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Thompson (PA) Walorski Wittman
Thornberry Waltz Womack
Timmons Watkins Woodall
Tipton Weber (TX) Wright
Turner Webster (FL) Yoho
Upton Wenstrup Young
Walberg Westerman Zeldin
Walden Williams
Walker Wilson (SC)

NOT VOTING—9
Cohen Katko McHenry
DeFazio King (IA) Smith (WA)
Frankel Lowey Wagner
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 93.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. KING of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
able to vote on February 26, 2019 due to my
flight being delayed on account of inclement
weather. Had | been present, | would have
voted no on Roll Call No. 90, no on Roll Call
No. 91, no on Roll Call No. 92, and no on Roll
Call No. 93.

—————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’' AF-
FAIRS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 26, 2019.

DEAR MADAME SPEAKER: Due to a clerical
error outside of our office, I have been mis-
takenly added to the House Veterans’ Affairs
Committee roster. I am submitting this
statement to remedy this error. I hereby re-
sign from the House Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee.

Sincerely,
ANDY LEVIN.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

———

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 148

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Brown of Mary-
land.

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mr.
Tonko.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mrs. Craig.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS AFFAIRS: Mr.
Levin of California (to rank immediately
after Mr. Lamb).

Mr. JEFFRIES (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
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that the resolution be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, February 26, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Under Clause 2(g)
of Rule IT of the Rules of the U.S. House of
Representatives, I herewith designate Ms.
Gloria Lett, Deputy Clerk, Mr. Robert
Reeves, Deputy Clerk, and Lloyd Horwich,
Legal Counsel, to sign any and all papers and
do all other acts for me under the name of
the Clerk of the House which they would be
authorized to do by virtue of this designa-
tion, except such as are provided by statute,
in case of my temporary absence or dis-
ability.

This designation shall remain in effect for
the 116th Congress or until modified by me.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON,
Clerk of the House.

————

TERMINATION OF NATIONAL
EMERGENCY DECLARED BY THE
PRESIDENT ON FEBRUARY 15,
2019

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 144, 1
call up the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
46) relating to a national emergency
declared by the President on February
15, 2019, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 144, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. RES. 46

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, pursuant to section
202 of the National Emergencies Act (50
U.S.C. 1622), the national emergency declared
by the finding of the President on February
15, 2019, in Proclamation 9844 (84 Fed. Reg.
4949) is hereby terminated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
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marks and insert extraneous material
on H.J. Res. 46.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

President Trump’s decision to de-
clare a national emergency at the
southern border to siphon funds for his
border wall is an unconstitutional, gro-
tesque abuse of power.

An emergency declaration is not a
last-ditch maneuver to employ when
all negotiation attempts have failed.
The House of Representatives has re-
jected the President’s border wall. The
Senate has rejected the border wall.
And the American people have rejected
this useless wall.

The President does not get to over-
ride Congress in a raucous temper tan-
trum over his inability to broker a
deal. The National Emergencies Act
was enacted in 1976 to expedite the al-
location of resources for real emer-
gencies to save American lives and
mitigate damage caused by natural dis-
asters and acts of terror. It was not
fashioned to allow a President to deny
the will of Congress and the American
people.

Both Democrats and Republicans
alike should be very concerned about
the ramifications of this unprecedented
executive action. It is a direct threat
to the balance of power that our coun-
try was built upon and a violation of
our Nation’s Constitution.

There is also no factual basis for the
emergency declaration. Immigration
from the southern border has signifi-
cantly decreased in the last 10 years.
Any attempts to characterize the bor-
der as a crisis zone are flagrant abuses
of statistics, which have shown that
border crossings are at the lowest they
have been in 40 years.

President Trump has long proved he
is not married to the truth or facts,
and he has no proof to substantiate his
wild claims about the status of the
United States and the Mexican border.

We cannot abandon our commitment
to responsible governing and the truth
because President Trump is outraged
at his inability to fulfill a campaign
promise.

There is wide bipartisan support for
this measure, and our democracy de-
mands that we condemn this subver-
sion of our Constitution and this mis-
use of Presidential power.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, the President clearly
laid out the case for the declaration of
a national emergency in his State of
the Union Address right here. National
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security is obviously the President’s
highest priority, and I support his ef-
forts to build a wall.

There is a crisis. There is a crisis at
the border that could have been ad-
dressed much sooner and prevented.
Open border policies of the last admin-

istration compounded this growing
problem.

We have schools, hospitals, and other
services that have become over-

crowded. American workers have been
hurt by reduced job opportunities and
lower wages. At the same time, human
and drug trafficking has thrived.

In many communities, the notorious
MS-13 gang has grown. We have seen
tragic cases of crimes committed by il-
legal aliens who have been deported
not once, not even twice, but multiple
times.

I want to cite just one example from
my home State of Missouri. A man
named Pablo Serrano-Vitorino was de-
ported to Mexico after a felony convic-
tion in 2003. He later returned to this
country illegally and was arrested
again in 2014 and 2015 after several
more violent incidents, but he re-
mained in the U.S.

Then, in 2016, this individual, who
had no right to be in this country, was
charged for murdering five people in
Kansas City, Kansas, and Montgomery
County, Missouri.

Stories like this are not unique to
Missouri, Mr. Speaker. These horri-
fying events are happening across this
country.

This is a crisis. The men and women
who put their lives on the line every
day to bring order and security to our
borders deserve the tools that they
need to do the job, and now this Presi-
dent is taking decisive action to finally
address the crisis using the authority
provided to him by the Congress.

The National Emergencies Act is
very clear. The provisions the Presi-
dent will use under title 10 explicitly
provide the President with clear au-
thority.

I support the President’s efforts. I be-
lieve he is well within the law in mak-
ing this declaration, and I urge my col-
leagues to oppose H.J. Res. 46.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2%2 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CASTRO).

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
about 6 weeks ago, when the rumors
began that the President might declare
a national emergency to build his bor-
der wall, my staff and I began working
with legislative counsel to make sure
that Congress would have a say in what
amounts to constitutional cannibalism
by the President.

This is the most consequential vote
we will take in a generation on the bal-
ance of powers between the legislative
and the executive branches of govern-
ment, whether we will respect the sepa-
ration of powers enshrined in our Con-
stitution, stand up for Congress, for
this country, and for the Constitution,
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or whether we will stand down, in favor
of the President.

The precedent that may be set today
and this week, or next week when the
Senate votes if Congress allows this
President’s emergency declaration to
stand will not have ramifications only
on this matter or the building of a bor-
der wall. If the President is successful,
he will likely come back for more. He
will likely circumvent Congress again,
in the same unconstitutional way.

Not only will this President do it, fu-
ture Presidents will do it.

I ask you this: How are we to tell a
future President, if this President is
successful, that gun deaths, which
number in the tens of thousands, are
not a national emergency, that opioid
deaths are not a national emergency,
that climate change is not a national
emergency?

This will allow a President to side-
line Congress from much of domestic
policy.

Bear in mind, over the years, Con-
gress has already, on its own, I believe,
given up a lot of its authority with re-
spect to foreign policy.

It is also clear that there is no emer-
gency at the border. Border crossings
are at a four-decade low. The folks who
are coming today are presenting them-
selves to Border Patrol agents seeking
asylum, not trying to get around the
border.

There are more law enforcement offi-
cers at our border—Federal, State, and
local officers—than at any time in our
Nation’s history.

Since its founding, this country has
become the most powerful and pros-
perous on the face of the Earth without
a border wall. That is why most Ameri-
cans disagree with the President usurp-
ing the power of Congress to build his
border wall.

In fact, not only do they disagree
with that, they disagree with using
military construction money on this
border project. Cities like mine, San
Antonio, stand to lose millions of dol-
lars in military construction.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote for this resolution.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, let’s be clear: Congress explicitly
authorized the President to undertake
certain military construction projects
that are not otherwise authorized by
law when it passed the National Secu-
rity Act. The President is working
within the legal boundaries that the
Congress gave him.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MEADOWS).

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Missouri is exactly
right. It is the statutes that allow this
President to do this.

The statutes don’t provide for na-
tional emergencies on climate change.
They don’t allow for national emer-
gencies on gun violence. But they do
allow it in terms of this particular
issue.

The President is exactly right. There
is a crisis at the border, Mr. Speaker.
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But not only this President recognizes
it. The previous President, Obama, in
2014, did as well when he requested $3.7
billion in emergency spending to se-
cure the border.

Where was the outrage then? Where
was the outrage from my colleagues
across the aisle?

President Obama even went further
to say that we needed to secure our
border to deter both adults and chil-
dren from the dangerous journey that
they embarked on.

Where was the outrage across the
aisle then, Mr. Speaker? It was not
there.

Keeping criminals, human traf-
fickers, and drug smugglers away from
our communities is paramount.
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Yes, indeed, we do have an opioid
problem. We have actually appro-
priated billions of dollars to address
that. And yet, somehow, the drugs
flowing across our southern border are
not a crisis?

Again, President Obama seemed to
agree with this and declared a national
emergency for transnational criminal
organizations, specifically calling out
Mexico’s Los Zetas gang, and provided
more authority for ICE to actually
combat that; a national emergency.
Where was the outrage across the aisle
then?

But we don’t even have to look just
at the previous administration. Presi-
dent Clinton also declared a national
emergency to go after narcotics traf-
fickers.

Mr. Speaker, I just find it just unbe-
lievable that here today, that we have
got these newfound constitutionalists
across the aisle, wanting to rein in the
President’s authority.

This is about defeating President
Trump. I encourage a ‘‘no’’ vote on this
resolution.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

The American people should know
that there are not any statutes that
would allow a President to declare an
emergency to build a border wall, not
one piece of legislation would allow
that.

Previous Presidents have declared
emergencies, but they have never ven-
tured into the legislative prerogative
to allocate funding, and that is the dif-
ference that we have here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER), the chair of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, President
Trump’s declaration of a mnational
emergency, as an excuse to build a wall
that Congress explicitly rejected, is an
abuse of his constitutional oath, and
cannot be tolerated by a coequal
branch of government under the Con-
stitution. We must reject this unlawful
power grab and reassert Congress’ au-
thority to exercise the power of the
purse.
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The Constitution could not be clear-
er: ‘“‘No money shall be drawn from the
Treasury, but in consequence of appro-
priations made by law.” That com-
mand reflects a fundamental principle
that is older than our democracy itself:
The chief executive cannot unilaterally
spend taxpayers’ money or redirect a
budget set by the people’s representa-
tives.

Earlier this year, Congress reached a
bipartisan compromise to fund the gov-
ernment, and it was signed by the
President. Congress allocated limited
funding for fencing in certain areas,
but squarely rejected the President’s
request to build a medieval barrier
across the southern border.

Almost immediately, the President
decided to rewrite the budget set by
Congress, and he told us exactly why.
He was not satisfied with what he got
from the process that the Constitution
dictates, so he did an end run and made
it an emergency.

He and his aides have barely even
tried to pretend that the so-called
emergency is a real one. They know
that illegal immigration is at histori-
cally low levels. They know that chil-
dren and families fleeing violence are
coming here to make lawful asylum
claims, not as some kind of invading
army.

They know that illegal drugs over-
whelmingly get smuggled through
ports of entry, and that a wall would do
nothing to change that. But they
refuse to let the facts and the law
stand in the way of their political
agenda.

Even worse, the emergency law that
President Trump invoked allows the
military to redirect funds only if an
emergency ‘‘requires the use of the
armed forces.” And those funds can be
used only for construction projects
that are ‘‘necessary to support such use
of the armed forces.”

But a wall cannot possibly be ‘‘nec-
essary to support’ a military operation
on the border because our laws prohibit
the military from engaging in law en-
forcement activities. The military can-
not enforce an immigration law, so the
President’s actions are doubly unlaw-
ful. There is no real emergency; and
even if there were, the President could
not redirect military funds for a pur-
pose expressly prohibited to the mili-
tary.

Fortunately, the Constitution does
not get suspended based on President
Trump’s preferences about what is con-
venient or ‘‘faster.”” Our Nation’s
Founders left it up to all of us, includ-
ing those of us in Congress, to act as
guardians against exactly this type of
assault on our constitutional order.

In that spirit, I proudly support this
joint resolution, and I call upon my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
stand up and do the same.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS), who is on
the Judiciary Committee.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, on February 15, the President exer-
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cised his clear authority under a clear
Federal statute, duly-enacted by Con-
gress, to use funds already appro-
priated by Congress for the purpose of
securing our southern border.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad about one
thing today coming here. I am glad
that, for many of the years I have been
here, I came through the Rules Com-
mittee, and others, and talked about
Article I authority. I am glad now to
see that we have others who have now
figured that Article I probably needs to
be enforced.

What is interesting is it is selective
enforcement against a President they
don’t like, for a purpose they don’t
want, for a wall that they don’t want
to have because securing a border is
not the top agenda for them.

I get it if you don’t like it. But argue
with the law. The statute itself and the
President’s actions, in accordance with
it, rest solidly within the separation of
powers, and are certainly constitu-
tional.

If you are citing the Supreme Court
case of Youngstown against the Presi-
dent’s action today during this debate,
then I suggest you haven’t read the
case. That reasoning of the Youngs-
town case only applies when the Presi-
dent is acting unilaterally and not pur-
suant to a duly-elected statute by Con-
gress.

Maybe the selective memory here is
because the previous President actu-
ally did that when he instituted the
DACA program under no things that he
could have found to actually work on.

Then we discuss the issue of, is there
an actual emergency on the border?
You know, a President once noted, he
said: ‘“We have seen a significant rise
in apprehensions and processing of
children and individuals from Central
America who are crossing into the
United States in the Rio Grande Valley
areas of the Southwest border. The in-
dividuals who embark upon this per-
ilous journey are subject to violent
crime, abuse, extortion, as they rely on
dangerous human smuggling networks
to transport them through Central
America and Mexico.”

Most may think that was from the
current President. It was not. It was
from President Obama when he was re-
questing more money for the emer-
gency on the border.

The problem is the factual basis is
there. We sat in a hearing today in the
Judiciary Committee, and I had to look
at the faces of our Border Patrol
agents and ICE agents, and others deal-
ing with this on a day-to-day basis
while all they get, many times from
this body, is hate and derision when
they are doing their job that we sent
them to do.

My problem comes back here—if we
can argue about different things—this
was under the law and done by Repub-
licans and Democrats for the last al-
most 40 years. If you want to fix this,
then you have done what you should do
under law. You have brought your reso-
lution of disapproval.
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But if you really wanted to take Ar-
ticle I authority, then actually look at
the law itself. If you actually want to
change it that is what this body ought
to be doing.

If you don’t like the fact that the
President can do something and espe-
cially my friends across the aisle who
don’t want this President to do any-
thing, then fix the law. Go into this
emergency declaration and say, we will
define what a national emergency is.
We will do that.

They don’t want to do that because
they don’t want to bind the hands be-
cause they know that the law was writ-
ten for a purpose that has been upheld
for over 40 years. This is simply a
show. It is a farce.

Let’s just get to the political aspect
of this and say, Mr. Speaker, we don’t
like the President. We don’t like what
he is doing. Oops, we forgot about this
law, and the President said, I will act
under the authority given to me by
Congress.

You can have all the arguments you
want, but at the end of the day, Mr.
Speaker, when you cast this vote, don’t
hide behind Article I. Don’t hide be-
tween separation of powers. Go to the
law and look at what the law says and
vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, may I inquire as to how much time
is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Missouri has 22 minutes
remaining.

The gentleman from Georgia has 22%
minutes remaining.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

We have heard a lot of cries from the
administration about there being a
problem on the southern border with
caravans loaded with people being
human trafficked, and this is just sim-
ply unsubstantiated and unfounded.
There are no reports that this hap-
pening. This is a figment of the imagi-
nation of some in the administration.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Ms. PLASKETT).

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, the
President’s emergency declaration is,
in fact, a power grab to go outside the
bounds of the law and get what he
failed to achieve in constitutional leg-
islative process. After failing to con-
vince the American people and Con-
gress to pay for his ineffective, waste-
ful, multi-billion-dollar concrete wall,
the President is now trying a desperate
end run around Congress with his un-
lawful emergency declaration.

The President is declaring an emer-
gency over a crisis that does not exist.
The statute only applies to national
emergencies that require use of the
armed forces for military construction
projects ‘‘that are necessary to support
such use of the armed forces.”” The bor-
der wall is not a military construction
project. It does not require the use of
the military.
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The immigration law is the responsi-
bility of the Federal immigration en-
forcement agencies, not the military.

The President’s declaration violates
Federal law and that is the crisis. This
is a crisis, a crime against our Con-
stitution. It is an assault; it is a rape,
what the President is doing now,
against the Constitution, against this
legislative body.

I am just in another world that I, as
a constitutional, strict constructionist,
am on this side of the aisle on an issue
like this.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I might remind my colleagues that
Title 10, Section 2808, explicitly au-
thorizes the President to change the
appropriation for military construc-
tion. He is operating within the law.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. ROG-
ERS), who is also the ranking Repub-
lican of the Committee on Homeland
Security.

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, without a doubt, there is a crisis at
the border. Changing demographics
have created unprecedented challenges
for the Border Patrol.

In the early 2000s, most illegal border
crossers were young Mexican men and
our laws allowed us to quickly return
them back to Mexico. But today, that
flow of Mexican men has been replaced
with a mix of men, women, and chil-
dren from Central American countries.

Human traffickers are exploiting the
loopholes in our laws and understand
how our immigration system is broken.
These smugglers tell vulnerable fami-
lies that their child is like their ‘‘visa”
to stay in the U.S., if they can just get
themselves turned in to the border pa-
trol. And these smugglers and their
propaganda are effective.

Family apprehensions for fiscal year
2019 are already 572 percent higher than
fiscal year 2013. And these traffickers
don’t care about the people they smug-
gle. The result is that immigrants of
all ages are arriving on our doorstep in
terrible health.

Border Patrol projects a 133 percent
increase over last year in migrants
needing medical treatment after cross-
ing the border. These changing migrant
flows force our law enforcement offi-
cers to act as paramedics, rather than
enforcing the laws that Congress has
passed.

We need an ‘‘all-of-the-above’” ap-
proach to border security, and that in-
cludes manpower, 21st century tech-
nology, and barriers. With this ap-
proach, we will deter human smugglers
and others crossing hundreds of miles
of open desert with innocent children.

We know this approach works. In
areas where we have built a wall sys-
tem, such as Yuma, illegal traffic has
plummeted by 95 percent. Let’s build
on this success.
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I encourage my colleagues to stand
by President Trump’s decision to use
executive authority to carry out this
approach and keep America safe.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I am glad that the other side ac-
knowledges that the people approach-
ing our southern border are not men
from Mexico, but they are families
with children fleeing violence in Cen-
tral America. That is an important dis-
tinction.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
BROWN), vice chair of the House Armed
Services Committee.

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Speak-
er, there is no national emergency on
our southern border. There are no ter-
rorists who are being apprehended.
There is no invading hostile force, and
border crossings remain at a 40-year
low.

Pulling resources from military con-
struction projects, as President Trump
would do, projects meant to improve
readiness and support our servicemem-
bers, impacts our national security. It
will hurt military families who are al-
ready dealing with military housing
with mold and lead poisoning, and out-
dated schools and medical facilities.

This declaration of national emer-
gency will keep thousands of Active-
Duty troops needlessly deployed at the
southern border and away from their
scheduled training activities and oper-
ational readiness.

This is a fake emergency; and for
President Trump to claim we need to
build a wall to support our Armed
Forces, it is absurd and ridiculous.
This emergency declaration is just an
overreaching and dangerous power grab
to push forward the President’s anti-
immigrant agenda and supposedly
boost his re-election chances.

There is no national emergency; only
a crisis in the Oval Office.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I might point out to my colleagues
just how much of a national emergency
this is.
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It was President Obama who recog-
nized the crisis at the border. In 2014,
President Obama requested $3.7 billion
in emergency supplemental funding for
what he described as a humanitarian
crisis, a humanitarian crisis at the bor-
der. He specifically cited an increase in
family units trying to cross the border
and the lack of resources to accommo-
date them.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. ADER-
HOLT).

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to oppose
the joint resolution to overturn the
President’s declaration. I think it is
very clear that there is a national
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emergency that exists on our southern
border because of the high rate of un-
checked, unregulated illegal immigra-
tion, illegal immigration that is di-
rectly contributing to the flow of
drugs, human trafficking, and gang
members into this country, not to
mention the humanitarian crisis of
those who feel compelled to make this
journey to illegally enter this country.

I think there seems to be some confu-
sion among many of my colleagues and
maybe many across the country about
the action of the President.

President Trump is clearly acting
within the authority that is provided
by Congress to confront a border secu-
rity and humanitarian crisis that con-
stitutes a national emergency.

The threat to our border security is
evident from the sheer number of mi-
grants seeking to gain illegal entry
into this country, and especially the
number of criminal aliens in the form
of cartels, traffickers, and gangs. These
people will continue to take advantage
of our weak borders for their own gain.

I recognize that Congress has law-
fully enacted the authority for the
President to use military construction
funds to support Armed Forces to en-
gage in accordance with the National
Emergencies Act.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues to oppose this joint resolution,
as the crisis at the border is real.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, my friends on the other
side keep invoking the mantra,
“Obama, Obama.”’ Even though they
opposed each and every initiative that
he put forward, regardless of merit,
now they want to come back and cite
him for what he said and what he did.
But one thing he did not do was to allo-
cate funding that he was not entitled
to. He always requested from the Con-
gress funding authority.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
ESPAILLAT).

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, less
than 2 weeks ago, after a failed at-
tempt to establish consensus on border
security funding, President Trump, a
self-proclaimed master negotiator,
failed to get a border wall that he
originally said Mexico will pay for, so
then he fraudulently invoked a na-
tional emergency declaration to rob
taxpayers of funds from other pro-
grams.

The President’s brazen decision not
only violates Congress’ constitutional
powers of the purse laid out in Article
I, Section 9, Clause 7, it is also a fab-
ricated emergency propped up by fake
statistics, racist undertones, and the
blatant hypocrisy of a party that had
complete control of Washington for 2
years and didn’t see fit to fund this
useless, medieval wall themselves.

By diverting funds from military
projects, the President has determined
that national security takes a backseat
to his political priorities. Today, in the
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Senate, the head of the U.S. Northern
Command said that border crossers do
not pose a military threat.

Mr. Speaker, there is no emergency.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. CRAWFORD).

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the ranking member for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this resolution.

When President Trump declared a na-
tional emergency, he did so in response
to the ongoing humanitarian crisis at
our border and with full statutory au-
thority vested in laws passed in this
very Chamber.

The majority claims that this resolu-
tion of disapproval is in response to a
power grab by a President acting out of
line. Yet, by merely disapproving of
the emergency declaration, they are
preserving his statutory powers they
claim are inappropriate.

If my colleagues across the aisle are
so concerned about separation of pow-
ers, why don’t they simply reform the
laws in title 10 and title 50 that the
President is using to respond to this
crisis? The answer is because this reso-
lution is not about the division of pow-
ers; it is not even about border secu-
rity. The only reason this legislation is
being considered on the floor today is
to obstruct the President’s agenda.

The President has made it clear that
he will use all statutory tools at his
disposal to secure the border, and that
is exactly what he is doing in declaring
this emergency.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this legislation.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, may I inquire the amount of time
remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Missouri has 16% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Geor-
gia has 18 minutes remaining.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA).

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
my colleagues make some very good
points. They make convincing argu-
ments about executive overreach and
the misuse of Federal funds. I thank
them for those statements, and I would
like to ask a more personal question.

Since when do we call human beings
in need a national emergency? Have all
of President Trump’s other arguments
failed? Is he running out of insults for
people like me, people who came from
Mexico to have a better life in this
country?

He used to call people like me bad
hombres. When that failed, he turned
to other insults. And after they lose
their shock value, he calls us rapists,
then murderers. At that point, he ran
out of insults for people like me, so he
referred to us as coyotes.

Now, when all other labels have
failed to achieve his central campaign
promise to build a medieval border
wall, he calls people like me a national
emergency?
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We must reject this premise as the
presence of people like me in this coun-
try, of people like my constituents in
my district, a national emergency.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because we must secure our bor-
der. We are in the midst of a national
security and humanitarian crisis on
our southern border which must be ad-
dressed.

Earlier this month, Congress secured
important and necessary funding to
protect over 55 miles of our most dan-
gerous border where it has been so des-
perately needed. We have also provided
funding for over 600 new border offi-
cers.

This was a good step in the right di-
rection, but as we see again today, our
colleagues from across the aisle remain
unwilling to address our intensifying
border crisis. With the national emer-
gency declaration, President Trump is
taking the steps our country needs to
stay safe and secure.

Yes, this is an emergency. Cartels,
human traffickers, and drug smugglers
take advantage of our weak border for
their own gain, and it must be stopped.

We need to stop traffickers from
bringing young girls and women into
our country where they are sold into
prostitution and slavery. As a mother
and a grandmother, this breaks my
heart.

We need to stop violent gangs like
MS-13 from entering our cities and
bringing their violence and evil onto
our streets.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. JEFFRIES), our
Caucus chair.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this so-called declaration that is an-
chored in a phony, fraudulent, and fake
national emergency.

There is no crisis at the border.
There is no basis in law or in fact for
this unconstitutional emergency dec-
laration.

Illegal border crossings have not in-
creased; they have decreased. There is
no evidence of increased criminal ac-
tivity on the border. There is no evi-
dence of increased drug trafficking on
the border. There is no evidence that
terrorists are pouring into the United
States of America on the southern bor-
der.

This is a fantasy made up by a
xenophobic administration to support a
medieval border wall that this Article I
Congress rejected. That is why House
Democrats will work to defeat it.

Mr. Speaker, vote ‘‘yes’ on the reso-
lution of disapproval.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. OLSON).
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Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Missouri for yielding, as I
want to share my thoughts on this
purely political effort by the new
Democratic majority.

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. and Mexico
border is 2,400 miles long. My home
State of Texas is half that border, 1,200
miles.

Texas Kknows something others in
this Chamber apparently don’t know:
We are at war on the southern border
with the drug cartels.

I say it again. We are at war on the
southern border with the drug cartels
from Mexico.

The drug cartels are at the heart of
every single problem we have on our
southern border. They have a war
going with our families, our kids, and
our schools with record numbers of
heroin, cocaine, and deadly fentanyl.

The drug cartels are at war with our
world values by financing modern-day
sex slaves or forced laborers.

All of Texas, 254 counties—from
Amarillo to Texarkana, to Beaumont,
to Brownsville, to Marfa—are im-
pacted. They are at war with these
drug cartels.

The majority had better wake up and
have no more figments of imagination.
It is time to put politics aside and
admit we are at war with the drug car-
tels.

Mr. Speaker, let’s fight this war to
win and vote against the resolution
that surrenders to the drug cartels.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON), the
chair of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Georgia for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the resolution.

I was in west Texas this past week-
end and saw nothing to justify the
President’s designation of a national
emergency. There aren’t gangs of vio-
lent criminals and terrorists over-
taking our southern border.

If there were a crisis, it is hard to
imagine a worse or less effective re-
sponse than a border wall, which will
take months, if not years, to build.

What I did see there are efforts to
harden ports of entry. In fact, just days
before I arrived in El Paso, sharp
barbed wire was installed in the middle
of a busy port of entry. This barbed
wire did not give off the impression
that this busy port of entry was wel-
coming commerce or visitors to the
United States. When questioned, offi-
cials could not say who had signed off
on this project or how it fits into bor-
der security.

It is time for the administration to
stop fear-mongering and accept reality.
The only crisis on the border is a hu-
manitarian crisis, one created by this
administration, and a border wall will
do nothing to alleviate the suffering.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in voting for this resolution to
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stop the President from stripping Con-
gress of its constitutional power of the
purse.
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Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, we need
to stop violent gangs like MS-13 from
entering our cities and bringing their
violence and evil onto our streets. We
need to stop the drug smugglers from
devastating our communities and
flooding our towns with opioids, like
heroin and fentanyl.

My home State of West Virginia has
been hit hard by the opioid epidemic
and especially from illegal drugs smug-
gled across the border. Just several
weeks ago, Customs and Border Protec-
tion seized enough fentanyl to Kkill
every person in West Virginia 32 times
over. Imagine how much more is still
slipping through the unsecured areas.

Our country cannot afford inaction
any longer. We need to build this wall.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I am proud to yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
the distinguished majority leader of
this House of Representatives.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, this issue
is not about a wall. It is about the Con-
stitution. It is about this institution.
It is about the balance that we say is
equal between the Article I institution
and the Article IT institution.

That is important to remember. That
is why this argument is so very impor-
tant.

It is not about just a single policy. It
is about the kind of government that
our Founding Fathers instituted,
which has been the envy of the world
and the example to many.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend, Con-
gressman CASTRO of Texas, and the
Congressional Hispanic Caucus for in-
troducing this resolution.

I was at the border in California and
in New Mexico just a few days ago. I
was at the border in El1 Paso with my
distinguished colleague, the former ex-
ecutive, called judge, of that area. She
will speak shortly. Ms. HESCOBAR will
say there is no war at the border and
there is no crisis at the border. She
will explain that better than I can. She
lives there.

At the border, I saw a lot of heart-
break and challenge, but I did not see
a national emergency that would jus-
tify the President ignoring the Con-
stitution and trying to make funding
decisions without congressional ap-
proval. That is the issue.

For my colleagues to say this is a
partisan issue, let me call your atten-
tion to the statements of approxi-
mately 20 Members of the TUnited
States Senate.

The President admitted on February
15 that this is not a true emergency
when he said: ‘I could do the wall over
a longer period of time. I didn’t need to
do this, but I'd rather do it much fast-
er.”
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Not that he needed to do it much
faster, but he would just rather do it
much faster. Of course, if the Mexicans
were paying for it, perhaps he could
have.

Congress has a chance to answer the
President and make it clear that he
cannot make an end run around the
Constitution and claim powers reserved
for the taxpayers’ representatives.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress of the
United States needs to have a spine
and not lay at the feet of the President
of the United States and say, ‘“What-
ever you want, sir.”” That is not what
the people elected us to do. We are
their representatives, not the Presi-
dent’s representative, whether it is
President Obama, President Trump,
President Clinton, President Bush, or
President Reagan, all of whom I have
served with—two Bushes.

Our Founding Fathers had enough of
King George, so they adopted a Con-
stitution that said: We are not going to
have a King George. We are not going
to have an authoritarian regime. We
are not going to have the executive set-
ting policy. They said the Congress
sets policy.

By the way, 300 of us in this body
voted for the funding levels for border
security. It didn’t squeak by, by some
partisan advantage—300 of us, which is
to say well over 66 percent.

Now, Congress has a chance to an-
swer the President and make it clear.
He demanded that the American tax-
payers give him billions for the wall
that Democrats and Republicans alike
say is expensive and ineffective.

Again, this is not about the wall.
This is about our Constitution, our in-
stitution, and our self-respect.

He has chosen to ignore the will of
the American people, as expressed by
their representatives. He has opted to
set aside the wisdom of our Founders
for the expedience of getting his own
way.

Constitutional law professor Roger
Sloane of Boston University noted, last
week: “To my knowledge, no President
has ever tried to use national emer-
gency funding to appropriate funds
Congress refused to appropriate.”’

Overwhelming Senate vote;
whelming vote in this body.

He went on to say: ‘‘Politically, it
would mean the President would be
seeking . .. to override a bipartisan
judgment of Congress.”

Have we no self-respect? Have we no
sense of the balance between the execu-
tive and the legislative branches of
government?

We are the Article I branch, the pol-
icymakers, the people who raise money
and spend money, not the President—
any President, Republican or Demo-
crat. And a lot of Republican col-
leagues, including Senator MCCONNELL,
said: Mr. President, don’t do this.

Right up until the time Senator
MCCONNELL said: I will support you,
Mr. President.

First, he was against this, and now
he is for it.

over-
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The respected Harvard Law School
constitutional scholar Laurence Tribe
said of the President, on Thursday: ‘“‘He
is simply trying to do what emperors
and kings do, not what a President of
the United States should do.”

In The Washington Post this week-
end, columnist Max Boot noted why we
are now at a pivotal moment for Mem-
bers of the President’s party in the
Congress, who are being asked to
choose between loyalty to the Presi-
dent and fidelity to the Constitution.

I am sorry the Chamber is not filled.
I thought of asking for a quorum call.
I didn’t.

Fidelity to the President or fidelity
to the Constitution, that is the choice
we make today. That is why this is a
pivotal moment. We choose between
the Constitution and its principles,
which have made our country the
world’s envied democracy for almost
two and a half centuries.

Boot continued with this: “Trump’s
action is an affront to all that Repub-
licans stand for.”

The premise is you continue to stand
for this institution and our Constitu-
tion.

“They claim to be pro-military, but
Trump’s action would take money
away from the defense budget. They
claim to be pro-property rights, but
Trump’s action would result in the
taking of private property along the
border. And they claim to be constitu-
tional conservatives, but Trump’s ac-
tion is an obvious violation of Article I
of the Constitution: ‘No Money shall be
drawn from the Treasury, but in Con-
sequence of Appropriations made by
Law.””

I used to have people coming up here
and taking out the Constitution and
saying: Have you read this document?
Do you know what it says?

Let me repeat it: ‘““No Money shall be
drawn from the Treasury, but in Con-
sequence of Appropriations made by
Law.”

Now, I have heard the scare rhetoric,
and I suggest to my colleagues, with
all due respect, that kind of rhetoric
has preceded every despot’s takeover of
power in the world. There was a crisis.
They had to declare military law. They
had to suspend the constitution and
suspend the laws.

That is how despots take power. We
stand at the gate to ensure that doesn’t
happen. But we will say more with our
votes.

If we vote yes, we will say that Con-
gress is still the voice of the American
people. We will say that we are still
faithful to the oath we took to protect
the Constitution and laws of our land.
And we will say that America, as our
Founders promised, has no sovereign
but we, the people—‘we,” not me, not
I. We, the people.

We must not allow the President to
set a dangerous precedent stripping
Congress of its power of the purse. This
is the first time. You can say there are
a lot of other emergencies. That is cor-
rect. But this is unique. We must not
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allow him to set the precedent whereby
any chief executive, Republican or
Democrat, can declare an emergency
any time he or she doesn’t agree with
Congress’ funding.

This is not a partisan resolution. It is
supported and encouraged by former
and current Republican Members who
recognize how dangerous it would be
for the Congress not to act. A group of
23 former Republican Members of Con-
gress, including former Senators Olym-
pia Snowe, Dick Lugar, Chuck Hagel,
and John Danforth have sent a letter
to currently serving Republican Mem-
bers yesterday. In it they wrote this:
“It has always been a Republican fun-
damental principle that no matter how
strong our policy preferences, no mat-
ter how deep our loyalties to Presi-
dents or party leaders, in order to re-
main a constitutional Republic, we
must act within the borders of the Con-
stitution.”

Today, a conservative Senator from
North Carolina, a Republican conserv-
ative Senator from North Carolina,
said this: ““I have grave concerns when
our institution looks the other way at
the expense of weakening Congress’
power.”’
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Senators MURKOWSKI and COLLINS
have already said they would support
this resolution.

So let us act and do so in one power-
ful voice—not as Democrats, not as Re-
publicans, as Americans; as representa-
tives; as people who have put their
faith in us to make a judgment to pro-
tect their country, their Constitution;
as Americans who believe in our Con-
stitution and the wisdom of our Found-
ers who gave Congress alone the au-
thority to appropriate funds and gave
the representatives of the people and
the States a powerful check on the ex-
ecutive.

I ask all my Republican colleagues:
How would you vote if Barack Obama
were President of the United States
today? Think of that. Because if you
cannot answer ‘I would vote the same
way,”’ then you are not being true to
your country, to our Constitution, and
to your oath.

If any Member cares at all about the
equal status of the Article I branch of
the Constitution, he or she should vote
for this resolution. Vote for conscience
and Constitution, not party and poli-
tics.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER), Who just
came back from deployment down at
the southern border.

Mr. KINZINGER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

I want to start by saying something:
Everybody here in this Chamber means
well. Everybody here in this Chamber
believes they are fighting for the right
thing for this country.

Unfortunately, sometimes with these
debates, they get heated and we begin
to ascribe bad motives to the other
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side. I ascribe no bad motives to my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, and there are no bad motives on
our side. It is just a little bit of a dif-
ference in how we see it.

We are all passionate about this
issue, which is evident by the quality
of the debate we are having here. But I
am going to tell you why I came to be-
lieve that this was a national emer-
gency.

I was sent down to the border with
the National Guard. I went down and
did 2 weeks with my unit, which is
down there for 2 months.

As part-timers, we go down and we
fill in and augment different amounts
of time. I fly a surveillance aircraft. It
is called an RC-26.

We actually work with Border Pa-
trol, and what we would do is, through
technology, some of the technology
that exists, they would get indications
of a group coming over the border. We
would have a central authority that
would see these groups coming over the
border and would take the limited air
assets we had and put them on these
groups to surveil them and then coordi-
nate with Border Patrol, or whatever,
to come in and get them. And what we
saw, frankly, was pretty eye-opening
for me.

First off, Arizona has some very rug-
ged territory.

I have worked Texas, by the way,
three times doing this exact same mis-
sion. I am going to give you an oppor-
tunity to guess who the President was
when I did this mission three other
times. It was President Obama, because
he understood the need for the guard
on the border.

So we would see these groups come
over. They would go through this rug-
ged terrain.

By the way, I never worked an area
in Arizona where there was a barrier.
We never had to. But there is a lot of
area that isn’t.

We would then respond, and basi-
cally, 9 times out of 10, any time these
groups got any indication that Border
Patrol was nearby or there was an air-
craft overhead, they would do what we
call a bomb burst. It looks like that on
the infrared we are using. They would
run in all different directions, and
many people would get separated.

But do you know who the first to
bomb blast away from that group was?
The first people, every time, were the
coyotes who they paid their life sav-
ings to to bring them over the border—
every time.

In fact, one time that exact scenario
happened, and a lady was left lost in
the desert, hunkered down in a bush.
Had Border Patrol not found her—sure,
she will be deported for that because
she came in illegally. But if Border Pa-
trol had not found her, I believe that
there is a chance that she could have
been one of the at least 200 bodies that
they find every year in the desert be-
cause they are abandoned by their drug
traffickers, by their coyotes who are
paid for and who pay money to the
drug cartels.
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That is a big part of where these car-
tels in Mexico get their money, fun-
neling people over the border, human
trafficking. We know the statistics of
the chance of assault during that. We
know that kind of stuff.

It wasn’t my mission, but my crew
was on a mission, the very first one,
where an illegal was apprehended, and
he had 70 pounds of methamphetamine
on him.

Now, I know there is way more than
70 pounds of methamphetamine out
there in the United States, but there
are way more people we are not seeing
come over that border as well.

People sometimes look at the rugged
terrain of Arizona and say, well, with
mountains and hills, that is the nat-
ural wall.

By the way, I went hiking on those
mountains and hills during my time
off, I will say that.

But the other interesting thing is a
significant amount of the people we
were following were actually on those
mountains and hills. They were on the
mountains and hills because that rug-
ged terrain is just as difficult for Bor-
der Patrol to navigate as them.

In fact, I watched as a Border Patrol
helicopter followed a man probably 100
feet away. This is on video. Border Pa-
trol can release this video if they want.
The man was running. The Border Pa-
trol cannot insert Border Patrol agents
to capture him. This guy is still gone
today. He had to have been a coyote or
a drug trafficker.

Seeing this repeatedly made me real-
ize this is not a national emergency be-
cause of immigration. I actually be-
lieve in comprehensive immigration re-
form. I want to work with the other
side of the aisle to fix all these prob-
lems that I think we really actually all
agree on. We just can’t admit we agree
on all this stuff. I look at this and I say
this is an 80 percent solution that we
can fix.

But when I came back from the bor-
der and I came back from seeing the
real issue that makes this a national
emergency—drugs, human trafficking—
that is when I realized something had
to be done.

A wall and a Dbarrier is not
compassionless. I think border security
and compassion actually go hand in
hand. Because what we are saying is:
Come over to the United States of
America, but do it the right and legal
way, because, otherwise, these coyotes
in the cartel are going to take advan-
tage of you, take your life savings, and
take you through a very dangerous
route. And when the going gets tough,
they are going to leave you to die, be-
cause they did that to 200 of them last
year in Arizona.

It was an eye-opening experience.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the passion
everybody has in this. I respect
everybody’s debate in this. This is how
I came to the conclusion I did.

Please vote ‘“‘no” on this.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it amuses me when my friends on
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the other side cause the public to be-
lieve that there are people coming
across our border, trying to sneak in,
when the truth of the matter is the
people who are presenting themselves
at our southern border, primarily, are
people fleeing violence in Central
America, families, women, children
fleeing violence in Central America,
presenting themselves at lawful points
of entry, not trying to jump the Rio
Grande, but at lawful points of entry,
and seeking to apply for asylum. That
is the emergency that my friends on
the other side tried to make into some-
thing that would be such that Presi-
dent Trump is authorized to spend
moneys that have not been appro-
priated, and it is a farce.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS),
my dear colleague.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this resolution.

Some of you may be old enough to re-
member when Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., traveled to Berlin in 1964. He re-
minded those gathered that a man-
made barrier could not change the fact
that the people on both sides of the
wall were God’s children.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you today: What
does it profit our Nation to gain a wall
and lose our soul? North and south of
the border, we are one people. We are
bound together by our common human-
ity.

Mr. Speaker, this executive action
betrays our values, our democracy, and
the very soul of our Nation.

As Members of Congress in a nation
of immigrants, we have a constitu-
tional mission and a mandate to pre-
serve the balance of powers and to op-
pose this monument to hate.

Today, each and every one of us has
a moral obligation to do what is right,
what is just, and what is fair by pass-
ing this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, may I inquire as to the time re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Missouri has 7% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Geor-
gia has 11%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Arizona (Mrs. LESKO).

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) for yielding.

Today, I have heard a lot of amazing
things. My colleague on the other side
of the aisle, Mr. JOHNSON from Georgia,
said, I believe, caravans trying to cross
the border are a figment of our imagi-
nation. I don’t know about you, but I
think all we need to do is turn on the
news. I have seen thousands of people
traipsing thousands of miles to get into
our country. In fact, there has been
some violence. So I just don’t under-
stand that statement at all.

And Speaker PELOSI and CHUCK SCHU-
MER recently said the crisis at the bor-
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der is manufactured. I tell you, ladies
and gentlemen, that I live in the State
of Arizona, a border State, and I have
visited the border, and I have met with
the border agents and border officials
at the border.

They have told me, firsthand, there
is a crisis at the border. They have told
me, firsthand, when I asked do we need
a border fence, they said, yes, it is part
of the solution.

You know, I am here today to ask for
reason. The Republican legislature, the
majority last year, tried to pass legis-
lation that would not only secure the
border but, as a compromise, would
have given legal status to the DACA
recipients. Not one Democrat voted for
it.

Can we please get together and solve
this problem?

It is unfortunate that the President
had to resort to this because Congress,
the Democrats, would not vote for bor-
der security. And so I support the
President in his declaration for emer-
gency. I support him in protecting our
Nation—his number one duty—and I
oppose this resolution.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I recall that the last 2 years have
been spent under the unified control of
Republicans—both Houses of Congress
and the President—yet there was no
emergency to construct the $56 billion
down payment on a border wall that is
going to cost about $30 billion. They
didn’t do it then; they want us to do it
now—or they want Trump to actually
be able to do it without the legislature.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from the great State of
Texas (Ms. ESCOBAR).

Ms. ESCOBAR. Mr. Speaker, I come
from El1 Paso, Texas, which is right on
the U.S.-Mexico border. I live on the
border. My family has lived on the bor-
der for more than 100 years. I can as-
sure my colleagues that the border has
never been safer; the border has never
been more secure.

In fact, what I am more worried
about today than what is happening on
the U.S.-Mexico border, than those vul-
nerable asylum-seekers coming to our
front door asking for help, is I am more
worried that people in this Chamber
are willing to ignore the oath of office
that we took on the day that we were
sworn in, that we would violate the
Constitution that we promised to up-
hold.

I am also far more worried about the
fact that they are willing to divert
funding that is going to our U.S. mili-
tary in favor of a political prop, a
monument to xenophobia, a campaign
promise. In fact, Fort Bliss in El Paso,
Texas, stands to potentially lose $275
million.

Why didn’t they get it done when
they had an iron grip over the House,
the Senate, and the White House? Be-
cause there was no emergency.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, we did take an oath of
office to defend the Constitution. The
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Constitution applies to citizens of the
United States. It does not apply to peo-
ple who are not citizens of the United
States.

Border security officers have made
266,000 arrests of criminal aliens in the
last 2 fiscal years.

These include criminal aliens
charged or convicted of assaults, sex
crimes, and Kkillings. These are not
victimless crimes.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman

from California (Mr. CISNEROS), my
good friend.
Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, this

emergency declaration unconstitution-
ally attempts to override Congress.
The Constitution clearly grants Con-
gress the power of the purse. This dec-
laration took place after weeks of ne-
gotiations which resulted in Congress
rejecting the President’s wall in a bi-
partisan manner.

This declaration could take billions
of dollars of disaster relief aid from
families, endanger military construc-
tion, and impact our military readi-
ness. There is no national emergency
at the southern border, only a humani-
tarian crisis created by our President.

This President has repeatedly taken
actions that undermine our country’s
ability to defend against real threats
to national security.

Congress must act as a check on the
President’s abuse of executive power.
Congress has the opportunity to defend
and protect the Constitution and assert
its role as a coequal branch of govern-
ment, and it must do so in order to set
a precedent and protect our democracy.

It is absolutely unacceptable that
military families and communities
across this country should be made to
suffer from this unlawful and dan-
gerous action. That is why I urge my
colleagues to vote in support of this
resolution and move forward with end-
ing this fake national emergency.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, may I inquire how much time is re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 9 minutes re-
maining, and the gentleman from Mis-
souri has 5% minutes remaining.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ).

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, what we are witnessing
is a President who poses a direct threat
to both our military families and
America’s national security.

First, as we have heard, there is no
border emergency. That is a fabrica-
tion. The administration’s own statis-
tics show that crossings and apprehen-
sions are at a historic low. The vast
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majority of illegal drugs come in at our
ports of entry. A wall will not stop
that.

Many who cross our borders are
women and children. They are not run-
ning from border agents. They are
seeking them out for help and for asy-
lum.

Second, this will make life harder for
America’s military families, and, thus,
hurt our national security. Who would
ever intentionally make life tougher
for the brave men and women who
serve our country? It is monstrous,
really, when you think about the sac-
rifices that they already make for this
country.

As the chair of the Appropriations
Committee Military Construction, Vet-
erans Affairs and Related Agencies
Subcommittee, tomorrow I will hold a
hearing to ask our service Secretaries
exactly which projects they previously
told us they really needed, but now
should be sacrificed for a needless wall.

What will these leaders ask their
troops to give up just so Trump can
have a useless, wasteful wall? Training
or intelligence facilities? Hangars for
planes that cost billions? Schools for
our military families’ children? This is
a power grab.

After failing to get his way in a fund-
ing dispute with Congress, Trump is
throwing an unconstitutional temper
tantrum. He is using the tools of an au-
thoritarian, jeopardizing our military
readiness to steal himself a wall that
he could not get the lawful way. The
dangerous precedent he will set is one
that I hope all of my Republican col-
leagues will reject.

The President says a wall will keep
Americans safe, but stealing funds
from military families makes us all
less safe. Bypassing Congress and the
Constitution, and starving military
families of funding is not patriotism. It
is everything that true patriots fight
against.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, we Kkeep hearing that
most drugs coming into this country
are coming in at ports of entry, and I
would make a correction: Most drugs
that are caught are caught at ports of
entry. We don’t have any idea what is
coming in across the border.

When we say that, this is like saying
we are going to reinforce the front
door, but we are going to leave the
back door wide open. We don’t know
how many drugs or the amount of
drugs that are coming across the bor-
der, particularly in rural areas, be-
cause we just simply can’t patrol it.

As the gentleman from Illinois point-
ed out, you can’t deploy Border Patrol
quick enough to catch much of this. So
we don’t know how many drugs are
coming through in other areas. We
have a pretty good idea at ports of
entry because we catch them there.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is harder for me to
imagine how a big, beautiful wall will
somehow bestow upon us knowledge
that people are jumping over it or
going under it.

Those kinds of things do not work
across the entire border. That may
have its place at some points, and I am
sure we have border wall and border
fencing in the locations where it is nec-
essary, but in the other locations, we
need—in addition to more Border Pa-
trol officers who are paid a living
wage—we need the technology and the
other assets that can surveil and help
with the apprehension of people who
are coming across the border at points
that are not legal points of entry.

But the point is, today’s crisis that
faces the people of Central America
and drives them to our southern border
is driving them to lawful points of
entry to seek asylum protection under
this Nation’s laws, and that is some-
thing that they are entitled to.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

The only crisis is the constitutional
crisis that has been created by the
President of the United States by his
direct and ill-conceived abuse of power
which is noted in the Constitution as a
violation of the Constitution.

It is sad that the President has de-
clared a national emergency for the
purpose of misappropriating funds from
previously designated and important
uses to build a wall, uses that would be
dealt with in a national emergency in
case of war that would then call for the
building of direct materials and build-
ings necessary for troops engaging in
war.

The only response to my good friend
who has come back from the border
and saw people going over the border is
to engage more Border Patrol agents
and train them to do the job that they
are designated to do. We, as Demo-
crats, support that.

Illegal border crossings are at a near
40-year low. Sixty national security
personnel, ambassadors, CIA, DNI, and
others have indicated that this is
wrongheaded. It is wrong.

The President’s declaration clearly
violates Congress’ exclusive power of
the purse, and if unchecked, would fun-
damentally alter the balance of powers,
violating our Founder’s vision for
America. That is unconstitutional.

To quote Thomas Paine in ‘“‘Common
Sense,” it says, ‘° . in absolute gov-
ernments the king is law, so in free
countries the law ought to be king.”
This is the abuse, the declaration, and
we should vote for the underlying reso-
lution to restore constitutional order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me also indi-
cate that as a member of the Homeland
Security Committee, the numbers of
Mexicans from Mexico has decreased.

The numbers coming now are what
we call OTMs, other than Mexican.
They are coming and fleeing bloodshed
in countries where they are being
threatened with a decapitation of their
head.

Mothers are being told that if you
stay, we know you are pregnant, you
can have the baby, and we will kill you
after the birth. These are the stories
that those of us who visited the border
are hearing over and over again.

If there is a crisis, it is a humani-
tarian crisis. We, as Democrats, have
no problem with funding the resources
necessary for the border, including, as
indicated, the increase in personnel,
technology, and transportation equip-
ment.

I have been to the border when the
need for night goggles and other types
of equipment were rendered important.
Let us do the right thing. Vote on this
resolution, and do the constitutional
point of restoring order to this govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support of our
Constitution and in defense of our republic
and urge all members to join me in voting for
H.J. Res. 46, which terminates the phony dec-
laration of emergency issued by the President
on February 15, 2019.

The reason this resolution is before us
today is because of the petulant intransigence
of a single person, the current President of the
United States.

As a senior member of the Committee on
the Judiciary and the Committee on Homeland
Security, | have visited the southern border on
numerous occasions in recent weeks and
months and can state confidently that there is
no national emergency or national security cri-
sis that justifies the President’s reckless and
unconstitutional decision or compels the Con-
gress to abdicate its responsibilities under Arti-
cle | to check and balance the Executive
Branch.

The President is only pursuing this tactic of
declaring a national emergency after realizing
that Speaker NANCY PELOSI was absolutely
correct when she informed him that he did not
have the support in Congress to require the
taxpayers to pay for his broken promise that
“Mexico would pay for the wall, 100 percent!”

In fact, according to the latest Marist Poll,
the most recent polling data available, Ameri-
cans overwhelmingly disapprove of the Presi-
dent’s national emergency declaration by a 61
percent—-36 percent margin.

The President’s decision is opposed by both
men and women in every region of the coun-
try, by every income group and education cat-
egory.

National security experts across the political
spectrum are unanimous in their assessment
that the situation on the southern border does
not constitute a national emergency, an as-
sessment echoed by leading former Repub-
lican senators and Members of Congress.

They understand that after failing to con-
vince the American people or Congress to pay
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for his ineffective, wasteful, and immoral multi-
billion dollar concrete wall, the President has
now embarked on a course of conduct that is
deeply corrosive of the constitutional system
of checks and balances wisely established by
the Framers and which has served this nation
and the world so well for nearly 250 years.

Having failed miserably to achieve his ob-
jective in the constitutional legislative process,
the President is trying a desperate 11th hour
end-run around Congress with an unlawful
emergency declaration that contravenes the
will of the American people and negates the
awesome power of the purse vested exclu-
sively in the Congress of the United States.

The Congress will not tolerate this.

Despite being repeatedly admonished and
in the face of overwhelming evidence to the
contrary, the President continues to propagate
false information regarding the state of our
southern border.

Mr. Speaker, these are the facts.

Net migration from Mexico is now zero or
slightly below (more people leaving than com-
ing) because of a growing Mexican economy,
an aging population and dropping fertility rates
that have led to a dramatic decrease in unau-
thorized migration from Mexico.

Migrant apprehensions continue to be near
an all-time low with only a slight increase from
2017.

The combined 521,090 apprehensions for
Border Patrol and Customs agents in fiscal
year 2018 were 32,288 apprehensions fewer
than the 553,378 apprehensions in 2016.

To put this in perspective, on average, each
of the 19,437 Border Patrol agents nationwide
apprehended a total of only 19 migrants in
2018, which amounts to fewer than 2 appre-
hensions per month.

In the last few years, an increased propor-
tion of apprehensions are parents seeking to
protect their children from the violence and ex-
treme poverty in Honduras, El Salvador, and
Guatemala.

But even with more Central Americans arriv-
ing to our southern border seeking protection,
total apprehension rates are still at their lowest
since the 1970s.

The absence of a massive wall on the
southern border will not solve the drug smug-
gling problem because, as all law enforcement
experts agree, the major source of drugs com-
ing into the United States are smuggled
through legal ports of entry.

The southern border region is home to
about 15 million people living in border coun-
ties in California, Arizona, New Mexico, and
Texas.

These communities, which include cities
such as San Diego, Douglas, Las Cruces, and
El Paso, are among the safest in the country.

Congress has devoted more U.S. taxpayer
dollars to immigration enforcement agencies
(more than $21 billion now) than all other en-
forcement agencies combined, including the
FBI, DEA, ATF, US Marshals, and Secret
Service.

The bulk of this money goes to U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection (CBP), with a
budget of $14.4 billion in fiscal year 2018 and
more than 59,000 personnel.

CBP is the largest law enforcement agency
in the country, and more than 85 percent of
the agency’s Border Patrol agents (i.e., 16,605
of 19,437) are concentrated on the southern
border.

Expanded deployment of the military to the
border to include active-duty troops could cost
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between $200 and $300 million in addition to
the estimated $182 million for the earlier de-
ployment by the President of National Guard
to the border.

Mr. Speaker, having been soundly defeated
legislatively by Congress, a co-equal branch of
government, the President wants to finance
border wall vanity project by diverting funds
that the Congress has appropriated for dis-
aster recovery and military construction.

The funds the President wants to steal were
appropriated by Congress to help Americans
devastated by natural disasters, like Hurri-
canes Harvey, Irma and Maria, or for other
purposes like military construction.

Congress did not, has not, and will not, ap-
prove of any diversion of these funds to con-
struct a border wall that the President repeat-
edly and derisively boasted that Mexico would
pay for.

In fact, the President has admitted he
“didn’t have to do this,” but has opted to do
so because “l want to see it built faster.”

Mr. Speaker, just yesterday a bipartisan
group of nearly 60 national security officials in-
cluding former secretaries of state, defense
secretaries, CIA directors, and ambassadors
to the UN issued a statement declaring that
“there is no factual basis” justifying the Presi-
dent’s emergency declaration.

Instead of protecting our national security,
the President’s declaration makes America
less safe.

The President is stealing billions from high-
priority military construction projects that en-
sure our troops have the essential training,
readiness and quality of life necessary to keep
the American people safe, directly under-
mining America’s national security.

The President’s declaration clearly violates
the Congress’s exclusive power of the purse,
and, if unchecked, would fundamentally alter
the balance of powers, violating our Founders’
vision for America.

Opposing the President’s reckless and anti-
American decision transcends partisan politics
and partisanship; it is about patriotism, con-
stitutional fidelity, and putting country first.

That is why nearly two dozen distinguished
former Republican Members of Congress are
urging Republicans in Congress to vote for
H.J.R. 46 and uphold “the authority of the first
branch of government to resist efforts to sur-
render” our constitutional powers to an over-
reaching president.

To quote Thomas Paine’s Common Sense:
“In absolute governments, the King is law; so
in free countries, the law ought to be King.”

Mr. Speaker, | urge all members to uphold
the rule of law and the Constitution, and reject
the President’s power grab; | urge a resound-
ing Yes vote on H.J. Res. 46.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I make a point of clari-
fication because the statement was
made that individuals from outside
this country coming to ports of entry
seeking asylum were entitled to that.
No one outside of this country is enti-
tled to anything in this country.

They can be heard, but they are not
entitled to asylum in the United States
just because they ask for it, just be-
cause they seek it. They aren’t entitled
to anything within this country.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that most
learned colleagues in this Chamber un-
derstand that under U.S. law, we have
granted persons approaching our bor-
der the right to apply for asylum. That
doesn’t mean that asylum will be
granted, but they certainly have the
right to apply for it.

It is the humane thing to do in a civ-
ilized society. This is the law that
America has proceeded under for cen-
turies, and now we have a naked power
grab by the chief executive of this
great Nation, the President of the
United States, seeking to do the job of
the legislative branch, and his own job.
But there is a problem. It is only the
legislative branch that appropriates
funding for various occurrences.

The legislative branch has not given
this President what he has sought; that
is, a down payment on a border wall,
which is a monument to a campaign
promise that he made. This legislature
has not given him that authority, and
so in a naked power grab, he is seeking
to do it by declaring an emergency
when, in fact, no emergency exists.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON), my friend, and a
staunch advocate for the people of
Washington, D.C.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t even want to
speak to the underlying issue. I want
to speak to what it is we are doing here
with congressional power. The Presi-
dent signed a bill. He didn’t have to. He
could have retained his power.

Now he proposes to ignore the bill he
signed and act as if the Congress did
not exist. This is the road to dictator-
ship. Congress cannot ever agree with
an executive that takes our power.
That is what Trump is trying to do.

We have gradually given up our
power, sometimes for expediency sake,
sometimes to avoid controversy.
Today, we put all on notice that we
will not give the power that belongs
only to Congress to the President of
the United States.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUELLAR). The gentleman from Mis-
souri has 4 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Georgia has 1% min-
utes remaining.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the
Speaker of this great House.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank
him for the eloquent way that he has
presented this legislation to the floor
of the House.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to quote from the
Constitution of the United States. It
begins with our statement of purpose
of the Nation, with the preamble.
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‘“We the people of the United States,
in order to form a more perfect Union,
establish justice, insure domestic tran-
quility, provide for the common de-
fense, promote the general welfare, and
secure the blessings of liberty to our-
selves and our posterity, do ordain and
establish this Constitution for the
United States of America.”

O 1700

Immediately following that sacred
purpose, it says: Article I, the legisla-
tive branch.

Perhaps it is time for our country to
have a values-based civics lesson. I ap-
plaud our colleague, Congressman CAS-
TRO, for his leadership in ensuring that
this House was ready to reassert our
responsibility under the Constitution
and its systems of checks and balance.

In their wisdom, our Founders re-
jected the idea of a monarch. They
didn’t want to live under that. They
made that clear. They fought a War of
Independence to free themselves from
that. Therefore, in their wisdom, they
put forth in this Constitution a heart,
soul, and core of it: the separation of
powers, coequal branches of govern-
ment to be a check and balance on each
other.

They saw the wisdom of that and
then, of course, added the Bill of
Rights with further freedoms enumer-
ated. But the core of the Constitution
is the separation of power.

Today, we are on this floor of the
House, and our colleagues have spoken
eloquently about the reality or my-
thology of the crisis at the border that
the President contends. They have spo-
ken eloquently about the opportunity
cost of the money that the President
wants to use for this ill-conceived wall
and what it means to our national se-
curity.

But we in this House of Representa-
tives, each one of us, and everyone in
public service in our country, takes an
oath of office to support and defend the
Constitution of the United States. It is
our oath. We promise.

That Constitution is about the sepa-
ration of powers that is being usurped
by the executive branch. We in the leg-
islative branch cannot let that happen.

In fact, I appeal to our Republican
colleagues because I do believe and
trust that they are people of their
word, and if they take an oath to up-
hold the Constitution, they will honor
it with their vote on the floor today, in
keeping, by the way, with, under the
previous House Speaker, our colleagues
across the aisle placed a high priority
on the separation of powers and Con-
gress’ constitutional prerogatives.

The Republican A Better Way agen-
da, which they put forth in 2014, read as
follows: ‘“The people granted Congress
the power to write laws, raise revenues,
and spend and borrow money on behalf
of the United States. There is no power
more consequential. . .. Yet for dec-
ades, Congress has let this power atro-
phy, thereby depriving the people of
their voice.”
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Their Better Way goes on to say:
“The Founders insisted on a separation
of powers to protect our constitutional
liberties.”

Their proposal goes on to say that
James Madison ‘“‘warned that the Con-
stitution is a ‘mere parchment barrier’
unless each branch asserted its powers
to keep the others in check.”

That is all in the Republican agenda
for A Better Way of 2014, so you would
think it would be in keeping with their
vote today.

In that spirit, then-Speaker Ryan
often lamented that Congress ‘‘keeps
forfeiting the game, yielding to the ex-
ecutive branch, giving the President a
blank check, not even bothering to
read the fine print in some cases.”

We are not going to give any Presi-
dent, Democratic or Republican, a
blank check to shred the Constitution
of the United States. We would be de-
linquent in our duties as Members of
Congress if we did not overturn what
the President is proposing. He is asking
each and every one of us to turn our
backs on the oath of office that we
took to the Constitution of the United
States.

I do not believe that the Republicans
want to do that. I don’t think it is con-
sistent with what they had advocated
in the near term and historically.

Is your oath of office to Donald
Trump, or is your oath of office to the
Constitution of the United States? You
cannot let him undermine the strength
of your pledge to protect and defend
the Constitution.

Again, our colleagues have talked
about the opportunity cost of taking
money from our national security and
spending it in this way.

I was at the border this weekend. We
all have our stories and the rest, but
whatever you think about the wall,
let’s just put that aside for the mo-
ment. Whatever you think about where
you take the money from and where
you put it, which is substantial, put
that aside for the moment. The ques-
tion is: What do you think about your-
self, your Congress, your conscience,
and your oath of office? I trust that our
colleagues will be consistent in their
beliefs and join us in honoring the oath
we all take to support.

The resolution is not about politics.
It is not about partisanship. It is about
patriotism. It is about the Constitution
of the United States, which I hold in
my hand here. George Washington on
the cover of this says: ‘“Its only keep-
ers, the people.”

We in the people’s House are the
keepers of this Constitution. We in the
Congress are the keepers of this Con-
stitution. We in this Congress are in
Article I, the Congress of the United
States, spelled out very clearly in the
Constitution that the powers given to
the legislative branch are the power of
the purse, the power to declare war,
powers enumerated very carefully by
our Founders.

How can you ignore that? I urge
strong bipartisan support of this vital
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resolution to honor our oath to bear
true faith and allegiance to the Con-
stitution.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, is the majority prepared to close?

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further speakers, and I am
prepared to close.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

I find it ironic, I guess, and actually
it is kind of ludicrous, that we talk so
much about how much this wall is
going to cost and how inhumane it is
and how immoral it is, yet we build
thousands and thousands of miles and
spend millions and millions of dollars
on noise abatement wall, 30 feet high
and 20 feet high, in our suburbs and our
urban areas all over the country. Yet
we can’t do something to protect our
border.

That is not a crisis, Mr. Speaker.
This is a crisis. What we are talking
about today is a crisis.

President Obama agreed when he re-
quested emergency funding in 2014 to
deal with the crisis on the border, when
he declared a national emergency be-
cause of transnational drug traffickers.

Since fiscal year 2012, Customs and
Border Patrol has seized 4 million
pounds of drugs at ports of entry and
more than 11 million pounds of drugs
between ports of entry. And nearly
three times as many drugs are seized
between ports, Mr. Speaker.

Many of our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle recognize the need for
a border wall, voting to authorize a
wall in 2016 and again under President
Obama in 2013. Last year, we passed bi-
partisan legislation to address the
growing impacts of opioids in our com-
munities, drugs that continue to flow
into our country through our southern
border. We all agreed, on a bipartisan
basis, that there was a crisis, but now,
suddenly, they are calling this a manu-
factured crisis.

The National Emergencies Act is
clear, Mr. Speaker. The President’s au-
thority is clear. The President is act-
ing within the authority that Congress
has given him.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’ vote on
this resolution, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, in approving the joint
resolution terminating President
Trump’s illegal power grab, the House
will make clear that nothing is more
fundamental to the functioning of our
democracy than the separation of pow-
ers among three coequal branches of
government.

The facts are clear. President Trump
failed to convince a skeptical Congress
to pay for an ineffective border wall.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution, but I must ask
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you to ask yourself this question: Will
you allow your solemn vow of loyalty
to President Trump to override your
oath of office and your vow of fidelity
to the Constitution?

Vote to support this resolution.

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

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

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of the joint resolution to terminate
President Trump’s phony declaration of an
emergency at the southern border.

Unable to convince Congress to pay for his
wasteful border wall, the president has de-
cided to make an end run around the legisla-
tive branch, upending democratic norms and
creating a dangerous precedent.

To pay for the wall, the Administration in-
tends to rob money from critical military con-
struction projects and from other parts of the
Defense Department and the Treasury.

This would threaten national security, under-
mine the readiness of our military, and could
disrupt critical infrastructure improvements that
benefit service members and their families—all
to prop up a political vanity project.

As a country, we should be focused on real
law enforcement needs, not a border wall that
will do virtually nothing to keep Americans
safe.

Today’s vote to block the president’'s emer-
gency declaration is a critical first step, and |
am proud to cosponsor this resolution.

| hope my Republican colleagues recognize
that this isn't about politics—it's about defend-
ing our democratic institutions and the rule of
law from presidential overreach.

It's about protecting our institution and our
Constitution in the face of an unprecedented
power grab from a president who rejects Con-
gress’ authority as a co-equal branch of gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, the greatest power we have as
members of Congress is the power of the
purse. As we exercise that power, we should
invest responsibly in priorities that strengthen
and protect American families and commu-
nities.

We do not exist to rubber stamp the Presi-
dent. | urge my Republican colleagues to join
us in defending our constitutional prerogatives
and upholding the rule of law.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, today had |
been present, | would have voted in strong
support of the bipartisan, privileged resolution
to terminate President Trump’s proclamation
“Declaring a National Emergency Concerning
the Southern Border of the United States.” |
was detained due to severe weather and can-
celled flights in Oregon.

While there is no doubt that our immigration
system is broken, the president’s wall and his
proposed funding level is an irresponsible
waste of taxpayer funds for a structure that
would be ineffective and do very little for our
national security. The emergency declaration
is nothing more than a power grab by the
president to fulfill a campaign promise, vio-
lating existing law and our constitutional sys-
tem of separation of powers.

Congress has already rejected the presi-
dent’s proposed border wall, and alternatively,
by an overwhelmingly bipartisan vote, made
robust investments in our border security.
These investments include $1.375 billion for
approximately 55 miles of physical barrier
along the southern border, $564 million for im-
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aging equipment at our ports of entry, $100
million for new, additional border security tech-
nology, serious investments in the Alternative
to Detention program to provide relief to over-
crowded detention facilities, and additional
funding for attorneys and courtroom expansion
to assist with our country’s growing immigra-
tion court system backlog.

Despite these important investments, the
president has proposed taking more than $6.7
billion to build his wall, including $3.6 billion
from the Department of Defense’s (DoD) high-
priority military construction projects. These
funds are meant to support much-needed im-
provements on military bases around the
world, and misallocating these funds could un-
dermine the training, readiness, and quality of
life for our men and women in the Armed
Forces. He has also proposed stripping $2.5
billion from the DoD’s drug interdiction pro-
gram, which could have serious impacts on
our ability to combat the flow of illegal nar-
cotics.

Furthermore, the Military Construction Codi-
fication Act only authorizes the Secretary of
Defense to reallocate funds for construction
projects during a national emergency if the
project is “necessary to support” a “use of the
armed forces.” Our Armed Forces are not re-
sponsible for enforcing our immigration laws
and using these funds in this way is in direct
violation of existing law.

Of serious additional legal concern is the
fact that the administration would need to
seize significant amounts of property not
owned by the federal government in order to
build a wall. Currently, more than two thirds of
border property is owned by private parties or
the relevant states. In 1952, the Supreme
Court held in Youngstown Sheet and Tube
that President Truman’s declaration of national
emergency, even in the midst of an inter-
national armed conflict, did not permit him to
unilaterally seize private property.

In recent days, more than two dozen former
Republican lawmakers and almost 60 former
senior national security officials have come out
in opposition to President Trump’s national
emergency declaration. These individuals are
united behind the idea that allowing the presi-
dent to “ignore Congress” will deprive the
American people “of the protections of true
representative government.”

The bottom line is that the president’s na-
tional emergency declaration is an abuse of
his constitutional authority and an affront to
the separation of powers. Congress has the
exclusive power of the purse, and the Con-
stitution specifically prohibits the president
from spending money that has not been ap-
propriated. Congress entrusted the president
with authority to reallocate funds during un-
foreseen and urgent situations, such as wars
and natural disasters. By declaring an emer-
gency when Congress has overwhelmingly re-
jected his border wall in favor of compromise
legislation, President Trump is creating a dan-
gerous precedent for future political disputes.
Congress must reject this presidential over-
reach and assert its constitutional authority.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
express my support for this resolution to termi-
nate the President’s declaration of a national
emergency on February 15, 2019. No such
emergency exists on the U.S.-Mexico border.
The President is using this declaration as a
false pretense to divert taxpayer money, pri-
marily away from the Department of Defense,
toward the construction of a wasteful, ineffec-
tive wall along the southern border. This dec-
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laration is an unacceptable abuse of power
that circumvents the constitutional authority of
Congress. For these reasons, | am a cospon-
sor of this resolution to terminate the declara-
tion pursuant to the provisions of the National
Emergencies Act.

| support taking action to make sure we
have the appropriate personnel, equipment,
facilities, and resources to protect our borders
from criminal activity like trafficking in drugs or
people. Building this wall is not a good invest-
ment and it will not stop crime or illegal immi-
gration along our southern border. Instead of
building walls, we should instead build bridges
to those who are fleeing violence and legally
seeking asylum in our country. | urge my col-
leagues to join me in rejecting the President’s
abuse of power by supporting this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 144,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, and
was read the third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

————

NATURAL RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT ACT

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 47) to provide for the management
of the natural resources of the United
States, and for other purposes.

PERMISSION TO EXTEND DEBATE TIME ON S. 47

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that debate under
clause 1(c) of rule XV on a motion to
suspend the rules relating to S. 47 be
extended to 50 minutes.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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February 26, 2019, on page H2141, the following appeared: NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ACT Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 47) to provide for the management of the natural resources of the United States, and for other purposes. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that debate under clause 1(c) of rule XV on a motion to suspend the rules relating to S. 47 be extended to 50 minutes. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Arizona? There was no objection. The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The online version has been corrected to read: NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ACT Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 47) to provide for the management of the natural resources of the United States, and for other purposes. 
PERMISSION TO EXTEND DEBATE TIME ON S. 47 
Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that debate under clause 1(c) of rule XV on a motion to suspend the rules relating to S. 47 be extended to 50 minutes.  The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the  gentleman from Arizona? There was no objection. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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