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Federal immigration officers. They re-
lease violent offenders, suppress gang
databases, and do everything in their
power to prevent the men and women
in law enforcement from enforcing our
laws. That is what they are doing in
sanctuary cities right now.

Every one of the Police Week bills
that I have offered for unanimous con-
sent—and my friend from New Jersey
is indeed a cosponsor—are very, very
bipartisan. I can’t actually believe we
are in a place where we are going to be
holding up that kind of bipartisan leg-
islation when you see the violence
against law enforcement officers in our
country every single day. This is a life-
line to them, the help they need not
just to do their jobs but to be able to
seek the services so they can be
healthy, physically and mentally.

So let’s be clear about what is hap-
pening. My friend has, you know, a few
moments here to reconsider this. These
are common sense. If there is anything
from last November we can take away,
it is that the American people voted
for a return to common sense.

With that, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Is there objection to the original re-
quest?

The Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. BOOKER. Yeah, I just—again, I
have so much respect for my colleague
that I want to respond to some of the
things he said, because, again, I just
want to affirm that he is right on the
urgency to help our police officers. He
is right that States should abide by
Federal law that passes from this body.
But what we have now is a President
who, in his first term, didn’t ever try
something like this, which is under-
mining the will of Congress. This is
really unprecedented. It has never hap-
pened—Republican President, Demo-
cratic President—including Donald
Trump’s first term, where he suddenly
said: I am going to turn off the spigot
of support to local law enforcement
agencies because I don’t agree with
your policies.

I think that is a threat to the inde-
pendence of our branch of government.
I think that is in so many ways viola-
tive of our shared values on both sides
of the aisle. But let me go further than
that. What the President is doing is
saying: Not only am I going to stop
funding from going to the State of New
Jersey, I am going to go to red coun-
ties in New Jersey, red counties in
California.

I actually went out and talked to
people. Republican legislators in
States, Republican police officers, a
Republican union leader told me this
as well: This is ridiculous. This is in-
sane that we would hold grants back
from the entire State. He said: I don’t
agree with Democrats’ policies, but we
are out here putting our lives on the
line, and Republicans in Congress want
to stop resources coming to our police
departments.

One of the union leaders said to me:
My guys are out there sacrificing their
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lives, and we can’t get help that both
sides of the aisle agree on?

So, yes, my colleague and I disagree
on domestic immigration policies. One
thing he and I don’t agree on—because
I was the mayor of a city that basically
said: In order to keep my city safe, we
are going to cooperate with the police
department. It was an overbroad gener-
alization that was made on the Senate
floor that we are not supporting ICE
and immigration activities. I know this
up and down the State of New Jersey.
Not only do we support them, but we
detailed officers with Federal immigra-
tion enforcement. I did it when I was
mayor.

You want to talk about cooperation.
Anybody who knows local government
from the FBI to the ATF to ICE, all
over New Jersey, we are cooperating
with Federal authorities. What we have
simply said is we are responsible for
local law enforcement. We are not
going to do things that create such fear
in our communities that immigrant
communities are afraid to come to
local police to report crimes. And that
somehow—not in Trump’s first term—
but somehow in this term of office,
that is a bridge too far.

Let me tell you right now, the way
immigration is being pursued in our
neighborhoods, where masked agents
are coming out of unmarked cars or
going to court appearances and schools
and hospitals—my local police officers
are telling me how much more dan-
gerous this administration is making
communities because people who are
the victims of crime now are afraid to
go to local police officers and report
those crimes.

Again, this is not coming from politi-
cians in New Jersey. This is coming
from law enforcement officers that
have said that we have created such a
climate of fear in our country that just
solving crimes is getting harder and
harder because people are afraid to
come to the police.

So, yes, we have policies that say
there are certain things we won’t do to
maintain a community of trust within
our communities.

I understand there is a lot of rhet-
oric. I could turn on shock news and all
of that, but when you talk to the law
enforcement officers in many of the
most Republican parts of my commu-
nity, they are outraged about what is
happening right now.

Again, we can debate policy on immi-
gration, but, to me, for a Senator to
allow a President to undermine the
power of the purse relegated by the
Constitution to this body is out-
rageous. It has never been done before,
not in Trump’s first term, not by Bush,
not by Reagan, not by Clinton, not by
Obama. We are in new territory here in
our country where we see a President
encroaching upon our powers. I can’t
be complicit in that.

Everybody in this body—I would
never question any of my colleagues on
either side of the aisle. We all want our
local police departments to not only be
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able to do their job, we all want to
have more equipment and resources.
That is why these bills are bipartisan.
How can we allow bipartisan bills
passed out of the Senate to then be
stopped, in a partisan way, by a Presi-
dent who is then going to choose red
States and hurt blue States, even
though my State has millions of Re-
publicans who deserve to have their
communities safe as well?

I am standing today just to say, let’s
use common sense and help our police
officers together; get the resources des-
perately needed out to our commu-
nities now and not let this fall victim
to something that wasn’t even an issue
in Donald Trump’s first term.

So I object. I object. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

———

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, well,
the shutdown melodrama continues. I
love the smell of melodrama in the
morning. It smells like the U.S. Sen-
ate. I said the other day that this shut-
down is just further proof that human
evolution is a slow, slow process. With
this shutdown, what you are witnessing
now is just further proof about why it
took human beings thousands of years
to learn how to stand upright. This
shutdown is bone-deep, down-to-the-
marrow stupid.

Some shutdowns are based on policy.
Some shutdowns are based on politics.
Some shutdowns are based on a com-
bination of both. This one is pure. It is
as pure as Ivory Snow.

This shutdown is based on politics.
Let me tell you what is going on. I be-
lieve in the two-party system. Why?
Because two parties create competi-
tion, and competition makes all of us

better. It does. The Democratic
Party—the opposite of my party, the
Republican Party—the Democratic

Party is competing within itself right
now, and there is a distinct wing of the
Democratic Party that is winning that
competition. If I wanted to use a pejo-
rative suppression, I would call it the
loon wing of the party, the loon wing of
the Democratic Party or you might
call it the Bolshevik wing of the Demo-
cratic Party.

I think a more accurate description
is to call it the socialist wing of the
Democratic Party. I think that is fair.
I am not saying that all of my Demo-
cratic friends are socialists, but there
is clearly a wing of the Democratic
Party that can only be described accu-
rately as the socialist wing of the
party. And that party is in ascendance.
That party is in control.

My friend Senator SCHUMER is the
leader of the Democrats in the U.S.
Senate. And he, of course, has in-
structed his colleagues to vote to shut
down the government. And Senator
SCHUMER has been criticized for that,
and I understand. I don’t agree with
him. I think he made a mistake.
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But I don’t think Senator SCHUMER is
the leader of this effort. I don’t. I think
Senator SCHUMER, like many of his col-
leagues, would like to be loved by ev-
erybody in the party, and he would like
to be loved by the socialist wing of his
party. And I do think that is part of
what is motivating this shutdown. And
that is why I say it is all about poli-
tics.

But I don’t think Senator SCHUMER is
the person in charge because Senator
SCHUMER is not the leader of the social-
ist wing of his party. Congresswoman
OCASIO-CORTEZ is. She is running the
show. It was no accident the other day
when the Congresswoman let it slip.
She said: If you really want to nego-
tiate the end of this shutdown, come
see me. Come see me.

And I think any fairminded person
has to look right now and say that the
two leading Members—the quarter-
back—the two leading Members of the
socialist wing of the Democratic
Party—the quarterback is Congress-
woman OCASIO-CORTEZ, and her sub-
stitute is Senator BERNIE SANDERS. But
I think it is the Congresswoman who is
calling the shots.

I don’t hate anybody. I have said that
repeatedly, and I mean it. I like all of
my colleagues. I look for grace wher-
ever I can find it. When I say my pray-
ers, I do, every single time—I ask God:
Don’t let me hate because it is hard
sometimes. It is hard. But I do. I say:
God, don’t let me hate.

I certainly don’t hate Congress-
woman OCASIO-CORTEZ. I want to make
that very clear. She has the right to
her opinion. She has the right to try to
have the socialists take over the Demo-
cratic Party. That is the American
way. Ironically, I think what she is
doing is anti-American, but she has the
right as an American to do it, so I
don’t hate her.

But I judge her by her policy. She has
her opinion, and I have mine. I have to
judge her, candidly, by her policy. Here
is what the socialist wing of the Demo-
cratic Party, led by Congresswoman
OCASI0-CORTEZ, has said to the Amer-
ican people and to the U.S. Congress
and to the Republicans in Congress: If
you, Republicans, don’t agree to make
the Federal Government $1.5 trillion—
not million dollars, not billion dollars,
$1.5 trillion—bigger, we are going to
shut the government down.

Of course we said no. I am not going
to vote for that. My mother didn’t
raise a fool. As I said before, if she did,
it was one of my brothers. I am never
going to vote for that.

Where do I come up with this figure
of $1.5 trillion? Well, the first thing the
socialists and Congresswoman OCASIO-
CORTEZ is asking us to do is to repeal
the healthcare reforms in the One Big
Beautiful Bill. We just passed them. We
just passed them. Here it is, subtitle B,
Health, in the One Big Beautiful Bill.

We didn’t cut Medicaid in the One
Big Beautiful Bill. In fact, under our
bill, Medicaid is going to increase 2
percent a year over the next 10 years.
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What we did by reforming Medicaid,
which Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ
wants us to reverse, we cut out the
waste and the fraud.

For example, we found out that there
are—no kidding, I am not just making
this up—we found out that there are 2.8
million people on Medicaid who are
double-dipping in America. They are
either signing up for Medicaid in Lou-
isiana and Mississippi double-dipping
or signing up for Medicaid in Louisiana
and they are signing up for the Afford-
able Care Act subsidies. That is called
cheating.

Our bill would put an end to that,
and it would save about $140 billion on
ten years. The socialist wing of the
Democratic Party and Congresswoman
OCASsIO-CORTEZ wants us to reverse
that.

The second thing we did in our
healthcare reforms in the One Big
Beautiful Bill is to say you have to
stop lying when you apply for Med-
icaid. Under President Obama, we had
virtually no eligibility checks. People
could walk in, and the Medicaid folks
would say: How much do you make a
year? They could say $30,000 a year, and
they would say, OK, you qualify.

Now, I trust people. I have said it be-
fore on this floor. I play cards with my
friends all the time. They are friends. I
cut the cards anyway. We have found—
for example, just in Louisiana, we did a
statistical sample of the people on
Medicaid in Louisiana. Our auditors
found 1,600 people on Medicaid who
were making $100,000 a year or more.
That is cheating. So our bill put an end
to that. Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ
and the socialist wing of the Demo-
cratic Party want us to put it back.
They want us to let people cheat.

What else are the socialists asking
for in this $1.5 trillion? Well, they are
saying: We don’t want people who can
work to work.

We put a provision in our bill that
the Congresswoman and the socialist
wing of her party want us to take out
that says: Look, if you are between the
ages of 19 and 64 and you are able-bod-
ied—we are not talking about a mother
with a sick child in her arms—if you
are able-bodied, if you are perfectly
healthy, and if you don’t have any de-
pendent kids at home, then, if you
qualify based on income, we will give
you Medicaid. But you have to work.
You have to work 20 hours a week or go
to school 20 hours a week or do commu-
nity service 20 hours a week because
the free enterprise system—jobs—has
done more to lift people out of poverty
than all the social programs put to-
gether.

That is what is called a work require-
ment. What is wrong with that? Those
who can work should work. Our welfare
programs were meant to be bridges, not
parking lots. Congresswoman OCASIO-
CORTEZ and the socialist wing of her
party want us to reverse all of that.

What else do they want us to do?
Well, they are upset at us over the Af-
fordable Care Act. Let me tell you
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what all this is about with the Afford-
able Care Act.

Under ObamaCare, if you are a low-
income American, you are entitled to
Medicaid. If you are a middle-income
American, if you have a job, then
chances are, you get insurance through
your employer. Most people do. But if
you are in the middle and if you make
a little more money than the poverty
level but you can’t get insurance
through your employer, we provide

what is called the ObamaCare ex-
changes.
So when we talk about the

ObamaCare subsidies, that is what we
are talking about. It is about 24 million
people, and it was meant for lower in-
come people.

Up until 2019, it was all for low-in-
come people. Then, in 2019, without any
Republican votes, President Biden said:
Look, we are in a pandemic. We are
going to raise the limit. We are going
to say that there are no income limits
on ObamaCare—paid for by the tax-

payer.
We have 24 million people on
ObamaCare.

When they raised the limits, you

could make any amount of money and
still get a subsidy. That added about
1.6 million people on ObamaCare.
ObamaCare was meant for people who
make from roughly $30,000 a year to
$130,000 a year for families of four.
Now, because President Biden raised
the cap, we have people making $600,000
a year, $150,000 a year, and families
making $200,000 a year who are getting
subsidies from the American taxpayer.
Why? Because they said we needed it in
the pandemic.

The pandemic is over, and that is
why the Democrats, when they passed
the bill, put in a provision that says
that at the end of this year, those extra
subsidies are going to end.

Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ says:
No. Until you agree to let them con-
tinue, to let anybody at any income
level get subsidies, we are going to
shut the government down.

That is their third demand, and that
is part of the $1.5 trillion.

Finally, of course, the Congress-
woman is saying: We want you to give
half a trillion dollars—not $500,000, not
half a billion dollars but half a trillion
dollars—we want you to give half a
trillion dollars to the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting because we like
what they say.

Well, we just eliminated money for
all forms of media.

Now, those are the demands. Those
are the demands. I will just mention
one more.

Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ got
very, very upset, as did the socialist
wing of her party, when the President
sent over what is called a rescission
package.

Basically, President Trump said: We
want you to take some stuff out of the
budget that we think is a waste.

We did, and that upset the Congress-
woman. She is entitled to be upset if
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she wants to. But that really upset the
socialist wing of the party.

So we took it out, and here is what
they want us to put back in. We found
that under President Biden, they were
spending $3 million for circumcisions
and vasectomies in Zambia. We took
that out.

The Congresswoman says: We are
going to shut down the government
until you put that back in.

We found $500,000 of American tax-
payer money for electric buses in
Rwanda.

We found $3.6 million for pastry
cooking classes and dance focus groups
for male prostitutes in Haiti. I kid you
not. I am not making this up. It was in
the budget under President Biden. We
took it out.

Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ and
the socialist wing—the loon wing of the
Democratic Party—says: We are going
to shut down the government until you
put it back in.

I will just read you a few more that
we took out that they are demanding
we put back in.

There was $6 million for media orga-
nizations for the Palestinians; $833,000
for transgender people in Nepal;
$300,000 for a pride parade in Lesotho;
$882,000 for social media mentorship in
Serbia; $4.2 million—we took it out,
and the Congresswoman and the social-
ist wing of their party says we have to
put that back in before they will open
the government—3$4.2 million for les-
bian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer,
and intersex people in the Western Bal-
kans and Uganda.

I could spend the rest of the after-
noon on this. We took all of that out.
It upset Congresswoman OCASIO-COR-
TEZ, and it upset the socialist wing of
her party. Now that wing of her party
and the Congresswoman are threat-
ening all other Democrats and saying:
You have to shut the government down
until we get what we want.

Part of what they want is to add this
kind of stuff back into the bill. That is
what this fight is all about.
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We were in the process of negotiating
a budget with our Democratic friends.
We ran out of time. The cutoff was
midnight Tuesday night. That is
when—the clock struck midnight, and
the budget ran out.

What we had asked for and what we
are still asking for is, let’s continue to
negotiate—‘we”> meaning the Repub-
licans and the Democrats—for 6 more
weeks and to try to agree on a budget.
That is all we are asking. We are not
asking for any additional appropria-
tions, any conditions, any stipulations.
All we are asking for is what we call a
clean CR. All we are asking for is just
to further negotiate.

Congresswoman OCASIO-CORTEZ has
done a stellar job in rising to the lead-
ership of her party as a member of the
socialist wing, and they are about to
elect a socialist mayor of New York. I
think Mr. Mamdani is going to win.
They have said to our request—let’s
just continue the status quo for 6 more
weeks—they said: We will give you 6
more weeks if you will give us $1.5 tril-
lion.

That is what they are demanding,
and that is why we are shut down.

Let me say it again. I don’t hate any-
body. This is America. I sure don’t hate
the Congresswoman. She is entitled to
her opinion, but I am entitled to mine.
She can criticize my policy positions,
but I am entitled to criticize hers.

I am here to tell you, Mr. President,
in front of God and country, based on
her policy positions that she is de-
manding—based on her policy positions
that she is demanding that I just out-
lined of $1.5 trillion of pure, unadulter-
ated spending porn—based on that de-
mand and based on her policy posi-
tions, the American people are looking
at her and saying: This person has sin-
glehandedly put an end to dumb blond
jokes because that is the craziest thing
I have ever heard.

Based on her policy positions—$1.5
trillion of this kind of spending porn—
the American people are looking at the
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Congresswoman and saying: With re-
spect, she must be bilingual—she must
speak English and stupid.

And that is why we are not agreeing
to it.

Now, I know every one of my Demo-
cratic colleagues, and I know more
than half of them know better. They
know what we are asking for is reason-
able. I am just asking them to meet us
halfway. We are not asking for any ad-
ditional provisions, and they shouldn’t
ask for any additional provisions. Let’s
just open back up and continue to ne-
gotiate for 6 weeks. Don’t be scared of
the Congresswoman. Don’t be scared of
the socialist wing of your party.

———

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, OCTOBER 6,
2025

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 3 p.m. on Mon-
day, October 6; that following the pray-
er and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, morning
business be closed, and the Senate re-
sume consideration of Calendar No. 115,
S. 2296; finally, that the cloture mo-
tions filed during Friday’s session of
the Senate ripen at 5:30 p.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY,
OCTOBER 6, 2025, AT 3 P.M.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 3:57 p.m., adjourned until Monday,
October 6, 2025, at 3 p.m.
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