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cancer and they can’t get insurance because they no longer have the protection that it is hysterical. Shame.
This is real stuff, and this is not
speculation. There is a suit before the
Supreme Court right now on this issue.
Speculation? Was it not President
Trump who said that women should be
punished for having an abortion? Was
it not the Republican majority who
confirmed the majority of judges to the
Federal bench with disturbing views on
a woman’s right to choose? Was it not
the Republican leader who has admitted that he hopes to ‘‘pick away’’ at
women’s rights through the courts?
What about workers’ rights? What
about voting rights? The Supreme
Court, even with Justice Ginsburg,
slowly eroded workers’ rights in the
Janus case and voter rights in the
Shelby County case, opening the door
for a flood of voter suppression efforts.
Imagine—just imagine, America—
what another rightwing Justice, a solid
6-to-3 majority would mean for a Court
that has already eroded your rights?
This is not speculation. Oh, no. This
is about every right and freedom that
Americans hold dear. It is no wonder
that President Trump and Senate Republicans are afraid to test this in an
election and are so eager to rush this
nomination through.

dlhill on DSK120RN23PROD with SENATE

BREONNA TAYLOR

Madam President, yesterday, a grand
jury in Kentucky declined to charge
three officers in the shooting of
Breonna Taylor. One was indicted on
minor
charges
of
wanton
endangerment. The other two will face
no charges at all.
Today, I and millions and millions of
Americans grieve for the family of
Breonna Taylor, knowing that justice
will not be served in the murder of
their daughter. The fact that an African-American woman can have her life
taken while she sleeps in her own bed
and those responsible are not held accountable is a harrowing reminder that
something is very, very broken in our
system. It is another reminder that we
are in desperate need of comprehensive
policing reform.
A few months ago, in the aftermath
of George Floyd’s death, Senate Democrats introduced the Justice in Policing Act. It would ban no-knock warrants in Federal drug cases. It was the
no-knock warrants that hurt—that
killed—Breonna Taylor. It would ban
choke holds, and it would make it easier for Americans to hold police departments accountable when they violate
their civil and constitutional rights.
The House passed this important bill in
June.
Here in the Senate, Leader MCCONNELL, typically, refused to take it up at
all. But we will not stop fighting until
we finally bring that lasting change
that our Nation needs, change that protesters, civil rights organizations, and
the families of George Floyd, Ahmaud
Arbery, and Breonna Taylor are still,
tragically, waiting for.
I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana.
f

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mr. BRAUN. Madam President, in
2002, 18 years ago, Senator Tom
Daschle raised a similar resolution—a
resolution on the importance of the
Pledge of Allegiance. With unanimous
support in the U.S. Senate, it passed on
the floor uneventfully and without
amendment. This body can choose to
do the same today—to reaffirm our
support for the Pledge of Allegiance.
I also rise to honor a Hoosier who understood the innate value of the Pledge
of Allegiance to civic education.
In 1969, Red Skelton, an American comedian and entertainer who was well
known for his program on CBS, ‘‘The
Red Skelton Hour,’’ wrote a speech on
the importance of the pledge. In reflecting on his time in Vincennes, IN,
he wanted to talk about how important
the value instilled by it is still applicable today. After the performance of his
speech, CBS received 200,000 requests
for copies. His speech would go on to be
sold as a single by Columbia Records
and performed at the White House. I
think it would be an honor to repeat
this, and I will do so after yielding the
floor to my colleague, Senator SCOTT
from Florida.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
FISCHER). The Senator from Florida.
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. First of all, I
thank my colleague, my friend from Indiana, for his absolute commitment of
trying to make an impact on what is
going on in Washington. We both came
up here at the same time, and I have
enjoyed working with him every day.
I had the opportunity to pursue the
American dream. I got involved in politics because I saw that dream slipping
away for far too many. All Americans
should have their shots at living their
versions of the American dream.
For me, I grew up poor. I never met
my biological father. My adopted father was a busdriver, with only a sixth
grade education, who did all four combat jumps with the 82nd Airborne in
World War II. We lived in public housing. Even though my mom had no
money, she was optimistic and hopeful.
She told us we were blessed because
God and our Founders created the
greatest country ever, where anything
was possible.
Unfortunately, the left has worked
hard over the last 50 years to discredit
the values of the America I was raised
with and the values of the America I
want my grandchildren to grow up
with. Central to those values is faith
and family. The Pledge of Allegiance
explicitly acknowledges that our Creator is central to this American experiment. Unfortunately, the left is trying
to undo the foundational principles of
this country.
The left railed against our soldiers
during the Vietnam war and is calling
to defund our law enforcement. The
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left discredits those who believe in a
supreme being or the commitment of
marriage, and it doesn’t place value in
family. The left doesn’t care about our
enormous debt and pushes for socialism. The left thinks it is OK that our
schools don’t teach about the Founding
Fathers or free markets and wants you
to think America was never great.
We all acknowledge that Americans,
our country, and our institutions have
flaws, but the left has worked to discredit our Founders, our institutions,
our churches, our law enforcement, our
morals, and almost everything my
mom taught me. Yet we join today to
honor the Pledge of Allegiance, the
very spirit of our Nation—‘‘one Nation
under God, indivisible, with liberty and
justice for all.’’ That is the America I,
along with my colleagues here, are
fighting for.
The values that I grew up with—the
ones my ‘‘tough love’’ mom taught
me—are becoming a way of the past,
but I believe these values, these virtues, can and should be part of our
country’s future.
I love it when my grandchildren pray
before eating, recite the Pledge of Allegiance, ask to visit military museums,
thank police officers and soldiers for
their service, and place their hands
over their hearts when they hear the
national anthem. I hope they memorize
the Declaration of Independence and
the 23rd Psalm.
We will not give up on the American
dream and a nation where anything is
possible. We will not let the radical left
take away our freedom and opportunity.
Again, I thank Senator BRAUN for
leading this effort today. Freedom is
fleeting and worth fighting for, and we
will not stop fighting for the country I
was raised in because that is the country our children and our grandchildren
deserve.
I yield to Senator BRAUN.
Mr. BRAUN. Madam President, I
thank Senator SCOTT. The emphasis on
faith, family, community, freedom, liberty, and equal opportunity is what
makes this country great. We can
never forget it, for it is embedded in
the Pledge of Allegiance.
I return now to reading the point of
view from Red Skelton. This is in
terms of his recollection when he was a
kid back in Vincennes, IN.
He begins:
I heard, I think, one of the most outstanding speeches I have ever heard in my
life. I think it compares with the ‘‘Sermon
on the Mount,’’ Lincoln’s ‘‘Gettysburg Address,’’ and Socrates’ speech to the students.
We had just finished reciting the Pledge of
Allegiance, and he [Mr. Laswell, the principal of Vincennes High School] called us all
together, and he says, ‘‘Uh, boys and girls, I
have been listening to you recite the Pledge
of Allegiance all semester, and it seems that
it has become monotonous to you. Or, could
it be, you do not understand the meaning of
each word? If I may, I would like to recite
the pledge, and give you a definition for each
word.’’

I saw this many years ago myself,
and when I looked at the video again, I
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thought it would behoove everyone to
listen to his own words back when he
did it on CBS.
I—Me; an individual, a committee of one.
Pledge—Dedicate all of my worldly goods
to give without self-pity.
Allegiance—My love and my devotion.
To the Flag—Our standard. ‘‘Old Glory’’; a
symbol of courage. And wherever she waves,
there is respect, because your loyalty has
given her a dignity that shouts ‘‘Freedom is
everybody’s job.’’
of the United—That means we have all
come together.
States—Individual communities that have
united into 48 great states; 48 individual
communities with pride and dignity and purpose; all divided by imaginary boundaries,
yet united to a common cause, and that’s
love of country—
Of America.
And to the Republic—A Republic: A sovereign state in which power is invested into
the representatives chosen by the people to
govern; and the government is the people,
and it’s from the people to the leaders, not
from the leaders to the people.
For which it stands.
One Nation—Meaning ‘‘so blessed by God.’’
[Under God]
Indivisible—Incapable of being divided.
With liberty—Which is freedom; the right
of power for one to live his [or her] own life
without fears, threats, or any sort of retaliation.
And Justice—The principle and qualities of
dealing fairly with others.
For All—That means, boys and girls, it’s as
much your country as it is mine.

Afterward, Mr. Laswell asked his students to recite the Pledge of Allegiance
together, with a newfound appreciation
and reinvigoration for the words: ‘‘I
pledge allegiance to the flag of the
United States of America, and to the
Republic for which it stands, one nation, indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.’’
Mr. Skelton concluded his speech by
saying:
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Since I was a small boy, two States have
been added to our country, and two words
have been added to the Pledge of Allegiance:
‘‘Under God.’’ Wouldn’t it be a pity if someone said, ‘‘That is a prayer’’—and that be
eliminated from our schools, too?

Just as those students that day, Mr.
Red Skelton included, recommitted to
the meaning of the words of the Pledge
of Allegiance, I call upon the U.S. Senate to recommit to the meaning of
these words.
There are times today that the words
of the pledge are tossed around without
too much care. Other times, they are
altered to remove what today is
deemed offensive or antiquated, but
Americans should not misuse or abuse
the Pledge of Allegiance. The Pledge is
meant to remind Americans of our
guiding principles and inspire adherence to those ideas which make our
country great: equality under the law
and recognized rights to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.
Madam President, as if in legislative
session, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 715, submitted earlier
today.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:
A resolution (S. Res. 715) expressing support for the Pledge of Allegiance.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.
Mr. BRAUN. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be agreed to,
the preamble be agreed to, and the motions to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table with no intervening action or debate.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?
Without objection, it is so ordered.
The resolution (S. Res. 715) was
agreed to.
The preamble was agreed to.
(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’)
Mr. BRAUN. I yield the floor.
f

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas.
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
just want to say how much I appreciate
the resolution of the Senator from Indiana. It reminds me of discussions I
know all of us have had about the
teaching of American history and
civics in our schools and, frankly, a
collective concern that our children
are being raised and educated without
learning both about our founding principles and how unique we are as a nation. I think, as modest a step as this
may seem, it is an important one, and
I congratulate our friend from Indiana
for taking it.
SUPREME COURT NOMINATIONS

Madam President, in a letter to our
Democratic colleagues earlier this
week, my friend, the chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary, pointed
out the vastly different treatment of
Supreme Court nominees by the respective political parties.
He wrote: ‘‘Compare the treatment of
Robert Bork, Clarence Thomas, Samuel
Alito, and Brett Kavanaugh to that of
Ruth
Bader
Ginsburg,
Sonia
Sotomayor, and Elena Kagan, and it’s
clear that there already is one set of
rules for a Republican president and
another set of rules for a Democrat
president.’’
This double standard is not just fiction or our imagination at play. Two
years ago, we saw the outrageous
smear campaign that our Democratic
colleagues waged against Justice Brett
Kavanaugh and his family. I have
noted that it is not just enough to defeat a nomination; they actually were
out to destroy his reputation.
While I hope it is something no nominee will have to endure again, I worry
that history will repeat itself. The
President has yet to even announce his
nominee for the Supreme Court for the
vacancy created by the death of Justice Ginsburg, but our Democratic colleagues are already reflexively taking
potshots at potential nominees.
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One of those potential nominees is
Judge Amy Coney Barrett, who is a
well-respected Federal judge with an
impressive background as a legal scholar. While serving on the Seventh Circuit, Judge Barrett has shown that she
will faithfully and impartially apply
the law to cases and controversies before her, but in the eyes of our colleagues on the other side of the aisle,
her stellar resume has one glaring
flaw—her strong Catholic faith.
During Judge Barrett’s confirmation
hearing for her current position on the
circuit court, the ranking member of
the Committee on the Judiciary asked
Judge Barrett if she could separate her
religious beliefs from her legal duties,
saying: ‘‘The dogma lives loudly within
you, and that’s a concern.’’
During my time in the Senate, I
don’t recall any similar application of
a religious test to a nominee or such
intrusive questions about how their
faith might impact their abilities to
carry out the duty of a Justice. But,
apparently, some on the other side of
the aisle believe that a Christian
woman is unable to separate her religious beliefs from her role on the
bench. Yet, again, there is a different
standard for nominees of a Republican
President. But the Constitution provides that ‘‘no religious Test shall ever
be required as a Qualification to any
Office or public Trust under the United
States.’’ In other words, it is unconstitutional to impose a religious test on a
nominee or on any person who holds
public office.
Unfortunately, our Democratic colleagues’ efforts to destroy conservative
nominees are getting more and more
outrageous—false accusations, religious tests, and threats to upend institutions, like packing the Court. It is
terrifying to imagine what might come
next.
In 2016, the American people elected
President Trump knowing the type of
nominees he would send us because he
advertised and released a list of potential nominees to the Supreme Court
were he elected.
At the same time, the American people also reelected a Senate majority
committed to supporting the President’s nominees to the Federal bench.
On both counts, we delivered, first,
with the confirmation of Justice
Gorsuch and, then, with the confirmation of Justice Kavanaugh.
We are once again prepared to deliver
on our promise to the American people
and to consider another highly qualified jurist to the Supreme Court. We
will not rush this process. My colleagues and I on the Judiciary Committee will do our job and thoroughly
examine the nominee, just as we would
any other nominee to the Court.
Then, every single Member of the
Senate will have the chance to debate
and vote for or against that nominee
right here on the Senate floor. This
confirmation will be as thorough as it
always has been, but my hope is that
this time it will also be civil, and that
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