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Whereas further increases in global tem-
perature will saddle children with an enor-
mous, perhaps incalculable, cost burden, un-
dermining their economic security and the
economic security of the United States;

Whereas children are deserving of special
consideration and protection with respect to
human-caused climate change;

Whereas children on the frontlines of
human-caused climate change across the
United States and globally have risen up and
called upon government leaders around the
world to take concrete, science-based, and
equitable action—

(1) to address
change; and

(2) to ensure climate justice for their gen-
eration, future generations, and frontline
and vulnerable communities, including com-
munities of color, low-income communities,
and indigenous peoples;

Whereas global atmospheric carbon dioxide
concentrations must be reduced to below 350
parts per million by the end of the 21st cen-
tury, with further reductions thereafter, to
restore the energy balance of the planet, sta-
bilize the climate system, and protect the
ice sheets and oceans for posterity;

Whereas existing and future adverse public
health and other impacts and costs to chil-
dren and the United States can be signifi-
cantly mitigated if the United States acts
promptly to reduce emissions from fossil
fuels in the United States;

Whereas numerous experts have concluded
that there are multiple technically and eco-
nomically feasible pathways to place all sec-
tors of the economy of the United States on
an emissions-reduction path consistent with
returning global atmospheric carbon dioxide
to 350 parts per million by 2100;

Whereas producing energy in the United
States with noncarbon-emitting sources will
result in energy costs within the range of re-
cent experience, ultimately saving con-
sumers money and stabilizing the cost of en-
ergy, while increasing the number of jobs in
the energy sector; and

Whereas multiple Federal departments and
agencies can exercise authority delegated by
Congress to prevent and respond to climate
change, including—

(1) the Department of Energy;

(2) the Department of the Interior;

(3) the Department of Agriculture;

(4) the Environmental Protection Agency;

(5) the Department of Commerce; and

(6) the Department of State: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of Congress that—

(1) renewed leadership by the United States
is needed immediately to address the human-
caused climate crisis that is disproportion-
ately affecting the health, economic oppor-
tunity, and fundamental rights of the chil-
dren of the United States; and

(2) there is a human-caused climate crisis
that—

(A) has inspired children across the United
States to organize and demand immediate
government action to protect their funda-
mental rights from the perils of climate
change; and

(B) demands a national, comprehensive,
science-based, and just climate recovery plan
that—

(i) is prepared by Federal departments and
agencies pursuant to delegated authority
over energy and climate policy; and

(ii) to uphold the fundamental rights of
children, puts the United States on a trajec-
tory consistent with reducing global atmos-
pheric carbon dioxide to below 350 parts per
million by 2100.

human-caused climate
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. ERNST. Mr. President, I have 8
requests for committees to meet during
today’s session of the Senate. They
have the approval of the Majority and
Minority leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 23, 2020, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct
a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

The Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, September 23,
2020, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC

WORKS

The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, September 23, 2020, at 10
a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, September 23,
2020, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Wednesday, September
23, 2020, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing
on the nomination of Chad F. Wolf to
be Secretary of U.S. Department of
Homeland Security.

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

The Committee on Indian Affairs is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 23, 2020, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct
a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 23, 2020, at time to be deter-
mined, to conduct a hearing.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, September 23, 2020, at 2 p.m., to
conduct a closed roundtable.

———

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 4675

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I understand that there is a bill at the
desk, and I ask for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
first time.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 4675) to amend the Health Insur-
ance Portability and Accountability Act.

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I now ask for a second reading, and in
order to place the bill on the calendar
under the provisions of rule XIV, I ob-
ject to my own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill will be read for the second
time on the next legislative day.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate resume executive session.

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

————

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY,
SEPTEMBER 24, 2020

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 10 a.m., Thursday, Sep-
tember 24; further, that following the
prayer and pledge, the Senate resume
the Young nomination.

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

—————

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
if there is no further business to come
before the Senate, I ask unanimous
consent that it stand adjourned under
the previous order following the re-
marks of Senator BENNET.

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

———

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF
THE CHAIR

Mr. MCcCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate stand in recess subject to the call
of the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Senate stands in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:38 p.m.,
recessed subject to the call of the Chair
and reassembled at 6:42 p.m. when
called to order by the Presiding Officer
(Mrs. BLACKBURN).

————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Colorado.
SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS

Mr. BENNET. Madam President, I
want to say how much I appreciate
your staying late this evening for this.

Last night, I had the chance to speak
about the late Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg, somebody who, as much as
anyone in our history, advanced the
cause of equality between men and
women. When President Clinton named
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her to the Supreme Court, she had al-
ready transformed American law
through her trailblazing work as a pro-
fessor and litigator. It is why her nomi-
nation sailed through this body with 96
votes—a reminder of a time not so very
long ago when the Senate understood
its constitutional duty to advise and
consent, when a qualified judge would
get the vast majority of Senators to
vote for that person. Every single time
we did that, we reestablished the idea
that the judiciary is independent—
independent from what hopefully are
temporary, insane partisan battles.

After earning that 96 votes, for more
than a quarter century on the Court,
Justice Ginsburg authored rulings that
promoted fairness, advanced equality,
and secured hard-won rights. They
upheld affirmative action and pro-
tected a woman’s right to choose. At
the same time, she could never accept
a decision that nullified our right to
vote or otherwise limited our demo-
cratic values, even when it was hard
for some of her colleagues on the high-
est Court in the land to perceive the
systemic racism in our country.

As I said last night, because the
young Joan Ruth Bader knew America
would be worse off without her, with-
out her talent, Justice Ginsburg fought
hard to make America more demo-
cratic, more fair, and more free. Unfor-
tunately, the same cannot be said of
the majority leader of this body who
now seeks to ram a replacement
through the Senate. As a Senator and
as a majority leader, he dedicated his
career to undo the work of Justice
Ginsburg and those who have fought
beside her for a better America.

Pick almost any issue—from the deg-
radation of our courts and our democ-
racy to the sorry state of our govern-
ment’s fiscal condition—and for dec-
ades, you will find the majority lead-
er’s fingerprints all over the crime
scene.

Let’s start with the courts; that
seems an appropriate place to start
today. Justice Ginsburg cared deeply
about what she called public respect
for a confidence in the judiciary. No
one in America has done more to de-
stroy that confidence and respect than
the Senator from Kentucky.

I first came to Washington as Colo-
rado’s Senator during President
Obama’s first term. The majority lead-
er, who was then the minority leader,
MIiTcH MCCONNELL from Kentucky, led
the blockade against virtually all of
President Obama’s nominees. He fili-
bustered the nominee for Secretary of
Defense who was a Republican. In the
history of the country, no nominee to
be Secretary of Defense was filibus-
tered. From George Washington to
George W. Bush, Senators had used the
filibuster against 68 Presidential nomi-
nees; from Washington to Bush, that
entire period, there were 68 filibusters
of Presidential nominees.

During President Obama’s first 5
years, Republican Senators, led by
MITcH MCCONNELL, used it against 79
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nominees. In 5 years of a brand-new
President, they used the filibuster
more times than in our history going
back to George Washington.

The obstruction was relentless. It fi-
nally led Senate Democrats to change
the rules in 2013 with the so-called nu-
clear option, allowing us to confirm ju-
dicial nominees, except for the Su-
preme Court and other executive ap-
pointments, with 51 votes instead of 60
votes. I am sorry about that vote.

I have apologized on this floor before
about that vote. It has led us partly to
where we are today. After Republicans
won a majority in this body, Senator
MCcCONNELL made his prior obstruction
look like a game of beanbag. He wasn’t
in the minority anymore. Now, he was
in the majority.

The next low point came on February
13, 2016. I will never forget it. I was
speaking at the Jefferson-Jackson Day
dinner in Colorado when I saw the
crawl come on CNN announcing the
death of Justice Scalia. It was a Presi-
dential election year, and there were
342 days to go before the end of Presi-
dent Obama’s second term—a term
made possible by the American people
deciding, once again, to hire, to give
him the power to appoint people to the
Supreme Court. Let the people decide.

One hour after Chief Justice Roberts
confirmed Scalia’s death, Senator
MCCONNELL declared the American peo-
ple should have a voice in the selection
of their next Supreme Court Justice;
therefore, this vacancy should not be
filled until we have a new President.
That is not what the Constitution says.
When there is a vacancy, the President
shall nominate, and the Senate shall
advise and consent. Today, we have a
Senate with this majority that is not
even interested in advising. As we
stand here tonight, they have given
their consent without even knowing
who the nominee is going to be.

Hoping cooler heads would prevail,
President Obama nominated Merrick
Garland, someone a Republican Senate
had previously confirmed with 76 votes
and whom the former Republican Sen-
ator from Utah, my friend Orrin Hatch,
once called ‘‘a consensus nominee for
the Supreme Court.”

I have known Merrick Garland for a
quarter of a century. I worked for him
fresh out of law school when both of us
served in the Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral’s office at the Department of Jus-
tice. I have never heard another lawyer
or anyone, for that matter, refer to
Garland without the highest admira-
tion. He set the standard for excel-
lence. He was a lawyer’s lawyer.

Senate Republicans, led by the ma-
jority leader, refused to even meet with
Judge Garland, let alone give him the
courtesy of a hearing so the American
people could see what an outstanding
person he was, how brilliant and fair-
minded he was. The majority leader
would go on to say about this disgrace-
ful moment in our democracy’s history
that ‘““One of my proudest moments
was when I looked Barack Obama in
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the eye and said, ‘Mr. President, you
will not fill this Supreme Court va-
cancy.””’

We know what happened next. We are
still living in ‘“‘next.” For the rest of
2016, the majority leader held the seat
open all year, 342 days with no hear-
ings, no meetings, no vote. One of the
Senators in this body went home—I
was proud they went home and said:

I am never going to vote for Merrick Gar-
land, but I think it is wrong for us not to
have a vote. We should have a vote. I should
20 home and explain why I voted the way I
voted and have to defend my vote.

Two days later, a super PAC run by a
former clerk of Justice Scalia started
to threaten they would run a primary
against him if he didn’t change his
mind, and he did. We know what hap-
pened.

Majority Leader MCCONNELL Kkept the
seat open. He helped elect Donald
Trump who ran for office waving
around a list of judges that he would
appoint to the court and made Donald
Trump, of all people, the first Presi-
dent in American history with the
power to fill every judicial vacancy
with a simple majority vote because
Senator MCCONNELL later used the nu-
clear option to change the rules again
without really having any debate here.
As a result, he has used that power to
confirm 217 judges. Nearly a quarter of
the Federal bench are now Trump ap-
pointees.

In 2017, Senator MCCONNELL deto-
nated his own nuclear option to lower
the required votes for Supreme Court
Justices from 60 to 51, as he warned—in
fairness to him—as he warned he would
do. He installed Neil Gorsuch in what
should have been Garland’s seat. In
2018, he jammed through the nomina-
tion of Judge Kavanaugh under his new
regime, delivering the confirmation by
a margin of two votes, the narrowest
margin for a Supreme Court nominee
since 1881.

Throughout it all, he seated a roster
of judges across the Federal bench who
otherwise could not make the ‘“B”
team. The Senate confirmed a judge
who opposed the State proclamation
honoring an association of professional
women because it had dared to talk
about glass ceilings and pay equity.
The Senate confirmed a lawyer who
wrote blog posts peddling conspiracies
about Barack Obama and comparing
abortion to slavery; an attorney who
suggested judges can ignore judicial
precedence they deem incorrect and
who justified denying habeas corpus to
enemy combatants with the brutal an-
cient dictum: In times of war, the laws
are silent.

Then the Senate confirmed its first-
ever nominee rated ‘‘Not Qualified” by
the American Bar Association. It had
never happened before in American his-
tory. But once was not enough. The
Senate went on to approve six more
Trump nominees rated ‘“Not Qualified”’
by the ABA. You can’t find qualified
lawyers? You can’t find a lawyer who
can just—not even exceeds—just
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meets? These people are unqualified.
What qualifies them is many of them
are in their thirties and are going to be
on the courts for my lifetime.

I thought that was all rock bottom.
Then last Friday, 1 hour after we
learned of Justice Ginsburg’s passing,
the majority leader issued a press re-
lease saying: ‘‘President Trump’s nomi-
nee will receive a vote on the floor of
the United States Senate.” That is the
opposite of what he sent out when Jus-
tice Scalia died.

When the majority leader blocked
Judge Garland, when he said the Amer-
ican people should have a voice in the
selection of their next Supreme Court
Justice, there were 342 days left in
President Obama’s term—342. There
are 119 days left in President Trump’s
term, and there are 41 days left before
this election.

Here is what the history really is, not
the masquerade that the majority lead-
er has been engaging in with the Amer-
ican people: From the founding of this
country until today, we have had nine
Supreme Court vacancies arise in the
first 6 months of a Presidential elec-
tion year. Nine vacancies have arisen
in the first 6 months of a Presidential
election year. The Senate confirmed
every single one of them, except
Merrick Garland. The Senate has never
confirmed a Supreme Court nominee
this close to a Presidential election,
never in the history of America.

Now, we have given our consent, ap-
parently, before we even know who the
nominee is. Because of Donald Trump’s
magical powers, we are willing to
somehow take it on faith. But these
traditions make no difference to the
majority leader. Thanks to him, we
now live in a world where confirming
judges has become one more vicious
partisan exercise, where confirmation
votes will now break on party lines for
the foreseeable future—and, perhaps,
forever—and where every ruling a Jus-
tice makes is going to be viewed as
that is what we would expect from an
Obama judge, that is what we would
expect from a Trump-appointed judge.
It is the opposite of the way this
worked when I was in law school.

The majority leader says: I am just
putting it back to the days before we
had a filibuster of circuit court judges
because now there is no filibuster when
it comes to Justices or judges. It is not
accurate, and it is not right because, in
those days, if you were qualified, you
would get 96 votes like Ruth Bader
Ginsburg got and like Justice Scalia
got. I think he got 95 votes. Yet now we
have exported the vicious partisanship
out of this Chamber and into the high-
est Court of the land.

Senator MCCONNELL has not only
damaged the integrity of our courts—
something the late Justice Ginsburg
cared deeply about—but he has also
worked to sabotage her legacy of an
America that is more democratic, more
fair, and more free.

Over his 36 years in office, the major-
ity leader has voted against nearly
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every piece of legislation that has pro-
moted equality and advanced civil
rights. Again and again, he has voted
against banning discrimination based
on someone’s sexual orientation, pros-
ecuting hate crimes, and improving eq-
uity in the workplace. He even voted
against reauthorizing the Violence
Against Women Act. More than anyone
in America—and I say he is actually
proud of this—he is responsible for ex-
posing our democracy to a deluge of
money, special interests, and foreign
interference.

The majority leader has voted
against every major campaign finance
reform bill that has come to this floor.
In fact, he led the fight against the bi-
partisan reform bill that was written
by the late Senator John McCain, and
when he failed to stop it in the Senate,
Senator MCCONNELL went to the courts
to have it overturned, paving the way
years later for the disastrous ruling in
Citizens United, which has allowed bil-
lionaires to flood our political system
in the name of free speech when aver-
age working people are being drowned
out.

He voted against the bipartisan Na-
tional Voter Registration Act, which
allowed people to register to vote when
they got their driver’s licenses.

Ahead of the 2016 elections, he re-
fused to join President Obama and
issue a bipartisan statement to alert
the American people to the threat of
Russian interference in our elections.
He refused to do it, and the American
people didn’t know until after the elec-
tion was over that Vladimir Putin was
putting his thumb on the scale. To this
day, he refuses to let us vote on bipar-
tisan bills to protect our elections from
foreign interference or even bills to
fully fund our elections so that people
can vote safely in the middle of a pan-
demic.

There is only one person who gets to
decide whether we vote on something
around here, and he is the majority
leader. I would like to see which Sen-
ators would vote against protecting
our elections from Russian inter-
ference. I would like to see it, but we
can’t know because he won’t allow it to
come here for a vote. I would like to
see who in this Chamber actually is
against universal background checks,
something we haven’t been able to take
a vote on because the majority leader
won’t allow a vote.

Come out and vote.

It has been over 570 days since the
House passed the For the People Act, a
bill that would ban gerrymandering,
expand early voting, create automatic
voter registration, and make election
day a national holiday, among other
reforms. The majority leader refuses to
bring it to a vote. He called it a power
grab. That is the Orwellian language
that he uses. The only power grab that
is, is a power grab by the American
people to try to pry a little bit of
power away from the majority leader
from Kentucky on behalf of himself.

I am not sure any majority leader in
our history has had this low of regard
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for our democracy and for our institu-
tions than the Senator and, I would
say, less regard for the American peo-
ple as well, because every time he has
taken a knife to our institutions, he is
in front of the cameras, talking about
what an institutionalist he is.

When he became majority leader, he
said his first priority would be to ‘‘re-
store the Senate to the place our
Founders, in their wisdom, had in-
tended, not the hollow shell””

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will suspend.

Rule XIX, paragraph 2, provides that
no Senator in debate shall, directly or
indirectly, by any form of words im-
pute to another Senator or to other
Senators any conduct or motive unwor-
thy or unbecoming a Senator.

The Senator may proceed.

Mr. BENNET. Madam President, I
was interrupted, but let me go back.

When he became majority leader, he
said the first priority would be to ‘‘re-
store the Senate to the place the
Founders, in their wisdom, had in-
tended, not the hollow shell of the in-
stitution [Harry Reid had created].”

Harry Reid was his predecessor. 1
think I remember him being on the
floor, calling Harry Reid the worst ma-
jority leader that had ever existed in
history. I don’t think he was sanc-
tioned for that.

He promised ‘‘to open up the legisla-
tive process in a way that allows more
amendments from both sides.”

Last year, we voted on 26 amend-
ments. In the entire year last year, we
voted on 26 amendments. Only eight of
those amendments passed, and I think
Senator PAUL, of Kentucky, had four of
those amendments.

Sometimes it’s going to mean [actually]
working more often. Sometimes it’s going to
mean working late, but restoring the Senate
is the right thing to do.

We are not working late around here.
He said we were going to work on Fri-
days. Half the time, when Harry Reid
was the majority leader, I couldn’t go
home until Friday. Since the majority
leader has been here, I have been home
for dinner every Thursday night.

He said we need to recommit to what
he called a rational, functioning appro-
priations process. This year, we
haven’t passed a single appropriations
bill in the Senate. Last year, we had
the longest government shutdown in
American history.

‘“We need to return to regular order,”’
he said. This is from the majority lead-
er who put a bill on the floor to strip
healthcare from 16 million Americans,
a bill we didn’t even see until a few
hours before the vote. There are so
many of these things that we don’t
even remember them anymore. He
claims to be an institutionalist, but he
has brought this institution to the low-
est it has been.

It is no different than his claim to
being a fiscal conservative. I have
heard him say over and over again that
our debt and deficits are the single big-
gest threat to America’s future. He
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called it ‘‘the transcendent issue of our
era.”

He said, ‘““Until we fix that problem
[the deficit], we can’t fix America.”

He said Americans are ‘‘tired of the
spending, debt and government take-
overs” and complained that our debt
“makes us look a lot like Greece.”

He claims to be a fiscal hawk—he has
done it his entire career—but the truth
is there is not an American, living or
dead, who has put more debt on the
balance sheet of this country than
MiTcH MCCONNELL—$17 trillion—and
that is just over the last 20 years. And
for what—to invest in education? to
build our roads and bridges? to do
something about mental health in the
country or water infrastructure? For
what? It has been to cut taxes for the
richest people in the country and to
borrow it all from China, which is the
opposite of what he said he was doing,
the opposite of what he promised.

He said the tax cuts would pay for
themselves. They never have. He said
they would benefit the middle class,
but two-thirds have gone to the top 20
percent at a time when we have had
the worst income inequality that we
have had since 1928, when we have had
an economy that, for 50 years, 90 per-
cent of the American people haven’t
seen a pay raise. That means, in the
first 25 years of this century, we are on
track to spend $6.8 trillion on tax cuts
for the richest 20 percent of Americans.

It is exactly the same thing as if a
mayor in any one of our communities
in our States had said to their neigh-
bors and to their city councils and to
the press: I am going to borrow more
money than we have ever borrowed be-
fore.

You would say: Well, that worries me
a little bit. What are you going to
spend the money on? Are you going to
spend it on our roads?

No.

Are you going to spend it on our
bridges?

No.

On our water system?

No.

On mental health? On COVID? On our
public health infrastructure?

I am going to take that money that
I am borrowing from the Chinese, and I
am going to give it to the two richest
neighborhoods in town.

That is the majority leader’s tax pol-
icy, and that is what it has been since
2001.

This speech isn’t about spending, but
while I have the microphone, here is
what we could have done for $6.8 tril-
lion: We could have created universal
preschool for every child in America.
These are not either/or by the way.
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That is how big a number $6.8 trillion
is. We could have invested in the 70
percent of Americans who don’t grad-
uate from college so that they can earn
a living wage when they graduate from
high school, not the minimum wage.
We could have made public college af-
fordable for every middle-class Amer-
ican, given every teacher in America a
50-percent pay raise and paid them like
the professionals that they are.

We could have cut child poverty by 40
percent in this country. We could have
protected Social Security so that we
would know it would be there for our
children and our grandchildren. We
could have rebuilt America’s roads,
bridges, tunnels, and airports. We could
have laid high-speed broadband in
every community, lowered the cost of
prescription drugs, covered everyone
with high-quality healthcare by cre-
ating a public option. We could have
passed paid family and medical leave,
invested in science and public health so
that we could have been more prepared
for the global pandemic. We might
have even paid down some of our debt
and actually acted fiscally responsible.

In other words, we could have
changed the destiny of America. We
could have added to Justice Ginsburg’s
legacy by making this country more
democratic, more fair, and more free.
We still can, but we can’t do it as long
as the majority leader is continuing to
pursue these policies.

We have to choose leaders in the Sen-
ate who will build this country better
than we found it, not leave it in tatters
for our children and grandchildren to
pick through the rubble.

Instead of making the Senate work
on behalf of the American people, the
Senator from Kentucky has run rough-
shod over this institution, doing what-
ever he can get away with politically.
We are at a point at which what you
can get away with here is the only rule
that is left.

As I said last night in this Senate,
words have lost their meaning, and
when words lose their meaning and
when promises mean nothing and when
commitments mean nothing, that is
when institutions fail. It is moments
like this that I remind my colleagues
that this is not the first Republic to
risk failure because of all of this—the
Senate, the Supreme Court, the cen-
turies of rules, written and unwritten,
that have guided this Republic.

We are not preserving them for us.
We are preserving them for the Amer-
ican people because, without our insti-
tutions, we can’t do what we need to do
in this democracy, whether it is re-
garding climate change or healthcare
or education or any issue that the
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American people care about, no matter
what side of the political aisle they are
on.

Justice Ginsburg appreciated this.
She described her philosophy this way:

I think I am an originalist in the sense of
what these great men meant—a Constitution
that would govern through the ages. At
least, they hoped it would provide an instru-
ment of government that would endure.

That is what is at stake in this elec-
tion—whether we will accept this sorry
chapter in our history as the new nor-
mal or insist on a government that can
actually govern and is focused on the
needs and desires of the American peo-
ple.

I hope deeply that we are going to
put this era behind us, and I am not for
going back to some old era but to build
a democracy that is worthy of the 21st
century, worthy of the example Ruth
Bader Ginsburg set, worthy of the ex-
pectations that our kids and grandkids
reasonably have of us and that most of
us have for America in this world.

That is the choice in this election,
and to borrow a phrase from the major-
ity leader, the ‘‘American people
should have a voice’ in the outcome. It
is my hope that in 41 days they will.

Madam President, I thank you for
your patience and thank the staff for
their patience.

I yield the floor.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:16 p.m.,
adjourned until Thursday, September
24, 2020, at 10 a.m.

—————

NOMINATIONS

Executive nomination received by
the Senate:
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL
INTELLIGENCE

ALLEN ROBERT SOUZA, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE IN-
SPECTOR GENERAL OF THE INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY,
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE,
VICE MICHAEL K. ATKINSON.

———

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate September 23, 2020:
THE JUDICIARY

JOHN CHARLES HINDERAKER, OF ARIZONA, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF
ARIZONA.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION

JOCELYN SAMUELS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER
OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMIS-
SION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2021.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-08T18:41:13-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




