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NOTE: The President spoke at 2:30 p.m. in the 
Cabinet Room at the White House. 

Statement on the Supreme Court 
Decision on Partial-Birth Abortion 
April 18, 2007 

I am pleased that the Supreme Court 
upheld a law that prohibits the abhorrent 
procedure of partial-birth abortion. Today’s 
decision affirms that the Constitution does 
not stand in the way of the people’s rep-
resentatives enacting laws reflecting the com-
passion and humanity of America. The par-
tial-birth abortion ban, which an over-
whelming bipartisan majority in Congress 
passed and I signed into law, represents a 
commitment to building a culture of life in 
America. 

The Supreme Court’s decision is an affir-
mation of the progress we have made over 
the past 6 years in protecting human dignity 
and upholding the sanctity of life. We will 
continue to work for the day when every 
child is welcomed in life and protected in 
law. 

Executive Order 13430—2007 
Amendments to the Manual For 
Courts-Martial, United States 
April 18, 2007 

By the authority vested in me as President 
by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States of America, including chapter 
47 of title 10, United States Code (Uniform 
Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. 801–946), 
and in order to prescribe amendments to the 
Manual for Courts-Martial, United States, 
prescribed by Executive Order 12473 of 
April 13, 1984, as amended, it is hereby or-
dered as follows: 

Section 1. Part II of the Manual for 
Courts-Martial, United States, is amended as 
follows: 

(a) R.C.M. 703(b)(1) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentences: 

‘‘With the consent of both the accused and 
Government, the military judge may author-
ize any witness to testify via remote means. 
Over a party’s objection, the military judge 
may authorize any witness to testify on inter-

locutory questions via remote means or simi-
lar technology if the practical difficulties of 
producing the witness outweigh the signifi-
cance of the witness’ personal appearance 
(although such testimony will not be admis-
sible over the accused’s objection as evidence 
on the ultimate issue of guilt). Factors to be 
considered include, but are not limited to, 
the costs of producing the witness; the timing 
of the request for production of the witness; 
the potential delay in the interlocutory pro-
ceeding that may be caused by the produc-
tion of the witness; the willingness of the wit-
ness to testify in person; the likelihood of sig-
nificant interference with military oper-
ational deployment, mission accomplish-
ment, or essential training; and, for child wit-
nesses, the traumatic effect of providing in- 
court testimony.’’ 

(b) R.C.M. 804 is amended by redesig-
nating paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) as para-
graphs (c), (d), and (e), respectively, and in-
serting the following new paragraph (b): 

‘‘(b) Presence by remote means. If author-
ized by the regulations of the Secretary con-
cerned, the military judge may order the use 
of audiovisual technology, such as 
videoteleconferencing technology, between 
the parties and the military judge for pur-
poses of Article 39(a) sessions. Use of such 
audiovisual technology will satisfy the ‘‘pres-
ence’’ requirement of the accused only when 
the accused has a defense counsel physically 
present at his location. Such technology may 
include two or more remote sites as long as 
all parties can see and hear each other.’’ 

(c) R.C.M. 804(c)(2) is redesignated as 
R.C.M. 804(d)(2) and amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(2) Procedure. The accused’s absence will 
be conditional upon his being able to view 
the witness’ testimony from a remote loca-
tion. Normally, transmission of the testimony 
will include a system that will transmit the 
accused’s image and voice into the courtroom 
from a remote location as well as trans-
mission of the child’s testimony from the 
courtroom to the accused’s location. A one- 
way transmission may be used if deemed 
necessary by the military judge. The accused 
will also be provided private, contempora-
neous communication with his counsel. The 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 13:11 Apr 24, 2007 Jkt 211250 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PRESDOCS\P16APT4.020 P16APT4


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-27T11:44:24-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




