
On May 24, 2005, the House of
Representatives voted on legisla-
tion related to stem cell research—

including H.R. 810, the Castle-DeGette
bill, which authorizes federal funding for
research involving the destruction of IVF
embryos left-over in fertility clinics.

Several hours of debate preceded the vote
on H.R. 810. Among the final speakers
were two Republicans on different sides of
the issue—Henry Hyde of Illinois and Joe
Barton of Texas. Representative Hyde’s
remarks were a paragon of dignified moral
rhetoric; Representative Barton’s were a
muddle, packed with factual inaccuracies
and astonishing moral incoherence. We
reproduce both men’s comments below,
excerpted from the Congressional
Record.

Rep. Hyde: Mr. Speaker, the reason
this vote is so important is simply
because the embryo is human life. It is
not animal, it is not vegetable, it is not
mineral, but a tiny, microscopic begin-
ning of a human life.

Everyone in this room was an
embryo at one time. I, myself, am a

982-month-old embryo. The question
we face is how much respect is due to
this tiny little microscopic human life.
If we are truly pro-life, we should pro-
tect it rather than treat it as a thing to
be experimented with.

Lincoln asked a very haunting ques-
tion at a small military cemetery in
Pennsylvania. He asked whether a
nation conceived in liberty and dedi-
cated to the proposition that all men
are created equal can long endure. And
that question has to be answered by
every generation.

What is wrong with this legislation?
The motives of its sponsors are so
noble. Well, I will tell you two things
that are fatally wrong with this legisla-
tion. The first one is, for the first time
in our national history, taxpayers’ dol-
lars are going to be spent for the
killing of innocent human life. That is
number one. And number two, this bill
tramples on the moral convictions of
an awful lot of people who do not want
their tax dollars going to be spent for
killing innocent human life.

backing up the new system, the dri-
ver’s licenses of tomorrow will likely
remain forgeable and obtainable under
fake names. (The hijackers on
September 11 used a combination of
valid IDs, fake IDs, and real IDs that
were obtained under fake names.) 

Perhaps the new system will offer a
marginal deterrent to lawbreakers—
though at significant cost to states (in

money) and citizens (in wasted time).
But we are frankly skeptical that the
most committed and clever terrorists
will be prevented from carrying out
their nasty schemes by creating a
quasi-national ID system for bouncing
troublemakers at the door. As ever,
only time will tell—and this is one
case where we certainly hope we are
wrong.
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Americans paid a terrible price for
not recognizing the humanity of Dred
Scott. We are going to pay a terrible
price for not recognizing the humanity
of these little embryos. We should not
go down that road.

In World War II, 1940, before
America got in the war, there was a
publication called the Yearbook of
Obstetrics and Gynecology. And Dr.
Joseph DeLee wrote in that yearbook
something that applies to us today.
Here is what he wrote:

“At the present time, when rivers of
blood and tears of innocent men and
women are flowing in most parts of
the world, it seems almost silly to be
contending over the right to life of an
unknowable atom of human flesh in
the uterus of a woman.

“No, it is not silly. On the contrary, it
is of transcendent importance that
there be in this chaotic world one high
spot, however small, which is safe
against the deluge of immorality and
savagery that is sweeping over us.

“That we, in the medical profession,
hold to the principle of the sacredness
of human life and the rights of the
individual, even though unborn, is
proof that humanity is not yet lost.”

I believe humanity is not yet lost,
and this vote will tell us the answer to
that question.

Rep. Barton: Although I am going
to vote for Castle-DeGette, I do not
necessarily speak as an advocate for its
passage as much as I want to speak
about why I have decided to vote for it.

I respect Members on both sides of
this issue. I made sure that members of

the committee I chair, the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, regardless
of their position, had an opportunity to
speak and put their comments on the
record.

I come at this as a 100 percent pro-
life, lifetime, voting member of
Congress. As I said earlier, this will be
my second vote this year where I have
not adopted the pro-life position. So I
am not quite 100 percent any more—
but I would think that 99.8 percent
over 21 years qualifies me as a pro-life
Congressman.

I have also voted numerous times for
our defense bill, where we have voted
hundreds of billions of dollars to
defend our nation and put our young
men and women at risk, some of them
that might have to give up their lives. I
have voted for many bills for our law
enforcement officials, where again they
may have to give up their lives to pro-
tect the common good.

Now, you might say, “Yes, but in
those instances they were adults and
they had free will and they voluntarily
made a choice that they might have to
sacrifice their lives.” Well, I accept and
support that an embryo is a life. I agree
with the gentleman from New Jersey
[Republican Rep. Mike Ferguson] that
we were all embryos once. I under-
stand that. And, obviously, at seven
days or fourteen days, embryos do not
have consciousness. They do not have
free will. They do not have the neural
cells or brain cells to make a decision
whether they want to voluntarily make
a sacrifice. I understand that.

But I would say this: If they did, out
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of the 400,000 that we think may be in
existence, if you narrow that down to
the 2.8 percent that the gentleman from
Texas [House Majority Leader Tom
DeLay] talked about that are probably
not going to be used for reproductive
purposes—if they did, would not some
of them, knowing the stakes, volunteer?
It only takes one, the right one, that
magic silver bullet embryo that creates
that magic stem cell that can be repli-
cated into any of the 200 cell lines that
make up the human body.

If I had that opportunity, might I not
take advantage of it? Somebody would.
And since they cannot, because they do
not have consciousness, under a tradi-
tional law in this United States of

America we give custody to the par-
ents. A parent will make a decision at
some point in time, or a family member
will make a decision at some point in
time that perhaps they do not want to
put up for adoption, which is the deci-
sion I would make.

Why not? In addition to the cord
blood bill that we have just passed,
why not make it possible for some of
these under the conditions in the
Castle-DeGette bill for some to be
used for research purposes. It does not
take many. I respect those who say, no,
you cannot do it at all. But I also say
given a choice, let us err on the side of
opportunity. That is why I am going to
vote “yes.”
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Notes & Briefs
Russia’s Blackout, Los Alamos Woes, Paris Hilton, etc.

After the major August 2003 black-
out in the northeastern and mid-

western United States, spokesmen for
the Russian energy monopoly Unified
Energy Systems (UES) bragged to a
Russian news agency that a similar
breakdown was unlikely in their coun-
try. Yet on May 25, 2005, a major out-
age in Russia’s capital left millions of
Muscovites without power. Public
transportation ground to a halt; water
was shut off in the middle of a heat
wave; an explosion triggered at a chem-
ical plant released nitric oxide into the
air; and trading on both Moscow stock
exchanges was suspended.

The breakdown, which resulted in
estimated economic losses of more than
$70 million, set off a round of vicious

finger-pointing. Anatoly Chubais—the
head of UES and a longtime crusader
for political and economic reforms in
Russia—blamed the blackout on insuf-
ficient investment in the power grid.
Russian President Vladimir Putin, in
turn, blamed UES, alleging that the
power outage resulted from problems
the company had known about for a
month but failed to address. Chubais
has refused to step down, although
Putin’s criticism did prompt two offi-
cials at a UES subsidiary to resign.

Russian officials seem unified in
claiming that the blackout was not
caused by terrorism—even though
there was a mysterious explosion at a
power substation shortly before the
blackout began. A Chechen rebel leader
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