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Everett:
Thank you, everyone, for joining us today. We are excited to be with
you. We are particularly grateful for those of you who are going to come and provide
testimony of sorts and let us pepper you with questions to help us have a better
understanding of what’s happening in New Mexico to address hunger, both successfully
and in areas where you think we can strengthen our engagement of food insecure
populations, particularly on behalf of the federal government. So we are part of the
National Commission on Hunger. Mariana’s going to, Dr. Chilton’s going to tell you a little
bit about our charge. Essentially, we are a Congressionally-appointed Commission and our
job is to evaluate anti-hunger programs, Federal Nutrition Programs, but also look at what
maybe some private sector organizations are doing to strengthen food security around the
country. So we are having field visits and hearings all over the country over the next, over
the past several months and we have one more month of visits to go and so your names
were recommended to us as leadership. So either state government or federal government
or local community organizations that we’ve partnered with over the course of time said,
“These are the people that you need to talk to.” And so we are grateful. We know that you
probably have plenty of things to do and so we are thankful that you would be generous
with your time and give it to us this morning. We want to be respectful of it but we
probably have a lot of questions. We tend to be an inquisitive bunch, so we’d ask that you’d
bear with us. We’re also grateful to the Congressman’s office and the Senator’s office for
sending representation. We appreciate the work that both the Congressman and the
Senator do in DC and know that they’ve been advocates, I’m learning now about the
Congressman but been advocates for hungry families and so we’re grateful to that. So
Mariana’s going to give you an overview of our charge and talk to you a little bit about what
we’re going to do this morning and then we’ll get into introductions. Does that sound
good?
Chilton:
Sounds good. All right, good morning, everyone. My name is Mariana
Chilton. I’m the Co-chair of the National Commission on Hunger and we’re very delighted
that you’re here today. Just a couple of things before we really get started. I want to make
sure that everyone in the room understands that we are being recorded. This recording
will be transcribed and it will be made, both the audio recording and also the transcription
will be made available on our public website for the National Commission and everything
that we say here we are hoping to be able to, hoping that you can inform us on how we can
structure our report, what kinds of things we need to be letting Congress and the USDA

know. That doesn’t mean that everything that gets said here will be included in our report
but it’s important that we learn what’s happening locally. So the National Commission is a
ten member commission appointed by leadership in the House of Representatives and the
Senate and this came out of the omnibus in 2014 in January, where the National
Commission was created and we are ten members from a variety of organizations and a
variety of backgrounds and expertise and we are tasked with advising Congress and the
Secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture on how to address food insecurity
and hunger in America, utilizing existing programs and also, offering up some innovative
solutions that include public and private partnerships, potentially faith-based approaches,
and the existing nutrition and other public assistance programs. So we have, we are
making a series of field hearings and field visits. We have been to New York state. We’ve
been to Arkansas. We’ve been, where else have we been? California, we’ve been Oakland
and we are here in New Mexico. We’re headed to Texas next and then we’ll be going to
Maine and we also are hearing from communities in Washington, DC. So we’re not able to
get out to all corners of the country. That would take a very long time and we’re doing the
best that we can with the funding that we actually have and the timing that we have. We
are tasked with creating a report that is due in the Fall and we are hoping to do some
hearings on the Hill to release our report but then it’s really up to you all and to your
partners and people across America to take that report and start to hold Congress and the
USDA accountable for implementing these recommendations, should you all like them and
think that they’re important. So what about the bathrooms? Always important to talk
about the bathrooms?
Unidentified:

Around to the right.

Chilton:

Bathrooms are around to the right.

Unidentified:

Right behind the little waterfall, right around the corner on the right.

Chilton:
Great. So this is a 2-hour discussion. We’re going to have, each of you
will have some time to introduce yourselves. We’re going to introduce ourselves again to
you as individuals for the Commission and then we’d like to hear from you. Each of you has
about 5 minutes to make some opening statements as you introduce yourself and then
Jeremy’s going to facilitate a dialogue with you. It’s really important that as you make your
statements that this is a moment for you to shed some light on issues that are important to
what’s happening to families across New Mexico and from your own experience and your
own expertise and we really want to hear from you. We are here to listen. We’re not here
to make any recommendations ourselves. This is our listening tour, so this is your moment
to inform us and also give yourself an opportunity or platform to take this beyond what the
National Commission can do and to go beyond what Congress may actually do with this
report. This is something that could be useful to you for time, the next decade potentially.

So this is a moment for you to really inform us and inform the country. Are there any
questions before we begin with introductions? Yes?
Unidentified:
We also are going to be taking photographs during the session that
the Commission will use for education purposes on their website and stuff. So at the end of
the meeting, if you don’t want your pictures to be shared, if you just want to fill out a
release form for you to sign if you’re willing to do that and if you’re not, that’s totally fine
and we will get rid of them, as well, so.
Chilton:
Okay, also, we have a Twitter handle. I’m not sure it’s on the agenda.
Is it on the agenda?
Unidentified:

It’s not.

Chilton:
It is not. The Twitter handle is @natlcommhunger, which is a
shortened version of National Commission on Hunger and our website is NationalHunger,
what is it?
Unidentified:

HungerCommission.rti.org.

Chilton:
HungerCommission.rti.org, so please, you have, there are
opportunities for you to get the families and the constituents that you work with to be able
to make recommendations to us, as well, through our website, through the Contact Us
button.
Unidentified:
the Twitter?

Can you do those again a little slower, the hashtag, the one first, for

Chilton:

Yeah, so it’s @natlcommhunger.

Unidentified:
If you could also explain the difference between a hashtag and a
Twitter handle? [Laughter] I have no idea.
Chilton:

Twitter 101, don’t worry.

Unidentified:

I’m teasing.

Unidentified:
Unidentified:

And then the website?
It’s HungerCommission.rti.org.

Unidentified:

.rti.org.

Unidentified:

Yes.

Unidentified:
get this out.

And so when these, because we have networks, all of us, to be able to

Chilton:

Right, this is why we’re telling you.

Unidentified:

So you’ll let us know when the report will be ready?

Everett:

Oh, yes, yes.

Chilton:
now.

Yes but please utilize the social media and utilize the web as you can

Unidentified:

Okay.

Chilton:
Because the National Commission is really only as good as the
recommendation that it hears from the rest of the country and from our own expertise.
This is your opportunity to provide your contributions.
Unidentified:
There’s also a Contact Us section on the website and so if you know of
anyone that would like to provide comments or suggestions or recommendations, they’re
more than welcome to submit information on the website.
Unidentified:

Just hit Contact?

Unidentified:

Yes.

Chilton:
And we can talk more about this after our dialogue but I want to get
going on our dialogue. I want to introduce Mary Council, who is from RTI, who is our staff
for the National Commission that’s helped to, helped us organize this, again, this today
along with the Texas Hunger Initiative. So Cherie, if you could just introduce yourself
briefly, I’ll introduce you to myself again as my own expertise, Jeremy, and then we’ll hear
from you.
Jamason:
I’m President of the Food Bank of Northern Nevada. I was appointed
to the Hunger Commission by Senator Harry Reid of Nevada and it has been an incredible
privilege to participate in this process. We have worked, I have worked for about 28 years
with the Food Bank and hunger in our state and realize the, I mean, our geography and
population is somewhat similar relative to lots of dirt and sagebrush and not a lot of people
and the challenges that are created by transportation and many things, such as that. We
spent the full day yesterday with the Okuma Pueblo and learned a bit about their FTPIR

Programs, spoke for a couple of hours with some residents, did a tour around a large
stretch of land and hope that today you will bring, in terms of your testimony, that
experience to us. We went out yesterday but we’re not going to have the privilege of doing
that today but we’re really looking forward to the information and the stories that you’ll be
able to tell that will forward, you know, the work that we can do today. So thank you very
much for being here with us.
Chilton:
My name is Mariana Chilton. I’m from Philadelphia. I have been doing
food insecurity research with families with young children for the past 15 years and we
focus on the Federal Nutrition Programs and other public assistance programs, such as
housing and energy assistance, and I also have been starting to explore issues of violence
exposure and food insecurity in my research and one thing that I’m very much committed
to is to making sure that we have a dialogue today, that this is an open forum that we can
talk about things that often you may not get an opportunity or a platform to discuss the
issues that you find to be most burning in your region related to food insecurity and
hunger. So thank you very much for this conversation we’re about to have. Jeremy?
Everett:
I’m Jeremy Everett. I’m the Director of the Texas Hunger Initiative.
We’re housed at Baylor University. We have twelve regional offices around the state of
Texas. Many of you have been in correspondence with Daniel or Ruben from our El Paso
office. Daniel actually lives in New Mexico and commutes into El Paso on a daily basis. So I
have been doing largely inner city economic development or community organizing for
most of my adult life and developed some methodologies in the west side of San Antonio,
working with the [inaudible] people there that we realize could transition. We felt like we
could, it could scale and we felt, we began to realize that if you’re going to work on poverty
issues, poverty looks the same, whether you’re in Waco or San Antonio or Washington DC
and so often times our approach to addressing poverty is purely as a local issue and what
we began to realize is that’s like trying to address internal bleeding with a topical cream. It
doesn’t matter how much cream you put on your body, it’s not going to stop the bleeding.
So we now work on a federal, state, and local level trying to change the direction of the
wind so that we can hopefully address hunger and poverty comprehensively in our state
and around the country. So it’s been a pleasure to be a part of the National Commission.
One of the pleasures of it is just being able to spend time with the other Commissioners.
We’ll have several other Commissioners joining us when we get to El Paso tonight and
getting to know them and know their stories and know why this issue is of such importance
to them but one of the most exciting parts of my work, whether it be in Texas or with the
Commission is to be able to hear from folks like yourself, to learn what are the best
practices, what are the informed engagement opportunities that are happening around the
country, partially so we can borrow those ideas and put them to work in Texas but also, as
a Commission, so that we can hopefully strengthen federal policy so that it affects all
families in a positive capacity. So we are very grateful to be here today with you. Why
don’t we briefly just if everybody, since we have some other guests in the room, why don’t

we just go around the table and we’ll ask Christina and Keri, if you can just give us your
name and the title and the organization that you’re with and then after we do that, Mandy,
we’re going to, we understand that you need to leave at 9:30, so we’re going to start at your
end of the table with opening statements.
Mandy:

Appreciate that.

Everett:

Eric?

Weeden:
I’m Eric Weeden. I’m the Director of Finance for Texas Hunger
Initiative and I’m trying to help with the logistics this week as we move across New Mexico.
Fog:

I’m Shae Fog [phonetic]. I’m an intern in Senator Tom Udall’s office.

Van Theemsche:
I’m Lisa Van Theemsche. I’m a legislative correspondent in Senator
Tom Udall’s DC office.
Apodaca:

I’m Gabe Apodaca, [inaudible] in Senator Udall’s [inaudible].

Bazan:
Hi, I’m Alex Bazan. I’m a field representative in Congresswoman
Michelle Lujan Grisham’s office.
Chilton:
If you could speak up just a little louder. I know we have microphones
but the microphones are not magnifying your voice in this session. I can’t really, I’m having
a hard time hearing.
Unidentified:
everyone’s voice.

So the table mics are actually off, so we can turn those on to magnify

Everett:

Great.

Chilton:
All right, but I need to hear your voice. So if everybody could just
speak a little bit, speak up, because also we’re competing with the air.
Council:
Mary Council, I work for RTI International in providing staff support
to the Joint Commission.
Loverty:
David Loverty [phonetic], I wok with the Texas Hunger Initiative as a
Child Hunger Outreach Specialist. I’ve been helping with the logistics [inaudible].
Everett:

Go ahead, yeah, go ahead.

Griego:
I’m Mandy Griego. I’m with the US Department of Housing and Urban
Development and I’m the Sustainability Officer for New Mexico.
Everett:

Excellent.

McKenzie:
Good morning, my name is Travis McKenzie. I’m the Director of an
organization called Grow the Future and I’m also on the Board of the Southwest Organizing
Project.
Garcìa:
Veronica Garcìa Bendinidos [phonetic], Executive Director of New
Mexico Voices for Children.
Ramo:

Jenny Ramo with New Mexico Appleseed, Executive Director.

Pocock:
Poverty.

Louis Pocock, Staff Attorney with the New Mexico Center on Law and

Zunie:
Good morning, I’m Kelly Zunie, Cabinet Secretary for Indian Affairs for
the State of New Mexico.
Everett:

Thank you. Christine?

Browder:

Christine Browder, Texas Hunger Initiative.

Dietz:

Charis Dietz of the Texas Hunger Initiative, as well.

Sanchez:

Ruben Sanchez with the Texas Hunger Initiative.

Everett:
Great, well, we are grateful to the Indian Pueblo Cultural Center for
hosting us today, grateful for is it Heritage Company for providing all the technical
assistance that we have before us. The good thing about this, all the technical assistance, is
we’ll be, what we’re unable to capture in our note taking we’ll be able to have recorded so
that we can go back and transcribe it and really have a clear picture of what was said today
and also, share it with the other Commissioners, so I’m very excited about that. Okay, so
this feels like a very formal setup but I also wanted to, I want you to know we can be
informal. This is intended to be a conversation or a round table. We needed all the mics
here so that we could capture your testimony. You each have about 4 to 5 minutes to give
an opening statement. We’re going to wait until the end to ask substantive questions but
we may want to ask clarifying questions after you give your given opening statement but
we’ll try, we will keep those to simply, just simple, clarifying questions if we didn’t
understand something that you brought up. Coffee and water is over in the corner. As we
mentioned, bathrooms are, if you need coffee, if you need to just stand up and stretch your

legs, feel free to. This, so though it’s a formal setting, we’ll make it informal. So please, take
care of whatever you need to do. So with that, we’re going to turn it over to Mandy and
Mandy, if you’ll lead us off, that’d be great.
Griego:

Thank you, so we’re okay with the mics now?

Jamason:

Yeah, if you want to bring it closer to you.

Chilton:

That would be good, please do.

Jamason:

And just aim it at you.

Everett:

Great, thank you.

Griego:

How’s that?

Chilton:

Thank you.

Griego:
Okay, great, so I thank you very much for inviting me. I appreciate the
opportunity to be here on behalf of the Department of Housing and Urban Development.
One of our core missions is to provide decent, safe and sanitary housing for low income
families and so in that mission, we see that our families are often faced with choices
because they are dealing with very limited income. In the state of New Mexico, our division
that serves families through the public housing program, working with our local
governmental entities, serves about 18,000 families, most of whom are surviving on an
income of less than $16,000 a year. So right from the get-go they’re dealing with the
choices that they have to make with regard to that very limited pool of funds, they have to
contribute a certain amount towards housing, transportation, then we have cost of
healthcare and food. And so unfortunately, what we see is that food often comes last or
healthcare comes last because they, in order to receive assistance in our programs, they’re
required to pay that 30% of their monthly income toward housing. Otherwise, they face
losing their assistance. So, you know, we very often see families that are at risk of being
evicted or being removed from our assistance programs because they’ve made the choice
to spend money on something else and often it’s healthcare and sometimes it is food. So
one of the things that HUD has done is to work in what we call a place-based initiative.
Jamason:

What’s the term, again?

Griego:

Place-based initiative.

Jamason:

Thank you.

Griego:
So one of the strategies that we’ve undertaken is to take our programs
and work with other federal agencies in one location. So rather than looking at housing in
isolation across the country, we take a location, for example, Albuquerque and we take in
this case, we have a place-based initiative here called The Urban Waters Federal
Partnership and that is fourteen federal agencies and we all work together in coordinating
our programs, streamlining our resources, and trying to address an entire community’s
needs with all of what we have to bare. So the Urban Waters Federal Partnership, although
the name is Urban Waters, it is really about connecting communities to water sources and
in New Mexico, our water source is essential to one of our main economic and survival
needs, which is food. So we have a very large agricultural industry, not just in New Mexico
but in Albuquerque, our South Valley is many centuries of agricultural use and the
development that is taking place sometimes poses a conflict to how we have access to
water for that purpose. So we’re at a place in a very large metropolitan area, where not
only do we have people with very low incomes but we have people with little access to the
resource they need to produce their food. So we have, and I’m sure Travis will elaborate on
this more, in more detail, but we have to approach the issue, I think, for the federal level in
cooperation with many federal agencies. I don’t think that looking at it from one agency’s
point of view, USDA or HUD or any others, will solve the problem. So one of the things that
we’re trying to do in incentivizing communities to develop low income housing is we’re
encouraging them to take what we call our livability principals and implement those into
their things like Unified Development Codes and Community Development Plans,
Consolidated Plans, where we’re asking communities to look at the six things that everyone
needs in order to have a safe place to live, have transportation, have access to food, have
access to education, healthcare and employment. And instead of repeating things that have
happened in the past where we simply take money, build housing and put it somewhere,
we’re trying to be smarter about how we develop our communities in the future so that we
do have low income housing that is adjacent to affordable transportation, where families
can access food. We’re trying to look at our food deserts and eliminate those food deserts
where we can. We are trying to support through Brownfield Redevelopment, support the
use of property that has been used for possibly industrial purposes but can be remediated
and use those for things like urban gardens to bring food closer to families. So if we’re
basing our discussion on the premise that we want people to be able to provide for
themselves without government assistance or without a significant amount of government
assistance, I think we need to start with those four core things and look at where our
families are having to make those choices between housing, transportation, food, and
healthcare and work together to bring those costs down across the board so that they can
have a more quality life.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Jamason:

Thank you.

Everett:

Do you all have any questions?

Commissioners:

No clarifying questions.

Everett:

Thank you, that was excellent.

Sikes:

It was great.

Everett:

Travis?

McKenzie:

All right.

Chilton:

Can you please use the mic? Everybody—

McKenzie:

Yeah.

Chilton:

Thank you.

Jamason:

Thank you. I am hearing impaired, so—

McKenzie:

Is that okay right there?

Jamason:

––it just is really helpful to me.

McKenzie:

Oh, okay, yeah.

Jamason:

I’m deaf in one ear and can’t hear out of the other ear.

McKenzie:
All right, well, buenos dias, [Speaking Spanish]. It’s a honor to be here
in this circle. I really appreciate all the work everybody does to address hunger and food
insecurity. It’s an honor to be in the Indian Pueblo Cultural Center. I just wanted to take
time to acknowledge that and honor all our ancestors and all the indigenous peoples of this
land. They’re our teachers and heroes in this agricultural food justice movement that we’re
a part of. So I just wanted to take time to thank them and thank all the indigenous people
out there that are still growing corn, growing beans, growing squash, feeding their families,
feeding their communities, feeding their elders and their children and we look to them for
inspiration, as well as to new things that we’re able to do with more modern technologies
and kind of integrating the indigenous knowledge with some of our modern technologies.
Yeah, we just kind of wanted to start out by just saying, also, on that same note that we feel
healthy, access to healthy organic food is a human right and it has been for thousands of
years and for thousands of years, our communities and families have stewarded the land
and taken care of their families and provided nutrition through growing food and

harvesting and hunting for a long, long time and it’s only recently in our human existence
that that’s changed and now food is based on money and now if you don’t have a lot of
money, you might not have access to healthy food and we’re seeing that happen. I’m sure
you guys are all familiar with that but when we go to our grocery stores, the cheapest, most
affordable food is often times the least healthy, the worst for you, the, you know, most
sugar and the most trans-fats and all this stuff and it’s also strategically put across our
grocery stores to where it’s the first thing you approach is chips or what do you go when
you go to the cash register and then there’s candies and all this, you know, cheap,
affordable kind of food that’s actually poisoning our people and so it’s a big concern for us
and we look towards traditional agricultural teachings to kind of reinvigorate our
relationship with food and our connection to our community and to put food as a valued
part of our community, you know, and that like bring food closer to families, I mean, that
really is in an essence one of the most pressing things that we can do. I got a variety of
topics and I don’t have that much time, so I’m just going to try to go through them a little bit
but I want to give context to what we do. We’re a nonprofit that our mission is basically to
cultivate food justice and health literacy through sustainable agriculture and
intergenerational mentorship. So food justice is a very important part, I mean, I think we
call it food security in this space but there’s a justice element to that, that, you know,
families deserve good food, you know. I mean, when we think about the moms out there
feeding their children, they deserve to give their kids healthy food and that’s a justice issue
for us and that’s why we call it food justice. We’re really intentional about that because in
America, hopefully, we’re all about justice and creating justice for our communities and so
by putting food at the center of that conversation, I think is really important and being food
secure is very important, also, so having the security to know that you have healthy food to
feed your family and yourself. That’s kind of a little of what we do. We concentrate mostly
on service learning, education, so connecting schools to farms, particularly the farm that I
partner with, my mentor is Lorenzo Candelaria. He’s the owner of a farm called Cornelio
Candelaria Organics and it’s been in, the land has been with his family for over seven
generations. So it is a 300-year-old farm and just by bringing students or community
members to get to experience the land there, the energy of the land, the spirit of the land,
really is a very beneficial experience for all ages but particularly, we wanted to focus on
youth in schools to combine service with learning, so coming to the farm, learning how to
farm, learning how to harvest, learning how to weed, learning about our sequìas, about the
importance of water, about our culture around food and community while also learning key
academic components, you know, photosynthesis, and, you know, soil sciences and so
we’re able to integrate academic with service and I think service learning is a big part of the
future of education but particularly, it could be a big role in addressing hunger, as well, and
utilizing time in school where students are doing projects to address hunger and I’ve seen
some amazing things across doing service learning across the district with different classes,
where a class of six middle schoolers raised 5,000 items to give to homeless people that
were rejected from homeless shelters, you know. We have, 50% of our people get rejected
because it fills up, you know, so they provided snacks and toiletries, I mean, six middle

schoolers just did amazing things. So I think the power of service learning, that’s one thing
we wanted to really emphasize in addressing hunger. If you had all the high schools in
Albuquerque Public Schools doing a project throughout the year that addressed hunger,
that’s a huge amount of resource to do. So I think it’s something we could tap in to. We
also, our motto is food is medicine. So really integrating that concept of food being on the
front line of health and trying to integrate the health sector and kind of health institutions
with farmers, with agriculture and kind of like what you’re talking about, working across
agencies, so we’re talking about health. We’re talking about education, agriculture in the
same spaces because often times with federal agencies, they’re really siloed and it’s hard to
get conversations like this, where we’re able to connect those things and they’re very much,
I think there’s a lot of potential in that, in coming together and talking about that. Just to
kind of shoot, I know I’m running out of time.
Everett:

Yeah.

Chiton:

You are.

McKenzie:
But we’d like to propose looking into prescribing food and fruits and
vegetables for patients with diabetes, children with obesity, think about implementing
garden education in schools, so we actually have a garden in every school that’s having food
being close to students and families. They’re able to learn about how to grow food. City
parks, you can tap into the city park already existing infrastructure or why don’t we have a
community garden at our parks where we have staff, city employees doing that, working,
teaching community how to grow food, give food. Supporting our local economy, so just
real quick, APS has an annual food budget of probably $40 to $45 million. If we had 1% of
that budget go to support local food, we’d be spending over $500,000 in our local economy
and getting $1.75 back on every $1.00 we spend. So the more local procurement plans you
can do across the nation, I think would be very beneficial because every time we spend
$1.00 in our local food economy, we get $1.75 back. And lastly, just edible landscapes,
integrating edible landscapes to what you’re talking about, so why not at every clinic, why
isn’t there a community garden, farmers market at a clinic, you know, gardens at schools?
Parking lots, huge parking lots, there’s development plans where you have to have so many
shade trees per parking lot, right? Well, why not incorporate apple trees, peach trees, and
we have models doing it here in the city that are integrating that with Windrock Mall is
hopefully going to be an entirely sustainable development plan, where there’s hundreds of
fruit trees just in a normal mall parking lot setting, you know, and so really creative things
like that, vertical vegetable gardening, where walls can be covered in lettuces and
vegetables. So I’ll just end there but I think that’s really good, get food close to families. It’s
really important.
Everett:

Thank you.

Chilton:

Thank you very much.

Everett:
That was a passionate display, it was fantastic. I do have one
clarifying question. So you said APS, what does that stand for?
McKenzie:

Albuquerque Public Schools, yeah.

Everett:

And could you tell me that number of how much they—

McKenzie:
Yeah, so we estimated that they’ve spent about $40 to $45 million on
their annual food budget, so it breaks down to like $3.00 a meal, $1.00 goes to transporting
the food, $1.00 goes to cafeteria workers, and when you break it down, our kids are eating
about a $1.00 meal. So if we just took that fund, did 1%, we’re talking about 1% of the
budget, would be $500,000 that would generate even more because that would be buying
straight from local producers, so it would be generating $1.75 on the $1.00.
Everett:

Thank you, that’s helpful. All right, Ms. Garcìa.

Garcìa:
Good morning, buenos dias [Speaking Spanish], which basically
means, you know, may God give you a beautiful day and ditto on everything that you said.
So put that down for me, too [Laughter] because I totally, totally—
Everett:

That’s great. All right, Jenny? [Laughter]

Garcìa:
But when I shared that little expression with you and I think that
Travis pointed out is that we have a wonderful history of indigenous people and how we
approach nutrition and so before I get into that, I’m with New Mexico Voices for Children.
We do research-based policy advocacy. We are also New Mexico’s anchor for the Kids
Count Program and we use those sixteen indicators as a central organizing point for our
policy work. So we do fiscal analysis, if we don’t have enough revenue, we can’t fund the
programs. We also look at tax fairness, health, and education and with a lens of racial and
ethnic equity in our state. And on a personal note, I am one of those kids that did grow up
hungry at a certain point in my life and I think of the early years, when I was raised with my
grandmother, and I think back and you think at the time, it’s like, well, we eat same thing
every day but we ate beans and potatoes, red chili in the winter, green chili in the summer
and tortillas six days a week and we had oatmeal in the morning and, you know, the usual
kind of like sandwiches or whatever for lunch or leftovers but pretty much the same thing.
Sunday might be a meatloaf or a chicken or something but beans, potatoes, chili, whatever.
It’s pretty healthy, when you think about it. Then when my grandmother died and we lost a
lot of income and we moved more into outside of the valley and more into the inner city
and you become more modern and supposedly you have more money, we didn’t really have
more money but we thought we did. But my mother pretty much bought junk food, you

know. We didn’t really have the, you know, it was sort of like, “Okay, now we can be
Americanized and not eat the indigenous food and I think that that happens a lot where
folks think that what were our foods that we ate were not maybe as healthy, so we want to
become more Americanized and have McDonald’s or have these other foods that really are
not healthy. And so I think education plays an important role like programs like Cooking
with Kids to teach children about the importance of nutrition. Next phase of growing up, so
we became, we’re on assistance. My mother wasn’t able to work and there were days
where there was no food in the refrigerator and so you go knock on the door to somebody
and say, you know, “Can I rake your yard,” or do something to get a little bit of money to go
buy food. How did that cycle get broken for me was through access to a quality education
and so, yeah, we can talk about short-term issues of how we can support and end food
insecurity and we can give you a lot of suggestions on that but I think we also have to look
long-term, how do we break the cycle? And we break that cycle, I believe, through early
childhood education so that kids get a good start and can avail themselves of public
education and breaking that cycle. While that is happening, you know, as we look at a two
generation approach, we need to look at living wages, raising the minimum wage, and
providing support to families, you know. New Mexico has the third highest rate of child
hunger in the nation and we need our leaders in our state, we need folks that are running
the Human Services Department. We need support from our local officials and state
officials to recognize it and to address it and that when we put on restrictions, like we are
going to now in New Mexico and probably other parts of the country, for having to expand
the work requirements. We’re expanding it to age 16 in order to be able to get food
assistance, what are we, you know, think of that burden that’s putting on families when we
have such a tremendously high unemployment and if we say, “Okay, well, we’re going to
have them go out and volunteer,” how are they then supposed to be looking for a job or for
a 16 or 17 or 18-year-old to make being in school their priority, I think is really a major
concern. Boy, 5 minutes go by fast. So minimum wage is really important. Looking at food
deserts and access to food and when you live in food deserts and you’re going to a 7-11 to
get a loaf of bread, you’re going to be paying, you know, $4.00 or $5.00 for that. There are
just so many issues. I just want to wrap up with one thing, Jeremy, that you said that
hunger is hunger is hunger and I believe that. A hungry stomach fills the same regardless
of where you live but place does matter and rural communities versus urban communities,
there are many issues around food access and I think we do have to look at regional
differences and I look forward to the continued dialogue and 5 minutes was really short.
[Laughter]
Chilton:

Thanks.

Unidentified:

I am not putting a time limit.

Jeremy:
So, Veronica, I will, I’m going to put a question to you that you can just
think about, that you can respond to after we finish testimony because this isn’t a clarifying
question, so I’m breaking my own rule.
Jamason:

Well, that’s not fair.

Jeremy:
It isn’t fair. [laughter] I just want you to think, so when you talk,
when you distinguish rural and urban and you’re saying that we need to have a
contextualized approach to addressing the issue, if you can kind of speak to some things
that you see happening in New Mexico, both urban and rural, that you feel like are effective,
that would be great. So you can think about it and then at the end, you can address it.
Garcìa:

I will, thank you.

Jeremy:

Appreciate it. All right, Jenny?

Ramo:
Good morning, my name is Jenny Ramo. I’m the Executive Director of
New Mexico Appleseed. First of all, thank you so much for coming. I know you’re all away
from loved ones and it just shows your commitment to the issue, little ones, family, so I
know that’s hard and thank you for all, for everyone being here. I will say I’m a little
uncomfortable with the number of Cowboy fans in the Texas, it’s pretty little, yeah, but
whatever, we’ll move on from that. So Appleseed works on systemic solutions to poverty
and we work, one of the issues we work on is hunger. And we started on that about 6 years
ago when APS, the public schools, were giving cheese sandwiches to kids who had a
balance at the cafeteria and what we realized very quickly was that our culture, the culture
we wanted, which the we was me at that point, was to be one of that was thoughtful, that
was collaborative, oh, thank you, that was thoughtful and collaborative and evidence-based
and based on, you know, thorough research, legal research and economic analysis. So we
are attorneys. We do not litigate. We try and work collaboratively to bring in best
practices and implement them and find wins all around. So our work has been very
effective, I think. We wrote the nation’s first Breakfast After the Bell law, which took about
$1.9 million in state money and turned it into about $20 million in federal and feeds about
116,000 children every morning. We are still battling for its existence. We have a state
democrat and a senator and a republican senator who hate it and are very committed to
ending it, which is incredibly frustrating because it’s such a boring conversation. You feed
kids. They eat. They move on. Let’s, we got bigger fish to fry here but it is a real problem.
That was our first major victory and it’s been, we think, we like to think a very effective
program in terms of feeding children in a pilot in Los Lunas, a 3-month pilot, K through 8
Breakfast After the Bell, we saw 900 fewer nurse visits. The state Department of Health
just released data that showed children who hate breakfast had, there was a high
correlation in terms of A’s, things we all know. So but it is amazing how much of a battle it
is. Appleseed, I will talk a little bit about our work in a second but Appleseed tries to work

on systemic solutions to poverty and the way I think of the problem in hunger and
homelessness and child abuse is that if you think of the war on poverty, which just had its
50th year anniversary as having failed, one of the reasons we think it failed was because it
was an air war, the high level policy completely divorced from the community reality,
which is the ground war. And we see that all the time, in terms of having these federal
programs have competing applications, competing requirements, you get, earn more
money. You lose childcare, all the things that we all see on a regular basis and what
Appleseed is trying to do is coordinate that ground war and the air war and we work from
the micro, micro community level all the way up to the macro. So in the Navajo Nation, if
Therough [phonetic] needs a kitchen renovation, we help them with their application. The
USDA World Development Application to fill out the, you know, the application to get a
kitchen renovation, all the way up to making recommendations on the Child Nutrition
Reauthorization Act and what we figured out is that it’s nobody’s job to do all of this and so
we’ve made it our job. So Breakfast After the Bell has been effective. We actually first had
our Breakfast After the Bell for elementary school. The law has expanded it to middle and
high school but they, it is contingent upon funding. Because it is so controversial, or these
two senators have made it so controversial, we are kind of dialing back our efforts on that
and just trying to let, just keep what we have right now. We have a couple of programs that
I think are very innovative and effective that we are, hope are replicated elsewhere. The
first one is the Food Access Navigator Program. Appleseed created with the Navajo Nation
in response to a USDA RFP something called the Food Access Navigator Program and
basically, it looks at similar to the promotora model of having community-based problem
solvers, what it is, is on the Navajo Nation, they got $2.4 million from the USDA to do this.
There are local, it’s going to be twelve chapter clusters and it’s going to employ 19 people
and it will be an individual FAN. The FAN is the Food Access Navigator job to identify what
programs are there, what are the barriers to the programs? Do they need chapter
resolutions? Do they need kitchens? Do they need transportation? And again, it’s never
been anyone’s job to just say, “Okay, here are all the programs. There’s summer food.
There’s afterschool meals. There’s Breakfast After the Bell. There’s universal feeding.”
And it’s going to be that person’s job to do this. On the, then there’s a middle level FAN,
called a regional FAN, that maps what the regions from the Navajo Nation and there are
going to be three regional FANs and their job is to kind of collect what the similar barriers
are and understand those but also use these meals as economic development vehicles. And
so while we’re starting our summer feeding program, maybe with re-warmed beef crumble
from Wisconsin that were made there and heated up in Gallop, what we ultimately end up
with, the approaching requirement will be the mutton guy, the, you know, when you have
the mutton guy, that employs the butcher and the blue corn guy. So what we want to do is
eventually have these both be culturally relevant foods but also inject something into the
local economy, so it isn’t just this kind of flat intervention of food, which is obviously,
critically important but it’s also something larger and makes it more sustainable,
ultimately. So these are federal dollars that can flow in and not just be children and not just
employ a few people but it really is a much richer intervention. And then at the top, we

have a high level FANs, who are going to work on the Navajo Nation and federal barriers
and Appleseed is providing all the technical assistance for this. Sorry, am I running, am I
close?
Jamason:

You have run out of time.

Ramo:

Okay, sorry, so let me just finish this one little thing.

Jamason:

Okay.

Ramo:
And they are going to kind of deal with the fact that, you know, 20
communities may want to do summer feeding but the Navajo Department of Health, the
restrictions on their kitchen inspections are so hard that none of them are doing them. So
it’s this micro to macro approach that we’re very passionate about and we think is very
effective.
Chilton:

Thank you, I have a clarifying question.

Everett:

That is, yeah, go for it.

Chilton:
project?

What was the mechanism at the USDA that funded this particular

Ramo:
They had a Healthy Hunger Free Kids Demonstration Project and so
we got $2.4 million for the Navajo Nation and Appleseed will provide that and it’s a 2 to 3year demonstration grant and it has to be scalable, replicable, and they’re working with
Mathematica to do the evaluation.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Everett:
Could you, I think we mentioned this before but I want to make sure I
restate it, if you would like to provide written testimony, you can also submit that to us.
Jenny, I’m going to ask that you would particularly for that pilot project, that sounds
somewhat similar to the organizing work that we’re doing in Texas but I mean, it just
sounds fantastic.
Ramo:

Thank you.

Everett:

But if you would submit that to the Commission in writing—

Ramo:

Sure.

Everett:
––in a full, detailed kind of writing, that, one of our charges is
strengthening public and private partnerships and I think that looks like it addresses it
very well. Thank you. All right, Louise?
Pocock:
Hi, good morning. Again, thank you to the Commission for coming to
Albuquerque and good morning to my colleagues and I reiterate that we’re very grateful for
all the work that everybody’s doing on various aspects. I’m a Staff Attorney at the Center
on Law and Poverty.
Chilton:
If you could speak directly into the mic. I know Cherie’s not here at
this time but it’s really important that we hear everything in the moment, too.
Pocock:

Excuse me.

Chilton:

Thank you.

Pocock:
The Center is a nonprofit public interest law firm that works to
advance economic and social justice in New Mexico through education, advocacy, and
litigation. Specifically, the Center focuses on maintaining full access under the law to public
assistance programs in New Mexico, including the SNAP Program. And the Center uses
education administrative advocacy and litigation to remove systemic barriers that prevent
New Mexicans from accessing these programs. So my comments today are going to focus
specifically on the SNAP Program and address both of the objectives, I hope, of the
Commission, which are to have more effective uses of existing USDA programs and
recommendations for reducing the need of public assistance programs, while still
protecting the safety net. So I’m starting with the second objective. I think we can all agree
that placing people in sustainable, in jobs with sustainable wages and work conditions is
ultimately the only way to reduce the need for food assistance and to achieve this goal in
SNAP, Congress requires states to operate an employment and training program to help
SNAP participants gain employment skills. And I hate to be the harbinger of bad news but
my comments today really talk about how New Mexico SNAP Work Program is failing in all
of those goals and actually, acting as a barrier, a systemic barrier to people trying to get
food assistance. Data released by our state Human Services Department shows that over
8,000 New Mexicans have lost SNAP because of work requirements since January of 2014.
1,200 of those participants have been in January and February of this year alone. So
unfortunately, the numbers are not decreasing. Last year the USDA audited New Mexico’s
SNAP Work Program and found numerous systemic problems, such as failing to provide
clients with information about what they’re required to do and how to meet those
requirements. They’re not adequately tracking compliance and reporting on who has to
participate and is participating and in addition, they found illegal billing of federal funds by
the private work contractor that administers these programs in the state. And as I
mentioned before, the state currently has a work program that has no data available on the

outcomes of how it’s working and the only data available shows that it’s preventing people
from accessing food assistance. Despite these poor outcomes, the state has come out again
for the second year in a row and proposed to expand work requirements to the maximum
extent possible under federal law. These are state options. State can implement these
requirements and despite the fact that we’re one of the states with persistent poverty
lagging job growth, some of the highest rates of food insecurity in the country and
persistent high unemployment, our Governor has insisted and our state Human Services
Department has insisted in reimplementing these requirements. They will apply to over
62,000 New Mexicans, the Department estimates, and these are including parents with
children over age 6, teenagers 16 to 18, and elderly people 50 to 60 and as a young person,
I don’t know if it’s kosher to say that that’s elderly but I think that, you know, the idea that
we’re going to be getting these people into careers when really they need food assistance is
a little bit ridiculous. The state also estimates that this is going to cost millions of dollars.
So it’s not just a matter of limiting people to food assistance. Like I said, these are not
mandatory requirements and they’re waived in 27 other states and unfortunately,
expanding New Mexico’s work program is only going to create more hunger and the need,
and a greater need for public assistance. The work program actually undermines the
effectiveness of SNAP in this state. So I explained the problem, you know, and I don’t want
to be totally negative. This is one aspect of Federal Nutrition Program that is being poorly
administered and is not functioning. Our state is doing amazing things. We’re one of the
first states in the country to appropriate $200,000 from our state legislature towards
Double Up Farmers’ Bucks at farmers markets for SNAP participants. There’s a lot of great
work being done to reform our SNAP education program. So our state is doing things. We
have a great state SNAP supplement that we just also reauthorized funding for, for seniors
and disabled households who, you know, fall with low SNAP, because they get some
supplemental income, they have very low SNAP benefits, so the state supplements that. But
unfortunately, expanding the work rules threatens to undermine all of these great advances
that we’re making in the SNAP Program, because if people can’t access the program, it
doesn’t matter how much funding we put towards it as a state. So again, I explained the
problem here and as to the, as a solution, we ask the Hunger Commission to recommend to
Congress the following. As I said, these are state options in federal law and Congress could
do two things. One, amend federal law to require states to collect data on the employment
and training programs they run. Right now there’s no accountability [laughter] that
Congress can have over these programs because we don’t know what they’re doing or what
they’re actually supposed to be doing. Two, we can amend federal law to prohibit states
from requiring SNAP, from expanding SNAP work activities until they have this data to
show that they’re actually meeting the special needs of SNAP populations, which tend to
have much higher barriers to employment, including transportation, education,
incarceration, health, disability, et cetera. And until the state can demonstrate that it has an
adequate plan in place to meet those needs, and that its program is actually performing and
helping people gain job skills, federal law should be amended to not allow states to
implement these programs because they just, they undermine the goal of SNAP, which is to

reduce food insecurity. You know, we’ve seen some movement on the federal level. I know
Congress has authorized these pilot programs, which actually do, in the SNAP, which
actually do have very robust reporting and data requirements, so we’re excited to see
what’s coming down the pipes but we hope the Commission’s recommendations based on
what we’re experiencing here in New Mexico and what we hear from advocates in many
other states that are fighting against these work requirements, we think that at the federal
level these requirements need to be changed and taken a closer look at. We’re tired of
fighting this at the state level every year. Thank you.
Everett:

Excellent.

Chilton:
Thank you very much. I have a couple of clarifying questions. You
said that the USDA found illegal billing by the private contractors who were supposedly
helping people to get jobs. What are the names of the private contractors?
Pocock:
The name of the private work contractor in New Mexico is called SL
Start LLC. They administer the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families Work Program
and they’ve also been awarded the contract to administer the SNAP Employment &
Training Program, which currently only applies to childless adults right now in New
Mexico.
Chilton:
Thank you and do we have information, you said that 8,000 people,
since this was implemented, lost SNAP benefits. Do we know how many of those 8,000
were actually able to get onto the FDPIR Program, the Federal American Indian—
Jamason:

Food Distribution on Indian Reservations.

Chilton:

––there you go, Food Distribution on Indian Reservations?

Pocock:
I am sorry, Commissioner Chilton, we do not have any data on how
many of those people are even Native American let alone how many would be living in
places eligible for the FDPIR Program, you know. Our best estimates are that people are
having to turn to, you know, food banks and other organizations and charity food sources
because there really aren’t any other public assistance programs for these childless adults.
Chilton:
Okay, thank you, and one last clarifying question because then I want
to get into a deeper dialogue. Is there more data, is there data on the food insecurity
increase that has resulted at the loss of these SNAP benefits?
Pocock:
Unfortunately, the data that, you know, we don’t do any on the ground
data collection about food insecurity. We rely on national organizations, like Feeding
America, that do sort of studies and look at the food insecurity needs, and that data tends to

lag, you know, so at the most recent data available is 2013, so we don’t have any sort of
temporal comparisons that we can make in the data, which is frustrating because we
believe there would be, it would show an increased food insecurity as a result of these
requirements.
Chilton:

Okay, thank you very much. Any other clarifying questions?

Everett:
No, I know we’re going to want to come, those were some very
specific recommendations, I think they’re going to be very helpful but we’ll want to come
back and unpack them, if that’s okay. All right, Ms. Zunie, thank you.
Zunie:
My name’s Kelly Zunie and I am the Secretary of Indian Affairs for the
state of New Mexico and what our office does really isn’t, you know, getting down into
leads of the tribal leadership or anything like that. What we do is we ensure that the tribes,
nations, and pueblos have a voice with each state agency. I know that this issue has come
up and there, there’s a group petitioning HSD to drop the, or, you know, have a waiver for
that because 27 other states do or have waived those requirements but my focus is a little
different on hunger because I don’t work specifically with one tribe and I don’t represent
the tribes. I represent this state in ensuring that they have a voice with the agencies. Our
agency is the only one in the nation at the Cabinet level. I know at this point, Governor
Martinez is wanting to make sure that we develop the relationships with the tribes so that
things like this can filter up and the message can get taken to her, as well. What I want to
focus on, though, is that the goal of the majority of the tribes’, nations’, and pueblos’ leaders
is self-sufficiency and sovereignty. And part of that is helping people to become selfsufficient and I think a lot of times when there is hunger and everything, we have to turn to
somewhere and we have to seek a handout and hand-up but the thing about that is, and I’ll
just share my own personal experience as a child, we didn’t have a home. So we would go
and live with relatives. We would live with grandma until things got really bad and then we
would go live with auntie until things got bad and then, I mean, we just went from houseto-house-to-house until I was about 12, I think, and my mom was able to finally get a home
through the housing authority in Endume [phonetic] and while it was great to have a home,
it takes money to run a home. So I remember times in the first couple of years where our
power was shut off. My mom limited the amount of electricity we would use. We didn’t
have a phone. We didn’t have a car. We had a home, though. We didn’t have food and I’m
sorry. I remember one Christmas my mom was really upset because, of course, we didn’t
have anything for Christmas, you know, not a tree or anything, let alone food and I
remember that one of her friends had come over and brought some groceries like a few
days before and we’d kind of gone through that and there was this kielbasa sausage left and
I remember my mom crying the night before because we had turned off all the lights and
someone brought us some wood, so we had a fire burning in the fireplace and me and my
brother and my mom were laying in front of the fireplace and she said, “I’m so sorry that I
can’t feed you.” And I said, “It’s okay.” We have this kielbasa sausage and I said, “I just

want to make sure that we pray because I know that, so we just for tonight, let’s just not
worry about it. Let’s just divide that between the three of us and be grateful for Christ’s
birth,” I mean, this is how I was raised, and so we did. Housing is really important because
our life stabilized when we got a home but what got us out of that hunger stage was
education and was pulling together and really somebody telling me, “If you really want it,
you go out and do it for yourself. Don’t depend on the government. Don’t depend on
anyone else. Find ways. Go rake somebody’s, you know, go pull weeds. There’s always a
way,” but there was always a work component to that and I think that for me that’s been a
driving force. Teaching my own children you need to, you know, there’s always a balance.
You work for what you earn, even if it’s for money to buy food, to provide a house for your
family, whatever it has to do but on the very, very local level and I’m going to switch gears a
little and talk about the food distribution programs. On any Reservation people that are on
the Commodity Food Program, you know, there’s kind of a little joke, you know. It’s like,
what, “I’m not healthy but I’m fed. I have a commod bod,” you know, but let’s look at what
types of food, if we’re going to have these food distribution programs, we need to make
healthier choices in the foods that we’re distributing, not cans of processed meat that really
doesn’t do our, you know, bodies any good. I had, I do have to say that I am grateful,
though, for that because a lot of times that’s all we had and so, you know, we would make, I
mean, it’s equivalent to SPAM basically. We would have SPAM and potatoes, SPAM and
eggs, SPAM and this, SPAM and, I always called it SPAM but it was the Commodity canned
meat. The Commodity cheese, all those things, we can do a lot better in food distribution if
we can just change at the highest level what types of food are distributed through these
programs. That’s one of the things but the other thing, for me, is the gentleman down here
mentioned food as medicine. In the United States we can’t even use food as medicine for
cancer because it’s not pharmaceutically linked, so we need to look at those things. There’s
an organization called The Gerson Institute. They have clinics in Mexico and I believe
Holland but they use simply organic food to take people from Stage 4 cancer to healthiness,
food, that’s it, vitamins, nutritionals, those kinds of things but if we don’t change it at the
highest level, those kinds of FDA requirements and lift, I mean, why do we give more
money to something that’s chemically produced than organically produced? And those are
things that we need to look at, at the highest level that have, will have the trickle-down
effect as far as getting to the people that need these programs. And unfortunately, that’s a
lot of my people. A lot of Native Americans depend on these food programs but if we don’t
even change the laws and the requirements to make sure that these things are very healthy
for us. I mean, it’s like what’s left at the bottom of the barrel and if you really think about it,
it doesn’t cost that much more to bring healthy foods to the local people than chemically
produced or, you know, those kinds of things. So I really also want to take a look at, there’s
a model out there for gardening and canning and distribution and earlier, Commissioner
Chilton, you mentioned faith-based, I would recommend looking at the LDS Church Welfare
System.
Chilton:

Yes.

Zunie:
They do that. They have the local people who come to the church for
help work on these church farms, harvest the food. The church has set up processing
places where church membership or those who are in need go and volunteer to clean the
vegetables and then move them on to even meats and things to move them on to be
processed in the canneries. And then once these canneries are, I mean, once the food is
canned and packaged, they go and put them into a shelf called The Bishop’s Store House
and so when somebody comes to their local church leader and says, “I need some food,
whatever,” they have a form already set with everything that’s on there and the Relief
Society or the Women’s President, she’ll sit and she’ll just check it off.
Chilton:
sure—

Thank you. I’m sorry, you’re at 10 minutes and we want to make

Zunie:

Sorry. [laughter]

Chilton:

I’m sorry to interrupt.

Everett:
That’s a great example and Secretary Zunie, thank you for your
personal story but also I think it certainly was effective in what you’re trying to do now and
so thank you for your work and your dedication to the communities in which you serve. It
was fascinating being on the Okuma, am I saying it right?
Zunie:

Okuma.

Everett:
Okuma Pueblo yesterday and seeing the things that they’re doing, also
to try to incorporate healthier food access for families so they can reduce the commod bod.
That was [inaudible] so. [Laughter] We’re going to shift into a time of asking some
questions, some follow up questions based upon your testimony. Again, this is fascinating
information and so if you’re willing to write up a testimony and submit it to Mary, she’ll
give you the e-mail address or you can just go to the Commission website to submit it but
that would be fantastic. So to my colleagues, do you all, who wants to start us off?
Chilton:

I want to jump in. May I jump in? [Laughter]

Everett:

Go for it.

Chilton:
Thank you. I would like to follow up on this issue of the work
requirement for SNAP. Yesterday when we were meeting with some leaders at Okuma, we
were hearing from the interpreter that the tribe and various, there’s a council, I’m sorry. I
don’t know my, I’m not familiar with all of the terminology but that they have tried to talk
to the state leadership and to the Governor’s office about their very grave concerns about

the work requirement for participating in SNAP and that they had been repeatedly ignored
and not, feel as if they have not been heard and that there has been no response from the
state. Ms. Zunie, you have said that you are the person, your office is made, is to ensure
that tribal groups are heard at the state level and that the state can be responsive to tribal
issues and tribal concerns. What is happening in the state of New Mexico in terms of
response from the Governor’s office regarding the state requirement and feel free to
answer, Louise and others who are working on this issue, please, pipe in.
Everett:

Sure.

Pocock:
Actually, at this point, our office has not gotten any requests for
anything as far as SNAP goes. Where they’re taking those concerns and the only reason
that I know about it is to the All Pueblo Council Governors, so the local people are going to
the All Pueblo Council of Governors, we refer to as APCG, to have the Governors speak on
the issues for them. So I do attend all those meetings. So at this point, what I do and that’s
why the Governor has asked me to be here to make sure that I’m getting all the information
that we need but at this point, no one else has said anything about any, no other tribes have
approached the Indian Affairs Department. What we are approached on is water, water is
the biggest issue with the tribal leaders. Water, health, education, and economic
development but specifically targeting hunger is not part of that, that’s brought to my office
but certainly, sitting here, I’m definitely taking it back.
Everett:

Great, thank you.

Chilton:

Others want to respond on that?

Unidentified:
You know, I can’t speak to the Indian Affairs Department but I know
that there has been concerted effort from many of the advocacy groups to communicate
with the Governor’s office and the Human Services Department. This is not a, would be a
surprise to them whatsoever that this is a major concern and I think at the federal level,
you could make a deaf, difference when there is a reauthorization to have an element that
looks at the employment rate of a community because I think it’s absurd when you have
low job growth, high unemployment, and then to put a work requirement on top of it, really
does not make sense. And the volunteer aspect of it takes away the time that you could be
looking for a job, so to me, that just doesn’t make sense whatsoever. It just take a bad
situation and makes it worse.
Everett:

So I want you to clarify.

Zunie:

Can I actually answer her question?

Everett:

Yeah, it’s related to that.

Zunie:

Because I don’t think it has, I have additional information.

Chilton:

It hasn’t been answered yet.

Zunie:
So I think it’s unfortunate and we hope to engage your department if
there’s any, I have been invited to work with certain tribal leaders and I was invited, the
Human Services Department has had two roundtable discussions. One on May 12th and
another one last Friday, on June 19th, and I attended the second one of those and also the
presentation before the All Pueblo Council of Governors. I think the issue with tribal
consultation and I was actually invited by the Okuma Delegation and attended with Mr.
Garcìa, the interpreter from there. The issue is that these are discussions with the state.
The state has sort of acquiesced that it would like to, you know, accommodate specific
issues that tribes can identify in implementing these requirements and their things but I
think the main frustration that I heard expressed was along the lines of what Travis said, is
that food is sacred to these communities and food is, has been a source of control and
government oppression authority through these sort of federal subsidized programs. So
the idea that the state is once again going to step in and impose these outside requirements
without really having any kind of real consultation, I mean, inviting people to a meeting to
tell them that they’re going to be required to do work requirements is, you know, I think,
you know, one form of consultation and unfortunately, the laws on consultation are pretty
vague but I think that’s a bigger step than they took last year, so that’s an improvement on
the Department’s side. But the Department’s basic response was that, you know, “We are
allowed to do this by federal law. We think it’s important to engage this population in work
activities and we appreciate your concerns but we’re moving forward with our plan,” and
that was the response given to governors. We are working with them to continue to submit
comments, both at the state level to the Governor’s office, to the Human Services
Department, and also to the United States Department of Agriculture because they have
their own tribal consultation requirements under federal law and executive order and
ultimately the regional food and nutrition service has to approve the state’s plan to expand
these employment and training activities. So we’re hoping that where the state will not
respond to the requests of tribal leaders, hopefully, the USDA will have a better response.
Unidentified:

So can I just quickly?

Everett:

Yeah, sure.

Unidentified:
So we looked into the Navajo Nation asked us a year or two ago to
look into how they can run their own SNAP Program and it turned out that federal statute
states that they have to prove, the only way they can run their own SNAP Program is that
they have to prove a failure on the part of the state and I don’t know how you prove that. It
is incredibly difficult. I do know that mathematica and the USDA are doing feasibility study

right now about whether or not tribes are ready to and able to implement their own
nutrition programs and I believe that includes SNAP and they do now WIC and FDPIR and I
believe that includes also some of the child nutrition programs, which from our
perspective, it would be critical. I mean, some place like the Navajo Nation, which is
incredibly sophisticated in terms of their ability to do something like this, the idea even
that there’s a feasibility study is somewhat insulting, you know, and our state isn’t doing a
particularly great job of doing that, at least with the child nutrition programs that we deal
with but the real change could be, the quick change to this is making sure that tribes can
implement their own SNAP Program.
Everett:
Excellent, so I guess my question is probably geared primarily to you,
Louise, but so I need you to state for our record, I’m going to ask you kind of a leading
question and I just want to make sure that I’m hearing you correctly that the SNAP E&T
Program doesn’t work in New Mexico because there’s low employment and so there’s not
an opportunity for people to get in the workforce and thus, that’s why 8,000 people were
kicked off of the SNAP Program. Am I stating that correctly or how would you restate it?
Pocock:
I would say that low unemployment is part of the reason why the
SNAP Program doesn’t work. I would say that when we invest our public dollars, we like to
have evidence that the investment will have a benefit, you know, a return on that
investment of public dollars and the proposal to expand the SNAP Program is an example of
a proposed expenditure of taxpayer dollars that is not based on any evidence that it works
and I would say—
Jamason:
Just to interrupt, you’re saying the SNAP Program, are you meaning
the SNAP Employment and Training Program?
Pocock:

SNAP work, excuse me, the SNAP Employment and Training Program.

Jamason:

Thanks.

Pocock:

I, yeah.

Jamason:

I just wanted to clarify.

Pocock:
I am focused on this, yes, no, the SNAP Program works. We love the
SNAP Program. We don’t like the SNAP Employment and Training Program because it
keeps people from accessing the SNAP Program.
Unidentified:
So it’s that element of it because I think you, Louise spoke earlier of
the double bucks and we’re very pleased about that piece of it.

Everett:

Yeah.

Unidentified:

So we can’t say the whole program is failing.

Pocock:
Oh, no, no, I am, the only element that I am talking about in failing
New Mexicans is this work program and I think issues are around reporting, logistics,
there’s not, you know, and I can provide you with a copy of the USDA’s audit that—
Jamason:

Please do.

Everett:

That’d be great.

Pocock:
––sort of really looked in depth at these issues. I brought a copy with
me here today and it looks at, you know, client, the majority of clients that I represent have
the same story. I never heard about my work requirements. Nobody told me I had to do
them. I got a very confusing notice in the mail, one of seven, so I ignored it and didn’t do it
and then, yeah, I tried to buy groceries a month later and I didn’t have anything on my EBT
card, which is usually how people find out about it and somehow they find their way to our
office. I contact the SNAP Employment and Training Coordinator. We go over the file. It
usually turns out my client is exempt for some reason. They’re either in school full-time.
They’re already working over 30 hours a week. They are applying for SSI, you know, things
that are easy for the state to verify at an electronic level but the state never bothered to
take that step. So instead, this person lost SNAP, had to request a hearing, had to submit
additional verification. I mean, this is like a 2-month process, right?
Everett:

Right.

Pocock:
And it’s not okay that these populations who are depending on food
assistance have to go through this rigmarole and it’s not just the volunteering four hours a
day. There’s an appointment at the beginning of the month with the SNAP Employment
Office to do your timesheet or whatever your activities are. Then you have to submit your
timesheet at the end of the month. They don’t accept faxes. You can’t drop them off. You
have to make an appointment, you know. We just see that on the ground and then the
components that are offered, you just have to find a spot in a nonprofit or a government
agency. Those are the only, there’s no educational component and again, these are all state
options, right? Federal law, there’s six different components you can have in the SNAP
Employment and Training Program and some states have fantastically robust programs.
Washington state has their local community colleges do all the screening and placement
and training for SNAP participants so they’re actually walking out of there with certificates
and Washington state is leveraging available federal funding to pay for uniforms, to pay for
exams, to pay for drug testing. We don’t do any of that in New Mexico. What we do is we
tell somebody, “Here’s a list of places that might put up with you for 4 hours a day. Go out

there. You have 48 hours to get your contract signed and come back here and tell us that
you’re going to do it,” and that level of interaction doesn’t help people get jobs and it kicks
them off of SNAP.
Chilton:

Can I get a, I have a clarifying—

Unidentified:
The 16-year-olds, I mean, that part of it, too, I just really want to stress
that, you know, 16, 17, 18-year-olds, that’s absurd when you think that we want them to be
in school.
Chilton:
I have a clarifying question. There’s been, speaking of confusion for
clients, there’s some confusion on the commission with the information that we’re
receiving. We had heard that this work requirement had not been implemented yet.
Unidentified:
And I’m sorry that I am not keeping it clear. There is a current
Employment and Training work requirement that applies to adults without children and
it’s a job search requirement right now and it lasts for 2 months. The state—
Chilton:
So just, wait a second, so when you say, “Job search,” does that mean
you have 48 hours to go do community service?
Unidentified:
And so that example is based off of last year, the state did implement
finalized rules that would apply to more people.
Chilton:

So they have implemented?

Unidentified:
And so the expansion is two things. They’re expanding the number of
people who are going to be required to complete it and they’re also expanding required
activities. So—
Unidentified:
proposing.

I’m giving you an article on that, so you can see what they’re

Chilton:

Okay.

Unidentified:

And I also, yeah.

Chilton:

So this is a proposal?

Unidentified:

I have a flyer, as well.

Chilton:
benefits—

All right, so the people who, the 8,000 people who lost SNAP

Unidentified:

Childless.

Chilton:

––or ABAWDS—

Unidentified:

Yes.

Chilton:
––and now there’s a proposal on the table from the Governor to
expand this work requirement to families with children over the age of 6—
Unidentified:

Yes.

Chilton:

––teenagers, and then the—

Unidentified:

50 to 60-year-olds.

Chilton:

––50 to 60-year olds.

Unidentified:

Yes.

Chilton:

But that has yet to be implemented.

Unidentified:
No, it has yet to be implemented. The state made the exact same
proposal last year and they did finalize the rules and they were set to go into effect on
November 1st. We, our center, filed the lawsuit based on state law and state rulemaking
procedure, there were some issues with how they processed the rule. The state court
enjoined the Human Services Department from implementing these rules because they
didn’t provide enough information in the rulemaking process but we had several clients
who went through that orientation with the expanded Employment and Training
requirements and that’s what happened. They were all in a group, in a big, there was no
individual assessment. There was no, you know, let’s talk about your job history one-onone. It was a group of people that were told to fill out a form, given a list of places, given a
contract, and said that they had to come back within 48 hours with an agreement that they
could do their work activities there, so and to be clear, with the ABAWDS that have lost
SNAP, it’s not because of the ABAWD time limit, right? So there’s this 20-hour a week time
limit under federal law that applies to ABAWDs.
Chilton:

Yeah, I’m familiar.

Unidentified:

I’m not—

Chilton:

That’s okay. I’m familiar, 3 months.

Unidentified:
It limits them to 3 months of SNAP in 3 years. That has been waived
in New Mexico up until the end of this year. We’ve qualified for a full waiver and so that
also is going to come into effect and if that is required by federal law, that is not something
we’re really having issue with. It’s these, the expansion that is not required by federal law
to parents and everything, that we are really concerned about.
Chilton:

Thank you very much for that clarifying.

Everett:
Yeah, and I know we may have more clarifying questions for you on
that. I want to make sure that we get to all the, the whole breadth of what you testify to us
on but that is very important to us because that’s a big deal with Congress right now and
we hear a lot about it.
Unidentified:

Yeah.

Chilton:
And I think the, having that clearly outlined in some written
testimony, just so that we are clear on exactly what you’re speaking of and, you know, the
various requirements would be really, really useful.
Unidentified:

Okay.

Chilton:

Thank you very much.

Unidentified:
And I think at this point, what I’m going to do is go back and ask HSD
Tribal Liaisons, Priscilla Caverly was putting those consultations together to, she would’ve
probably been a much better person to be here as far as the state and what HSD is
implementing. I do know that they do have a new Cabinet Secretary who is trying to work
with, I mean, at least now there’s consultation, now they’re bringing people together but I
didn’t realize that this was going to be kind of like one-sided, you know. I feel like, “Okay,”
at this point coming from the state perspective, I think it’s really important to understand,
too, that there’s a component where our people’s really main goal, the leadership is selfsufficiency. The leaders tout their sovereignty. They always go back to, “We’re a sovereign
nation,” and I know that at this point a lot of the leaders are really trying to bring selfsufficiency and really become sovereign and I think it’s important to understand, also, that
there are people that are going to take advantage of these programs. So we have to find
that middle ground. Are we going to find it? Probably not, because here’s the thing is when
we try to advocate self-sufficiency and empowering people to, you know, be the best that
they can, there are programs out there that people take advantage of and they don’t have to
work. And I think that’s a whole ‘nother element that isn’t being represented, either, is to

become self-sufficient and I understand because I’ve actually lived it and have experienced
it but at the same time, we also need to keep in mind the bigger picture here and, you know,
not get so focused on the fact that, you know, are we helping or are we creating
dependency? That’s why I love the Appleseed and the organic avenue because people can
come and actually work and be a part of that and do that. So I’m really trying to make sure
that there, that that part of the voice is heard, as well.
Everett:
And Secretary Ernest sends his regards. He couldn’t be with us today
because he’s providing testimony, I believe, in Santa Fe but he is going to send us a written
report, so thank you. Cherie, do you have any questions?
Jamason:
I do. Ms. Griego and Ms. Ramo, specifically, but all of you to some
degree have talked about the need to integrate housing, food security, you know, social
determinants of health and so forth in your work to help people become self-sufficient, lift
themselves out of poverty, become employed at a sustainable wage and so forth. And I
wonder if you would talk, please, a little bit about the, you know, when looking at the
relationship between food insecurity and hunger, health outcomes, income, and so forth,
what would the impact be of a more intentional and I’m not sure what the word is that I’m
looking for but more intentional and kind of written relationship or legally engaged
relationship between, you know, HUD, the USDA, Health and Human Services, the
Department of Labor, which would actually require that kind of a relationship in states.
How would that assist you in your work? How would it assist the people in your
community that you’re endeavoring to help by really mandating that kind of a relationship?
It’s a question that interests me personally and it’s a question that, you know, has come up
a few times.
Ramo:
Sure, I think it’s a really, just intellectually interesting issue, too, I
mean, from a legal perspective, all of it’s very interesting in this. I mean, we all talk about
silos and the impact of it and it’s so real when it comes to the, you know, what’s happening
on the ground, on a kind of, one of the Appleseed’s projects is using housing as a child
abuse intervention and it turns out that 73% of the mothers of children in foster care in
New Mexico are homeless and in the way that you’re describing, which is they’re bouncing
from house-to-house and yet there’s never been a root cause. There’s never been a root
cause intervention besides this, if you really follow the breadcrumbs back on that funding,
it’s, you know, most of our foster care money is actually federal and so how, what would it
look like if we moved federal foster care money over to housing, so that when you get the
first call on the BACA family, you see that they’re unstably housed, that you intervene then
before the entire family disintegrates, so it’s very similar in the, in everything. I mean,
everything that we do is similar. So the hunger issue is no different. One of the things we
find in trying to kind of do it all from the community to the, you know, federal government
and back is, is this complete disconnect, so, you know, it’s the re-warmed beef crumble
example. Well, you know, why are, there are all these programs for farming and economic

development and farm-to-school and yet there seems to be that we can figure out zero
conversation between USDA Rural and FNS. So USDA Rural has all these resources and the
only reason we know about it is well, we’re lawyers and we, you know, do all the research
and so we find ourselves in the position of bringing these resources together. The way I
describe USDA programs and really the failure of them accessing these extra rural
extremely low food security families, frontier, however you want to say it, or even urban, is
that it’s a, if you think of USDA program as an a wall outlet with the electricity, our
communities, you have to have the right plug. You have to have somebody to help you plug
it in and we don’t have that, so you, we are really writing off huge swaths of our community
because summer feeding applications are required to be online. Nobody has Internet. The,
you know, they would love to feed their kids but they don’t have a kitchen and so
integrating, you know, whether it’s HUD, USDA Rural has housing, well, it takes an
Appleseed or someone, you know, another organization to say, “Oh, USDA Rural, can you
have summer feeding at your housing,” and it seems crazy to us that all of this is requiring
somebody on the advocacy level to organize the people at the federal level to coordinate
better and yet, there, when we think of a rich intervention that provides both the
immediate food needs but then the ultimate self-sufficiency, I don’t know that there are
enough like local organizations out there with the capability of doing that that could
actually just be fixed on the federal level. One of the things, we have a bunch of
recommendations that I’m happy to share with you for child, for the Child Nutrition
Reauthorization Act with regard, and that are almost exclusively tribally related that really
speak to this issue of complete, you know, they have these like, USDA has a Tribal Relations
Office. Well, I have no idea what they do, you know. FDPIR is on life support, really and,
you know, people, the FDPIR, they have crappy food. The infrastructure is terrible. They
have computers that are basically TRS80s from Radio Shack 1982, you know, and it’s not,
none of it is coordinated and so I do think, you know, it’s that micro to macro, the air
war/ground war, that when you look at what’s happening on the ground war, the number
of barriers created by the air war instead of facilitators is pretty remarkable. So I mean, it
seems to me like a good spreadsheet. We always joke in our office like if I could just sit in
someone’s desk for like 15 minutes, I could fix it all, you know, but if the number, if there
was just some effort to kind of make these richer interventions and make sure that that,
somebody is there to, you know, for example, the CYFD, who runs our summer feeding
program, one of them, gets a letter from USDA that says, ‘We encourage you to work with
tribal leaders.’ Well, what does that mean? What they need to do is have money to really
go out to the community and say, “Oh, you know, we’re going to help you fill out these
applications. We’re going to, you know, make sure you are able to come to the training.
We’re going to bring the training to you.” And really recognize the, you know, that the silos
are creating so many barriers for, you know, to end up in the plates of families.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Jamason:
Thank you very much. That’s important and if I might, I’d like to ask
Louise to address by way of SNAP Employment and Training, we, you know, talked a little
bit about that but how, you know, when you look at the number of other Department of
Labor and other workforce development programs and the very small niche of clients that
those addressed, what kind of a difference would it make in food security for all of those
programs to be more interrelated to your point and, you know, talk to us a little bit about
that, how that would improve food security by way of helping people get jobs that pay a
living wage. That’s like way oversimplified but, you know.
Unidentified:

In 2 seconds. [Laughter]

Jamason:

You get the question, I think.

Pocock:
So right now the only form of integration that our SNAP Employment
and Training Program has with any other existing state agencies or programs that do
employment and training is people are required to register as a job seeker on the
Department of Workforce Solutions website. So you have to have a compute or—
Chilton:

Can you speak up a little?

Jamason:

Yeah, speak up a little.

Chilton:

Into the mic.

Pocock:
The only coordination right now between the SNAP Employment and
Training Program and any other state agency or employment and training program,
whether it be through community college or anything is that SNAP Employment and
Training participants are required to register as a job seeker on the state’s Department of
Workforce Solutions website and when you do that, you then have access to all the
Department of Workforce Solutions’ website’s job postings and information about that. So
I think, you know, that’s a great first step but unfortunately, if you are not savvy with the
Internet or the website or, I mean, there’s no actual personal counseling or helping people
navigate these resources or anything like that. So I think, you know, that is one of our
criticisms of the SNAP Employment and Training Program is that there haven’t been
enough efforts to set up a program that is, coordinates with existing, you know, state
employment and training efforts through the Workforce Initiative and Reinvestment
Authorization that just came down. I know there’s going to be a lot of changes and so we,
unfortunately, we don’t see the state looking at ways to link these up. We see in other
states, like Washington, that have actually worked with their local community colleges and
have a system of placing SNAP participants directly in training and employment programs
that have defined outcomes for employment.

Jamason:

Thank you.

Unidentified:

I wanted to share something—

Chilton:

In the microphone, please.

Unidentified:
Sure, I just wanted to share something that will fit in with what Louise
and Jenny have been saying and it goes back to Jeremy’s question when you asked me
about rural—
Everett:
you.

Good, well, I was about to ask you that. So that would be great. Thank

Unidentified:
––so let me just give you a little bit of context and then I want you to
think about these requirements. And, you know, I don’t think that, you know,
fundamentally, I think having people work is a bad thing but it is fundamentally wrong
when there aren’t any jobs. I think that’s the issue.
Unidentified:

And people do work—

Unidentified:
You know, I don’t think it’s the, and if you look at 78% of those folks
that are on SNAP right now are actually, they have one worker in the family. So, you know,
but so just that point but you asked me, I just want you to get a picture of New Mexico. I’m
going to give you some statistics and then I want you to think about access. So, you know,
we’re roughly about 2 million people. We cover about 121,000 square miles, if you can
imagine that. So most of the people, metro is about half the population. Metro
Albuquerque is about 1 million people. If you look at then these other communities around
the state, Roy has a population of 233 people. Magdalena is a lot bigger, 926 people.
Eliada, wow, that’s huge, 1,800 people. Reserve, 289, Tatum, 839. You’ve got these rural
isolated communities that don’t always have a field office. You have people often times
living in poverty that don’t have a vehicle. So how do they access a lot of this or just even
access to food becomes an issue. So then you can take an urban area, like New Mexico, and
say take, you know, parts of the South Alley over the North Valley where you, you go miles
or downtown, miles and miles and miles before you can find a grocery store. If you don’t
have a vehicle, how do you then access food? And so it becomes an issue in these, you
know, when you have these very rural, so it’s not only rural, it’s isolated and small
population and so there isn’t always a grocery store in that community and there isn’t a
field office for Workforce Solutions so that you can go and hook into the computer, you
know, and hook into the Internet and do that. You have some parts of New Mexico in
northwest New Mexico, in particular, where it’s high population Native American that don’t
still have running water, that don’t have electricity, for sure you’re not going to have access
to the Internet. So when you have a requirement such as that, you know, you’ve got to

think, “Well, you can go to the field office,” but if you don’t have transportation, think of
what the terrain you’re going to have to go through to get to it. These are real life barriers
that folks are dealing with and then the last thing I just wanted to point out is that, and we
talk about the nonprofit world and philanthropy and what they’re doing about this and the
advocates is really focusing on a two generation approach to child wellbeing and I think
that as a state at the federal level, we need to look at how we can better integrate two
generation approaches in working with families, so that when you enter in this area, we
look at a family holistically, there had been some attempts in New Mexico to create a
children’s cabinet. It is still in statute, you know, at the level that it’s functioning act could
be debated but I think at the federal level, the same notion of a family cabinet or a
children’s cabinet that could be integrated in working together to approach the work could
go a long way in, I mean, it will be difficult. I can’t, I try to think how we did it at the state. I
can’t imagine but the federal level with that bureaucracy but just some communication or
mandates for better coordination could make a huge difference.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Ramo:
Can I make one more point to your, so you know what’s also kind of
interesting is the, I think that a lot of it speaks to the culture of bureaucracy, which is
entrenched but one of the things Appleseed does is identify when there have been errors
and we had some very serious errors in the state and regional office and even problem
solving, you know. I think this speaks to like it’s being siloed from not just
intergovernmental siloing but siloing between advocates and the USDA and just even trying
to solve that problem. So what had happened was, you know, there are two programs,
Provision 2 and Community Eligibility, that allowed schools to be fed and there was this
kind of perfect storm of errors that was going to result in about 120,000 children either
having to fill out applications but the schools not being eligible for feeding all the kids for
free. I mean, real serious significant legal errors that were being kind of passed on from
our regional office to our state and then passed on and it was truly almost a disaster. And
solving that problem was so incredibly difficult, something that literally should’ve been a
phone call that we had to get the delegation involved, you know, Michelle Lujan Grisham,
Udall, and Heinrich, all did a wonderful job on it but it was crazy that it happened, it had to
happen that way and we have this on an ongoing basis, even in the proactive way, which is
we would like to work with, so one of the things that isn’t happening here is that we aren’t
directly certifying kids on FDPIR. It has taken us 5 to 6 years and we still have not been
able to directly certify FDPIR. And I mean, we have, and actually, I want to talk to Ms. Zunie
about this afterwards because maybe we can work together on it but here are these
opportunities to get all Native schools on, you know, community eligibility and it just,
there’s no problem solving and when we have gone to the USDA National Office about it, my
feeling about how they perceived their role, well, I do think they think they’re partners in
hunger is that they are much more administrators and so they’re, and it kind of speaks to
what you were saying, too, is their ability to be advocates and kind of address that, you

know, 200-year long tension between states and the federal government is that they really
don’t want to do that and I think there are opportunities for advocacy and partnership and
making sure that states are feeding the most kids possible, the most families, whatever it is,
that are not only not being taken advantage of, they don’t want to take advantage of it.
Jamason:

No creativity, in other words.

Ramo:
That’s right, and so I think there are opportunities to really kind of
address the, you know, we don’t have, there’s no hotline for us to call when we find an
error. We have to go through the same BS every time and it really could be, you know,
some sort of 800-number, I kid, but, you know, a more direct problem solving mentality
and problem solving avenue that would be very helpful.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Everett:
We have time for one more question and then we’re going to have an
opportunity for you to give some closing statements. So Mariana has a question, go ahead.
Chilton:
I think it was you, Louise, who said that and I may not be quoting you
exactly. You said that food provision has been a source of control in oppression. I didn’t
understand what you meant and I was wondering if you could give us a quick history
lesson on the provision of food. I think you were referring to tribal groups as a form of
oppression. Can you explain what you really meant by that and if anybody else wants to
chime in, please do.
Everett:

Just do it briefly, that’s all.

Chilton:

This is actually a long dissertation. I understand this.

Pocock:

Yeah, I, no, I, so honestly, I was, I was—

Chilton:

For the record, this is an opportunity to explain—

Pocock:
––paraphrasing the comments that I observed on Friday and so I
wouldn’t say that I was quoting absolutely correctly but I think I will refer you to Deb
Holland, who actually made the comments and I can put you in touch with her but she
would have much better insight than I could offer to this Commission on the history of sort
of federal food programs and Native American communities in that sense and I think
beyond sort of the provision of food, it was sort of the way in which this consultation was
engaged and this sort of, you know, “Here, we’d love to meet with you and hear your ideas
but we’re actually going to do whatever we plan to do regardless, anyway.” And I think that
was a little bit of the sentiment that she was speaking to, too. So I don’t want to totally say

that, you know, [laughter] that federal food programs have, you know, initiated a history of
oppression, that was, it was a much broader comment on sort of the process and the way
that the state has engaged tribal leaders on their concerns about food access and access to
federal food programs.
Chilton:

Anybody else want to chime in on that?

Unidentified:

I mean, I would just want to get into too much stuff.

Chilton:

With the microphone.

Everett:

Yeah.

Chilton:

With the microphone, please.

Unidentified:

Do you want to [inaudible] or I can, too?

McKenzie:

Go for it.

Ramo:
Okay, so you know what’s really interesting is if you go out to the
Navajo Nation, the train station, there are photos from the ‘20s of the Navajo people who
are thin and what’s interesting is, you know, all these children were taken out and sent to,
kind of deculturated [phonetic], whatever the word, phrase is and sent and so part of it was
cutting the hair and part of it was dressing like an Anglo and a lot of it was the food and the
food that goes into these communities is all totally different than what their tribal food is
and what’s so crazy is we were talking about water and water is, you always think of these
water meetings as like someone insane standing at a microphone for like 20 minutes but it
really is wild that, you know, in Zuni, I think or one of the communities that we were
working a couple years ago, they literally had water running right behind their property
but they cannot access it because it’s been promised to someone elsewhere downstream.
And so it really is, it is a power issue. It really is and so acknowledging that and addressing
it is really important in terms of self-sufficiency, in terms of healthier food. It is a piece that
is there that needs to be addressed in a serious way and it is a part of our history.
Everett:

Yeah.

Unidentified:
And I totally can relate to what they’re saying because historically,
what Jenny was talking about when they took the kids from the boarding schools, they
would introduce, instead of beans, corn, you know, the organic things that they were grown
up with, they were introduced to white flour, processed flour, sugars, those kinds of things,
as well, which if you’re a kid away from home and you’re hungry, you’re going to eat. So
they, I think, and there’s a group here in New Mexico, as well, of Native Americans that, you

know, really focus on that and they understand the historical traumas that happened and
the food that we were given like eons ago, I am from Zuni, was rancid, you know, full of
worms and things like that. So that is where most likely where that statement is coming
from and it’s happening today, as well, and going back to the commodity food, the food
distribution program, same things, same things. It’s not indigenous foods. It’s not fresh
foods. It’s all still processed, sugars, flours, white flours, those kinds of things that or white
flour, I meant, and so it’s still in a sense happening today.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Everett:
So you’re saying that canned beef cuts of meat in juice is not a Native
food, is what, we saw those on the shelf the other and I was just like, “What exactly is beef
parts—
Chilton:

Is that?

Unidentified:

Right.

Everett:

––in juice?” So yes, that’s very important.

Unidentified:

It’s still happening.

Everett:
Well, Travis, I really appreciate our comments about food justice and
food as medicine and what we’re going to do is we’re going to take about 1 minute so that
we can finish on time. It’s going to be tough.
Jamason:

We’ll listen fast.

Everett:
But if you had one recommendation, so you all have an opportunity to
make many more to us in your written remarks. Certainly, we’ve got, I almost filled up a
notebook in terms of notes during our conversation this morning, so we have a lot of
recommendations but if you could prioritize one recommendation for the Commission that
would have, that obviously our role is with the federal government but if you could give us
one recommendation, what would it be in about, you each have about a minute to give us
that? So Travis, we’re going to start with you.
McKenzie:

Oh, boy [inaudible].

Everett:

You got 1, 1.8.

Chilton:

We’ve given you a directive. You can do what you want with it.

McKenzie:
Okay, yeah, well, I mean, off the top of my head, like what we’re
talking about is integrating food like edible landscapes into our communities and so I
would like to ask, you know, how many HUD facilities or affordable housing units have
gardens, have fruit trees, have food that’s growing on the space? You know what I mean?
And that, right there, schools, let’s ask our Congress how many schools have gardens, you
know? How many schools have resources to support garden education? So it’s one thing to
create a garden at a school but it’s another thing to support somebody to actually do
education work with students and families and communities. We have an elementary
school here in Albuquerque that’s given away 100 pounds a food every day, you know,
from just stuff they grow in their garden. So I think the potential in that is really immense.
And the other thing that I’d just like to take this minute, the 30 seconds I have left is to
support organic agriculture because we are often get the short end of the stick. There’s no
incentive really to be a small, organic farmer. It costs more money. There’s more
paperwork. We’re doing it because we don’t want to eat chemicals and I don’t want to give
our children and our families and our elders chemicals, either. So we’d like to see some
more resources. I mean, I would love to have a crew of people and I could train a crew of
people to just grow food for families but it’s the money element that’s getting in the way. I
mean, we have hundreds of pounds of food on our farm all the time but if there’s no money
stream then it’s hard to get that food off of our farm. Now we take initiative to donate it to
homeless shelters or donate it to community organizations but again, we could create
programs that are growing healthy food, traditional foods, food that’s living, that hasn’t
been in the food system for 3 weeks, you know, that could go into our food pantries, that
could go directly to families, that could be distributed at clinics and at schools. So let’s be
creative and get some resources to support that because the organizations that are doing it
are desperate and they’re actually having trouble to survive, yeah, we need to do it.
Chilton:

Thank you, Travis.

Everett:

Thank you.

McKenzie:

Yeah.

Unidentified:

Okay, lightening round.

Everett:

That’s right.

Unidentified:

So at the federal level, work requirements are important.

Chilton:

Can you use the microphone, please?

Unidentified:

Yes.

Everett:

Sorry.

Unidentified:
So at the federal level, I believe work requirements are important but
they should be scaled to unemployment rates or employment rates so some sort of ratio
there and also, adding the volunteerism, a work component to me makes no sense
whatsoever when families could use that time to be more entrepreneurial. More nutrition
education, healthy foods, teaching children, you know, in the schools like program like
Cooking with the Kids, setting aside some of that money for access to food and eliminating
food deserts and incentives to put more grocery stores that have healthy foods in these
communities, a two generation approach and more integration. I would say regardless of
what happens that all of these agencies need to keep their eyes on the child, you know. We
talk a lot about the adults abusing the system but in the end of the day, it’s the children who
are suffering. So really keeping the eye on the child and long-term, if we want, if we look at
the work of James Heckman, Nobel Prize Economist, he talks about the best return on
investment that we can make as a nation is on early childhood education. We will save
money downstream on all of these programs that we’re funding now. Thank you.
Everett:

Thank you.

Chilton:

Thank you. I think that was about six recommendations.

Everett:

That’s right.

Unidentified:

Got them in a minute.

Chilton:

You got them in. [Laughter]

Everett:

That’s good. That’s great.

Unidentified:
I think the biggest recommendation really is just to try and eliminate
as many federally created barriers to accessing to these program as possible. Really trying
to integrate the programs we discussed, how to, data sharing and so many of these are just
fools errands for communities that make it impossible for them to access this food and
whether it’s having online applications or requiring, you know, people to, say that they are
as poor as they were to get on FDPIR, they have to reapply. In Navajo Nation, it’s every 3
months. It’s supposed to be every year but even in Navajo Nation, they need to prove every
year that they’re as poor as they were 12 months ago and, you know, it’s not Brooklyn
where the, you know, where 20 years ago it was terrible and now it’s a bunch of hipsters. I
mean, we have the exact same population and so making these programs easily accessible
has to be critical.
Everett:

Thank you.

Chilton:

Thank you.

Unidentified:
Thank you, I would just reiterate my recommendation from this
morning is that, you know, federal law be amended in regards to the SNAP Employment
and Training Program work requirement so that states are required to actually collect data
on the outcomes of their programs and only be allowed to expand them when they have
evidence to show that they’re meeting the needs of the SNAP population in their state.
Chilton:

Thank you.

Unidentified:
I think my recommendation is really looking at it at the very top level
at OMB and looking at, because I know, I get what it takes to go through the process. A lot
of programs try to get funding through us but because of procurement and because of fiscal
responsibility that was promised and is being delivered, that’s what ties our hands as
programs that can give money to programs, so I think or agencies that can give money to
programs. So I think looking at it at the highest level at what is the bureaucracy? What are
the hoops that federal programs are making states or even states making the constituents
go through as to look at the bureaucracy and procurement rules and things like that
because we kind of make our rules to not be able to serve the people and so that’s certainly
something I’m going to look at, at my level, which the Tribal Infrastructure Fund comes out
of our office and that’s to make sure that people have water, power, you know, just the
basic needs is America and if we don’t even have that, you really aren’t going to really have
food, either, so I think that recommendations looking at the, a number of or just the sheer
amount of bureaucracy that states and even local governments have to jump through.
Everett:
Okay, great, thank you. Well, I want to thank everybody for coming
today. We’re going to give an opportunity just for the Commissioners to make a brief
summary statement and then you’re welcome to get—
Unidentified:

Jeremy?

Everett:

Yes?

Unidentified:
I have some photo release forms that I want to give you guys before
you left, just so you can sign them and then, as far as the written testimony, I think Heather
Kane is the main person that’s going to e-mail everyone and you can send it directly to her.
There are a few things that I will e-mail her to specifically follow up with you guys about
but she’ll be your main contact.
Everett:

Great, thanks. Cherie?

Jamason:

Go ahead.

Everett:

All right, Mariana, do you want to say—

Jamason:

No, I just was transitioning—

Chilton:

She’s stalling for time. I will start in—

Jamason:

All right, thank you.

Chilton:
––and stall for time. I wanted to say I have learned so much about
what’s going on and it’s the issues that are happening in New Mexico, especially with the
rural experience and the American Indian experiences, really it’s tremendous and it’s
overwhelming and I want to thank each of you for coming to talk about that from the issues
of the sacredness of the land and of the food, the history of oppression, how food fits into
that history of oppression, thinking about what the relationship between state policy,
federal policy, and tribal sovereignty and self-sufficiency, it has, and dealing with issues of
bureaucracy and trying to navigate. This has been enormously informative and I hope that
we can figure out some ways to get this into our report that makes sense and we want to be
able to rely on each of you. We hope that we can get directly your personal contact
information, so that if we need to be able to reach out to each of you for more questions, we
hope that we can keep this dialogue open throughout the rest of our charge and hopefully,
beyond that. So I want to just say thank you to each of you. You really have helped us and
helped the Commission. Please do continue to help us, continue to inform us, and please
spread the word, so that other people can have a voice and contribute to the work that
we’re doing, so thank you very much.
Everett:

Cherie?

Jamason:
I really echo what Mariana has said but I think some of the points that
came out most clearly for me are the absolute necessity to work, to integrate some of the
really incredibly important programs that we have incredibly useful but also incredibly
inaccessible due to regulation. I mean, that came through so clearly in everything that you
all said and that, to me ,is an important recommendation that we could consider and the
impact of geography and lack of transportation on access. I mean, that is staggering, so
thank you very much each of you for your thoughtful comments. I’ve learned so much
today and I really appreciate the opportunity to listen.
Everett:
Well, wow, this has been a gift. I appreciate you sharing your
experience, your wisdom, your ideas with us. It has been a gift of your time, a gift of
information, and I’m very, very grateful. I know all of us are very grateful and the
Commissioners who aren’t here physically are grateful for what you had to share today. I

want to let you know a little bit about the next steps that we’re going to go through. This
Friday we’re going to have a hearing in El Paso. We’re going to, this afternoon and then
tomorrow we have more site visits that we’ll be doing. We’ll be visiting the Colonias
around El Paso, certainly intercity El Paso, which was hit hard by NAFTA because of the
manufacturing plants that were in intercity El Paso. So we’ll be able to visit with some
families that were directly impacted by that and certainly, community organizations that
are working to address those issues. On Friday the hearing will be for invited testimony for
people from around the country, largely from the Southwest that will be coming in to
provide similar testimony to what you did today. We also have a public hearing from 4:00
to 6:00 on Friday afternoon. So if you know people that you think need to come down and
provide testimony and have the ability to access their own transportation to get down
there, we would certainly welcome their participation. Once Mariana mentioned, so we
have this bipartisan report that we’re hoping to have, that we will have completed by the
end of October. It’s bipartisan. So the goal for us is to have some recommendations that we
can all agree upon. After we make these recommendations to Congress, as you know, it’s
not just that Congress is going to say, “Oh, thank you for your work,” and then begin to
implement them immediately, that’s certainly not how the process goes. So we would
certainly like to work with your Senators’ office, your Congressman’s office and would like
for you that once you identify some areas in the report that you might feel like directly
impact your state in a positive manner, we would certainly want you to follow up with your
elected officials and say, “Hey, this is important to us. This ended up in the report because
of the testimony and the things that we were able to provide the Commission.” So your
work’s not done. I wish I could say you could gave us the information, we’ll take it from
here but this is a democracy and we know it’s, it’ll be a constant kind of lived expression of
our advocacy collectively. So please, don’t give up on the process yet. So but again, thank
you for your time and we’d love to visit with you, trade business cards. I know in addition,
beyond the Commission, I know professionally it’ll be good for us to connect in the future,
as well, so thank you.
Unidentified:

Thanks.

Unidentified:

Thanks.

Chilton:

Thank you very much.

Unidentified:

Yes. [applause]

