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As a nation today, we have not rejected 

the sanctity of human life. The American 
people have not had an opportunity to ex-
press their view on the sanctity of human 
life in the unborn. I am convinced that 
Americans do not want to play God with the 
value of human life. It is not for us to decide 
who is worthy to live and who is not. Even 
the Supreme Court’s opinion in Roe v. Wade 
did not explicitly reject the traditional 
American idea of intrinsic worth and value 
in all human life; it simply dodged this issue. 

The Congress has before it several meas-
ures that would enable our people to reaffirm 
the sanctity of human life, even the smallest 
and the youngest and the most defenseless. 
The Human Life Bill expressly recognizes the 
unborn as human beings and accordingly 
protects them as persons under our Constitu-
tion. This bill, first introduced by Senator 
Jesse Helms, provided the vehicle for the 
Senate hearings in 1981 which contributed so 
much to our understanding of the real issue 
of abortion. 

The Respect Human Life Act, just intro-
duced in the 98th Congress, states in its first 
section that the policy of the United States 
is ‘‘to protect innocent life, both before and 
after birth.’’ This bill, sponsored by Con-
gressman Henry Hyde and Senator Roger 
Jepsen, prohibits the federal government 
from performing abortions or assisting those 
who do so, except to save the life of the 
mother. It also addresses the pressing issue 
of infanticide which, as we have seen, flows 
inevitably from permissive abortion as an-
other step in the denial of the inviolability 
of innocent human life. 

I have endorsed each of these measures, as 
well as the more difficult route of constitu-
tional amendment, and I will give these ini-
tiatives my full support. Each of them, in 
different ways, attempts to reverse the trag-
ic policy of abortion-on-demand imposed by 
the Supreme Court ten years ago. Each of 
them is a decisive way to affirm the sanctity 
of human life. 

We must all educate ourselves to the re-
ality of the horrors taking place. Doctors 
today know that unborn children can feel a 
touch within the womb and that they re-
spond to pain. But how many Americans are 
aware that abortion techniques are allowed 
today, in all 50 states, that burn the skin of 
a baby with a salt solution, in an agonizing 
death that can last for hours? 

Another example: two years ago, the Phila-
delphia Inquirer ran a Sunday special supple-
ment on ‘‘The Dreaded Complication.’’ The 
‘‘dreaded complication’’ referred to in the ar-
ticle—the complication feared by doctors 
who perform abortions—is the survival of the 
child despite all the painful attacks during 
the abortion procedure. Some unborn chil-
dren do survive the late-term abortions the 
Supreme Court has made legal. Is there any 
question that these victims of abortion de-
serve our attention and protection? Is there 
any question that those who don’t survive 
were living human beings before they were 
killed? 

Late-term abortions, especially when the 
baby survives, but is then killed by starva-
tion, neglect, or suffocation, show once again 
the link between abortion and infanticide. 
The time to stop both is now. As my Admin-
istration acts to stop infanticide, we will be 
fully aware of the real issue that underlies 
the death of babies before and soon after 
birth. 

Our society has, fortunately, become sen-
sitive to the rights and special needs of the 
handicapped, but I am shocked that physical 
or mental handicaps of newborns are still 

used to justify their extinction. This Admin-
istration has a Surgeon General, Dr. C. Ever-
ett Koop, who has done perhaps more than 
any other American for handicapped chil-
dren, by pioneering surgical techniques to 
help them, by speaking out on the value of 
their lives, and by working with them in the 
context of loving families. You will not find 
his former patients advocating the so-called 
‘‘quality-of-life’’ ethic. 

I know that when the true issue of infan-
ticide is placed before the American people, 
with all the facts openly aired, we will have 
no trouble deciding that a mentally or phys-
ically handicapped baby has the same intrin-
sic worth and right to life as the rest of us. 
As the New Jersey Supreme Court said two 
decades ago, in a decision upholding the 
sanctity of human life, ‘‘a child need not be 
perfect to have a worthwhile life.’’ 

Whether we are talking about pain suffered 
by unborn children, or about late-term abor-
tions, or about infanticide, we inevitably 
focus on the humanity of the unborn child. 
Each of these issues is a potential rallying 
point for the sanctity of life ethic. Once we 
as a nation rally around any one of these 
issues to affirm the sanctity of life, we will 
see the importance of affirming this prin-
ciple across the board. 

Malcolm Muggeridge, the English writer, 
goes right to the heart of the matter: ‘‘Ei-
ther life is always and in all circumstances 
sacred, or intrinsically of no account; it is 
inconceivable that it should be in some cases 
the one, and in some the other.’’ The sanc-
tity of innocent human life is a principle 
that Congress should proclaim at every op-
portunity. 

It is possible that the Supreme Court itself 
may overturn its abortion rulings. We need 
only recall that in Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation the court reversed its own earlier 
‘‘separate-but-equal’’ decision. I believe if 
the Supreme Court took another look at Roe 
v. Wade, and considered the real issue be-
tween the sanctity of life ethic and the qual-
ity of life ethic, it would change its mind 
once again. 

As we continue to work to overturn Roe v. 
Wade, we must also continue to lay the 
groundwork for a society in which abortion 
is not the accepted answer to unwanted preg-
nancy. Pro-life people have already taken 
heroic steps, often at great personal sac-
rifice, to provide for unwed mothers. I re-
cently spoke about a young pregnant woman 
named Victoria, who said, ‘‘In this society 
we save whales, we save timber wolves and 
bald eagles and Coke bottles. Yet, everyone 
wanted me to throw away my baby.’’ She has 
been helped by Save-a-Life, a group in Dal-
las, which provides a way for unwed mothers 
to preserve the human life within them when 
they might otherwise be tempted to resort to 
abortion. I think also of House of His Cre-
ation in Catesville, Pennsylvania, where a 
loving couple has taken in almost 200 young 
women in the past ten years. They have 
seen, as a fact of life, that the girls are not 
better off having abortions than saving their 
babies. I am also reminded of the remarkable 
Rossow family of Ellington, Connecticut, 
who have opened their hearts and their home 
to nine handicapped adopted and foster chil-
dren. 

The Adolescent Family Life Program, 
adopted by Congress at the request of Sen-
ator Jeremiah Denton, has opened new op-
portunities for unwed mothers to give their 
children life. We should not rest until our en-
tire society echoes the tone of John Powell 
in the dedication of his book, Abortion: The 
Silent Holocaust, a dedication to every 

woman carrying an unwanted child: ‘‘Please 
believe that you are not alone. There are 
many of us that truly love you, who want to 
stand at your side, and help in any way we 
can.’’ And we can echo the always-practical 
woman of faith, Mother Teresa, when she 
says, ‘‘If you don’t want the little child, that 
unborn child, give him to me.’’ We have so 
many families in America seeking to adopt 
children that the slogan ‘‘every child a want-
ed child’’ is now the emptiest of all reasons 
to tolerate abortion. 

I have often said we need to join in prayer 
to bring protection to the unborn. Prayer 
and action are needed to uphold the sanctity 
of human life. I believe it will not be possible 
to accomplish our work, the work of saving 
lives, ‘‘without being a soul of prayer.’’ The 
famous British Member of Parliament, Wil-
liam Wilberforce, prayed with his small 
group of influential friends, the ‘‘Clapham 
Sect,’’ for decades to see an end to slavery in 
the British empire. Wilberforce led that 
struggle in Parliament, unflaggingly, be-
cause he believed in the sanctity of human 
life. He saw the fulfillment of his impossible 
dream when Parliament outlawed slavery 
just before his death. 

Let his faith and perseverance be our 
guide. We will never recognize the true value 
of our own lives until we affirm the value in 
the life of others, a value of which Malcolm 
Muggeridge says: . . . however low it flickers 
or fiercely burns, it is still a Divine flame 
which no man dare presume to put out, be 
his motives ever so humane and enlight-
ened.’’ 

Abraham Lincoln recognized that we could 
not survive as a free land when some men 
could decide that others were not fit to be 
free and should therefore be slaves. Likewise, 
we cannot survive as a free nation when 
some men decide that others are not fit to 
live and should be abandoned to abortion or 
infanticide. My Administration is dedicated 
to the preservation of America as a free land, 
and there is no cause more important for 
preserving that freedom than affirming the 
transcendent right to life of all human 
beings, the right without which no other 
rights have any meaning. 

f 

IMPROVEMENTS IN MINE SAFETY 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I come 

before this Chamber to speak about 
good news. The Mine Safety and Health 
Administration confirmed that 2009 
was the safest year in the history of 
American mining. 

As many of us have learned in the 
course of our lives, sometimes good can 
come from tragedy. Indeed, this is true 
of American mining after the 2006 dis-
asters at the Sago, Aracoma, and 
Darby mines. Overall that year, 73 min-
ers perished in American mines. Last 
year, that number decreased by more 
than half as a result of efforts made 
throughout the industry. Thirty-four 
American miners perished, a new 
record low. 

Also in 2009, nearly 85 percent of all 
U.S. mines recorded no lost-time inju-
ries. According to the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, the 2009 incident rate of 
nonfatal occupational injuries for min-
ing was 3.5. For comparison, the inci-
dent rate for all of private industry 
was 3.9 and manufacturing and con-
struction were 5.0 and 4.7, respectively. 
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Four years ago, after a decade of 

steady improvement in mine safety, 
the Nation was riveted to the unfolding 
mine tragedies in Appalachia that 
claimed the lives of more than a dozen 
miners. And as some of you in this 
Chamber will recall, those accidents 
prompted us and the mining industry 
to revisit mine safety. 

Several of us, including Senators 
BYRD, ENZI, Kennedy, MURRAY, and 
ROCKEFELLER, spent long hours and 
conducted extensive hearings on how 
we could make our mines safer. 

We delved into the safety challenges 
and how the industry and the Federal 
and State regulators were meeting 
them. We consulted professional safety 
experts inside and outside the mining 
community—including academicians 
and technology experts. 

The result was the MINER Act that 
Congress passed in the summer of 2006. 

At the same time Congress was re-
sponding to these tragedies, so was the 
entire mining industry—employers and 
employees alike. Complacency about 
safety was no longer acceptable for 21st 
century mining. Employees and em-
ployers set out to put the industry on 
course to drive serious mine accidents 
down to zero. 

Among their first actions was to go 
outside the mining community for 
other perspectives on how best to meet 
the mine safety challenge. The result 
was the Mine Safety Technology and 
Training Commission—a panel of inde-
pendent experts from public, private 
and academia established by the Na-
tional Mining Association, the indus-
try’s trade group. 

Among the recommendations of the 
Commission, perhaps none was more 
far-reaching than the recommendation 
to better manage risks. The Commis-
sion advised the industry to focus par-
ticular attention on areas of the mine 
where incidents were more likely to 
occur, then manage those risks aggres-
sively with programs specifically de-
signed to raise awareness of them. The 
idea was not just to respond to acci-
dents better, but to prevent accidents 
from happening in the first place. 

U.S. mining is acting on these rec-
ommendations, and has taken steps far 
and wide with more sophisticated tech-
nology and enhanced training to fur-
ther improve mine safety. A third com-
ponent of this effort is raising safety 
awareness among everyone who works 
at our mines, and one example is a se-
ries of initiatives launched by the in-
dustry to reduce accidents by drawing 
attention to the risks in three high- 
incident areas: proximity to mobile un-
derground equipment, slips and falls, 
and driving safety. At the same time, 
U.S. mining has been investing almost 
a billion dollars in communications 
technologies; increased oxygen supplies 
underground, enhanced rescue capabili-
ties and other safety measures under 
the MINER Act and to meet the rec-

ommendations of the independent safe-
ty commission. 

Every time we discuss mine safety, I 
cannot help but remember George 
‘‘Junior’’ Hamner. Junior Hamner died 
in the January 2, 2006 disaster at the 
Sago Mine in Tallmansville, WV. His 
loving daughter gave me a picture of 
him and asked that in my capacity as 
chairman of the Employment and 
Workplace Safety Subcommittee, I 
would work to see that future genera-
tions of miners would not suffer as her 
father did. I promised her I would. 

It is in light of that promise that I 
will continue working with the indus-
try, the Obama administration, and my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
ensure that American mining is un-
questionably the safest mining indus-
try in the world. 

We know the 34 lives lost last year in 
American mines were 34 too many and 
remain committed to seeing zero fa-
talities and injuries in U.S. mining. 
That is a goal worth striving for, and it 
is a goal that increasingly appears to 
be in reach. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SPECIALIST BRIAN R. BOWMAN 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, it is 
with a heavy heart that I rise today to 
honor the life and heroic service of 
Army Specialist Brian R. Bowman. 
Specialist Bowman, a member of the 
1st Battalion, 12th Infantry Regiment, 
4th Infantry Division at Fort Carson, 
CO, died on January 3, 2010. Specialist 
Bowman was serving in support of Op-
eration Enduring Freedom in Ashoque, 
Afghanistan, and sustained injuries 
when insurgents attacked his patrol 
using improvised explosive devices and 
small weapons. He was 24 years old. 

A native of Crawfordsville, IN, Spe-
cialist Bowman moved to Fort Carson 
in 2007 when he was assigned to the 2nd 
Infantry Regiment. Specialist Bowman 
joined the Army in August 2006. He was 
deployed to Afghanistan in May 2009, 
where he worked as a health care spe-
cialist, or combat medic. 

During over 3 years of service, Spe-
cialist Bowman distinguished himself 
through his courage, dedication to 
duty, and willingness to take on any 
challenge—no matter how dangerous. 
Commanders recognized his extraor-
dinary bravery and talent, bestowing 
on Specialist Bowman numerous 
awards and medals, including the Army 
Good Conduct Medal, the National De-
fense Service Medal, and the Afghani-
stan Campaign Medal with Bronze 
Service Star. 

As a combat medic, Specialist Bow-
man worked on the front lines of bat-
tle, providing emergency first aid and 
care to his fellow servicemembers. He 
is remembered by those who knew him 
as a consummate professional and 
friend who they could turn to in times 
of need. Most of all, they remember his 
devotion to his wife and his country. 

Mark Twain once said, ‘‘The fear of 
death follows from the fear of life. A 
man who lives fully is prepared to die 
at any time.’’ Specialist Bowman’s 
service was in keeping with this senti-
ment—by selflessly putting country 
first, he lived life to the fullest. He 
lived without fear. 

At substantial personal risk, he 
braved the chaos of combat zones 
throughout Afghanistan. And though 
his fate on the battlefield was uncer-
tain, he pushed forward, protecting 
America’s citizens, her safety, and the 
freedoms we hold dear. For his service 
and the lives he touched, Specialist 
Bowman will forever be remembered as 
one of our country’s bravest. 

To Specialist Bowman’s mother 
Paula, his father Robert, his wife 
Casie, and all his friends and family I 
cannot imagine the sorrow you must be 
feeling. I hope that, in time, the pain of 
your loss will be eased by your pride in 
Brian’s service and by your knowledge 
that his country will never forget him. 
We are humbled by his service and his 
sacrifice. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING SMITH BAGLEY 
∑ Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in honoring 
Smith Bagley, a beloved philanthropist 
and entrepreneur with an unwavering 
dedication to improving the lives of 
others. Mr. Bagley passed away on Jan-
uary 2 due to complications from a 
stroke. He was 74 years old. Smith will 
be deeply missed by all he touched, and 
he touched many. 

Smith Bagley was born in Manhattan 
on April 1, 1935, to Nancy Reynolds 
Bagley and Henry Walker Bagley. He 
graduated from Washington and Lee 
University and served as a captain in 
the U.S. Army Reserves. 

Smith was a successful businessman 
and chief executive of the cellular tele-
phone company SBI. Passionate about 
progressive causes, Smith dedicated 
much of his life to fighting for social 
justice, human rights, education, and 
environmental preservation. 

Smith served as president of the Arca 
Foundation, a grant-making trust dedi-
cated to transparency in government 
and enterprise, diplomacy, and raising 
the standard of living here and in the 
developing world. 

A champion of education, Smith 
founded the precursor to Communities 
in Schools, the Nation’s largest drop-
out prevention program. He was a 
former trustee of the John F. Kennedy 
Center Performing Arts. Smith founded 
a public policy research institute, the 
Brenn Foundation, and was a board 
member of the Sapelo Island Research 
Foundation, a center for environ-
mental research. 

Due to his tireless efforts on behalf of 
the Catholic University of America, 
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