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for injustice to remain hidden and un-
reported. Unlike Communist and fas-
cist countries—countries where the 
government can control access to in-
formation, and cover up genocide and 
war crimes for years—in our country, 
people are allowed to stand up and tell 
the truth. They can reveal inconven-
ient and unpleasant facts about moral 
evils that are taking place in our soci-
ety. 

To speak the truth—to distinguish 
right from wrong, you don’t have to be 
a President, or a Senator, or a famous 
human rights crusader like Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. You can be anybody. You 
can be a medical technician in Cin-
cinnati, OH. 

Mr. President, let me tell you a story 
about how—very recently, in my home 
State of Ohio—some disturbing truths 
were revealed that many Americans 
simply wish would go away. 

On April 6, a young woman went into 
an abortion clinic in Montgomery 
County, OH, to undergo a procedure 
known as partial-birth abortion. This 
is a procedure that usually takes place 
behind closed doors, where it can be ig-
nored, its moral status left unques-
tioned. 

But this particular procedure was dif-
ferent. In this procedure, on April 6, 
things did not go as planned. Here’s 
what happened. 

The Dayton, OH, abortionist, Dr. 
Martin Haskell, started a procedure to 
dilate her cervix, so the child could 
eventually be removed and killed. He 
applied seaweed to start the procedure. 
He then sent her home—because this 
procedure usually takes 2 or 3 days. In 
fact, the patient is supposed to return 
on the second day for a further applica-
tion of seaweed—and then come back a 
third time for the actual partial-birth 
abortion—a 3-day procedure. 

So the woman went home to Cin-
cinnati, expecting to return to Dayton 
and complete the procedure in 2 or 3 
days. But her cervix dilated far too 
quickly. Shortly after midnight on the 
first day, after experiencing severe 
stomach pains, she was admitted to Be-
thesda North Hospital in Cincinnati. 

The child was born. After 3 hours and 
8 minutes, this little girl died. 

The cause of death was listed on the 
death certificate as ‘‘prematurity sec-
ondary to induced abortion.’’ 

True enough, Mr. President. But also 
on the death certificate is a space for 
‘‘Method of death.’’ And it says, in the 
case of this child, ‘‘Method of death: 
natural.’’ 

I do not mean to quarrel, talk about 
whether this is true in the technical 
sense. But if you look at the events 
that led up to her death, you’ll see that 
there was really nothing natural about 
them at all. 

The medical technician who held 
that little girl for the 3 hours and 8 
minutes of her short life named her 
Baby Hope. Baby Hope did not die of 
natural causes. She was the victim of a 
barbaric procedure that is opposed by 
the vast majority of the American peo-

ple. A procedure that has twice been 
banned by act of Congress—only to see 
the ban repeatedly overturned by a 
Presidential veto. 

The death of Baby Hope did not take 
place behind the closed doors of an 
abortion clinic. It took place in pub-
lic—in a hospital dedicated to saving 
lives, not taking them. Her death re-
minds us of the brutal reality and trag-
edy of what partial-birth abortion real-
ly is. 

When we voted to ban partial-birth 
abortions, we talked about this proce-
dure in graphic detail. The public reac-
tion to this disclosure—the disclosure 
of what partial-birth abortion really 
is—was loud and it was decisive. And 
there is a very good reason for this. 
The procedure is barbaric. 

One of the first questions people ask 
is ‘‘why?’’ 

‘‘Why do they do this procedure? Is it 
really necessary? Why do we allow this 
to happen?’’ 

Dr. C. Everett Koop speaks for the 
consensus of the medical profession 
when he says this is never a medically 
necessary procedure. Even Martin Has-
kell—the abortionist in the Baby Hope 
case—has admitted that at least 80 per-
cent of the partial-birth abortions he 
performs are elective. 

The facts are clear. Partial-birth 
abortion is not that rare a procedure. 
What is rare is that we—as a society— 
saw it happen. It happened by surprise 
at a regular hospital where it wasn’t 
supposed to happen. 

Baby Hope was not supposed to die in 
the arms of a medical technician. But 
she did. And this little baby cannot be 
easily ignored. We cannot turn our 
back on this reality. 

This procedure is not limited to 
mothers and fetuses who are in danger. 
It is performed on healthy women—and 
healthy babies—all the time. 

The goal of a partial-birth abortion is 
not to protect somebody’s health but 
to kill a child. That is what the abor-
tionist wants to do. 

Dr. Haskell himself has said as much. 
In an interview with the American 
Medical News, he said: 

You could dilate further and deliver the 
baby alive but that’s really not the point. 

The point is, you are attempting to do an 
abortion, and that is the goal of your work, 
is to complete an abortion, not to see how do 
I manipulate the situation so I get a live 
birth instead. 

Now Dr. Haskell has admitted what 
the reality is. Why don’t we? 

Again, let’s hear Dr. Haskell in his 
own words, a man who performed this 
abortion on Baby Hope. This is what 
Dr. Haskell says about this ‘‘proce-
dure.’’ 

These are Dr. Haskell’s words: 
I just kept on doing the D&E’s [dilation 

and extraction] because that is what I was 
comfortable with, up until 24 weeks. But 
they were very tough. Sometimes it was a 45- 
minute operation. I noticed some of the later 
D&Es were very, very easy. So I asked my-
self why can’t they all happen this way. You 
see the easy ones would have a foot length 
presentation, you’d reach up and grab the 

foot of the fetus, pull the fetus down and the 
head would hang up and then you would col-
lapse the head and take it out. It was easy. 

It was easy, Mr. President. Easy for 
Dr. Haskell. He does not say it was 
easy for the mother, and he certainly 
does not say it was easy for the baby. 
I suspect he doesn’t care. His goal is to 
perform abortions. But is he the person 
we are going to trust to decide when 
abortions are necessary? Dr. Haskell 
has a production line going in Dayton, 
OH. Nothing is going to stop him from 
meeting his quota. 

Dr. Haskell continues. Again, the 
words of Dr. Haskell: 

At first, I would reach around trying to 
identify a lower extremity blindly with the 
tip of my instrument. I’d get it right about 
30–50 percent of the time. Then I said, ‘‘Well, 
gee, if I just put the ultrasound up there, I 
could see it all and I wouldn’t have to feel 
around for it.’’ I did that and sure enough, I 
found it 99 percent of the time. Kind of ser-
endipity. 

Serendipity, Mr. President. 
Let me conclude. We need to ask our-

selves, what does our toleration in this 
country of this ‘‘procedure’’ say about 
us as a nation? Where do we draw the 
line? At what point do we finally stop 
saying, ‘‘Well, I don’t really like this, 
but it doesn’t really matter to me, so I 
will put up with it’’? When do we stop 
saying that as a country, Mr. Presi-
dent? At what point do we say, ‘‘Unless 
we stop this from happening, we cannot 
justly call ourselves a civilized Na-
tion’’? 

When you come right down to it, 
America’s moral anesthetic is wearing 
off. It really is. We know what is going 
on behind the curtain, and we cannot 
wish that knowledge away. We have to 
face it, and we have to do what is right. 

This week, some of my colleagues 
and I will be reintroducing the Partial- 
Birth Abortion Ban Act. Twice in the 
last 3 years, Congress has passed this 
legislation with strong bipartisan sup-
port, only to see it fall victim to a 
Presidential veto. Once again, I am 
confident Congress will do the right 
thing and pass this very important leg-
islation. But that is not enough. Pass-
ing this legislation in Congress is not 
enough. For lives to be saved, the bill 
must actually become law. 

Mr. President, if something happens 
behind the iron curtain of an abortion 
clinic, it is easier to pretend it simply 
did not happen. But the death of Baby 
Hope in Cincinnati, OH, in the last few 
days has torn that curtain, revealing 
the truth of this barbaric procedure. 

Let people not ask about us 50 years 
from now: How could they not have 
known? or ask: Why didn’t they do 
anything? because, Mr. President, the 
fact is, we do know and we must take 
action. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON FEDERAL CLIMATE 
CHANGE EXPENDITURES—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
PM 19 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

To the Congress of the United States: 
In accordance with section 573 of the 

Foreign Operations, Export Financing, 
and Related Programs Appropriations 
Act, 1999, as contained in the Omnibus 
Consolidated and Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 1999 (Pub-
lic Law 105–277), I transmit herewith an 
account of all Federal agency climate 
change programs and activities. This 
report includes both domestic and 
international programs and activities 
related to climate change and contains 
data on both spending and performance 
goals. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, April 20, 1999. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated: 

EC–2622. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior for Fish 
and Wildlife and Parks, transmitting, a draft 
of proposed legislation to extend the author-
ization for the Historic Preservation Fund; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2623. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Interior for Fish and 
Wildlife and Parks, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the National Nat-
ural Landmarks Program for fiscal year 1998; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2624. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant General Counsel for Regulatory 
Law, Office of Procurement and Assistance 
Management, Department of Energy, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a rule entitled 
‘‘Acquisition Regulation; Performance Guar-
antees’’ (RIN1991–AB44) received on April 9, 
1999; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

EC–2625. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant General Counsel for Regulatory 
Law, Office of Procurement and Assistance 
Management, Department of Energy, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a rule entitled 
‘‘Acquisition Letter; Foreign Ownership Con-
trol or Influence’’ (RINAL99–03) received on 
April 9, 1999; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

EC–2626. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
rule entitled ‘‘Maryland Regulatory Pro-
gram’’ (RINSPATS NO. MD–045–FOR) re-
ceived on April 9, 1999; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–2627. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement, Department of the In-
terior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
rule entitled ‘‘Ohio Regulatory Program’’ 
(RINSPATS NO. OH–244–FOR) received on 
April 9, 1999; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

EC–2628. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Vet-
erans’ Affairs for Congressional Affairs, 
transmitting, a draft of proposed legislation 
to amend title 38, United States Code, to au-
thorize VA to furnish the Department of De-
fense with drug and alcohol treatment re-
sources; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

EC–2629. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Policy, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report on Russian 
tactical nuclear weapons; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2630. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Army, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to unit cost thresh-
olds; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2631. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, two reports 
relative to retirements; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2632. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief, Programs and Legislation Divi-
sion, Office of Legislative Liaison, Depart-
ment of the Air Force, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to a multi-func-
tion cost comparison at the Robins Air Force 
Base, Georgia; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2633. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Panama Canal Commis-
sion, transmitting, a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled ‘‘The Panama Canal Commis-
sion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000’’; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2634. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a notice rel-
ative to a report concerning external data 
collection and internal coordination; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2635. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on 
the Implementation of Enrollment-based 
Capitation for Funding for Military Treat-
ment Facilities; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2636. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the interim 
Tricare Evaluation report; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2637. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Administration and Management, Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the vacant position of Assistant Secretary of 
the Air Force (Acquisition); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–2638. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Administration and Management, Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the vacant position of Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (Special Operations and Low Inten-
sity Conflict); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2639. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report on proposed obligations for 

weapons destruction and non-proliferation in 
the former Soviet Union; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2640. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report on the Cooperative Threat 
Reduction Program Plan for fiscal year 1998; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2641. A communication from the Chair-
man of the National Endowment for the Arts 
and Member of the Federal Council on the 
Arts and the Humanities, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the annual report on the Arts 
and Artifacts Indemnity Program for fiscal 
year 1998; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2642. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, a report rel-
ative to a retirement; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2643. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, reports relative to contingent liabil-
ities; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2644. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to general and flag offi-
cers; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2645. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting, a draft of 
proposed legislation entitled ‘‘The Depart-
ment of Energy National Security Programs 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 2000 and 
2001’’; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2646. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel of the Department of De-
fense, transmitting, drafts of proposed legis-
lation relative to various management con-
cerns of the Department of Defense; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2647. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of Defense, 
transmitting, a draft of proposed legislation 
entitled ‘‘The Defense Production Act 
Amendments of 1999’’; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The following petitions and memo-

rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated. 

POM–35. A resolution adopted by the House 
of the Legislature of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 87 
Whereas, The Personal Responsibility and 

Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 
(Public Law 104–193, 110 Stat. 2105) elimi-
nated the state-Federal match system under 
the AFDC program, replacing it with a new 
block grant program called Temporary As-
sistance to Needy Families (TANF); and 

Whereas, The TANF program awarded 
states considerable flexibility to design and 
finance new programs; and 

Whereas, Under TANF, states receive a 
fixed amount of Federal money each fiscal 
year which has already been calculated into 
future budget considerations; and 

Whereas, The provision approved March 4, 
1999, by the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee would prevent states from spending a 
portion of their TANF grants and would 
break the welfare reform agreement bro-
kered with the Governors; and 

Whereas, The Appropriations Committee, 
acting on incomplete data, decided that 
states will not need $350 million of their wel-
fare grants in the coming years, blocking 
Pennsylvania from using over $28 million of 
its welfare dollars before October 2001; and 

Whereas, In Pennsylvania, every dollar of 
our TANF grant is being reserved for the fu-
ture needs of welfare families in this Com-
monwealth; and 
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