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Whatever Republicans try next, 

Democrats are going to continue fight-
ing alongside women and men across 
the country to protect their ability to 
make their own decisions about their 
own families, continue standing up for 
doctors’ ability to practice medicine 
without politicians getting in the way, 
and lifting up the stories of real people, 
like Judy and Kate and Lindsey, Darla, 
and many others—so Republicans can’t 
ignore them. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 

really disappointed to feel like I need 
to come to the floor today to respond 
to these anti-women, anti-family bills 
that have been introduced. Not only 
would these bills interfere with a wom-
an’s ability to make her own reproduc-
tive choices, they would threaten doc-
tors with prison time if they perform 
abortion services that women have a 
constitutional right to receive. 

These bills are dangerous, extreme, 
and they are part of an ongoing effort 
by this administration to overturn Roe 
v. Wade. We don’t need this legislation 
to prevent the killing of infants. 

Let’s be very clear. Infanticide is al-
ready illegal under Federal law. In 
fact, prosecutions have occurred under 
the current law that prevents infan-
ticide. This legislation would do noth-
ing but set up ambiguous standards for 
cases that are often medical emer-
gencies and add uncertainty to laws 
that are already on the books to pro-
hibit infanticide. 

This uncertainty will have a chilling 
effect on the ability of women to access 
the services they need in the United 
States. The legislation we are voting 
on would also imprison doctors for up 
to 5 years for performing abortions 
after a woman is 20 weeks pregnant, 
even though—even though Federal 
courts have ruled that this 20-week 
abortion ban, as is proposed under one 
of these bills, would violate the Con-
stitution. 

The 20-week abortion ban bill would 
only allow for exceptions for minors 
who are victims of rape or incest if 
those young women report that rape or 
incest to the police. For adult women, 
the rape exception would only apply if 
she waits 48 hours and gets counseling 
from a healthcare provider that her 
government—not that she or her fam-
ily but the government—determines is 
acceptable. 

These exceptions are just shameful 
because my colleagues know, as I do, 
that almost three-quarters of rape and 
sexual assaults are never reported, 
often because women have legitimate 
fears of being victimized again. They 
fear the rapist or the person who has 
assaulted them. 

More broadly, it is really this simple: 
We should not be putting doctors in 
prison for providing a woman with the 
reproductive care she chooses. We must 
always remember that abortions that 
are performed later in pregnancy are 

almost always done as a result of se-
vere fetal diagnoses and the serious 
risk that the pregnancy poses to the 
life of the woman. 

This isn’t a decision that any woman 
or family wants to be in a position to 
make. It is tragic, and it is heart-
breaking. The fact that these bills 
would demean the women who have to 
make these decisions by suggesting 
that this is something that govern-
ment should decide for them instead of 
the woman with her family and with 
her doctor is nothing but tragic. I don’t 
understand how people can think the 
government is better positioned to 
make these personal decisions than 
women and families and their doctors. 

Protecting pregnant women, new 
mothers, and children is about more 
than scoring political points with anti- 
choice legislation. It is about ensuring 
that women have access to maternity 
care. That means prenatal care. It 
means having access to affordable 
healthcare coverage. That is why this 
legislation rings so hollow. People who 
are speaking on the floor who are sup-
porting these bills are not talking 
about improving the lives of women 
and children. 

Right now, this administration is in 
court, backing a lawsuit that would 
tear down the Affordable Care Act de-
spite the fact that there is no alter-
native if the ACA is struck down. If the 
administration and States succeed in 
striking down the Affordable Care Act, 
we are going to go back to the days 
when insurance companies can exclude 
maternity care from coverage and 
when women can be charged higher 
premiums than men. If they succeed, 
the Medicaid expansion would be gone, 
and States would have fewer dollars to 
cover more people at a time when 43 
percent of childbirths in this country 
are covered and paid for by Medicaid. 

These are the fundamental issues 
that are at stake for women and fami-
lies across this country. Given these 
stakes, I am disappointed that here we 
are again, debating two anti-choice 
bills that the Senate already rejected 
in 2018 and 2019. Nothing has changed 
since then. This is time that is being 
used, as the Senator from Washington 
said, just to try and stir up the base of 
some of the Senators who are in this 
Chamber. 

If my colleagues were serious about 
protecting mothers and children, they 
would join in supporting efforts to en-
sure that the healthcare coverage that 
families rely on isn’t ripped away in 
court. I urge my colleagues to oppose 
these bills and to vote no when they 
are considered on the floor. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
RUSSIA 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today with a sense of 
urgency. Our next national election is 
a little more than 8 months away. We 
know from public reporting that Rus-
sia is back to its 2016 playbook and 

working to interfere again. What some 
called a political Pearl Harbor in 2016 
is in the process of happening again. It 
is happening to us again. 

I notice that every Member of the 
Senate has Washington’s Farewell Ad-
dress. It is an annual ritual in which 
that address is read by Members. It is 
interesting, in the introduction, that 
one of the things Washington warned 
about is interference by foreign powers 
in the Nation’s domestic affairs; 
George Washington, President, one of 
the Founders of our country, wrote 
back then about the interference of for-
eign powers in our domestic affairs. 

This isn’t about the Kremlin helping 
Donald Trump, although we know that 
was their preference the last time. But 
it has become increasingly clear that 
at least at this point, chaos is the true 
goal. We haven’t seen anything that 
may have changed what their pref-
erence was 4 years ago. Nothing that 
the President has done should be a rea-
son for them not to want to see him be 
reelected again. But regardless of 
whether that is or is not the case, 
chaos is part of their goal. Rendering 
our democracy incapable of standing 
up to bullies abroad is their goal. 

What is this administration’s re-
sponse? Is it paralysis? No, it is any-
thing but. This administration now ap-
pears to be engaged in a proactive 
strategy to deny this body access to in-
formation on this interference. With 
the appointment of Ric Grenell to 
serve as Acting Director of National 
Intelligence, the administration is 
sending a clear message to the Amer-
ican people, to the Congress, and to 
governments around the world that our 
intelligence services are now political 
commodities to be manipulated and 
used to gain electoral advantage. Amid 
all of the oversight challenges we face 
with this administration, we will likely 
look back on this decision as perhaps 
one of the most consequential and 
most damaging to our democratic in-
stitutions, and that is saying a lot 
about this White House. 

These reports of Russian interference 
do not come as a surprise. They should 
not find us flatfooted. Several of us 
have introduced sanctions legislation 
that would deter such Russian behavior 
from happening. The DASKA bill that I 
introduced with Senator GRAHAM had 
broad bipartisan support and passed 
out of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee with a strong bipartisan 
vote and is waiting on the Senate floor 
for action. 

What are we waiting for? The elec-
tion is 8 months away. What are we 
waiting for? We are waiting for respon-
sible Senators to defend our democ-
racy, waiting for a vote. Yet it sits 
here, and it is an outrage. 

Inaction at this very precarious stage 
in our democratic story violates the 
very oath that Members swore to up-
hold upon their election. Inaction by 
this body at this time is truly unimagi-
nable. Yet here we are with this lack of 
will to stand up for our national secu-
rity, this lack of will to defend our 
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democratic institutions, this lack of 
will to fulfill the oath to our country. 
History will not judge well the Senate 
in this hour. 

Only Americans should decide Amer-
ican elections—no one else, no foreign 
power, no foreign player, no foreign in-
dividual. Only Americans should decide 
American elections. I think that is a 
pretty simple proposition, but it is a 
powerful one. 

Our legislation and others are not 
the only tools available to the Presi-
dent. If he decided to stand up for our 
democratic institutions, existing 
CAATSA legislation includes several 
sanction mandates already on the 
books that could be used. Obama and 
Trump era Executive orders are sitting 
on the shelf, gathering dust. Both 
could be employed right this minute to 
impose crippling sanctions on Russia 
to send a clear message: Do not mess 
with our elections or there are serious 
consequences. 

But what is the message from this 
White House in response to public re-
porting that Russia is again inter-
fering? Is it following the laws that 
Congress has passed, full implementa-
tion of CAATSA, crippling sanctions on 
the Kremlin, full activation of all the 
powers involved and Executive orders? 
No, no. Instead, the President decided 
to fire the guy who delivered the news 
to Congress and replace him with a po-
litical sycophant. This would be like 
FDR dismissing the congressional dec-
laration of war after Pearl Harbor and 
firing members of his staff who re-
ported on the Japanese attack. It is 
pretty astounding. 

Never before have we had a President 
so transparently willing to bow down 
to a foreign foe, unwilling to challenge 
in the collective national interest and 
security of the United States, in the 
collective democracy of our country. 
The core of our democracy is citizen 
participation in casting a vote to de-
cide who governs them, from the Presi-
dent to the Congress, to local States 
and mayors. When that is eroded by 
the engagement of a foreign govern-
ment—a foreign government that is ne-
farious in its activities and consequen-
tial in its actions—it undermines the 
very essence of our democracy. 

I don’t care who they are helping. 
They are supposedly helping, according 
to the press reports, Senator SANDERS 
as well. That is wrong. I don’t want 
them helping anybody in our country. I 
don’t want them engaged on behalf of 
anyone in our country. 

Never before have I seen a President 
unwilling to challenge Putin and Rus-
sia. Never before have I seen a Presi-
dent so willing to sacrifice national se-
curity for his own political gain. And 
every single Member in this body who 
does not stand up and hold him to ac-
count and try to make sure that we 
pass legislation and challenge the 
President to ultimately sign it and 
enact it and to pursue the law as it is 
already on the books in terms of 
CAATSA, to pursue the Executive 

order powers that exist today—which 
would send an incredibly powerful mes-
sage if invoked—is complicit. We will 
have to bear the judgment of history. I 
expect the judgment will be rather 
harsh. 

For myself, I am going to do every-
thing possible to ensure that our elec-
tions are sacrosanct and that they do 
not have the interference of a foreign 
power. I do not want to be among those 
whom history is going to judge very 
harshly for being silent in the face of 
an invasion of information and efforts 
to undermine our elections. In any 
other context, we would consider it a 
war. I consider it no less. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-

LIVAN). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DAINES. 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. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to engage in a col-
loquy with my Senate colleagues. 

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

ABORTION 
Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, we are 

here today to discuss two pieces of leg-
islation that will be voted on tomorrow 
in the U.S. Senate. These two impor-
tant bills address the issue of life, a 
most basic human right—the Pain-Ca-
pable Unborn Child Protection Act and 
the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act. 

This first bill, the Pain-Capable Un-
born Child Protection Act, would end 
the barbaric practice of late-term abor-
tions after 5 months. It is a time, in 
fact, that the science tells us that ba-
bies feel pain. 

The second bill, the Born-Alive Abor-
tion Survivors Protection Act, will 
protect babies who are born alive after 
surviving botched abortions. 

These back-to-back votes will 
present an opportunity for every Sen-
ator and, more specifically, for nearly 
every one of the Senate Democrats to 
show the American people whether 
they believe there are any—any—limits 
to radical abortion practices. 

I am joined this evening by several of 
my esteemed Senate colleagues and 
good friends: Senator ERNST of Iowa, 
Senator SASSE of Nebraska, and Sen-
ator BRAUN of Indiana. These folks, 
like me, know how important it is that 
we protect the sanctity of life and put 
an end to the cruel practice of late- 
term abortions and the horrific act of 
infanticide. 

I founded the Senate Pro-Life Caucus 
last year because I believe the U.S. 
Senate needed to take bolder action to 
protect human life. 

In fact, at the State of the Union Ad-
dress, President Trump invited Ellie 
Schneider and her mother, from Mis-
souri, as his guests. Ellie’s mother 

stood proudly as the President shared 
their story and the miracle it was that 
Ellie was with us that night, healthy 
and thriving. 

You see, Ellie was born at 21 weeks 
and 6 days. In fact, she is one of the 
youngest premature babies to survive 
in the United States. Despite the odds 
being stacked against her, Ellie was 
given a chance at life. Thanks to the 
grace of God, she is alive and she is 
healthy today. 

Ellie’s story and the stories of so 
many others like her underscore how 
important it is that we put an end to 
this very cruel practice of late-term 
abortion. It is heartbreaking to know 
that here in America—in the United 
States of America—nearly 12,000 chil-
dren a year are lost to late-term abor-
tions. 

At 20 weeks, science tells us, these 
babies can suck their thumbs. They 
can feel pain. They can yawn. They can 
stretch. They can make faces. 

In fact, if you have a smartphone, if 
you are watching tonight, just Google 
20weekbaby—2–0–W-E-E-K-B-A-B-Y. 
Here is one of the images that will 
show up on your smartphone. That is 
what a 20-week baby looks like. 

It is unconscionable that preborn ba-
bies, after 5 months of pregnancy, can 
be killed, even though they are capable 
of feeling pain. 

In fact, during this age, preborn ba-
bies are oftentimes given anesthesia if 
there is fetal surgery involved. 

Now, here is one of the shocking sta-
tistics. The United States is only one 
of seven—seven—countries in the 
world, which include North Korea and 
China, that allow these barbaric late- 
term abortions after 20 weeks. That is 
a list we don’t want to be on, but we 
are. As Americans, we must strive for 
better. This isn’t political. This is 
about working to ensure that every 
single child has a chance at life. 

The Pain-Capable Unborn Child Pro-
tection Act is a commonsense bill and 
has overwhelming public support. Do 
you realize public attitude and opinion 
on abortion and late-term abortion 
keeps swinging in the pro-life direc-
tion? Why is that? 

Well, perhaps one reason is because 
technology has gotten so much better, 
and 3D ultrasounds give us such a clear 
picture of what is happening there in 
the womb. 

Look at this picture right here. The 
images are very clear. I believe in a 
principle that people believe what they 
discover for themselves. Technology is 
helping young people see that what we 
are talking about here is a baby. It is 
life. 

Sixty-two percent of voters oppose 
late-term abortion. This bill is some-
thing that I firmly believe every Re-
publican and every Democrat can get 
behind. Why can’t we at least come to-
gether on late-term abortion and ban-
ning it? Passing this bill would be a 
major step forward for the pro-life 
cause. 

The next bill we are voting on tomor-
row is the Born-Alive Abortion Sur-
vivors Protection Act. 
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