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farmer about the real intentions be-
hind the Green New Deal.

I am amazed by the scope of what the
authors would have the government
impose on the American people.

I will end by noting that I am inter-
ested in working with my colleagues on
sensible policies to secure our energy
independence and improve our environ-
ment, but I fear this will not be pos-
sible as long as my Democratic col-
leagues remain intent on handing over
the country to the government to re-
make it in Washington, DC’s, image.

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.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

NOMINATION OF CHAD A. READLER

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President,
I rise to speak in opposition to the
nomination of Chad Readler to the
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals.

This nomination, if confirmed, would
be advanced without the support of one
of his home State Senators, and it de-
liberately ignores Senate precedent
that has historically respected Sen-
ators’ ability to identify nominees that
best fit the needs of their State.

In his current position at the Depart-
ment of Justice, Chad Readler led the
legal briefs for some of the Depart-
ment’s most extreme positions.

He defended President Trump’s travel
ban, led efforts to end DACA, supported
the inclusion of a citizenship question
on the 2020 census, suggested that the
structure of the CFPB was unconstitu-
tional, and argued that businesses
should be able to refuse services to
same-sex couples.

Mr. Readler also led the DOJ’s legal
brief for the Texas v. U.S. lawsuit, ar-
guing against the Affordable Care Act’s
protections for people with preexisting
conditions, even while three other ca-
reer attorneys at the DOJ refused to do
S0.

Think about that for a second. This
nominee took up his pen and drafted a
legal opinion at the Department of Jus-
tice that stated it was fine for his De-
partment not to defend the law—a law
that protects millions of Americans’
access to the critical healthcare they
need.

If that weren’t enough to shock the
conscience, Mr. Readler’s nomination
to the Sixth Circuit judgeship was an-
nounced the same day the brief was
filed.

Is that a coincidence? Maybe, but
since three other career lawyers at the
Department of Justice resigned rather
than draft this brief and violate their
duty to the law, I think it is fairly ob-
vious.

This administration has made it
crystal clear that Mr. Readler was cho-
sen because of his willingness to dis-
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mantle the ACA and completely elimi-
nate critical protections that ensure
seniors, kids, and families in Nevada
and across this country are able to get
health insurance, regardless of whether
they have a previous medical condi-
tion. For many Americans, denying
vital healthcare protections and access
to care is truly a matter of life and
death.

President Trump and Republican
leaders have promised to sabotage our
healthcare from day one, and this nom-
ination is another example in a long
line of legislation, nominations, and
Executive actions aimed at ripping
away healthcare coverage from hard-
working families in Nevada and across
the country.

The Affordable Care Act is, quite
simply, the law of the land. Its patient
protections have wide bipartisan sup-
port, as evidenced by Congress’s inabil-
ity to pass ACA repeal. Since its incep-
tion, over 400,000 Nevadans have gained
healthcare coverage, including 158,000
children. Tens of million more Ameri-
cans across the country have gained
access to affordable health insurance,
prescription drug coverage, mental
health services, and preventive care.

The ACA’s provisions have also guar-
anteed that over 1.2 million Nevadans
with preexisting conditions will not be
denied coverage because insurance
companies deem them ‘‘too risky’” to
cover.

We cannot go back to the day when
women, veterans, cancer survivors, and
children with disabilities were charged
more for healthcare or were flatout de-
nied coverage.

Americans need us to work together
to defend their access to quality and
affordable healthcare, not just in Ne-
vada but across this country. Yet Mr.
Readler has shown us that he would in-
stead take us backward, unravelling
more than a decade of progress and
wreaking potential havoc on our econ-
omy.

This nominee has demonstrated that
he is willing to carry water for this
President’s political interests and not
serve in the best interest of Americans.

I oppose Mr. Readler’s nomination
because Americans deserve a judge who
respects the rule of law and interprets
the law based on statute, not the polit-
ical needs of this or any administra-
tion.

I oppose this nominee because Senate
Republican leaders are trying to jam
him through without the support of
one of his home State Senators, which
is a direct attack on our constitutional
role as U.S. Senators to advise and con-
sent.

I want my colleagues to know that a
vote in support of his nomination is a
vote in support of unleashing chaos on
the American health system, elimi-
nating preexisting condition protec-
tions, and one that would result in mil-
lions more uninsured.

Mr. Readler is a dangerous choice,
who has a long track record of sup-
porting the most extreme legal posi-
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tions, which makes him unfit to sit on
any court, much less one whose deci-
sions will impact millions of Ameri-
cans.

Thank you.

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.

Ms. ERNST. 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 GREEN NEW DEAL

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I rise
today to join over 10 colleagues to
speak in opposition to the so-called
Green New Deal.

Merriam-Webster defines a deal as ‘“‘a
bargain’ or ‘‘an agreement for mutual
advantage.” By its name, you would
think that Americans are going to de-
rive some benefit from it, but this
couldn’t be further from the truth.

The truth is that this proposal is a
raw deal for America, especially our
rural communities.

As many of you know, every month I
give out a Squeal Award, which draws
attention to outrageous examples of
wasteful and reckless spending of tax-
payer money.

With a $93 trillion—trillion with a
““¢”’—pricetag, which is roughly $10
trillion more than the entire recorded
spending of the U.S. Government since
1789, this month’s Squeal Award goes
to the Green New Deal, which, again, I
think is kind of a raw deal.

Just think about that number—$93
trillion. To fund this radical govern-
ment takeover, every American family
would have to pay about $65,000 annu-
ally. Folks, that is more than most
Iowa households bring in in a year.

The ideas presented in the Green New
Deal used to garner support only from
the furthest fringes of the political
left—the furthest fringes. Concepts like
rebuilding every building in the coun-
try, outlawing fossil fuels, and guaran-
teed jobs would never have made their
way into mainstream discourse just a
few years ago. Now our Democratic col-
leagues are trying to make them main-
stream.

In fact, 100 of the 282 Democratic
Members of the House and Senate have
signed on to support this plan. This is
the creep of socialism into America.

If you work in a part of the energy
industry that has fallen out of favor,
your job has no place in the country.
That is what is envisioned by the
Democrats.

The Green New Deal states that one
of its goals is to meet ‘100 percent of
the power demand in the U.S. through
clean, renewable, and zero-emission en-
ergy sources.”’

Don’t get me wrong, folks—don’t get
me wrong—increasing our reliance on
renewables is a good goal and one that
I support, but we have to be realistic
about our current energy capabilities
and our needs.
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