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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rollcall No. 29.

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Speaker, on roll call vote
29, | was unavoidably detained and unable to
vote. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on HR 221, the Special Envoy to Mon-
itor and Combat Anti-Semitism Act.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, | unexpectedly
had to return to my district this morning and
was unable to attend the vote series. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rollcall No. 26, “nay” on rollcall No. 27, “yea”
on rollcall No. 28, and “yea” on rollcall No. 29.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to
vote on Friday, January 11 due to personal
reasons. Had | been present, | would have
voted as follows: “yea” for rollcall No. 26,
“nay” for rollcall No. 27, “yea” for rollcall No.
28, and “yea” for rollcall No. 29.

————
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. SCALISE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
my friend from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
who is the majority leader of the
House, for our first official colloquy.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. We have re-
versed positions, of course. For a num-
ber of years now I have had the privi-
lege of having a colloquy with Mr.
McCARTHY who was then the majority
leader. So Mr. SCALISE has now under-
taken my role, a role probably he
didn’t welcome, but I know that he will
do well as minority whip.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

As majority leader I am still here
doing the colloquy, and I am proud to
be doing it with Mr. SCALISE who is an
outstanding Member. 1 congratulate
him on his position and look forward to
working with him through the years
toward trying to create agreement,
consensus, and action by the Congress
on behalf of the American people.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House
will meet at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business
with votes postponed until 6:30 p.m.

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-
hour debate and noon for legislative
business.

On Thursday, the House will meet at
9 a.m. for legislative business with last
votes no later than 3 p.m.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspensions, as is the natural
order, will be announced at the close of
business today.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, we will con-
sider H.R. 268 which is the Disaster
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2019.
Chairwoman LOWEY released this legis-
lation last week. It will provide relief
and recovery assistance for Americans
affected by recent hurricanes—some of
which were historic in their power and
devastation—wildfires, typhoons, and
other natural disasters.

Mr. Speaker, we will also consider
additional legislation related to fiscal
year 2019 appropriations.

We are on day 21 of the shutdown.
The House Democrats will continue to
work so that it comes to an end as soon
as possible.

Members will also be advised that ad-
ditional legislative items are possible.
I might add to that, it is possible we
will deal with one, two, or three of the
appropriation bills that haven’t been
passed, but it is also quite possible
that, hopefully, we will deal with the
balance of the appropriation bills
which have not been enacted. We will
have to see what transpires over the
next 24, 48, 72, or 96 hours. Hopefully,
we will be able to move forward to get
our Federal employees back to work.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maryland. I appre-
ciate his kind remarks and would re-
turn those as well.

The gentleman is well-versed at this
process and is a noble battler in the de-
bate of ideas. I look forward to having
continued conversations about, not
only the areas where we may have
some differences, but how we can find
common ground. The gentleman is very
good at working with both sides to find
common ground, and, obviously, right
now we are in the middle of one of
those differences that hopefully can get
resolved.

As we have been in these meetings at
the White House with the other lead-
ers, both House and Senate, Republican
and Democrat, the unfortunate thing is
that we have been at an impasse. The
President, through his Department of
Homeland Security, has made a formal
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request and a detailed request for the
amount of money it will take to secure
our border; to properly give our
agents—the people who are risking
their lives to keep our country safe—
the tools they need. It requires a lot of
things. It might require more border
patrol agents, more tools and tech-
nology, but clearly also physical bar-
riers. That seems to be the area where
we have had an impasse.
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I know that as the President put a
formal offer on the table backed up by
the experts at the Department of
Homeland Security for what it will
take to secure the border, up until this
point, we haven’t seen a formal pro-
posal response to counter that offer, if,
in fact, the gentleman’s side does agree
that we need to secure the border. The
President has made a formal request
that came from our experts at the De-
partment of Homeland Security.

The only offer I have seen put on the
table is the Speaker’s offer, and I am
not even sure if it was serious, when
she said she would support $1. Now, I
know the gentleman from Maryland
would hopefully recognize that $1 is
not a serious counteroffer.

The President has had multiple meet-
ings at the White House and has con-
tinued to extend an invitation for
whenever there is a serious
counteroffer that can be backed up
with an explanation of how that can
actually secure our border, if, in fact,
that is the objective of the other side.

Can the gentleman from Maryland
share with me when that counteroffer
will be made, when a formal, serious
proposal to get our government back
open and secure our border will be put
on the table?

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for his observations.

Of course, as the gentleman knows,
we have and continue to be and are
today even more so concerned about
the fact that the President of the
United States has taken hostage the
Government of the United States and
shut it down. As a result, what we have
asked for before we get into serious ne-
gotiations is to let us open up the gov-
ernment; for, after all, when we have
border security being our focus, nobody
that is protecting the borders for the
United States of America is getting
paid. The morale is low; the apprehen-
sion is high; and we believe very
strongly that the first step we ought to
take is open up government.

Then, as the gentleman well knows,
we have articulated on numerous occa-
sions—and I hope the gentleman be-
lieves we are honest. And when the
gentleman reviews the record of when
we were in charge of the House and the
Senate, we made very substantial in-
vestments in border security, as I
think probably the gentleman knows.

Furthermore, we have been ready to
support and offered the bills that the
Republicans have passed. And, in fact,
I think the minority leader in the Sen-
ate said that he would accept the num-
ber that the President suggested, and
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we made some counteroffers.
were rejected.

In fact, Senator MCCONNELL believed
he had an agreement with the Presi-
dent on keeping the government open.
He sent us a bill to do just that in the
waning days of December, and as the
minority whip well knows, that bill
was not taken up on the floor of this
House.

In fact, a bill which had been pending
for 11%2 months in committee first
came to the floor with 10 days left in
the year. That bill included a number
far above the number that the Presi-
dent originally asked for and far above
any number that had been discussed.
Although it passed the House, the
House knew then, very well, that it did
not have the votes in the Senate to
pass, and it did not pass. As a result,
the government shut down.

And we continue to be in a place, as
we said at the White House, to nego-
tiate on border security to secure our
borders, to protect our people from
those who would come across our bor-
ders to commit crimes, protect against
drugs being imported, protect against
the trafficking of human beings. We all
share that view: Republicans and
Democrats. The issue is how we most
effectively accomplish that objective.

Pending that, the government, as we
took power—and it was our responsi-
bility—what we have done over the last
2 weeks is to pass, essentially, your
bills. I don’t know how we can be much
more bipartisan than that than to pass
your bills.

Mr. SCALISE. Reclaiming my time,
those were not our bills. The House had
a negotiation going on with the Sen-
ate. The Senate, as the gentleman
knows, passed some bills—not all of the
bills that were brought to the House
floor, but brought some bills that were
different from the House bills. As you
know, when the Senate passes a bill
and the House has a different version,
you go to conference committee. You
don’t just say: “We are going to take
the Senate bill.”

Also, as you brought that bill to the
floor, the Speaker, the majority leader
brought to the floor as part of that
package a bill that did not pass the
Senate floor, a bill that would have re-
versed the Mexico City policy. That
change was dramatic because that
would have allowed taxpayer money to
go to foreign government entities that
provide abortion.

It has been the policy of this coun-
try, since Ronald Reagan went to Mex-
ico to deliver that speech and create
the Mexico City policy, that we don’t
give taxpayer money to fund abortion.
And I know that has gone back and
forth through different administra-
tions.

This President has made it very clear
that he will strictly enforce the Mexico
City policy. That bill on the floor
would have reversed it. That is not lan-
guage that passed the Senate floor.

In addition to that, if you go back
throughout these negotiations, at the

They

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

very beginning, the President has been
talking about a crisis at the border.
The crisis at the border is very real. In
our first meeting with the leaders in
the Situation Room at the White
House, both the Speaker and the mi-
nority leader of the Senate interrupted
the Secretary of Homeland Security
every time she tried to go through this
new crisis that we are seeing.

It is not just the drugs, which are
dramatic and we need to stop. It is not
just the human trafficking, which is
dramatic and we need to stop. It is not
just the murders that are happening.
There are murders that happened in so
many States.

In your State of Maryland, just re-
cently, someone who is in this country
illegally from El1 Salvador was sen-
tenced to life in prison without parole
in Montgomery County, Maryland, for
the murder of someone, and he had no
remorse for his crime.

We just saw a police officer in Cali-
fornia who was murdered by someone
who came back and forth through this
country illegally multiple times be-
cause we don’t have physical barriers
to secure our border.

So that presentation was inter-
rupted, and we never got through the
full presentation; but ultimately, the
Secretary of Homeland Security has
laid out why we have a crisis at the
border, and it needs to be resolved, and
they went into a detailed breakdown of
costs to secure the border.

So at issue right here, now, is a dif-
ference in amount. If your side truly
does agree that we have to secure our
border, which I have heard the Speak-
er, the minority leader, and others say
they need to secure the border, yet
they haven’t been willing to agree to
more than $1 in the request that has
been made by the administration to se-
cure the border.

So the real question is, at the heart
of this debate, if we are all for border
security, we can talk about border se-
curity.

In fact, back in 2006, President
Obama, when he was a Senator, talked
about the need for securing the border
when he voted for the Fence Act. The
minority leader, Mr. SCHUMER, at the
time voted for the Fence Act. That lan-
guage, the language—and you can call
it whatever you like: a fence, a wall,
cement, steel slats. But ultimately, it
is law, language that allows what can
and can’t be built.

The language that Minority Leader
SCHUMER at the time voted for in 2006
would have given the Department of
Homeland Security many of the tools
they need in language, but not the
money. And so now we are at a point
where, if it is all of a sudden he is
against that kind of physical structure
that he was for in ‘06, he ought to ex-
plain why, and so should others who
have maybe changed their position.

But if the language in 2006 would give
the Secretary of Homeland Security
the tools they need and the authority
they need to actually start securing
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the ports of the border that are be-
tween ports of entry—we have ports of
entry, and everybody LKknows where
those are. And we, by the way, stopped
a lot of really bad people from coming
into our country at ports of entry.
What we don’t know is how many peo-
ple come through the areas where we
have no ports of entry, where we have
no borders.

Everybody recognizes that you can’t
just stop people at the points of entry
and then have no protection in the
hundreds of miles—we are talking
about over 500 miles of unprotected
area of this country on the southern
border where there is a crisis that is
growing every single day.

And if we acknowledge that—nmow, I
know the minority leader and the
Speaker went on TV the other night
and said it is a fabricated crisis. How
could you call this a fabricated crisis
when you see deaths, when you see over
90 percent of the heroin that comes
into this country and kills Americans
every single day is coming across our
southern border. That is not a fab-
ricated crisis. Those are real serious
things that are happening, that are
bad.

There are good people who come to
this country. America is the greatest
country in the world for letting people
in legally. We let over a million people
into our country legally every single
year, and it enriches our country. It is
a legal process. And there are millions
of people waiting to come to this coun-
try the right way.

So while we recognize that greatness
of our country, we also recognize that
there are people who are bad people
who come into our country every sin-
gle day as well, and we need to have
the tools to secure our border so we
can stop that.

So the real question is: How much
money is the other side willing to sup-
port to actually secure the border?

If the department that is tasked with
keeping our country safe is saying they
need $5.7 billion, if you agree to a
smaller number, if you want to put on
the table a smaller number—it is not
$1, and let’s at least recognize that was
an insult. So if it is not $1, then what
is the amount you will support and put
on the table to start a real negotiation
to solve this crisis?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. President, the Gov-
ernment of the United States partially
has been shut down. That is the issue
here. We can have the debate that the
gentleman just discussed—not a word
about opening up the people’s govern-
ment, not a word about 800,000 people
who are not getting their salaries, not
a word of the financial instability that
he is subjecting 800,000 people to, ‘‘he”’
being the President of the United
States. They are being held hostage for
the ransom of doing what they believe
is the right thing to do on border secu-
rity.

However, Mr. HURD says—a Repub-
lican who has more border mileage on
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the border than any other congres-
sional district in America—what the
President wants to do is not the right

thing.
Senator RON JOHNSON says a similar
quote. LINDSEY GRAHAM said he

thought it was a bad investment. Now,
he didn’t say it yesterday or the day
before. He said it about a year ago.

Mr. SCALISE. Reclaiming my time,
LINDSEY GRAHAM did say we need to
build the wall. LINDSEY GRAHAM has a
different solution, I am sure, than the
gentleman from Maryland. So let’s be
clear.

And I was speaking to Senator GRA-
HAM last night about this. He wants to
start building the wall. And clearly,
your side has not been willing.

And the President, by the way, in the
meeting in the Oval Office, in the Situ-
ation Room, 2 days ago looked at the
Speaker directly and said: Okay. We
don’t agree even on some of these other
areas of government that haven’t been
open, but if you will agree to work
with me on the wall, I will support an-
other 30 days of keeping all govern-
ment going, even on the areas we dis-
agree, but to open everything up and
continue negotiations on the wall. And
the Speaker said no.

We could have everything open
today, but the Speaker is the one who
is being held hostage by the far left ele-
ments of your party because she is yet
to agree to anything, not putting more
than $1.

She said on TV last week she would
support $1. That is an insult. And I
have yet to see, in any of the meetings
I have been in, her willingness to sup-
port more than that.

And so we could have everything
opened today. That offer has been put
on the table. The President, himself,
has said you can write the definition of
the wall. You can ban cement wall. The
President has already acknowledged he
would be willing to support that. He
would be willing to support a lower
number if you can justify how it se-
cures the border, but that offer has
never been put on the table.

We could end this crisis today. Twen-
ty-one days in is too long. And there is
a solution. But the solution includes, it
is not going to be your way or the high-
way. You can’t say: ‘“‘No, we want ev-
erything or nothing.” You have got to
be willing to put something on the
table that will secure the border of this
country, or just say you are not for
border security. But you can’t say you
are for border security and then not
agree to more than $1.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. The government is shut
down. There is no excuse for that. But
the President wants his way, and he
has taken 800,000 people hostage, and
the ransom he demands is his wall.

O 1245
NANCY PELOSI has nothing to do with
shutting down this government. We

have passed bill after bill over the last
2 weeks to open up this government.
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If the minority whip thinks it is good
for border security not to pay people
who are protecting the border, he and I
differ.

Let me tell you what Mick Mulvaney
said. Now, he wasn’t there last night,
and I talked to Senator GRAHAM last
night. He made the statement that I
just reflected to you.

Acting Chief of Staff Mick Mulvaney
said, in 2015—I understand it is not
when he is working for the President,
who is paying his salary—‘‘To just say
build the darn fence and have that be
the end of an immigration discussion is
absurd and almost childish for someone
running for President to take that sim-
plistic of a view.”

He said that on WRHI on 8/25/15. Look
it up.

The government is shut down. If the
minority whip will look at the record,
we funded more money for border secu-
rity in 2009 than was funded in the next
7 years under Republican control.

They didn’t bring their bill, Mr.
Speaker, to the floor until 11%2 months
had passed. But now border security
has to be done right this second or we
are going to close down government,
keep it shut, and keep hostage 800,000
people and millions and millions and
millions of Americans who rely on the
services of government.

A, we are for border security. We do
not want people coming into this coun-
try who are not authorized to come
into this country.

B, we care about crime. We care
about drugs. We care about investing
money to stop drugs coming into the
country and to treat those who are af-
flicted with drugs.

The record reflects that, Mr. Speak-
er. But the record also reflects that the
Republicans have, over and over and
over again, used the shutting down of
government, the taking hostage of the
people’s government, to get their way.

Newt Gingrich did it first for a long
period of time in 1995 and 1996, 21 days.
We are going to surpass that this time.
He did it because President Clinton
said: I am not going to allow you to cut
education spending for the people of
United States as deeply as you want to
cut it.

Then Senator CRUZ came over here
and talked to the so-called Freedom
Caucus and said: Unless Obama agrees
to repeal the Affordable Care Act, we
are going to shut down government.

And they shut down government.
Very frankly, when we tried to open it
up, the minority whip didn’t vote to
open it up. So maybe he doesn’t care
about opening up government, paying
people who are working for the people
of the United States. I don’t know.

Then, just recently, a few weeks ago,
when they came to the end of the fiscal
year, they had not done their job. The
Republicans are in charge of the Sen-
ate; they were in charge of the House;
and they have the Presidency of the
United States.

So we did a CR, and we voted for it
because we didn’t want to shut down
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government. Then we came to the De-
cember date to which that CR ran, and,
lo and behold, the majority leader of
the United States Senate sent us over
a bill. It was not our bill; it was a bill
from the Republican majority leader.
It came here under unanimous consent.
Their Republican-led Senate sent it
here, and, 1o and behold, the leadership
in the House would not take up that
bill.

Why? The President, who had told
Senator MCCONNELL he would sign it,
changed his mind. Whether it was Ann
Coulter, Sean Hannity, Rush
Limbaugh, I don’t know who the prin-
cipal adviser in that decision was, but
one person communicated: I won’t sign
that bill.

So the Republican leadership de-
cided: We won’t put that bill on the
floor.

They put a bill on the floor—they
said over and over and over again: This
week, we put bills on the floor that
wouldn’t pass the Senate.

They put a bill that they knew would
not pass the United States Senate on
the floor, sent it over there. It didn’t
pass, and government has been shut
down.

The gentleman continues to want to
talk about, can we negotiate? We can
negotiate. The President walked out.
He walked out because NANCY PELOSI,
when asked, ‘“Thirty days from now,
will you support the wall?’’ said, ‘‘No.”

The President had a tantrum, and he
walked out. He said: Well, this is a
waste of my time.

This is not a process where the Presi-
dent tells us to do things. As I recall,
Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the
United States, Article I, says we are
the policymakers; we are the ones who
pass the laws; we are the ones who say
what the executive department carries
out as policy.

So we ought to pass these bills. Then,
yes, we ought to deal, honestly and
openly and together, to make sure the
borders are secure.

The gentleman said the immigration
system does not work; it is broken. He
is absolutely right. The Senate, 5 or 6
years ago, passed a bill, in a bipartisan
way, with over 62 votes, 14 Republicans,
and sent it to the House under Repub-
lican leadership 6 years ago. They have
never brought that bill to the floor. We
have pleaded with them to bring that
bill to the floor to fix the immigration
system. It has never come, Mr. Speak-
er, to the floor of this House.

But what we should never do, we
should never take hostage the govern-
ment of the United States, the employ-
ees who toil every day on behalf of the
policies that we adopt and on behalf of
the American people. We should never
take them hostage and say: If you
don’t do what I say to do, we are going
to keep them in an unpaid status,
working if they are critical employees
and locked out if they are not.

Mr. Speaker, it is very, very unfortu-
nate that we find ourselves in this posi-
tion. I would urge that the Republican



H508

whip, who is my friend and whom I re-
spect, talk to the President of the
United States and say: Let’s open up
the government. Mr. HOYER has told
me we will sit down and have a ration-
al, reasonable, fact-based, expert-based
discussion on how, in fact, we accom-
plish the objective we all say we want
to accomplish, and that is to make our
borders secure.

We are prepared to do that, open this
government.

Mr. SCALISE. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman is fin-
ished. We will, obviously, have more
time to go back and forth on this, but
let’s keep in mind a few facts.

First of all, the last shutdown of the
United States Government was dubbed
the Schumer shutdown because the
Senate minority leader wanted to force
his way on DACA.

Mr. HOYER. Will
yield?

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman for one moment.

Mr. HOYER. Does the gentleman re-
member how long that lasted?

Mr. SCALISE. Oh, it lasted very
shortly because the gentleman from
New York realized he was on the wrong
side of the issue, just like right now
your side is on the wrong side of this
issue opposing border security.

Let’s be very clear what the fight is
about, and it shouldn’t be a fight. It is
a fight because the President has said:
Here is a proposal that my Department
of Homeland Security has brought that
said these are the tools they need to
keep the country safe with a crisis at
the border.

It can’t be denied. I know some on
your side want to deny it. I don’t think
the gentleman from Maryland denies
it. But, clearly, when the Senate mi-
nority leader and the Speaker of the
House go on national TV and say it is
a fabricated crisis at the border, the
American people see what is happening
at the border. We can debate how best
to solve it.

The President, through the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, has put
down a proposal of what it is going to
take. This is not a new idea.

Obviously, the President ran on this
as a front-and-center issue. He not only
ran on it, but he was elected by the
American people as President to carry
out border security and build a wall. It
was part of the national debate.

I know some people on your side
don’t even want to recognize that that
election occurred and the result, but it
happened.

Mr. HOYER. Oh, no. I think there
was an election, and he did raise that
question. As I recall, that is why I am
the majority leader and you are the
minority whip.

Mr. SCALISE. You were not the ma-
jority leader when that happened. He
was elected on that. We were still in
the majority.

Let’s remember why we are here. To
think that this is some new idea the
President is bringing forward is ignor-

the gentleman
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ing the history, and let’s go through
some of that history.

Obviously, it was front and center in
the presidential election, and he was
elected in large part on building a wall
to secure our country’s border.

Then we go to the first spending bill
as he was President, and we had a dis-
agreement. There were a lot of things
that we were in disagreement on.

We wanted to rebuild our military,
and we finally came to a 2-year agree-
ment to do just that. It was critically
important to start rebuilding the mili-
tary of this country that was deci-
mated, to give our men and women in
uniform who risk their lives for our
country a much-needed pay raise. We
finally did that.

In that negotiation, the President
wanted and he was talking about $25
billion for full border security, to build
out the full 550 miles that are not se-
cure right now, and they are well iden-
tified. The gentleman from Maryland
knows those areas where we haven'’t
built walls. Sure, we have got some
money to build walls. There is about
120 miles of wall being built, wall that
is not all cement. Some of it is steel
slats.

Let the experts figure out the best
way to secure our border. We are not
the architects of the border. Let the
experts be that.

But there is some wall being built,
but not enough, especially in the areas
where Federal law today prohibits wall
from being built.

You want to know how ridiculous
some of the laws are right now that we
are trying to change? Federal law pro-
hibits the President from building
walls in the most cost-effective way, in
the most efficient way. Why would we
have those Kkinds of prohibitions in
law?

We passed a bill through the House
before the shutdown happened. You
voted no. A lot of your side voted no. I
think all your side, in fact, voted no.
But it was a bill the President would
have signed that would have given him
the tools he needs to secure the border.

It went over to the Senate. The rea-
son it didn’t get to the President’s desk
is not because there wasn’t Republican
support. They have a 60-vote rule in
the Senate.

I can disagree. You might even dis-
agree, I don’t know. I disagree on that.
On appropriations bills, they should at
least let the majority rule so we can
properly govern this country in a more
efficient manner. But they have a 60-
vote requirement.

So the Senate minority, the Demo-
crats in the Senate, all voted together
to block it, and that led to a shutdown.
That bill would have kept the govern-
ment running and secured the border,
but Democrats voted no in the House,
Democrats voted no in the Senate, and
so we have a shutdown.

How are we going to get out of this?
How are we going to get it resolved?
We can talk about hostages. We can
talk about the people on your side of
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the aisle who refuse to support any
border security with a dollar amount
behind it. You can use words all day,
but words don’t secure our borders.
Borders secure our border. Walls and
barriers secure our border.

The President has said that you can
call it and define it whatever you want.
He has been very flexible in wanting to
negotiate. But in every one of those
meetings, there has not been a
counteroffer put on the table by your
side.

If we want to resolve the crisis, it in-
volves both sides coming together. The
President is already out there publicly,
in our meetings, saying he is willing to
negotiate and come to a different
place.

You should work with your side to
come up with definitions, to come up
with a different dollar amount. But it
has to end in securing our border. If we
all agree on that, it has to end in the
actual language and dollars to accom-
plish that objective.

The President said: I will give you 30
more days. Even though we don’t agree
on some of these other things, I will
agree to sign that into law, if you will
agree to work with me on the wall.

The Speaker said no. It was the
Speaker who said no, not the Presi-
dent. That is why we are at day 21.

We didn’t even need to be at day 1.
We passed a bill out of the House. The
Senate killed it because every Demo-
crat voted no.

So here we are. Republicans and
Democrats and everybody in this room
know how we can solve this problem,
but it is not by you all sitting there
and saying we only are going to sup-
port a dollar and nothing more. Real
money has to be put on the table to
solve the crisis.

Mr. Speaker,
tleman.

Mr. HOYER. We could go on and on,
Mr. Speaker. The fact of the matter is
the Senate sent us a bill to keep the
government open. They passed it
unanimously, under Republican leader-
ship. The President said he would sign
it. He changed his mind, and this House
folded. And the Republicans who were
in charge at the time wouldn’t even
put the Senate bill on the floor.

We are not prepared to be bludgeoned
by taking hostage 800,000 people who
work for the Federal Government and
who are not now being paid, some of
whom are working.
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And, ironically, they are working to
protect the border and to make sure
our planes are flying, to make sure
people who fly on planes are not in
danger.

We want the President of the United
States to open up this government. We
want the Republicans to help us open
up this government. We just passed
four bills that are the Senate bills.
Senator MCCONNELL is not going to
take ‘‘yes’” for an answer because the
President tells him: I am not going to
sign those bills.

I yield to the gen-
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Let me tell you something, Mr.
Speaker. I have been a Member of this
body for some period of time, and I
served with George Bush. He was Presi-
dent of the United States, and we had
a Democratic House, and we didn’t
have a shutdown. He signed appropria-
tions bills. We worked together. We re-
spected one another.

I would hope, Mr. Speaker, in closing,
that the whip would, in fact, help us
open up the government, and then we
are prepared to sit down—he Kknows
me—and talk about how we make our
borders secure and protect our people
and, yes, give humanitarian services to
those who are seeking asylum, running
from violence and mayhem and mur-
der. We are prepared to do that. We
want to do that.

I would hope the whip, I would hope
Senator MCCONNELL, who was quoted
just a few years ago as saying, ‘‘shut-
down is a failed policy’—shutdowns
ought not to occur. Adults who are re-
sponsible ought not to allow that to
happen, realizing full well that in order
to preclude that from happening, com-
promise is absolutely essential on both
sides.

President Trump is the President of
the United States. We have to work
with him to compromise, to come to
agreement. But there are an awful lot
of Republicans—I quoted WILL HURD; I
quoted RON JOHNSON; I quoted some
other Republicans—an awful lot of Re-
publicans who think the President has
the wrong idea. And, frankly, as Mr.
Mulvaney said during the course of the
campaign, it wasn’t a very realistic
idea.

But, that aside, it is time for us to
open up the government, and then we
will have an extensive discussion, as we
must, as we should, in the best inter-
ests of the American people, to keep
our borders secure and keep them safe.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. I know that we are
closing this. I do want to go back.

Last year, when the President signed
the omnibus bill to keep the govern-
ment open, at that time he said: This
won’t happen again. He laid down a
marker last year that, okay, he will go
along with a bill that is far short of
what he needs to secure the border, but
he wasn’t going to do it again. That
was a year ago.

So everybody has known that this
issue is going to have to get resolved
because lives are at risk. The Presi-
dent, like we did, took an oath to pro-
tect this country. That is what this is
about. We surely want to open up all
areas of government, but keeping the
border secure is part of that. And so
when the President signed the bill last
year, he said: It is not going to happen
again.

Now, obviously, when we came to
this year, there were some people tell-
ing the President the votes weren’t
there to put the money in place to se-
cure the border. In fact, the now
Speaker, when she was minority lead-
er, went to the White House and told
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the President: The votes aren’t there in
the House to fund your request for the
wall.

Mr. HOYER. How many Republicans
were in the House at that point in
time?

Mr. SCALISE. We had over 218, clear-
ly.

Mr. HOYER. You had 240-plus.

Mr. SCALISE. Good for you, and, ob-
viously, things have changed.

But when the minority leader then
told the President the votes weren’t
there to fund the wall, maybe the
President took her at her word and
thought that was an accurate assess-
ment of the House. It turned out she
was wrong. We passed the bill to fund
the President’s request.

The House had a difference with the
Senate. It is surely not the first time
in this country’s history where the
Senate passed one bill that was short
of what we needed to secure the border,
and we came back and passed a bill to
fully fulfill the President’s request to
secure the border. So we ended up at an
impasse not because there weren’t
enough Republican votes, but because
there were no Democratic votes to do
that. And now we are here today.

Let’s talk about quotes. He wants to
quote Republicans. I will quote a Dem-
ocrat. I won’t tell you who it is first.

In 2006, when there was a bill to put
$560 billion in place, over 25 years, for
border security, this Democrat in the
Senate said it will authorize some
badly needed funding for better fences
and better security along our borders,
and that should help stem some of the
tide of illegal immigration in this
country.

That was in 2006, for over $50 billion
for border security, and the Democrat
who said that was then-Senator Barack
Obama. So you can quote Republicans.
I will quote Democrats.

Mr. HOYER. That bill passed, did it
not?

Mr. SCALISE. That bill passed, but it
didn’t put the money there, and that is
why we are here.

And again, he can talk and give great
speeches and say we need $50 billion,
but if you don’t appropriate the $50 bil-
lion, the money is not there to actually
build the fencing that is needed.

Mr. HOYER. Was that bill brought up
in the House?

Mr. SCALISE. And so now we need to
talk about how to fund the wall, how to
fund the structure, call it what you
will. And again, the President, himself,
has said you can title it however you
want. You can ban cement fencing.

But at the same time, what Barack
Obama and CHUCK SCHUMER voted for
in 2006 is the authority to build what is
needed, but they didn’t put the money
there. It is time to finally back up the
word. It is hot air until you put the
money on the table.

So the money has been put on the
table by the Republicans, at least an
offer, backed up with real data of
where the money would be spent to se-
cure this country. There has not been a
counteroffer.
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So let’s talk now about the final
issue, and that is adjournment.

I know later today the House will be
voting to adjourn. Last week, the
House, under the Democratic majority,
as you proudly talk about the fact that
you all are in the majority, you all
voted to adjourn. We voted not to ad-
journ.

We should stay here to get this job
done, to finally have a real negotiation
to solve our differences. We can solve
our differences, but we are not going to
solve them by continuing to adjourn
every weekend when we should be ne-
gotiating and getting the government
back open and securing the border.

On this final thought, would the gen-
tleman address the vote, the motion
that will be made later to adjourn that
we oppose?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman has a
different concept of negotiating than I
do. If somebody takes somebody that I
care about hostage and says now I want
to negotiate with you, it is not a nego-
tiation. That is a demand. That is a ‘‘if
you don’t do it, I am going to harm
people.”

When you said the President of the
United States said: This is the last
time I am going to open up govern-
ment, I am going to sign an almost
overwhelmingly supported piece of leg-
islation by Republicans and Demo-
crats—George Bush never did that. I
don’t ever remember Ronald Reagan
doing that or George H.W. Bush doing
that or Bill Clinton doing that. They
did it when it was a close vote, but not
when it was overwhelming that we
ought to open up the government.

As long as hostages are held by your
opponent, you are not negotiating. You
are subject to being demanded, ‘Do
what I say.” That is not the demo-
cratic process, and it is harming, lit-
erally, millions, tens of millions of peo-
ple in the process in order to get his
way. I have not seen that before.

The other two shutdowns were legis-
lative shutdowns. There is no doubt
this is an executive shutdown, and you
just said it: I will never sign something
like this again unless it gives me what
I want.

Frankly, that is what we saw in the
negotiations over the 3 days we were
there. The last day, of course, was
about a 10-minute day because the
President stomped out.

Mr. SCALISE, all I can tell you is I
share your view of the objective, but
because we don’t agree with the same
ways and means to accomplish that ob-
jective, shutting down government
ought not to be the alternative. The al-
ternative ought to be to keep talking
and getting to a place where I think
you and I both want to get, where these
borders are secure, where people are
not being transported across it for
human trafficking purposes, where
murderers don’t come across the bor-
der.

But there is a surge right now across
our border, and that surge is of mostly
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mothers and children seeking asylum,
coming to ports of entry—not across
any fences or borders, coming to ports
of entry. The border guards are telling
us they are turning themselves in.
They want to, because they are seeking
refuge from a country that has pur-
ported to be a country of refuge, that
raises a statue in New York Harbor to
send that message. But we need to
make them known to us when they
come into the country. We agree on
that.

So, rather than all this rhetoric back
and forth, Mr. Speaker, it is a simple
proposition. Senator MCCONNELL has
said, unless the President says he will
sign on opening up the government, he
won’t put it on the floor. That is the
only person who is stopping you, be-
cause we have sent bills.

Mr. COLE of your side said: I don’t
like the bills because they are only
Senate bills. We don’t like them either,
but we like, less, government being
shut down. We like, less, 800,000 people
being put at risk. We like, less, the
anxiety that we are causing our Fed-
eral employees in terms of the finan-
cial stability of their homes and their
ability to put food on their tables and
pay their mortgage and pay their rent.

Surely—surely—we ought to be able
to come to agreement that that is not
what we ought to inflict to get our
way. I hope we open up our govern-
ment.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maryland.

And when you look at the women
who are coming across through this
trek to try to cross the border, first of
all, asylum has been offered by Mexico
to all of the people as part of that cara-
van. Thousands of people were offered
asylum, work permits—turned it down.
There is a legal way to seek asylum.

It seems to me, if another country of-
fers you asylum and you want to leave
your country, you take the asylum, but
they turned it down. But the women
who are coming over, Doctors Without
Borders has done a study and said that
over 30 percent of the women who are
on this trek have been sexually as-
saulted or worse.

We should all want to address this
crisis. There is a way to solve the cri-
sis. If we talk about hostages, both
sides can use terms. But when the
President of the United States and the
White House look at the Speaker and
say, “I will sign a bill that contains
things that we have yet to negotiate
that I don’t agree with; I will sign it if
you agree to Kkeep negotiating,” and
the Speaker of the House said no, that
is the my-way-or-the-highway ap-
proach that is wrong.

The President has put multiple
things on the table, has offered to ne-
gotiate on terms, on dollars, on every
front, and not one counteroffer. That
has got to change. We can solve this
crisis, but it is going to involve both
sides being willing to put something on
the table to solve the border security
crisis. I hope we can get there, and we
will keep working at it.
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I appreciate the comments and the
thoughts of the gentleman from Mary-
land, and I truly do believe that he
wants to solve this. We have some dif-
ferences. Let’s keep working and get it
done.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

ADJOURNMENT FROM  FRIDAY,
JANUARY 11, 2019, TO MONDAY,
JANUARY 14, 2019

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet on Monday, January 14, 2019,
when it shall convene at noon for
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ALLRED). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

———————

SHUTDOWN IMPACT ON CENTRAL
VALLEY

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

Mr. HARDER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to remind Mem-
bers of the everyday faces being hurt
by this government shutdown.

Mr. Speaker, 21 days into this crisis,
the Central Valley has had enough. I
spoke to a woman from Modesto who
drives 30 miles to work every morning
to serve our country as a TSA agent.
She goes paycheck to paycheck, sup-
ports her Kkids, pays her vrent,
healthcare, groceries. She is not get-
ting paid right now, and her daughter
may have to drop out of college be-
cause her mom can’t afford her tuition.

What are we doing?

And it is not just Federal employees.
Farmers in my district can’t apply for
tariff relief because the Farm Services
Agency isn’t open. Because HUD is
closed, I have hundreds of families who
won’t be able to pay their rent and are
worried about being evicted.

This is an unnecessary crisis. The
Central Valley—America—needs this to
stop. I urge everyone on this floor to
put politics aside, to work together,
and to reopen our government.

————
0 1315

STRENGTHENING BORDER
SECURITY

(Mr. DUNN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on behalf of the people of Florida’s Sec-
ond Congressional District who stand
in strong support of the Trump admin-
istration’s efforts to secure our south-
ern border. Unfortunately, obstruc-
tionist leadership on the other side of
the aisle is unwilling to even consider
a commonsense solution to the prob-
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lem that hurts the security of our Na-
tion.

This has become a needlessly divisive
issue. We simply must secure our bor-
ders. Despite the steadfast efforts of
law enforcement, human traffickers,
drug dealers, and other violent crimi-
nals continue to enter our country
from the southern border daily. Fur-
thermore, the majority of heroin,
fentanyl, and methamphetamine in
America are smuggled into America
from Mexico.

With the opioid epidemic and drug
addiction costing our economy hun-
dreds of billions of dollars annually,
and taking countless lives, we must
take action.

I stand with my colleagues and Presi-
dent Trump in our commitment to se-
cure our Nation and protect our people.

———

RESTORE FUNDING TO THE U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

(Ms. WILD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. WILD. Mr. Speaker, this shut-
down is tearing at the fabric of our so-
ciety, and one of the clearest examples
is the lack of funding for the Justice
Department.

As a practicing attorney for the past
30+ years, I know that many people,
when facing some of the most chal-
lenging times of their lives, often de-
pend on Justice Department services.
When we fail to provide those re-
sources, our fellow citizens are forced
to suffer in silence.

This lack of funding has led the Vio-
lence Against Women Act to expire,
jeopardizing protections for domestic
abuse and sexual assault victims. Con-
stituents in my district, who provide
assistance to these survivors through
such fine organizations as Turning
Point of Lehigh Valley, and the Crime
Victims Council, have said that their
programs could soon be at risk.

And because of Washington’s failure
to fund programs like the Victims of
Crime Act Assistance Grant Program,
organizations that look out for chil-
dren suffering abuse aren’t getting the
resources they need either.

As promised, when this shutdown
began, I will be making regular chari-
table contributions to individuals and
agencies in my district who are ad-
versely affected by the shutdown, but
that will, by no means, offset loss of
Federal funding.

Our constituents are suffering, and
they need us to act.

———

END THE TRUMP SHUTDOWN NOW

(Mr. CLAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, the U.S.
Government, the greatest Nation on
Earth, should never shut down. Never.
It is outrageous, it is totally unneces-
sary, and it must end immediately.

Today, 800,000 Federal workers who
go to work every day to serve this Na-
tion and the American people won’t get
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