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consideration, is a few months of time 
to wait for the embryos to develop. 

It is no secret that our society wants 
to live forever. What would stop a per-
son with financial means from cloning 
little versions of themselves so that 
when they get old, they could pluck 
out a younger version of a failing organ 
from their clone? 

If we are willing to use cloned human 
embryos to save human lives, why 
shouldn’t we consider sacrificing other 
‘‘less important’’ people for our own 
gain? For example, how about taking 
healthy organs from persons who are in 
a permanent vegetative state? What 
about plucking parts from the termi-
nally ill, mentally retarded, or ‘‘old’’ 
people past the age of 60. I know this 
may sound far-fetched to my col-
leagues, but let us ask ourselves what 
the Senators standing in this Chamber 
a mere 25 years ago would have 
thought of a debate such as the one we 
are having here today on human 
cloning. They would have thought pre-
dictions of deliberation on such mat-
ters were far-fetched as well. 

Once we start down the slippery slope 
of creating life for utilitarian purposes, 
there is no definitive line that sepa-
rates what we ought and ought not to 
do. There are no ethical boundaries 
that will keep scientists in check once 
we accept the premise that the goal of 
curing diseases outweighs the ethical 
or moral value of human life. But once 
we accept the ‘‘anything goes’’ philos-
ophy, then ‘‘everything goes.’’ When we 
begin to decide who should live and 
who should not, we effectively remove 
God from every area of our lives and 
our Nation. After the events of Sep-
tember 11, it is clear that this Nation 
needs God more than ever. 

This is to say nothing of the eventual 
creation of a brave new world. Will 
genes be modified to give people higher 
IQs or eliminate the tendency to be 
overweight? What if we inadvertently 
introduce disastrous abnormalities 
into the human race? Will we introduce 
abnormalities that lead to new diseases 
that afflict our fellow man? Cloning is 
just not worth it. 

The fourth point to consider is that 
human cloning represents the 
commodification and commercializa-
tion of human life. Some biotech firms 
hope to patent specific cloned human 
embryos for sale for many types of ex-
perimentation—just as designer strains 
of cats, mice, and other animals are al-
ready patented and sold as ‘‘medical 
models.’’ These firms are amoral and 
will pursue whichever path provides 
the greatest potential for financial 
gain. They will not regulate them-
selves. This Congress bears the respon-
sibility of regulating these companies. 
It is our duty to the American public 
to hold amoral corporations to a higher 
ethical standard. These biotech firms 
are forgetting that human life is not a 
good to be traded in the marketplace 
nor a means by which they can profit 
financially. 

The fifth and final reason we should 
not allow any form of human cloning is 

that it will be impossible to keep 
women from implanting cloned em-
bryos into their wombs. 

A ban on reproductive cloning will 
not work because cloning would take 
place within the privacy of a doctor-pa-
tient relationship and because the 
transfer of embryos to begin a preg-
nancy is a simple procedure. Would the 
woman be forced to abort the ‘‘illegal 
product’’? This has been called the 
‘‘clone and kill’’ approach because you 
would force the woman to kill her un-
born child. 

Even the Department of Justice 
agrees that it is nearly impossible to 
enforce a bill that allows for the cre-
ation of human embryos for research. 
They said: ‘‘Enforcing a modified 
cloning ban would be problematic and 
pose certain law enforcement chal-
lenges that would be lessened with an 
outright ban on human cloning.’’ And 
‘‘anything short of an outright ban 
would present other difficulties to law 
enforcement.’’ 

If you think we will never see an im-
planted clone, think again. Italian fer-
tility specialist Severino Antinori is 
now explicitly claiming that three 
women are pregnant with clones. One 
of the pregnancies is in its 10th week. 

The bottom line is that if we only 
vote to ban reproductive cloning but 
allow for therapeutic cloning, at some 
point we will start hearing stories of 
women who are pregnant with clones of 
their dead children, clones of their hus-
band, and clones of themselves. We will 
have opened up the Pandora’s box, and 
we will bear the responsibility for all 
that may follow. 

Unless humans are seen as created in 
God’s image and endowed by Him with 
the right to live, there will be no stop-
ping the scientists and doctors from 
doing whatever they want to do. 

We stand here today in an important 
moment in time. Pro-cloning advocates 
have promoted the lofty claims of mi-
raculous breakthroughs. They play on 
the emotions of the ill and those who 
care about them, which is all of us. But 
just below the surface there is a dark, 
frightening premise. They believe that 
science has the right to play God, to 
create a lower form of human life to be 
harvested for medical research. This is 
ethically and morally wrong. Even 
science does not back all the hype from 
the pro-cloning side. There is no proof 
that sacrificing our ethics and moral-
ity to allow human cloning will even 
help these patients. There are better, 
ethical solutions. 

Today, my colleagues, we must 
choose. This one decision will protect 
human life as we know it, or it will 
open the door to an ethical, medical, 
and moral wasteland, We can help 
those suffering with diseases without 
sacrificing our Nation’s core principles. 
To oppose any form of human cloning 
is to preserve the sanctity of human 
life while providing real solutions 
based on real science. Let us choose 
what is right. We must ban all human 
cloning, no matter how it is cloaked. 

Future generations will judge us based 
upon what we do today. We must think 
of the future we want for our chil-
dren—an ethical world that use sound, 
moral science to heal, and that re-
spects the dignity of every human life. 

Our country stands at a crossroads. I 
hope the United States will not follow 
the road taken by God’s chosen people 
many years ago as recorded in the Holy 
Bible: ‘‘In those days Israel had no 
king; everyone did as he saw fit.’’ 
(Judges 21:25) 

I hope and pray that the Senate will 
eventually ban all forms of human 
cloning. 

f 

IRAQ 
Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a statement on Iraq that I 
gave before the Foreign Relations 
Committee. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was order to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Mr. HAGEL. I would like to congratulate 
the Chairman and the Ranking Member for 
holding these timely hearings on Iraq. I 
agree with my colleagues that we need a na-
tional dialogue on what steps we should take 
to deal with the threat posed by Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq. Americans need to be in-
formed about the complexities and con-
sequences of our policies in Iraq. 

I look forward to listening to and learning 
from the distinguished witnesses before us 
today about the nature and urgency of the 
threat we face from Iraq, including their 
evaluations of what the best policy options 
may be for meeting this threat; the pros-
pects for a democratic transition after Sad-
dam Hussein; and what the implications of 
our policies in Iraq may be for the stability 
of the Middle East and our security interests 
there. 

Much of the debate by those advocating re-
gime change through military means have so 
far focused on the easy questions. Is Saddam 
Hussein a ruthless tyrant who brutally op-
presses his own people, and who possesses 
weapons of mass destruction that have the 
potential to threaten us, his neighbors and 
our allies, including and especially Israel? 
Yes. Do most Iraqis yearn for democratic 
change in Iraq? Yes, they do. Can Saddam be 
rehabilitated? No, he cannot. 

In my opinion, complicated and relevant 
questions remain to be answered before mak-
ing a case for war, and here is where these 
hearings will play an important role. What is 
the nature, and urgency, of the threat that 
Saddam Hussein poses to the United States 
and Iraq’s neighbors? What do we know 
about Iraq’s programs of weapons of mass de-
struction? There have been no weapons in-
spectors in Iraq since December 1998. Is Iraq 
involved in terrorist planning and activities 
against the United States and US allies in 
the Middle East and elsewhere? 

What can we expect after Saddam Hussein 
in Iraq? What do we know about the capabili-
ties of the opposition to Saddam inside Iraq? 
While we support a unified and democratic 
opposition to Saddam Hussein, the arbiters 
of power in a post-Saddam Iraq will likely be 
those who reside inside, not outside, the 
country. And these individuals and groups 
we do not know. Who are they? And where 
are they? These are the Iraqis we need to un-
derstand, engage, and eventually do business 
with. 

What will be the future of Iraqi Kurdistan 
in a post-Saddam Iraq? 
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How do we accomplish regime change in 

Iraq given the complexities and challenges of 
the current regional environment? The deep 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict continues; our 
relations with Syria are proper though 
strained; we have no relationship with Iran; 
Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and Jordan 
have warned us about dangerous unintended 
consequences if we take unilateral military 
action against Iraq; and Afghanistan re-
mains a piece of very difficult unfinished 
business, an unpredictable but critical in-
vestment for the United States and our al-
lies. 

I can think of no historical case where the 
United States succeeded in an enterprise of 
such gravity and complexity as regime 
change in Iraq without the support of a re-
gional and international coalition. We have 
a lot of work to do on the diplomatic track. 
Not just for military operations against Iraq, 
should that day come, but for the day after, 
when the interests and intrigues of outside 
powers could undermine the fragility of an 
Iraqi government in transition, whoever gov-
erns in Iraq after Saddam Hussein. 

An American military operation in Iraq 
could require a commitment in Iraq that 
could last for years and extend well beyond 
the day of Saddam’s departure. The Amer-
ican people need to understand the political, 
economic, and military magnitude and risks 
that would be inevitable if we invaded Iraq. 

There was no such national dialogue or un-
dertaking before we went into Vietnam. 
There were many very smart, well inten-
tioned professionals, intellectuals, and strat-
egists who assured us of a US victory in 
Vietnam at an acceptable cost. Well, eleven 
years, 58,000 dead, and the most humiliating 
defeat in our nation’s history later we aban-
doned South Vietnam to the Communists. 

Let me conclude by saying that I support 
regime change and a democratic transition 
in Iraq. That’s easy. The Iraqi people have 
suffered too long, and our security and inter-
ests will never be assured with Saddam Hus-
sein in power. The tough questions are when, 
how, with whom, and at what cost. I look 
forward to the testimony of our witnesses 
over the next two days on these critical 
questions. 

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2001 

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President, 
I rise today to speak about hate crimes 
legislation I introduced with Senator 
KENNEDY in March of last year. The 
Local Law Enforcement Act of 2001 
would add new categories to current 
hate crimes legislation sending a sig-
nal that violence of any kind is unac-
ceptable in our society. 

I would like to describe a terrible 
crime that occurred July 16, 2000 in 
San Diego, CA. Seven teenage boys, 
ages 14 to 17, attacked five elderly 
Latino migrant workers. The boys 
chased, beat, and shot at migrants liv-
ing in a makeshift encampment in an 
isolated canyon. Ethnic slurs were used 
during the attack. The boys were 
charged with hate crimes, assault, rob-
bery, and elder abuse in connection 
with the incident. 

I believe that government’s first duty 
is to defend its citizens, to defend them 
against the harms that come out of 
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol 
that can become substance. I believe 
that by passing this legislation and 

changing current law, we can change 
hearts and minds as well. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN FREEDOM SUPPORT 
ACT 

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, the Af-
ghanistan Freedom Support Act is 
similar to H.R. 3994, sponsored by the 
Chairman of the House International 
Relations Committee, Congressman 
HYDE. The House of Representatives 
passed this bill on May 16 by a vote of 
390–22. 

The Afghan Freedom Support Act 
comments the United States to the 
democratic and economic development 
of Afghanistan. In addition to the eco-
nomic and political assistance found in 
Title I of the legislation, Title II seeks 
to enhance the stability and security of 
Afghanistan and the region by author-
izing military assistance to the Afghan 
government and to certain other coun-
tries in the region, including assistance 
for counter narcotics, crime control 
and police training. 

The United States must stay actively 
engaged in helping Afghanistan 
through a very dangerous and difficult 
transition to stability, security, and, 
ultimately, democratic government. 
We are at the beginning of a long proc-
ess. We cannot be distracted or de-
terred from this objective. Our credi-
bility, our word, and our security are 
directly linked to success in Afghani-
stan. And there cannot be political sta-
bility and economic development in Af-
ghanistan without security. 

This legislation authorizes $2.5 bil-
lion over 4 years for economic and 
democratic development assistance for 
Afghanistan. This amount includes 
Senator LUGAR’s proposal for a $500 
million enterprise fund to promote job 
creation and private sector develop-
ment. In addition, S. 2712 authorizes up 
to $300 million in drawdown authority 
for military and other security assist-
ance. 

This legislation includes a Sense of 
the Congress resolution, at the initia-
tive of Senator BIDEN, which urges the 
President to commit the full weight of 
the United States to expand the Inter-
national Security Assistance Force 
(ISAF) beyond Kabul. The resolution 
calls for $1 billion to support ISAF ex-
pansion for FY 2003 and FY 2004, if the 
President makes that call. 

The main elements of the Afghani-
stan Freedom Support Act are as fol-
lows: 

It authorizes continued efforts to ad-
dress the humanitarian crisis in Af-
ghanistan and among Afghan refugees 
in neighboring countries; 

It also authorizes resources to help 
the Afghan government fight the pro-
duction and flow of illicit narcotics; 

It assists efforts to achieve a broad- 
based, multi-ethnic, gender-sensitive, 
and fully representative government in 
Afghanistan; 

It supports strengthening the capa-
bilities of the Afghan Government to 
develop projects and programs that 
meet the needs of the Afghan people; 

It supports the reconstruction of Af-
ghanistan through creating jobs, clear-
ing landmines, and rebuilding the agri-
culture sector, the health care system, 
and the educational system of Afghani-
stan; and 

It provides resources to the Ministry 
for Women’s Affairs of Afghanistan to 
carry out its responsibilities for legal 
advocacy, education, vocational train-
ing, and women’s health programs. 

This legislation also strongly urges 
the President to designate within the 
State Department an ambassadorial- 
level coordinator to oversee and imple-
ment these programs and to advance 
United States interests in Afghanistan, 
including coordination with other 
countries and international organiza-
tions with respect to assistance to Af-
ghanistan. 

In general, the Afghanistan Freedom 
Support Act provides a constructive, 
strategic framework for our Afghan 
policy, and flexible authority for the 
President to implement it. 

Let me add that this legislation is 
explicitly and strongly committed to 
increasing the participation of women 
in Afghan politics. One of the ‘‘prin-
ciples of assistance’’ of this bill states 
that ‘‘Assistance should increase the 
participation of women at the national, 
regional, and local levels in Afghani-
stan, wherever feasible, by enhancing 
the role of women in decision-making 
processes, as well as by providing sup-
port for programs that aim to expand 
economic and educational opportuni-
ties and health programs for women 
and educational and health programs 
for girls.’’ 

We must not allow the Afghan gov-
ernment of President Karzai to unwind. 
The United States must make the nec-
essary investment of resources to help 
stabilize and secure Afghanistan in 
order to support a democratic transi-
tion there. This bill addresses an ur-
gent need. It is critical to America’s 
security interest in Afghanistan and 
Central Asia. If Afghanistan goes back-
ward, this will be a defeat for our war 
on terrorism, for the people desiring 
freedom in Afghanistan and in Central 
Asia, and for America symbolically in 
the world. This defeat would under-
mine the confidence in America’s word 
around the world. Afghanistan is the 
first battle in our war on terrorism. We 
must not fail. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MARY JANE SMALL 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the work 

of the Senate would be impossible were 
it not for the talents and tireless ef-
forts of our staffs. These are the men 
and women who serve behind the 
scenes, with few expectations of reward 
save for the opportunity to make a dif-
ference. 

I would like to take a moment to ac-
knowledge a member of my staff who 
has worked for me on behalf of the peo-
ple of West Virginia for 25 years. Mary 
Jane Small joined my staff on August 
1, 1977. I was Majority Leader at the 
time. 
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