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Mr. President, it is clear that the best be if the Senate had such
interests of all will not be served by by-
passing the committee system. Under
this system one cannot assure the vic-
tory of one side over the other. The only this is not
thing that can be assured is a full, open how hard w
hearing for both sides. This is what is
happening with this issue. And I am sure
this will continue to hold true. :

It is with this strongly held belief in or advocate abor
procedural soundness and in thorough beliefs, the deeisi
hearings and discussion that I vote to-
day to table the Helms amendment.

Mr. ABOUREZK. Mr. President, I rise
in support of the motion to table. As a
member of the -subecommittee which
considered antiabortion amendments,
including those of Senator Herms and
Senator BUCKLEY, last September, I hope th
that the motion to table will carry on
procedural grounds alone.

No committee or subcommittee pre-
sumes to speak for the entire Senate.
But if there is an implication in calling creasing power
up the “Right to Life” amendment for
floor consideration today that the Sub-
committee on Constitutional Amend-
ments did not or will not take its respon- nancy.
sibility seriously, that implication is un-

duences of the pending amendment pate more actively.
With the leadership of Senator
the subcommittee held lengthy hearings police k

amendments, published and distributed reported? Will aborted women -be ex-
those hearings, debated and voted on the
proposals.

criminal charges? How could enforce- Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, T ask
~ Like other subcommittee members, I ment of antiabortion laws be other than unanimous consent  that all time be
received hundreds of thoughtful letters
and phone calls fr
this issue. If thete had been any desire wealthy women who could afford to go objection? Without objection, it is so
on anyone’s part—and there was not— abroad for abortions?
to brush this matter aside or dismiss the
implications of our action, the public re-
minded us forcefully of our responsibil-

We considered every proposal that had the rightness or
been introduced, and even some which Likewise, a ‘
had not yet been introduced formally. will not change the minds of those who and the clerk will call the roll. !
We debated and voted on each, and all
were rejected. I, for one, did not know Appr
in advance how the various votes would

come out in the subcommittee. I voted lems than it would solve. It is not good point of order. The Senate is not in order.
as I thought best. I am sure that every

legislation. I urge the Senate to approve = The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
subcommittee member will agree that
there was no collusion, strategy, or at-
tempt at obstructionism by anyone. The

votes were taken and the proposals did issue which is of extreme importance and
not pass. ’

As a member of the Judiciary Com- iNgs among our people. I am confident Mr.
ittee, therefore, I consider this attempt that the Congress has just begun to deal this vo
© bypass the committee unwarranted. - With this issue, t :

The procedural issue is important, but & number of months engaged in hearings BIDEN).
mcfn'e important is that the legislation O abortion since the fateful Supreme he w
efore i i i
Crimlil; 1? blad leglsla‘tm?. borti . I mtend to vote against the motion I withhold my vote.
not sto ab 1?.“’ 5 igams %011}1011 Wlln to table the motion to proceed with the = Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. I announce
Constitﬁt?ogl \:r(i)ll;.noré a:'l;::%rrllclilll:r}:glgo o%i%e deliberation of Senate Joint Resolution that th
fcéring factions in this country who 178, the Helms resolution. I am doing this SEN),
Strongly and sincerely disagree on the to deal with th bst: T the ab
moral, legal, philosophical, medical, and i oy "o Substance of the abor-
religious issues of abortion. If anything, Hon Question and the actual merits of
abproving and enacting into law the par- legislatures. My vote does not indicate Hawaii (Mr
ticular beliefs of one _gi'oup in this dis- & o dic
bute will deepen the coniflicts and dimin- Heymsg resolution, for Y share misgivings Senator = from Rhode
ish respect for the law.
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rible job of had heen given I was prepared to support
solving social and moral di

sputes with a substitute amendment which would
legal absolutes. What a triu

|
mph it would assure that abortions would be allowed ‘[
|
|
|

power and in- to save the life of a mother. T had also
fluence that we could pass a law here

today which would settle for
the question of when life be

talked with some of my colleagues about ]
all times language which would substitute the |
gins. But moment of implantation for the moment - |
no matter of fertilization as the point at which pro-
tection would be given to the unborn, If
these modifications had not been accept-
th control. In ed I would also have supported versions |
good conscience, I could not recommend which would at least refer the question
tion. But like my .own to the State legislatures of allowing these |
on by a woinan with an State legislat res to subsequently make 1
unwanted pregnancy is a matter of in~ laws restricting abortion. ‘
dividual conscience., I would. personaily Whatever the outcome of this vote, I
urge the choice of adoption or another think it ig important to remember ‘that
alternativ: to abortion, but the final it is a vote strictly on the question of
choice must rest with the individual, not .proceeding to consider the Helms reso-
politicians or policemen. : lution. A defeat of this effort is not the
To a certain extent it concerns me that fAnal chapter on the abortion question. ‘
e Senator from New York (Mr. Buck- We are engaged in a long-range consid-
LEY), the Senator from North Carolina eration of 2 matter-of great consequence.
(Mr. Herms) and others who have, with The Congress, in this session or in sub-
great eloquence and conviction, spoken sequent sessions, may well want to give
out against big government and the in- additional consideration to the substance
of Government over of the matter.
Americans’ personal lives, want Govern- I thank the leadership for reserving
ment to have a role in the most personal time for me on this matter and regret
and intimate decisions concerning preg- that my participation in the conference

committee on the Federal Election Com-
There are actual, practical conse- mission bill did not allow me to partici-

going to happen
e try. o

I consider abortion a repulsive alter-
native to preventive bir

Baym, which are frightening to me. How will Mr. BAYH. I am again prepared to :
now whether laws are being yield back my time. :

Will all coneéptions have to be The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Han- |
SEN). It would require unanimous con- |

sent for all time to be yielded back. |

the many pending antiabortion broken?

pected to testify against themselves on

haphazard, arbitrary, and discrimina- Vielded baek.
om my constituents on tory? How could the law be enforced for The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there

ordered. ‘1
All time is yielded back. The question

is on agreeing to the motion to lay on

ortion did the table the motion to proceed to the

onal feelings about consideration of Senate Joint Resolution

wrongness of abortion. 178.

“Right to Life” amendment The yeas and nays have been ordersad,

I do not know all the answers to these
questions. But I do know that the 1873
Supreme Court decision on ab
not change my pers

do not consider abortion immoral, The legislative clerk proceeded to call
oval of the pending constitutional the roll.

amendment will create many more prob- Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr,

President, =a

the motion to table. ate will be in order. The clerk will sus- "
Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, today pend until there is order in the Cham-
the Senate is giving consideration to an ber. ‘

The legislative clerk resumed and con-
which has generated very strong feel- cluded the call of the roll, i
MANSFIELD. Mr. President, on
‘ te I have a pair with the distin- ‘
even though it has spent guished -Senator from Delaware (Mr. |
If he were present and voting,

ould vote “nay.” If I were permitted

Court decision of January 1973. to vote, I would vote “yea.” Therefore, :

e Senator from Texas (Mr. BEnt- i
the Senator from Delaware (Mr. i
in order that the Senate might broceed EIbEN), the Senator from Idaho (Mr,
CuurcH), the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. EASTLAND), the Senator from In-
referring an amendment to the State diana (Mr. ‘HarTKE), the Senator from

. INoUYE), the Senator from
satisfaction with the language of the Washington (Mr. MasNusoN), and the '

Island  (Mr.
of a number of my colleagues about this PASTORE) are necessarily absent.

partiqular resolution. If the opportunity I further announce that the Senator




