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and service of school meals for all children. 
This undermines the intent of the Federal in-
vestment. 

This legislation includes a provision, section 
205, to ensure that school foodservice pro-
grams have adequate resources to provide 
nutritious meals that meet the minimum nutri-
tional requirements and balance the budget at 
the end of the year. Section 205 requires that 
school districts account for revenue generated 
for the school lunch program from Federal and 
non-Federal sources, and if the district is gen-
erating an average revenue that is less than 
the Federal reimbursement for a free school 
meal, then the district must increase the aver-
age price across the district by (a) the margin 
of difference; or (b) no more than 10 cents, 
whichever is less. 

This provision does not require school food 
authorities to raise school meal prices and it 
does not penalize families who must pay for 
their school meal. School districts retain the 
authority to establish local prices for paid 
meals and it is up to the school district to de-
termine how to ensure there is adequate reve-
nues to support the foodservice program in 
the school, based on the parameters estab-
lished in this provision. Furthermore, this pro-
vision does not require that a school district 
charge the same price or generate the same 
revenue for each lunch served in each school. 
Schools and school districts retain local au-
thority to determine prices, to generate ade-
quate revenue, and to manage their programs 
to best meet their needs. I feel that this provi-
sion will offer schools greater flexibility in oper-
ating a high quality school nutrition program. 

I urge the Secretary to provide guidance to 
school foodservice, school districts, and 
school administrators on all options for in-
creasing non-Federal revenue. Options in-
clude, but are not limited to, local contribu-
tions, increasing State-level contributions, and 
generating revenue through greater use of 
school foodservice equipment. Schools should 
account for all revenue and exhaust all other 
revenue options prior to raising the prices 
charged to households with children not eligi-
ble for free or reduced price meals. 

I am concerned that raising the price of a 
school lunch can place a burden on some 
households and about the impact that higher 
prices may have on participation. Participation 
in the school lunch program by children from 
all income levels is critical to ensuring that the 
school meal programs promote the health and 
well-being of all children, not just low-income 
children. I urge the Secretary to make the im-
portance of participation a priority when pro-
mulgating regulations to implement section 
205 and ensure that implementation does not 
negatively impact children’s access to the pro-
gram. 

I also further request that the Secretary pro-
vide the Committee on Education and Labor 
and the Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Committee in the Senate, annual reports de-
scribing implementation and an assessment of 
any consequences or impact from implemen-
tation. These reports should also include any 
recommendations for administrative or legisla-
tion adjustments to the policy, if necessary. 
PROTECTING STUDENTS PRIVACY AND REDUCING STIGMA 
OF PARTICIPATION IN THE CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS 

The school environment has an important 
influence on children’s behavior and their 

choices, which can strongly impact their health 
and wellbeing. The cafeteria and food service 
setting, such as the display of foods, the inte-
gration of reimbursable school meals with 
foods sold outside of the reimbursable meal 
programs, and methods of payment can result 
in the unintentional identification of children by 
their household income status, or in social 
stigma for receiving reimbursable meals. 

Children should be able to participate in the 
child nutrition programs with dignity and with-
out consequence of social stigma. Currently, 
the Richard. B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act requires that school food authorities en-
sure children eligible for free or reduced price 
school meals are not overtly identified as low- 
income by their participation in the school 
meal programs. I am concerned, however, that 
the current guidance to school districts to en-
sure that children participating in the school 
meal programs are not overtly identified is not 
keeping up with the modern school food envi-
ronment. 

Section 143 of this legislation requires the 
Secretary to review local policies on meal 
charges and the provision of alternate meals 
for compliance with requirements for pre-
venting overt identification. I urge the Sec-
retary to also include in the review an exam-
ination of the design of the school foodservice 
area, the methods for conducting payment 
transactions, and policies for providing reim-
bursable meals to children from households 
with outstanding debt to identify ways in which 
these practices may result in a negative social 
or nutritional impact on children. 

There are increasing examples of schools 
implementing policies to provide alternate re-
imbursable meals for children that lack suffi-
cient resources to pay for the meal. I under-
stand the critical importance of balancing 
school district and school foodservice budgets, 
and many schools are not in a position to 
cover the additional cost of offering meals at 
no charge to children who are not eligible for 
free reimbursable meals. However, I believe it 
is important for schools to establish thoughtful 
policies to address circumstances in which 
children lack sufficient resources to pay for 
school meals to ensure that these policies do 
not stigmatize children, and to ensure that 
children are not forced to go hungry because 
of situations outside of their control. For exam-
ple, if a school has a policy to provide a dif-
ferent meal to children that lack sufficient re-
sources to pay for a reimbursable meal, this 
practice can identify the child for having insuf-
ficient resources and can result in social stig-
ma. 

As part of this review, the Secretary should 
also identify ways in which the modern school 
food environment may inadvertently stigmatize 
children or fail to protect their privacy. For ex-
ample, there is concern that when school 
foodservice areas separate lines for children 
with cash for non-reimbursable food and 
meals and children selecting reimbursable 
meals into other lines, that children selecting a 
reimbursable meal may be identified as low-in-
come or otherwise differentiated from children 
paying cash for food. 

In addition to the review and follow up ac-
tions required under provision 143 of this leg-
islation, I urge the Secretary to provide 
schools with technical assistance and guid-

ance to prevent overt identification. Further-
more, I urge the Secretary to reinforce policies 
regarding meal charges and alternate meals 
with guidance to States and school districts re-
garding appropriate efforts to determine 
whether children of households in arrears for 
school meal program payments may be eligi-
ble for free or reduced price school meals. Fi-
nally, in addition to enhanced technical assist-
ance and guidance, I urge the Secretary to 
enhance oversight of schools’ compliance with 
requirements to prevent overt identification to 
ensure schools are taking the necessary steps 
to protect the privacy of children participating 
in the school meal programs. 

CONCLUSION 
I feel strongly that these provisions are crit-

ical to the robust reforms to improve access to 
the child nutrition programs to end child hun-
ger, to improve the quality of these programs 
to curb childhood obesity, and to better protect 
the Federal investment. 

I look forward to working with the Secretary 
upon passage of this legislation to ensure ef-
fective implementation of this important legis-
lation. 

Today, I am pleased to support the Healthy, 
Hunger-Free Kids Act, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 

for debate has expired. 
Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, 

further consideration of this bill is 
postponed. 

f 

FURTHER CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on passage 
of the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 101) 
making further continuing appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2011, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 239, nays 
178, not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 593] 

YEAS—239 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 

Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 

Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
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Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 

Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 

Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—178 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 

Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Djou 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Guthrie 

Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McCarthy (CA) 

McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 

Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Barrett (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buyer 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 

Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hodes 
Marchant 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Minnick 

Radanovich 
Speier 
Spratt 
Wu 

b 1503 

Messrs. TAYLOR and CONNOLLY of 
Virginia changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ 
to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Ms. BEAN changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the joint resolution was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

CONGRATULATING REPRESENTA-
TIVE CATHY MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS ON BIRTH OF BABY GIRL 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker and my colleagues, I 
am very pleased to make a very impor-
tant announcement: today, a new Re-
publican was born. 

Our colleague, CATHY MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS, delivered a baby girl this morn-
ing at 12:20. The baby weighed nearly 
81⁄2 pounds and is over 20 inches. Both 
the mother and daughter are doing 
very well, as is Brian. 

f 

HEALTHY, HUNGER-FREE KIDS 
ACT OF 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, pro-
ceedings will now resume on the bill (S. 
3307) to reauthorize child nutrition pro-
grams, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 1742, the bill is 
considered read and the previous ques-
tion is ordered. 

The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, and was read the third 
time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam 

Speaker, I have a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I am. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Kline moves to recommit the bill S. 

3307 to the Committee on Education and 
Labor with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith, with the fol-
lowing amendments: 

Amend section 205 to read as follows: 
SEC. 205. CONDITION OF RECEIPT OF FUNDS 

UNDER THE CHILD AND ADULT 
CARE FOOD PROGRAM. 

Section 17 of the Richard B. Russell Na-
tional School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1766) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(u) INELIGIBILITY OF INSTITUTIONS.—An in-
stitution shall be ineligible for funds under 
this section if such institution employs a 
child care staff member who— 

‘‘(1) refuses to consent to a criminal back-
ground check that includes— 

‘‘(A) a search of the State criminal reg-
istry or repository in the State where the 
child care staff member resides and each 
State where such staff member previously 
resided; 

‘‘(B) a search of State-based child abuse 
and neglect registries and databases in the 
State where the child care staff member re-
sides and each State where such staff mem-
ber previously resided; 

‘‘(C) a search of the National Crime Infor-
mation Center; 

‘‘(D) a Federal Bureau of Investigation fin-
gerprint check using the Integrated Auto-
mated Fingerprint Identification System; 
and 

‘‘(E) a search of the National Sex Offender 
Registry established under the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 (42 
U.S.C. 16901 et seq.); 

‘‘(2) makes a false statement in connection 
with such criminal background check; 

‘‘(3) is registered or is required to be reg-
istered on a State sex offender registry or 
the National Sex Offender Registry estab-
lished under the Adam Walsh Child Protec-
tion and Safety Act of 2006 (42 U.S.C. 16901 et 
seq.); or 

‘‘(4) has been convicted of a felony con-
sisting of— 

‘‘(A) homicide; 
‘‘(B) child abuse or neglect; 
‘‘(C) a crime against children, including 

child pornography; 
‘‘(D) spousal abuse; 
‘‘(E) a crime involving rape or sexual as-

sault; 
‘‘(F) kidnapping; 
‘‘(G) arson; or 
‘‘(H) physical assault, battery, or a drug- 

related offense, committed within the past 5 
years.’’. 

In section 206, strike ‘‘(as amended by sec-
tion 205)’’. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota (during the 
reading). Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the motion to re-
commit be considered as read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
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