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Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 

now ask for its second reading, and I 
object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The bill will be read the second time 
on the next legislative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
JANUARY 20, 1999 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate complete its business today it 
stand in adjournment until the hour of 
11 a.m. on Wednesday, January 20. I 
further ask that immediately following 
the prayer, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date, the morning hour 
be deemed to have expired, the time for 
the two leaders be reserved, and there 
then be a period of morning business 
until the hour of 1 p.m. I further ask 
consent that at 1 p.m. the Senate re-
sume consideration of the articles of 
impeachment. I now ask unanimous 
consent that the time during morning 
business be divided as follows: The first 
hour under the control of Senator 
DASCHLE or designee; the second hour 
under the control of Senator COVER-
DELL or designee. 

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

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, JANU-
ARY 21, AND FRIDAY, JANUARY 
22, 1999 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I further ask con-
sent that following the conclusion of 
the presentation on Wednesday, the 
Senate adjourn until the hour of 1 
o’clock on Thursday to resume consid-
eration of the articles of impeachment. 
I also ask consent that following the 
presentation on Thursday, the Senate 
then adjourn until the hour of 1 p.m. on 
Friday and again immediately resume 
consideration of the articles of im-
peachment. 

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

f 

RECESS UNTIL 1 P.M. TODAY 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I now ask unanimous 
consent the Senate stand in recess 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, at 11:46 
a.m., the Senate, in legislative session, 
recessed to reconvene sitting as a 
Court of Impeachment, at 1 p.m. 

f 

TRIAL OF WILLIAM JEFFERSON 
CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The Senate 
will convene as a Court of Impeach-
ment. The Sergeant at Arms will make 
the proclamation. 

The Sergeant at Arms, James W. 
Ziglar, made proclamation as follows:

Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye! All persons are 
commanded to keep silent, on pain of impris-
onment, while the Senate of the United 
States is sitting for the trial of the Articles 
of Impeachment exhibited by the House of 
Representatives against William Jefferson 
Clinton, President of the United States.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The majority 
leader is recognized. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, it is my 
understanding that the White House 
presentation today will last approxi-
mately 21⁄2 hours—maybe a little more, 
maybe a little less. I therefore suggest 
that a short recess be taken in approxi-
mately an hour, around 2 o’clock, to 
allow the Chief Justice and all Mem-
bers to have a brief break. 

I remind all Senators to remain 
standing at their desk each time the 
Chief Justice enters or departs the 
Chamber. If there is a need for another 
break, I will keep an eye on the White 
House counsel to see if they need a 
break, and we will act accordingly. 

Of course, I remind Senators again, 
tonight please be in the Chamber at 
8:35 so we can proceed to the joint ses-
sion. 

I thank my colleagues and yield the 
floor. I believe we are ready to begin. 

THE JOURNAL 
The CHIEF JUSTICE. If there is no 

objection, the Journal of proceedings of 
the trial are approved to date. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Senate 
Resolution 16, the counsel for the 
President have 24 hours to make the 
presentation of their case. The Senate 
will now hear you. The Chair recog-
nizes Mr. Counsel Ruff to begin the 
presentation of the case for the Presi-
dent. 

Mr. Counsel RUFF. Mr. Chief Justice, 
Members of the Senate, distinguished 
managers, William Jefferson Clinton is 
not guilty of the charges that have 
been preferred against him. He did not 
commit perjury; he did not obstruct 
justice; he must not be removed from 
office. 

Now, merely to say those words 
brings into sharp relief that I and my 
colleagues are here today in this great 
Chamber defending the President of the 
United States. For only the second 
time in our Nation’s history, the Sen-
ate has convened to try the President 
of the United States on articles of im-
peachment. 

There is no one who does not feel the 
weight of this moment. Nonetheless, 
our role as lawyers is as much as it 
would be in any other forum. We will 
not be able to match the eloquence of 
the 13 managers who spoke to you last 
week. We will try, however, to respond 
to the charges leveled against the 
President as directly and candidly as 
possible, and to present his defense as 
clearly and as cogently as we are able. 
We seek on his behalf no more than we 
know you will give us—a fair oppor-

tunity to be heard, a fair assessment of 
the facts and the law, and a fair judg-
ment. We will defend the President on 
the facts and on the law and on the 
constitutional principles that must 
guide your deliberations. Some have 
suggested that we fear to do so. We do 
not. 

I begin with a recitation of some of 
the events that have brought us here 
today. Although many of them may be 
familiar, they merit some discussion 
because they form the backdrop 
against which you must assess the evi-
dence. 

I will then move to a discussion of 
the constitutional principles that, we 
submit, should guide your consider-
ation of these matters and, finally, to 
an overview of the allegations con-
tained in the articles, with a view to-
ward focusing your attention on what 
we believe to be the principal legal and 
factual flaws in the case presented by 
the managers. 

My colleagues will follow tomorrow 
and the following day with a more de-
tailed analysis of the facts underlying 
the articles. At the end of our presen-
tation, we will have demonstrated be-
yond any doubt that there is no basis 
on which the Senate can or should con-
vict the President of any of the charges 
brought against him.

Let me begin with a brief recital of 
the essential events in the Paula Jones 
litigation which underlie so much of 
what we have been discussing for the 
last week. 

On May 6, 1994, Paula Jones sued 
President Clinton in the U.S. District 
Court for the Eastern District of Ar-
kansas. She claimed that then-Gov-
ernor Clinton had made, in 1991, some 
unwelcomed overture to her in an Ar-
kansas hotel room and that she suf-
fered adverse employment con-
sequences and was subsequently de-
famed. 

After the Supreme Court decided in 
May 1997 that civil litigation against 
the President could go forward while 
he was in office, the case was remanded 
to the district court, and over the fall 
and winter of 1997, the Jones lawyers 
deposed numerous witnesses. And in-
evitably, despite the strict protective 
order entered by Judge Wright, and 
continuing exhortation to counsel not 
to discuss any aspect of the case with 
the press, information flowed from 
those depositions into the public forum 
clearly with only one purpose—to em-
barrass the President. 

The principal focus of the discovery 
being conducted by the Jones lawyers 
during this period was not on the mer-
its of their client’s case. They devoted 
most of their time and their energy to 
attempt to pry into the personal life of 
the President. Mr. Bennett, the Presi-
dent’s counsel, objected to those efforts 
on the grounds they had no relevance 
to Ms. Jones’ claims and intended to do 
nothing other than to advance the 
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