverty. Pull this bill. Pull
this awful bill.

Let’s work together to craft a bipar-
tisan farm bill that supports our farm-
ers and our nutrition programs. Let’s
advance a bill that we can all be proud
of. Negotiate a bipartisan bill. Stop in-
sisting on this $23 billion cut to SNAP
benefits. Let’s pass a good farm bill,
not this partisan nightmare.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Republican
leadership in this Congress to join with
us to end hunger now. Stop trying to
make hunger worse. Let’s join together
and end hunger now. It is our moral
imperative.

———————

PATH TO DEBT CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, in
December we adopted one of the most
important tax reform laws in our Na-
tion’s history. It is producing higher
wages, better job opportunities, and
greater economic expansion than we
have seen in a decade. But having cut
taxes, we assumed an urgent responsi-
bility to restrain spending.

Taxes and debt are two sides of the
same coin. A debt is simply a future
tax. Once we have spent a dollar, we
have already decided to tax it, either
now or in the future. It is the spending
that is the problem. Three numbers—
26, 29, and 46—tell the whole story.
Over the last 10 years, population and
inflation have increased a combined 26
percent. Our revenues have more than
kept pace, increasing 29 percent. The
problem is that third number. Our
spending has grown 46 percent.

We are now approaching a trillion-
dollar annual deficit with $21 trillion of
total debt. This not only crowds out
capital that would otherwise be used
for economic expansion; it also pro-
duces staggering interest costs on that
debt, which today amount to $475 bil-
lion a year.

Our total defense spending this year
is roughly $675 billion. Every 1 percent
increase in interest rates adds roughly
$200 billion to our annual interest
costs. If capital markets believe we
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have no plan and no inclination to con-
trol our spending, they could soon
begin demanding higher rates to com-
pensate their added risk.

That is a debt spiral. It leads to a
debt crisis. Pension systems implode,
basic services falter, the economy col-
lapses, and the population flees. Puerto
Rico’s debt crisis has left its Govern-
ment completely helpless to respond to
last year’s hurricanes.

The instrument required to prevent
this from happening is the Federal
budget. It is supposed to set limits on
discretionary and mandatory spending
and to provide a streamlined process to
adjust statutes to meet those levels.
The deadline for Congress to pass such
a budget was April 15. To date, the
House Budget Committee has done pre-
cisely nothing to fulfill this statutory
requirement and this fiscal imperative.
Nothing.

The Constitution gives to the House
the power of the purse. A dollar is not
spent by this government unless the
House says it gets spent. Two months
ago, having cut taxes, the House has
approved a 20 percent increase in dis-
cretionary spending, placing us on a
path that will inexorably lead to a sov-
ereign debt crisis. And the House Budg-
et Committee, over the objections of
myself and others, has done nothing to
produce a plan to get us off that path.

[ 1030

Fortunately, the Republican Study
Committee, the largest caucus in the
Congress, has stepped forward to offer
a comprehensive budget for fiscal year
2019. I chair the Budget and Spending
Task Force of the RSC, and I want to
thank the many Members and staff
who provided countless hours to
produce it.

The RSC budget is, at present, the
only credible and comprehensive plan
in Congress to turn us back toward fis-
cal solvency before it is too late, get-
ting us back to balance by 2026. It com-
bines the fiscal reforms proposed by
the members of the RSC over the last
several sessions, along with innova-
tions and service delivery proposed by
the CBO, the GAO, the administration,
and by think tanks like Heritage Foun-
dation and Mercatus.

It shows, program by program, how
we can reform them in a manner that
produces more effective service deliv-
ery at a much lower cost, save Medi-
care and Social Security from impend-
ing collapse, and fully fund our Na-
tion’s defense.

Yes, it gores every sacred cow in the
Federal bureaucracy, and we will hear
howls of protest from the partisans of
the status quo; but we are running out
of time, and we are running out of op-
tions. Those same voices have placed
us on a collision course with bank-
ruptcy, and countries that bankrupt
themselves aren’t around very long.

A sovereign debt crisis is coming to
America, and at our current rate of
spending and borrowing, it could be
coming very soon. I implore the House
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