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from the great State of Indiana. I will
yield to the junior Senator.

Mr. BRAUN. Mr. President, a little
over a month ago—or a year ago—I was
here with Senator SASSE and asked for
a unanimous consent vote. I was here,
mostly curious to see who might object
to a bill that wants born alive—where
you do everything you can to keep that
child alive. I was appalled then, and
here again, we are talking about the
same thing, but I think we have got
room for optimism.

We have got two bills that have got-
ten, I think, more support at this stage
of the game than in a long time. First
on the Pain Capable bill, last month,
two researchers, with broadly different
views on abortion, published research
in the Journal of Medical Ethics, stat-
ing conclusively that ‘‘the neuro-
science cannot definitely rule out fetal
pain before 24 weeks.”

As we continue to learn more about
the science of when unborn children
can feel pain in the womb, the moral
imperative to provide a cutoff point for
abortions grows stronger and stronger.
I hope that my colleagues, especially
on the other side of the aisle, will not
deny science by allowing abortions to
be performed on unborn children capa-
ble of feeling pain.

The Born Alive bill—again, we are
closer than ever. On a procedural vote,
we have b3 votes, bipartisan, almost
there, with 3 Republicans not able to
vote. So, theoretically, 56 votes pos-
sibly. I stepped up here a year ago, and
I do it again because I also sense,
across the country, things are starting
to change.

Millennials are now leaning towards
what the solemnity and sanctity of life
is about, and I think, if we just take
guidance from that younger genera-
tion, it ought to be able to move four
Senators to get in line and do what
seems to be so clear from a moral point
of view.

Some will say that a bill to ensure
medical care for babies born after
failed abortions is unnecessary because
it doesn’t happen that often. That is
not a good reason. It doesn’t matter
how common it is. It matters if it is
right or wrong. Even if my colleagues
do not agree with me that every baby
conceived has the right to be born, we
should at least agree that every baby
that is born has a right to live. If you
go back a few years ago, 2015, there
were 38 votes for the same bill. In 2017,
there were 36. A little over a year ago,
there were 53, or 56, however you want
to look at it.

I plead to citizens across this coun-
try, just as I did a little over a year
ago, to get ahold of your Senators. In
States where the sanctity of life—the
solemnity of life—is important, get
ahold of your Senators and tell them
that we need their votes.

I yield the floor.

Ms. ERNST. Thank you very much to
the junior Senator from Indiana. We
really appreciate his efforts on these
bills as well.
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Again, I think all of us would agree
that these are commonsense pieces of
legislation, and we would love to see
some movement coming from our
friends on the left.

We have had a wonderful colloquy
this evening.

Of course, again, thanks to the Sen-
ator from Montana, Mr. DAINES, for
leading this colloquy and for sharing
his time with us this evening as we
have talked about some of these meas-
ures.

To the junior Senator from the great
State of Nebraska, as well, Mr. SASSE,
thank you so much for authoring the
Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Act.

And thanks to Senator LINDSEY GRA-
HAM, of course, for authoring his pain-
capable bill.

Again, we have talked this evening
about those two bills that really hit
close to home. I did happen to sit
through the Judiciary Committee hear-
ing that was led by Senator SASSE a
couple of weeks ago, where we did talk
about the Born-Alive Abortion Sur-
vivors Act. It was true that so many of
our friends across the aisle were de-
flecting on the legislation. They were
talking about a woman’s right to
choose. They were talking about being
pro-choice and supporting abortion.
The bottom line is, this is not a bill
that has anything to do with those top-
ics. This is about saving babies who are
born alive after a botched abortion at-
tempt. So I think we have to make
that very clear as we move through to-
morrow’s proceedings.

Again, thank you for the colloquy
this evening. It has been very helpful
in expressing our views about the
rights of these babies to live and to
make a difference in our world.

With that, we will close out the col-
loquy, again thanking those who are
supporting the bills, as well as those
who joined us here on the floor this
evening.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the provisions of rule XXII, at
11:30 a.m. on Tuesday, February 25, the
Senate vote on the following: one, con-
firmation of Executive Calendar No.
384; two, cloture on Executive Calendar
No. 491; three, cloture on Executive
Calendar No. 569; further, that if clo-
ture is invoked on the nominations and
following the third vote in the series,
the Senate stand in recess until 2:15
p.m. to accommodate the weekly party
luncheons; that following the lunch re-
cess, the Senate resume legislative ses-
sion and consideration of the motion to
proceed to S. 3275 and the time from
2:15 p.m. until 3:30 p.m. be equally di-
vided between the two leaders or their
designees.

I further ask unanimous consent that
at 3:30 p.m., cloture on the motions to
proceed to S. 3275 and S. 311 ripen and
that following the votes on those mo-
tions to invoke cloture, the Senate
vote on the following: one, confirma-
tion of Executive Calendar No. 491;
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two, confirmation of Executive Cal-
endar No. 569; and, three, cloture on
Executive Calendar No. 416.

I further ask unanimous consent that
if cloture is invoked on the Greaves
nomination, the vote on confirmation
occur at 1:45 p.m. on Thursday, Feb-
ruary 27; further, that if any nomina-
tion is confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
DAINES). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod 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.

————

LITHUANIAN AND ESTONIAN
INDEPENDENCE DAYS

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President,
today is Estonia’s 102nd Independence
Day.

Lithuania celebrated 102 years of
continuous statehood on the 16th, and
Latvia will in November.

This is significant not just because
the Baltic States are close American
allies with shared values; it is worth
noting because Russia has been waging
war on historical truth.

Vladimir Putin recently made the ab-
surd claim that Poland was to blame
for World War II.

In 1992, Boris Yeltsin made public the
secret annex to the Molotov-Ribben-
trop Pact, making it clear that the
Nazis and Soviets colluded to carve up
Poland and the Baltics.

That also puts to lie the myth that
the Baltics ‘‘joined” the Soviet Union.
The United States recognized them as
occupied sovereign states.

We ought to continue to defend their
sovereignty as well as historical truth.

——
WAR POWERS RESOLUTION

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
rise to elaborate on my statement of
February 13 in support of S. J. Res. 68.
This resolution puts the Senate on
record with regard to war powers and
Iran in the wake of the U.S. strike
against Islamic Revolutionary Guard
Corps Commander Qasem Soleimani on
January 2, 2020.

The resolution, which directs the
President to terminate the use of U.S.
Armed Forces for hostilities against
Iran, passed the Senate with a strong
bipartisan majority. This bipartisan
consensus is a testament to Senator
KAINE’s leadership, and I commend him
for that.
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