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our support for the bill is the inclusion of a 
strong nutrition title that addresses the 
needs of the tens of millions of Americans, 
including many children and working fami-
lies, who struggle against hunger by invest-
ing in and strengthening the Food Stamp 
Program. This bill also provides needed long- 
term support to our nation’s food banks. 

As you know, hunger is getting worse in 
America while the costs of food, housing and 
utilities are rising. We have a responsibility 
to help low- and middle-income families as 
they face these challenges. The Farm Bill is 
a safety net that protects people from going 
hungry; it represents one of the single most 
important opportunities we have this year to 
address the needs of disadvantaged children, 
struggling working families, seniors and peo-
ple with disabilities in ‘‘ our communities. 
We will be doing a disservice to anyone who 
must rely on these programs if we acquiesce 
to provisions that ultimately deny hungry 
Americans food in their time of need. 

New investments in the nutrition title are 
long overdue. The average food stamp ben-
efit is a mere $1 a person a meal. The $10 
minimum benefit has been stuck at the same 
level for 30 years. The $2,000 limit on assets 
for most food stamp households has not 
changed in two decades. And the shortfall in 
TEFAP commodities purchases is leaving 
many food bank shelves empty. It is vital 
that the conference agreement secure perma-
nent funding at no less than the House- 
passed levels for the food stamp and TEFAP 
programs, and we strongly urge to include 
these improvements in the conference re-
port. 

We commend you for the important im-
provements included in the nutrition title of 
the House-passed bill. While there are also 
many improvements in the nutrition title of 
the Senate-passed bill, there is a profound 
and very troubling difference between the 
House and Senate nutrition titles. The House 
bill would make these provisions permanent 
law while, under the Senate bill, all the 
major benefit improvements would termi-
nate after 2012. Simply, this means that 
these important policy improvements would 
return to today’s law, resulting in a major 
reduction in benefits to more than 10 million 
recipients. Should these improvements sun-
set in 2013 and return to the 2008 levels, more 
than 300,000 low-income people would be cut 
off from food stamps altogether. We should 
be working to end hunger in America. We 
think you would agree that a final con-
ference agreement that sunsets and 
underfunds improvements in the nutrition 
title would be unacceptable. 

Again, we thank you for your commitment 
to the issues surrounding the people in our 
country who rely on programs like Food 
Stamps and TEFAP. We strongly urge the 
conference report to include permanent 
funding at no less than the House-passed lev-
els for the food stamp and TEFAP programs. 
We look forward to working with you to 
maintain all of the critical improvements in 
these programs in the final Farm Bill. 

Sincerely, 
McGovern, James; DeLauro, Rosa; Wool-

sey, Lynn; Lee, Barbara; Solis, Hilda; 
Kilpatrick, Carolyn Cheeks; Moore, 
Dennis; Green, Al; Lewis, John; Filner, 
Bob; Moore, Gwen; Crowley, Joe; Neal, 
Richard; Grijalva, Raul; Maloney, 
Carolyn; Kildee, Dale; Nadler, Jerry; 
Jackson-Lee, Sheila; Kennedy, Patrick; 
Markey, Ed; Ellison, Keith; Capps, 
Lois; Towns, Ed; McDermott, Jim; 
Watt, Mel; Johnson, Hank; Becerra, 
Xavier; Hare, Phil; Shea-Porter, Carol; 

Arcuri, Mike; Tauscher, Ellen; Jeffer-
son, William; Wu, David; Sutton, 
Betty; Frank, Barney. 

Davis, Danny; Allen, Tom; Cuellar, 
Henry; Gonzalez, Charles; Carnahan, 
Russ; Christensen, Donna; Waters, 
Maxine; Guitierez, Luis; Clarke, 
Yvette; Hinchey, Maurice; Serrano, 
Jose; DeFazio, Peter; Hirono, Mazie; 
Ryan, Tim; Clay, William Lacy; 
Schakowsky, Jan; McNulty, Mike; 
Weiner, Anthony; Brown, Corrine; Ber-
man, Howard; Jones, Stephanie Tubbs; 
Doyle, Mike; Butterfield, G.K.; Olver, 
John; Michaud, Michael; Courtney, 
Joe; Davis, Susan; Levin, Sander; Mat-
sui, Doris; Yarmuth, John; Murphy, 
Chris; Fattah, Chaka; Jackson, Jesse; 
Slaughter, Louise; Doggett, Lloyd; 
Schiff, Adam; Stark, Pete; Loebsack, 
Dave; Lynch, Stephen; Langevin, Jim; 
Oberstar, James; Rush, Bobby; Meek, 
Kendrick. 

Rothman, Steven; Berkley, Shelly; Mil-
ler, Brad; Wynn, Al; Kaptur, Marcy; 
Lowey, Nita; Welch, Peter; Thompson, 
Bennie; Farr, Sam; Hinojosa, Ruben; 
Sestak, Joe; Udall, Tom; Engel, Elliot; 
McCollum, Betty; Norton, Eleanor 
Holmes; Cummings, Elijah; Wilson, 
Charles; Pastor, Ed; Ortiz, Solomon; 
Murphy, Patrick; Miller, George; 
Delahunt, William; Sanchez, Linda; 
Sires, Albio; Larson, John; Baldwin, 
Tammy; Reyes, Silvestre; Wexler, Rob-
ert; Watson, Diane; Hodes, Paul; 
Honda, Michael; Velazquez, Nydia; 
Braley, Bruce; Price, David; Cardoza, 
Dennis; Napolitano, Grace; Larsen, 
Rick; Inslee, Jay; Pallone, Frank; Din-
gell, John; McNerny, Jerry; Tsongas, 
Niki; Scott, Bobby. 

Cohen, Steve; Gillibrand, Kirsten; Van 
Hollen, Chris; Murtha, John; Andrews, 
Rob; Cleaver, Emanuel; Brady, Robert; 
Conyers, John; Sanchez, Loretta; Sher-
man, Brad; Roybal-Allard, Lucille; 
Costello, Jerry; Lofgren, Zoe; Walz, 
Tim; Sarbanes, John; Hooley, Darlene; 
Bishop, Sanford; DeGette, Diana; Hall, 
John; Holt, Rush; Bishop, Tim Payne, 
Donald Pascrell, Bill Eshoo, Anna Hig-
gins, Brian McCarthy, Carolyn; Davis, 
Artur; Schwartz, Allyson; Shuler, 
Heath; Costa, Jim; Castor, Kathy; Wax-
man, Henry. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

REJECT ANOTHER SHORT-TERM 
EXTENSION TO THE PROTECT 
AMERICA ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
hadn’t planned on coming down here 
tonight, but this is a sad and dis-
tressing day for this House of Rep-
resentatives. 

Mr. Speaker, I suspect you know, 
some may not, but there are companies 

in America that are patriotic and they 
want to help our Nation fight against 
those who would do us harm. But amaz-
ingly, Mr. Speaker, they feel that they 
can’t. And why? They believe that if 
they do, they will be sued. That is 
right, Mr. Speaker. Companies in 
America believe, and have been given 
counsel by their attorneys, that if they 
help the United States Government as-
sist in making our Nation safer, they 
will be sued. The threat of trial law-
yers are preventing our Nation from 
protecting itself. 

Outrageous you say? So do I. So do I. 
If Congress doesn’t act this week, 

this week, critical tools that allow our 
intelligence officers to monitor ter-
rorist communications overseas will 
expire. Yesterday, the Senate approved 
a bipartisan bill, a bipartisan bill by a 
vote of 68–29, to close the terrorist 
loophole in our intelligence law. The 
Senate bill represents a remarkable 
compromise between Congress and the 
administration. 

It rightly restores the original intent 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act, FISA, by ensuring that in-
telligence officials can conduct surveil-
lance on foreign targets without a 
court order while still protecting the 
civil liberties of the American people. 

It also grants liability protection to 
telecommunication companies that 
helped our government after Sep-
tember 11. Allowing these companies to 
be subject to frivolous lawsuits threat-
ens their cooperation in the future and 
would cripple America’s counterterror-
ism efforts. This, unfortunately, Mr. 
Speaker, appears to be what the House 
Democrat majority desires. 

Every American will become exposed 
to greater threats. Every American: 
moms, dads, sons, daughters. Every 
single American is exposed to greater 
threats because this majority refuses 
to consider a long-term solution to the 
problems facing our intelligence com-
munity. 

I haven’t read, Mr. Speaker, that ter-
rorists have placed an expiration date 
on their plots to destroy our way of 
life. Congress shouldn’t put an expira-
tion date on our intelligence commu-
nity’s ability to protect our Nation. 

This bill expires this week. We must 
act. Mr. Speaker, elections have con-
sequences, and it appears that the 
Democrat left majority now in charge 
is beholden to trial lawyers. I just 
didn’t think that they would put those 
trial lawyers ahead of national secu-
rity. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sad day. I can 
only hope that the American people are 
paying attention. 

f 

b 1830 

IRAQ NUMBER 250 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WALZ of Minnesota). Under a previous 
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order of the House, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
moment that I had hoped would never 
come. I am rising for the 250th time to 
oppose the occupation of Iraq. It’s a 
sad task, because 250 times means that 
the occupation has dragged on and on 
nearly 5 years. 

I had hoped that my first speech 
would be my last, or my 50th or even 
my 100th, but the administration con-
tinued to follow its blind and destruc-
tive path year after year. As the saying 
goes, ‘‘All that is necessary for evil to 
triumph is that good people do noth-
ing.’’ 

So, to be sure, I have raised my voice 
time and time again on this floor to 
protest the administration’s folly and 
hold it accountable for its reckless ac-
tions and its reckless policies. 

The American people have raised 
their voices, also, Mr. Speaker. They 
have said that they want an end to this 
occupation and a responsible redeploy-
ment of our troops. But our leaders in 
the White House, who first turned a 
deaf ear to the people of the world 
when they invaded Iraq, continue to 
turn a deaf ear to their very own peo-
ple in the United States of America. 

What makes this occasion even sad-
der for me is that I will have to rise 
many more times before the occupa-
tion ends because the administration 
has made it absolutely clear that it 
will continue its occupation right to 
the bitter end of its term in office. 

And I fear that the occupation may 
go on long after that. A leading Repub-
lican Presidential candidate said that 
he has no problem with the occupation 
lasting 100 years. No problem. And this 
same candidate said the other day, and 
I quote, ‘‘There’s going to be other 
wars.’’ This is exactly the kind of 
‘‘shoot-first, ask-questions-later’’ 
thinking that got us into trouble in 
Iraq in the first place. 

Fortunately, the Democratic Presi-
dential candidates have a different 
mindset, a mindset that uses diplo-
macy and international cooperation to 
solve problems, not war. But the cur-
rent administration is working hard to 
tie the hands of the very next Presi-
dent. It’s negotiating to establish per-
manent bases in Iraq. And it is plan-
ning to keep troop levels absolutely as 
high as possible. 

Remember all the sweet talk, Mr. 
Speaker, last September about possible 
troop cuts? It was an absolute sham. 
And what are we getting for the trag-
edy of Iraq? Are we any safer? Abso-
lutely not. In fact, the director of Na-
tional Intelligence has warned that al 
Qaeda is getting stronger in its cozy 
safe haven in Pakistan, and that they 
are busy training more and more 
operatives. 

A whole new generation is growing 
up in occupied Iraq. Their memories 

begin after U.S. forces rolled in. Since 
electricity and water and basic services 
have been on the fritz. Since whole 
neighborhoods have become wandering 
refugees. Many have never known the 
cultural gems of their own country. 
This cannot bode well for the region. 

Secretary of State Rice has admitted 
that the Taliban is resurgent in Af-
ghanistan. And the report of the Con-
gressional Commission on the National 
Guard and Reserves found that there is 
an ‘‘appalling gap’’ in our ability to de-
fend the homeland because of Guard 
and Reserve redeployments to Iraq. 

Meanwhile, we are squandering $12 
billion per month on the occupation 
while our economy slides into recession 
and the American people face the loss 
of their jobs, their health care, and 
their homes. Let’s be clear, Mr. Speak-
er, the main reason we are in this re-
cession is because of the senseless and 
unending occupation of Iraq. 

And our brave men and women in 
uniform, what about them? They’re 
paying a very high price for this occu-
pation. Every day, five U.S. soldiers 
try to commit suicide because the fre-
quency of deployment has put tremen-
dous stress on them and their families. 
This is simply unacceptable and a na-
tional disgrace if we do not act to re-
verse this trend. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be back on this 
floor talking about this some more, but 
this is my 250th time, and I want you 
to know, it’s time that this occupation 
be over. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF ROSEMARY MUCKLOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to recognize the achievements of a 
friend of mine, Rosemary Mucklow. 
Rosemary is the long-standing execu-
tive director of the National Meat As-
sociation and has been somewhat of a 
legend in the meat and food business. 
Her dedication to the industry is evi-
dent by her business achievements, 
there are so many of them. 

Rosemary was born in Scotland and 
went to work at the Ministry of Agri-
culture and Fisheries for the British 
Government before being hired as a 
secretary at the Pacific Coast Meat As-
sociation, which was later named the 
Western States Meat Association, and 
then renamed the National Meat Asso-
ciation. 

In 1996, Rosemary received the E. 
Floyd Forbes award from the Meat As-
sociation for her outstanding service. 
She was honored again in 2002 by the 
American Meat Science Association for 
her ‘‘commonsense leadership.’’ She 
served on the National Advisory Com-
mittee on Meat and Poultry Inspection 
and was the vice president of the Inter-

national HACCP Alliance. Throughout 
her career, she has highlighted the im-
portance of information and education 
of the meat industry to improve stand-
ards, efficiency, and quality. 

Rosemary will be retiring very soon, 
but if I know Rosemary, retirement for 
her won’t mean just quietly fading into 
the sunset. She is going to be active, 
probably still in the association, and in 
the industries. 

I had the opportunity to get to know 
Rosemary about 10 or 12 years ago 
when we, in the House Ag sub-
committee of appropriations were pass-
ing the HACCP law. At that time we 
were moving from visual carcass-to- 
carcass inspection of meat and poultry 
to microbial testing, taking this to the 
modern technology. Rosemary knew so 
many people in the industry, and there 
was a lot of controversy, but she was 
able to get the people together to come 
up with the right compromises and the 
right push at the right time to get the 
thing from floundering. 

She also was very active at a time 
when there was some Salmonella and 
E. coli issues that had threatened to 
close down the industry and push 
through, I think, very aggressive man-
datory recall authority for the Sec-
retary of Agriculture. Rosemary bro-
kered some ‘‘peace in the valley,’’ you 
might say. 

She’s got the kind of enthusiasm 
that can only be called ‘‘contagious.’’ I 
met her through a man who is a sau-
sage manufacturer in San Francisco 
named Al Piccetti, and the Piccetti 
family has also become friends of mine. 
And it seems like birds of a feather 
flock together. Rosemary’s friends are 
good people. They have invited Libby 
and me to go visit them out in San 
Francisco, and we had a very nice time 
dealing with them. All the hospitality 
I would say that they have given us 
over the years and the friendship, those 
kind of relationships that in this busi-
ness are rare to find. I will say this, I 
have no idea what Ms. Mucklow’s poli-
tics are, if she’s Democrat or Repub-
lican. In fact, the last time she was in 
Washington, she really prefers, for 
some reason, the west coast, but the 
last time she was here she said, Jack, 
I don’t need to see you, I’m going to go 
see Chairwoman ROSA DELAURO be-
cause that’s where the action is now. 
And she said that with a twinkle and a 
smile, and then she went up to go see 
ROSA. But she has that kind of good 
will that she can deal with both sides 
of the aisle and get the argument off 
politics into what is best for the Amer-
ican food consumer. What’s best for the 
industry and the consumer has always 
been her goal. 

I will say I don’t even know what 
kind of activities she does on a per-
sonal level, but I know this, that what-
ever she is doing right now, she’s doing 
it with a smile and a lot of fun and in-
volving a lot of people. 
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