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Dear colleagues:

The USCCB and NCHLA will be putting out reactiomsldollow-up materials in due course today regagdin
the 54-45 vote to table (set aside) the Nelsonifg@mendment. | just wanted personally to giwead of
gratitude and encouragement to all those who workegt the Senate to maintain current protectegasnst
federal abortion funding. We made a very good shgwigainst overwhelming odds, and we continue v@ ha
strong support for our position in the House whbaeelegislation must ultimately return; in the mixae there
will be more changes in the Senate, including ariagar's amendment” that may or may not include some
provisions to address our strong objections tacthveent bill on pro-life issues. The fight is faoin over.

Our opponents started out with what was proballlgra Senate majority against the Hyde amendmerthi§o
they added the strategy of constantly and pas®tnabfuscating the truth that this amendment sdadly the
same as the Hyde amendment -- they claimed oveowrdagain that current law only prevents direset af a
federal dollar for an abortion, and that this itlenial of federal funds for entire health plaogecing abortion
was some kind of unprecedented and radical ovdrr@astead of the simple continuation of curremt that it
is). This gave us the spectacle of one pro-abofemator after another saying with a straight theéhe or she
supports the longstanding restrictions of the Hyhendment, while voting against that policy in iéal(and
by the way, save all your Senator's statements fhen€Congressional Record along these lines bexeeiie
need them next year when they might attack the Fydendment!). We must step up our efforts to e@utte
Congress, the media and the general public as &b iwheally going on in this debate.

To put the 45 votes in perspective: Some commenstatsked us in the prior weeks how we hoped tongee
than 40 votes, as Collins and Snowe would providpuRlican votes for abortion and at most we wouldeh
the support of Nelson and Casey, with the two gsatgmceling each other out. We surprised themrmimaber
of ways: Casey and Nelson both became originapomsors, with the lead sponsor of the amendment a
Democrat; we got five votes that the critics did expect, including Sen. Kaufman of Delaware (farhog@
aide to Joseph Biden) who had never cast a pro4ife; our Senate allies were prepared, articutaemitted,
and factual, rebutting every false claim our oppisenade (which of course only led them to tellghme
falsehoods more often and more loudly, and to mabye heavily on inducing guilt among male Senatdre
might be tempted to contradict the female Democi@énators on abortion).

The 45 votes means that if the Senate had follaveedhal procedure, taking the House-passed billveortting
from that, they could never have produced the G8s/needed for an amendment to remove the Stupak
amendment. This arms us well for the next steplarprocess, which may involve a "ping-pong" match
between House and Senate or other avenues. Wegiantip until we have a reform of health care thay
respects the life of everyone. Thank you agairyémr wonderful efforts!

Rich Doerflinger
USCCB Secretariat of Pro-Life Activities



