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abuse. This is not all about ideology,
and it is not about policy. It is about
people. It is about Matt, and it is about
Andrew. It is about the thousands and
millions of people across this country
who are struggling, who want to lead
productive lives, and who want to con-
tribute to their communities. All they
need is to have that moment when
treatment is available, when a helping
hand is available, when caring is avail-
able to help them escape the throes of
this terrible disease and rejoin their
communities and their families. That
is what we have to keep in front of us
as we work here in this body. We can
make a difference in people’s lives, but
in leaving them behind, we will cer-
tainly not do so.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, what
is the parliamentary situation?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is considering the Lighthizer nomi-
nation.

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Chair.

FIRING OF JAMES COMEY

Madam President, I couldn’t help but
think, with the discussions earlier
today, that the President’s dismissal of
FBI Director James Comey is so inap-
propriate that it is hard to know where
to begin.

In less than 4 months, this President
has pushed our country to the edge of
a constitutional crisis—a crisis that in
many ways seems more complex, and
potentially more threatening, than the
one instigated by President Nixon’s
order to fire the special prosecutor who
was investigating Watergate.

First, I think we can easily dismiss
President Trump’s transparent pretext
for dismissing FBI Director Comey.

President Trump claims to have re-
moved the FBI Director because of his
unfair treatment of Secretary Clinton.
This does not pass the laugh test, and
we know it is not true. President
Trump celebrated Director Comey’s
mistakes in handling the Clinton email
investigation. He encouraged leaks
from the FBI. He pressed Director
Comey to release more embarrassing
evidence. He even praised Director
Comey after the Director’s misguided
letter to Congress last October. Yet,
now, the President would have us be-
lieve that these same events compelled
him to fire the FBI Director more than
6 months after it occurred. This unbe-
lievable claim, if it was not so sad,
would be laughable.

The truth is that the President re-
moved the sitting FBI Director in the
midst of one of the most critical na-
tional security investigations in the
history of our country and, certainly,
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one of the most critical in my 42 years
in the Senate—a sprawling inquiry
that implicates senior officials in the
Trump campaign and administration.

The press is now reporting that
President Trump weighed firing the
FBI Director for more than a week,
after he became enraged at Director
Comey’s statements and actions in the
Russia investigation. There are even
reports that his firing may have been
precipitated by grand jury subpoenas
issued to associates of President
Trump’s former National Security Ad-
visor. I have no doubt that we are
going to learn more disturbing details
as to the President’s true motivations.
I am willing to bet anything that none
of them will be because of the feeling
that the FBI was too tough on Sec-
retary Clinton.

I am also troubled that Attorney
General Sessions played a role in Di-
rector Comey’s firing. The Attorney
General had supposedly recused himself
from the Russia investigation—and for
good reason: He was a central figure in
the Trump campaign that is now under
investigation. And he provided false
testimony to the Judiciary Committee
to hide his own contacts with Russian
officials. Having done that, it is beyond
inappropriate for him to then rec-
ommend the firing of the official over-
seeing the Russia investigation.

I ask: Does anyone really believe
that President Trump is interested in
getting to the bottom of Russia’s inter-
ference with our elections? Based on
his past performance, does anyone be-
lieve the Attorney General is inter-
ested in getting to the bottom of Rus-
sia’s interference with our elections?
Does anyone believe that the White
House will allow investigators to fol-
low the facts without interference or
obstruction at every turn?

In fact, a quick review of President
Trump’s Twitter account, where he
does most of his deep thinking, would
dispel any such illusions.

This is the same White House that
interfered with the House Intelligence
Committee’s investigation—inter-
ference so strong that the Republican
chairman in the House investigation
had to recuse himself.

This is the same White House that
reportedly sought access to the highly
classified FISA Court surveillance
order that purportedly authorized sur-
veillance of Trump associates.

This is the same White House that
demanded the FBI Director and the De-
partment of Justice issue perfunctory
statements to clear President Trump’s
name.

Even the President’s letter informing
FBI Director Comey of his dismissal
indicated the President had directly
asked the FBI Director whether he was
under investigation—three times. That
should never happen. No President
should be asking such a question. It is
stunning, but it should also be inform-
ative. It is clear that any credible in-
vestigation must take place outside
the political chain of command.
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That is why I and others have said
for months that a special counsel must
be appointed to lead the Russia inves-
tigation. A special counsel, unlike an
FBI Director or a Deputy Attorney
General, cannot be fired by the Presi-
dent. The American people must have
confidence that ours is a government of
laws, not of the whim of a President—
any President.

Frankly, our Nation is at a precipice.
There is a counterintelligence inves-
tigation into the campaign and admin-
istration of a sitting President. There
is evidence that that campaign
colluded with a foreign government
that is an adversary of ours to sway
our Presidential election. Now the
President has fired the lead investi-
gator, FBI Director Comey, under what
any fairminded person would say is ab-
surd and false pretenses.

There are several inquiries underway
into Russian interference and collusion
with Russia in the elections, but the
President has fired the head of the only
investigation that could bring criminal
charges. In fact, it has just been re-
ported that this came just days after
Director Comey asked for additional
funding for the investigation. None of
this is normal—it is something I have
never seen in Republican or Demo-
cratic administrations—and we cannot
treat it as such.

President Putin’s goal, as we now
know, last year was to undermine our
democratic institutions, to corrode
Americans’ trust and faith in govern-
ment, and to sway the outcome of the
election in favor of Donald Trump. If
we do not get to the bottom of Russia’s
interference in our democracy, Putin
will be successful. The President ap-
pears to be content with that result.
But I know, in talking with many Re-
publican Senators as well as Demo-
cratic Senators, that they are not con-
tent with it.

We have to understand, in our great
democracy, in the greatest Nation on
Earth, that we cannot allow any coun-
try to try to interfere in our elections.
We know the Russians wanted to do
that. We know President Putin wanted
to do that. We know he wants to do it
in many other countries. I think we
owe it, not only to ourselves but all
these other countries, to stand up and
say: We know what you are trying to
do; here is how you tried to do it.
America won’t stand for it, and we
hope none of our democratic allies will.

We 100 Senators may disagree on pol-
icy matters and we may have sup-
ported different candidates last No-
vember, but I respect all Senators, and
I believe we all agree on the supremacy
of the rule of law. No person, no Presi-
dent should be above the supremacy of
the rule of law. I believe we fulfill our
duty to the country if we stand united
in calling for a truly independent in-
vestigation. There simply is no avoid-
ing the fact that this cascading situa-
tion demands the prompt appointment
of an independent special counsel to
pick up the pieces of these investiga-
tions. How we respond at this moment
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is a test of our commitment to the sep-
aration of powers. It is a test of wheth-
er the Senate can truly be the con-
science of the Nation, as it should. This
is not just a scandal. The President’s
actions are neither Republican nor
Democratic. They are authoritarian.
This is an effort to undo the ties that
bind our democratic form of govern-
ment. All of us—both sides of the
aisle—must now put country over
party.

In my years here, I have worked with
both Republican and Democratic Presi-
dents. I have worked with them and
supported them, notwithstanding their
parties, in what I felt was in the best
interest of this country. I feel privi-
leged that Vermont has allowed me to
serve long enough to become, as my
predecessor was, dean of the Senate.
But I have also, in deciding to stay
here as a Senator, always had the abid-
ing faith that you can and should be
the conscience of the Nation. This
great Nation deserves no less. That
means we set aside party labels and
adopt just one label—United States
Senator.

With that, let us make sure there is
a clear, full, credible, honest investiga-
tion of how Russia tried to influence
our elections; a full, clear, thorough,
honest investigation into if Russia has
ties to anybody in our government;
and, a full, clear, honest understanding
of how we make sure that never hap-
pens again, to either Republicans or
Democrats.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PERDUE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—AUTHORITY FOR
COMMITTEE TO MEET

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, this
afternoon, the Senate Special Com-
mittee on Aging is scheduled to hold
the second part of a two-part series of
hearings that we are holding to explore
the impact of isolation and loneliness
on the health and well-being of our sen-
iors. The name of our hearing for this
afternoon is Aging With Community:
Building Connections that Last a Life-
time.

In other words, under the first hear-
ing that we had 2 weeks ago, we
learned that isolation of our seniors is
associated with a greater incidence of
depression, diabetes, and heart disease.
We also learned that the health risks of
prolonged isolation are comparable to
smoking 15 cigarettes today.

Well, this afternoon is the second
part of our investigation of this issue,
and we had planned to hear from four
experts who were going to tell us how
you can build a better sense of commu-
nity for our seniors, how you can make
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sure that our seniors are connected to
community. I want to indicate that we
have four witnesses who, at their own
expense, have flown in to participate in
this hearing this afternoon. One of
them, Lindsay Goldman, is the director
of healthy aging from the Center for
Health Policy and Programs from Rye
Brook, NY. Another is from Dover-
Foxcroft, ME. A third is from Spring
Grove, PA. The fourth is from Miami,
FL.

Each of these witnesses was chosen
in connection with my staff’s consulta-
tion with the Democratic staff of the
committee. As you can see, they rep-
resent the States of New York, Maine,
Pennsylvania, and Florida, and they
incurred great expense in order to
come here.

I am very disappointed to learn that,
due to issues that are totally outside
the purview of the Aging Committee—
completely disconnected with this non-
partisan, bipartisan look at an issue
that ought to concern all of us—we are
going to be prohibited from holding
this official hearing this afternoon. I
am baffled by this. This has nothing to
do with the firing of Jim Comey. It has
nothing to do with the Intelligence
Committee’s ongoing and successful in-
vestigation of Russian influence on our
investigations. It has nothing to do
with the healthcare debate that is
roiling this Congress.

This is a hearing that has to do with
the health and well-being of America’s
seniors. It is not political in any way,
and to ask these four witnesses, who
have come from four different States,
including the State of the Democratic
leader, to go back home and waste all
this travel money and not help us bet-
ter understand how we can deal with an
issue that affects the health and well-
being of our seniors is just plain wrong.

Therefore, Mr. President, I make a
request that the Aging Committee be
permitted to meet at 2:30 p.m. today
for its hearing, Aging With Commu-
nity: Building Connections that Last a
Lifetime. I ask unanimous consent
that the committee be allowed to
meet.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Democratic leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Given that we have
no path forward on the horrible and
momentous events of last night from
the majority, I am constrained to ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I see
the Democratic leader is rapidly leav-
ing the floor, so he obviously does not
want to hear anything more about our
hearing, but this makes no sense what-
soever.

This is an example of the dysfunction
of the Senate. How does it make sense
that the Aging Committee, which oper-
ates in a completely bipartisan man-
ner, is being prohibited from holding a
hearing that is important to our sen-
iors and that has nothing to do with
the issues that are in the news today?
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I just don’t understand why we are
being prohibited from proceeding to do
our work, to do our important jobs on
an issue where we have four experts
from four different States, including
the State of the Democratic leader, in-
cluding a witness chosen by the rank-
ing member of the committee, and
none of that matters. We are being pro-
hibited from holding this hearing.

Mr. President, it is a great dis-
appointment to me—and I am sure it is
going to be a great disappointment to
our witnesses and our committee mem-
bers—that we are going to have to can-
cel this hearing for reasons that are to-
tally unrelated to the subject of this
hearing.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

Seeing no one seeking recognition, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

FIRING OF JAMES COMEY

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I was, to
say the least, shocked last night when
I heard that President Trump had dis-
missed FBI Director Comey from his
position as the Director of the FBI. To
me, this decision by President Trump
crossed the line. I have tried to under-
stand what was going through the
President’s mind at the time he dis-
missed Mr. Comey. It is clear that he
had memorandums written by the De-
partment of Justice that were released
at the time, but there is also a clear in-
dication that President Trump had
been considering this decision for over
a week and that after he had reached
the decision to fire Mr. Comey, he
needed grounds from the Department
of Justice and that that information
was supplied to Mr. Trump for his deci-
sionmaking. This was Mr. Trump’s de-
cision.

At the time he dismissed Mr. Comey,
President Trump’s associates had been
involved in the investigation being
done by the Department of Justice.
This is a criminal investigation that is
being done by the Department of Jus-
tice because of Russia’s interference
that involved Mr. Trump’s associates
in the U.S. election system. We do not
know where that investigation is
going—we do not—but we do know now
that the President of the United States
has compromised the ability of that in-
vestigation by firing Mr. Comey. That
should not happen in American poli-
tics. No one is above the law.

The timing of Mr. Comey’s firing is
extremely suspicious. If the President
were really concerned about the FBI
Director’s conduct in the Hillary Clin-
ton email investigation, why didn’t the
President fire Director Comey when he
took the oath of office in January? It
just does not add up. No one is above
the law.
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