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jeopardizing our national security. It is
not putting us where we should be as
far as taking care of the needs of the
people of this country.

I was on the floor a couple of days
ago, and I quoted from the Baltimore
Sun as to the responsibility for the
shutdown, and I'm going to quote a lit-
tle bit more from that article. It said:

It would be tempting, of course, to write
that this impasse—the inability to agree on
the continuing resolution to fund govern-
ment past the end of the fiscal year—was the
fault of Democrats and Republicans alike.
But that would be like blaming the hostages
for causing the perpetrator to put a gun to
their heads.

As President Obama noted, he and congres-
sional Democrats put forward no agenda
other than keeping government operating
temporarily at the current levels.

I want to review how we got here on
October 1. It was 6 months ago that the
Senate passed the budget. It was dif-
ferent than the House budget. Then,
we, the Democrats said: Let’s go to
conference. That is what we should do,
negotiate a budget, so that when it
comes to October 1, we have a budget
in place to fund government at the lev-
els we agreed to—Democrats and Re-
publicans. The Republicans refused to
go to conference.

Fast forward to October 1. We didn’t
have a budget, and, therefore, it was
necessary to pass a continuing resolu-
tion. That is what you do. When we
can’t pass a budget, we keep govern-
ment operating at the current levels
until we can agree on a budget. So that
is what we decided to do, but we went
further. The majority leader met with
the Speaker of the House, and rather
than negotiating about what level we
thought should be in the continuing
resolution—what the Democrats and
the Republicans thought—we went
along with the lower number. We nego-
tiated the continuing resolution at the
lower level, and that is what we passed.

The Republicans in the House decided
they would not go for that, and they
attached their changes in the health
care system as a condition to passing a
continuing resolution. Make no mis-
take about it; it is a tea party shut-
down.

Now the Republicans are saying to
us: Why aren’t we negotiating? Well,
let me quote from this morning’s edi-
torial in the Baltimore Sun. I think
this morning’s editorial really captures
where we are as far as negotiations.
The headline says:

There is no room to ‘‘negotiate’” when ex-
tremists take the federal government hos-
tage—and threaten to do the same to the
economy.

How can the tea partiers in the House ex-
pect to be offered anything for doing the
equivalent of strapping C-4 and a detonator
to their chests and holding the government
hostage?

The editorial goes on to say:

Reward these tactics and you’ll only see
more of it in Congress. And that’s critically
important given that the stakes are about to
rise. Should Republicans engage in similar
behavior with the debt ceiling, they risk not
only the health of the U.S. economy but the
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global economy. To default on the debt—to
refuse to pay bills already incurred by the
federal government—has the potential to
pull the nation back into recession and put
thousands, if not millions, of people out of
work.

It is very clear: We have com-
promised, and the tea party Repub-
licans have shut down government. We
can’t negotiate with a gun to our head.
It reminds me of a football team that
played a game and didn’t like the re-
sults, so they say: Let’s just play that
game all over.

Last Sunday the Baltimore Ravens
didn’t play a very good game. They
lost. They didn’t say: Let’s play that
game over. They are going to be here
this weekend playing again and trying
to improve their record.

I heard one of my colleagues use an-
other sports analogy. He said we could
do a mulligan on ObamaCare. We are
the big leagues. There are no mulligans
at the U.S. Open. There are no mul-
ligans in golf. Let’s use the regular
order.

Yes, we want to negotiate a budget
for the next year, but we can’t do it
with a gun at our head and say: Open
government and pay our bills.

Then the Republicans are saying:
Well, let’s do this piecemeal. Why don’t
we just take up small provisions.

This is another quote from this
morning’s Baltimore Sun:

Even the little fixes the GOP is offering is
outrageous if they slow down the return of a
fully-funded government. Reopening parks
would be great, but what about cancer pa-
tients denied treatment? And for every Na-
tional Institutes of Health reopened, what
about the funding for inspectors that are
making sure our food isn’t tainted, or intel-
ligence officers monitoring the next al-Qaida
attack, or FDA scientists reviewing the next
miracle drug? It’s impossible to even keep
track of all of the hardships the shutdown
has created, and why do so when the solution
is at hand?

This shutdown is hard on our coun-
try. My colleagues have talked about
it. It has affected our welfare, it has
put our Nation at risk, and it has hurt
our economy—including my own State
of Maryland. Senator MIKULSKI is here,
and she will be speaking as chairman of
the Appropriations Committee. The
State of Maryland loses $15 million
every day in our State economy.

We literally have over 100,000 workers
who are on furlough and not getting
paid, and it is costing the taxpayers
money. The last shutdown in 1995 cost
$2 billion. What a waste of taxpayers’
resources.

Let us put an end to this tea party
shutdown. Let us also assure those who
are on furlough that they will get paid.
I have introduced legislation in this re-
gard. I believe the House is going to be
passing that legislation. Let’s make it
clear that our Federal workers—who
have endured 3 years of pay freezes,
furloughs under sequestration, and
have been asked to do more with less—
will be made whole when this shutdown
ends.

Let’s put an end to the shutdown and
make sure we pay our bills. Let’s meet
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together to work out a budget for the
coming year, as we should.

The tragedy here is that the votes
are in the House of Representatives to
pass the Senate continuing resolution.
If Speaker BOEHNER would just vote on
the resolution we sent over, the shut-
down would end and we could get on
with the business of this Nation.

I yield the floor

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I intended
to give remarks and then promulgate a
series of unanimous consent requests.
However, the majority leader re-
quested, for purposes of scheduling,
that I begin with the unanimous con-
sent requests, which I am happy to do
to accommodate his schedule. I ask
that at the conclusion of these unani-
mous consent requests, I be given 20
minutes to speak to lay out the rea-
sons why I believe the majority should
cede to these unanimous consent re-
quests.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

—————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.J. RES. 72

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of H.J.
Res. 72, making continuing appropria-
tions for veterans’ benefits for the fis-
cal year 2014, which was received from
the House.

I ask further consent that the meas-
ure be read three times and passed and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, the junior
Senator from Texas has offered a unan-
imous consent request that we take
care of veterans in this shutdown of
government. I would note that there is
no Senator or Member of Congress who
does not care deeply about making sure
our veterans are taken care of, includ-
ing this Senator from the State of
Washington.

As the Presiding Officer knows and
our colleagues know, I have spoken
often of my own father who was a
World War II veteran and who spent
most of his life in a wheelchair and re-
ceived a Purple Heart. I know the sac-
rifices our veterans make.

As chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee previously, I fought to
make sure every veteran had what they
need, to make sure we said more than
just thank you but provided them what
they need. So I know our veterans well.

What I also know about our veterans
is that they, above everyone else, are
suffering. They went to serve our coun-
try and said we will take care of the
rest of you at our own personal sac-
rifice. They would be the last to come
before us and say, Take care of me be-
fore everyone else. They would say to
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us, Take care of our fellow man and
leave no one behind.

So I am going to ask that the Sen-
ator modify his request and do what
our military has always asked their
fellow man to do and leave no one be-
hind. Our request will ensure that ev-
eryone who fights for our country,
takes care of our country, works for
our country in emergencies, depends on
our country to make sure they have
the opportunity every one of us has
here is able to have that opportunity
and they are not held hostage to a gov-
ernment shutdown, so we can get back
to work and solve our country’s prob-
lems. We need to end this tea party
shutdown and we can do it with the re-
quest I will ask right now.

I have a modification to suggest to
the request of the junior Senator from
Texas. I ask unanimous consent that
this request be modified as follows:
That an amendment, which is at the
desk, be agreed to; that the joint reso-
lution, as amended, then be read a
third time and passed; and the motions
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table, with no inter-
vening action or debate. This amend-
ment is the text that passed the Senate
and it is a clean continuing resolution
for the entire government and is some-
thing that is already over in the House
and reportedly now has the support of
the majority of the Members of the
House of Representatives.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Texas so modify his re-
quest?

Mr. CRUZ. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I thank my friend from Wash-
ington State. I know she talked about
leaving no man or woman behind. I
would note the continuing resolution
the House has passed to fully fund the
Veterans’ Administration treats our
veterans the same way the House and
Senate have already treated active-
duty military.

Just a few days ago, this body unani-
mously passed a bill that said the men
and women of the military would be
paid. Unfortunately, it seems to be the
position of the majority in this body
that veterans should be treated not as
well as our active-duty military and, in
particular, that the full funding of the
VA should be held hostage to every
other priority the Democrats in this
Chamber must have.

I understand the Democrats in this
Chamber are committed to ObamaCare
with all of their hearts, minds, and
souls, but the veterans of this Nation
should not be held hostage to that
commitment. It is likely, given the
majority’s refusal to negotiate, refusal
to compromise, refusal even to talk to
find a middle ground—it is likely that
this shutdown, instigated by the Demo-
cratic majority, will continue for some
time, and during that time we ought to
be able to find common ground that, at
the very minimum, our veterans
shouldn’t pay the price.

If moments from now my friend from
Washington simply does not object, by
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the end of the day the VA will be fully
funded. If, as we all expect, she does ob-
ject—if she repeats the objection her
majority leader and her party have
made throughout the course of this
week—then much of the VA will re-
main shut down because of that objec-
tion.

She has asked if we can reopen the
entire Federal Government. If the re-
quest is not granted to refund every
single priority in the Federal Govern-
ment that the majority party wants,
then the VA will remain without suffi-
cient funds.

I find that highly objectionable, and
I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Is there objection to the original re-
quest?

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject on behalf of all Americans who
should not be left behind.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 3230

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, the second
unanimous consent request I will pro-
mulgate:

I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of H.R. 3230, making con-
tinuing appropriations during a gov-
ernment shutdown to provide pay al-
lowances to members of the Reserve
components of the Armed Forces,
which was received from the House; I
ask further unanimous consent that
the measure be read three times and
passed, and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, the junior Sen-
ator from Texas launched this govern-
ment shutdown with a 21-hour presen-
tation here on the floor of the Senate.
It is clear from the actions of the
House and his actions today that he is
starting to try to reconcile in his mind
all the damage which this government
shutdown, which he inspired, is causing
across the United States.

This particular unanimous consent
request relates to National Guard Re-
servists, a group which we hold in high
esteem. But if the junior Senator from
Texas is really focused on veterans and
those who have served our country, he
should take into consideration the
560,000 Federal employees who are cur-
rently facing furlough or are on fur-
lough, who are veterans, a fourth of
whom are disabled veterans. So what
the junior Senator from Texas is doing
is picking and choosing who he will
allow in the lifeboat. At this moment,
it is National Guard and Reserve, while
leaving 560,000 veteran Federal employ-
ees out in the water thrashing for
themselves. That is not the way we
should manage or govern this country.
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I can understand the anxiety the
Senator feels about the problems he
has created, but trying to solve them
one piece at a time is not the American
way. I object. And I ask unanimous
consent, though—before I object, I ask
unanimous consent that the request be
modified, that an amendment which is
at the desk be agreed to, that the bill
be amended, then be read a third time
and passed, and the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table, with no intervening action
or debate.

This amendment is the text that
passed the Senate. It is a clean con-
tinuing resolution for the entire gov-
ernment, including the National
Guard, Reserve, VA, NIH—all of them.
It is something that is already over in
the House of Representatives and re-
portedly has the support of a majority
of Democrats and Republicans and
could pass today.

I ask for that modification.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator so modify his request?

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, no one watching
these proceedings should be confused.
We are in a shutdown because Presi-
dent Obama and the majority leader of
this body want a shutdown, because
they believe it is in the partisan inter-
ests of their party to have a shutdown.

Four times the House of Representa-
tives has come to us, four times the
House of Representatives has endeav-
ored to meet a middle ground, and four
times the majority leader and every
Democrat in this body has said, No, we
will not talk, we will not compromise,
we will not have a middle ground, and
100 percent of the priorities of the
Democrats in this body must be funded
or they will insist on a shutdown.

I thank my friend from Illinois for
making clear that the members of the
Reserve components of our Armed
Forces, in his judgment, are not wor-
thy of being paid during the shutdown
that the Democrats have forced. I
could not disagree with that judgment
more strongly. Let us be clear.

This bill that has passed the House
doesn’t mention ObamaCare; it has
nothing to do with ObamaCare. It sim-
ply says the exact same thing my
friend from Illinois already agreed to,
which is that the active-duty men and
women of the military would not be
held hostage and would be paid if it so
happened that the Democrats forced a
shutdown.

Apparently, the position of the ma-
jority of this body is that we have a
double standard, that Reserve members
are not treated as well as active-duty
members; that Reserve members will
not get their paychecks.

Let’s be clear that this bill could be
on the President’s desk for signature
today if my friend from Illinois would
simply withdraw his objection. Unfor-
tunately, in a move I think reflects a
level of cynicism not befitting of the
responsibility all of us have, my friend
is prepared to object and to say that
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