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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. HARPER).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 26, 2018.

I hereby appoint the Honorable GREGG
HARPER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 8, 2018, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

REAUTHORIZING THE FARM BILL

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
last week, the House Agriculture Com-
mittee passed a bill out that would re-
authorize the farm bill. This is the
most important bill that most Ameri-
cans don’t pay that much attention to.
Sadly, I don’t think it gets the atten-
tion that it needs here in Congress.

This is just the beginning of a long
process to deal with the bill that is

going to be the most important health
bill that this Congress will consider,
because it would have us continue to
subsidize a diet that literally makes
Americans sick. It is the most impor-
tant environmental bill, in terms of
carbon emissions and water quality,
and it makes a big difference for the
men and women who are in the agri-
culture sector.

There are long-term challenges that
we face, such as beginning farmers and
ranchers and what happens in terms of
transition. The average farmer is 58.2
years of age. What are we going to do
to provide the workforce for the future,
to transition lands, to be able to get
the most out of the investment in the
lands?

The bill that is awaiting House ac-
tion—and I hope it awaits House action
a long time, because there are many
things we can do to make it better—
would cut environmental funding, even
though only one out of four applica-
tions for environmental programs ever
get funded. The environmental pro-
grams are not performance-based to
make sure that we get the most benefit
for those dollars.

The bill does not rein in unnecessary
subsidies. Indeed, it broadens loopholes
and coverage to have subsidies go to
more people who are only tangentially
related to operating the farm and peo-
ple who don’t necessarily need it.

But the thing that I find most trou-
bling is the provision known as the
King amendment. This provision in the
farm bill would prohibit State and
local governments from being able to
set their own protections for agri-
culture, food, and the environment.

Every State has agriculture and fish-
ing industries that have their own spe-
cial needs: pests, disease, and protec-
tions for consumers. The interest of
various industries are widely different
across the country. The needs of the
fisheries of the Great Lakes are dif-
ferent from those of the Gulf Coast,

New England, and the Pacific North-
west.

The King amendment would prevent
States from being able to tailor protec-
tions to their own industry and their
own consumers. I strongly urge my col-
leagues to investigate what this provi-
sion would mean.

There is a great study from the Har-
vard Law School about an analysis of
H.R. 4879 and the King amendment pre-
empting State laws, for instance, on
sell-by or best-used dates for shellfish,
meat, dairy, and eggs. It would prevent
States from stopping the import of
pests that kill fruit, nut, and lumber
trees. It would allow fishing vessels to
fish waters of the various States with-
out complying with the rules of those
States, if their States have different
provisions. It would even prohibit pet
distributor licenses from being denied
animal abusers.

These are the sorts of things that,
when the public looks at it, they are
shaking their heads in wonder. Why
would Congress have a race to the bot-
tom for protections for the environ-
ment, consumers, and animal protec-
tions?

It is interesting. There was a provi-
sion voted on by people in Oklahoma in
the fall of 2016. The so-called ‘‘freedom
to farm’ has many of these same provi-
sions. When the voters in Oklahoma
did a deep dive, they rejected the Farm
Bureau’s initiative by a 60-40 margin.
That is the State that gave Donald
Trump his largest margin of victory for
any State, other than West Virginia.

I hope Congress does what the people
of Oklahoma did: look at the details,
understand what it would do, and re-
ject unnecessary restrictions on the
ability of your State and local govern-
ment to tailor protections for the peo-
ple who fish, farm, and shop.

We can do better. I hope that we are
going to be able to enlist the support of
the vast majority of Congress to take a
moment, pause, and look at a farm bill
that is worthy of this body.
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