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Thursday of this workweek with the 
possibility and likelihood of a cloture 
vote tomorrow morning in the Senate. 
If one looks at the business of the Sen-
ate this week, it is a good thing we are 
not being paid for piecework because 
we have done so little. 

We had an initial motion to go to 
this climate security bill, which is an 
important piece of legislation. That 
was considered early in the week, and 
then a second measure, which was very 
brief, on adopting a budget—an impor-
tant document but one that had al-
ready been debated at length many 
times in this Chamber. We burned 30 
hours off the clock in what was re-
quested for a general debate. That, of 
course, took place, and it was a good 
debate: a bipartisan effort to explain 
an important bill involving global 
warming and carbon pollution which is 
changing the world we live in. 

Then a request was made yesterday 
by the Republican leader that this bill, 
the Climate Security Act, be read in its 
entirety into the RECORD. So for 8 
hours, our staff had to stand and read 
every word of this bill into the RECORD. 
This bill—the substitute—had been 
available for days and the concepts be-
hind it for weeks. There was no ele-
ment of surprise, no necessity for this 
reading, other than to burn off an en-
tire day in the Senate where little or 
nothing was accomplished. Now we face 
virtually the same thing again. 

Although 89 percent of the people in 
America say that global warming is an 
important issue that should be ad-
dressed by the Senate, this week there 
have been repeated efforts to make 
sure we never reach that point. Those 
who oppose this bill should stand and 
vote accordingly. Those who have 
amendments should bring them for-
ward. We are still waiting for a list of 
amendments to the global warming bill 
from the Republican side. We have 
given them a list of our amendments, 
including a bipartisan amendment of-
fered by Senator LUGAR, who just 
spoke on the floor, and Senator BIDEN. 
We have tried to engage the minority 
in a debate on this critically important 
bill, but instead, they have engaged in 
delay tactics, including 8 hours wasted 
in the Senate yesterday reading this 
bill in its entirety. 

We finally adjourned at about 12:15 
a.m. this morning to return today. I 
guess it is the intention of the Repub-
licans to stop us from considering the 
global warming issue, but that will not 
stop the dangers being created by glob-
al warming in the United States and 
around the world. If we are truly elect-
ed to lead, I cannot understand why the 
Republican minority will not engage us 
in a meaningful and honest debate 
about this bill. That is why we are 
here. We should be voting on amend-
ments, testing different theories and 
policies to see what the majority feels 
in the Senate, but instead, we are 

caught up in this exercise: 8 hours of 
reading this bill—a tremendous waste 
of time and energy that the Senate 
should have put to more productive 
purposes. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
since the substitute amendment by 
Senator BOXER was just given to us at 
11 o’clock in the morning, you could 
argue—almost with a straight face— 
that reading the proposal was a good 
idea, but, of course, that was not what 
it was about. It was somewhat similar 
to when Senator REID, the now-major-
ity leader, used 9 hours reading chap-
ters from his book back in 2003. In a 9- 
hour filibuster over judicial nomina-
tions, on November 19, 2003, Demo-
cratic leader HARRY REID discoursed on 
the virtues of wooden matches and read 
chapters from his book about his home-
town: ‘‘Searchlight: The Camp That 
Didn’t Fail.’’ That was a 9-hour recita-
tion from a book that our good friend 
the majority leader engaged in on the 
very subject of judicial confirmations. 

Yesterday’s tactic of slowing down 
the Senate obviously is not unique. It 
was not, however, about trying to con-
firm a few district court nominations 
which the majority begrudgingly 
agreed to last night around 12:00 or 
12:30. Rather, it was about the impor-
tance of keeping one’s word in this 
body, whether it be a commitment to 
meet the total number of circuit court 
confirmations that have occurred in 
prior Congresses—and we are familiar 
with what that commitment was; it 
was to do 17 during this Congress, 
which has been repeated time and time 
again; everybody knows what the com-
mitment was—or a commitment to 
confirm a specific number of circuit 
court nominations by a specific time; 
and that was the commitment made 
back in May by my good friend the ma-
jority leader, that we would do three 
circuit court nominations before the 
Memorial Day recess. In fact, we did 
one. Keeping one’s word in this body is 
important. 

We are far behind the pace that is 
necessary for us to reach the goal the 
majority leader and I set for this Con-
gress. If that weren’t troubling enough, 
what we heard recently by the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee are 
threats to shut down the confirmation 
process completely. Stop it already. 
Surely, that is not his plan. So be as-
sured the Republican Conference will 
continue to make the point that judi-
cial nominations need to be treated 

fairly and that commitments need to 
be kept, and we will use the tools avail-
able to the minority to do so until that 
proves to be the case. This is not over, 
I assure you. 

f 

CLIMATE SECURITY ACT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
majority leader said recently that 
global warming was ‘‘the most impor-
tant issue facing the world today.’’ Let 
me repeat that: the most important 
issue affecting the world today. And 
nearly three-fourths of the Senate 
thought it was important enough to 
have a debate on the Senate floor. Sev-
enty-four Senators voted to bring this 
measure to the floor for debate because 
they recognized the significance of this 
issue. Yet the majority is blocking fair 
consideration. 

Instead of allowing a full debate with 
an open amendment process designed 
to improve the bill, the majority last 
night filled the tree. What are they 
afraid of? Why don’t they want to con-
sider amendments to a bill addressing 
what they call ‘‘the most important 
issue facing the world today’’? If it is 
the most important issue facing the 
world today, it certainly deserves a lot 
longer debate than a few days. 

At $6.7 trillion, the climate tax bill— 
which is what we have before us—the 
climate tax bill is the largest bill we 
will consider this Congress. As the Wall 
Street Journal noted, this legislation 
represents the most extensive—the 
most extensive—reorganization of the 
American economy since the 1930s, 
which is why, of course, I am mystified 
as to why the Democrats decided to 
block the consideration of any and all 
amendments designed to improve this 
bill: no consideration of gas prices, no 
consideration of clean energy tech-
nology. A bill with such widespread 
ramifications merits serious, thought-
ful consideration and a thorough de-
bate. 

A good example of how to handle a 
bill like this properly, another time 
when our good friends on the other side 
were in the majority—and there was a 
Republican in the White House—when 
the Senate considered the Clean Air 
Act amendments in 1990, the process 
took 5 weeks on the floor. There were 
about 180 amendments offered. I was 
here then, and nobody was telling one 
side or the other what they had to 
offer. Nobody said you have to show me 
your amendment first or I will not let 
you offer it. And 131 of those amend-
ments were ultimately acted upon by 
the full Senate. 

As it currently stands, we would not 
even spend 5 days on this bill. But we 
would like to spend more time on the 
bill and would encourage the majority 
to open the process. I don’t know what 
they are afraid of. Since when did we 
descend to the point in this body that 
we would not let somebody offer an 
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