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I appealed to my former Senate col-
league and friend, President Obama,
and said: Can you do something to help
these young people who have never
known another country and want to be
part of the United States and its fu-
ture? Many of the schoolchildren who
visit us here get up in their classrooms
every day, and I am proud to say they
put their hands over their hearts and
pledge allegiance to that flag. These
kids do exactly the same thing. It is
the only flag and the only country they
have ever known.

So President Obama created what
was called DACA, and more than 800,000
of these young people stepped up, paid
a filing fee of almost $500, went
through a criminal background check,
and were given a chance to stay legally
in the United States for 2 years at a
time, not to be deported but be able to
work and go to school—more than
800,000 of them.

I really believe in them. And you
know human nature—out of 800,000,
there have to be some of them in there
who are going to disappoint you. But I
stand here today in the Senate and tell
you that in all of these years since
President Obama did that, I have never
heard any of those stories. These are
extraordinary young men and women. I
have told their stories on the floor of
the Senate—over 120 of them—of how
these DACA-protected young people
want to become part of America’s fu-
ture.

Let me tell you about a group of
them in Chicago. Loyola University in
Chicago is a great school, and they
have a great school of medicine. When
they heard about the DACA Program,
they said: We are going to open up
competition to these DACA-protected
young people to compete to go to med-
ical school. And the news flashed
across the country because many of
these young people who dreamed of
being doctors had no chance because
they were undocumented. Because of
DACA, they were given temporary
legal status, and because of Loyola
University, they were able to apply.
Over 30 of them were accepted to the
medical school—some of the brightest
kids living in our country who wanted
to become doctors.

There was a catch: If you went to
Loyola and you needed to borrow
money—and most of them did—you had
to promise to give a year of service
back to the State of Illinois, which
loaned you the money to go to school,
for each year they loaned the money.
They signed up for it. They were ready
to go to neighborhoods where we need-
ed doctors and to small towns in rural
America where we desperately need
doctors. These young people are some
of the best and brightest I have ever
met, every one of them an inspiration.

When President Trump eliminated
the DACA Program, he eliminated
their opportunity to continue their
medical education. You see, after 4
years of medical school, you go into a
residency. A residency is a job, employ-
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ment, and it is a lot more than 40 hours
a week, I might add. But since Presi-
dent Trump eliminated DACA, they
cannot legally take a job.

This case is going through the courts
now as to whether the President had
the right to eliminate DACA. He
didn’t. Last Friday, a second court said
that he was wrong, that he had no rea-
son, no basis to eliminate this pro-
gram.

When you hear these stories about
what is happening at the border and at
these detention cells; when you hear
about the conscious decision of this ad-
ministration to separate infants and
toddlers from their parents—4,500 of
them having been separated; when you
hear about this administration coming
forward to eliminate the DACA Pro-
gram and to stop these medical stu-
dents from becoming doctors and serv-
ing in my State, where they are des-
perately needed, you have to ask: Mr.
President, what is your immigration
policy? Why have you made such a
mess of this situation that wasn’t very
good to start with?

And what are we going to do about
it? Anything? Not in this empty Cham-
ber. Not today. We are just going to
pick up the papers every morning and
say: Isn’t it a shame? Well, it is more
than a shame; it is an embarrassment
to this country that this Nation of im-
migrants has reached this moment.

Mr. President, I continue to appeal to
my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle: Please, come forward, and let’s
solve these problems together.

I have been part of bipartisan groups
who have come up with comprehensive
bills and all sorts of legislative re-
sponses. My door is always open to
anyone who wants to sit down.

In the meantime, bring humanity to
our border. Let’s not do things with
these people presenting themselves at
our border that don’t speak well of our
values and our reputation around the
world. We can do better. We can pro-
vide humane treatment.

Even as Congress fails to do its job,
those people at the border deserve to be
treated like human beings as we work
through our legal issues and our polit-
ical issues. No more separation of chil-
dren from their parents. How dev-
astating it must be for that child.
When some of these parents were re-
united with their children—these little
babies and infants—the young Kkids
wouldn’t talk to their mothers. They
turned away from them. With their
body language, they said what we knew
was going through their minds: You
abandoned me. You left me. I don’t
know who you are anymore.

Over time, maybe they can reestab-
lish that relationship. Child psycholo-
gists tell us there could be some dam-
age that needs to be repaired there.
Isn’t that a shame, that an innocent
child would go through that experi-
ence?

Now that we know there may be 1,712
more of these children, we need to do
everything we can to work with this
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Federal judge, who had the courage to
step up, to reunite them with their par-
ents as quickly as possible.

In the meantime, I want to call on
this administration and the Acting
Secretary of the Department of Home-
land Security, Kevin McAleenan, to go
down to the border, take a look at the
detention facilities, and do everything
possible to make certain there is hu-
mane treatment there. These are des-
perate people risking their lives to
come to this United States of America.
We owe them at least humane treat-
ment while they are here, as our polit-
ical and legal system works its way
through it.

(Mr. CRUZ assumed the Chair.)

ABORTION

Mr. President, people are following
what is happening in States like Ala-
bama, Georgia, and Mississippi, where
State legislatures are considering leg-
islation on the issue of abortion.

I know this is a very inflammatory
and divisive issue. I have seen it first-
hand throughout my political career. I
have good friends who are on one side
of the issue, who smile and say hello
but wouldn’t vote for me in 100 years
because of this issue. I have others who
passionately support me because they
are on the other side of the issue. For
some people, it really is the litmus test
on how they will vote for a candidate.

For over 40 years, we have tried to
reconcile this issue, this basic ques-
tion: When does life begin? In Roe V.
Wade, the U.S. Supreme Court said: We
are going to base it on the concept of
viability, survivability of the fetus, as
to an individual’s right when it comes
to making this decision as opposed to
society’s right or responsibility.

Over the years, there has been a lot
of debate as to whether that Roe v.
Wade decision was right or wrong. We
have seen a lot of different efforts to
change it—some successful and some
not—and we have seen subsequent Su-
preme Court cases which redefined Roe
v. Wade as well.

Now we have a group who believes
they can move forward on this in the
State of Georgia and in the State of
Alabama. What they have proposed is
much different from what we had ac-
cepted as the norm for decades. For ex-
ample, they have eliminated any ex-
ceptions for rape and incest. Most peo-
ple understand that victims of rape and
incest should be viewed differently
from others, but in the State of Ala-
bama, they eliminated those excep-
tions in the law they have just passed.

Why are they doing that now when
Federal courts in the past have—in the
immediate past—decided they can’t go
that far? It is because they believe that
because of the actions of the U.S. Sen-
ate, it is going to change in the courts.
This President has appointed two new
Justices to the Supreme Court—
Gorsuch and Kavanaugh. The belief is,
even though they have told us over and
over again that Roe v. Wade was set-
tled law, if this new law in Alabama
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makes it across the street to the Su-
preme Court, they may use this Ala-
bama law to overturn Roe v. Wade.

On a regular basis here, we continue
to bring judges before us who have ex-
treme views on this subject and, with-
out much debate, give them lifetime
appointments to the Federal bench—
district and circuit court judges, sev-
eral of whom are before us this week.

I have heard from them in the com-
mittees. Just last week, we had Judge
Vitter from Louisiana. She is a person
who has blamed Planned Parenthood
for deaths and has said at one point
that she believes that contraception—
the pill—was dangerous to women.
That was her conclusion without sci-
entific evidence to back it.

She just got a lifetime appointment
to the Federal bench. Those are the
kinds of nominees who are brought to
us by this administration. So is it any
wonder that the Alabama legislators
were encouraged to think, if we can
pass this law and just get it to the
right Federal judge, somebody under
the Trump administration, we are
going to overturn Roe v. Wade? I think
that would be a serious mistake if it
happens.

The overwhelming majority of Amer-
icans support Roe v. Wade. Yet a total
of 30 States have now sought to restrict
the rights of women to make that
healthcare decision, and some would
directly or virtually reverse Roe V.
Wade. What we are facing is not a few
far-right politicians making a state-
ment out of mainstream. This is a sys-
tematic effort by Republicans and
State legislators to restrict women’s
reproductive rights and ultimately
overturn Roe v. Wade.

What else do these State legislators
have in common? They rank among the
lowest when it comes to gender rep-
resentation and women in power.
Meanwhile, here in the Senate, Repub-
lican Leader MCCONNELL has lined up
even more extreme ideological judicial
nominees who have records of restrict-
ing women’s rights.

Just last week, as I mentioned, the
Republican majority confirmed Ms.
Wendy Vitter, who once promoted the
concept that contraceptives cause can-
cer and claimed that Planned Parent-
hood kills 150,000 women a year. That
anyone can make those statements and
then be approved by this Senate Cham-
ber for a lifetime appointment to a
Federal bench tells you the standards
being used by the Trump administra-
tion and by the Republicans in this
body. She was confirmed to a lifetime
appointment.

This week, the Senate is considering
Mr. Daniel Collins, who has been nomi-
nated to the Ninth Circuit over the ob-
jections of both California Senators. He
filed an amicus brief in support of
Hobby Lobby petitions to deny female
employees of that corporation contra-
ceptive care, and he has argued that
pregnancy clinics need not follow a
local notification law informing pa-
tients about their options when it
comes to birth control.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Also, this week, we are considering
North Carolina district court nominee
Kenneth Bell, who once wrote in an op-
ed, and I quote, ‘“There is no middle
ground” on this issue of abortion.

Missouri district nominee Stephen
Clark is before us as well. He spent
much of his legal career litigating
against reproductive rights and access
to contraceptives.

These are the nominees to take life-
time appointments on the Federal
court. You have to bring together the
action of Alabama with the action on
the floor of the U.S. Senate. Alabama
is setting up the test case. The Repub-
licans in the Senate are setting up the
courts in the hopes that they will rule
in their test case to put an end to Roe
v. Wade and to say that despite the
support of a majority of Americans,
women do not have the last word when
it comes to their own bodies, their own
lives, and their own pregnancies.

That is what this is about today in
America on our political scene. That is
certainly what the next election is all
about, as well—division of America,
the rights of women, and the rights of
individuals to make their own deci-
sions about their own bodies.

I hope that the Republican leaders
who have expressed their misgivings
about the Alabama legislation will do
much more than that. I hope they will
join us in trying to maintain some
sort—if not a consensus, some sort of
understanding about how we deal with
this extremely divisive issue.

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT KING

Mr. President, in a sermon on the
Good Samaritan, Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., said that most people who
come upon a stranger in need ask: “If
I stop to help this man, what will hap-
pen to me?”’

But the Good Samaritan reverses the
question and asks: “If I do not stop to
help this man, what will happen to
him?”’

The latter person is rare and special,
Dr. King said. On the Saturday before
Easter, that special person was another
man named Robert King of Chicago.
Mr. King was driving on heavily trav-
eled Lake Shore Drive, which passes
right in front of my apartment, when
he saw a green and white van on the
side of the road. Another vehicle had
crashed into that van at a stoplight.
The van was a wreck.

Many cars passed the accident and
did nothing, but Robert King didn’t.
Mr. King pulled over to stop and see if
he could help. He noticed that the man
in the van held a cooler and thought he
might be delivering food. King was
stunned to find out that the van was an
organ transplant vehicle and the man
in the van was an organ transplant sur-
geon, Dr. Kofi Atiemo. Inside the cool-
er were three precious human organs—
a liver, a kidney, and a pancreas—that
needed to be rushed to nearby North-
western Memorial Hospital as soon as
possible.

Robert King, a passerby, stopped to
help one stranger in need. He ended up
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helping to save two lives. Those pre-
cious organs were the final magnani-
mous gift of a young woman who died
too soon and had the heart to donate
her organs. One patient at North-
western received her liver and kidney,
while her pancreas went to another pa-
tient at a separate hospital.

The president and CEO of Gift of
Hope Organ and Tissue Donor Network,
Kevin Smunt, put it best: ‘“‘Here was
just a regular Chicagoan’—this Robert
King—‘“who, through the Kkindness of
his heart, helped us honor a donor fam-
ily who was kind enough to donate the
most precious gift anyone can ever
give.”

At the Chicago Organ Summit’s an-
nual gathering, government officials,
doctors, advocates, and families of do-
nors gathered last month and honored
Robert King for his act of kindness,
which saved lives and told his story to
the world. The two people who were
helped by Robert King’s thoughtfulness
are among an estimated 113,000 men
and women and children in America
who are living and waiting and hoping
for organs to reach them. Every 10
minutes, another person is added to
that list. Every day, sadly, 20 people
die waiting for a transplant.

The human body contains eight or-
gans that can be transplanted to save
lives—the heart, two lungs, two kid-
neys, a pancreas, a liver, and intes-
tines. And here is the hope: Each of us
can choose to save up to eight lives by
becoming an organ donor.

The world needs Good Samaritans. It
needs more Robert Kings and more
organ donors.

I yield the floor.

———

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:30 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. CAPITO).

——————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
Collins nomination?

Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant bill clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET) is
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 53,
nays 46, as follows:
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