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(90,921 on food assistance in Oregon alone), 
and dials back wasteful support for large agri-
businesses that don’t need it. 

I was encouraged that some of our reform 
proposals for increasing and expanding con-
servation, reducing support for large confined 
animal feed operation, and reforming sugar 
payments gained significant support. My 
amendment to allow universities to study the 
industrial uses of hemp was even adopted! It’s 
worth noting that one of the amendments to 
implement reasonable limits on the crop insur-
ance program received more votes than the 
Farm Bill itself. Ultimately these are the keys 
to save money, do a better job, and build the 
political support that is goirkg to be necessary 
for enactment of a Farm Bill that works for all 
Americans. 

f 

IN HONOR OF ANDREW ‘‘ANDY’’ A. 
D’ARRIGO 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 20, 2013 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Andrew ‘‘Andy’’ A. D’Arrigo, on the oc-
casion of his recognition by the Grower-Ship-
per Association with the E.E. ‘‘Gene’’ Harden 
Award for Lifetime Achievement. Andy is a re-
markable American whose hard work and in-
novation has helped to shape the Salinas Val-
ley and build one of the largest and most inno-
vative family-owned produce companies in the 
world. 

The son of Italian immigrants, Andy was 
born in Stockton, California, in 1924. His fam-
ily later moved to the Salinas Valley where his 
father Stefano and uncle Andrew began a 
small produce business in 1932. The advent 
of new ice and refrigeration technologies 
sparked a boom in California’s produce indus-
try and the D’Arrigo brothers stepped into this 
opportunity and helped push the envelope 
even further. Andy essentially grew up in the 
produce business. Indeed, the D’Arrigo Broth-
ers iconic ‘‘Andy Boy’’ featured Andy’s face 
and name. In his spare time, Andy was an ac-
tive Boy Scout, even earning Eagle Scout sta-
tus in high school. During WWII, Andy served 
in the Navy. Once out of the service, Andy 
earned a Bachelor of Science degree from the 
University of California at Davis and soon after 
married his wife of 64 years, Phyllis. 

After the death of his father in 1951, Andy 
took over the West Coast operations of the 
D’Arrigo Bros. Company. The business had 
been built on shipping produce east from Cali-
fornia. Under the D’Arrigos’ leadership, it intro-
duced new crops to the American menu, in-
cluding broccoli, broccoli rabe, and cactus 
pears, to name a few. Under Andy’s leader-
ship, the company grew into a full-service, 
vertically integrated, produce supplier—grow-
ing, marketing, and shipping fresh fruits and 
vegetables across North America, and be-
yond. In acknowledgement of the agricultural 
expertise of the D’Arrigo family, three genera-
tions of the D’Arrigo family, including Andy, 
have been elected president and other leader-
ship positions of the Western Growers Asso-
ciation, the Grower-Shipper Association, and 
other agriculture industry organizations. 

The D’Arrigo family has always believed in 
giving back to their community. Over the years 

they have supported organizations such as 
Natividad Hospital, the United Way, the Boys 
and Girls Club, the American Cancer Society, 
the National Steinbeck Center, the Rancho 
Cielo Youth Campus, the YMCA, and the 
Breast Cancer Research Foundation, among 
others. As adoptive parents themselves, Andy 
and his wife are strong supporters of the Sali-
nas based Kinship Center adoption services 
center, including its special needs counseling 
clinic that bears the D’Arrigo name. 

Mr. Speaker, I know I speak for the whole 
House in commending Andy D’Arrigo for help-
ing Americans eat better food and the people 
of the Central Coast live better lives. 
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FEDERAL AGRICULTURE REFORM 
AND RISK MANAGEMENT ACT OF 
2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 18, 2013 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 1947) to provide 
for the reform and continuation of agricul-
tural and other programs of the Department 
of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, and 
for other purposes: 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Chair, today, I stand 
in opposition H.R. 1947, the Federal Agri-
culture Reform and Risk Management Act. I 
vehemently oppose this bill’s $20 billion cuts 
to the Supplemental Nutritional Assistance 
Program also known as SNAP. This program 
currently provides food assistance to forty 
seven million Americans, who otherwise would 
not have access to one of our most basic 
human needs—food. 

This bill would result in irreparable harm to 
families, not just in my home district of Brook-
lyn New York, but in every part of the United 
States. 

Almost two-thirds of the people enrolled in 
SNAP are children, senior citizens, or persons 
with disabilities. These low income Americans 
would lose their food assistance as a result of 
these draconian cuts. 

In addition to the SNAP cuts, this bill also 
restricts some categorical eligibility options for 
States. In New York, more than 300,000 
households participant in the Low Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program. Participa-
tion in this program usually results in a higher 
SNAP benefit for the household. 

If this state option is restricted, SNAP bene-
fits for these households will decrease by 
roughly 90 dollars per month. This cruel provi-
sion takes the food out of the mouth of chil-
dren and increases the administrative burden 
on New York. 

The bill under consideration today would 
create even more difficulties for the families 
that receive SNAP benefits. I ask my col-
leagues to vote no on this heinous bill. 

f 

HONORING NANCY JOE 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 20, 2013 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Nancy Joe of 

Saint Joseph, Missouri. Nancy is active in the 
community through her work and has been 
chosen to receive the YWCA Women of Ex-
cellence Support Services Award. 

Nancy Joe, who is affectionately referred to 
as ‘mom’ by her co-workers has established 
herself as a treasured fixture at Commerce 
Bank. Nancy has been praised for no only 
knowing how things need to be done, but for 
taking time to help train and mentor others 
rise to meet her exacting standards. 

Nancy also carries those same standards of 
excellence into the Saint Joseph community 
through her time volunteering. Whether she is 
serving her community in her church, deliv-
ering meals through Meals on Wheels or as 
the long standing co-chair for Open Door Food 
Kitchen Nancy can be counted on to do her 
very best. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
recognizing Nancy Joe. She has made an 
amazing impact on countless individuals in the 
St. Joseph community. I am honored to rep-
resent her in the United States Congress. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 20, 2013 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I was unavoidably absent during the week 
of June 10, 2013. If I were present, I would 
have voted on the following. 

Tuesday, June 11, 2013: rollcall No. 212: 
H.R. 251, South Utah Valley Electric Convey-
ance Act, ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 213: H.R. 1157, 
Rattlesnake Mountain Public Access Act, 
‘‘yea ’’. 

Wednesday June 12, 2013: rollcall No. 214: 
H. Res. 256—Rule Providing for consideration 
of H.R. 1256 and H.R. 1960, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall 
No. 215: H.R. 634—Business Risk Mitigation 
and Price Stabilization Act of 2013, ‘‘yea’’; roll-
call No. 216: H.R. 742—Swap Data Reposi-
tory and Clearing House Indemnification Cor-
rection Act of 2013, ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 217: 
Democratic Motion to Recommit H.R. 1256, 
‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 218: Final Passage of H.R. 
1256—Swap Jurisdiction Certainty Act, ‘‘yea’’; 
rollcall No. 219: H.R. 1038—Public Power 
Risk Management Act of 2013, ‘‘yea’’. 

Thursday June 13, 2013: rollcall No. 220: 
Motion on Ordering the Previous Question on 
the Rule for H.R. 1960, ‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 221: 
H. Res. 260—Rule providing for further con-
sideration of H.R. 1960, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 222: 
Blumenauer of Oregon Part B, ‘‘no’’; rollcall 
No. 223: Lummis of Wyoming Amendment, 
‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 224: Coffman of Colorado, 
‘‘no’’; ’rollcall No. 225: Rigell of Virginia 
Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 226: McGovern 
of Massachusetts Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall 
No. 227: Goodlatte of Virginia Amendment, 
‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 228: Smith of Washington 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’. 

Friday, June 14, 2013: rollcall No. 229: Tur-
ner of Ohio Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 230: 
Holt of New Jersey Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall 
No. 231: McCollum of Minnesota Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 232: Nolan of Minnesota 
Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 233: Larsen of 
Washington Amendment, ‘‘aye’’ rollcall No. 
234: Gibson of New York Amendment, ‘‘no’’; 
rollcall No. 235: Coffman of Colorado Amend-
ment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 236: Walorski of Indi-
ana Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 237: Smith 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 06:51 Jun 21, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A20JN8.071 E20JNPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE952 June 20, 2013 
of Washington Amendment, ‘‘aye’’ rollcall No. 
238: Polis/Andrews Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall 
No. 239: Polis Amendment, ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 
240: Van Hollen of Maryland Amendment, 
‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 241: Blumenauer of Oregon 
Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 242: DeLauro 
of Connecticut Amendment, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 
243: Democratic Motion to Recommit H.R. 
1960, ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 244: H.R. 1960—Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014, ‘‘aye’’. 

f 

PAIN-CAPABLE UNBORN CHILD 
PROTECTION ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 18, 2013 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong opposition to the Pain-Capable Unborn 
Child Protection Act. 

Instead of focusing on much needed job 
creation legislation . . . or addressing the stu-
dent loan interest rates set to double in a mat-
ter of days . . . the House Republican Lead-
ership has decided to bring up a bill that is un-
constitutional and unconscionable. 

This legislation would ban abortions after 20 
weeks nationwide . . . with no exceptions to 
protect a woman’s health and with the most 
narrow exceptions for rape or incest. 

I have always believed that such a deeply 
personal issue can only be made by the 
woman herself . . . in consultation with her 
doctor . . . and her most trusted loved ones. 

This legislation is an attempt to insert the 
federal government into this decision making 
process and chip away at a woman’s right to 
choose. 

For the young women in Sacramento and 
nationwide, I oppose this legislation in order to 
protect their health and their rights . . . and I 
urge my colleagues to do the same. 

f 

COMMEMORATING WORLD 
REFUGEE DAY 

HON. SANDER M. LEVIN 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 20, 2013 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commemorate World Refugee Day and recog-
nize the more than 43 million forcibly dis-
placed people around the world, a number of 
whom—in search of a better life in America— 
have resettled in Michigan’s Macomb and 
Oakland counties, which I proudly represent. 

World Refugee Day is observed June 20 of 
each year and is dedicated to raising aware-
ness of the plight of the millions of refugees 
and internally displaced persons who have 
been forced to flee their homes due to conflict, 
persecution, and strife. This day serves as a 
special reminder of the courage of these resil-
ient individuals and provides us the oppor-
tunity to draw attention to their struggle. 

The United States is by far the largest donor 
to the UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR), and this 
commitment from the American people has 
helped deliver critical humanitarian aid to the 
world’s most vulnerable populations. U.S.-sup-

ported work of the UNHCR includes providing 
safe food, clean drinking water, shelter, edu-
cation, security in dangerous situations, and 
ultimately durable placement options—vol-
untary repatriation, local integration, or reset-
tlement. 

Today is also a time to recognize the posi-
tive contributions of refugees who have cre-
ated new lives in this country. Due to Amer-
ica’s historic commitment to welcoming and 
resettling victims of persecution from around 
the world, communities all over the country 
have benefited from refugees’ enthusiasm, en-
trepreneurial spirit, and sense of civic engage-
ment. 

Over the last ten years, thousands of Iraqi 
refugees have resettled in my district—a de-
velopment that has had a positive impact on 
the region. I value their contributions and am 
proud to support the work of local resettlement 
organizations to integrate new arrivals into 
American society. This past April, I had the 
opportunity to visit with the Chaldean Amer-
ican Ladies of Charity at their food bank and 
home goods warehouse. There I met a young 
Iraqi mother and her son, both of whom had 
recently arrived in the United States and reset-
tled in Metro Detroit. The efforts of the estab-
lished Chaldean community to assist recent 
refugees were truly impressive, and I was 
struck by how grateful the mother was for the 
opportunity to start a new life for her family in 
the United States. 

Today, as we mark World Refugee Day, I 
urge my colleagues to renew their commit-
ment to providing humanitarian aid and reset-
tlement assistance to victims of ethnic, reli-
gious and political persecution as well as other 
vulnerable people who have been forced to 
flee their homes due to natural or man-made 
disasters. 

f 

THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FY2014 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 20, 2013 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in reluctant opposition to H.R. 1960, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014. 

The NDAA offers Congress an opportunity 
to provide the resources we need for our 
Armed Forces and a chance to address some 
of the significant challenges that must be con-
fronted—like the mechanisms for confronting 
cases of sexual abuse in the military. While I 
appreciate the House Armed Services Com-
mittee’s continued support of our 
servicemembers and our national defense, this 
bill contains a number of serious flaws. These 
include providing over $5 billion in OCO fund-
ing that the Pentagon did not request, impos-
ing funding restrictions that would prohibit the 
construction or modification of a detention fa-
cility in the United States to house Guanta-
namo detainees, and establishing an unneces-
sary missile defense site on the East Coast. 

I was particularly disappointed that a bipar-
tisan amendment I introduced—which would 
have ensured that the FY2014 funding for the 
war in Afghanistan and other overseas 
contingences is at the level the DoD and mili-
tary leaders say is necessary for the mis-

sion—was not adopted. The funding level in 
the National Defense Authorization bill for 
Overseas Contingency Operations (OCO) for 
Fiscal Year 2014 is set at $85.8—$5 billion 
more than the $80.7 billion the Defense De-
partment says is necessary to achieve the 
mission. Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel and 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General 
Martin Dempsey both testified before the 
House Budget Committee that the FY2014 
OCO level of $80.7 billion requested in the 
President’s budget was sufficient to meet our 
military’s needs. At a time of fiscal constraint, 
we simply cannot afford to provide more fund-
ing than our military leaders say is needed. 

Part of the reason some may have hesitated 
to support the amendment was due to claims 
that it would have eliminated funding for Na-
tional Guard and Reserve Component Equip-
ment modernization. But, that was simply not 
true. 

As we continue to search for a way to turn 
off the sequester by replacing it with a more 
rational deficit reduction package, we shouldn’t 
allow the OCO designation to be used as a 
loophole to get around spending caps that are 
written in law as the defense authorization bill 
did. That is not a solution to the sequester. In-
stead, we should find a balanced deficit reduc-
tion plan to replace sequestration so that we 
can provide adequate funding to maintain a 
military that is second to none and make the 
investments in education, scientific research, 
and infrastructure necessary to keep our econ-
omy strong, which is the foundation of our se-
curity. Unfortunately, the House Republican 
budget takes the opposite approach. It cuts 
even more deeply into vital investments in our 
kids’ education and in the investments in inno-
vation and technology that help grow our 
economy. It cuts the part of the budget that 
funds education and vital medical research by 
19 percent below the sequester. And despite 
claims to want to strengthen our embassy se-
curity in the aftermath of tragedies like 
Behnghazi, it slashes State Department oper-
ations by over 15 percent. 

Despite my opposition to the overall legisla-
tion, I was pleased to see that this bill incor-
porated initiatives that begin to address the 
problem of sexual assault in the military. Un-
fortunately, the measures adopted were inad-
equate to meet the challenge. I was especially 
disappointed that Congresswoman JACKIE 
SPEIER was denied the opportunity to offer an 
important amendment to strengthen account-
ability and improve the process. 

I also share many of the other concerns that 
were outlined in the President’s Statement of 
Administration Policy. This includes a mis-
guided provision in the bill which would con-
tinue funding restrictions that prohibit the con-
struction or modification of a detention facility 
in the United States to house Guantanamo de-
tainees, and would constrain DoD’s ability to 
transfer Guantanamo detainees, including 
those who have already been designated for 
transfer to other countries. In addition, I 
strongly object to a requirement in this bill 
which would limit the President’s ability to im-
plement the New START Treaty and to set the 
country’s nuclear policy. 

I am also opposed to sections 232 and 233 
in this bill, which authorize the establishment 
of a missile defense site on the East Coast 
that the Pentagon says is unnecessary. These 
provisions disregard the advice of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and seek to tie the President’s 
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