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the streets in cities and communities 
across the country. They are crying 
out: Enough is enough. 

It is time for us to address the insti-
tutional racism, economic, societal, 
and environmental inequities and in-
justice that have plagued this Nation 
since its founding. The American peo-
ple are demanding real, meaningful 
change—bold, comprehensive action 
that starts by reforming our police sys-
tem that has historically dealt a heav-
ier hand toward communities of color. 

What did the Republican majority do 
to answer the public’s plea? They have 
offered the American people the JUS-
TICE Act. They call it justice, but jus-
tice for whom? This bill fails to meet 
this moment in history before us. It of-
fers only lip service to the families of 
George Floyd and Breonna Taylor and 
Tamir Rice and Eric Garner and all of 
those tragically lost at the hands of 
the police. 

The Republican JUSTICE Act is 
nothing more than a glorified sugges-
tion box filled with half measures and 
placations that sound good on paper 
but simply will not deliver the real 
change the American people are de-
manding from this body. There is no 
justice in the JUSTICE Act; rather, it 
is a wholly inadequate response to the 
injustices faced by Black and Brown 
communities at the hands of the police. 
It merely asks, suggests, recommends, 
and encourages. It says to law enforce-
ment: Hey, would you mind? Could you 
kindly? Do you think you might be 
able? 

Nowhere in this bill does it compel, 
require, mandate, or insist upon the 
commonsense structural reforms the 
American people are demanding. The 
JUSTICE Act calls for reports and a 
commission, but we have had 400 years 
to study the stain of slavery and insti-
tutional racism in this country. We 
don’t need a study to tell us that too 
many young Black men are dying at 
the hands of the police or that you are 
more likely to be shot and killed by 
the police if you are Black than White. 
A commission will not save the life of 
the next George Floyd. 

My Republican colleagues may think 
that the American people will praise 
them for passing an empty bill named 
‘‘JUSTICE’’ that does no justice to the 
deep-seated, systemic failures in our 
policing system. They are mistaken. 

Indeed, I would encourage my Repub-
lican colleagues to consider the Justice 
in Policing Act, led by Senators BOOK-
ER and HARRIS, which I am proud to co-
sponsor. It requires a comprehensive 
set of reforms designed to increase po-
lice accountability, improve trans-
parency, and invest in training. The 
Justice in Policing Act bans no-knock 
warrants in drug cases, the kind that 
led to Breonna Taylor’s death. It estab-
lishes a national public registry on po-
lice misconduct so that the bad actors 
who make it harder for the good cops 
to do their jobs can’t just move from 
department to department. Our bill re-
quires data collection and publication 

on the use of force. The Republican bill 
does none of those things. While the 
Justice in Policing Act bans deadly 
choke holds and other tactics that re-
strict blood flow to the brain, the Re-
publican bill stops short of any such 
ban. 

The JUSTICE Act is also silent on 
racial profiling and the militarization 
of local police departments. It is silent 
on funding independent investigative 
channels to prosecute police mis-
conduct and fails to strengthen pattern 
and practice investigations. It fails to 
establish national standards for police 
misconduct. While it would provide ad-
ditional money to law enforcement, it 
does so without actually requiring any 
substantive change, so it fails us. The 
JUSTICE Act fails to create a system 
of policing that is about community 
safety and equal application of the law. 

So, again, I ask my friends on the 
other side of the aisle: Where is the ac-
tual justice? Where is the justice for 
Breonna Taylor, George Floyd? Where 
is the justice for those murders that 
were not captured on video? Where is 
the justice for thousands of Black men 
sitting in prison, victims of over-
policing and racial profiling? 

Senator MCCONNELL would have us 
think that the JUSTICE Act is our 
only option, that if we don’t acquiesce 
to these half measures, then we don’t 
really want reform. That is simply not 
true. 

It seems to me that the Republicans 
and the President don’t want real re-
form. They want window dressing and 
fresh paint instead of fixing the very 
foundation on which our policing sys-
tem stands. They want to say that they 
did something without actually doing 
anything meaningful. They want to 
blame Democrats for holding out for 
real justice and refusing to play these 
political games with people’s lives. 

The House is going to pass the Jus-
tice in Policing Act on Thursday. I 
urge Senator MCCONNELL to take up 
that bill so that we can have the mean-
ingful conversation on police reform 
our constituents and the Nation are de-
manding. 

We know that reform can work. Cam-
den, NJ, offers us concrete evidence 
about what we can accomplish when we 
get serious about making real changes. 
With one of the highest murder rates in 
the Nation, excessive force complaints 
were dramatically reduced, both in 
terms of homicides and excessive force 
issues. 

So before I close, let me make per-
fectly clear the profound respect that I 
have for the men and women in law en-
forcement. Policing is a very tough job, 
and the vast majority of officers go out 
and perform their jobs every day with 
dignity and professionalism and care 
for the people in the communities in 
which they serve. I am deeply grateful 
for their service throughout the State 
of New Jersey and, indeed, throughout 
the Nation. These officers, who do their 
jobs with dignity and respect for the 
people they serve, share our demands 

for real change. In fact, in Camden 
itself, a White chief of police joined 
with hundreds of protesters who were 
marching for change. 

Across the country, tens of thousands 
of Americans did not brave a pandemic 
and endure being shot at with rubber 
bullets and tear gas just so that Con-
gress could create another commission 
and mandate another report. They de-
mand that their elected officials in 
Washington meet this moment in his-
tory and actually do something that 
lives up to the American promise of a 
nation where every man and woman, 
regardless of their race, ethnicity, gen-
der, or orientation, is treated equally— 
equally under the law. 

I will just close by saying that the 
Nation will rue the day it answered the 
call for reform with business as usual. 
There will be a rude awakening. Who 
among us—who among us, if this were 
our daily experience, would be satisfied 
with the counsels of patience and 
delay? Who among us? 

The American people are calling for 
real justice. We should listen. We 
should act, and we should deliver real 
justice. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
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. RUBIO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

PROTESTS 
Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, Mr. 

Floyd’s horrific murder at the hands of 
a man sworn to uphold the law, our Na-
tion has seen justified anger. As I said 
here 2 weeks ago, it is a moment that 
calls for not just police reform, it calls 
for a full reckoning with racial inequi-
ties that still plague our Nation. 

There is, in my mind, nothing more 
un-American than racial discrimina-
tion. Our Nation was founded on the 
revolutionary truth that every human 
being is created equal and that our 
rights do not come from our govern-
ment or from our leaders or even our 
laws; our rights come from our Cre-
ator. 

It is true that the man who authored 
these words and gave birth to the 
young Nation did not fully live up to 
these principles, but it is also true that 
every single great fight for equality in 
this country’s history has come from a 
direct appeal to those powerful prin-
ciples. Slavery, segregation, discrimi-
natory impediments to voting—all of 
these came to an end, not from efforts 
to overthrow our values but from de-
mands that we fulfill them, for these 
evils could not exist in a country, in a 
nation, built upon the idea that all 
people are created equal with rights 
granted to them by God. 

Slavery and racial discrimination 
are, indeed, a tragic part of our his-
tory, but the long and the steady and 
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the perpetual march toward equality, 
that is part of our heritage as well. 

Today, a new generation of Ameri-
cans is reminding us that while we 
have traveled far on the quest for a 
more perfect Union, the final miles of 
that journey still lie ahead. The over-
whelming and vast majority of these 
Americans on our streets are peace-
fully reminding us that, yes, Black 
lives matter. They are not asking that 
we destroy America; they are demand-
ing that we be more American; that we 
more fully become a nation with lib-
erty and justice for all. But it is now 
also clear that there are others with a 
different agenda who have taken to our 
streets as well. 

They are the ones who argue that be-
cause the men who wrote our Declara-
tion of Independence and our Constitu-
tion were imperfect and, in some cases, 
racists, that the Nation their words 
gave birth to is beyond redemption; 
that America cannot be improved or 
saved; and that therefore it must come 
to an end. 

These radical views are not new. 
From the crazy professor whom no one 
took seriously to the nut job running 
for office with no chance of winning, 
they have operated on the fringes of 
our politics for decades. The difference 
is that, in recent years, they have 
begun to move out from the fringes, 
and now these radicals are capitalizing 
on a legitimate movement to force 
their madness even further into the 
mainstream. Now their violence, their 
vandalism, their anarchy are excused, 
tolerated, sometimes even celebrated 
by some, and their radical agenda is 
shielded, increasingly, from scrutiny 
by an emerging speech code that con-
demns as hate speech and as racism 
any criticism of these anti-lynching 
American radicals. 

The self-proclaimed guardians of free 
speech in media now apologize for 
printing the opinions of a U.S. Senator 
and actively cajoled tech companies to 
censor conservative voices. Social 
media companies, which owe their very 
existence to freedom of expression, now 
threaten to block the accounts of 
American politicians in publications 
here at home, while eagerly complying 
with the demands of totalitarian racist 
regimes abroad. 

Online mobs not only decide what is 
acceptable speech but are empowered 
to destroy the reputation and career of 
anyone they believe has violated their 
standards. Celebrities and large cor-
porations are so eager to proactively 
shield themselves from being canceled 
that they raise money to bail out 
arsonists, but they do not raise a single 
cent to help the small business owners, 
oftentimes minorities themselves, 
whose life work was looted and burned 
to the ground by the radicals. 

This radicalism, this anarchy, isn’t 
just annoying; it is destructive, and it 
is dangerous. It is destructive to bed-
rock institutions in our country and 
their legitimacy in the eyes of our peo-
ple. 

Why would people trust public health 
experts who told them they had to lose 
their job or their business, that their 
kids couldn’t have a graduation, that 
their grandmother couldn’t have a fu-
neral but are afraid to say anything 
about crowds of people setting fires and 
looting businesses? 

Why would people trust local leaders 
who will close your business for having 
too many customers or threaten to ar-
rest you for going to a park or to a 
church but who stand by and do noth-
ing when a mob vandalizes a monu-
ment, tears down a statue, or takes 
over an entire section of a city? 

Why would people trust the media 
that will shame them for going to the 
beach, for not wearing a mask in public 
but portrays a mob of White anarchists 
attacking African-American police of-
ficers as just frustrated racial justice 
activists? 

This radicalism is also dangerous be-
cause, if it is OK for a violent mob to 
tear down a statue, then what is to 
stop another violent mob from showing 
up to defend it? If it is OK to set a po-
lice car on fire, what is going to stop 
someone upset at activist judges from 
burning down a courtroom? Where does 
it end? It will not end because there is 
no way to satisfy radicals who only 
seek destruction. 

Just ask a clergy at the historical St. 
John’s Episcopal Church. Three weeks 
ago, they expressed their support for 
and solidarity with the protesters, even 
after some agitator tried to burn down 
the church. Last night, radicals van-
dalized their church, calling for an au-
tonomous zone here in Washington. 

Just ask the mayor of Seattle. Just a 
few days ago on national TV, she was 
saying that the so-called autonomous 
zone in her city would lead to a ‘‘sum-
mer of love.’’ Now they have an-
nounced that they are going to move in 
and retake the area after multiple peo-
ple were shot over the weekend. 

The anti-American radicals don’t 
care about racial equality, and they 
will not stop as long as everyone is 
afraid to call them out for who and for 
what they are. As long as we fail to 
point out that those seeking racial 
equality and these radicals are not the 
same people; that the people commit-
ting this violence and carrying out this 
anarchy and this chaos are not the 
same people as the people who are 
rightfully asking for us to address ra-
cial inequality, as long as we fail to 
point that out, they will continue to 
hide behind this important and legiti-
mate movement. 

It is time we stop—we stop being 
afraid to express the common sense of 
Americans of every race, of every back-
ground. Yes, we must address racial in-
equality. Yes, Black lives must matter. 
But the vandalism, the arson, and the 
anarchy on our streets have nothing to 
do with this important cause. 

Yes, some police departments need to 
be reformed, and bad police officers 
need to be fired. And if they committed 
crimes, they need to be arrested, and 

they need to be prosecuted. But, no, we 
are not going to abolish or defund po-
lice departments. 

Yes, racial disparities must be ac-
knowledged, and they must be ad-
dressed but not by giving in to a bunch 
of crazy radicals who hate and want to 
destroy this country of ours. This is 
what the overwhelming majority of 
Americans of every race and back-
ground believe, and this is what so 
many are afraid to say for fear of being 
destroyed by an online mob and their 
accomplices. 

For over 200 years, each generation of 
America has moved us ever closer to 
fulfilling the powerful truths upon 
which this Nation was founded. Now it 
is our turn to do the same, not by de-
stroying America but by becoming 
more fully American, not by aban-
doning our founding principles but by 
moving us closer to becoming the one 
Nation under God with liberty and jus-
tice for all that we have pledged our al-
legiance to. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

CRAMER). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session for a 
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

NOMINATION OF CORY T. WILSON 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today in opposition to the nomina-
tion of Cory Wilson to a Mississippi 
seat on the Fifth Circuit. Judge Wilson 
has a troubling record on a number of 
critically important issues. That 
record makes clear Judge Wilson is far 
outside of the judicial mainstream. I 
believe that record is and should be dis-
qualifying. 

First, Judge Wilson has a long record 
of working to undermine voting rights. 
He has been a longtime proponent of 
voter ID laws—which disproportion-
ately harm communities of color, stu-
dents, voters with disabilities, and the 
elderly—and has made false claims 
about the prevalence of voter fraud. 

He has likewise expressed opposition 
to enforcement of the Voting Rights 
Act and has made unsubstantiated 
claims that voter suppression is non-
existent. As I have noted before, Judge 
Wilson’s troubling record on voting 
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