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Yet not a day goes by where I do not
draw from the innovations and exam-
ples set by our businesses, our individ-
uals, and institutions in our Seventh
Congressional District.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to say that
we are a model for the Nation, whether
it is through ideas brought to reality,
partnerships formed across diverse in-
terests, or new mechanisms developed
to maximize the leverage of any finan-
cial instruments.

But there is a lot to do. Later this
year, Congress will consider its annual
budget and appropriations bills for fis-
cal year 2019, including, I hope, a po-
tential infrastructure bill.

Democratic Ranking Member DEFA-
710 spoke earlier about the critical
need for the Federal Government to
fund a bold infrastructure plan so that
our businesses and our communities
across the country can succeed.

That will put people back to work. It
will put money into our roads, our
bridges, our infrastructure needs, our
water systems, our schools across our
country, and our transit.

Mr. Speaker, that is what I am com-
mitted to fighting for here in Congress.

————

OPPOSING THE FARM BILL

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I come
before the House today to talk about
the Agriculture and Nutrition Act of
2018. We call it the farm bill.

It is supposed to be about supporting
farmers, strengthening communities,
making sure that we have nutritious
food, looking out for our environment,
and generally feeding America and
even sometimes the world.

Instead, this bill would allow compa-
nies to spray pesticides into our water-
ways, which are endangered all over
this country. It will allow all sorts of
environmental challenges and will di-
minish the quality of life for people.
They won’t even allow a provision to
have a Clean Water Act permit to
spray pesticides.

The bill is also an attack on local
control. I thought local control was a
hallmark of what it meant to be con-
servative. Apparently not, because this
bill preempts local governments from
taking steps to protect their commu-
nities from pesticides. I think a local
community is in a better position to
understand the health needs of its peo-
ple than the Federal Government is.

The bill would also make deep cuts to
the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program, SNAP, a program that used
to be called food stamps. There are no
actual stamps anymore; this benefit is
provided on a card that people use. The
5-year authorization of the farm bill
would cut $23 billion from SNAP—$23
billion.

The proposal also adds work require-
ments. Now, some people think: Oh,
yeah, what is wrong with making peo-
ple work for a living? I work for a liv-
ing.
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Well, the truth is, people who use the
food stamp program often work for a
living too. They just happen to have a
tough patch in their lives where they
need their neighbors—that is us—to
step up and help make sure that they
can have food on the table.

The idea that people who have eco-
nomic hardship don’t want to work is
simply wrong. This body gives money
out to rich people all the time and
doesn’t ask for any work requirements.
We don’t ask for many requirements at
all, but we do it. It is all part of this
shaming and blaming the poor.

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that this new work requirement,
plus other restrictions proposed by the
farm bill, as proposed, would end up de-
nying or reducing nutritional aid to
about 2 million people, mostly families
with children.

By the way, 70 percent of poor kids in
America eligible for food stamps live in
a household with somebody who works,
but the Federal minimum wage is $7.25.
On $7.25, that works out to about
$15,000 a year. You could work full-time
and be eligible for food stamps.

People who don’t work because of
whatever difficult patch they hit in
their life should not be shamed into
not accepting food assistance. If they
are not healthy and they are not well-
fed, how are they going to get back in
the workforce?

Under this proposal, most adults be-
tween 18 and 59 will be required to
work part-time or enroll in 20 hours a
week of workforce training to receive
assistance. It would impose stricter eli-
gibility guidelines for low-income fam-
ilies who qualify for SNAP through
other welfare programs.

Many SNAP recipients face legiti-
mate barriers to enrolling in these pro-
grams, such as unreliable transpor-
tation. One of my colleagues already
talked about the difficulty with trans-
portation in getting to a better paying
job in this economy. Low housing secu-
rity. A lot of people are homeless. It is
very difficult to stay employed if you
are homeless. And shifting childcare
and medical schedules.

SNAP helps 42 million people in near-
ly 21 million households. In 2016, SNAP
lifted 3.6 million people out of poverty.

They were in poverty; now they
weren’t because of SNAP. It is a good
program.

In my own State of Minnesota, more
than 69 percent of SNAP participants
are families with children. Almost 30
percent are families with members who
are elderly or people with disabilities.
More than 54 percent are working fami-
lies.

People who use food stamp benefits
work hard every day. They work harder
than many of us who earn a lot more
than them.

SNAP kept 111,000 people out of pov-
erty in Minnesota, including almost
60,000 children, per year from 2009 to
2012.

Let me wrap up by saying that the
farm bill, as currently proposed, I can-
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not vote for. I will have to urge a ‘“‘no”’
vote, and I hope that we learn some-
thing important about people who
struggle hard in this economy.

———

OPPOSE THE FARM BILL

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

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I was a
free lunch kid growing up. I was the
young man that brought his ID card to
the lunch lady and she looked on the
back for the yellow sticker and I re-
ceived free breakfasts and free lunches.

I know what it is like to come from
a home with a lot of love but not a lot
of money. I can tell you for a fact that
kids with backgrounds like me cannot
succeed in the classroom if they are
worried about the next meal.

That is why this GOP farm bill is so
reprehensible. Republicans are pro-
posing SNAP cuts that will kick a
quarter-of-a-million students off of the
free lunch program.

That is right, Mr. Speaker. They
have just given massive tax cuts to
millionaires and billionaires, but now,
to save money, they are trying to pass
a bill that could cause poor Kids across
this country to go hungry.

This legislation is a direct attack on
my constituents. It is a direct attack
on the poor. One in four families in my
district alone counts on SNAP to put
food on the table.

They deserve better. Our country de-
serves better. I urge my colleagues to
oppose this shameful legislation.

———
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S
WORK ON CLIMATE CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to address the work being done by the
Department of Defense regarding the
threat of climate change, and to rein-
force congressional intent on this im-
portant issue.

Last year’s National Defense Author-
ization Act expressed the sense of Con-
gress that climate change is a direct
threat to national security. We have
studied a number of readiness factors
when it comes to our Armed Forces,
but for too long, we have not given this
major, multifaceted threat the atten-
tion that it deserves.

Current and former military leaders
and members of the intelligence com-
munity agree that climate change
poses a security challenge that has the
potential to affect our tactical and
strategic readiness.

Secretary Mattis was correct when
he stated: *“ . . . the effects of a chang-
ing climate—such as increased mari-
time access to the Arctic, rising sea
levels, desertification, among others—
impact our security situation.”
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