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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. 

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, 

VerDate jul 14 2003 09:57 Sep 29, 2004 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR99\S20AP9.000 S20AP9


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T12:50:19-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




