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for our safety, for our security; people 
who work in the Federal courts; people 
who are not working, but are govern-
ment employees. They are not essen-
tial, so they are furloughed, but they 
can’t go out and get another job in the 
middle of all of this. They just have to 
wait until it is all over to collect that 
back pay. 

There are so many contractors I hear 
from who can’t continue with their 
contracts, because maybe they work 
with the Coast Guard or other Federal 
agencies, and they can’t keep the fund-
ing going, and they can’t give any cer-
tainty to when jobs will be completed 
or to their own employees. 

I have a couple of minutes left and I 
am going to read a long story, but it 
might just take up exactly the right 
amount of time. 

We talk so much about all of the em-
ployees, but there are so many others 
who are impacted by this, and, particu-
larly, in the agriculture sector in 
Maine. We are very proud of our farm-
ers. We are very proud of seeing new, 
young farmers getting into the busi-
ness, of farms being revived and finding 
new markets. 

This was a story from the Grace Pond 
Farm in Thomaston. They shared their 
story of how the USDA shutdown has 
impacted them. They said: ‘‘We are 
often a little removed from the issues 
affecting others. We can sigh and re-
joice, cry and shake our fists at the air 
with just a little bit of safe distance 
from way up here; but not this time. 
This shutdown affects everyone and 
that everyone includes us. 

‘‘We have planned, schemed and 
dreamed our way onto this historic 
farm property in Thomaston. Gregg 
and I have spent countless late nights, 
after catching chickens and milking 
cows, staring at screens and numbers, 
and putting together business plans 
and spreadsheets to grow sustainably. 

‘‘Our goal—to be able to just milk 
cows, grow chickens and turkeys, feed 
our kids and neighbors, and drive a car 
that runs. Gregg grew up learning how 
to enjoy dark mornings, working on a 
dairy farm in rural Pennsylvania. I 
grew up in central Maine, spending 
mornings waiting for the Skehan’s 
dairy truck and learning how to beat 
my brother to the cream on top of that 
glass bottle. 

‘‘We want to ensure that both of 
these experiences are available to our 
kids, and to everyone in Maine, for 
years to come. 

‘‘Our farm is financed the old-fash-
ioned way—on a tightrope. We operate 
on a faith-based budget, and that keeps 
things exciting. The FSA and the 
USDA rural development loans are val-
uable resources for poor folks that 
want to work hard and eat well—and 
we make good use of them. 

‘‘About a year ago, with a shifting 
dairy market impacting our current 
situation, we poured ourselves into the 
process of financing the new farm we’d 
found to fit our needs. 

‘‘Utilizing a community lender, we 
managed to secure that property, and 

relying on our faith-based budget, we 
went for it. Thanks to CEI for taking 
that chance on us. We also began the 
laborious process of financing the dairy 
infrastructure at the new property 
using the FSA as our security lender, 
because that’s what they do for us. 

‘‘This is all contingent on our selling 
the ‘old’ farm property—we cannot in 
any way carry two farms. After grate-
fully securing a buyer for the ‘old’ 
farm, we were moments away from 
closing when the government was shut 
down. Just like that, we lost access to 
our mortgage holder and all of the nec-
essary documentation and signatures 
that they alone can provide. 

‘‘Not only that, we were just a few 
weeks away from the deadline for our 
Maine DACF-based dairy loan, and 
found ourselves suddenly without the 
proof of security necessary. No skin in 
the game equals no dairy loan. 

‘‘We are now weeks past our closing. 
We continue to accrue heating bills, 
taxes, and mortgage interest on the 
‘old’ farm property, while we pay all of 
the same on the ‘new’ one. We had to 
scramble to find another bridge loan 
for the dairy infrastructure, and due to 
the lender being anyone but the USDA, 
the interest rate is more than 5 per-
centage points higher—this translates 
to an annual number that made our 
‘numbers guy’ take a few breaths be-
fore commenting when he heard the 
news. We are thousands of dollars into 
this shutdown now. 

‘‘We operate on razor-thin margins. 
We are not alone. The companies that 
sell us grain, and chicks, and poults, 
are all actual people, employing other 
actual people, all operating on a faith- 
based budget, trying to preserve a way 
of life that we believe has value and 
merit. We need an end to the shutdown 
before we have to shut down and the 
way life should be is that much more 
lost to us all.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I thank all of my 
colleagues for being here tonight and 
thank everyone who shared their sto-
ries and allowed us to let you in on a 
little bit of how this tragedy proceeds. 
I encourage a negotiation and a settle-
ment. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWN AND 
STATUS OF WALL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
UNDERWOOD). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2019, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN) for 30 min-
utes. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to address the current gov-
ernment shutdown and the status of 
the government wall. 

It is kind of a frustrating issue to ad-
dress, because there is so much misin-

formation out there. The first thing I 
will address is the unpaid employees. 
We can pay the unpaid employees, par-
ticularly the employees who are work-
ing, if we would pass a bill now. We do 
not have to end this whole thing. 

There is a wonderful bill, H.R. 271, in-
troduced by Congressman BROOKS—I 
am a cosponsor—that will immediately 
pay all of the current, working Federal 
employees. 

I do not have the power to put that 
bill on the floor, because I am just a 
regular Congressman from Wisconsin. 
But the majority leader, if you see 
him, could put that bill on the floor 
any time. And if the real concern here 
is for the Federal employees who work 
in our airports, who work in the Coast 
Guard, who work in our prisons—many 
of whom I know and are great people— 
if these people really cared about them, 
that bill would be on the floor next 
Tuesday and winging its way to Presi-
dent Trump’s desk by this time next 
week. 

It is a mystery to me why, when so 
many politicians purport to care about 
the Federal employees, they will not 
bring forth this bill to pay them with-
out having the whole issue solved. 

The next issue I am going to address 
is these people who say President 
Trump cannot compromise. I don’t 
know whether they haven’t been pay-
ing attention the last 2 years, or 
whether they just love to make things 
up. 

For the public to understand, under 
normal circumstances if we are going 
to build a wall, the wall is in what we 
call an appropriation bill, or what peo-
ple back home would refer to as a budg-
et. President Trump ran on the wall, 
and the wall is necessary, and we will 
talk about that in a second. Neverthe-
less, President Trump would have 
wanted funding for this wall in some 
budget. 

For his first 2 years, President 
Trump was sent budgets by Congress, 
or spending bills by Congress, that did 
not contain a wall. That was frus-
trating to him, but because he did not 
want to shut down the government, 
and did not want to penalize the gov-
ernment employees, President Trump, 
particularly, with a big omnibus bill 
about a year ago, signed big spending 
bills without a wall because he com-
promised. 

You will recall that originally people 
talked about this wall being $20 billion. 
President Trump is now asking for $5.7 
billion. In the last week, I have taken 
time to meet with the former head of 
the Border Patrol. I have been on the 
Arizona border, and it disappoints the 
experts in the field, the people on the 
border themselves, that Donald Trump 
has compromised so much as to want 
only funding for a fraction of the wall. 

So I would say, coming down from $20 
billion to $5.7 billion is a big com-
promise. I would say twice signing en-
tire appropriations for his first 2 years 
in office without the wall, is a big com-
promise by President Trump. 
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President Trump, last Saturday, also 

decided to extend DACA, and decided 
to extend temporary protected status 
on people. Now, what I found out from 
listening to the Border Patrol is that 
when you talk about DACA, insofar as 
the President talks about it, it encour-
ages more people to come here from 
south of the border because they will 
assume DACA is a permanent thing, 
and that more and more people will be 
added to it. 

But, despite the fact that it might 
have been irresponsible to talk about 
DACA and extending it again, Presi-
dent Trump, in an effort to com-
promise, decided to throw these other 
policy items in the mix on Saturday. 

I sometimes slip, instead of calling 
President Trump the Commander in 
Chief, I call him the compromiser in 
chief, because he has given so much to 
twice sign annual bills without funding 
for the wall and asked for funding for 
only a fraction of the wall. 

When I was down on the border, I saw 
places where the wall needed exten-
sions. President Trump is not asking 
for enough money for the extensions 
that the Border Patrol needs. But in 
the interest of compromise, President 
Trump has asked for $5.7 billion. I will 
talk in a second about how much 
money that is. I know for me, $5.7 bil-
lion is a huge amount of money. But 
let’s talk about what other people are 
willing to vote on around here. 

Madam Speaker, $5.7 billion for the 
wall is about one-seventh of what we 
spend every year on foreign aid. I never 
hear Congressmen come up here and 
rail against all the money we are 
spending on foreign aid and how we 
could do wonderful things if we only 
kept that money at home. But all of a 
sudden, with one-seventh of the cost of 
foreign aid, we have a battery of people 
on the other side of the aisle saying we 
could do so many better things with 
that money, when in the wink of an 
eye, they are going to pass appropria-
tion bills spending seven times that 
much, year, after year, after year, after 
year on foreign aid. 

President Trump greatly increased 
the defense budget—more than I would 
have liked. I complained about it a lit-
tle bit. The funding for the wall would 
be about one-twelfth of the increase— 
not the total budget—the increase in 
the defense budget under President 
Trump. 

Again, I objected. Almost nobody 
around here, however, objected to this 
large increase in the defense budget. 
But now it comes to the wall, and all of 
a sudden, they can’t bring themselves 
to vote for it. 

Is this a crisis? You bet it is a crisis. 
Like I said, I was down on the border 
last week in Sasabe, Arizona. First of 
all, we have a huge cost to the govern-
ment at the border. People are coming 
across the border using our medical fa-
cilities. The Governor of California has 
outright said he will be happy to have 
all of the immigrants. I guess every-
body in the Western Hemisphere can 

come to California and have the gov-
ernment, which to a certain extent 
means the Federal Government, pay 
for medical costs. 

Madam Speaker, 90 percent of the 
heroin comes across the southern bor-
der. Now, you hear people say that 
most of that is at selected points of 
entry. But the reason most of the her-
oin comes in at selected points of entry 
is because we are not catching vir-
tually anybody between the points of 
entry. They are just walking in where 
there is no wall. 

I don’t know—given the huge number 
of people who die of heroin every 
year—that we can say that not putting 
walls in the gaps in the current system 
is not something that is necessary and 
not something that we need to do to 
solve that heroin crisis. 

There are a lot of parts of that heroin 
crisis, but when that amount of heroin 
is coming across south of the border, 
part of the answer is to complete the 
wall. 

We are getting more and more chil-
dren on our border. What is going on 
right now, so people understand, is par-
ents are sending their children to the 
border. And if the children come to the 
border, which is all the easier, because 
they may have somebody escort them 
to the border, we will take those chil-
dren and deliver them to a relative 
around the country. 

I would say if a child is taking the 
hazardous trek, albeit helped along the 
way, to come to the United States, and 
the parents are sending the children 
with somebody who may not be their 
relative, sending their children because 
once the children are here, the children 
can say they are living in America, and 
the parents can come here under the 
family rules and join them; it is a huge 
crisis. 

Other people coming and trying to 
get between the points of entry are fre-
quently found dying. I have been told— 
I haven’t confirmed it—that in the 
Tucson sector alone, in the last 15 or 16 
years, over 2,000 people have been found 
dead of dehydration, starvation, and 
what have you. That is what you call a 
humanitarian crisis. 

b 1830 
The overall cost on our overburdened 

government—different people can 
argue how much illegal immigrants 
cost this country. The Heritage Foun-
dation—some people may not agree 
with them—feels it is over $50 billion a 
year. 

Madam Speaker, when it is costing 
us $50 billion a year between the 
healthcare costs, the welfare costs, the 
education costs, and the criminal jus-
tice costs, how can you not spend $5.7 
billion to begin to solve this crisis? 

The next thing to address, it is some-
times said, and people say it to my 
right, that everybody wants to do 
something about the border. I question 
that, given what other people are say-
ing. 

It may surprise Americans out there 
to know that there are a lot of people 

out there who buy into the idea that 
the United States can be kind of like 
Europe and we can have open borders 
and everybody can walk wherever they 
want. 

How do we know this? All around the 
country we have sanctuary cities in 
which mayors or sanctuary counties in 
which county executives or, in the case 
of California, a whole State in which 
local officials are forbidden to ask peo-
ple whether they are here legally or 
not. The only explanation for that is 
Americans are electing people around 
the country who do not believe in bor-
ders and who are perfectly happy to 
have tens of millions of people come 
across our southern border, some good, 
some not so good. 

But, obviously, these people do not 
believe in border security. If you be-
lieve in border security, Madam Speak-
er, the Governor of California would 
not be openly inviting everybody to 
come to California for free medical 
care. 

It is clear that a lot of people out 
there do not want a closed border. 

Another piece of evidence for that, 
Madam Speaker, is you have Members 
of Congress saying we should get rid of 
ICE and get rid of immigration en-
forcement. People who publicly say we 
should get rid of immigration enforce-
ment—even though it is a preposterous 
idea, of course—border security is not a 
priority for them. They are the type of 
people who, on examining the situa-
tion, can see no reason why we cannot 
accept 5, 10, 15, or 20 million other ille-
gal immigrants across the border. 

By the way, one other thing I found 
out talking to Border Patrol is nobody 
knows exactly how many illegal immi-
grants are in the country. Madam 
Speaker, you sometimes heard it said 
11 million, 12 million. It could be 15 
million, or it could be 20 million. We 
really aren’t counting, and the people 
on the border, Border Patrol them-
selves, will admit that they don’t know 
how many people are coming across the 
border. 

Now, Madam Speaker, the next thing 
you hear is: Oh, I care about border se-
curity. I just don’t believe in the wall. 

Why don’t I believe that? I don’t be-
lieve that they really care about border 
security because walls work. 

Now, behind me, I have pictures of 
four parts of a wall in other parts of 
the world. 

Here we have a wonderful wall which 
cut illegal immigration by over 90 per-
cent in the San Diego-Tijuana area. 
That wall works. 

I was in Nogales, Arizona. Here is a 
wall that was recently refurbished, and 
that wall works. Unfortunately, as you 
will notice, the wall ends, and the Bor-
der Patrol and the ranchers who live 
near this area, one of whom I recently 
talked to, said all of a sudden MS–13 
showed up and they had to give them 
dinner at the ranch. These people des-
perately want this wall to be extended 
a little bit. 

Here we have more wall in Sasabe, 
Arizona. 
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Here we have a wall that has cut ille-

gal immigration down to almost noth-
ing in Israel. 

I was not able to find a wall, which 
has also been successful—I have got to 
get a picture. We will be back next 
week with a picture of a wall between 
Jordan and Syria. 

Madam Speaker, you might say: Why 
are you talking about a wall between 
Jordan and Syria? Because a lot of that 
wall was paid for by the United States. 

Now, why did the United States have 
no problem funding a wall in San Diego 
or a wall in Sasabe or upgrading the 
wall in Nogales? Many of my col-
leagues on the right side of me here 
had no problem voting for these walls. 
But there is something different about 
these walls from the walls President 
Trump wants. These walls were pro-
posed by somebody other than Presi-
dent Trump. 

When it was President Clinton pro-
posing to build a wall in San Diego, 
people didn’t say it was immoral to 
have a wall. 

When President Obama was extend-
ing or upgrading the wall in Nogales, 
Arizona, people didn’t say: ‘‘President 
Obama is an immoral person. Walls 
look bad.’’ You never even heard about 
it. I didn’t know about it until a couple 
weeks ago. 

When you have a wall going up in 
Sasabe, which desperately has to be ex-
tended, that wall was built under 
President Bush, under appropriation 
bills, and not a peep. Nobody said it 
was immoral when President Bush 
built a wall. 

So, Madam Speaker, now we get 
down to, I reluctantly conclude, be-
cause I have to wonder when you have 
these other successful walls around the 
world, when we have no problem voting 
for walls for Jordan for goodness’ sake, 
why, all of a sudden in this large budg-
et—and every budget has things in it 
we don’t like. Why, all of a sudden, do 
we go through all this heartburn, put 
all these Federal employees through fi-
nancial distress, why do we do it when, 
in the past, we have built walls all the 
time? I have to conclude, sadly, part of 
it is some people want President 
Trump to fail. 

The fact that not building a wall 
means all that much more heroin 
across the border, it means many more 
people sneaking across the border or 
escorted across the border by the Mexi-
can cartels—and, by the way, today the 
Mexican cartels run the border. 

So to come in this country means 
you are hostage for awhile to the Mexi-
can cartels, which may be one of the 
reasons why they don’t do a very good 
job of protecting the women down 
there. It is why it can be very expen-
sive for people. It is why people who 
try to escort you across the border who 
aren’t a member of the cartel, if they 
are caught, will be killed and, appar-
ently, in some cases, skinned alive. But 
we don’t want to stop the current situ-
ation. 

Again, the folks back home will have 
to wonder: Why can people build a wall 

in Jordan, why can we let President 
Clinton build a wall in San Diego 
which is very effective, why can we let 
President Bush build a wall, why can 
we let President Obama upgrade our 
walls, but all of a sudden, President 
Trump becomes President and we have 
to have a shutdown because we can’t 
vote for a budget with a wall in it? 

I have voted for spending bills under 
chief executives who were Democrats 
and Republicans, and I usually agree 
with the Republicans, but it never oc-
curred to me to vote against a spending 
bill because I didn’t like other policies 
of the chief executive. 

So here we have it, Madam Speaker. 
We will refresh your memory one more 
time: walls work. They work in Israel; 
they work in San Diego; and they work 
in Nogales. 

We have paid for many walls both in 
this country and in other countries; 
and other countries build walls, and 
they are successful. 

If we do not build a wall, we will con-
tinue to have people starve as they try 
to come in here inappropriately. We 
will continue to have bad people come 
across the border who commit crimes. 
We will continue to have people come 
across the border who are here for our 
generous welfare benefits. 

This is something that didn’t occur 
to me until I got down to the border 
and talked to Customs. They said that, 
when you look in people’s wallets and 
you look in people’s purses, they find 
food stamps—EBT cards—in those 
purses. In other words, people are com-
ing here to get our welfare benefits. 

It would be much better if we com-
pleted the wall and funneled people 
through the normal entry points so we 
could keep some of the criminal ele-
ment out of the country, so we could 
keep people who are coming here just 
to take advantage of our generous med-
ical systems—all with Federal dollars 
going into this that our Governor of 
California and mayor of New York are 
so eager to give away—so we can solve 
this crisis. 

All it takes is somebody to be willing 
to pass a budget, a budget that is too 
free-spending otherwise, by the way. I 
don’t like all the excessive spending in 
the budget, but every budget is a com-
promise, and we are willing to build 
the wall. 

I hope, in the interim, that my col-
leagues who at least are pretending 
now to care about the Federal employ-
ees will bring a separate bill to the 
floor, which they can do at any time. A 
wonderful bill, H.R. 271, MO BROOKS, a 
great guy, bring that bill to the floor 
so we can pay the Coast Guard, we can 
pay the guys and gals working in the 
Federal prisons, and we can pay the 
TSA guys. So, Madam Speaker, even if 
you don’t feel like spending anything 
on the wall today, at least they can get 
paid for the work they are doing. 

Madam Speaker, you are crying croc-
odile tears if you do not cosponsor 
those bills and bring those bills to the 
floor but then claim that you have 

sympathy for the Federal employees. 
We do not have to solve the other 
issues to get these people paid. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMOR-
ROW, AND ADJOURNMENT FROM 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 25, 2019, TO 
MONDAY, JANUARY 28, 2019 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn to meet at 2 p.m. to-
morrow, and further, when the House 
adjourns on that day, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next, when it shall 
convene at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 
FOR THE 116TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 24, 2019. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to Rule 

XI, Clause 2(a) of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, I respectfully submit the 
rules of the 116th Congress for the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means for publication in 
the Congressional Record. The Committee 
adopted these rules by voice vote, with a 
quorum being present, at our organizational 
meeting on Thursday, January 24, 2019. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD E. NEAL, 

Chairman. 
A. GENERAL 

RULE 1. APPLICATION OF HOUSE RULES 
The rules of the House are the rules of the 

Committee on Ways and Means and its sub-
committees so far as applicable, except that 
a motion to recess from day to day, and a 
motion to dispense with the first reading (in 
full) of a bill or resolution, if printed copies 
are available, is a non-debatable motion of 
high privilege in the Committee. 

Each subcommittee of the Committee is 
part of the Committee and is subject to the 
authority and direction of the Committee 
and to its rules so far as applicable. Written 
rules adopted by the Committee, not incon-
sistent with the Rules of the House, shall be 
binding on each subcommittee of the Com-
mittee. 

The provisions of rule XI of the Rules of 
the House are incorporated by reference as 
the rules of the Committee to the extent ap-
plicable. 

RULE 2. MEETING DATE AND QUORUMS 
The regular meeting day of the Committee 

on Ways and Means shall be each Wednesday 
while the House is in session. However, the 
Committee shall not meet on the regularly 
scheduled meeting day if there is no business 
to be considered. 

A majority of the Committee constitutes a 
quorum for business; provided however, that 
two Members shall constitute a quorum at 
any regularly scheduled hearing called for 
the purpose of taking testimony and receiv-
ing evidence. In establishing a quorum for 
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