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the House 424 to 0. I urge my colleagues
to join me, as our companions in the
House have already done, in supporting
this measure, in passing it into law, in
sending it directly to the President’s
desk to be signed into law, and showing
that, when it comes to honoring our
Nation’s very greatest heroes, we are
united, and we speak with one voice.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 695, and the
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 695) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to increase the rate of the spe-
cial pension payable to Medal of Honor re-
cipients, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. CRUZ. I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be considered read a third
time and passed and the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

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

The bill (H.R. 695) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. CRUZ. I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

———

CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS
AND EXTENSIONS ACT, 2026—Mo-
tion to Proceed

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, 2
weeks ago, I came to the floor in sup-
port of a bill that we were going to
vote on, a motion to proceed called the
Shutdown Fairness Act. It is a pretty
simple bill. The name pretty well de-
scribes exactly what it is. It is trying
to be fair during these dysfunctional
shutdowns. Any of the Federal workers
who are forced to work because they
are in our military, they are in Federal
law enforcement, they are TSA, or
they are air traffic controllers—they
are keeping this Nation and Americans
safe—if we are going to force them to
work, at a minimum, let’s make sure
we pay them and pay them on time.

I came down in as nonpartisan a
manner as I possibly could and lit-
erally begged the other side to just join
us, vote to proceed to the bill.

They had some objections to it,
things that I was willing to address.
For example, my bill only addressed
workers that were forced to work.
They wanted to include furloughed
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workers. I said on the floor: I am happy
to add that as an amendment. I think,
working with my conference, I can get
the conference to support it as well.

It wasn’t quite that easy, but in the
end, we overcame objections within our
conference to adding furloughed work-
ers.

So we have completely amended the
bill now. We have added furloughed
workers.

In the meantime, surprising to me,
we had Federal employee worker
unions reach out to us, asking what
they could do to help pass this bill.
They are sick and tired of being used as
pawns in this political dysfunction
here. They are tired of it.

One of the things that definitely ap-
pealed to them once I added the fur-
loughed workers was that my bill
makes it permanent. My bill says: We
will never use you again as a pawn in
the political gamesmanship that is
being played out right now.

I am happy to report that the Shut-
down Fairness Act, as I now amended
it by adding furloughed workers, is
supported by the American Federation
of Government Employees, the Federal
Managers Association, the Federal Law
Enforcement Officers Association, the
National Air Traffic Controllers Asso-
ciation.

We tragically had a plane go down
early in the week. I am not saying it is
because of air traffic control, but we
understand the danger. We have to un-
derstand the risks we are taking in not
paying air traffic controllers so we can
fully man our air towers and keep our
airspace safe.

The International Association of Fire
Fighters supports my bill. The Associa-
tion of Flight Attendants does.

Again, one of the main reasons they
support my bill is, in addition to the
fact that we added furloughed workers,
my bill makes this permanent.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of Calendar
No. 191, S. 3012. I further ask that the
Johnson substitute amendment at the
desk be considered and agreed to; that
the bill, as amended, be considered
read a third time and passed; and that
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I just want
to first start off and say that I deeply
appreciate that Senator JOHNSON has
updated his proposal to pay all Federal
employees during the shutdown, to in-
clude furloughed workers as well as DC
employees. I appreciate all his efforts.

I have worked on a number of bills
with the Senator from Wisconsin. We
would like to continue to work on this
bill as well as we go forward. But, un-
fortunately, I still have some concerns
about the way that the bill has been
drafted so far. Those are things that I
think we can work out and want to
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work out. We have been going back and
forth with our staff.

I am concerned that Senator JOHN-
SON’s bill still leaves too much discre-
tion up to President Trump. There is
too much wiggle room for the adminis-
tration to basically pick and choose
which Federal employees are paid and
when.

I am also deeply concerned that this
would allow the administration to ac-
tually transfer this money to other
purposes that are unintended by Con-
gress, which, unfortunately, we have
seen happen repeatedly in this adminis-
tration.

I believe there are ways that we can
put in guardrails. There are ways we
can get to that, but we are just not
there yet. I certainly ask indulgence
from my colleague from Wisconsin. We
sent another proposal over to his staff.
We can work on this quickly and try to
figure out how we get there.

In the meantime, I have also intro-
duced a bill that would pay Federal
employees just for this shutdown, with-
out the additional powers sent to the
administration. It is basically a clean
bill/—no additional language, no com-
plications, no wondering, what does
this actually mean? It is very straight-
forward.

My Military and Federal Employee
Protection Act would ensure that all
Federal employees receive the pay they
certainly deserve, allowing them to
pay their bills on time this month.

I have asked Senator JOHNSON to sup-
port my very simple proposal, which I
think accomplishes most everything he
wants to do, with the exception of
things about giving the administration
more power. I think we can agree on
that. We can pay our troops and our
Federal employees, period. That would
be my goal.

I will continue to work to this end
and to work to end this government
shutdown and address the healthcare
crisis, but in the meantime, we must
protect our hard-working Federal em-
ployees.

My bill is very straightforward. We
could agree to that right now, and it is
done. Federal employees are going to
get paid without all the other extra-
neous language in the Senator’s bill.

Therefore, I ask that the Senator
modify his request so that, instead, the
Appropriations Committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of
S. 3043 and that the Senate proceed to
its immediate consideration; that the
bill be considered read a third time and
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Wisconsin so modify his
request?

Mr. JOHNSON. Reserving the right
to object, it is important that the
American public understand what is
going on here.

Again, I came down here 2 weeks ago.
I modified my bill quite dramatically.
We entered talks immediately with the
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Senator from Delaware and the Sen-
ator from Michigan. Within those
talks—again, 2 weeks ago—they were
accusing my bill of giving the Presi-
dent all this additional authority. In
discussions staff to staff, they admit-
ted there is no additional authority I
am giving to the President in this bill
whatsoever.

This bill is completely silent on Pres-
idential authority in terms of who he
can furlough. As a matter of fact, ev-
erybody is included, every employee is
now included. There is no discretion
whatsoever in terms of who is fur-
loughed, who gets brought back to
work, who gets paid. They all get paid.
The Senator from Michigan is well
aware of this.

Those discussions, I would say,
petered out within a few days. I don’t
know if they are emboldened; just
digging their heels in they are going to
continue this shutdown; don’t feel they
are getting blamed for it; don’t have
much pressure on them.

Here we are 2 weeks later, and they
want to redline the bill. Well, in that 2
weeks, we have had our bill examined
exhaustively by our leadership, by
OMB, by the unions. Our bill is in a
really good place right now. We tried
to think of everything. No Federal em-
ployee would be excluded from this.

The Senator from Michigan says my
bill allows the President to pick and
choose. That is total hogwash. Again,
every Federal employee, including con-
tractors, gets paid. There is no picking
and choosing. That is completely false.
Money transfers? What is he talking
about? More power? There is no power.
It is completely silent in terms of Pres-
idential authority. These are false ar-
guments.

This is further evidence of the games-
manship the Democrats are playing
with people’s lives. They are the party
of Big Government. They have, in ef-
fect, taken a family member hostage.

I see our leader on the floor here. He
has been doing everything he possibly
can to help Democrats release their
own hostage, open up the government.

Once you do that, we are more than
happy to talk to you about how do we
repair the damage done by ObamaCare
and transition to a system that works.

But they are playing politics. They
are using Federal employees and, quite
honestly, the American public right
now, whose flights are being delayed,
whose skies are less safe—they are
using public employees and the Amer-
ican public as pawns in this grotesque
display of partisanship.

My bill is very simple. It is backed by
the public sector unions, which gen-
erally don’t support things I am put-
ting forward.

If the Senator insists on objecting to
this, preventing these people, these
workers, these people who keep us safe,
from getting paid in this round, my
guess is that we will take a vote on
this to proceed to the bill. The problem
with that is it will take much more
time.
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If we can pass this by unanimous
consent right now, we could send it
over to the House. The Speaker has al-
ready indicated that if we pass the
Shutdown Fairness Act, he will bring
his people back. They are on 48-hour
call. We could have this passed by Mon-
day. Our skies would be safer again.
Federal employees would be treated
fairly. They would be paid. And they
will never ever be used as pawns in this
kind of grotesque partisan gamesman-
ship.

So I will not modify my request.

Mr. THUNE. Will the Senator from
Wisconsin yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. Absolutely.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I am
trying to understand what is going on
here. Perhaps the Senator from Michi-
gan can clarify.

So every public sector employees’
union is supporting the Senator from
Wisconsin’s bill, but you are objecting
because you think it grants too much
power to the President. Now, if that
is—I don’t know how every public sec-
tor employees’ union would be in sup-
port of this bill.

My understanding is that the modi-
fication proposed by the Senator from
Michigan would essentially cover back-
pay but wouldn’t do anything to ad-
dress it going forward. In other words,
we are going to keep Federal employ-
ees hostage. So they might get paid for
backpay, but starting tomorrow, they
are not going to get paid again, and
that means that in the future, they
will continue to be pawns, they will
continue to be held hostage.

This is a straightforward approach
that addresses that issue and every-
body in this Chamber who isn’t getting
paid.

I can’t believe people come down here
and look these people in the eye when
he is saying right here: We will pay
them not only for today but for tomor-
row and for the entire year, and we
won’t allow them to be held hostage
and be pawns in a political game in the
future.

My understanding is that the Sen-
ator from Michigan, on behalf of, I sup-
pose, other Democrats, is objecting to
that.

Please, please help me understand.
This is a straightforward proposal
which addresses the concern that mil-
lions of Americans have who are head-
ing to food banks and can’t pay their
rent, and you are coming down here
and saying you are going to object be-
cause you just want to pay them for
yesterday, not for tomorrow or for the
next day after that?

It is about leverage, isn’t it? Isn’t
that what you all have been saying—it
is about leverage? This isn’t leverage;
this is the lives of the American peo-
ple.

The Senator from Wisconsin has put
forward a straightforward proposal to
pay people—Federal employees—today,
tomorrow, and in the future. And what
you are essentially saying: Well, I am
fine with paying them for yesterday,
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but we are not going to pay them for
tomorrow or the day after that or for
the future, and we don’t seem to care
that there are men and women in uni-
form who are frequenting food banks,
who are not making rent payments, or
who are trying to borrow to get by, be-
cause it is leverage.

So I would hope—we are going to
vote on this. So the Senator from
Michigan can object to the unanimous
consent request the Senator from Wis-
consin made, but everybody in this
Chamber is going to be put on the
record as to whether or not they want
to pay Federal employees not yester-
day but today and tomorrow and into
the future.

I am tired of political games. I really
am. So feel free to object to something
that—I don’t know how anybody in
their right mind could walk into this
Chamber, look these people in the eye,
and say: We are not going to pay you.

So we are going to vote on it. You
can object to it right now, but every-
body in this Chamber is going to vote
on whether or not they want to pay
Federal employees—something that
every single public employees’ union
has said they support.

I yield to the Senator from Wis-
consin.

Mr. JOHNSON. In reclaiming my
time briefly, let me emphasize the fact
that if you pass this now—again, to the
Senator from Michigan, I am literally
begging him: Do not object. Do not ob-
ject. It is still going to take a couple of
days to actually pass this. If we have
to go the route of a motion to proceed
and getting on the bill, that is going to
take quite some time. Our skies can’t
remain at this level right now. We
can’t continue with these airport
delays. We can’t continue to use public
sector employees and the American
public as pawns in this partisan games-
manship.

So, literally, I think the Senator
knows me. He knows I am saying this
in good faith: Please do not object. Let
this bill pass so the House can come
back, and the President can sign this
into law, and these good people who are
being forced to work or who have been
furloughed can get the pay they de-
serve. Again, today, tomorrow, and in
the future, they will be assured they
will never ever be used like pawns in
these partisan games.

Again, I underscore that I will not
modify my request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard to the modification.

Is there an objection to the original
request?

The Senator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, to
the Senator from Wisconsin, I know he
and I have worked on a lot of issues.
That is not in question here. We do
have questions with some of the lan-
guage in this bill just to make sure
that we have guardrails.

I want to pay Federal employees.
That is why I have the bill that is on
the floor right now that I am trying to
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move. It will pay Federal employees. It
will pay contractors as well. The Sen-
ator’s is not doing that, I understand.
But everybody who is being shorted
right now should be paid, and that is
what my legislation does. So we could
do that.

You know, I am happy if the Senator
wants to take my legislation and put
his name on it. I will support it, and we
will pass it right now and send it there,
and people are going to get paid. So if
the Senator really wants to do that, we
could do that today.

Does the Senator want me just to put
his name on this bill and then we will
pass it? It would be fine to do that.

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. PETERS. Excuse me.

In reclaiming my time, we can make
that happen, and if the Senator puts it
on the floor later, we will go through
the process. I would hope that he and I,
during that process, can work on lan-
guage to perhaps address some of the
concerns that I have. It is not that we
pay people. That is not my concern. I
wouldn’t be offering this legislation
here today if I were concerned about
that. I want to pay them. Labor unions
support my bill too—no surprise. They
are getting paid. And that is why I
have introduced this.

This is not a political game. I hope
we get this shutdown open. I hope we
are able to find common ground and
say that we want to lower the cost so
Americans have affordable healthcare,
and we don’t want to see their pre-
miums go up and people lose insurance.
I hope we can do that. It is not a game.
I don’t see this as leverage.

Now, a President who refuses to re-
lease SNAP funds to feed people—now,
that is what is irresponsible and rep-
rehensible leverage. Money is available
to feed people right now, and this
President is saying no. The court has
ordered him to put that money into
food, and he says: I am going to appeal
it.

That is absolutely despicable, that
the President of the United States
wants to starve children in order to get
his way.

We have to move beyond that. We
have to find common ground. I hope we
can find common ground in this bill.
My bill is just plain, simple, clean, no
games, no other language. We know we
have to have guardrails when we have
a lawless President. We had better put
some guardrails in. He walks over Con-
gress all the time. My colleagues on
the Republican side just let him walk
over Congress all the time.

I don’t know why you ran for office if
you just want to be run over by a
President. We are a coequal branch of
government. We are here to represent
the people of our States. So let’s work
together and be thoughtful about this
and understand that if Congress puts
this law forward, it actually goes the
way we want, and we don’t have a
President who basically thumbs his
nose at Members of the Senate and the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

House and does what he wants, and he
knows the Republicans will say: Oh,
well. That is fine. We are just here to
rubberstamp. That is what we are here
for.

So let’s hope we can work together to
get this right and pay employees. They
should be. They have a right to that. I
think we can do this, and we can get
together and get beyond the rhetoric
and games from the leader, that I
heard. It is also on this side as well.

So let’s work together. Let’s open up
this government. Let’s end this shut-
down. Let’s make sure people have af-
fordable healthcare in this country.
Let’s make sure our own employees get
paid. Let’s do all of that this weekend.
I am on board for all of that. Hopefully,
we can get that done.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection to the original request?

Objection is heard.

The Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. Again, let me cor-
rect—I hate to say—falsehoods that
were presented here in the Chamber.

My bill is completely silent in terms
of Presidential authority.

To the Senator from Michigan, I
know they want to put language in
there to restrict Presidential author-
ity, but the fact of the matter is—and
I made him well aware of this—that it
is a bill that would never be signed into
law.

So if the Senator is serious about ac-
tually paying the workers, he will rec-
ognize that fact and admit that my bill
is completely silent. It does not add
and it does not detract from Presi-
dential authority. There is nothing in
the bill that does that.

Secondly, we have tried to come to
accommodations with a number of Sen-
ators on the other side for a couple of
weeks, but they have pretty much fall-
en on deaf ears.

Again, I know it is unfortunate that
he objected right now. If we proceed
and vote and actually get on the bill—
and I hope, at least, we do that—that
will take quite some time. So it seems
he has already objected.

What I am happy to do—not happy; I
am very disappointed I am going to
have to do this—is to look at their lan-
guage. If it is acceptable—again, if he
is doing anything with Presidential au-
thority in the way of adding or detract-
ing, it won’t be signed into law; it will
be a fruitless exercise. But if we accept
their language—we will look at it, and
then maybe—maybe—we can come
back down here and do another unani-
mous consent request and pass this
today. That is what I hope we can do.

So we will look at the language. It is
very unfortunate we didn’t pass it
right now, but maybe later this after-
noon, we can do so.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Madam President, I
appreciate that my colleagues from
Wisconsin and Michigan are striving to
find a path to make sure that folks are
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paid. Folks who are working should be
paid, and folks who are furloughed
should be paid. But here is the problem
with the proposal from my colleague
from Wisconsin, and that is, we have a
President right now who is violating
the Constitution.

Every time you hear the President of
the United States say ‘“‘Hey, I am end-
ing that program because it is not in
alignment with my priorities” or a
Cabinet member say ‘“We are going to
kill those grants because they are not
in alignment with the President’s pri-
orities,” what you are hearing is an au-
thoritarian statement in violation of
the Constitution.

So, in recognition, we have an out-of-
control tyrant in the Oval Office who is
violating the Constitution. We have a
responsibility right here to defend the
Constitution, and that is exactly why
my colleague from Michigan put those
protections into the bill. If you have a
President who chooses what programs
are funded and not, that is an authori-
tarian country, and that is what we
have right now.

The whole vision of our Nation was
founded on these Senators and these
House Members coming from different
districts and different States, with dif-
ferent life experiences and different ge-
ographic interests, and bringing them
to forge a consensus or forge a vision of
how to address the challenges in every
part of our Nation, not to have one per-
son down Pennsylvania Avenue who
knows a little bit about New York and
a little bit about Florida and who has
a certain one point of view be a tyrant.

Martial law would be empowered by
the proposal from Wisconsin, and that
is why my colleague from Michigan
was absolutely right to ensure we here
in the Senate defend the Constitution.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
first, after I finish my remarks, I ask
unanimous consent that the following
Senators be recognized for up to 5 min-
utes each: PETERS, BALDWIN, KELLY,
and WELCH.

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

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
will be brief. After so many failed
votes, it is clear we need to try some-
thing different. What the Senate is
doing isn’t working for either party
and isn’t working for the American
people.

Democrats have said we must address
the healthcare crisis, but Republicans
have repeatedly said they won’t nego-
tiate to lower the healthcare costs
until the government reopens. So let’s
find a path to honor both positions.

Democrats would like to see an end
to this shutdown, and we want to re-
spect Leader THUNE’s desire not to ne-
gotiate on the ACA until after the gov-
ernment reopens. Therefore, we would
like to offer a simple proposal that
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would reopen the government and ex-
tend the ACA premium tax credits si-
multaneously and then have the oppor-
tunity to start negotiating longer term
solutions to healthcare costs. Let’s do
all three.

I have spoken with my caucus, and
Democrats are offering a very simple
compromise. Democrats are ready to
clear the way to quickly pass a govern-
ment funding bill that includes
healthcare affordability. Leader THUNE
just needs to add a clean 1-year exten-
sion of the ACA tax credits to the CR
so that we can immediately address
rising healthcare costs. That is not a
negotiation. It is an extension of cur-
rent law, something we do all the time
around here, as we all know.

But we also offer this: Let’s create a
bipartisan committee on reforms that
will continue negotiations after the
government reopens, ahead of next
year’s enrollment period, to provide
long-term certainty that healthcare
costs will be more affordable.

This proposal reopens the govern-
ment and ensures working families who
are shopping right now for their
healthcare get certainty and financial
relief. While open enrollment has
begun, insurers can update their rates
after we pass a simple extension of the
tax credits.

With this approach, we do not nego-
tiate healthcare in the shutdown, as
Leader THUNE has maintained he wish-
es, and the American people get the tax
credit extension they want. That is
what many of our Republican col-
leagues have floated over the last 6
weeks as a compromise: a l-year tax
credit extension and reforms to the
credits beyond that.

We will agree with the Republican re-
quest not to start negotiations until
after the government reopens. All Re-
publicans have to do is say yes to ex-
tend current law for 1 year. It makes
sense. And since what we are proposing
is only a simple extension of current
law, the Senate could do this within a
few hours. This is a reasonable offer
that reopens the government, deals
with healthcare affordability, and be-
gins a process of negotiating reforms to
the ACA tax credits for the future.

Now, the ball is in the Republicans’
court. We need Republicans to just say
yes.

I yield to Senator PETERS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, Re-
publicans have repeatedly said that
they will not negotiate reforms to the
healthcare law credits until the gov-
ernment reopens.

I will tell you right now that all my
colleagues on this side of the aisle defi-
nitely want to open government, and
we want to do it as soon as possible. We
are also willing to respect Leader
THUNE’s desire to negotiate after the
shutdown.

So Democrats are offering today a
very simple, straightforward com-
promise, and if Republicans accept
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this, we could open the government
today. Wouldn’t that be fabulous—
show that we can come together with a
commonsense, bipartisan compromise
and open government.

All we have to do is have a 1-year ex-
tension of the existing law dealing with
tax credits; and over the next year, we
can figure out a long-term solution to
the healthcare challenge that we are
facing as a country.

This proposal opens the government
and ensures that families who are shop-
ping right now for their healthcare can
get immediate financial relief at a
time when costs are driving families to
make incredibly difficult financial de-
cisions.

And we believe that, while we are
trying to figure out a long-term solu-
tion to the healthcare crisis, people
should not be penalized, people should
not be suffering. Give the relief that
they need now, and over the next year
we will work together to find a more
comprehensive solution.

We know that right now our Nation
has experienced a healthcare crisis
where costs are skyrocketing and too
many Americans are risking losing
their coverage. Too many Americans
are struggling to choose between food
or gas or healthcare. And it is not just
Americans in blue States; let’s be
clear. Families in every State across
the country are paying these prices.
Every one of us has families that are
experiencing this now in our States.
But we can take action today to give
our constituents some immediate fi-
nancial relief and prevent them from
being priced out of the insurance mar-
ket.

We all want to end the shutdown. We
want to ensure that government serv-
ices can continue, and we want to en-
sure our hard-working Federal employ-
ees get the pay that they have earned.
But Democrats have made clear since
day one that in order to get the votes
that Republicans need, we must ad-
dress the healthcare crisis—because
the American people have made it
clear they want Congress to take ac-
tion on this issue. It is literally life or
death for far too many American fami-
lies.

I know many of my Republican col-
leagues want to work on this issue too.
I have had conversations with so many
of my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle who want to try to figure out
how we fix this. But they have said re-

peatedly, ‘“We won’t negotiate until
government reopens.” Leader THUNE
has said:

[Glive us the votes to open up the govern-
ment. Then we will have a conversation
about some of these issues that you want to
discuss. And I think health care is certainly
something that we are anxious to talk about.

And perhaps, most importantly, even
President Trump has said he would be
happy to work with Democrats on
healthcare policies but only once the
government is reopened.

Well, I agree with my Republican col-
leagues: It is not realistic to reform a
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major policy, major healthcare policy,
in just a few days. It is not going to
happen. And I respect Leader THUNE
and President Trump’s desire to work
on this when the government has re-
opened. I am willing to compromise on
that. My colleagues are willing to com-
promise on this. It is something that
can be done today if we need to. But
our Republican colleagues have to be
willing to compromise too. Com-
promise is a two-way street.

We want them to show us that these
are not just empty words, that they
really are willing to compromise and
they do want to take action. So that is
why we put forward this very simple
proposal: Extend the tax credits for 1
year. We are not asking to make any
major changes to the current law; just
extend that and protect people who are
suffering right now and are hurting. We
are just asking to keep the credits in
place for 1 year so that families can see
some immediate financial relief from
the costs that are going through the
roof, so that they can make important
decisions about buying their
healthcare right now—right now—dur-
ing open enrollment.

This is live. People are dealing with
this situation as we speak. We can fix
this. If we care about making sure fam-
ilies can afford their healthcare, we
should all agree on that. We should get
100 votes here for people to say: We are
going to do everything we can to pro-
tect healthcare for Americans. And we
can do that right now, and we can open
up government right now. We can pay
employees. We can move this country
forward if we do that. All we need is a
very simple extension of a law that has
already existed for some time.

We know from the start that any
deal will ultimately have to be a com-
promise. It doesn’t have to be unani-
mous. There will be likely folks on
both sides that may feel uncomfortable
with this, and I get that. That is the
way this place works.

But our proposal would try to work
in a bipartisan way by creating a bipar-
tisan committee that will continue ne-
gotiations on reforms ahead of next
year’s enrollment process so we are not
pulling the rug out from underneath
families. We are going to do it ahead of
time so folks know exactly what to ex-
pect going forward.

I am telling the Presiding Officer
now, if we vote for this compromise
today, we could open up government.
This could all be behind us. Families
could get some certainty for their fu-
ture, for the next year, while we look
at long-term solutions; the government
can open. But it takes all of us just to
say: We are willing to compromise for
the good of the country.

My colleagues are standing here say-
ing: We are willing to compromise for
the good of the country.

I just hope my Republican colleagues
agree.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Madam President, there
is a lot of focus on what divides us, but
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the real opportunity here is what
unites us. We are having a contest here
with this shutdown, where our side is
very concerned about what happens
with these tax credits; your side is very
concerned about using a shutdown as a
tactic.

I think we both have pretty valid ar-
guments, and one of the reasons I
think there is merit in our position is
the reality that, once the December 31
deadline arrives, people literally are
going to lose healthcare.

So what unites us? Both sides really
do want to have all of government paid
and be reopened. And both sides, I be-
lieve, want to make certain the people
we represent continue to have access to
healthcare—that the healthcare they
had in 2025 they are going to have in
2026.

That won’t happen unless we resolve
this. And given the time crunch, the
only way, as a practical matter, we can
do something that helps the people you
represent, that helps the people I rep-
resent, is to extend what we have for
another year.

So it is not an overreach on the part
of, say, folks who want a single-payer
healthcare system. It is not overreach
or diminishing any concerns that folks
on the Republican side—and, by the
way, on our side—have about the cost
of healthcare.

We are in a practical crunch, where,
unless this U.S. Senate acts, the people
we represent are going to lose
healthcare. That is the fact. That is
just the fact. It is the way it is, and we
talked about how these premium in-
creases are going to spike.

So what do we do in this situation
where Leader THUNE, who we trust,
who we respect, is taking a position
that we won’t have discussions until we
reopen government.

Why do we object to that or are cau-
tious about that? We trust Leader
THUNE. We trust our Republican col-
leagues. But what happens after it goes
out of the Senate? We have no guar-
antee whatsoever it will be taken up in
the House at all.

So the question that farmer in
Vermont would ask me, at the end of
any agreement, is: PETER, what does
this mean? Will I get my healthcare in
2026?

And unless we have it where it is
going to get a vote with some support
from our colleagues in the House, the
answer is: I don’t know, but I hope so.

So we find ourselves with January 1
here, and that farmer, that small busi-
ness person, not having healthcare.
And, again, this is the lament I have.
What we are trying to do here—the
folks who are going to benefit or not
suffer are Republicans who voted for
Trump and Democrats who voted for
Harris and Independents who didn’t
like either candidate at all.

So we have an opportunity—and ac-
tually, we are the only people in the
United States of America who have an
opportunity—the only people, it is us,
who have been entrusted by the people
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whom we represent, with their vote, to
solve this problem.

And what I think is being proposed
has a quality that is rare around here.
It is restraint. We are not trying to
overreach. We are just saying: Main-
tain the status quo so that the folks in
America who are getting their
healthcare with the help of some tax
credits will continue to have that
healthcare in 2026, as they have in 2025.

So I hope we can come together for
this temporary fix. And, by the way, I
just want to say, the cost of healthcare
is exploding, and we have an obligation
if we want to maintain access to
healthcare, to address that.

It is not a solution to deal with the
healthcare crisis by taking people off
of healthcare. They still get sick. So
when our leader says that we want this
bipartisan committee to address the
cost of healthcare, we are sincere about
that because the biggest threat to the
continued access to healthcare is the
exploding cost of healthcare.

I yield to my colleague from Wis-
consin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Ms. BALDWIN. Madam President, I
rise today to echo, to underscore, to
emphasize what my colleagues have
just presented. This is our path for-
ward. This is how we reopen the gov-
ernment and lower healthcare costs for
millions of Americans.

This is what compromise looks like.
Look, if I had my way, we would be
making these enhanced premium tax
credits for working families perma-
nent. But I understand that we can’t
get everything that we want. That is
how compromise works, and that is
what our constituents expect that we
do when we come here.

I know that giving relief for the
275,000 Wisconsinites who are shopping
online at healthcare.gov for
healthcare, as we speak—I know that
this relief is urgent, just like it is ur-
gent that we reopen our government.

I have had so many conversations
with my Republican colleagues here in
the Senate. I know that so many of
them have expressed privately that
they are supportive of a 1-year exten-
sion of Affordable Care Act tax credits.
They are hearing from their constitu-
ents who will no longer be able to af-
ford their healthcare also, just like we
are.

So I hope my Republican colleagues
can join us in voting to pass this pro-
posal so that we can finally put this
shutdown behind us and allow 22 mil-
lion Americans to rest easier, knowing
that their healthcare costs are not
going to double, triple, or even worse.

I yield to the Senator from Arizona.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. KELLY. Madam President, for
more than a month, I have been here in
DC fighting to keep healthcare costs
from spiking for my constituents, and
for more than a month, I have been
hearing from people I represent about
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what their healthcare costs now and
what it will cost if these tax credits are
allowed to expire—people like Leslie
from Buckeye, who is a diabetic and
whose premium is about to go from
$600 a month to $1,000 per month; and
people like Jessica from Yuma. She
and her husband currently pay $560 per
month for them and their three kids.
That is going to go to $3,100 per month
if these tax credits are not extended.

And for more than a month, I have
been waiting for the President or Re-
publican leadership in the Senate to sit
down with us and try to figure this out,
or even show that they care about the
millions of Americans in our States
who are in the same boat, people like
Leslie and Jessica.

Now, that hasn’t happened. The
President, as far as I can tell, has spent
about 1 hour in the Oval Office with
congressional leadership on this issue—
1 hour in 37 days. He has spent more
time talking about his ballroom and on
two overseas trips and at a costume
party at Mar-a-Lago, and of course, on
the golf course.

The House of Representatives has
been on a 7-week paid vacation. They
are not even pretending to care about
these rising healthcare costs; and the
Senate, not much better. Week after
week, the leadership of the Senate
breaks for a long weekend, all while
Americans are suffering. And they are
suffering even more because Donald
Trump is using them as pawns in this
fight.

He is still trying to illegally with-
hold SNAP benefits from hungry Amer-
icans, including children, to use as le-
verage. Donald Trump’s official posi-
tion on the government shutdown is
that he will let hard-working Ameri-
cans go hungry until we give in to his
demands to let healthcare premiums go
up dramatically for millions of Ameri-
cans.

Now, is that the position of my Re-
publican colleagues? 1 keep hearing
from many of you that you want to do
something about this, but you say you
can’t negotiate, not now.

So let’s just lay it out here. We need
to extend government funding to re-
open the government, but we also need
to extend these tax credits so millions
of Americans can actually afford their
healthcare.

So let’s do both—no gimmicks, no
changes. Let’s reopen the government,
but we can do that knowing that Jes-
sica and Leslie and a whole bunch of
other people that we represent can
take their kid to a doctor and fill their
prescriptions for another year.

There is no reason why we can’t
agree on this. If you want to reopen the
government and you want to help keep
health insurance premiums from spik-
ing, then let’s do it. But if you say no,
if you say you can’t vote for something
like this, well, let’s just be honest
about it. Tell the Jessicas and Leslies
in your State that they are not going
to be able to afford their healthcare
anymore. Tell them that Donald
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Trump thinks that they should go to a
food bank for groceries so they can
have something to eat.

Now, I also think we need to be per-
fectly clear about why we are here and
how we got here. All of this—all of
this—we have discussed over the last
month is because Donald Trump and
Republicans in the House and Senate
wanted to give a big, giant tax cut to
the wealthiest Americans—a $4 trillion
giveaway.

And, again, we want a deal. We can
choose to fix this so Jessica and Leslie
and millions of others can afford to
have basic healthcare.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Madam
President, I actually have written
notes here. I came prepared to talk
about the importance of the ACA tax
credits, and as I sat here, I prayed:
What do I even say in this moment?

There is a Scripture that says:

Choose ye this day.

Today, we have an opportunity to
make a choice. We have an opportunity
to do something that is so plain and so
simple.

There is a book in the Bible called
the Book of Habakkuk. A lot of people
don’t even know it. It is like three
chapters. In it, it says: We always hear,
how long? Not long?

No, in it, it says long. It says pain. It
says corruption. It says suffering.

But what it does say is, make a plan
and make it plain. So what we come
today to say is we have something that
is plain and simple and will lift up
America. And that is the opportunity
to vote, open the government, and re-
store people’s healthcare. It is that
plain. It is that simple.

We are not saying you are better
than us and we are better than you. We
are saying link them together on be-
half of the American people.

It is a sad day in America when peo-
ple have to choose between their
healthcare and housing or their
healthcare and food. We are not in a
pandemic. There are no wars on our
shores. This should not be a hard time
for us. We are not without resources in
this country.

So, today, as many people are being
priced out of the American dream, I
ask my colleagues: Come to the table.
Work with us.

I am so proud to be one of the fresh-
man class—one of the most diverse
classes in the history of this Cham-
ber—with ELISSA SLOTKIN, with RUBEN
GALLEGO, with ADAM SCHIFF, with
ANDY KiM, and my sister Senator AN-
GELA ALSOBROOKS.

Five of the six of us came from the
House of Representatives. And so for
us, it is almost like we have a foot in
both worlds. And for us, this proposal
is an opportunity to not only pass
something here but to pass something
in the House that becomes a law and
that gets something for the American
people.
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We also have relationships and have
been in conversations with our former
House Republican colleagues who also
want to get something done. And so,
today, again, off script, but in my
heart, we are standing here for the
American people saying we can end
this today.

And we are saying to the President of
the United States—I hope you can hear
us. We are saying to the President of
the United States that you said it
yourself after Tuesday’s election, this
is hurting Republicans. Well, you know
what? It is also hurting all of America.
And so we hope that you will engage in
something that is simple and clear.
Open the government and make sure
we restore people’s tax credits to-
gether.

Again, how long? Long if we choose
to be. But we have a choice in this mo-
ment. And so we hope that you will
come to the table. Let’s make a deal.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
McCoORMICK). The Senator from Min-
nesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Delaware, wise
words. And I thank Senator SCHUMER,
all of our colleagues that have gath-
ered here today. We truly come in good
faith.

I thank our Republican colleague
who is listening to us right now and for
the good work that he has done in try-
ing to bring people together.

And we know there are a number of
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle who have been working diligently
with Democrats to try to resolve this.
And we come in good faith because we
know this isn’t a blue-State or a red-
State problem. It is everyone’s prob-
lem.

When we look at the people who are
on these Affordable Care Act plans,
they tend not to work at big corpora-
tions. If they did, they would have
healthcare; they do have healthcare.
They tend not to work in government,
local, State, Federal; they tend to have
healthcare. They work at small busi-
nesses.

They are entrepreneurs, like the
woman that I spent time with last
weekend in Eagan, MN, who has one
employee. She is so proud of her busi-
ness. She has been doing better. He had
cancer a few years ago, and he got
through it. He is married, has Kkids.
That plan, she pays for 75 percent of
the premium for the employee, and he
pays for 25 percent of the premiums.
And she just looked at what happened,
and she said: I don’t know if I can keep
him on. They are going to double.
Those are the people we are talking
about.

Farmers and ranchers, 27 percent of
the farmers in our country are on this
kind of plan. So these are people that
are just on the margins so much be-
cause they have decided to go out on
their own and be entrepreneurs. Or
when I talk to my rural hospitals, they
tell me how the people who are on
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these plans, if they can’t afford a dou-
bling or tripling of the premiums,
which is what we are seeing right now
with the numbers that came out on the
Marketplace—if it is doubled or tri-
pled, they will just drop their plans be-
cause they still got to get groceries.
They still got to pay the mortgage. So
then they are going to drop their plans,
and then the rural hospitals, that are
already just hanging on, aren’t going
to be able to make it.

So it is all of a mix of things that I
think would defy people’s predictions
of who is depending on these plans, and
I think we are starting to hear from
them now. So we have this oppor-
tunity. This is really, I would say, a
practical plan. It looks at what we
need to do to open the government
again. It looks at the work that has
been done by our great leaders in ap-
propriations, and it says: OK. What can
we do about healthcare right now?

We disagreed with the bill that got
passed this summer on our side, but
what can we do right now? And what
we can do right now is stop this dou-
bling and tripling of these healthcare
premiums. And it is not something
that is going to help in the end of De-
cember or January; it is a now thing.
They are making their decisions now.

So that is why we came forward with
a lot of people in our caucus, as you
can imagine, having differing views
and wanting more in good faith, but we
figure this is a good idea so that we
can, one, help these people in all our
States, and then, two, look at reforms.
We are open to reforms, and then these
reforms would have to be done before
these tax credits expire at the end of
next year.

But it will get us through this, and,
most important, it will get people
through it like Elizabeth of St. Peter,
MN, who told me: ““I have no idea how
I am going to come up with the extra
$200’ each month.

This is what is happening. People
who are terrified of what is going on.

So we have this moment in time. We
are ready to work through the week-
end. We hope our colleagues are as
well. So let’s get to the table.

I hope the President comes and meets
with us. The amount of money we are
talking about here is about the same as
the money that went to Argentina. I
am not going to relitigate that, but it
shows what we could do and why we
could do it. So let’s get it done. Thank
you.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I join
all of my Democratic colleagues here
today to offer this proposal on the
healthcare issue that has been holding
all of us here and all of the American
public for weeks now because after Re-
publicans refused to work with us to
save the premium tax credits all this
past year, what we hear Republican
leaders saying now is they maybe, pos-
sibly, will talk about healthcare. It
just has to be later.
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We are so far past that. Open enroll-
ment is happening right now. Repub-
licans have already pushed millions of
Americans off that tax credit cliff. If
we truly want to help these people, Re-
publicans need to work with us as fast
as possible to pass this clean, 1-year ex-
tension.

This is not some pie-in-the-sky re-
quest. As the previous speaker alluded
to, if Republicans had no problems
with Trump’s shoveling nearly twice as
much money at Argentina, why would
they oppose giving this kind of support
to our own American families? Is there
no time for working families? Are
there no funds for healthcare?

I cannot accept that. We cannot ac-
cept that. We can act, but we have to
do it now. Every day that passes, this
damage gets worse, and, by the way,
harder to reverse. The best and
quickest way to address the MAGA
healthcare hike is this clean 1-year ex-
tension of the enhanced premium tax
credit written into the CR that we ulti-
mately will vote on to reopen the gov-
ernment.

Like my colleagues, I have heard so
many heartbreaking stories from peo-
ple in my State. They are not political.
They don’t care about Democrats, Re-
publicans, but I will tell you, they are
at a breaking point. Some of them have
been on the verge of tears as they
talked to me, explaining how they sim-
ply cannot afford to buy healthcare for
next year. That weighs heavily on me
and all of my colleagues. We carry
their stories with us. Their words are
on repeat in my mind every minute I
walk through these halls.

I am here today fighting with my
heart and soul. I am giving Repub-
licans every opportunity in the world
to do the right thing. I have been out
here on this floor. I have spoken ad
nauseam about how letting these tax
credits expire will actually hurt people
in Republican States the most.

So we are here today to say our hand
is outstretched. We are ready to go, a
1l-year clean extension, and we can re-
open the government and save so many
families misery in this country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President,
I speak today to echo the sentiments of
my fellow Members of the caucus. This
is a moment where, at least in Colo-
rado, we hear stories every day of peo-
ple faced with the challenge of whether
to pay their rent or to make sure they
maintain their healthcare, people who
have preexisting medical conditions
that are worried that if they go off
their healthcare now, they might be
pushed into a circumstance where they
can only receive attention in emer-
gency room situations, defeating the
purpose of their treatments.

By going forward and taking a 1-year
extension, nothing new, but just a 1-
year extension, we allow all those peo-
ple in Colorado and across the country
to sort through their healthcare issues,
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to reequilibrate, and to make sure that
they are not left out in the cold. And I
think that is the key here. We are
looking at tens of millions of people
that will either lose their healthcare or
have dramatically significant increases
in the cost of their premiums if we do
nothing.

So I hope that we can come together
and move forward with this clean CR
with the extension of the subsidized
tax credit for the ACA.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, all
across our country, in every congres-
sional district, in every corner of every
State, families are suffering. They are
taking a look at what it is going to
cost to buy healthcare for this coming
year. And they are going: Wow. I won’t
be able to afford that. I guess I will go
without.

And we know what happens when
people go without healthcare. And this
is clearly not something that is a blue
issue or a red issue; it is an issue for
every family, affordable, quality
healthcare.

And I know that is not just a concern
held by Democratic Senators; it is a
concern held by Republican Senators.
So we have a common desire, Demo-
crats and Republicans together, to ad-
dress this concern. I think about some
of the folks who have written in from
my home State, and I know my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle are
getting the same letters, the same
phone calls. Erik in Corvallis got a let-
ter that his insurance premium is ex-
ploding from $183 to—get this—$1,588.
Wow. That is roughly a sevenfold in-
crease.

I heard from Leah in Eugene whose
monthly payment is going from $462 to
$1,438, a threefold increase.

And Stacey in Lincoln City is seeing
an increase from $1,300 to about $3,200,
almost a $2,000 increase.

So those stories are everywhere in
our country. And there is so much
work we can do on healthcare together.
The President has said: Let’s negotiate
on those complex issues after the gov-
ernment is opened.

And those complex issues, they may
be things like the cost-sharing reduc-
tion program, they may be things like
how do we lower the cost of drugs so we
don’t pay more for drugs than the folks
in Canada across the border to the
north pay for their drugs or the folks
in England or Australia or Japan.

We can work together on strategies
to see where there is waste in the sys-
tem or are there scams and scandals in
the system? Let’s shine the light on
them, and let’s fix them after the gov-
ernment reopens.

Well, let’s just do this one piece, ex-
tend one particular tax provision that
is in law now for this coming year, so
there is immediate relief for folks who
are getting on the internet at this very
moment and going: Oh, my goodness. 1
can’t afford that—the Eriks, the Leahs,
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the Staceys that exist in every corner
of every State.

I have been hearing from small busi-
nesses, and they have been saying that
Main Street is ‘““‘Pain Street.” Why? Be-
cause so many of the small businesses
in my State, and I am sure in every
State, go to the ACA exchange in order
to buy insurance. And so they are reel-
ing from that impact. They are reeling
from other economic fluctuations in
the country, and they are saying: Can’t
you figure this out? Can’t you figure
this out?

So I have been hearing from col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle: We
want to fix these tax credits, these en-
hanced tax credits for people to buy in-
surance.

Well, let’s do it. We can open the gov-
ernment today. We can do it today.
Today, we can address the issue my
colleague from Wisconsin was speaking
to just an hour or so ago. He was say-
ing people who are working should get
a paycheck. That will happen if we pass
this today. He was saying folks who are
furloughed should get a paycheck. We
can do that by putting them back to
work by opening the government
today.

And then we can negotiate on those
complex issues to make this system
work a whole lot better because all of
us know that our system is overly com-
plicated, overly bureaucratic, ineffi-
cient, and we know that there can be
improvements. So let’s work on those
things together.

The proposal that the minority lead-
er has put forward says: Let’s form a
special committee to work on those
issues and find some proposals to take
us to a better place.

That is the type of partnership that
we need to give encouragement to the
American people that we are willing to
work together to solve the challenges
they see every day in their lives at
their kitchen tables.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, col-
leagues, I rise in support of this pro-
posal to extend the ACA tax credits,
extend the existing law for another
year, reopen the government, and give
us time to negotiate the longer term
extension of the Affordable Care Act.

This whole discussion and, frankly,
the whole debate we have been having
over the last several weeks over the Af-
fordable Care Act brings me back to
the immediate aftermath of the pas-
sage of that bill when I was doing side-
walk office hours inside the Glendale
Galleria. I had my little coffee table
set up there.

I had someone come up to my table
and ask me how I voted on that bill,
how I voted on ObamaCare. When I told
him that I voted for it, he was indig-
nant.

He said: What could you possibly
have liked? What could you have pos-
sibly liked about that bill?

I said: Well, actually, there were a
lot of things I liked about it. I liked
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the fact that if you had a preexisting
condition, you could get healthcare.

I remember another of my constitu-
ents saying that he was 65; he was a
preexisting condition.

I liked the fact that if you had a kid
who was 26 or under, you could keep
them on your insurance policy if they
didn’t have one.

Then I said: I liked the fact that tens
of millions of people that can’t other-
wise afford healthcare are going to be
able to get healthcare.

He looked at me and said something
that I never imagined I would hear. He
said: And you really think that is such
a good idea?

That is, that millions of people who
can’t afford healthcare would be able
to get it.

I said: Well, yes, I do. Don’t you?

He said: No, I don’t. If they can’t af-
ford it, they shouldn’t have it.

And I recognize the moment he said
it that he was speaking for millions of
people.

I had had one of those huge townhalls
with 3,000 people, and no one would say
that even at those screaming town-
halls. But his view was that if they
can’t afford it, they shouldn’t have it,
and I think that view is really at the
center of this debate.

In the wealthiest country in the
world, doesn’t the government have
any responsibility to make sure that
healthcare is accessible to people? I
think we do.

Now, who are these millions of people
that are going to lose their healthcare
if we don’t extend the ACA tax credits?
Well, let me just share the stories of
two of them, my constituents who
wrote to me.

The first one said:

My bronze HMO high deductible plan is
$752.23 per month, and using most, but not
all of the tax credit, my monthly premium is
$200 per month and that is using $552.23
worth of credits.

I'm currently single and retired so my in-
come is well within the limits to qualify for
the credits. [But] if all the credits go away
for 2026, this will wipe me out and I will like-
ly go without insurance even though I know
it is not a good idea.

Here is the story from a second con-
stituent:

Anyone else gotten their health plan rates
for 2026? I did today, and I will have to can-
cel mine. With chronic conditions requiring
daily prescriptions, weekly doctor visits,
current quarterly labs and biannual mammo-
grams, my share of cost will go up well over
$1,000 per month, and as a senior on a fixed
and low income, I could not possibly come up
with a thousand dollars a month. Sadly,
there are so many seniors who will be in this
position.

That is who we are talking about
here. These are some of the millions of
people that will lose their access to
healthcare if we don’t extend the ACA.

So I urge support for this. As Leader
SCHUMER said, we can reopen the gov-
ernment today if we can simply extend
the tax credits for another year and
give us time, through a bipartisan com-
mission, to work on a more permanent
extension. I urge support.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
thank my colleagues for this unified
support for a measure that is emi-
nently reasonable, and I thank the
leader of our side, Senator SCHUMER,
for advancing this proposal.

It is a compromise. It is simple and
plain. And I will be very blunt: It is not
everything I would have wanted. Like
the Senator from Wisconsin, my friend
Senator BALDWIN, I would have wanted
the healthcare tax credits to be perma-
nently guaranteed. I would have want-
ed a guarantee as well that there be no
rescissions or impoundments of funds,
as this President has done repeatedly. I
would have wanted a reversal of the
firings, the so-called RIFs, the reduc-
tions in force that have been eminently
unfair and a guarantee of backpay to
everybody who has been furloughed.
There are other provisions that, for
me, were profoundly important. It is a
compromise. And ‘‘compromise’ is not
a four-letter word; it is the way to get
things done.

This picture of unity is worth a thou-
sand of my words, but it is also a clear
response to a crisis that we face, and
we face it today. It is a crisis in
healthcare. It is a crisis in hunger. It is
a crisis in air transportation.

For millions of Americans, it is a cri-
sis of affordability. Nobody in America
needed Tuesday’s elections to tell them
that the cost of rent and electricity
and food and all the other necessities
in life are spiraling out of control.

And, yes, healthcare costs are spi-
raling out of control. They are at the
kitchen table right now across Amer-
ica, looking at the exchanges, and con-
cluding they simply can’t afford those
spiking premiums, multiples of three
and four times—and at least twice—
what they were paying. Many of them
are taking the risk that they will go
without insurance.

This measure guarantees an out-
come. The majority leader Senator
THUNE has said he can’t guarantee an
outcome. All he can promise is a proc-
ess. And I am unwilling to accept a
promise of some vote at an indefinite
point on an undefined bill sometime in
the future because the urgency of now
for American families means they are
making choices about whether they
can afford insurance at this moment
for next year.

In fairness to the majority leader, he
can’t promise anything for either the
Speaker of the House or the President.
They have been absent without leave.
They have been AWOL. They have re-
fused to talk.

We are presenting them now with a
reasonable compromise that the major-
ity leader can accept and our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
should embrace.

The problem here is one of trust.
What we have seen from the adminis-
tration is a strategy of maximum pain
to magnify political pressure.
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In just minutes from now, in the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the First Circuit,
this administration will argue that
SNAP benefits should be ended after
the President himself promised that
they would be paid in full in compli-
ance with the district court orders in
Rhode Island and Massachusetts. There
is no way to trust that SNAP benefits
will be provided without a guarantee
from the courts.

The urgency that we face is also in
air transportation. We all want people
to be able to reach their destinations
safely. It has to come first. And we
need to make sure that the TSA and
air controllers are paid. They are he-
roes for having worked for so long
without pay.

We need to stop the madness of this
trend line. It is a through line in the
administration’s tactics here. It is a
through line of cruelty and stupidity
that has magnified the costs for the
American people not just in blue
States but all across the country.

We should seek reform and improve-
ment in the ACA, eliminating any kind
of fraud and stopping the spiraling in-
crease in healthcare costs. But I should
warn my colleagues: We will not sac-
rifice the ACA.

Very revealing yesterday in the hear-
ing of the Permanent Subcommittee on
Investigations was the commentary
from a number of my Republican col-
leagues in effect saying that we should
kill the ACA—an effort that has been
part of their relentless campaign over
the last 15 years to decimate this re-
sounding and important law that now
is embraced by the vast majority of the
American people.

We put in the record stories of indi-
viduals from Michigan and Pennsyl-
vania and Iowa.

Aaron Lehman, a fifth-generation
farmer, told us: I grow corn, soybean,
oats, and hay with my family. The Af-
fordable Care Act has been one of the
best investments in rural healthcare in
decades.

We cannot afford, as a nation, to go
back to the days when preexisting con-
ditions were a pretext for denying
healthcare. If someone had a history of
cancer, diabetes, heart disease, HIV,
asthma, depression, pregnancy—the
list goes on—insurers could force pa-
tients to pay more or refuse to offer
them coverage at all.

Standing strong for the ACA very
simply means providing healthcare to
Americans. Extending the healthcare
tax credits for 1 year is a compromise
that makes sense. It will put the gov-
ernment back to work fully and capa-
bly and fairly.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this reasonable com-
promise.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, we are
now in the 38th day of a government
shutdown. That means that Federal
employees all over this country who
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have to feed their families are not get-
ting paychecks. It means that air traf-
fic controllers are forced to work crazy
hours. We worry about the safety of
our flights right now. We worry about
Capitol Police officers right here in DC
having a hard time feeding their fami-
lies. These are hard-working people
who are doing important work. They
deserve respect. They deserve to be
paid. This shutdown must end as quick-
ly as possible.

On top of the fact that we have hun-
dreds of thousands of workers not get-
ting paid, we now have a President
who, for the first time in the history of
this country, is willing to allow our
kids—low-income, working-class chil-
dren—to go hungry in order to try to
make a political point—a point, by the
way, that the American people are see-
ing through.

The cause of this shutdown is not
complicated. For the first time ever,
the majority party in the Senate,
which needs 60 votes to pass a budget,
is refusing to negotiate. It is their way
or the highway; take it or leave it; we
have the majority; we are not talking
to you—despite the fact that they only
have 53 votes.

To make the situation even more ab-
surd and to show the American people
the contempt the Republicans hold for
negotiations and democracy, you have
a Speaker of the House who has now
given his Members a 6-week paid vaca-
tion. The country is in the midst of a
major crisis, and Republican Members
of the House are nowhere to be seen.
They are on a paid vacation. If that
doesn’t tell you everything you need to
know about whether Republicans are
willing to negotiate, I don’t know what
will.

Everybody in this country knows
that our current healthcare system is
broken. They know that we pay by
far—not even close—the highest prices
in the world for healthcare, and some
85 million Americans are uninsured or
underinsured. They know that we are
the only major country on Earth not to
guarantee healthcare to all people as a
human right, something which must
change.

What they also know is that Donald
Trump and the Republicans, through
their horrendous One Big Beautiful
Bill, are making a broken, dysfunc-
tional healthcare system even worse,
taking it to the verge of collapse. That
legislation is doubling premiums for
over 20 million Americans who are in
the Affordable Care Act exchange.

In my State, we are hearing from
Vermonters who are being asked to pay
a tripling of their rates and even a
quadrupling of the rates. Who in God’s
name, at a time when healthcare costs
are already so high, can afford a dou-
bling, a tripling, or quadrupling of
their rates? That is insane. Nobody in
my State or, I expect, in this country
can afford to pay that.

Further, that One Big Beautiful Bill
willh throw 15 million people off the
healthcare they now have, as a result

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

of massive cuts to Medicaid and the Af-
fordable Care Act. According to stud-
ies, that would result in some 50,000
Americans dying unnecessarily every
year—low-income, working-class peo-
ple who have chronic illnesses who will
no longer be able to get healthcare.
That is what is being discussed.

Does anybody think it is a good idea
to allow 50,000 of our fellow Americans
to die unnecessarily each year?

And all of this is being done in order
to give $1 trillion in tax breaks to the
1 percent.

No, I do not believe that Elon Musk
and Mr. Zuckerberg and Mr. Bezos and
the other multibillionaires deserve a
trillion dollars in tax breaks in order
to throw 50 million Americans off the
healthcare they have and double pre-
miums for over 20 million Americans. I
don’t believe that. The overwhelming
majority of Republicans, Democrats,
and Independents don’t believe that ei-
ther.

The American people understand
that the Republican Party controls the
White House; they control the Senate;
they control the House of Representa-
tives. And, understandably, for that
reason, poll after poll shows that
Americans hold the Republicans ac-
countable for this shutdown.

But it is not just polls. On Tuesday,
there was an election in which
Trumpism was overwhelmingly re-
jected from Maine to California and a
lot of States and cities in between. And
one of the key reasons is that Ameri-
cans want Democrats to make certain
that they do not experience huge in-
creases in their healthcare premiums
or get thrown off the healthcare they
have. That is what they are saying: We
cannot afford a doubling or tripling in
our healthcare costs. Stand with us.

That is what that election was sig-
nificantly about.

President Trump claims to be a
dealmaker. In fact, he wrote a book
called ‘“The Art of the Deal.”” Well, Mr.
President, the ball is in your court
right now. Help negotiate a deal. Show
us what a great dealmaker you are.
Help us negotiate a deal which protects
the healthcare of tens of millions of
Americans, and let us end this shut-
down today. We can end it in the next
few hours.

That is what this struggle is about.
That is what this shutdown is all
about. It is whether Republicans suc-
ceed in making a broken and dysfunc-
tional healthcare system even worse by
making healthcare unaffordable for
working-class and middle-class Ameri-
cans. It is about whether millions of
our fellow Americans no longer have
health insurance and that many of
them will die unnecessarily.

Mr. President, we are hearing right
now—every one of our offices—we are
hearing tragic stories of families hav-
ing to decide whether they can pay for
their parent’s cancer treatment, for ex-
ample, or whether they will see a par-
ent die without that lifesaving care.
There are millions of Americans now
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dealing with chronic disease. They are
dealing with cancer. They are dealing
with diabetes. They are dealing with
Alzheimer’s. They are dealing with
heart disease. And they are wondering,
if they get thrown off their healthcare,
if premiums go so high, how are they
going to stay alive? How are they going
to take care of their parents, their
kids?

That is what this shutdown is about.

And whether it is in Maine, New
Hampshire, Nevada, or Vermont, the
American people want us to stand with
them and that is what this whole de-
bate is about. We cannot fail the Amer-
ican people. They are looking to us to
make sure that they continue to have
healthcare. Let us not betray them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ac-
tually like good local journalism. I am
going to fight as hard as I can in the
U.S. Congress to keep local journalism
and fight AI, that basically might ob-
literate it, for all intents and purposes.

So I am just going to read my state-
ment here.

In an article printed in the Van-
couver Columbian on August 11, 2025,
the headline is ‘‘Child care center
owner urges Congress to take action to
save the [Affordable Care Act] tax
credits, expansion.”

The owner of an east Vancouver child care
center joined Sen. Maria Cantwell, D-Wash.,
Monday morning to draw attention to Wash-
ington’s rising health care costs.

The two spoke at a news conference at
Tree Hill Learning Center on Southeast
196th Avenue, along with representatives
from a local insurance agency and Workforce
Southwest Washington.

Washington’s Insurance Commissioner said
that in May that 14 health insurers in the
state were seeking a rate increase for next
year. The proposed increases for plans sold
on the individual health insurance market
averaged 21.2 percent and ranged [anywhere]
from 9.6 percent to 37.3 percent.

The office expects premium increases to af-
fect about 300,000 people statewide.

Dana Christiansen, owner of Tree Hill
Learning Center, said this isn’t the first
time she has had to face rising healthcare
costs for her two Vancouver childcare facili-
ties.

“Each year, I face a difficult decision of
how much of the rate [increase]l—currently
at 24 percent—do I take on and absorb,”
Christiansen said. ‘‘How much do I pass on to
the employee? How much do I pass on to the
families in the form of [higher childcare] tui-
tion increases?”’

Each rate change request is evaluated
independently by actuarial staff, said Aaron
VanTuyl, spokesman for the insurance com-
missioner’s office. That’s mandated by state
law.

[But] the rate changes are usually finalized
in September, VanTuyl said. Claims and ad-
ministrative costs, medical and prescription
drug costs, company expenses and profits
will all be reviewed by the commissioner’s
office as part of determining if they are rea-
sonable.

Cantwell called the proposed increases a
threat to health care affordability.

The insurance commissioner’s office said
Congress’ anticipated failure to renew the
enhanced premium tax credit is contributing
to the proposed increases.
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Congress created the premium tax credit in
2014, as part of the Affordable Care Act, to
lower health plan premium costs for eligible
households. The American Rescue Plan in
2021 expanded who was eligible for the credit
and the Inflation Reduction Act extended it
to this year. It’s set to expire at the end of
this year.

“We [all] know that increased rates are
something we could deal with in Congress,”’
Cantwell said. “That is why today I am urg-
ing Congress to take action . . . [on] the Af-
fordable Care Act tax credits and their ex-
pansion, and make sure [that] we do so be-
fore the end of the year.”

The senator’s office said rate increases are
being requested nationwide and three states
have already approved them.

The Congressional Budget Office expects
fewer people will participate in subsidized
exchanges and the uninsured rate will climb
if the enhanced premiums aren’t extended.

NBC News reported earlier this year that
Republican lawmakers are split on whether
to extend the tax credit. Some said the fed-
eral government could no longer . . . support
it, while others wanted it extended.

Just a little side note before I keep
reading, five of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle said they wanted
the tax credits extended. That was
early in August.

The Washington Health Benefit Exchange,
the state’s health insurance marketplace, es-
timated about 216,000 health plan enrollees
in Washington were eligible for the enhanced
premium tax credit.

Christiansen said her business already op-
erates on thin margins.

“I view providing healthcare benefits not
as a perk, but as a fundamental necessity,”’
she said. ‘T never want an unforeseen illness
to financially ruin an employee or force
them to neglect their health.”

Still, rising child care costs are forcing her
[clientele] to reconsider if they can afford to
keep their child in a licensed facility or con-
tinue working [at all].

‘“We cannot solve this problem alone,”
Christiansen said. ‘““We need the support of
lawmakers, the insurance industry, and reg-
ulatory agencies to address the root cause of
the rates and increases that are dispropor-
tionately affecting those who need it the
most.”

As the clock continues to tick here—
that is actually the end of the story. I
wanted to read that story because that
was August. It showed, at that point in
time, we had people on this side of the
aisle who wanted to negotiate. They
were in the news. I summated it by
saying there were five people, but I am
sure there are more by now.

That is why we are asking with this
simple proposal: Let’s open the govern-
ment, extend these tax credits for a
year, because we know there is bipar-
tisan support in both the House and
Senate to do that, and continue to re-
form this so we can keep this childcare
facility in Vancouver, WA, in business.

Let’s not make this—we shared a lot
of stories about individual people, but
we haven’t shared enough stories about
the small business impact and the eco-
nomic impact to employers, when you
take affordable health insurance away
from them and they don’t have options.

This owner lamented in the story:
Which should I do? Do I absorb these
costs and not be a profitable business?
Do I make these employees not have
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health insurance? Do I raise these costs
and then these parents can’t have the
childcare that they need to stay?

She told me on that day that, lit-
erally, some people decided to stop
work because they no longer could af-
ford childcare. This is ruining our
whole economic picture by making in-
surance too expensive, by making the
costs play too big a role in our econ-
omy, and taking workers away from
us.

I support this 1-year proposal. I sup-
port us working together to reform the
system. I have championed many
things in the Affordable Care Act that
drive down costs and have driven down
costs, and I will work with any of my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
to continue and expand that work be-
cause it is important. It is important
for us to continue to have afford-
ability, particularly in healthcare. As
we have a rising baby boomer popu-
lation reaching retirement age, we
have no other choice but to focus on af-
fordability.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, mil-
lions of Americans are counting on
Democrats to stop Donald Trump and
Republicans from raising healthcare
costs.

I am here to say: Democrats will not
back down. Fighting to lower
healthcare costs is a righteous fight.

For too many Americans, healthcare
premiums are going up by hundreds or
even thousands of dollars a month.
Who has that kind of money?

Just this week, I talked to a woman
in Florida, practically in Donald
Trump’s backyard. She is a wife, she is
a mother of four lively kids, and she is
about to lose her health insurance be-
cause of Trump’s cuts.

What does that mean for her? She
has malignant melanoma, and now she
is looking at canceling her ongoing
treatments because, once she loses her
insurance, she cannot afford treatment
for her cancer. That is deeply, deeply
wrong.

Democrats are in this fight for the
right reasons, and Democrats will stay
in this fight for the right reasons.

In July, congressional Republicans
worked hand in hand with President
Trump on their biggest passion
project—jamming through a bill to
hand out massive tax cuts to million-
aires, billionaires, and giant corpora-
tions. Then, just to put a little extra
whip cream on top of their Republican
ice cream sundae, they paid for those
billionaire tax cuts by slashing
healthcare coverage for millions of
Americans. Every single Republican
voted for it, and every single Democrat
voted against it.

When the Republicans voted to cut
healthcare funding last July, Demo-
crats said: We cannot sign off on a 2026
budget that cuts healthcare for mil-
lions of Americans.

On September 30, the 2025 budget ex-
pired, and Democrats were ready to ne-
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gotiate to get some of those healthcare
cuts reversed in the 2026 budget, but
the Republicans didn’t want to nego-
tiate. Nope. The Republicans decided
they would rather shut down govern-
ment than offer a single nickel to help
Americans manage healthcare costs.
They told Democrats to vote for the
Republicans’ spending bill—take it or
leave it—and they have repeated their
“take it or leave it’’ through 15 votes
and 38 days.

Democrats have asked over and over
and over and over to negotiate to help
Americans with their healthcare costs,
but Donald Trump and the Republicans
have flatly refused to even talk to
Democrats to try to get the govern-
ment back open. Not even once have
the Republicans been willing to nego-
tiate—not once.

So where are we now?

Well, Trump tweeted seven times in
one day about his brandnew, marbled
bathroom at the White House while
Americans have turned to crowdfund-
ing to pay for their healthcare and gro-
cery bills.

Trump hosted a ‘“‘Great Gatsby’’-
themed party while he turned off food
assistance for millions of Americans.
Do you know the message to 42 million
Americans from Donald Trump? Eat
dirt.

And Trump is weighing the impor-
tant idea of etching corporations’
names into his grand, new, gold-en-
crusted ballroom while millions of
Americans who will lose their health
insurance will get sick and be forced to
decide whether to give up care alto-
gether or go bankrupt in trying to pay
for it.

Meanwhile, Republicans in Congress
are in disarray. The House is now in its
seventh week of a paid vacation. They
couldn’t reopen the government if they
wanted to because they aren’t even in
Washington to vote. They have Mem-
bers—Republican and Democratic
Members—who want a deal on
healthcare, but Speaker JOHNSON just
says: No. Everyone spend another week
on a paid vacation.

Here on the Senate side, Republicans
are in chaos. Leader THUNE puts the
same bill up over and over for the same
votes, but he won’t talk about chang-
ing a single word. Now he can’t even
organize a vote among Republicans to
reorganize the government. Instead,
Republicans are fighting with Repub-
licans over what to do, and still no one
says: Let’s help families on healthcare
and get the government open.

So Democrats have put a proposal on
the table: Lower costs by extending
health tax credits for 1 year, and re-
open government. Do it all in one vote,
and during this next year, we will con-
tinue to work to make our healthcare
system work better. It is a common-
sense plan that helps people across this
country, and that gets our government
open. The Senate could do its part to
reopen the government in less than an
hour. We could do it right now, this
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afternoon. We just have to put the in-
terests of the American people ahead of
politics.

Americans are demanding, urging,
begging Congress to do something—to
do something before Americans are
forced to get sicker and sicker before
they can get healthcare, to do some-
thing before healthcare costs go up and
up and up for everyone in this country.

People are sick of Washington poli-
tics. So we ask our Republican col-
leagues: Help us do what is right for
the American people and help us do it
right now.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I stand
here today on behalf of the people of
Massachusetts to say that we are
angry.

We are angry that Trump and MAGA
Republicans are doubling the costs for
millions of Americans and that their
healthcare bills are going to skyrocket
when they promised lower prices.

We are angry that Trump and MAGA
Republicans are stripping Medicaid
from the most vulnerable people in our
communities.

We are angry that Trump and the
MAGA Republicans are making fami-
lies with hungry children go to food
pantries for their next meals and forc-
ing families to choose between gro-
ceries and rent.

We are angry that Trump and MAGA
Republicans are using public servants
as pawns in their hateful, political
games.

And we are angry that, during all of
this, the Republicans have refused to
come to the negotiating table.

The House of Representatives has
been out for 6 weeks. They are in a po-
litical witness protection program
across our Nation—refusing to come to
Washington to sit down to negotiate on
these issues.

Americans are counting the hours
that are left to solve this healthcare
crisis for them and their families. They
are looking around for help, and they
are looking around for hope, but they
are all looking, instead, at cruelty,
pain, fear. That is the agenda of
Trump’s MAGA Republican Party.

Last weekend, I met with Jeff from
Natick, who is fighting stage IV lung
cancer. He pays $35,000 a year for an af-
fordable care healthcare plan—3$35,000 a
year. If he can’t keep that insurance
plan on December 31, he will have to
pay $300,000 a year. Jeff does not have
$300,000. That is about to hit him in
about 7 weeks.

Barbara retired early to take care of
her spouse with dementia. Her bill is
going from §$7,500 a year to $18,000 a
year. She cannot afford that. There are
22 million stories like Jeff’s, like Bar-
bara’s. There are 22 million of them
who will be facing Thanksgiving and
Christmas over the next 7 weeks, and
there are no answers for them—22 mil-
lion people. That is outrageous. These
people are afraid, and they are angry.
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By the way, we saw a lot of that
anger come out on Tuesday night.
They came out angry. They came out,
out of fear, to vote. That is what hap-
pened. It is only going to build and
build and build as each day goes by,
and we cannot get an answer from the
Republicans on how we are going to
handle those people. How are we going
to give them what they need for those
families?

It is very difficult to fathom the ab-
ject cruelty of this President, who is
happy to force Grandma to choose be-
tween paying for her prescription and
paying for her heating bill, to force a
caretaker to choose between being
there for their parent with Alzheimer’s
or picking up an extra shift, to force a
single mom to choose between paying
for a checkup or paying for extra
school snacks.

Since they took over in January, the
Republicans promised that they were
going to solve the healthcare crisis in
our country, and all it has done is grow
and grow and grow. Then they pass a
bill to take away all of the healthcare
coverage for all of these 22 million peo-
ple and then transfer the money to bil-
lionaires in tax breaks. They swiped
the healthcare of 22 million vulnerable
people for billionaires.

Ralph Waldo Emerson—the great
Massachusetts poet—said that ‘‘health
is the first wealth.” MAGA Repub-
licans and Trump have looted that
wealth—that health—for those people.
These people are angry, and they are
afraid. They are afraid. They don’t
have the backup funding that million-
aires and billionaires have.

Now, my father drove a truck for the
Hood Milk Company. He drove a truck
for the Hood Milk Company. I am his
son. I believe that God created a world
where every single person is able to re-
ceive the healthcare they are entitled
to, to three meals a day, to put chil-
dren through school, to keep them safe
from illness, to give Americans dignity
in tough times. Those are the families
we are talking to right now. It is the
milkmen. It is the workers in nursing
homes. It is the children across our
country who are going to see loved
ones lose their healthcare in 7 weeks,
and the Republicans refuse to come to
the table.

Every American has a right to live in
dignity in tough times. That is where
we are right now. They are facing in-
creases in electricity costs, in
healthcare costs, in food costs, in
clothing costs—in everything. We can
solve at least the healthcare part of
this issue right here. The richest Na-
tion in the world can ensure peace and
health and opportunity for every man
and woman and child in our country.

We are the wealthiest Nation in the
history of the world, and the Repub-
licans are about to let 22 million of
them lose their health insurance or see
it increase by double or triple or, in the
case of Jeff from Natick, 10 times—
from $30,000 a year to $300,000 a year—
and he is in stage IV lung cancer. And
we are not even discussing this?
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The House of Representatives is on a
vacation for 6 weeks. Well, those 6
weeks—if you project them forward
from now, we are talking about Christ-
mas. That is what we are talking
about.

What in the world is in the mind of
Donald Trump that he would allow
these families for the next 6 weeks to
worry about where the coverage for
their families is going to come from?

The very least we can do is extend
the Affordable Care tax credits for one
more year and provide some des-
perately needed relief for those who are
struggling to get by, who need our help
right now, who need the peace of mind
right now.

Of those 220 Republicans in their po-
litical witness protection program
across the country, they are going to
have health insurance for their fami-
lies. They don’t have to worry this
Thanksgiving or Christmas about the
conversation that is going to take
place.

All we are asking for is a vote to pro-
vide that healthcare for the next year
for those families and reopen the gov-
ernment so the Federal workers can
get paid and go back on the job. It is
pretty simple. We are looking for any
Republican anywhere to come and dis-
cuss it with us, negotiate it with us,
and they just keep saying: No.

So this anger—this anger that people
are feeling—these people are pissed off
at the Federal Government. They are
pissed off that they are losing coverage
for their family members, and they
want the Republicans to come to the
table and solve this problem. What we
saw on Tuesday night was the begin-
ning of this anger being translated into
action.

They asked an ancient Greek philoso-
pher once: When will we know true jus-
tice?

And he answered: We will know true
justice when those who have not been
harmed are as angry as those who have
been harmed.

Across our country right now, those
who have not been harmed are angry
on behalf of those who are about to be
harmed—22 million people losing their
health insurance, seeing skyrocketing
health insurance premiums. These are
families—42 million of them—without
food stamps, without a SNAP program
for nutrition for their families. People
are angry, and they deserve an answer.

All we are asking for is 1 year so that
we can negotiate this issue—1 year so
we can give peace of mind to 22 million
families so that they will know they
will have health insurance after this
Thanksgiving and Christmas.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I support
this proposal and would like Americans
to know why.

Since before Donald Trump was
sworn in for a second term, Senate
Democrats have known that this is a
healthcare problem for millions of
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American families that cries out for
fixing.

Again and again, we asked our Re-
publican colleagues to work with us,
sit with us, and negotiate improve-
ments in a black-letter law that makes
Americans’ healthcare better for Amer-
ican families. Again and again we were
turned down.

So on the Senate Finance Com-
mittee, everybody knew this day was
coming, long before Donald Trump
took the oath of office. Now the crisis
is here, and I am here to say our door
is still open.

The Senate Finance Committee has a
track record of getting bipartisan work
done. Senator CRAPO and I wrote a bill
that transformed how pharmacy ben-
efit managers work in Medicare. It
passed the Finance Committee 26 to
nothing. Despite this track record, Re-
publicans still refuse to sit down and
even have a conversation about how to
help these Americans afford their pre-
miums. That is why we have all been
out on the floor today.

I am in a fight for Bart and Carla
from Eugene, OR, a few years away
from Medicare. They have had long ca-
reers as a carpenter and a teacher.
They worked hard. Now the rug is
being pulled out from under them.
They have been paying $400 a month in
premiums. Without an extension of the
credits, they are going to pay $2,200 a
month. That is an increase they just
can’t handle.

My Republican colleagues have pro-
vided a host of excuses about why they
can’t work with us, but the excuses
don’t hold water. For example, there
have been allegations of fraud—the
same straw man that they used to
make the largest Medicaid cuts in his-
tory.

Republicans pretend they are fight-
ing for us, but, really, they are just
pushing up costs and kicking working
people off their health insurance. So
to, again, try to bring everybody to-
gether, we introduced legislation that
would prevent bad-actor brokers from
enrolling or switching people into
plans without their knowledge. That
way we could slap fraudsters with
criminal penalties when they harm
consumers. On the Republican side,
after all the talk, no cosponsors.

Finally, there has been an excuse
that says this policy was created dur-
ing COVID, and now that the pandemic
is passed, the tax credits ought to lapse
too. It doesn’t make any sense to me. I
don’t see Republicans coming down to
the floor, for example, to say that tele-
health benefits for seniors on Medicare
should expire because they were cre-
ated during the pandemic.

This is something I feel strongly
about. As my friend from Minnesota
knows, I wrote that with the late Orrin
Hatch on a bipartisan basis. And the
first Trump administration used them
to great success.

Just because a good healthcare pol-
icy was created in a crisis moment
doesn’t mean it ought to be ripped
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away from Americans once the crisis is
passed, especially when ending that
policy would create a new crisis for
over 20 million people who no longer
will be able to afford good quality
healthcare.

Those are just a couple of the Repub-
lican excuses. But the bottom line is,
over here, we want to protect families’
healthcare and keep premiums from
rocketing into the stratosphere. Unfor-
tunately, the Republicans haven’t
shared that view.

My hope is—and we have had an im-
portant conversation. I appreciate the
leadership of Senator KLOBUCHAR. We
have had an important conversation
about trying to get our colleagues on
the other side of the aisle to do the
right thing. Join us. Join us, as we
have done so often in the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, and lower Ameri-
cans’ healthcare costs.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. President, I be-
lieve in healthcare. Your health—my
mother told me a long time ago—was
everything, so take care of your
health. It is vital. It is essential. I be-
lieve that healthcare is a human right.
It is certainly something that the
wealthiest Nation on the planet and in
the history of humankind can and
ought to provide for all of its citizens.
It is right, it is fair, but it is also
smart. A healthy nation is a strong na-
tion. Healthy children are ready to
learn.

That is why I have worked so hard
and so long with my colleagues on this
issue. As a matter of fact, long before
I came to the Senate, I had been fo-
cused on this issue of healthcare, try-
ing to get my home State of Georgia to
expand. I keep preaching that sermon
because right now, there are more than
500,000 Georgians who are in the
healthcare coverage gap.

I came here in 2017, to this place, not
as a Senator but as a pastor and as an
activist. I remember getting arrested, I
believe in 2017, when there were major
healthcare cuts on the table. As I
began to make my argument and gath-
er with other pastors in the Rotunda,
the Capitol Police—very  profes-
sionally, but they began to say to us:
Pastors, you can’t gather and pray in
the Rotunda. We will have to arrest
you.

What they didn’t understand is that I
had already been arrested. My mind
and my imagination had been arrested
by this idea that surely the American
Nation can do better than this.

Healthcare is a human right.

Dr. King, who led the church that I
am still honored to lead, said that of
all the injustices, inequality in
healthcare is the most shocking and
the most inhumane.

That is why I was proud to join my
colleagues and I am proud to stand
with my colleagues in this fight. This
is about 22 million Americans who will
see their healthcare premiums double;
some, triple; and some, quadruple.
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This is not theoretical stuff for me.
These are the people in my community.
These are folks sitting in the pews of
my church. Many of them will lose
their healthcare if something doesn’t
happen.

A few weeks ago, I was at the Evans
County Memorial Hospital in Evans
County. I have to tell you, that is a red
district. I don’t have a whole lot of
votes. I have some. Claxton, GA—
known for fruitcakes. I was at that
hospital, and I can tell you that those
folks were already worried because of
the draconian cuts to Medicaid in the
Big Beautiful Bill—the so-called Big
Beautiful Bill.

Fifteen million Americans already
stand to lose their healthcare, and then
the premiums are raised for 22 million
Americans while giving Elon Musk and
people like him a tax cut? That is be-
yond the pale of partisanship. For me,
that is not about Democrats and Re-
publicans. You ask ordinary people on
the street if they think that is fair.

I can tell you that those folks in
Evans County—many of whom did not
vote for me, but I am fighting for them
because I am their Senator too. They
are worried about it.

That is why we have been in this
fight, and that is why we continue to
stand to this very day. It is day 38. We
are holding vigil because of the pain of
the people we represent. There is a lot
of pain to go around: 22 million whose
premiums may go up or have gone up—
they are seeing it on the portals right
now; Federal workers who have been
furloughed; the kids who—like I was—
are in Head Start. We have Head Start
centers that are about to shutter be-
cause of the government shutdown.

Let’s be honest. The folks on SNAP
were dragged into this fight. They were
not a part of this. They were dragged
into this fight. There are already legal
provisions to make sure that they are
cared for. And this administration
right now is defying a court order to
feed America’s hungry people.

With all of that pain from the crisis
in healthcare, from the ongoing gov-
ernment shutdown, we come to our sis-
ters and our brothers on the other side,
and we extend a hand of compromise,
because it hasn’t taken me long to
learn, really, that is the only way you
get anything done in this body.

I work all of the time with colleagues
with whom I disagree about 90 percent
of the time, because it is not about
them, and it is not about me; it is
about the people we represent.

The Founders were wise to organize
our government in such a way that
that is the only way to have sustain-
able change, is to do it on a bipartisan
basis.

My colleagues have taken their posi-
tion, and we have taken ours. Here we
are at an impasse. But I represent a
State that elected me and Donald
Trump, so they expect us to figure it
out.

Sometimes, when I am driving my
car—I have a 9-year-old and a 6-year-
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old, a 9-year-old daughter and a 6-year-
old son. Sometimes they are in the
back seat having a disagreement: He
looked at me. She touched me. Then
they say: Daddy—you know, they call
on me.

Here is what I say more often than
not: Figure it out. The two of you in
the back seat of the car—that is your
sister; that is your brother. We are all
in the same car. We are trying to get to
the same destination. Figure it out.

We are all in the same car tonight,
Democrats and Republicans.

There is a way in which the poor and
the wealthy—there is a way in which
they are all in the same car. COVID re-
minded us of that. Before we had a vac-
cine, if my neighbor had the virus, I,
too, was in peril. That didn’t make my
neighbor my adversary; that means I
have a vested interest in making sure
my neighbor has coverage.

So here is the proposal: a 1-year,
clean extension of the ACA subsidy.
You know that is not what we want.
You know that if we had it our way, we
would make it permanent. That is not
what we fought for 38 days for—a 1-
year extension—but we are offering
that after standing for 38 days. A 1-
year extension, and then let’s sit down,
and, in the words of Scripture, let us
reason together. Let us have a con-
versation. Let’s reopen the govern-
ment. Let’s extend healthcare to folks
who, in real time, are opening up the
portal, and they have sticker shock.
And then let’s sit down and figure it
out because, if we are honest, the sta-
tus quo is not working very well for
anybody.

Anybody who is trying to defend the
status quo has not been talking to or-
dinary people. There are a lot of things
that need to be fixed. And we can do
that, but we have to reopen the govern-
ment and give people a little bit of
hope—give those 22 million Americans
hope, give the 44 million Americans
who need SNAP some hope, give our
Federal workers some hope.

There is an African-American prov-
erb that says: When the elephants
fight, it is the grass that suffers.

It is the grass roots in Georgia and
all across the Nation right now who are
suffering because too often the politi-
cians make the politics about the poli-
ticians rather than about the people.

Let’s center the people. If we center
the people, we will compromise and we
will figure it out.

In closing—nobody believes a Baptist
preacher when he says ‘“‘in closing”—I
have worked with Members of the Pre-
siding Officer’s party on a whole range
of things. And at the risk of embar-
rassing him, TED CRUZ and I even work
together every now and then. And I
mention him because, early in my ten-
ure here, he and I worked on a little
thing—just a little provision—to try to
get a little bit closer to building out
this interstate, I-14, that would run
through Georgia all the way to Texas.

The same road that runs through
Texas runs through Georgia. And if we
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can get that road built out, when it is
time to get on that road, nobody asks
you: Are you a Democrat or are you a
Republican? Nobody asks you about
your religion or if you have a religious
tradition at all. Nobody asks you.
Some folks are going to church. Some
are going to the mosque. Some are
going to temple. Some are going to the
park. Some are going to the beach. But
they all get on the same road trying to
get to wherever they are going.

There is a road that runs through
this American experience. There is a
road that runs through our humanity
that ought to connect all of us to-
gether, that ought to remind us that
we all want our children to thrive and
we all want our families to have a fu-
ture. Let us make haste to that road
and walk toward a brighter American
future.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

The Senator from Wisconsin.

SHUTDOWN FAIRNESS ACT

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I came
to the floor 2 weeks ago with a com-
pletely nonpartisan, very sincere at-
tempt with a bill that we call the Shut-
down Fairness Act to simply pay the
Federal workers whom we were requir-
ing to work, the finest among us: the
members of our military, people in
Federal law enforcement, TSA, and air
traffic controllers to keep our skies
safe.

Now, when I was asking the Senate
to proceed to that bill, the Senator
from Maryland offered an alternative.
He called it the True Shutdown Fair-
ness Act. The main difference is that
his was only going to be for 1 year. My
bill is permanent—permanently stops
using Federal employees and the Amer-
ican public as pawns in these sick par-
tisan games.

The other difference was my bill is
focusing on the people we are forcing
to work. His bill added furloughed
workers. So on the floor 2 weeks ago, I
said if you are serious about passing
this bill, if you are serious about stop-
ping—he said, he can’t punish Federal
employees for our dysfunction.

If you are serious about that, I told
the Senator from Maryland, vote to get
on the bill. I will include that; I will
convince our conference to include fur-
loughed workers. Get on the bill. We
will amend it. We will get this passed,
and we will start paying people.

He rejected that offer. Now, we start-
ed having discussions. His staff imme-
diately acknowledged the fact that my
bill did not in any way, shape, or form
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impact the President’s authority in
terms of determining who was fur-
loughed, who gets included in a reduc-
tion in force. It was silent. Even
though they falsely accused my bill of
giving the President greater authority,
it didn’t.

I came to the floor again today to
pass an amended bill with furloughed
workers—by the way, a bill that is now
supported by the American Federation
of Government Employees—I believe
that is the largest public employee
union; the Federal Managers Associa-
tion; the Federal Law Enforcement Of-
ficers Association; the National Air
Traffic Controllers Association—and
we are going to have the Senator from
Texas come down and talk about what
is happening with air travel as we
speak; the International Association of
Firefighters; and the Association of
Flight Attendants. These are public
sector unions that generally don’t sup-
port Republican legislation.

What they particularly like about
my bill is the fact that it is permanent.
It prevents Federal workers and, quite
honestly, the broader American public
from being used as pawns again in
these sick political games being played
right now with their lives.

So, in a few minutes, we are going to
proceed to vote on a motion to proceed
to my original bill. That is how this
works. The leader voted no so he can
bring it up for reconsideration. So we
have to bring that bill up. We already
have the language for the substitute
amendment, which includes furloughed
workers, that has been vetted by, quite
honestly, both Democrat and Repub-
lican Senate offices, by the Office of
Management and Budget, and by the
public sector unions, which have come
out in support for it.

This is a bill that is ready for prime
time. This is a bill that is ready to be
passed tonight. Now, it is unfortunate
that we couldn’t pass it by unanimous
consent because had we done that, the
House is on a 48-hour callback, and
they will come back. The Speaker has
already said they will pass this in the
House. And we get our military mem-
bers, air traffic controllers, these Fed-
eral workers who keep us safe—we can
get them paid.

So again, I am just asking—I am ac-
tually pleading with my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle to please
vote to proceed to this bill. We will
substitute an amendment that includes
furloughed workers. We can pass this
tonight. If we vote to proceed, we can
then vote for unanimous consent to
waive all time agreements, and we
could even pass this yet tonight. Make
our skies safer.

But I know the Senator from Alaska
has a few words to say, and I know the
Senator from Texas will as well.

I yield to the Senator from Alaska.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President,
thank you to my colleague from Wis-
consin Senator JOHNSON. I have been
proud to work with him on this bill
over the last couple weeks.
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The way this came to the floor—Sen-
ator JOHNSON and I were making the
case in the conference. I had a bill that
actually was a bill about paying our
troops. Imagine that—we want to pay
our military during a shutdown, in-
cluding the Coast Guard.

Senator JOHNSON came to me and
said: DAN, I have a broader bill. Let’s
pay everybody who is required to work
to keep us safe in America.

I said: Great idea. Let’s do it.

So this is the Shutdown Fairness
Act. Senator JOHNSON already talked
about what it does. It is very, very sim-
ple. If you are required to work because
your job is important—primarily be-
cause you are Kkeeping Americans
safe—then you should be paid.

We have a great example right here.
All these Capitol Police officers right
now keeping us safe right here in the
Capitol—they are not getting paid. Air
traffic controllers and TSA are keeping
us safe right now in America. Senator
CruUzZ is going to talk about what they
have been going through. They are not
getting paid. They should be paid. Of
course, our military. President Trump
has worked magic to keep them getting
paid, but that is going to run out soon.

So this is a very simple bill. There is
nothing more American than paying
people for their hard work, especially
when the Federal Government is re-
quiring them to work.

So what happened?

Oh, by the way, Senator JOHNSON
mentioned that it is well over 200
groups now. I have a long list of public
employee unions, the Teamsters, pri-
vate sector unions—all kinds of organi-
zations across America are saying to
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle: Pass the short-term CR but also
pass this bill.

So what happened? When we worked
this 2 weeks ago, there were a number
of Democrat Senators who came to us
and were very interested in doing that
because it makes sense. How could you
not be interested in doing it?

We can negotiate healthcare and
these other issues, but the men and
women in the Federal Government who
are working without a paycheck—you
have been hearing stories about the
FAA guy driving an Uber because he
has to feed his family. He is not getting
paid. And he has a really important job
as an air traffic controller.

So we thought our bill was going to
pass. A number of Democrat Senators
were like: Hey, we agree with this.

That was 2 weeks ago. So what hap-
pened? Here is what happened—the
same thing that has been happening
every night. The minority leader, Sen-
ator SCHUMER, and the Democratic
leadership are pressuring the other
Democrat Senators: Don’t do it. Don’t
do it.

The pressure comes on them. It is
happening right now. The pressure
comes on.

Don’t do it. We have to make sure
the left wing of the party is happy.

You heard Senator SCHUMER re-
cently, that ‘“‘we are winning the shut-
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down.” I will tell you who is not win-
ning the shutdown—by the way, I have
no idea who he is talking about when
he says ‘“‘we,” but I will tell you who is
not winning the shutdown: the men and
women in America who work for the
Federal Government who aren’t get-
ting a paycheck and are required to
work.

So that is what happened last time.
Senate Democrats were going to vote
for our bill, and the leadership on the
Democratic side, because they want to
use these people as leverage, convinced
them, pressured them not to vote for
it.

So I hope my Democrat colleagues,
at least nine of you—actually, it is
eight of you—have the courage to look
at your leader and go: You know what,
CHUCK, sorry. I am going to pay the
marines. I am going to pay the Navy. I
am going to pay the FAA. I am going
to pay TSA. And we are certainly not
going to use them, as Senator JOHNSON
said, as pawns.

Right now, they are being used as
pawns.

So here is the deal. To my Demo-
cratic colleagues, 2 weeks ago, a num-
ber of you were going to do this—we
had discussions—and then you kind of
got pressured to not.

Show some courage. Walk up and
vote with us to pay the men and
women in America, Federal workers
who are keeping us safe and haven’t
gotten a paycheck. There is nothing
more American than that. Have the
courage to do it.

I yield back to my colleague from
Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to thank the
Senator from Alaska. He has been so
dedicated. He has been so tenacious in
making sure that the finest among us,
the men and women of our military,
get paid and then, you know, signing
on to my effort to broaden this to all
Federal employees. Again, as he said,
they shouldn’t have to go to food banks
and they shouldn’t have to go to
DoorDash to pay their child’s tuition
or feed their family.

But we had a chilling report from the
Senator from Texas, the chair of the
Commerce Committee, in terms of
what is happening with air traffic con-
trol in terms of our skies. But before
we turn to the Senator from Texas, the
Senator from Wyoming has a few words
to speak on this bill.

Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I want
to thank Senator JOHNSON for his dedi-
cation to trying to pay the Federal
workers who are being used in what is
a political battle—I want to excuse
them from a partisan political battle
that is not of their making so they can
go back to work and serve the Amer-
ican people.

What we have here is a political
standoff between Democrats and Re-
publicans in Congress. It has nothing
to do with the air traffic controllers.
Some of them are Democrats, and some
are Republicans. It has nothing to do
with any other essential or furloughed
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Federal workers. Some of them are
Democrats; some, Republicans.

Some of them probably agreed that
we should shut down the government
80 insurance companies can make bil-
lions more dollars off the American
taxpayers under ObamaCare. Some of
them are Republicans and think that
we should open the government and
work out this healthcare mess after we
open the government. Regardless of
that, they are not in a position to
make those decisions. We are. We are.

So here we are in the longest shut-
down in government history. The Con-
gress is responsible for it. It is polit-
ical. It is not policy driven. So since we
are going to argue about politics and
who is winning and who is losing and
who is setting themselves up to have
the next President or win the midterms
instead of worrying about whether the
airways are safe, whether WIC is fund-
ed, whether SNAP is funded, whether
workers are funded, whether the mili-
tary is funded; since we are going to
fight over who is going to win the elec-
tion a year from now, let’s excuse the
people who are not responsible for this
dysfunction from our dysfunction.

That is what Senator JOHNSON is try-
ing to do.

Now, we all agree, Democrats and Re-
publicans, that this is not fair to Fed-
eral workers—people who are in the
military, who are air traffic control-
lers, who are essential, who are fur-
loughed. It is not fair to them. We all
agree.

What Senator JOHNSON is doing is
finding a way that we can be together
on a bipartisan basis, excuse the Fed-
eral workers from this mess, let them
be paid, and let us go on with our ab-
surd, partisan, political dysfunction if
that is what we want.

If we want to fight about healthcare,
it is my opinion that we ought to do it
after we fully open the government,
but if we are not willing to do that,
let’s at least let the Federal workers
off the hook.

I applaud Senator JOHNSON. I applaud
Senator SULLIVAN. I applaud Senator
CRUZ.

We want to be able to keep Ameri-
cans safe who are getting in airplanes
every day.

We want to keep Americans safe who
are working in the military. They
don’t make very much money, espe-
cially those young, first- and second-
year military employees. Some of them
have young families. Some of them
have spouses. So I am telling you, they
don’t make much money, and then you
withhold their pay. Those are the peo-
ple that are working paycheck to pay-
check. Let them out of our political
dysfunction. Don’t make them suffer
for our political misfunction and dys-
function.

I want to also thank any Democrat
who will listen and be compassionate
towards your Federal workers in your
districts.

This is wrong for those of us—wheth-
er we disagree about healthcare or not,
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whether you want to fund billions of
dollars to give to insurance companies
for a broken healthcare system—fine.

We can have that debate, but don’t
penalize the Federal workers for our
dysfunction, our disrespect for them.

I yield the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON. I appreciate the re-
marks from the Senator from Wyo-
ming. I know people are coming down
here to vote, but there are no time re-
strictions, and this is extremely impor-
tant. We have a number of Senators
who want to speak to this issue. We
should give them time to speak—hope-
fully, to convince our colleagues on the
other side to, again, be fair: Think
about what your vote means to people
that don’t want to be used as pawns.

I believe, again, that the Senator
from Texas, our chairman of the Com-
merce Committee, he has got some
pretty, as I said, chilling information
to relate to the American public, based
on what is happening, if we do not pay
air traffic controllers.

The Senator from Texas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CRUZ. I thank Senator JOHNSON.

It is day 38 of the Schumer shut-
down—the longest government shut-
down in the history of the United
States.

Now,
world:

Every day gets better for us.

Senator SULLIVAN asked: Who is the
Séus77?

I will tell you who the ‘‘us’’ is.

This is a partisan political show. It
happened because, in March, the Demo-
crats decided to be reasonable and
allow the government to stay open.
And the extreme-left wing of the Dem-
ocrat party got furious, and Senator
SCHUMER nearly lost his job.

And now the government is shut
down because the Democrats want to
show the radical-left wing in their base
that they really, really, really hate
Donald Trump.

Now, on the Democrat side of the
aisle, there is a talking point—a talk-
ing point we actually had in the Com-
merce Committee yesterday. One of
our Democrat colleagues said: There is
a Republican President. There is a Re-
publican Senate. There is a Republican
House. This is the Republicans’ shut-
down.

And I don’t know who actually pro-
duces those talking points for Demo-
crats, but every one of them, word for
word, said the identical thing.

Well, I tell you, I spoke shortly
thereafter, and I said: You know, every
witness in a court of law, before they
testify, they are sworn in, and they are
asked that their testimony will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth.

I said: What my Democrat colleague
just did there failed part No. 2, the
whole truth.

You are right; there is a Republican
President. You are right; there is a Re-
publican House. And you are right;

Senator SCHUMER told the
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there is a Republican Senate. What the
Democrats also know is that, under the
Senate rules, it takes 60 Senators to
vote to fund the government. They all
know that. That is not something they
don’t know, and it is not an accident
that they don’t mention it.

Why do we have a shutdown? Well,
let’s count. There are 53 desks on this
side of the Senate floor. There are 53
Republicans, which means the govern-
ment cannot be funded until at least 7
Democrats decide we are going to fund
the government.

By the way, this is not a new devel-
opment. When Joe Biden was Presi-
dent, 13 separate times we passed a
clean continuing resolution. What does
that mean? We had a 60-vote threshold
then too. That means Republicans
could have done this garbage any of the
13 times under Joe Biden, but we did
not. They didn’t have 60 votes. What
was different when Joe Biden was
President is Republicans voted with
the Democrats to allow the govern-
ment to stay open.

And, by the way, in March, the
Democrats knew that was the respon-
sible thing to do. It does not take much
on the magic Google machine to get
video of every one of these Democrats
saying on TV: Government shutdowns
are reckless. They are irresponsible.
They are wrong.

They all know that. But you know
what they are counting on? I look up,
and the press gallery is virtually
empty. They are counting on ABC,
NBC, and CBS lying to the American
people. They are counting on CNN
lying to the American people. They are
counting on MSNBC lying to the Amer-
ican people.

This is not complicated. Fourteen
times the Republicans on this side of
the floor have voted to open the gov-
ernment, and 14 times Democrats have
voted to keep the government closed.

And then, after they vote to keep the
government closed, the Democrats
walk out to the reporters and say:
Gosh, I can’t believe the Republicans
closed the government. That is when a
reporter is actually supposed to do
something really radical. It is called
“report.” The person telling me he or
she is upset at the government shut-
down, why did you vote 14 times to
keep the government shut down?

Now, there are lots of aspects of this
that are painful, but there is one in
particular that has impacted American
families all over the country, which is
any family that is traveling—traveling
for work, traveling to visit a sick rel-
ative, traveling to go to a funeral in a
family, traveling to go on a family va-
cation. There are, right now, over 50,000
TSA agents. Many of them are going to
work. They are not getting paid. They
missed their paycheck.

There are, right now, more than
14,000 air traffic controllers. Many of
them are going to work. None of them
are getting paid.

That means they are trying to figure
out—their last paycheck didn’t come.
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They are trying to figure out: How do
I pay my mortgage? How do I pay my
rent? How do I pay my food? How do I
feed my kids? How do I take care of
medical bills?

You know what the answer from the
Democrats is?

Every day gets better for us.

If you are hurting and not getting a
paycheck, Senator SCHUMER’S answer—
I do appreciate his doing the Mr. Burns
tent with his hands. I wish he had
started off with ‘‘excellent.” But that
is, in fact, his quote:

Every day gets better for us.

On Wednesday, there were over 15,000
flight delays. On Wednesday, there
were over 600 canceled flights.

Delta Airlines has called on the
Democrats: Vote to reopen the govern-
ment.

United Airlines has called on the
Democrats: Vote to reopen the govern-
ment.

Southwest Airlines has called on the
Democrats: Vote to reopen the govern-
ment.

American Airlines has called on the
Democrats: Vote to reopen the govern-
ment.

The National Air Traffic Controllers
Association has called on the Demo-
crats: Vote to reopen the government.

Yesterday, I had a conversation with
the Administrator of the FAA. It was
chilling. As everyone knows, the FAA
announced that it is putting in place a
mandatory 10-percent reduction in
flights in the 40 largest airports in
America. What the Administrator of
the FAA told me yesterday on the
phone was why, and here is what Ad-
ministrator Bedford said. He said: Last
Friday, which was Halloween, half of
the busiest 30 air traffic control facili-
ties were short-staffed. That includes
New York, Austin, Newark, Phoenix,
Washington, Nashville, Dallas, and
Denver.

I want you to listen to this next sta-
tistic.

Nearly 80 percent of the air traffic
controllers in New York City called
out. They did not show up to work—
nearly 80 percent. Senator SCHUMER
represents New York City. Nearly 80
percent of the controllers called out on
Halloween.

There were rampant delays. The FAA
said the aggregate data, the whole na-
tional air space system, looked OK.
But then they deaggregated the data.
Looking at the 40 biggest airports, in
particular, painted a very different pic-
ture.

Here is what the Administrator of
the FAA told me: Pilots filed more
than 500 voluntary safety reports about
air traffic control problems they were
encountering—air traffic controllers
that were fatigued, that were tired,
that were making mistakes.

And what is the Democrats’ view?
Well, there is an old line that a gaff is
when someone in Washington acciden-
tally tells the truth. You heard CHUCK
SCHUMER say:
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Every day gets better for us.

Here is what one Democrat aide told
CNN.

Another senior Democrat aide said as
long as public perception is in their
favor, the party will not concede short
of “‘planes falling out of the sky.”

That is out of the words of the Demo-
crats themselves.

Let me tell you, as chairman of the
Commerce Committee, part of our re-
sponsibility is to oversee the FAA and
to do everything possible to ensure
safety.

Turning to my Democrat colleagues,
saying: This is not a joke.

First of all, the shutdown happened
because Senator SCHUMER had to dem-
onstrate he was tough so he didn’t get
primaried by AOC in New York.

Then the next threshold was the No
Kings rallies. They had to show they
were tough enough that, when radicals
were marching in cities across the
country, they were as angry as the
blue-haired, angry radicals.

Then we had election day. They were
going to keep everything shut down
until election day because it energized
their base. And then Democrats won
elections in the very blue State of New
Jersey, the very blue State of Virginia,
and the insanely blue city of New York
City. And, suddenly, Democrats said:
Holy cow. Our really leftwing voters
like it when we shut the government
down.

Are there any Democrats on that side
of the aisle for whom responsibility
matters? Or is every one of them proud
to say: We will keep it shut down until
planes fall out of the sky.

God forbid that comes to pass. Over
500 voluntary safety reports about air
traffic controllers. You have got air
traffic controllers driving Uber to pay
their bills.

And here is the good news. We can re-
solve it right now. Senator JOHNSON’S
bill, that we will vote on in just a few
minutes, is very simple. It says: Any
Federal worker that goes to work will
be paid. If you have to work—if you are
a soldier, if you are manning the wall,
keeping this country safe, you are
being forced to work, you will be paid.
If you are a Border Patrol agent, if you
are an FBI agent, if you are a TSA
agent, and you have to work, you will
be paid.

And if you are an air traffic con-
troller and your job is literally keep-
ing, Mr. President, your children and
my children safe when they get on an
airplane, you will be paid.

And to those in the media who per-
sist in repeating Democrat talking
points, understand this: The vote right
now, if we vote yes, the air traffic con-
trollers will be paid. If we vote no, the
air traffic controllers will not be paid.
So every Democrat who votes no is
saying: We will not pay the air traffic
controllers.

What does that mean? There are
roughly 45,000 commercial flights a day
in the United States. The 10-percent re-
duction that the FAA has put in place
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will be roughly 5,000 flights a day that
will be canceled. Now, if you assume
100 passengers are on each flight—I am
a lawyer, not a mathematician. So I
am going to make the math simple. So
100 passengers, 500 flights a day, that is
more than 500,000 Americans who will
have their flight canceled each and
every day the Schumer shutdown con-
tinues—more than 500,000. And millions
more will have their flights delayed.

So it is a simple choice. It is a simple
choice. Do you want to pay the air
traffic controllers or not?

But I have got to tell you, you had
better be ready to talk to your con-
stituents who said: Why was my plane
canceled when I was going to see my
sick mother?

Well, because I, Democrat, voted
against paying air traffic controllers.
That is the answer.

You won’t like getting that answer,
but I tell you what, that is a lot better
answer than if you have to look in the
eyes of someone whose family was
killed because the Democrats get what
they are explicitly asking for, which is
planes falling from the sky.

The Schumer shutdown—you are a
leftwing, partisan Democrat, you say:

Every day gets better for us.

I will tell you who ‘“‘us” ain’t. It ain’t
the American people.

So do the right thing because every
one of you knows it is the right thing.
Vote yes. Pay the air traffic control-
lers, and end this ridiculous shutdown.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to thank Sen-
ator CRUZ for his sobering remarks.

This Chamber should be full. It would
be nice if our Democratic colleagues
were here to listen. I hope they are lis-
tening on their TVs in their office.

God, I hope it literally doesn’t take
planes falling out of the sky. Tonight,
you can continue your shutdown, but
you can vote to pay the air traffic con-
trollers so that is far less likely. If you
vote no and, God forbid, it actually
happens, can you live with yourself?

I came to the floor 2 weeks ago in as
nonpartisan a fashion as I possibly
could, begging Democrats to pay people
that are forced to work that are keep-
ing our skies safe, that are keeping our
Nation safe. Two weeks later, we
haven’t done it.

This isn’t partisan.

Search your conscience. Ask your-
self, honest to God, if a plane, another
plane—a plane has fallen out of the
sky. I am not saying it is because of air
traffic control, but you heard of 500
safety instances. Our air traffic control
system is already antiquated. Can you
live with yourself if another plane falls
out of the sky and more people need-
lessly die because we are short of air
traffic controllers?

I know the Senator from Alaska has
a couple more comments. Then we will
turn it over to the Senator from Flor-
ida.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.
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Mr. SULLIVAN. I want to thank Sen-
ator JOHNSON for coming to the floor
and making this very strong case. It is
about safety, and it is about the Amer-
ican way. There is nothing more Amer-
ican than paying people for the work
that they do. We all know that.

Again, Senator JOHNSON’s bill is a
simple bill. It is about paying the Fed-
eral workers who are required to work
to keep us safe. All these jobs we are
talking about are jobs that keep the
American people safe.

Of course, the military is a big part
of this bill. They epitomize the Federal
workers who are keeping us safe, and
they epitomize courage. So do many of
our Federal workers as well. I hope my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
just show a little bit of the courage
that our military displays every day
all over the world—just a tiny bit of
that courage.

Again, to my Democratic colleagues,
we know you are getting a lot of pres-
sure from your leadership. Senator
CRUZ did a great job explaining the ori-
gins of that. By the way, it has nothing
to do with healthcare. It has nothing to
do with anything. It has everything to
do with appeasing the far left of the
Democratic Party, which is rising. So
we get that you are under pressure.

But you all know that voting for this
bill is the right thing to do. I know my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle. They are good people. As Senator
JOHNSON just said, have a little bit of
conscience and a little bit of courage,
the kind of courage that our military
displays every day, and vote for the
Shutdown Fairness Act right now.
Every one of you knows it is the right
thing to do. I hope you do it.

Mr. JOHNSON. I thank the Senator
from Alaska and yield to the Senator
from Florida.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President,
first thing I want to do is thank all the
Senators that are speaking tonight.

I can’t imagine voting not to pay
somebody. In my State, here is what is
happening. We have people that are not
getting food. At church on Sunday, the
pastor asked if we would actually bring
in a whole bunch of food because they
knew because of what the Democrats
are doing, people would not get their
food stamps. So all the food banks,
they need way more food.

I was talking to a reporter today in
Tampa. He said the line is unbelievable
at one of the food banks he was at in
Tampa today. When I think about
these people that are not getting their
food stamps, I think of my mom. My
mom was a mom of five kids. We lived
in public housing. I never met my dad.
She had to go to markets and stores
and ask for food. She never got food
stamps, but she had to go ask for food.

Just think about what is going on
around our country. There are people
right now worried about if they are
going to feed a 2-year-old little kid.
Can you just imagine what that mom
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is doing? I mean, I just can’t imagine
how anybody ever could vote to shut
down the Food Stamp Program to not
feed kids.

Let’s think about all these people not
getting paid. I will give you my experi-
ence. When I was 19 years old, I got
married. I was E-2 in the Navy, and I
was making 332 or 334 bucks a month.
That same person today—my wife and
I, she was making 75 bucks a week as a
legal secretary. So those people, if
something like that—I didn’t have $25
in the bank. They wouldn’t have said:
Oh, it is OK not to pay the rent.

Any costs we had, no one would have
said: Oh, don’t worry. You don’t have
to pay it now.

That is what is going on with our
military. They have mortgages. Their
kids have school costs. Their kids want
to play sports. They might have med-
ical bills. And my Democratic col-
leagues are saying they don’t care. I
mean, did they ever live that life? Have
they ever lived a life where they were
worried, paycheck to paycheck, how
they were going to pay for food, for the
rent, for the mortgage? Do you think
all the lenders are going to say: ‘“We
know the government is shut down so
you don’t have to pay your mortgage’’?

I just think—I don’t know how you
could not have a heart to open up gov-
ernment. We can have a policy dis-
agreement every day, and we should.
But to not make sure people get their
food stamps, not make sure people are
showing up today, as Senator CRUZ
said, trying to keep us safe in the skies
or our military that is trying to keep
our freedoms, and the Democrats don’t
care if they get paid or not—just think
about it.

Since I got up here—this is my sev-
enth year—I have had a bill that says
No Budget, No Pay. The Democrats
have blocked it, including yesterday,
because they want to get paid, even
though they are making the decision
that other people don’t get a paycheck.
They are not willing to give up any of
their pay because, as one of them said,
he has a mortgage; why would he be ex-
pected to give up his pay? Well, they
are doing it every day to all the Fed-
eral workers. I just can’t imagine doing
that.

I say to my Democratic colleagues:
Open the government. Pay our work-
ers. Make sure people get food, have
food on the table. Don’t ever, ever, ever
in your wildest dreams do that to peo-
ple in our country. It is wrong to do
what you are doing.

Senator SCHUMER came out and said
he had a proposal. It is a joke. It is a
complete joke. I will tell you why.
Let’s think about what they want to
do. For us to be able to make sure that
we start paying people, they get food
stamps, they want to make sure insur-
ance companies continue to get rich.
So their proposal doesn’t do anything.

Right now, people don’t lose their
ObamaCare subsidies. It is people that
make over 400 percent—that is over
probably $128,000, $130,000 a year—get

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

subsidies for their healthcare. You
could be a millionaire, you get a sub-
sidy. He wants to make sure million-
aires get a subsidy for people possibly
to get any food.

He knows Republicans are not going
to continue to support a program that
pays healthcare for illegals; that is
wrong. It has taxpayers paying for
abortion; that is wrong. It has tax-
payers paying for trans surgery; that is
wrong. Making sure—there is sup-
posedly about 4 to 5 million people who
don’t even know they have these sub-
sidies because it is going directly to an
insurance company with no responsi-
bility by a consumer. All you have to
do to sign somebody up is know their
name, their birth date, their address.
Sign them up, and insurance companies
get all the money. Why would we ever
support something like that?

I want to thank my colleagues. I
can’t imagine. It is heartless to not
make sure people have food. It is heart-
less to make sure people don’t have
money if they are working. If the
Democrats vote against Senator JOHN-
SON’s simple bill to pay people that are
busting their butt to keep our free-
doms, to keep us safe, do all these
things—I don’t know how you can go
home and feel good about what you are
doing.

I yield the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to thank the
Senator from Florida.

I see the Senator from Michigan. I
believe he wants to speak to this bill.
We will have the last word.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the
Chair recognize the Senator from
Michigan. Then we can go back to the
Senator from Nebraska.

The Senator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

Let me first say that there is some-
thing we all agree on, Democrats and
Republicans, here in this Chamber. We
want Federal employees to be paid. It
is simply unacceptable that they have
to work and come to work every day,
do their job, and not get paid. That is
why we have to end this shutdown as
quickly as possible, and we are focused
on doing that.

But that is not really exactly the
total story behind the Johnson bill. I
have legislation to pay Federal em-
ployees. We could vote on that now. I
offered it in a UC request to my col-
league from Wisconsin that said we
have a bill to pay all Federal employ-
ees right now, no strings attached, no
language that gives the President more
power, more flexibility to do things
that we should not want him to do.

But my Republican colleagues don’t
want to have that bill.

Senator VAN HOLLEN, another col-
league of mine, has a bill to pay them
that has complete support of Demo-
crats. Let’s pay them. We have two
bills that if we put them on the floor
right now, we could pass. If my Repub-
lican friends want to do it, we could
pass with 100 votes.
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It is my bill, but any of you can sign
it. I offer it to my colleague from Wis-
consin. It could be your bill. Do it. I
don’t need any authorship of it. But it
is a bill that does exactly what my col-
leagues across the aisle are saying: just
pay Federal employees. That is what it
would do, but it was rejected.

Why?

There is a little bit more in this bill.
The Johnson bill before us actually
creates an unlimited and permanent
slush fund for President Trump to use.
You are not going to get support here
from us to transfer what should be con-
gressional power to be able to deter-
mine when we want money spent, and
it actually gets spent the way it should
be.

It is not about passing a slush fund to
the President. The President could jus-
tify the transfer of this money else-
where. This is something, clearly, the
administration wants because it will
give the White House more power. The
bill adds Presidential authority by
omitting—it omits the regular safe-
guards that we include in normal fund-
ing bills to ensure that money actually
goes where Congress intends.

We have been seeing a lot of that.
The President, basically, is just thumb-
ing his nose at Congress every day. Un-
fortunately, my Republican colleagues
say that is OK. If the President doesn’t
want to listen to the Congress, that is
OK with them.

We are a coequal branch of govern-
ment. We are elected by the people
back home to represent our people as
Senators. We are not here just to
rubberstamp a President.

A lot of my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle, I am surprised
at, because there are a lot of really
great people that I have a lot of respect
for. And yet we see the President con-
stantly run over Congress, and it is
crickets on the other side. There is no
pushback from my Republican col-
leagues, either here in the Senate or in
the House.

There is actually, in this bill, there is
no explicit guarantee or requirement
to actually pay out this money. The
administration could sit on this appro-
priation. We are just a blank-check ap-
propriation for employees, but the ad-
ministration could just sit on it for
some particular programs they don’t
like.

That is why, in a normal appropria-
tions bill, we put in language to pre-
vent that. Granted, the President has
been ignoring Congress, but at least we
put it in saying these are the rules.

Congress has the power of the purse.
It is article I of the Constitution, and
yet a lot of my colleagues don’t seem
to take that to heart.

Most approps bills, including the
House’s continuing resolution proposal,
actually include restrictions on how
funding should be used. The Johnson
bill includes no restrictions—no re-
strictions.

We know that Trump has shown that
he will abuse the budget process in
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very novel ways. He has said that he
will refuse to pay backpay to workers
even when Congress has explicitly set
it. This bill, hopefully, does address
that. He has transferred money ille-
gally to pay for his political priorities,
and he impounds money whenever he
finds any kind of wiggle room to do
that.

In a sense, this bill is a Trojan horse.
It says that we are going to help Fed-
eral employees, but it is really contin-
ued power for the President.

I have heard my colleagues say that
Federal employees are being used as
pawns. That is what this bill does. It is
using Federal employees as pawns to
give the OMB and the President a
whole lot more power to use a slush
fund of money in any way he chooses.

We know OMB Director Russ Vought
likes this bill. We know what Russ
Vought is about. In fact, I think there
was a leaked speech that Russ Vought
had, and we mentioned this in the com-
mittee.

I appreciate my colleagues saying
how wonderful Federal workers are,
but this is what the OMB Director said,
who says this is a really good bill, that
the Johnson bill is a really good bill.
He said that he wants the bureaucrats
to be affected by trauma.

When they wake up in the morning, we
want them to not want to go to work be-
cause they are increasingly viewed as the
villains. . . . We want to put them in trau-
ma.

I hope my Republican colleagues
called out Mr. Vought when he said
that because you care so much about
our employees. I appreciate that.

But when folks in the administration
say things like this, please say that is
wrong; that we really do care about
you—not when you are trying to put a
bill forward that is going to give the
President an unlimited slush fund.

Let’s be real. If you want to pay em-
ployees, which I hope you do, and if
you want to move forward, then take a
bill that we know has the kind of
guardrails that our appropriations bills
normally do to make sure the money is
actually spent as we intend in Con-
gress, which is the way it is supposed
to work under article I of the Constitu-
tion.

I still believe in the Constitution. I
still believe that we are a coequal
branch of government, that we are not
simply a rubberstamp for the Presi-
dent. If we don’t change that way, that
is how you lose the checks and bal-
ances that our Founders cared so deep-
ly about.

You know, as our Founders were de-
bating the Constitution, they didn’t
trust any of us. They knew; they were
politicians too. They knew you
couldn’t trust anybody. So they fig-
ured: We are going to have three
branches. We are going to have the ju-
diciary check the Congress and the
President. The Congress will check the
Presidential power.

Article I is the Congress. They
thought the Congress was the most im-
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portant one. But they kind of assumed
that the Congress would actually exer-
cise its power and check Presidential
power, not just hand more to him with
a smile and then use a false pretext in
order to give that money. So that is
what this bill is about.

You know, I have tried to work with
Senator JOHNSON, and I will always
want to work with him. We have
worked on a number of bills together.
We have language.

Again, of the bills we have that I
have introduced, which is the Military
and Federal Employee Protection
Act—a straight, clean bill. They talk
about union support. Every union has
supported my legislation. Every union
has supported Senator VAN HOLLEN’S.

We are now getting unions. Unions
are starting to read the fine print on
this bill right now. We have AFSCME
that has now come out against it. We
have the SEIU that has just come out
against it. We have the AFL-CIO that
has just come out against it. We have
the IFPTE that is just coming out. I
guess our union friends are going to
read the language of this bill and are
going to be like: Oh, we should have
read the fine print.

Like, yes, it is really important to
read the fine print.

So we can’t support this bill. We can
support a bill that pays all of our em-
ployees, but it has got to be one that
has the types of protections we have in
every other appropriations bill we try
to pass out of this body.

So I am going to oppose this, but
hopefully we can find a way to work to-
gether. We have two bills ready to go
that we could pass today, but with this
bill, we are going to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I am
not quite sure what planet the Senator
from Michigan comes from, but here on
planet Earth, when you read the actual
language of the bill, none of these
phantom provisions exist in there. But
I will go through those point for point
before we call for the final vote.

Right now, I think the Senator from
Nebraska has a few points he wants to
make.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, ear-
lier today, we heard about an offer
from the minority leader. It shows just
how unserious he and the Democrats
are. That offer is full of horse hockey.
It has things in it that Republicans
cannot accept, and he knows it.

My colleague from Michigan, the
Democrat from Michigan, was just
talking about power because that is
what it is about. He mentioned power.

A number of other folks have talked
about leverage. They need to have this
shutdown for leverage. A number of
Democrats have said this.

But what I am here today to talk
about are people; not leverage, not
power—people—air traffic controllers.

These are letters that I have received
from air traffic controllers—hand-
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written letters—that are talking about
what they are going through right now
because of the minority leader’s shut-
down. Let me just read you some of
these.

My wife suffers from a chronic auto-
immune disease that without her medication
would cripple her. Our monthly copay for her
specialty medication is $2,800 a month. We
have less than 2 weeks before her next round
of medication is due. Our situation is not
sustainable even with pulling money from
our savings.

That was from one of our air traffic
controllers in Nebraska.

Here is another one:

Each shutdown gets harder than the last.
The mental stress of the unknown gets hard-
er each time. With my growing family and
medical bills for my family, it gets harder
every time. Both of my children have
neurobiological disorders that require con-
stant monitoring and medical care. I take
pride in my job and the service we provide
here at Omaha Approach control. As a pa-
triot and veteran, I take my Federal oath

. seriously. I will always continue to do
my job [and] keep the skies safe and expedi-
tious.

Here is another one:

Myself and my family, to include my 3-
year-old daughter, are struggling to make
ends meet. I now have to decide between put-
ting food on the table, paying my mortgage,
paying [my] car note, and many other things
. . . Ineed to survive.

Are the Democrats deaf? Do they not
hear from the people who are put in
these situations?

This is their shutdown. This is their
Biden budget they are not voting for.
They voted for this 14 times over the
last 19 months, and now they won’t be-
cause their far-left wing tells them not
to. We have patriots here who are suf-
fering.

Why don’t they show some of the
courage that these people are and
stand up to the far-left wing and vote
for this bill so at least the people who
are working can get paid? Is that so
much to ask—that we pay the people
who are actually trying to keep the
skies safe?

A Democrat staffer was earlier
quoted as saying we are going to do
this ‘‘until planes start falling from
the sky.” Well, folks, we already heard
that the FAA is going to cut back 10
percent this week on the number of
flights because of safety concerns.

But it is the people—the air traffic
controllers and our law enforcement
and everybody else who is working in a
Federal job who is not getting paid—
who are paying the price for the minor-
ity leader’s shutdown.

I yield to my colleague from Wis-
consin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the comments from the Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

I think the Senator from Utah would
also like to speak to the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I want to
commend my friend and colleague the
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Senator from Wisconsin for his out-
standing work on this bill, the Shut-
down Fairness Act.

Senator JOHNSON seized on something
very important here. We are sur-
rounded by people in this very building
and throughout the United States and
across the globe—people who are faith-
fully, valiantly working for the U.S.
Government. Now, some of them are
staffers in this very room who are not
being paid. Some of them are the Cap-
itol Police officers we greeted on our
way in who are Kkeeping the Capitol
Complex safe. Some of these are sol-
diers, sailors, airmen, marines, guards-
men all over the world who are serving
the U.S. Government at risk of life and
limb to keep us safe, and there are
countless others in different occupa-
tions who are not being paid.

Why? Well, they are not being paid
because our friends on the other side of
the aisle are wanting to expand govern-
ment yet again. They may think that
this is the right message, that this is a
winning message. It is not. It is not the
right message. It is not a winning mes-
sage even for them because it high-
lights something. It highlights the dan-
ger in putting too much trust, too
many responsibilities, too many func-
tions in the U.S. Government—so much
so that when a crisis like this emerges,
and the Schumer shutdown now drags
well into its second month, they see
that what the American people have
previously regarded as a service per-
formed by the government to them is
now being held over them to extort
even more money out of them under
the threat of planes falling from the
sky.

We are told by Democrat after Demo-
crat on television interviews and else-
where: Well, it is OK. It is OK because
this is leverage. This is our leverage.

Well, what do they want to use that
leverage for? They want to use it so as
to paper over the failures—the abject
failures—of ObamaCare, this law that
has succeeded in doing exactly one
thing: enriching large health insurance
companies while making all Americans
poorer. Premiums have skyrocketed.
Coverage has diminished. Quality has
completely tanked as a result. They
know this. They understand this. They
see premiums continuing to increase
year after year after year.

So what do they want to do with it?
Well, they want to spend a lot more
money moving forward—money at a
time when the U.S. Government is al-
ready $38 trillion in debt; money to
hide, to conceal what it is that
ObamaCare is doing to the American
people, when, in fact, what ObamaCare
has done is diminish the healthcare op-
tions that the American people have.

It used to be that you could nego-
tiate with a health insurance company
and buy a health insurance policy, but
ObamaCare, in many ways, made what
was once health insurance illegal.

We need to make health insurance
legal again. We need to allow a willing
customer to pay a willing insurer for a
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health insurance policy rather than an
ObamaCare health plan, which very
often, through its Byzantine labyrinth
of Federal regulations, just adds to the
cost and adds to the profit, the bottom
line of these huge healthcare compa-
nies.

So, yes, they want to take this to ex-
tort the American people and their po-
sition of vulnerability at a time when
we are told planes may start falling
from the sky; at a time when people’s
airplane tickets are being rendered val-
ueless because a lot of these flights are
not going to be able to be made. And
all kinds of other problems are hap-
pening while, at the same time, our
Federal workforce is not being paid.

These are not the right people to
punish for the failures of ObamaCare.
Don’t let them carry that burden.
Don’t make them do it. They didn’t do
this to the American people;
ObamaCare did.

Let’s fix ObamaCare. Let’s make it
legal again to have health insurance—
actual health insurance, not that sort
of bastardized form of health insurance
that has emerged from ObamaCare’s
endless regulations that have resulted
in diminished quality, lower coverage,
and endlessly higher premiums.

This shutdown has gone on long
enough. This shutdown should come to
an end, and it should come to an end by
the very generous offer made by Repub-
licans time and time and time again to
continue at spending levels that, until
just months ago, were the Democrats’
own spending levels. It is not enough
for them.

We have got to end the madness and
end the shutdown.

At the very least, even if we are not
to end the shutdown, we should pass
Senator JOHNSON’s bill. We should do
that tonight. We should do it right now
because regardless of what you think
we ought to do with ObamaCare or any
other aspect of government, these
workers who have now gone for some
time without a paycheck should not be
required to make this sacrifice, espe-
cially when you consider what it is
for—hiding the true cost of
ObamaCare. That is shameful.

Again, I thank and I commend Sen-
ator JOHNSON and his team for putting
together this legislation. I am proud to
support it, I wholeheartedly endorse it,
and I plead with my colleagues to vote
for it.

Let’s get these workers paid. They
deserve nothing else.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to thank the
Senator from Utah for his remarks.

Mr. President, I don’t want to spend
time refuting all of the misrepresenta-
tions from the Senator from Michigan
in terms of what phantom provisions
he claims are in my bill. There is no
slush fund. It is completely silent on
Presidential authority. I know some
people want to reduce authority, but
that is a bill that won’t be signed. If
you want to pay the Federal workers,
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if you want to stop punishing them for
our dysfunction, if you want to stop
using them as pawns in this political
game, that is a demand you have to
drop.

The money appropriated in this bill
will go to pay workers. That also is a
false argument.

But if you are not quite satisfied
with the language, which has been out
there—and we have been trying to
work and get feedback for 2 weeks, and
we have gotten excellent feedback from
leadership, from discussions on both
sides of the aisle, from OMB, trying to
perfect this thing—the solution is get
on the bill. Get on the bill and offer an
amendment. Keep talking to us. Don’t
close it down.

We heard from a number of our Re-
publican colleagues. We heard from the
Senator from Michigan. Obviously, pas-
sions are running high. But there is a
great deal of frustration, certainly, on
our side when the other side simply
won’t take yes for an answer.

I came down here 2 weeks ago in as
nonpartisan a stance as I possibly
could be because, as the Senator from
Michigan stated, we all agree that
these people ought to be paid. So the
way to do that is not to offer a bill on
unanimous consent that has no chance
of being signed into law; the way to do
that is to vote to proceed tonight to
this bill.

If we could iron out our differences,
we could yield back time and get this
thing passed that the Speaker of the
House has already said he would come
back and pass. We are so close.

I realize there may be hard partisans.
I know there are liberal unions that
have now come out against us. But the
bulk of the public sector unions are for
it. They prefer my bill over anything
else. They may also support it because
this is permanent. This ends using the
Federal workforce and, quite honestly,
the American public as pawns in these
partisan games for all time. Again, the
American Federation of Government
Employees, the Federal Managers As-
sociation, the Federal Law Enforce-
ment Officers Association, the Na-
tional Air Traffic Controllers Associa-
tion—again, I hope our Democratic col-
leagues listened to Senator CRUZ’s
chilling and sobering remarks just a
few minutes ago; the International As-
sociation of Fire Fighters; and the As-
sociation of Flight Attendants.

This bill has support because it
makes so much sense. It is fair.

We had three Democrats join us 2
weeks ago. There are two other Demo-
crats who have voted for the House CR.
That brings us up to a total of 58. Now,
we voted against this because we didn’t
have furloughed workers. We have
added furloughed workers. So hopefully
those two will join us.

I have talked to enough Democrat
Senators trying to get their input, try-
ing to get this passed. I know there are
Democrat Senators who want to vote
for this bill, who can vote for this bill.

So putting all partisanship aside,
again, I want to appeal to your better
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angels. Search your conscience. Sign
on to the bill. Vote for a bill that ends
using Federal workers and the Amer-
ican public as pawns.

The Senator from Maryland said last
week: Let’s not punish Federal workers
for our dysfunction.

I think my closing argument has to
be to go back to what the Senator from
Texas was talking about—the air traf-
fic controllers and that situation. Five
hundred safety issues were reported re-
cently in our skies.

Search your conscience. Can you
imagine—I mean, honestly, think
about it. Imagine what the one Demo-
crat staffer said: We are going to cling
to this until planes fall out of the sky.

Think about how you would feel if,
God forbid, a plane—another plane—
fell out of the sky and people died. How
could you live with yourself?

Now, again, you can continue the
shutdown. I mean, that is your polit-
ical choice. You can continue to vote
against the very reasonable House con-
tinuing resolution. But you can still
vote to pay Federal workers. You can
vote to make sure that air traffic con-
trollers get back to their stations and
keep our skies as safe as possible. You
can vote to dramatically reduce the
chance that a plane will fall out of the
sky. We just need two more of you; two
more of our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle who are working with,
quite honestly, folks on this side, try-
ing to end the shutdown; just two of
those whom I spoke to that I thought
would vote for this. I am begging you—
two more.

Let’s get on this bill. Let’s pay Fed-
eral workers. Let’s make our Nation
safer. Let’s do the fair thing. Let’s do
the right thing. Let’s vote to proceed
to this bill and get it passed.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
withdraw my motion to proceed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has that right.

The motion is withdrawn.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

SHUTDOWN FAIRNESS ACT—Motion
to Proceed to the Motion to Recon-
sider

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to the motion to reconsider the
vote on cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed to S. 3012.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

MOTION TO RECONSIDER

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote on cloture on the
motion to proceed to S. 3012.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
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Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 191, S. 3012,
a bill to appropriate funds for pay and allow-
ances of excepted Federal employees for peri-
ods of work performed during a lapse in ap-
propriations, and for other purposes.

John Thune, Ted Budd, Katie Boyd Britt,
Ron Johnson, Roger Marshall, Tommy
Tuberville, Jon A. Husted, Bernie
Moreno, David McCormick, Roger F.
Wicker, Rick Scott of Florida, Pete
Ricketts, Steve Daines, Joni Ernst,
Cindy Hyde-Smith, Shelley Moore Cap-
ito, Mike Rounds.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the mandatory
quorum call under rule XXII has been
waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
proceed to S. 3012, a bill to appropriate
funds for pay and allowances of ex-
cepted Federal employees for periods of
work performed during a lapse in ap-
propriations, and for other purposes,
shall be brought to a close, upon recon-
sideration?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), and the
Senator from Alabama (Mr.
TUBERVILLE).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FETTERMAN) is necessarily absent.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53,
nays 43, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 609 Leg.]

YEAS—b53

Banks Grassley Mullin
Barrasso Hagerty Murkowski
Blackburn Hawley Ossoff
Boozman Hoeven Paul
Britt Husted Ricketts
Budd Hyde-Smith Risch
gaplp(ci) gohgson Rounds

assidy ustice :
Collins Kennedy EChgﬁutFt,L
Cotton Lankford cott (FL)
Cramer Lee Scott (SC)
Crapo Lujan Sheehy
Cruz Lummis Sullivan
Curtis Marshall Thune
Daines McConnell Tillis
Ernst McCormick Warnock
Fischer Moody Wicker
Graham Moreno Young

NAYS—43

Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Sanders
Baldwin Hirono Schatz
Bennet Kaine Schiff
Blumenthal Kelly Schumer
Blunt Rochester  Kim Shaheen
Booker King Slotkin
gantwell InilObgChar Smith

oons arkey
Cortez Masto Merkley &an Hollen
Duckworth Murphy arner

N Warren

Durbin Murray
Gallego Padilla Welch
Gillibrand Peters Whitehouse
Hassan Reed Wyden
Heinrich Rosen
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NOT VOTING—4

Cornyn Moran Tuberville

Fetterman

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). On this vote, the yeas are 53,
the nays are 43.

Three-fifths of the Senate, duly cho-
sen and sworn, having not voted in the
affirmative, the motion upon reconsid-
eration is not agreed to.

The motion was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

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

——

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION

Mr. RISCH. Madam President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the notifications
that have been received. If the cover
letter references a classified annex,
then such an annex is available to all
Senators in the office of the Foreign
Relations Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(C) of
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as
amended, we are forwarding Transmittal No.
256-1R. This notification relates to enhance-
ments or upgrades from the level of sensi-
tivity of technology or capability described
in the Section 36(b)(1) AECA certification 17—
12 of June 23, 2017.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL F. MILLER,
Director.
Enclosure.
DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JAMES E. RISCH,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(C) of
the Arms Export Control Act (AECA), as
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