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procedure is detemmined by a woman's physi-
cian to be medically wastanted under the cir-
cumstances, then the Congress should re-
spect that judgment not criminalize it. We
should not substitute our political judgment for
professional medical judgment grounded in the
particular circumstances of real cases.

This bill should be defeated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 100,
the bill is considered as having been
read for amendment and the previous
question is ordered.

The question is on engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. HOYER

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. HOYER. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I am.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. HOYER moves to recornmit the bill H.R.
1122 to the Cormnmittee on the Judiciary with
instructions to report the same back to the
House forthwith with the following amend-
ments:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the "Late Term
Abortion Restriction Act’.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN ABORTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful, in or
affecting tnterstate or foreign commerce,
knowingly to perform an abortion after the
fetus has become viable.

(b) EXCEPTION.—This section does not pro-
hibit any abortion if, in the medical judp-
ment of the attending physician, the abor-
tion is necessary to preserve the life of the
woman or to avert serious adverse health
consequences to the woman.

{c) C1viL PENALTY.—A physician who vio-
lates this section shall be subject to a civil
penalty not to exceed $10,000. The civll pen-
alty provided by this subsection is the exclu-
sive remedy for a violation of this section.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to a point of order that the
motion ta recommit is not germane to
the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlernan will state his point of order.

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, the fundamental purpose of the un-
derlying bill, H.R. 1122, deals with a
very limited class of abortions, specifi-
cally partial-birth abortions. This is
one specific type of procedure as de-
fined in the bill.

The fundamental purpose of the mo-
tion to recommit amendment deals
with any abortion procedure done post-
viability. [t purports to cover a much
broader class of procedures than the
one procedure specifically prohibited in
this bill,

Therefore, since the fundamental
purpose of the motion to recommit
purports to deal with a class of proce-
dures that {s broader than the one pro-
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cedure in the underlying bill, a propo-
sition on a subject different from that
under consideration, it is not germane
to the bill and I insist on the point of
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HOYER]
wish to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. HOYER. I do, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. HOYER].

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the Chair for recognizing me on the
point of order.

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is of-
fered for the purpose, as it says, of lim-
iting all late-term abortions, of prohiib-
iting all late-term abortions, including
abortions to which the gentleman
spoke. We believe it does in fact expand
upon but is inclusive of the procedures
to which the gentleman’s bill spealks.
We believe it is an effort and an oppor-
tunity for the Congress to say that not
only the late-term partial birth to
which the bill speaks but that all pro-
cedures to effect late-term abortions
ought to be prohibited. They ought to
be prohibited as the policy of the Unit-
ed States of America.

It does provide, as does the underly-
ing bill, with certain exceptions: The
life of the mother, as is consistent with
the bill on the floor. Tt also expands
upon that to say serious adverse health
consequences as well.

We believe in that context and,
frankly, got an initial judgment as it
was offered in the Committee on the
Judiciary that this amendment was be-
lteved initially to be in order.

We believed that initial judgment
was In fact correct. We believed this
gives an opportunity for Members not
only to speak to the instant issue
ralsed by the particular 1122 bill, but
also importantly gives to Members the
opportunity to express their view that
all late-term abortions. not just one
procedure, but that procedure and all
procedures to effect post-viability
abortions be outlawed, be illegal, be
against the policy of the United States
of America, except in very limited cir-
cumstances.

Because of that, Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers will have the opportunity to ex-
press themselves as being against late-
term abortions, which is the context, T
suggest to the Speaker, in which this
debate has occurred and proceeded.

Because of that, this gives Members
the opportunity to particularly but
more broadly, as Mr. CANADY did in
fact correctly observe, -express them-
selves on limiting all procedures for
late-term abortions.

For that reason, we think it expands
upon, he is correct, expands upon and
makes more broad the prohibition on
late-term abortions. It is for that rea-
son that we think it critically impor-
tant that the Chair rule that this is in
fact in order so that Members can ap-
propriately—because we believe it to
be in order—express themselves in op-
position to late-term abortions.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCINNIS). The gentleman from Florida
has made a point of arder that the
amendment proposed—-

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Florida stated his
point of order very rapidly and I want
to be clear on this.

Is the parliamentary point of order
on the point that the bill before the
House only prohlbits one type of abor-
tion procedure, but the motion of the
gentleman from Maryland {Mr. HOYER]
would actually prohibit more types, in
fact all types of late-term abortion
procedures?

Is that the point of order that the
gentleman from Florida is trying to
make and objecting to letting the
measure of the gentleman frorn Mary-
land up on the floor?

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentlemnan yield?

Mr. EDWARDS. T yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlemen will suspend. The Chair will
recognize Members to argue the point
of order. Does the gentleman from
Florida seek that recognition?

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er. I seek the opportunity to respond Lo
the question posed by the gentleman
from Texas.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘lhe
Chair will hear argument confined to
the point of order. The gentleman may
proceed, confined to the point of order.

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er. the point of order is the fundamen-
tal purpose of the underlying bill, H.R.
1122, deals with a very limited class of
abortion, specifically partial-birth
abortions.

One specific type of procedure in the
bill is what is dealt with in H.R. 1122,
The fundamental purpose of the motion
to recommit, in contrast to that. deals
with any abortion procedure done post
viability. It, therefore, purports to
cover a much broader class of proce-
dures.

1 believe that the impact of the mo-
tion to recommit would essentially be
nil, because although it purports to af-
fect a broader class of procedures, due
to the exceptions contalned in the mo-
tion to recommit, it is esscntially
meaningless.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, 1 guess
going back to my original question to
the Speaker, the point of order is being
made on the basis that the bill belore
the House simply outlaws one type of
abortion procedure, the motion made
by the gentlernan frorn Maryland would
actually ban many other types ol late-
term-abortion procedures, and the gen-
tleman from Florida objects to that
being voted upon in the House; is that
correct. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair hopes to clarify this point in the
Chair's ruling. The Chair is now pre-
pared to rule.
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The gentleman from Florida makes a
point of order that the amendment pro-
posed in the instructions with the mo-
tion to recommit offered by the gen-
tleman from Maryland is not germane.

The pending bill prohibits a certain
class of abortion procedures.

The amendment proposed in the mo-
tion to recommit prohibits any or all
abortion procedures in certaln stages
of pregnancy. It differentiates between
the stages of pregnancy on the basis of
fetal viability. In so doing. the amend-
ment arguably addresses a subset of
the category of pregnancies addressed
by the bill. Still, by addressing any or
all abortlon procedures, the prohibition
in the amendment exceeds the scope of
the prohibition in the bill.

The bill confines its sweep to a sin-
gle, defined class of abortion proce-
dures. Thus, even though the amend-
ment differentiates between preg-
nancles on narrower bases than does
the bill, the amendment also. by ad-
dressing any or all abortion proce-
dures, broadens the prohibition in the
bill.

One of the basic lines of precedent
under clause 7 of rule 16, the germane-
ness rule, holds that a proposition ad-
dressing a specific subject may not be
amended by a proposition more general
in nature. As noted in section 798f of
the House Rules and Manual, this prin-
ciple applies even when both propo-
sitions address a common topic.

Thus, on March 23, 1960, the Chair
held that an amendment to criminalize
the obstruction of any court order was
not germane to a bill to criminalize
only the obstruction of court orders re-
lating to the desegregation of public
schools.

On the reasoning reflected in this
line of precedent, the Chair holds that
the amendment proposed in the motion
to recommit is not germane to the bill.
Accordingly, the point of order is sus-
talned and the motion to recommit s
not in order.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, it Is with
great reluctance, because I believe very
strongly that the Chair’s rulings ought
to be upheld. but in this instance, Mr.
Speaker, 1 am compelled, because of
the importance of the issue and the
closed rule that prevented any amend-
ments, and because 1 believe, Mr.
Speaker, in your ruling you correctly
indicated that the Hoyer and Creen-
wood bill broadens the scope of this bill
and broadens the application to proce-
dures beyond what the bill refers to,
and for that reason held it not to be
germane, I am compelled to appeal the
ruling of the Chair.

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er. 1 move to lay the appeal on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. First of
all, the question is, Shall the decision
of the Chair stand as the judgment of
the House?

Now, the Chair will recognize the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CANADY].

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. CANADY OF
FLORIDA

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to lay the appeal on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
CANADY] to lay on the table the appeal
of the ruling of the Chair.

The question was taken: and the
Chair announced that the ayes ap-

peared to have it.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 265, nays

165, not voting 2, as follows:

&

{Roll No. 63)

YEAS—265
Aderholt Ewing Lipinski
Archer Fawell Livingston
Armey Foley LoBiondo
Bachus Forbes Lucas
Baeslor Fowler Manton
Baker Fox Manzullo
Ballenger Franks (NJ) Mascara
Rarcla Frellnghuysen McCollum
Barr Gallegly McCrery
Barrect {NE) Ganske McDade
Bartlett Gekas McHugh
Barton Gibbans McInnis
Bass Clichrest Mclntosh
Bateman Glllmor Mclntyre
Bereuter Gllman McKeon
Bllbray Coode McNulcy
Bllicukls Goodlatte Metcall
Billey Goaodling Mica
Blunt Gordon Miller (FL)
Boehner Goss Moakley
Bonlila Graham Molinarl
Bono Granger Mallohan
Borski Gutknecht Moran (KS)
Brady Hall (OH) Murtha
Bryant Hall (TX) Myrick
Bunning Hamilton Neal
Burr Hansen Nethercute
Burton Hastert Neumann
Buyer Hastings (WA) Ney
Callahan Hoyworth Northup
Calvert Hefley Norwood
Camp Herger Nussle
Coampbell Hill Oberstar
Canady Htlleary Obey
Cannon Hobson Ortiz
Castle Hoekstra Packard
Chabot Holden Pappas
Chambliss Horn Parker
Chenoweth Hostetcler Paul
Christensen Houghton Paxon
Clement Hulshof Pease
Coble Hunter Peterson (MN}
Cobumn Hutchinson Peterson (PA)
Collins Hyde Potrl
Combest Inglis Pickering
Cook 1stook Pitts
Cooksey Jenkins Pombo
Costello John Porcer
Cox Johnson, Sam Portman
Cramer Jones Poshard
Crane KanJorski Pryce (OH)
Crapo Kasich Quinn
Cubln Kelly Radanovich
Cunningham Kldee Rahall
Danner * Klm Ramstad
Davis (VA) King (NY) Regula
Deal Klngston Ripgs
DeLay Kllnk Riley
Deutsch Klug Roemer
Diaz-Balart Knallenberg Rogan
Dickey Kolbe Rogers
Doolittle Kucinich Rohrabacher
Doyle LaFalce Ros-Lehtinen
Dreler LaHood Roukema
Duncan Largent Royce
Dunn Latham Ryun
Ehlers LaTourette Salmon
Ehrlich Lazlo Sanford
Emerson Leach Saxton
English Lewls (CA) Scarborough
Ensign Lewls (KY) Schaefer. Dan
Everett Linder Scheffer, Bob
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Schlff
Scnsenbrenner
Sesslons
Shadegg
Shaw
Shimkus
Shuster
Slsisky
Skeen
Skelcon
Smith (ML)
Smich (NJ}
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Solomon

Abercromble
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baldacct
Barretc (WI)
Becerra
Bentsen
Berman
Berry
Bishop
Blogojevich
Blumenauer
Baehlert
Bonlor
Boswell
Baucher
Boyd
Brown (CA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Cardln
Carsan
Clay
Clayton
Clyburn
Condit
Canyers
Coyne
Cummings
Davis (FL}
Davlis {fL)
DeFozlo
DeGette
Delahunt
DeL auro
Dellums
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Duggett
Dooley
Edwards
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans

Farr
Foctah
Fazto
Fliner
Flake
Faoglietta
Ford
Frank (MA)

Kaptur
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Souder Upton
Spence Walsh
Stearns Wamp
Stenhotm watkins
Stump Watts (OK)
Stupak Weldon (FL)
Sununu Weldon (PA)
Talent Weller
Tauzln Weygand
Taylor (MS) White
Taylor (NC) Whitheld
Thaomas Wicker
Thomnberry Woll
Thune Young {AK)
Tiahrt Young (FL)
Traflcant
Turner

NAYS—165
Frost Musella
Furse Nadler
GeJdenson Qlver
Gephardt Owens
Gonzalez Pallone
Creen Pascrell
Greonwuod Pastor
Gutlerrez Payne
Harman Pelost
Hastings (FL) Pickett
Hefner Pomeroy
Hilllard Price (NC)
Hinchey Rangel
Hingjosa Reyes
Hoeoley Rivers
Hoyer Rothman
Jackson (1L) Raybal-Allard
Jackson-Lee Rush

Trxy Sabo
JefTerson Sanchez
Johnson {CT) Sanders
Johnson (WI) Sandlin
Juhnson, E. B. Sawyer
Kennedy (MA) Schumer
Kennedy (RI) Scoct
Kennelly Sercano
Kilpatrick Shays
Kind (WI) Sherinan
Kleczka Skaggs
Lampson Slaughter
Lantos Smith, Adam
Levin Snyder
Lewis (GA) Spratt
Lofgren Stabenew
Lowey Stark
Luther Stokes
Malonay (CT) Strickland
Maloney (NY) Tanner
Markey Tauscher
Mortinez Thompson
Matsul Thurmun
McCarthy (MQ) Tierney
McCarthy (NY) Torres
McDermoct Towns
MecGovern Velazguez
McHale Vento
McKinney Visclosky
Mcehan Waters
Meek Watt (NC)
Menendez Wanmauar
Millender- Wexler

McDaonald Wise
Miller (CA) Wouolsey
Minge Wynn
Mink Yates
Maran (VA)

NOT VOTINGC—2
Oxley
0 1525
BASS. KINGSTON, and

RAMSTAD, and Mrs. KELLY changed
their vote from ‘‘nay’ to “'yca."”
So the motion to table was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

X

D 1530

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. FRANK

Mr.

OF MASSACHUSETTS
FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McINNIS). Is the gentleman opposed to
the bill?

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. T am
in its form. Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts moves to re-
commit the bill H.R. 1122 to the Committee
on the Judiciary with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendments:

Page 2. line 10, insert after the words “or
injury’ the followir:F:

. including a {ife endangering physical
condition caused by or arising from the preg-
nancy itself, or to avert serious adverse
longterm physical health consequences to
the mother”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
FRANK) is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his motion to recommit.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, after the Committee on Rules
tried to keep this from being heard. I
appreciate your helping make sure that
it is.

This is an amendment that would in
its rmost important form add one more
exception. Remember we had the bill
that does not prevent the abortions, as
the gentleman from Florida acknowl-
edged, but bans a particular procedure.

Mr. Speaker. the bill bans a specific
procedure. The sponsors said in opposi-
tion to the amendment that we just
voted on-that was ruled nongermane
when it came up before, well, we do not
like health as an exception. 1 do. I
wanted health as an exception. That
was voted down, and 1 regret it. But
now [ arn offering a narrower one that
meets some of the arguments we heard.

Health broadly defined by the Su-
preme Court when there is no other ref-
erence, and it is just health when there
is no modifier, the Supreme Court has
said that includes mental health, et
cetera, as I think it should. But in this
case where we are talking about one
procedure where we have already voted
down health, I have a further amend-
ment. This says, “"You can have an ex-
ception if it is necessary to avert seri-
ous adverse long-term physical health
consequences.”’ This, Mr. Speaker, is
what the House is about to vote on.

I ask my colleagues. ‘Are you pre-
pared to say to a doctor if you believe
in your best medical judgment that it
is necessary to avert serious physical
long-term adverse health con-
sequences, and the only way to avert
them is to use this procedure, this
amendment says to a doctor, because it
follows the language of the bill, if it is
necessary. not if it's in your subjective
opinion, but if it's necessary, and you
can show in a judicial proceeding that
it was necessary to avert serious long-
term adverse physical health con-
sequences you can perform the proce-
dure.” And the majority is going to say
no apparently.

Well, some say it is never possible. If
my colleagues really believe that, then

dood
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the amendment would do no harm. But
{s the House ready to tell every doctor
in America that never under any cir-
cumstances can he or she use a medical
judgment to say this procedure? Be-
cause again we are not talking about
whether or not there can be an abor-
tion. There can be an abortion. It may
be on mental health grounds, it may be
on physical health grounds. Then the
question is what is the procedure. And
we are asking for a vote that says if it
i{s necessary so that a woman does not
lose her fertility so that there is not
permanent damage to her organs, if she
is not in horrible pain for a prolonged
period.

Is that not likely to happen? I do not
know; along with almost everybody in
the House, I do not know. And there-
fore 1 am not prepared to legislate it. I
am prepared to say that the physicians
can decide that.

How much time do I have remaining,
Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 2 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, 1 yield to the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Mrs. KENNELLY).

Mrs. KENNELLY. Mr. Speaker, in all
my years in the House I have never
been more disturbed by a vote, but yet
what happened in the Committee on
Rules last night and on the floor here
today. my concerns have not been al-
layed. Mr. Speaker, let me talk about
those concerns.

I do not think the State should inter-
ject itself before viability and that
women should have the right to protect
their life and their health as under Roe
versus Wade. I am concerned about via-
bility of pregnancies. and I know
health has been broadly Interpretated.
but under Frank it will be
interpretated as the serious, serious
physical health of the mother.

I am concerned about this, and It is
before us, this method. It is brutal, it
is inhuman, and it should never be
used. However, may I say that is not
my decision. Under Roe versus Wade
the law of the land aids the decision of
the mother and the doctor.

Mr. Speaker, I am so concerned about
this body today. We have let political
considerations and efforts do away
with Roe versus Wade take over this
and not let us resolve this situation.

Forty States, Mr. Speaker, have re-
solved this situation. We can resolve it
by putting the serious health of the
mother into this mix.

Mr. Speaker, we can do better.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as 1
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me anticipate. Mem-
bers on the other side have said, “*Well.
when you say health, the Supreme
Court reads a broader version.” Yes, I
have that opinion right here. When it
only said health, the Supreme Court
interpreted a statute referring to
health more broadly. The Supreme
Court has never said that health al-
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ways—that physical health does not
just mean physical heaith. There is no
argument for that, and the Supreme
Court has never interpreted a statute
on physical health. That is the key
issue here.

1 also add a language point that oth-
ers have brought up making it clear
that, if life is endangered by a condi-
tion arising from the pregnancy itself.
that is also an exception. And that is
not in the bill explicitly, and it ought
to be, but this key point iIs before us
now: “Do you belleve as the chalrman
of the committee saild, and the chair-
man of the committee in his intellec-
tual integrity said if the choice is seri-
ous long-term physical health damage
to the mother or the life of the fetus,
apparently even a severely damaged
fetus that could not live long. the
woman's health must suffer.”

1 hope the House will not vote that

way.

T)‘;w SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from Florida opposed to the
motion to recommit?

Mr. CANADY of Florida. 1 am, Mr,
Speaker. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. CaNADY] for 5 minutes in
opposition to the moction to recommit.

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er. regarding the life exception lan-
guage contained in the gentleman’s
proposal, it Is already covered in H.R.
1122. The language in the amendment
simply restates what is obvious in the
language in the bill. The life exception
in H.R. 1122 states, and I will read it; it
is on page 2 beginning on line 7:

This paragraph shall not apply to a
partial-birth abortion that iIs necessary
to save the life of a mother whose liic
is endangered by physical disorder. ill-
ness, or injury.

That very staternent Is made on the
floor today that this bill does not pro-
vide an exception for the life ol the
mather. It is clearly right here in the
bill. T have asked the Members to read
it, look at it with their own eyes.

Regarding the health exception, par-
tial-birth abortion {s never necessary
for a mother’s health or future fertil-
ity. Hundreds of obstetricians, gyne-
cologists, and maternal fetal special-
ists, along with former Surgeon Gen-
eral C. Everett Koop. have come four-
ward to unequivocally state that,
quote, 'Partial-birth abortion is never
medically necessary to protect the
mother’s health or her future fertility.
On the contrary, this procedure can
pose a significant threat to both™
close quote.

Furthermare, in an American Medi-
cal News article Dr. Warren Hern, a
late-term abortionist, disputed the
safety of the partial-birth abortion pro-
cedure. 1 want to quote directly from
this article. Now, this is Dr. Hern,
M.D., one of the leading experts on
abortion procedures in this country.
This is what he said:

I have very serlous reservations
about this procedure, said Dr. Hern, the
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author of Abortion Practice, the Na-
tion's most widely used textbook on
abortion standards and procedures. He
specializes in late-term procedures. He
opposes the bill. he said. because he
thinks Congress has no business dab-
bling in the practice of medicine. But
of the procedure in question he says
this; 'You really can't defend it. I'm
not going to tell someone else that
they should not do this procedure, but
I'm not going to do it."”

Now, Dr. Hern‘'s concern centers
around claims that the procedure in
late-term pregnancy can be safest for
the pregnant woman and that without
this procedure women would have died,
and this Is what Dr. Hern says: "I
would dispute any statement that this
is the safest procedure to use,” close
quote. "Turning the fetus to a breech
position is potentially dangerous.” He
added, '‘“You have to be -concerned
about causing amniotic fluid embolism
or placental abruption if you do that.”

Pamela Smith, M.D., director of med-
ical education in the department of ob-
stetrics and gynecology at Mt. Sinail
Hospital of Chicago added two more
concerns. Cervical incompetence and
subsequent pregnancy caused by 3 days
of forceful dilation of the cervix and
uterine rupture caused by rotating the
fetus within the womb. Partial-birth
abortion is used by some abortionists
for their own convenience. It is never
necessary to partially deliver a live
child and jam scissors into the back of
his or her head to preserve the moth-
er's health. Just consider what is in-
volved in this procedure.

1 would ask my colleagues to con-
sider what is involved in this proce-
dure. A living human child is partially
delivered. With the child three-fourths
out of the mother, with only the head
remaining in the mother, the child is
stabbed in the back of the head.

1 hate describing this. but this is
what goes on.

Explain to me how stabbing the child
in the back of the head in this grue-
some procedure protects the mother’s
health. It is nonsense; it does not. It is
not necessary. What we are seeing here
is an effort by people who believe that
abortion should be permitted under
any circumstance at any time during
pregnancy for any reason, an attempt
to derail this bill, put in amendments
that will create loopholes and will
render the bi]l meaningless.

I urge my colleagues who are serious
about addressing this procedure to op-
pose this motion to recommit and sup-
port the bill,

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. COBURN].

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, we once
again deal with deception. There is no
serlous adverse long-term physical
health consequence to the mother that
can be best treated by this procedure.
Tt does not exist, it has never existed,
it will never exist. It is a falsehood. it
ts an untruth. Partial-birth abortion,
D&E on the live baby is done for the

Fdwe gD o

convenience of an abortionist. It is
never done for any other reason. It is
done for the convenience of an abor-
tionist.

This is a deceptive way to confuse
the issue. There Is no truth that this
allowance needs to be there, because it
never exists. It is a falsehood. It is
something that was set up so that we
can create a false climate.

1 will repeat. It never happens. It
never is indicated.

[ 1545

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McInNIS). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to recornmit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit,

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the noes appeared to have it.

&

RECORDED VOTE
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 149, noes 282,

not voting 2, as follows:

{Roll No. 64}

AYES—149
Ackerman Furse Minge
Andrews Gejdenson Moakley
Baldaccl Gephacde Maran (VA)
Burrett (WI) Gllchrest Morella
Becerra Gllman Neal
Bentsen Gonzalez Obey
Berman Green Olver
Blshop Greenwood Owens
Blagojevich Hastings (FL} Pallone
Blumenauer Hillard Pastor
Boehlert Hinchey Payne
Bonlor Hinojosa Pomeray
Boucher Hooley Prlce (NC)
Boyd Horn Ramstad
Brown (CA) Houghton Rangel
Brown (FL) Hoyer Reyes
Brown (OH) Jackson (L) Rivers
Campbell Jackson-Lee Rothman
Capps rx) Raybal-Allard
Cardin Jelferson Rush
Corson Jahnson (CT} Sabo
Castle Johnson (WI) Sanchez
Clay Joh E. B. Soanders
Clayton Kelly Sandlin
Clyburn Kennedy (MA) Sawyer
Conyers Kennedy (R1) Scott
Coyne Kennelly Serrano
Cummings Kllpatrick Shays
Davis (FL) Kind (WI) Sherman
Davis {IL) Kleczka Skaggs
DeFazlo Klug Smich, Adam
Delahunt Kolbe Snyder
Delauro Lampson Spratt
Dellums Lantos Scabenow
Deutsch Levin Stark
Dicks Lewls (GA) Stokes
Dlxon Luther Strickland
Doggett Maloney (CT) Thompson
Dooley Markey Thurman
Edwards Marusul Tlerney
Engel McCarthy (MO) Tarres
Eshoo McCarthy (NY) Towns
Etherldge McDermott Vento
Evans McCovern Waters
Fatrah McKinney Watt (NC)
Filner Meehan Wise
Flake Meek Woolsey
Ford Mcnendez Wynn
Frank (MA) Miilender- Yates
Frelinghuysen McDonald
Frost Miller (CA)

NOES—282
Abercrombie Archer Baesler
Aderholt Armey Baker
Allen Bachus Ballenger

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE
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Barr
Barrett (NE)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Bereuter
Berry
Bllbray
Billrakis
Bliley
Blunt
Boechner
Bonllla
Bono
Borsk!
Boswell
Brady
Bryant
Bunning
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvort
Camp
Canady
Cannon
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Chrlstensen
Clement
Caoble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crapo
Cubin
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeGette
Dclay
Dloz-Balart
Dickey
Dingetl
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreler
Ouncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Enslgn
Everctt
Ewlng
Farr
Fowell
Fazio
Foglletta
Foley
Forbes
Fowler
Fox
Franks (NJ)}
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons
Gillmnor
Gingrich
Goode
Goodlatce
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Gutlerrez

Koptur
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Gutknecht
Hall {OH)
Hall (TX)
Hamllwon
Hansen
Harman
Hasterc
Hostings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Hefner
Herger

Hill
Hilleary
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hostectler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inglis
{stook
Jenkins
John
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kanjorsk}
Kasich
Kildee
Kim

King (NY)
Kingston
Klink
Knollenberg
Kuclnich
laFalce
LaHood
Largent
Lutham
LaTourette
Lazlo
Leach
Lewls (CA)
Lewlis (KY)
Linder
Liplnsk}
Livingston
LoBiondn
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas
Maloncy (NY)
Munton
Manzullo
Mortinez
Mascara
McCollum
McCrery
McDade
McHale
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mcintosh
Meclintyre
McKeon
McNulty
Meteolf
Mica
Miller (FL)
Mink
Molinari
Moliohen
Moran {KS)
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Nethercutt
Neumann
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberscar
Ortiz
Packard
Pappas
Parker
Pascrell
Paul

NOT VOTING~—2

Oxley

from “‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”
So the motion to recommit was re-

Jjected.

Paxon

Pease

Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petr!
Pickering
Plckert
Pltts
Pombo
Purter
Portman
Poshard
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Regula
Riggs

Riley
Roemer
Rogun
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roukema
Royce

Ryun
Salmon
Sanflord
Saxcon
Scorborough
Schaefer. Dan
Schaffer, Bub
Schiff
Schumer
Senscnbrenner
Sessiaons
Shadegg
Shaw
Shimkus
Shuster
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith {NJ)
Sinlth (OR)
Smlth (TX)
Smich, Linda
Snowbarger
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Scearns
Stenholm
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzln
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Traflcant
Turner
Upton
Velazquez
Vlisclosky
Walsh
Warap
Watkl!ns
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weldon (Fl.)
Waeldon (PA)
Welter
Wexler
Weygand
White
Whitileld
Wicker
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

FOGLIETTA changed his vote
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PRO (137) LIKELY PRO (8) UNDECIDED (6) LIKELY ANTI (18) ANTI (266)
AL | Hilliard (D-07) Aderholt (R-04)
Cramer (D-05)
Bachus (R-06)
Callahan (R-01)
Everett (R-02)
Riley (R-03)
AK Young (R-AL)
AZ Pastor (D-02) Hayworth (R-06)
Kolbe (R-05) Salmon (R-01)
Shadegg (R-04)
Stump (R-03)
AR | Snyder (D-02) Berry (D-01)
Dickey (R-04)
Hutchinson (R-03)
CA Becerra (D-30) Baca (D-42) Kuykendall (R-36) Miller (R-41) Bilbray (R-49)
Berman (D-26) Napolitano (D-34) Ose (R-03) Bono (R-44)
Campbell (R-15) Calvert (R-43)
Capps (D-22) Condit (D-18)
Dixon (D-32) Cox (R-47)
Dooley (D-20) Cunningham (R-51)
Eshoo (D-14) Doolittle (R-04)
Farr (D-17) Dreier (R-28)
Filner (D-50) Gallegly (R-23)
Horn (R-38) Herger (R-02)
Lantos (D-12) Hunter (R-52)
Lee (D-09) Lewis (R-40)
Lofgren (D-16) Martinez (D-31)
Matsui (D-05) McKeon (R-25)
Millender-McDonald Packard (R-48)
(D-37) Pombo (R-11)
Milter (D-07) Radanovich (R-19)
Pelosi (D-08) Rogan (R-27)
Roybal-Allard Rohrabacher (R-45)
(D-33) Royce (R-39)
Sanchez (D-46) Thomas (R-21)
Sherman (D-24)
Stark (D-13)
Tauscher (D-10)
Thompson (D-01) **
Waters (D-35)
Waxman (D-29)
Woolsey (D-06)
CO | DeGette (D-01) Tancredo (R-06) Hefley (R-05)
Udall (D-02) = Mclnnis (R-03)
Schaffer (R-04)
CT | DelLauro (D-03) Larson (D-01) Maloney (D-05)
Gejdenson (D-02) Shays (R-04)
Johnson (R-06)
DE Castle (R-AL)

" Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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FL

Brown (D-03)
Deutsch (D-20)
Hastings (D-23)
Meek (D-17)
Thurman (D-05)
Wexler (D-19)

Bilirakis (R-09)
Boyd (D-02)
Canady (R-12)
Davis (D-11)
Diaz-Balart (R-21)
Foley (R-16)
Fowler (R-04)

Goss (R-14)
McCollum (R-08)
Mica (R-07)

Miller (R-13)
Ros-Lehtinen (R-18)
Scarborough (R-01)
Shaw (R-22)
Stearns (R-06)
Weldon (R-15)
Young (R-10)

GA

Lewis (D-05)
McKinney (D-04)

Isakson (R-06)

Barr (R-07)
Bishop (D-02)
Chambliss (R-08)
Collins (R-03)
Deal (R-09)
Kingston (R-01)
Linder (R-11)
Norwood (R-10)

Abercrombie (D-01)
Mink (D-02)

Simpson (R-02)

Chenoweth-Hage
(R-01)

Blagojevich (D-05)
Davis (D-07)
Evans (D-17)
Gutierrez (D-04)
Jackson (D-02)
Schakowsky
(D-09)**
Rush (D-01)

Biggert (R-13)

Phelps (D-19)

Costello (D-12)
Crane (R-08)
Ewing (R-15)
Hastert (R-14)
Hyde (R-06)
LaHood (R-18)
Lipinski (D-03)
Manzullo (R-16)
Porter (R-10)
Shimkus (R-20)
Weller (R-11)

Carson (D-10)

Hill (D-09)

Burton (R-06)
Buyer (R-05)
Hostettler (R-08)
Mcintosh (R-02)
Pease (R-07)
Souder (R-04)
Roemer (D-03)
Visclosky (D-01)

Boswell (D-03)
Ganske (R-04)
Latham (R-05)
Leach (R-01)
Nussle (R-02)

** Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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- Moran (R-01)
KS Moore (D-03) Ryun (R.02)
Tiahrt (R-04)
KY Lucas (D-04) Lewis (R-02)
Fletcher (R-06) Northup (R-03)
Rogers (R-05)
Whitfield (R-01)
LA Vitter (R-01) Baker (R-08)
Cooksey (R-05)
Jefferson (D-02)
John (D-07)
McCrery (R-04)
Tauzin (R-03)
ME | Allen (D-01)
Baldacci (D-02)
MD | Cardin (D-03) Bartlett (R-06)
Cummings (D-07) Ehrlich (R-02)
Hoyer (D-05) Gilchrest (R-01)
Morella (R-08)
Wynn (D-04)
MA | Capuano (D-08) ** Moakley (D-09)
Delahunt (D-10) Neal (D-02)
Frank (D-04)
McGovern (D-03)
Markey (D-07)
Meehan (D-05)
Olver (D-01)
Tierney (D-06)
Mi Conyers (D-14) Barcia (D-05)
Kilpatrick (D-15) Bonior (D-10)
Levin (D-12) Camp (R-04)
Rivers (D-13) Dingell (D-16)
Stabenow (D-08) Ehlers (R-03)
Hoekstra (R-02)
Kildee (D-09)
Knollenberg (R-11)
Smith (R-07)
Stupak (D-01)
Upton (R-06)
MN | Luther (D-06) Gutknecht (R-01)
Sabo (D-05) Minge (D-02)
Vento (D-04) Oberstar (D-08)
Peterson (D-07)
Ramstad (R-03)
MS | Thompson (D-02) Shows (D-04) Pickering (R-03)
Taylor (D-05)
Wicker (R-01)

** Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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MO | Clay (D-0%) Blunt (R-07)
McCarthy (D-05) Danner (D-06)
Emerson (R-08)
Gephardt (D-03)
Hulshof (R-09)
Skelton (D-04)
Talent (R-02)
MT Hill (R-AL)
NE Terry (R-02) Barrett (R-03)
Bereuter (R-01)
NV | Berkley (D-01) ** Gibbons (R-02)
NH Bass (R-02)
Sununu (R-01)
NJ Andrews (D-01) Franks (R-07)
Holt (D-12) =~ Frelinghuysen
Menendez (D-13) (R-11)
Pallone (D-06) LoBiondo (R-02)
Payne (D-10) Pascrell {D-08)
Rothman (D-09) Roukema (R-05)
Saxton (R-03)
Smith (R-04)
NM Udall (D-03) Wilson (R-01)
Skeen (R-02)
NY Ackerman (D-05) Crowley (D-07) Forbes (D-01)
Boehlert (R-23) Reynolds (R-27) Fossella (R-13)
Engel (D-17) Sweeney (R-22) Houghton (R-31)
Gilman (R-20) Kelly (R-19)
Hinchey (D-26) King (R-03)
Lowey (D-18) LaFalce (D-29)
McCarthy (D-04) Lazio (R-02)
Maloney (D-14) McHugh (R-24)
Meeks (D-06) McNulty (D-21)
Nadler (D-08) Quinn (R-30)
Owens (D-11) Walsh (R-25)
Rangel (D-15)
Serrano (D-16)
Slaughter (D-28)
Towns (D-10)
Velazquez (D-12)
Weiner (D-09) **.
NC Clayton (D-01) Hayes (R-08) Ballenger (R-10)
Price (D-04) Burr (R-05)
Watt (D-12) Coble (R-06)
Etheridge (D-02)
Jones (R-03)
Mcintyre (D-07)
Myrick (R-09)
Taylor (R-11)
ND Pomeroy (D-AL)

** Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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OH

Brown (D-13)
Sawyer (D-14)

Tubbs-Jones (D-11)

Boehner (R-08)
Chabot (R-01)
Gillmor (R-05)
Hall (D-03)
Hobson (R-07)
Kaptur (D-09)
Kasich (R-12)
Kucinich (D-10)
LaTourette (R-19)
Ney (R-18)
Oxley (R-04)
Pryce (R-15)
Portman (R-02)
Regula (R-16)
Strickland (D-086)
Traficant (D-17)

OK

Coburn (R-02)
Istook (R-05)
Largent (R-01)
Lucas (R-06)
Watts (R-04)
Watkins (R-03)

OR

Blumenauer (D-03)
DeFazio (D-04)
Hooley (D-05)

Wu (D-01)

Walden (R-02)

PA

Brady (D-01)’
Coyne (D-14)
Fattah (D-02)
Greenwood (R-08)
Hoeffel (D-13) **

Toomey (R-15)

Sherwood (R-10)

Borski (D-03)
Doyle (D-18)
English (R-21)
Gekas (R-17)
Goodiing (R-19)
Holden (D-06)
Kanjorski (D-11)
Klink (D-04)
Mascara (D-20)
Murtha (D-12)
Peterson (R-05)
Pitts (R-16)
Shuster (R-09)
Weldon (R-07)

RI

Kennedy (D-01)
Weygand (D-02)

SC

Clyburn (D-08)

DeMint (R-04)

Graham (R-03)
Sanford (R-01)
Spence (R-02)
Spratt (D-05)

SD

Thune (R-AL)

1Absent for 1998 PBA vote, but announced that he would oppose the ban.

** Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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TN

Ford (D-09)

Bryant (R-07)
Clement (D-05)
Duncan (R-02)
Gordon (D-06)
Hilleary (R-04)
Jenkins (R-01)
Tanner (D-08)
Wamp (R-03)

Bentsen (D-25)
Doggett (D-10)
Edwards (D-11)
Frost (D-24)
Gonzalez (D-20) **
Green (D-29)
Jackson Lee (D-18)
EB Johnson (D-30)
Rodriguez (D-28)

Archer (R-07)
Armey (R-26)
Barton (R-08)
Bonilla (R-23)
Brady (R-08)
Combest (R-19)
Delay (R-22)
Granger (R-12)
Hall (D-04)
Hinojosa (D-15)
S. Johnson (R-03)
Lampson (D-09)
Ortiz (D-27)
Paul (R-14)
Reyes (D-16)
Sandlin (D-01)
Sessions (R-05)
Smith (R-21)
Stenholm (D-17)
Thornberry (R-13)
Turner (D-02)

uTt

Hansen (R-01)
Cannon (R-03)
Cook (R-02)

Sanders (I-AL)

VA

Boucher (D-09)
Pickett (D-02)
Scott (D-03)

Bateman (R-01)
Bliley (R-07)
Davis (R-11)
Goode (I-05)
Goodlatte (R-06)
Moran (D-08)
Sisisky (D-04)
Wolf (R-10)

WA

Baird (D-03)"
Dicks (D-06)
McDermott (D-07)
Smith (D-09)

Insiee (D-01)

Dunn (R-08)
Hastings (R-04)
Metcalf (R-02)
Nethercutt (R-05)

Wise (D-02)

Mollohan (D-01)
Rahall (D-03)

wi

Baldwin (D-02) **

Green (R-08)
Ryan (R-01)

Barrett (D-05)
Kind (D-03)
Kleczka (D-04)
Obey (D-07)
Petri (R-06)
Sensenbrenner
(R-09)

Cubin (R-AL)

~ Freshman Member who signed pro-choice amicus brief in Carhart v. Stenberg
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Late Term Abortion Restriction Act (Introduced in the House)
HR 2149 IH
106th CONGRESS
Ist Session

H. R. 2149

To prohibit certain abortions.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

June 10, 1999

Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. KIND, Mrs.
MORELLA, Mr. VENTO, Mr. BALDACCI, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. WYNN, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Mr. LUTHER, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr. MALONEY of
Connecticut, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. KOLBE, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Ms.
KILPATRICK, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BENTSEN, and Mr. MENENDEZ) introduced the following
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and in addition to the Committee on the
Judiciary, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such
provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned

I

eN N ~
R
g&»mb""”‘ﬁ%b&‘e N A BILL

To prohibit certain abortions.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘Late Term Abortion Restriction Act’.

lof2 3/30/2000 12:09 PM



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 3, 2000

The Honorable Steny H. Hoyer
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Steny:

I am writing to express support for the Hoyer-Greenwood bill to
prohibit late-term abortions. I would sign this bill if Congress
were to pass it in its current form.

As you know, I have long opposed late-term abortions, and I continue
to do so except in those instances necessary to save the life of a
woman or prevent serious harm to her health. When I was Governor

of Arkansas, I signed a bill into law that barred third-trimester
abortions, with an appropriate exception for life or health.

Your bill contains an exception that will adequately protect the
l1ives and health of the small group of women in tragic circumstances
who need an abortion performed at a late stage of pregnancy. At the
same time, your bill prohibits any late-term abortions performed for:
reasons not related to the health or the life of the mother. This

balance is an appropriate one which I -- and, I believe, most
Americans -- would gladly make the nation's law.
Sincerely,



hup://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/D?¢106:15: /temp/~c106DmYZNZ

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN ABORTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL- It shall be unlawful, in or affecting interstate or foreign commerce, knowingly to
perform an abortion after the fetus has become viable.

(b) EXCEPTION- This section does not prohibit any abortion if, in the medical judgment of the
attending physician, the abortion is necessary to preserve the life of the woman or to avert serious
adverse health consequences to the woman.

(c) CIVIL PENALTY- A physician who violates this section shall be subject to a civil penalty not to
exceed $10,000. The civil penalty provided by this subsection is the exclusive remedy for a violation

of this section.
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