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to such a critical seat at such a critical
time.

Last week’s hearing should have been
the beginning of looking into this seri-
ous allegation, not the end. If there is
nothing to hide and if there is informa-
tion that would exonerate Judge
Kavanaugh from the accusations that
have been leveled against him, then a
real indepth investigation would help
us reach those conclusions. Instead,
Republicans continue to rush this proc-
ess and press forward with a predeter-
mined set of conclusions. It makes one
wonder if my Republican colleagues ac-
tually want to know the truth.

We cannot allow these allegations to
be swept under the rug. The message
that would send to victims of sexual
assault and abuse would be dev-
astating. It would effectively state to
them that even if they come forward,
there will be no justice; that they will
be ignored or, worse yet, mocked, in
the case of the President. All people re-
gardless of gender, sexual orientation,
or ethnic background should have the
same right to live free from domestic
and sexual violence.

I am truly stunned that we are mov-
ing forward with this confirmation
vote. If we can’t pause to make sure we
get this right, the institution of the
Supreme Court will lose the public’s
faith as an embodiment of justice. So I
will ask one more time: What are we
doing here? Can we not do better than
this?

I think we must. The integrity of the
highest Court in the land hangs in the
balance. What we stand for as a nation
hangs in the balance.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

CALLING FOR THE RELEASE OF PASTOR ANDREW
BRUNSON

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I know
that the Presiding Officer has been
present in the Chair a few times when
I have given this speech. It is not a pre-
pared speech. It is an update on a trav-
esty of justice that is continuing in
Turkey.

Today is October 4. On October 7,
2016, a man named Andrew Brunson, a
Presbyterian minister from my State
of North Carolina, up near Black
Mountain, was arrested by Turkish au-
thorities.

Pastor Brunson has been a mis-
sionary in Turkey for about 20 years.
In 2016, there was an illegal coup at-
tempt. The people associated with it
should go to prison because there
should not be violent changes of power
in nations. They have an election proc-
ess, and they should honor it. I have no
problem when there is evidence of peo-
ple who have been associated with an
illegal coup going to prison, but I have
a real problem with a man who for the
last 2 years has been in a Turkish pris-
on and went 19 months without an in-
dictment. He was held without charges
for 19 months. Over the last couple of
months, we finally got him into house
arrest.

Then they put together an indict-
ment that is truly something that I
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don’t think could keep someone in an
American jail overnight. I read it and
felt so strongly about it that I decided
to go to Turkey and be in the court-
room for 16 hours when he sat through
his nearly 12-hour hearing.

I was in that courtroom for the whole
time, a courtroom just outside of
Izmir. It was the second time I was
there. I was there 2 months earlier to
visit him in prison and to let him know
that the U.S. Senate and the U.S. Con-
gress knows he is there and we are not
going to forget him. We had nearly 70
Senators sign on to a letter to that ef-
fect.

The reason I do this speech is to re-
mind the American people about Pas-
tor Brunson and to remind them about
other Americans and Turkish-Ameri-
cans who are in prison, suggesting that
they were a part of trying to overthrow
President Erdogan’s government.

It will be 2 years on the 7th of this
month. That is 727 days that he has
been held in prison.

But what I want to talk about is kind
of related to a subject we are dis-
cussing on the floor in another matter,
and that is unsubstantiated allega-
tions. This man has over 11 unsubstan-
tiated allegations. What does that
mean?

Somebody says: I saw somebody do
this.

Yet they produce nobody else that
can actually corroborate it, in other
words, saying: Yes, I remember that
happening; I agree with that testi-
mony.

There were 11 different allegations.
Many of the people who testified
wouldn’t even show their faces. They
were on a video screen with digital
blocking and with their voices hidden.
Some of them we now Kknow are in
Turkish prisons themselves.

None of the allegations have been
corroborated by a single person. Yet
this American, this man who was
bringing the word of God to the people
who wanted to hear it—he wasn’t forc-
ing it on them; he was asking them
into the church if they wanted to sit
through a service on a Sunday or dur-
ing the week—was put in prison. He
was put in prison for allegations.

One person who is also in prison said
that one night they saw a light on up
in the upstairs part of this very small
church. It only fits about 100 people,
and there is a little office upstairs.
There was a light on for 4 hours, and,
therefore, something bad must have
been happening in there.

There is another real problem with
that allegation. It turns out that when
I went to Izmir and to that church,
there is no window in that upstairs
room. Yet that is an unsubstantiated
allegation that has landed this man in
prison and subjected him to a possible
35-year prison sentence in Turkey.

Another was a media post by his
daughter, who ate a meal that the
Turkish authorities said is a meal that
is commonly eaten by terrorist organi-
zations and so, therefore, she must be
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associated with that organization.
That is the level of the allegation. In
fact, it is one the more popular dishes
enjoyed by many people—Kurds, Turks,
and a number of people in the Middle
East—but those are the unsubstan-
tiated allegations that have kept this
man in prison for 2 years and could po-
tentially keep him in prison for 35
years.

He is coming up on his final court
date, where they will either release
him or imprison him.

I want to thank President Trump for
making this a priority. I want to thank
Secretary of State Pompeo for making
this a priority. I want to thank my col-
leagues, including the Presiding Offi-
cer, who voted on a provision in the
National Defense Authorization Act
that says: Turkey, if you go down this
path, there will be consequences. If you
go down this path, you may not see the
F-35 Joint Strike Fighter ever on
Turkish territory. We may have to
rethink the supply chain that runs
through Turkey to build the F-35. We
may actually have to take additional
measures.

I am watching them. Right now, I am
trying to show them respect and hope
that they do the right thing, but I want
Pastor Brunson and his wife Norine and
all of the people who belong to his
church—the same church that the Rev-
erend Billy Graham was associated
with—to know that if justice is not
served, then, we will continue to put
the pressure on Turkey in any way
that I can for as long as I am a U.S.
Senator.

Tonight I would just ask anybody
watching this on C-Span and all of my
colleagues to just pray for Pastor
Brunson, to pray for his release. I hope
that I don’t have to come to you for ad-
ditional support to remind Turkey that
our American justice system would
never put a Turkish person in prison
and our NATO ally should understand
that we want him treated with respect
and their very strong partner, the
United States of America, treated with
respect.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, a long
and arduous process is finally drawing
to a close. In the next couple of days,
we will vote on Judge Kavanaugh’s
confirmation to the U.S. Supreme
Court. I will be voting yes.

Last week, Dr. Christine Blasey Ford
testified before the Senate Judiciary
Committee about an allegation she
made about Judge Kavanaugh. Dr.
Ford deserved to be heard, and she was.
Her claims deserved to be investigated,
and they were, thoroughly, by the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee. Then they
were investigated again by the FBI.

Here is what we have learned after
seven FBI background investigations,
more than 2 weeks of committee inves-
tigations, and a day-long hearing in
which both sides were heard: There is
not one scrap of corroborating evidence
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to back up her claims against Judge
Kavanaugh.

Person after person after person has
given testimony of Judge Kavanaugh’s
good character, both in high school and
in his adult life. Sixty-five women who
knew Judge Kavanaugh in high school
sent a letter to the Senate Judiciary
Committee noting that he always
treated women with ‘‘decency and re-
spect.”

It has become clear that for many of
my Democratic colleagues, zero evi-
dence was never going to be enough. In-
nocent until proven guilty doesn’t
seem to be a concept that my Demo-
cratic colleagues understand. Instead,
my Democratic colleagues seem to be
putting forth a new standard: Guilty no
matter what, even with evidence to the
contrary, which is scary because inno-
cent until proven guilty is a pretty
foundational principle of our system of
government, and it is a powerful safe-
guard against destroying the lives of
innocent people with false accusations.

The truth is, to many of our Demo-
cratic colleagues, Judge Kavanaugh
has been guilty since the moment he
was nominated. He is guilty of being a
Republican. He is guilty of being nomi-
nated by a Republican President. He is
guilty of pledging his allegiance to the
law instead of to Democrats’ preferred
judicial outcomes. So any means of de-
feating him became fair game, no mat-
ter how unjust, no matter how out-
landish.

Dr. Ford certainly deserved to have
her claims heard and investigated, but
Democrats didn’t stop there. They gave
credence to almost every accusation
that was thrown out, no matter how ri-
diculous or uncorroborated. It didn’t
matter if no less a paper than the New
York Times had declined to publish an
accusation for lack of any corrobora-
tion. If it would slow down Judge
Kavanaugh’s confirmation, they
grabbed onto it.

At least one Democratic Senator sug-
gested that we needed an FBI inves-
tigation because Judge Kavanaugh had
thrown ice at someone in college. Ap-
parently, throwing ice in college is now
grounds for an FBI investigation. What
is next—an FBI investigation because
Judge Kavanaugh stole another kid’s
toy in preschool or because he didn’t
share his swing on the playground dur-
ing recess?

The confirmation process for Judge
Kavanaugh has gotten particularly
ugly in the last couple of weeks, but
the truth is, it was ugly from the be-
ginning. Long before Dr. Ford had
made any accusations, one Democratic
Senator on the Judiciary Committee
said that those who supported Judge
Kavanaugh would be complicit in evil.

For starters, let’s point out that
Judge Kavanaugh is a mainstream
judge. During his time on the DC Cir-
cuit, Judge Kavanaugh’s Democrat-ap-
pointed colleagues have been just as
likely to join his majority opinions as
his Republican-appointed colleagues.

Judge Kavanaugh has won admira-
tion from across the political spectrum
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for his intellect, his fairness, and his
dedication to the law.

Former Obama Acting Solicitor Gen-
eral Neal Katyal noted this about
Judge Kavanaugh:

I think it’s very hard for anyone who’s
worked with him, appeared before him, to,
frankly, say a bad word about him.

In my practice we basically have a rule: If
there’s a Kavanaugh clerk who applies, we
hire that person.

Thirty-four of Judge Kavanaugh’s
law clerks wrote a letter on his nomi-
nation which said, in part:

Our views on politics, on many of the im-
portant legal issues faced by the Supreme
Court, and on judicial philosophy, are di-
verse. Our ranks include Republicans, Demo-
crats, and Independents. But we are united
in this: Our admiration and fondness for
Judge Kavanaugh run deep. For each of us

. it was a tremendous stroke of luck to
work for and be mentored by a person of his
strength of character, generosity of spirit,
intellectual capacity, and unwavering care
for his family, friends, colleagues, and us, his
law clerks.

Supreme Court Justice Elena
Kagan—certainly not someone Demo-
crats think of as either evil or an ex-
tremist—hired Judge Kavanaugh to
teach at Harvard Law School, where he
has served as the Williston Lecturer on
Law.

Both inside and outside his profes-
sion, those who know him praise his
character.

Eighty-four women who worked with
him in the Bush administration sent a
letter praising him as ‘‘a man of the
highest integrity.”

A self-described liberal Democrat and
feminist lawyer who knows Judge
Kavanaugh and knows him well wrote
the following in an op-ed for Politico:

My standard is whether the nominee is un-
questionably well-qualified, brilliant, has in-
tegrity, and is within the mainstream of
legal thought. Kavanaugh easily meets those
criteria.

Just as a Democratic nominee with similar
credentials and mainstream legal views de-
serves to be confirmed, so, too, does
Kavanaugh—not because he will come out
the way I want in each case and even most
cases, but because he will do the job with
dignity, intelligence, empathy, and integ-
rity.

That is from a liberal lawyer. This is
the man that the junior Democrat from
New Jersey said it would be ‘‘evil” to
support.

I frequently disagree with my Demo-
cratic colleagues on policy issues, of-
tentimes quite strongly, but I don’t go
around calling my colleagues ‘‘evil”
because we disagree. I know that word
should be reserved for people who have
truly malicious motivations or who
have done truly terrible things—mnot
people who, like me, want to do what is
best for our country but have different
opinions about how to get there.

What kind of an example does the
Senator from New Jersey’s rhetoric set
for our children—that civil disagree-
ment is impossible; that anyone whose
opinion differs from our own should not
be tolerated; that our fellow Americans
are not just our political opponents but
our enemies?
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Democrats like to accuse the Presi-
dent of using irresponsible rhetoric. I
might suggest they take a long hard
look in the mirror.

But it is not just the Democrats’
rhetoric that has been extreme and ir-
responsible throughout this process, so
has their handling of Dr. Ford’s allega-
tion. The ranking member on the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee, the senior
Senator from California, sat on Dr.
Ford’s allegation for 6 weeks without
sharing the allegation with Repub-
licans.

During that time, she never once
questioned Judge Kavanaugh about the
accusation, despite having multiple
chances to do so, both in public and in
private. If the ranking member
thought this accusation was credible,
she had an absolute responsibility to
disclose it to the committee or to the
FBI immediately. She also had an obli-
gation to ask Judge Kavanaugh about
it. She did neither.

If, on the other hand, she thought it
was false—which is the only excuse for
her silence—then the Democrats’ deci-
sion to exploit this accusation for po-
litical gain is appalling. In either case,
Democrats have behaved with a total
lack of responsibility throughout this
process.

Not only have they shown not the
slightest concern about the possibility
of tarnishing a good man’s name, they
also displayed no real concern for Dr.
Ford. Clearly, they had no particular
interest in giving her or her allegation
a hearing until it became politically
expedient to do so. If they had really
cared about her accusation, they would
have brought it up immediately and
questioned Judge Kavanaugh about it
immediately. Instead, they held it in
reserve, apparently to be deployed in
the event that they needed it to delay
the confirmation process.

It is shameful but not surprising. As
I said earlier, Democrats made clear
from the beginning that they would do
anything they could to defeat Judge
Kavanaugh’s nomination. Throughout
this process, they have grasped any
straw that appeared: too few docu-
ments, too many documents, an unre-
lated investigation, outlandish accusa-
tions.

Then, after last week’s hearing, when
it became clear there was no evidence
against Judge Kavanaugh, they jumped
on his demeanor at the hearing. Now
he was unqualified because he passion-
ately defended his good name in front
of the committee. Apparently, it is not
OK to be angry when your good name
has been dragged through the mud and
your family has been threatened.

Today, of course, now that we have
gotten the results of the FBI investiga-
tion, which Democrats requested, by
the way, Democrats are now saying
that Judge Kavanaugh shouldn’t be
confirmed because the FBI investiga-
tion wasn’t long enough or thorough
enough.

I would like to ask: Does anyone here
think there is any FBI investigation
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that would have satisfied my Demo-
cratic colleagues? After all, we know
Democrats have been opposed to Judge
Kavanaugh from the very beginning. A
number of them announced their oppo-
sition before the ink was even dry on
his nomination. Are we really supposed
to believe they were going to change
their minds after yet another FBI in-
vestigation?

Despite the well-coordinated intimi-
dation tactics of the far left, we are
moving forward. We are about to vote
on Judge Kavanaugh’s nomination, as
we should be. But I can’t help but re-
flect on the process of getting here.

I would like to ask my Democratic
colleagues if this is what they think
the process should look like going for-
ward. Do they really think that Su-
preme Court confirmations should be
characterized by intense partisanship
and unsubstantiated character at-
tacks? Do they really want to do away
with the presumption of innocence and
allow innuendo—the substitute for evi-
dence? Do they really think it is OK to
stop at nothing to tank a nomination?

Tomorrow and Saturday, I will be
casting my vote for Judge Kavanaugh.
I will be voting for him because he is
supremely qualified. We all know that.
The Democrats know that. I will be
voting for him because he is a man of
character and integrity, and I will be
voting for him because I know that he
can be relied on to uphold the rule of
law and the Constitution. I invite not
just my Republican but my inde-
pendent-thinking Democratic col-
leagues to join me. It is not too late to
say no to the politics of personal de-
struction. It is not too late to say no to
unchecked partisanship. It is not too
late to put this eminently qualified
nominee on the Supreme Court.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

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

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

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, the
American people have walked through
Supreme Court nominations many
times. There is a normal process of
walking through Supreme Court nomi-
nations.

They are nominated by the Presi-
dent. There are background checks
that are done. It is extensive. They
then meet with every single Senator or
whoever wants to meet with them pri-
vately. They turn in documents so that
everyone can read through their back-
grounds and their writings. They get
details, and they get interviews. Any-
thing they have ever written, whether
it was writing for their law school jour-
nals or writing articles for a sports
magazine, is turned in. Everyone goes
back through that.

Once they go through all 100 Senators
or whoever wants to meet with them,
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the Judiciary Committee meets with
them. They do a week of hearings.
They do extensive work and talk
through everything. Outside witnesses
will come in and will talk about their
lives.

There is a confidential meeting that
happens with all the Senators in which
they sit down and say there were some
private accusations that might have
been made or some issues about your
finances or things that we saw in your
background report that we want to ask
you about confidentially.

After all of that is done, there is time
for questions for the record, and any-
one who still has questions can submit
them to the nominee. Then it is time
for a vote.

That is how it is typically done.
Quite frankly, that doesn’t look like
how it was being done this time with
Judge Brett Kavanaugh.

He was nominated by the President.
He turned over documents. Boy, did he
turn over documents. There was an
enormous number of documents turned
over by him that were requested and
continue to be requested. Brett
Kavanaugh ended up having 480,000
pages of documents turned over to the
committee. It was more than the past
five Supreme Court nominees combined
turned over.

There were 57 days from the time he
was nominated until the time the first
hearing actually began with the Judici-
ary Committee. That is a longer period
of time than it was for Justice
Gorsuch, Justice Kagan, or Justice
Sotomayor. It was a long period of
time between when he was nominated
and when he actually came, and there
were more documents that were turned
over than for any other person. He
went through the hearings for 5 days.
He went through all of the confidential
meetings and those private meetings.
He went through every private meeting
with every Senator who wanted to
meet privately.

Then it was time for questions for
the record. There were 1,300 questions
for the record that were given to him
as followup for the hearing. Those are
more questions for the record than for
all of the Supreme Court Justices com-
bined in the history of the country.

After all of that was done, a bomb-
shell was dropped. You see, a month
and a half before the end of the hear-
ing, a lady named Dr. Ford had sent a
letter to one of the other Senators
here, to the ranking member of the Ju-
diciary Committee, saying: I have a
concern from a memory that I have
from high school time. That letter was
turned over on July 30, early in the
process, while Judge Kavanaugh was
still meeting individually with Sen-
ators—before the hearings, before the
classified meetings, before any of the
questions for the record, before any of
that. It was turned over early.

Apparently, the ranking member’s
staff reached out to her then and had a
phone call, and the ranking member
had a phone call. Then that informa-

S6535

tion was held. Apparently, from her
own testimony—from Dr. Ford—she
was then advised by the ranking mem-
ber’s staff: You need to hire an attor-
ney and prepare yourself. Then nothing
was said for a month. Suddenly, 2 days
before the hearing, a leak comes out of
the Judiciary Committee—from some-
where—and there was a story in the
newspaper about this accuser. Then ev-
erything began to break loose.

What is interesting is that accusa-
tions like these are made for a lot of
different nominees of all different
types and have been for years and
years and years. So there is a process
by which to handle this. When an accu-
sation is made like that, you give it to
the FBI early. It includes it in its
background check so as to walk
through it early. You sit down in con-
fidential meetings so that accusers
don’t have to go through all of the pub-
lic scrutiny. You resolve it in a private
setting and bring as many witnesses as
you want to talk through it, but you
don’t want accusers to have to be pub-
lic, because they don’t like to be pub-
lic. This is something very private and
personal to them.

Yet that is not what happened with
Dr. Ford. It was saved. She was just
told: Get an attorney. You are going to
need it. Then her story was plopped out
into the news, forcing her out, making
her sit in front of the American people
and dragging the American people
through an exceptionally painful sea-
son in our country’s history.

At the end of that, there was a hear-
ing. Many Americans watched. It was
riveting to try to figure out who was
credible. How do I follow the story? All
of this testimony came out from Brett
Kavanaugh  who adamantly—force-
fully—denied anything like this had
ever been done with Dr. Ford or any
other person. It was unequivocal. Dr.
Ford said: I 100 percent remember this,
and here are the three people who will
also corroborate my story. They were
there.

There was a push from my Demo-
cratic colleagues to say that this inves-
tigation had been done by the com-
mittee, and they want the investiga-
tion done by the FBI, with the un-
equivocal statement that during the
Anita Hill hearings in 1991, the FBI
took 3 days to do all of the investiga-
tion. We want 3 days. Give the FBI 3
days to do this. Then they came back
later: Give them a week. That is all it
would take. So a decision was made to
pause and give the FBI time to do it.

Here were the instructions to the
FBI: Research any credible accusa-
tion—no boundaries, no limitations on
them. Research a credible current ac-
cusation. It was not just ‘‘keep adding
forever.” If there were new accusations
that were to come in, there would have
to be a new conversation. By that time,
they had started rolling in. So the FBI
was told to just go look at them all,
and they were given instructions. No
one from the House or the Senate, of
either party, was tracking them. They
just let the FBI do their task.
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They have now come back several
days later with the report that a lot of
American people now know is stored
downstairs, and every Senator has the
opportunity to go through it.

There are pages and pages of testi-
mony. They went through all of the in-
dividuals who were claiming to have
any kind of alleged firsthand knowl-
edge, all of the individuals Dr. Ford
had stated. Those three individuals
were there to say they could testify on
his behalf.

Then there was the list from Brett
Kavanaugh’s calendar, saying: Here are
all of the individuals who went to these
parties. The FBI went through and
interviewed them all.

The FBI also went to Ms. Ramirez,
saying: We will take a look at this,
even though the New York Times
wouldn’t take that story when it was
offered to them. The New York Times
spent a week researching it, calling
around, as they said, to dozens of peo-
ple to find anyone who could corrobo-
rate Ms. Ramirez’s story, and they
couldn’t find anyone. So the New York
Times walked away from it, but a dif-
ferent periodical printed it anyway.

The FBI went to Ms. Ramirez, inter-
viewed her and interviewed anyone she
said could corroborate her story. At
the end of that investigation, all of
those reports came in. We have now
read through them, and every single
one of those individuals reported back:
I don’t remember anything like what
they are describing. Not only do I not
remember anything like what they are
describing, I know Brett Kavanaugh,
and I can’t even imagine that he would
do something like that.

Instead of agreeing with their story,
with the accusation, person after per-
son after person actually agreed with
Brett Kavanaugh.

What is interesting is Brett
Kavanaugh has been through six dif-
ferent FBI background checks in the
past. He has now had 150 people in his
life who have been interviewed. Inter-
estingly enough, of all 150 people in his
life who have been interviewed—even
before this time, one of the questions
the FBI asks everyone when they are
doing a background check is this: Do
you know of any issues this person has
with alcohol or drug use that would be
a problem for them? Do they have a
problem with drug or alcohol use?
Every single one of those people, from
two decades of background checks, six
different times in his life—all of them
reported: No, he does not have a prob-
lem with drugs or alcohol.

Over the last couple of weeks, there
has been an aggressive move to trans-
form a person into a monster. In fact,
some of my colleagues on this floor
have labeled him as evil, and anyone
who supports him is evil. It is the
transformation of a person’s reputation
for political gain.

The other accusations I have seen in
the media have been fascinating to me.
For the past several weeks, the media
has been reporting there is another ac-
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cuser. The big story will come out that
there is another accuser, but the next
day they don’t ever seem to print when
that accuser recanted, as many of them
have.

A story breaks out one day saying,
‘“Here is the story I remember,” and
they tell this whole sexually explicit
story. The committee then contacts
the individual of the story and says,
“Under penalty of perjury, would you
be willing to testify in front of us and
tell us your story?”’ Instead of saying,
“Yes, I would agree to tell my story,”
the response that came back to them
was, ‘I made a crazy mistake. I apolo-
gize. I will recant my story rather than
face perjury and testify.”

There was an accusation that came
from an anonymous person in Colo-
rado, who said, “I know I saw Brett
Kavanaugh in this year, at this time,
slam his girlfriend against the wall in
this public place,”’ except the problem
was the girlfriend that he had at the
time came out publicly and said that
never ever happened, and she can’t
imagine Brett Kavanaugh doing that.

My favorite one is the accusation
that was printed in which another ac-
cuser, who ended up being a person who
had written in a tip, said: There was a
really salacious frat party at Brett
Kavanaugh’s fraternity after he left
Yale. It was a really big party, and it
was really out of control. I bet Brett
Kavanaugh came back to that party
after he was out of college. I bet he
came back and went to that party and
someone should check. That was the
big tip.

This has really gotten out of control.
This started with a serious accusation
from an accuser whom we should take
seriously—Dr. Ford. We should have
been able to get to the facts and the in-
formation, but it suddenly spun out of
control into random smear campaigns
to try to destroy someone personally.

The information that has come out
has not corroborated any of the accusa-
tions. In fact, it has done the opposite.
This has done tremendous damage to a
family and to the reputation of some-
one who has served our country admi-
rably for a long time and who, up until
the last 2 weeks, had a stellar reputa-
tion, which has now been trashed for
political gain.

I grieve for the people who have expe-
rienced sexual assault in their lives. I
have spent 22 years working with stu-
dents in youth ministry, and I have
met lots of families who have had lots
of pain in their lives. How we deal with
sexual assault in America is very im-
portant. People need to be believed,
and things need to be taken seriously,
but when the facts all come out, we
also have to make decisions based on
facts, not on accusations. This is a case
where we have to be able to deal with
the facts.

I will vote for Judge Brett
Kavanaugh to be on the Supreme Court
based on his record for decades, based
on now seven FBI backgrounds checks
on him, based on 65 ladies who have
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come forward, who knew him from high
school and college and have said: This
is the Brett Kavanaugh we knew, and
he isn’t anything like all of these accu-
sations.

Based on 150 different people whom
the FBI privately interviewed and
asked about his alcohol use over the
past 20 years—even reaching back to
college, for instance—asking if he was
ever out of control in his alcohol use,
all of them say no. All of them say no.
It is not based on a couple of recent ac-
cusations; it is over decades of history.

I get that there are people who will
disagree on this for political reasons or
they may not like Brett Kavanaugh’s
positions on legal issues. I get that, but
let’s not smear a man’s reputation for-
ever because we don’t like his opinions
on something.

Where do I think we go from here? 1
think there is something we can gain
as a nation from this painful experi-
ence. If there is any one piece of advice
that I could pass on to the country as
a whole and to us as leaders, it is to en-
courage families to take care of their
kids.

As I read all of these stories—and I
have gone through all of them—all of
them show some markers that I look at
and say there is some need for con-
versation. I think moms and dads
should sit down with their daughters
and should lovingly say to them: If
there is ever anything that happens to
you, if any boy ever does something in-
appropriate to you, if he ever touches
you in any way, we want you to know
that we love you, we believe in you,
and you can come to tell us right away
because we want to make it right as
soon as possible. Do not be afraid to
talk to us about it. We will not blame
you. We want to make it right. That
conversation that moms and dads can
have with their daughters could have
great benefit for a lot of daughters for
a long time.

There is a conversation that moms
and dads need to have with their sons
and daughters about alcohol use be-
cause in all of the stories that I have
read, all of them involve teenage
drinking—all of them.

Dr. Ford admitted drinking even at
the party she described. All of them in-
volved drinking and drug use. There is
a conversation that moms and dads
could have with their kids because,
quite frankly, I have met way too
many parents who have said: I know
my children are going to drink. I just
tell them not to drink and drive. If
they are going to drink, I tell them
just to stay over there or come to our
house and drink, and that will be fine.
Well, it is not fine.

There are an awful lot of 15- and 16-
year-olds who do not have the matu-
rity to drink alcohol, and when parents
sign off on it and say that it is OK,
they need to understand there are very
real consequences.

I have not asked Judge Kavanaugh
about it, but I bet he would love to
take back some of his drinking when
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he was in high school and college, to
wait until he was more mature, be-
cause he was telling painful stories.

I would encourage parents to be par-
ents and to step up and help protect
their kids so that they can make better
decisions. It may be a good lesson for
us as a nation to be able to pass on to
our kids.

One last lesson: We have to learn how
to disagree about political issues with-
out destroying someone personally for
the sake of gain on anything in poli-
tics. We have to learn this lesson be-
cause in the days ahead, no matter
what your political party is, no matter
who is President, no matter who is
nominated, we want the best and
brightest of our country to step up. We
want them all to be able to serve their
country.

I have not met a perfect person. What
has been interesting to me is the num-
ber of times that I have had Demo-
cratic colleagues say to me in the last
week and a half, “You know, I really
hope they don’t go through my high
school record like we are going through
Judge Kavanaugh’s record” or the
number of times I have heard folks say,
“Do you know what I really want said
at the committee hearing? I want
someone to step up and say that he
who is without sin should cast the first
stone, but that hasn’t been said.”

Maybe an ounce of compassion and a
tremendous amount of affection for
those who have suffered greatly from
assault would be of great benefit to us
as a nation, as a community, and as a
Senate.

I yield back.

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.

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.

———

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.

———
TRIBUTE TO FRANK T. LIBBY

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today I
want to honor my friend Frank Libby
for his extraordinary service to my
home State of Illinois. Last month,
after 42 years of service to the brothers
and sisters of the Union Brotherhood of
Carpenters, Frank Libby retired.

A decade after the Great Chicago
Fire, in 1881, a group of 35 carpenter
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leaders met in a Chicago warehouse
and hammered out an agreement to
form a single, unified union. The
United Brotherhood of Carpenters was
born. Ever since, the Carpenters union
has been a leader, building and growing
communities by bringing countless
skilled women and men to the con-
struction industry.

Frank Libby is an outstanding part
of that rich history. Throughout his ca-
reer, Frank held a variety of positions.
As a member of Local 10, he has served
as warden, recording secretary, busi-
ness representative, financial sec-
retary-treasurer, and president for the
past 24 years. In 2008, Frank became
the 24th president/executive secretary-
treasurer of the Chicago Regional
Council of Carpenters, representing
working families across 72 counties
throughout Illinois and eastern Iowa.

Under Frank’s leadership, the Chi-
cago Regional Council of Carpenters
flourished, becoming the largest build-
ing trades union in the State of Illinois
with a membership in the tens of thou-
sands. He fearlessly confronted the un-
precedented challenges facing the
union and had the courage to make the
necessary decisions enabling the union
to not only survive the great recession,
but actually thrive.

If that wasn’t enough, Frank Libby
also served as a member of the execu-
tive board of the Chicago Regional
Council of Carpenters and the Chicago
Federation of Labor and as a trustee on
the Carpenters’ Welfare and Pension
Fund and the Carpenters’ Apprentice-
ship Training Fund. Frank also served
on the Illinois State Council of Car-
penters’ executive board and as a past
board member to the Chicago Conven-
tion and Tourism Bureau, but his leg-
acy will be realized by the generations
of carpenters who, because of his lead-
ership and vision, will receive fair
wages and healthcare for their family.
Frank Libby has given the gift of peace
of mind to countless future carpenters
and their families, who can retire with
dignity because of the benefits Frank
fought to secure. They will know that
Frank’s hard work earned and ensured
a safe work environment where car-
penters return to their families at the
end of each workday.

I want to congratulate Frank Libby
on his distinguished career and thank
him for his outstanding service to the
people of Chicago. I especially want to
thank Frank’s wife Gail and their
daughter Cynthia for sharing so much
of their husband and father with our
community. I wish him and his family
all the best in their next chapter.

———

160TH ANNIVERSARY OF YWCA

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this
yvear, the Young Women’s Christian As-
sociation, YWCA, celebrates its 160th
anniversary in the United States. It is
the world’s oldest and largest multicul-
tural women’s organization, fighting at
the forefront of the most critical social
movements, from women’s empower-
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ment and civil rights to affordable
housing, pay equity, violence preven-
tion, and healthcare.

The YWCA traces its origins to the
battlefields of the Crimean War in 1855.
Formed in London, philanthropist
Mary Jane Kinnaird and her friends,
the organization helped nurses return-
ing from the war find homes and im-
proved the lives of those caught up in
the Industrial Revolution. Women were
working long hours in poor and unsafe
conditions, and they had few opportu-
nities for Thealthy activity. The
YWCA’s early hostels evolved to be-
come the organization we know today.

By 1858, the year we are honoring,
the YWCA crossed the Atlantic and
created residences in New York and
Boston. It opened its first U.S. board-
ing house for female students, teach-
ers, and factory workers in 1860. Since
forming in the United States, the
YWCA has grown to include 2.6 million
members and 300 local associations in
the country.

Throughout history, the YWCA has
been the vanguard for social change. In
the 1870s, it held the first typewriting
classes for women. Typewriting was
considered a man’s job at the time.
During the same time, it also opened
an employment bureau for women.
Normal, IL, had the first YWCA stu-
dent association in 1873. In 1877, the
YWCA Chicago started providing med-
ical services at the homes of the sick.
This is the precursor to the Visiting
Nurses Association.

In the 1890s, the first African-Amer-
ican YWCA branch opened in Dayton,
OH. A YWCA opened for Native Ameri-
cans in OKklahoma during the same
time. The YWCA was helping immi-
grant women adapt to the United
States in 1909 with bilingual instruc-
tion. These were revolutionary
changes.

In 1919, the YWCA convened the first
meeting of doctors, the International
Conference of Women Physicians, with
attendees coming from 32 countries to
focus on women’s health issues.

The YWCA Convention in 1920 was an
early advocate for the 8-hour workday
with no night work and the right of
labor to organize.

The YWCA also fought on the
frontlines of civil rights. In 1915, the
YWCA held the first interracial con-
ference in the South in Louisville, KY.
In the 1930s, it worked toward desegre-
gation and encouraged its members to
speak out against the violence against
African Americans. In 1946, the YWCA
adopted its interracial charter, a full 8
years before the U.S. Supreme Court
decided against segregation. The Char-
ter declared, ‘“Wherever there is injus-
tice on the basis of race, whether in the
community, the nation, or the world,
our protest must be clear and our labor
for its removal, vigorous and steady.”

From opening Atlanta’s first inte-
grated public dining facility in 1960 to
being a sponsor of Dr. Martin Luther
King’s March on Washington, the
YWCA continued the fight for equality.
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