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As | said before, most people should have a schedule in hand so the thing
should run relatively smoothly. There is the possibility that same people
ray not shew. 1I°ve stressed the importance of being on time so 1 don"t think
they can bitch if we go on to the next person should they not be there.

IT by sore chance we should start to run way ahead of schedule, ycu might
want to call a break or see if anyone in the audience who was not scheduled
might want to speak. Throughout the day, 171l try to stay on top of new
people coming in vho want to speak and give you an updated waiting list.

Cue final thing. I told both "sides" that they could set up a table outside
the theatre by the rain entrance pass out literature or whatever. And 1

also put into that "hearing guideline” that no demonstrations or outbursts

will be allowed while the canuittee is in session. Thit vculd be cause for
remov.1l. You said the other day tl»ac that mioht mean an early adjournment

of the hearing too. |1 didn"t say that in the guide because that might

tend to backfire. I could just see the pro-choice people causing a disturbance
to end the nueting since they®"ve never wonted to have one from the beginning.

Otherwise | can't think of anything else. I've Liken all the stuff with nc
tonight and will «o directly to the theatre around 8 am taiurrow. I'm assuming
you will can- to the office first and then head on out there. Reminder that
the heoring is in that big building on the left, on Providence Drive at the
Anchorage Cormunity College.

Jena

p.a. 1 talked with JWilly iinith over the weekend in FairUmka .ind she
plans on writing letters to relatives, miybe catching up on son* reading
while she aits through this thing. Although | don't cx{*-<ct her to ask
many qu-'Htiuns, you might wint to ncntim to TV*mry Mirtin tliat v> ought
to liold <ju*Hti<»ki to the sj«sikera at a mininun ainre it »ily .idds more
tin»e to this already long day.



House Bill 500- Sunuory

An Act limiting the use of state money to pay for abortions

This bill arjnds Title 47, Chapter 7 regarding Medical Assistance for Needy
Persons. As stated, it would prohibit the use of state money to pay for abortions
unless the physician certifies in writing, that the life of the mother would

be in danger were the pregnancy to continue.

This act takes effect immediately.



September 11, 1981

Mr. Jens Zehbe

H.E.S.S Committee Office
700 H Street, Suite G
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Zehbe,

I understand that the House Health Education and Social Services Committee
will be taking testimony on HB 500 and 550 this Monday. I would appreciate
this letter being forwarded to H.E.S.S. committee members as testimony.

I am concerned over the ppssible ramifications of HB 500. | can understand
concern that state money 1is spent on abortions. But consider the alternative:
unwanted children would be born, with a bleak future ahead for them. This

would likely lead to a substantial increase in Aid to Families with Dependent
Chil Ten payments, as well as more child abuse and neglect. As a woman, | can

understand the anguish that can accompany the decision to have an abortion.

Any woman who has ever had one will assure you it is not a viable alternative

to other forms of birth control. If a woman has the courage to seek an abortion,
it should be available to her.

The possible effects of HB 550 are less obvious. The legislation could

conceivably limit a woman®"s right to control her own body, giving instead rights to
the unborn fetus. | realize that the bill as now proposed allows for the

"killing of a fetus" if the mother consents. But | see no purpose for the
Icrislation at all. | anticipate that this bill will be the forerunner for

more limiting bills. Our elected lawmakers are not charged with legislating morals.
Hie question of when life begins is impossible to answer. Scientists will tell you
life began when the first strands of DNA coded the blueprint for life, and life

has bc~n continuing ever since, flowing through being after being. Rather than
being concerned with the "murdering of a fetus," | feel that legislators should
concentrate on safeguarding the lives and liberties of parents and the children
they choose to have.

Finally, 1 would like to note l..at the Right to Life gioup has been gathering
signatures for a petition suppot.»ng limiting state funds for ubortions through
misleading means. These people are interjecting posters and pamphlets

%raphically nortrav_hg the result of abortions(i.e. fetuses in garbage bags).
hese serve to emotionally charge the issue, and | feel that many signers of the

petition did not fully understand the issue before them. It is also my

understanding that many of those signing the petitions were not registered

Voters, or even residents of the State of Alaska. 1 am basing that statement on
observations at the Tanana Valley State Fair last month in Fairbanks. | understand
that the Right to Life group is meeting in Ancho.age at the same time testimony on

HB 500 and 550 1is being accepted. 1 ask that you bear in mind that the radical,
limiting view that this group advocates is probably not the majority view of Alaskans

I welcome any comments, clarifications, or justification for I1.B. 500 and 550,
from either the H.E.S.S. committee or its staff. | would also appreciate knowing
the timetable for these bills, and how long testimony regarding them will be accepted

sfcc7

) College
"airbnnks, Alaska 9708
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Confederacion Pro-Dcrecho ALaVida
P.O.Box 761 Davis, CA95616

Ret Tax>-paid Abortion

Dear Members of the Alaska Legislaturet

Executive Ccmmitle: Representing several minority organizations and our affiliated
Joie 1. Granda hispanic and eskimo members in the State of Alaska request that
President tax*»pald abortion be suspended for the following reasons:

1.-People on welfare, many of them minority groups have never lobbied or
Vicepresident
Mariana T. Rodriguez
/uW/c Relations Director
Carmen Trujillo

§2ggﬁggégﬂﬁ0”“a Zero Population Growth and theee so called doctors involved in making

demanded that abortion be giving to them using the taxpayers money. It
has been imposed and lobbied by organizations such as Planned Parenthood,

money ci abortion.
Afiliated Organization*:
2.- Tax-paid abortion has not solved anything .6r the poor. It hasn"t
Confederacion de la Raza

Unida gotten rid of poverty, it merly has gotten r*d of ou< children and
San Jose _ _

Suskol Indian Council detnoyed the health of minority women

Napa

American G.l. Forum 3.- Tax-funded abortion money never goes to the poor, 1itgoes tb those
United Indian Tribes who profit form them, those who are earring out the task of

Reddin - . - -

Cknno%e\ﬁda eliminating poverty by eliminating the ,>poor.

East tos Angeles

éuﬂHO(mla\nda 4 .-Tax money ought to be better spent in taking careof ourproblems
an Jose

of eduction, housing, equal opportunity for jobs and not ellmlanting
out children.

5«- Qur leaders have spoken clearly An this issue. Cesar Chavez head of the
United Farms workers,Dick Gregory, Rev. Jesse Jackson, SrmaCraven of
the Urban League, Indian Leader Dr. Constance Redbird Uri, Dr.

Mildred Jefferson first Black woman Harvard Gxaduato, as well as
the fwithem Cristian leadership Conference. Therefore wo request that
you stop all tax funo.gg of abortion in light of these reasons.

6.- Those who perform abortion have embAr|(ued themseV®®6 In n population
control program against minoritjros and economically disadvantaged
gropps. Dr. Kdward Aired" one of the pioneers In tha abortion business
has 12 nborlon clinics and received 12 million dollars In tax-funded
aborlons In 1980. Ho has publically stated " Take the new Influx of
hir.panic Inmlgrants. Their lIrck of respect for democracy ind ao"irl
order la frigtcning. | hope jl can do something to stem that tide
1°d net up a cliftlZ in tlefllco for free if 1 could. MeyVp one In
Calexico would help... The aid to Fanillas With Dependent Children
program Is the worst hoondogle over created..When a sullen black woman of

17 ¢ *8 can decide to ravo a baby and gtt welfare and dood stamps and
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" be00:TO * bJrden 10 811 of ““e »*mm tta. to stop. In parts of South to. Angelas
having babies for welfare is the only .nduetry people have.”’There is no question

in our ninds that abortion 11s then b3i,e used as a method of population

cont*fol of genociatal proportions.

7.- Finally there is stroght evidence that tax-paid abortion leads to fr~many
so-called doctors charge mediaaid more that to private patients. We encourgge
the Alaska legislature to investigate every abortionist that receives money
from the state.

Jose J. Granda
President

3b\E < T 2% £



OUR OPINION

On the edge of thepit:
abortion as a racist tool

The great dange. of uncon*
trolled abortion, is that itwill
be wused for politically
motivated purposes.

How close are we to the
brink of that fiery pitwhen an
abortion specialist, earning
more than $12 million a year
by performing 50.000 to 60.000
abortions, publicly announces
that he has a consuming in—
terest in curbing the birth
rale of certain populations,
namely Hispanics and blacks?

Dr. Edward Allred, whose
chain of abortion clinics is
under investigation for possi—
bly paying kickbacks to a
stale-supported family plan
ning agency in exchange for
customers, speaks with
Hitlerian preciseness about
his personal and professional
“Population control" pro*
gTam.

“Population control is too
important to be stopped by
some right-wing pro-life
types," Allred is quoted by
the San Diego Union as

. “Take the new influx
ispanic immigrants.

boondoggle ever created.
When asullenblack woman of
17 or 18 can decide to have a
baby and getwelfare and food
stamps and become a burden
to all of us, it3 time to stop.
In parts of South Los Angeles
having babies for welfare is
the only industry the people
have."

Abortion raises ethical
questions for anyone who en—
gages in serious thought.
Most people have wrestled
with the question and have
arrived at a position with
which they are comfortable.
Some take the absolutist posi—
tion that abortion iswrong in
every instance Others, iIn—
cluding this newspaper, have
taken the less rigid view that
abortion is essentially a
private mat.er between a
woman, her husband and her
doctor and that rape, incest,
threat to the life or health of
the mother or the prospect of
bringing an unwanted and un—
loved child into the world are
legitimate reasons for (he
procedure

Their lack of respect for deBut we are appalled and

mocracy and social order ts
frightening. 1 hope I can do
something to stem that tide.
I"d set up a clinic in Mexico
for free if 1could. Maybe one
in Calexico would help The
survival of our society could
i* at slake . . . The Aid to
Families With Dependent
Children program isthe worst

revolted by the chillingly ra—
cist view adopted by Dr Al—
Ired, who rails against wel—
fare but nevertheless obtains
a fourth of his revenue from
fax dollars through Medi-Cai
Is this Tom Metiger, the Ku
Klux iLan leader, in medical
garb7 Those who warned how
easy it would be to misuse

abortion as a tool of genocide
certainly have an in-the-flesh
example of what they meant

There isno indication so far
that any of the women who
had abortions did so other
than willingly, but the state is
investigating whether the al—
leged kickback scheme pro—
vided for the family planning
agency "‘an economic motive
to advocate that its clients
choose abortion." The over—
use of abortion to regulate
family sire, rather than le-
liance on less controversial
contraceptives, is a matter
drawing increasing public at—
tention as the number of abor—
tions skyrocket, prolonging
the acrimonious debate and
contributing unnecessarily to
damaging divisions in our so—
ciety.

The State of Califomia
most definitely should not be
subsidizing any operation
which has as itsprimary goal
the elimination, "or severe
curtailment, of populations
deemed undesirable by a mil
linnaire doctor who on one
hand condemns tax support
for dependent children but
with the other hand grabs all
he can get from the public
treasury for terminating
pregnancies

Do you have an opinion on
this subject Send itto YOUR
OPINION, The Daily Califor-
nun. Drawer 1565. ElI Cajon.
Calif. 92022
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Anchorage, Alaska 99504

Dear ISSUE <80 Sponsor:

The deadline for the initiative signature drive has been extended
until mid-summer. After governmental delays, some mls-direction,
poor communications, and a slow start; our campaign 1is going well.

We alrea-ly have over 8000 signatures, and over 400 sponsors gathering
more signatures.

We expected to have reached our goal of 16 JO signatures bv now; but

the response to our direct mail appeals was much less than expected.

The most successful sponsors carry their signature books with them all

.he time and solicit signatures from virtually every voter they encounter.
They aggressively gather signatures at the gatherings of people in their
Teas such as PTA, church, Scouts, sales meetings, pi .itical meetings,
club meetings, and sports events.

if you have friends who would like to be sponsors, or If you need
another book (one person is on her fourth) sign the enclosed form
and mall it to ISSUE "80. Remember that when you finish a book you
must have it notarised.

There are encouraging signs in the courts and in the legislature that
the battle against abortion is moving in our favor. NOW is the time to
press on to stop t>e slaughter of the unborn.

Thank you for your efforts.

Most sincerely for life,

J d-y,
Kred Dyson 0
Initiative Coordinator
Enclosure

FDjcg



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE - HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

IN SESSION:
POUCH V SUITE 1.1020 "I" STREET
JUNEAU. ALASKA 39811 ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501
TELEPHONE: (907) 465-4948 TELEPHONE: (907) 277-6219
REP. M. F. "MIKE" BEIRNE
DISTRICT 7. ANCHORAGE
MEMBER OF COMMITTEES:
FIFTH STATE LEGISLATURE HEALTH
NINTH STATE LEGISLATURE 'DUCATION AND
TENTH STATE LEGISLATURE SLCIAL SERVICES
ELEVENTH STATE LEGISLATURE September 2, 1981 COMMITTEi FOR REVIEW

OF Rt GULATIONS

PRESS RELEASE

The House Health, Education and Social Services Camiittee which is chaired
by Representative Mike Beime of Anchorage will be holding a public hearing
on House Bills 500 and 550, both relating to abortion.

The hearing is scheduled for Septentoer 14th at the Performing Arts Center of
the Anchorage Cormunity College at 2533 Providence Drive. The hearing will
begin at 10:00 am and run till 5:00 pm with a break for lunch at noon. There
is also an evening session scheduled to begin at 7:00 pm. The public is
invited to attend and those persons wishing to speak before the committee
should contact Representative Beime"s office at 278-4912.

Copies of both bills can be obtained at the Anchorage Legislative Information
Office located at 1024 West 6th Avenue.



flasks Jfftale legislature

Committee on Pouch V
State Ctpitol
Heiltfi, Gduc&tion & Social Services Juneau, Alaska 99611

November 6, 1981

Mr. David Buchanan

Issue 80 Executive Cccmittee
300 North Brac w

Anchorage, Alaska 99504

Dear Mr. Buchanan:

Thank you for your informative and well thought out letter of September
14, 1981. Y"-"ur Issue "80 organization sounds like a worthwhile educational
group. You might be interetted to learn that HB500 and HB550 will

probably be taken up early ii the upcoming session of the Legislature.

The interim hearings on these matters were well attended and many
provocative issues were introduced.

I am pleased that you took the time to vjrite me about the work you
have done on initiative petition #80-04. 1, too, feel that public
input to the Legislature regarding abortion issues has been overdue.

Once again, | appreciate your informative letter and hope that I will
continue to hear from citizens as concerned about their ccmwnity
as you.

Sincerely,

Mike Beime
State Representative

MB/bw



TO: Representative Beirr.e and Members of the Health,
Education and Social Services Committee.

PROMi David Buchanan and Issue 80 Executive Committee.

RE« Transcript of testimony from Issue 80 before the HESS
Committee Public Hearing on Housebills 500 and 550,
(Abortion Funding), September 14, 1981.

Dear Representative Beirnet

X have come to share not only the concerns that are of a
personal response but also the response of the Issue 80
Committee.

Issue 80 was formed originally as an educational effort to
share the five episode film series Whatever happened to the
Human Race which addresses the issues of abortion, infanticide
and euthanasia. Those on the Executive Committee are pro—
fessional people in the Anchorage area, people who are from
professions representing business, medical, legal and various
members of the clergy. Issue 80 has no organisational tie

to any ojier agency, organization, or political action group.
Issue 80 receives no federal or state funds. Every aspect of
Issue 80 is truly a broad based grass roots effort.

Due to the response from those who viewed the film series at
statewide seminars, Issue 80 was urged from the grass roots
level to become more involved than just education. The result
was the instigation of initiative petition, Proposition #80-04
which is essentially the same as House Bill #500.

There are presently over 700 petition sponsors statewide, in
all election districts, from Barrow to Ketchikan, gathering
signature:* in Bupport of Proposition #80-04. About 13,000
registered Alaskans have already pJ«ced their signatures on the
line. We find the number making a committment to the ant.-
abortion 1issue is growing every day throughout this state.

While Issue 80 1is clearly anti-abortion, we find it unique

that a significant number of individuals who themselves are
pro-abortion are backing Proposition #80-04 because they hold
the conviction that state tax monoy should not be used for such
purposes.

Issue 80 stands against the many myths that plague the abortion
issue.



Repreuentative Beirne
Page 2

Issue 80 stands against the Economic Myth which says because
wealthy people want abortions the minority poor must also

want them. We find it appalling that when thepoor ask for

jobs and bread the state offers them the fundsand the solution
by eliminating their dearest of possessions, their family.

Issue 80 stands against the Biological Myth which says the
developing fetus is merely another part of the woman®s body.
It i1s notl It is merely domiciled there. Maybe due to that
fact tennant rights are warranted.

Issue 80 stands against the Scientific Myth that says because
some do not know precisely when the beginning of life occurs
that we cannot know when it is most likely to occur. It is
because we may not know with precision, that we beall the more
prudent to *reserve the entire process.

Issue 80 stands against the Sociological Myth which states
that due to instances of child abuse abortion would have been
the better occurance. The 1.5 million abortion?, performed
per year has prevented millions of unwanted children from
being present on the scene. This should have resulted in the
lowering of child abuse rates, but it has not. Child abuse
rates continue to rise year after year.

Issue 80 also stands against the Human Rights Myth which
communicates that by eliminating the rights of some deemed
unwanted, 1imperfect or un-useful we somehow insure the rights
of others.

What then does Issue 80 stand for, you ask?

Issue 80 stands for the belief that there ia no such thing as
a life unworthy to be lived.

We therefore urge our state legislature to pass Housebill #500
and 5501

Why?
So that Alaska will not become an exclusive reservation where

onl¥_the planned, the privileged and the perfect have the right
to live.

David R. Buchanan ,, i
Representing Issue 80 Committee



FAIRBANKS CHAPTER, P.O. BO/. 82254, College, MASKA 9970'8

To: Represenative Mike Beirne, Chair
House Committee, Health & Social Services

From: Fairbanks Chapter N.O.W.
Bonnie McCorquodale Navln, Correspondent

Re: Testimony for Record - Public Hearing
Anchorage, 9/14/31

The Fairbanks Chapter of the National Organization for Women
represents many Alaskans in this community- all of whom are deeply
committed to the concept and reality of freedom of choice. We have,
on occassion, been mistakenly 1identified os "pro-abortlon,”™ In fact,
many N.O.W. members do not believe in abortion, but they do believe
In the right of all Americans to make indl. lual choices based on
their individual beliefs.

Those who support legislation prohibiting abortion and/or
prohibitilkmg the use of any public monies for abortion claln that they
are protectinp human life. We would sungest that they are, in real ltv,
threatening the right of women- nartlcularlv women of child—bearing
age--to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

Preganancy and childbirth are life threatening conditions for
some women. Will the State of Alaska refuse to pav for an abortion
for a women without funds when that abortion 1is necessary to save
her Iife9 If not, who will define "life saving?" The death of a
woman®s spirit, abilities and hones for the furture canrot ue Lgoored.

The s many of the women seeking abortions or
the n probably beyond the comprehen%hon of
many of the pc who will be present for this heuring eSe
women are not ted. to,, but certainly Include: 1/ rape victims,

2/ mothers who know that bearlng another chlid will result In
deprivation and harm for those already living, 3/ youno, already
abused 1incest victims, 4/ women whose fetuses are hopelessly dataged

Refusing to allow women the. right to”cjoose ?
themselves what will or will not happen within r own les
uit mateilyj go§t us f%r more than wis are reallyWillling to pay. e
wil  pay Wlth human ves— the very thing these legislative efforts
are pretending to protect.

We do not believe that anyone who testifies at this hearing will
Bbe opposed to protecting human life. When abortion Is discussed the
Is women s 1llves and the potential, for human life. The potential
cannot and should not )e equateo witi via;, e human life. The
A ( . 19 is not a viable human life. It Is, n fact, part of
a woman s boay. The embryo cannot live outside of thv. human female
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and thus, cannot be said to have a life separate and Independent of
hers. Until such time as the fetus Is viable, it- like the other
organs and organisms within the woman- is a part of her own body.
Surely the right to control what happens to our own bodies Is a
fundemental right of all People In this countrv. Our leaal svstem
has acknowledged an Individual s right to defend property and life-
§?§?1{¥1i3Ff% wvere ;pis?d nse resulted in the death of an already
TLA: _ & ?f Alaska cannot possibly consider
_ggﬁjflk lheKri3ht Jlus "«nale residents to defend their lives

KL1 . 5y ie!lyinQ . control of their own bodies. Legislation
limiting that wight, in this state or the nation, would make a

mockery~of our 2%0 yeai history of freedom.

Thank you.

cc: Fairbanks Dal 1v News-MlIner
8K?1 of Represengtlves -Fairbanks delegation
State Senate - Fairbanks Delegation
Senator Ted Stevens
Senator Frank Murkowskl
Represenatlve Don Youno
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September 14,.1981

Anchorage

Good afternoon. My name 1is Susan A. Vaillancourt. I will
testify today as president of the ANCHORAGE ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN

LAWYERS against House Bill 500.

House Bill 500 is entitled ™ an act limiting the use of state
money to pay for abortions.” This bill is abhorrent to the conetitu-
tional rights of Alaska citizens. It should not be allowed to pass
out of this committee.

The right to decide whether to continue or terminate one"s
pregnancy is Tfounded 1in the constitutional rigM to privacy. See,
Roe v. Wade, 401 U.S. 113 (1973).

The Alaska Constitution, contrasted to the federal constitu—
tion, has an express,” rather than implied, right to privacy. Article
I, Section 22. Our Supreme Court has consistently maintained that
our right of, privacy affords greater protection than does the federal
constitution. See, e.g., Skaaloak v. State. 597 P.2d 142 (Ak.1979):

State V. GKss, 583 P. 2d 872 (AK.1978); Ravin v. State. 537 P.2d 494

(AK. 1975).
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While the language of this bill has the potential of effecting
many areas of state funds, let us focus on the state medical assis—
tance program. The effect of this bill to a person receiving medical
assistance 1is that it requires the recipient to waive her constitu—
tional right to privacy in order to receive this state benefit. This
is tantamount to a situation which would require a recipient to waive
his or her constitutional due process rights to a involuntary commit—
ment hearing in order to receive mental health assistance. Such a
result is deplorable.

The legislature cannot make a law to abridge a constitutional
right such as the right to privacy. This bill is broadly drafted to
prohibit the use of state medical aid funds, welfare funds, any state
Eenefits or dividends or even state salaries for payment of elective
or non-elective abortions except in rare cases. This bill makes no
exceptions for abortions required for victims of rape or incest. It
does not permi woman and her doctor to make a sound medical and
personal decision that a pregnancy should be terminated to prevent
serious and permanent damage to the health of the mother or of the
fetus. Unquestionably, this bill has substantial impact on n woman®s
right of privacy regardless of whether the fetus has any potential
for surviving, healthy or otherwise. If this bill becomes law, it
will undoubtedly be struck down under the Alaska Constitution as a

measure which unduly restricts a woman®s access to abortions and

which directly interferes with protected activity.
It should be noted that the Hyde Amendment upheld by the

United States Supreme Court in Harris v. McRae, 100 S.Ct. 2671 (1980)

under the more narrow federal right to privacy, at least provided for



HB 500

Anchorage Association of Women Lawyers

Page 3

abortions for victims of rape and incest. The Hyde Amendment addressed
in the Harris case limited use of federal medicaid funds for abortions
except in a few cas”s.

It is also evident that this bill would not pass an equal
protection cnallenge under the Alaska Constitution. In Harris v.
McRae- supra, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Hyde Amendment against
equal protection challenge based on the least stringent analysis
afforded under the federal constitution. It is recognized, however,
that the Alaska Constitution affords a more stringent stand”nd for
equal protection. See, Commercial Fisheries Entry Commission v.
Anokedak, 606 P.2d 1255 (AK.1980). Under such scrutiny. House Bill
500 would be struck down. >

Finally, th,s bill cannot be logically justified as a measure
to prevent government spending or even government spending on abortions.
If this bill were to pass, the result would be that state spending
would shift from abortion services to abortion-related litigation.

We should not allow state government and state programs to advocate

a special interest position such as the anti-choice position advanced
by this bill. It would be more appropriate to allow those special
interest groups to attempt to Influenece individual choice through
their education and service programs rather than restricting a
person®s Cecision-maklng process by state sanctioned economic
barriers.

I urge you no™ to allow this bill to pass out of this

committee. Thank you.



TO: House Committee on Health, DATE: September 14, 1981
Education and Social Services

FROM: Teresa Williams, Attorney RE: Tf timony on H.B. 550

I. Introduction

My name is Teresa Williams. I am testifying on my own
behalf as an attorney practicing law in the State of Alaska. I
will be directing my comments towards House Bill 550. It is
my understanding that others will speak on the constitutionality
of House Bill 500. For the record let me state that I believe
with them that House Bill 500, if enacted, would violate this

state®s constitutional right to .

Il1. Typographical Error

At the outset, let me draw your attention to a typographical
error that changes the entire intent and meaning of the bill.
Under Section 11.41.112, the three clauses labeled (1), (2),
and (3) are not scpaiatcd by aneor™ showing that they are in
the alternative. Th",r. deletion leaves the impression that the
socti>ns are cumulative, which would rosult in a law that was
N_constitution*”, vague, and overbroad.

If the "or"ycontinues to be loft out, the only exception
to the general rule that destruction of a fetus 1is murder would
bo abortions performed with the consent of tho mothor in order
to save tho life of the mother by a licensed physician when the
act otherwise accords with AS 18.16.010. On the face of it,
this limited oxcoption to tho general murder rule violates the

right under the United States Constitution that a woman has to



control over the decision to have an abortion. Further, the
cumulative nature of the clauses would lead to bizarre results.

An abortion performed outside of a hospital or similar facility

by a licensed physician to save the life of the mother, for instance
under emergency conditions, would be murder under this bill. An
abortion by a midwife during labor in a hospital to save the life

of the mother would be murder. An abortion in a hospital by

a licensed phvsican to save the life of a minor, without the

consent of a parent, would be murder.

It is vital that the omission of the "or" between clauses
(1i,(2) and (3) be corrected. If this 1is not done, the only
result can be extensive and expensive litigation at the state"s

expense.

I11. Battered Women

I will assume that tho typographical error will be corrected
and will turn »j the general nature of House Bill 550.

The problem attempted to be dealt with in this bill covers
the scenario whore an abusive husband beats his pregnant wife within
an inch of hor lifo, resulting in the destruction of tho fotus.
Currently, Lhis act is a crime under the criminal codo at AS 11.41.
200. Thin act would be Assault in the First Degree, carrying with
it a penalty of up to 20 years incarceration and up to $50,000 fine.
Tho nature of tho assault would bo takon into consideration in
tho aontoncing.

This bill would escalate the crime and associated penalty to
2nd Jogroo Murder, carrying with it a possible sentence of 5 to 99

years and up to $75,000 fine.



The obvious question is how to deal with the act discussed
in the scenario. My recommendation is to continue with the current
status as an assault, which after all covers other heinous crimes
such as intentionally blinding or crippling a human being. An
alternative would be to create a separate crime called "Aggravated
Assault Resulting in the Destruction of a Fetus"™ or perhaps "Aggra—
vated Assault”, the latter which could also cover intentional
blinding or c»-ippl-.ng as well.

There are several reasons not to add the destruction of a
fetus to the homicide statute. The homicide statute is complex
enough without adding this new area to it. Additionally, this
bill would not require that the accused have intent to cause the
destruction of the fetus. As a doctor could better testify,
miscarriages happen all the time from much more trivial causes
than would cause the death of you or me. Should a person who
intentionally assaulted a woman with less force than could cause
her death be charged with murder when he did not intend the destruct—
ion of tho fetus?

Another problom with this bill is that, by making thu
destruction of a fetus murder, it implies that a fetus is a human 1
boing. No one has been able to scientifically ascertain whon
life begins. This decision has thun far been left to roligious
doctrine and individual boliof. This bill would allow tho govern—
ment to mako that decision for us, which is a form of establish—
ment of religion. This bill equatos tho killing of an unborn
fertilized zygote, which to many persons is not a human being ,
with tho killing of an adult in this room. Should the sanctions ,

be the same for both acts?



As it stands, this bill would be the first step toward
giving a fetus the standing of a "person””under state and federal
law. This person would,in turn, be entitled to equal protection”
of the laws under the state and federal constitutions. The estate
of a fetus could sue for wrongful death i1f jarred loose during
a car accident or turbulent plane flight. The estate of a fetus
or a disabled child could sue the mother for use of coffee or
cigarettes during pregnancy. Currently, under inheritance laws,
a fetus can only i..lierit if born alive. Tf a fetus i1 defined
as a person, then the e&tate of a fetus would be entitled to a
share. Again, granting the status of "person"” to a fetus would
affect governmental benefit programs that depend on the number
of children, such as welfare, unemployment and food stamps. A
fetus would be entitled to a permanent fund dividend. There
would be a question whether a pregnant woman could be 1incarcerated
for a crime shecommitted when the fetus would also be 1incarcerated.
Tho complications which are caused by including the destruction
of a fetus iIn the hamicide statute can be avoided by continuing
the prosent status or elso creating a distinct crime which would

cover this distinct act.
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Testimony by Annely Girard

INTaC

#
I have worked in the area of counseling and social work lor
the last 6 years.

1) As legislators for Alaskan citizens of divergent origins,
religious and moral bellols, you have the responsibility
to put emotional ana religious belief’s aolde in your handling
of ohis issue. Consluer the economic,, social,.and psychological
aspects of i1his legislation.

The 1Issue is not whether abortions will be done,, but whether
they will be done safely.

2) Unwanted pregnancies are a factual problem. Unwanted children
abound. Ur. Wilke"s statement thut there 1is no such thln« »3
an unwanted or unloved child in this society is KCT factual.
There are upward of j>3 abuse cases investigated In Anchorage
each week, the age r covering from birth thru the teens.

V.e need a positive approach to providing preventive measures,
to provide alternative: vt r.*»d .jvellty s > education in the
schools, and generous funding for outreach progr&tna in educa—
tion and jo.uiuelin”®.

7) "..e know that those who can pay the price can obtain abortions,,
no -j&tier how _hr Ila* de en_7>> kru." thr.t 't trrsapons-
Iblo actions ol many mar. who are fathers of unwanted children
are largeLy condoned by our lavs and society.

I challenge you: aiv thotv mw srurio not yot another act of
discrimination ugalnat women, against tho poor?

4) HB bbO 1is sufficiently confusing to warrant a return to tho
drawing beard.

u:1l society"s coming into an ago of awaroneou of responsibility

is something to bo fostered by moons of T&AChING, not prohibition,
wo know from nlutory that prohibition doua not work -- Pro—
hibition fosters lawlessness.



September 14, 1981
By Barbara L. Schuhmann, Chairperson
Alaska Commission on the Status of Women

Mr. Chairman, | regret that 1 cannot personally be
present for your hearings. However, 1 have an active law practice
in Fairbanks and could not come to Anchorage for your hearing. I
have asked the Executive Director of the Alaska Commission on the
Status of Women to deliver these comments for me.

The Commission first adopted a policy statement on
abortion on April 26, 1980. We reconsidered and reaffirmed that
statement on Tecember 6, 1980, The Commission ™ policy is as
follows:

There are few more divisive 1issues than abortion.
The United States Supreme Court, 1in its landmark
decision of Roe Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973),
conceded that fact:

We forthwith acknowledge our awareness

of the sensitive and emotional nature of
the abortion controversy, of the vigorous
opposing views, even among physicians,
and of the deep and seemingly absolute
convictions that the subject inspires.
One®"s philosophy, one"s experiences,
one"s exposure to the raw wjges of human
existence, one"s religious training,
one"s attitudes toward life and family
and their values, and the moral standards
one establishes and seeks to observe,

are all likely to influence and to color
one"s thinking and conclusions about
abortion. In addition, population
growth, pollution, poverty, and racial
overtones tend to complicate and not to
simplify the problem

It is difficult to formulate policy on an 1issue
where there is very little middle ground. To
some, every abortion performed 1is the wrongful
taking a human life. T™ others, every abortion
prohibited is uninvited meddling in a difficult
and profoundly private decision.

Having been called upon to decide the issue,

however, the United States Supreme Court haZ? ruled
that, with certain limitations, the decision to

bear or not to bear a child lies within the mother®s
constitutional right of privacy. The Court stated:



This right of privacy ....is broad

enough to encompass u woman®s decision
whether or not to terminate her preg—
nancy. The detriment tnat the State

would impose upon the pregnant woman by
denying this choice altogether 1is apparent.
Spp 1.ac and direct harm medically
diagnosable even in early pregnancy may

be involved. Maternity, or additional
offspring, may force upon the woman a
distressful life and future. Psychological

harm may be imminent. Mental and physical
health may be taxed by child care.

There is also the distress, for all
concerned, associated with the unwanted
child, and there is the problem of
bringing a child into a family already
unable, psychologically and otherwise,
to care for it. In other cases, 1is 1in
this one, the additional difficulties
and continuing stigma of unwed mother —
hood may be involved. All these factors
the woman and her responsible physician
necessarily will consider in consult—
ation.

The United States Supreme Court®s position on
privacy has a special significance in Alaska.
Article 1, C22 of our Alaska State Consititution
provides:

The right of the people to privacy

is recognized and shall not be infringed.
The legislature shall implement this
section.

The United States Supreme Court has interpreted

the Constitution to provide that abortion 1is a

matter to be dealt with in privacy between physician
and patient. The Alaska Constitution reinforces

that interpretation by reflecting Alaska"s fundamental
dedication to the privacy of 1it:" citizens. \We,
therefore, believe the Legislature should carry

out the mandate of the State and Federal Constitutions
by protecting this precious right.

We have been attentive to the views of those who
oppose abortion. We have heard from Pro-Life
representatives on several occasions and have
reviewed written materials ftom the Pro-Life point
of view. We are mindful of the particular concern
that abortion 1is in some 1instances being there 1is
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an answer through bettc- sex education, both in and
outside the home, which would lead to a more respon—
sible understanding by men and women of their
reproductive nature.

Having considered the matter, we oppose and urge
the Legislature to oppose legislation on abortion
which would destroy the right to privacy by in—
truding political judgments in the intimate
physician-patient relationship. We further oppose
and urge the Legislature to oppose legislation
which would oar abortions in hospitals funded by
the State. Again this would substitute political
judgments for medical ones. We favor and urge the
Legislature to favor continuation of current
funding patterns wAth respect to abortions for the
poor. The poor are least able to cope with un—
intended pregnancies and their unwanted children
often become society®"s problem.

Thus, fo** the reasons just cited, the Commission on
the Status ol Women opposes House Bill 500 or any bill that does
not continue current funding pat*tins with respect to abortions
for the poor. In addition, the Commission opposes adoption of
House Bill 550, which would destioy the right to privacy of
Alaskan women.

The remainder of my comments are personal, and while 1
have discussed them with other commissioners, | do not represent
them to be those of the Commission on the Status of Women.

The wording of House Bill 550 points out the basic
problem in attempting to legislate in this entire area. You must
realise that the Bill would be unconstitutional under Roe v.

Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973). 1 believe it would also be unconstit—
ggional under Alaska®s State Constitution, Article I, Il 3, 7 and

The Bill, as presently woided, would subject the present
Alaska statute outlining murder to constitutional challenge for
vagueness. Convictions of persons having committed the crime of
murder against "persons™ could be overturned because the statute,
is the bill proposes to amend it, would be too vague. I would
very much hate to see convicted murderers obtaining new trials or
going free because the legislature had made the statute defining
murder unconstitutionally vague.

I would a.»k that you consider Jlor a moment the effect
that HB 550 will have on the people that you are trying to control
girls and women pregnant or who may become pregnant in the future,
and their doctors. Although the exception section of HB 550 is
very vague, and probably unconstitutionally so, the intent appears
to me to allow abortions if consented to by the mother o" if
performed by a licensed physician where the mother of the fetus
would more likely than not die from childbirth. Think for just a
moment what the result of such language would be. In the case of
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any termination of pregnancy, there would be an investigation to
determine whether murder in the first or second degree had been
committed. Instead of the burden of proof beyond a reasonable
doubt being upon the state, this bill would seem to place a
preponderance of the evidence burden upon the accused. That
would be the least burden listed in section 3 of the bill.

Do we as a state really wish to have sta e troopers and
district attorneys reviewing the medical records of every abortion
performed? 1 think not.

I would ask the. committee to consider the further
effects this bill or any similar bill would have upon women
considering having a family. Many of my friends in Fairbanks are
attempting to become pregnant. They want to start or continue
their families, and they have sought medical advice on any problems
they may have 1in that regard.

Some of my friends have suffered as many as three
ectopic pregnancies. This 1is a pregnancy where a fertilized egg
emplant-a itself within the Fallopian tubes of the mother. There
is no chance that a child can be born as a result, of such pregnancy,
and, without medical assistance, the death of the mother would be
substantially certain. Her death would not come from "childbirth”,
but rather from the pregnancy itself. Other women also face the
possibility of death or serious medical complications not only
from childbirth, but from the fact of pregnancy itself. The
wording of the bill"s exception section would leave them with the
option of dying themselves or facing a charge of murder.

Others of my friends undergo medical tests to determine
why they may be having trouble in becoming or staying pregnant.
These tests oftentimes discovei the problems which can then be
corrected. There 1is the possibility with some of the tests that
they could cause a miscarriage or "abortion™ if the patient were
pregnant at the time. Are young women, seeking to become pregnant,
to be charged with murder for undergoing such tests because they
result in miscarriage? Under HB 5f0 they would. In addition,
many women have various medical problems whi n make it more
likely for them to suffer miscarriage before they have a successful
pregnancy. If HB 550 were enacted, why should any woman willing"y
face a pregnancy, knowing of the likelihood of their suffering a
miscarriage and thus an investigation 01 charge of murder?

in every case, the investigators would he faced with
the fact of a miscarriage or abortion, and would have to determine
the cause. Thus, | feel HB 550 will hive the effect of dis—
couraging women from becoming pregnant. It would be far easier
to arrange some method of birth control and never be faced with a
murder charge than it would be to attempt to become pregnant,
suffer a miscarriage, and be faced with an investigation into the
causes, and possibly even be faced with a charge of murder.
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In summary, the results 1 see from passage of HB 550 or
any bill similar to HB 550, would be: 1) that it would be declared
to be unconstitutional, with the possible result of requiring new
trials for persons convicted of murdering other "persons™; 2) it
will cause the state to invade an area in which the people have a
right to privacy: their personal decisions about medical assistant
and procedures; and 3) it will greatly discourage women who know
about the bill from becoming pregnant.

I would respectfully suggest that instead of this
approach to the question, that your committee and the legislature
direct your efforts to trying to help prevent the need for abortions.
If there is increased information on birth control and family
planning, thic will help. IT we prevent incest and rape, this
will help. IT we provide as much medical information and assistance
as possible to wcmen who are considering becoming pregnant or who
are pregnant, this will help. IT we provide assistance to families
who have children snch as child care assistance, and child abuse
prevention, this will help.

I am sure that 1 speak for the Commission in saying
that ve would be happy to work together with you in trying to
prevent the need for abortions. Neither HB 500 nor HB 550 would
prevent the need or likelihood for women to seek abortions. And,
for all the reasons just stated, the Commission on the Status of
Women opposes passage of House Bills 500 and 550.



HOUSE HEALTH, EDUCATION & SO"IAL SERVICES COMMITTEE

MR. CHAIR, REP. MIKE BEIRNE

I am llene Sackett
5943 Glenkerry Drive
Anchorage, Ak. 99504

I am a registered voter.
1 vote.

I support the Right to Choose.

I do not want any person telling me what 1 can ~r cannot do with my

own body. I will decide whether I want a child. If contraception
fails me, 1 have the right V decide whether to ca.-Mnue or terminate
my own pregnancy. Until we 1l«ve safe and fail-; . contraceptives,

termloation 1is one choice 1 have open to me. Every woman should have
this option open to her.

I want continued support of state funds for abortion which has been *
part of our state constitution since 1970. I would rather have a
society of wanted children.

1 would rather my tax dollars go tc state funded abortions than to
increase state aid to support un."anted children. Economically it
is cheaper and healthier for all concerned.

I also oppose HB 550. It is not a clear legislative bill. If the
intent of this bill is to protect the women, than |1 think a bill
can be more clearly written.

Written legislation protecting a woman against battering could be
handled through a criminal code. 1 would not want to see this
legislation adopted which 1 feel is one step aw/ay from making abortions
illegal. Besides feeling that this bill is bad legislation, 1 think
that making abortions illegal is one of the highest forms of punishment
to a woman that 1 have seen yet in the* country. To say to a woman

she must carry out her pregnancy is not only punishment to the woman,
but creating a society of unwanted children and child abuse.

"No woman can call herself "free" until she can choose whether or not
she will be a mother." Margaret Sanger

I feel no woman can remain free unless she has the right to her own
choice which is a healthier, independent option fui any person under
a const liution which allows for many races, religions and opinions
to be heard.



Gbcd Afternoon.

bi name is Angela Rinaldo and 1| am the Executive Director of Standing Together Against

Rape. | am speaking today on behalf of STAR in opposition to House Bills 500 and 550.

Due to the fact that I am not an attorney Ilwill refrain from addressing the constitu—
tional ity of the bills. However, lwould 1lke to raise issue w ith House Bill 550 and
its vagueness. Considering my limited experience with the legal implications of the

bills, I1will discuss them from a social and moral perspective.

If my understanding of the bills 1is accurate | must conclude that the Introduction of
these bills 1is an attest to limit the availability of abortionsand a woman®s right
to choose to abort. In doing so thase bills together would make the abortment of a
fetus (which is undefined), unless the woman®"s life 1is in danger, murder and prohibit
the use of state money to pay for it. The social implications of these bills are many.

It Is our contention that by limiting funds for abortions and reducing an indivi .jl"s
choice about one"s body, to«nurdcr, will not prevent abortions but merely reduce the
availability of safe medical means to having one. Abortion Is not a new phenomenon.

When 1 was a little girl | remenber hearing horror stories about back-room ouirtlons.

If you pass this legist ition all you will have accomplished is reducing abortion to a
back-room phenomenon once again.

Lastly 1 would like to address the issue of providing for the chlldien that will emerge
from the unabortcd fetuses. Ncwhere does the legislation address thu priilems associated
with unwanted children, parents who rwn"t supp., t them, end a lack of sccial services to
provide for them. In a time wher government Is cutting back on child cjre funds, welfare
funds, and social services In general 1 question who and hew will we care for these child—
ren and assure that they will have a happy healthy Ilife.

In conclusion, |1 urge you to consider the implications these b 1llIs w 111 have on our free*

dom of choice and the consequences 1if you deny rhat choice by passage of these bills.



TESTIMONY

of
Pastor Paul E. Glover

Harvester Christian Church

Thank you Dr. Beirne for allowing this issue to come to a
hearing. When you get it on the floor for arvote, we will

be back to congratulate you.

I would also like to thank each of you legislators for
taking the time to come and listen to our testimony. It

is much appreciated.

This i1s my 30th year as an ordained minister. My testimony
will support the enactment of both bills that are before us

today.

Quite frankly, the very question of whether the State should
hire the killer of unborn children 1is, in itself, a disgrace.
The ,, Igment of God has always rested upon the slaughter of
the 1innocents, in all ages, and this generation will be no

except ion.

Noah was barely out of the Ark before God spoke to him these
words:  "And surely your blood of your lives will 1 require; at
the hand of every beast will 1 require It, and ut the hand of
every man; at the hand of every man®s brother will 1 require

the life of man. Whoso shoddeth man®s blood, by man shall



"his blood be shed: for in the image of God made He man. And
you, be ye fruitful, and multiply; bring forth abundantly in the

earth, and multiply therein.”

The Constitution of the United States addi i.ses a number of
things that are pertinent to our lives. The Bill of Rights
spells out specific provisions for the presej ation of life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. If we, as citizens

of the United States, are at any point the victims of a lack

of direction, it is probably in the area of responsibility.

Substantive testimony has been presented in this forum to
establish beyond any reasonable doubt that life begins in the
womb at conception, and that single cell being is, in fact, a

being from that moment.

One of tho questions |1 have to offer is related as to whom is
responsible for that life, and if 1i 1is destroyed, whose re—
sponsibility is i1t? Does tho prospective mother bear that
responsibility alone, or does the abortionist share that
responsibility with her? If it i. legalized abortion, then would
those persons who voted for legalized abortion become abortionists
themselves by the wuy they voted? If the murder takes place with
State funding, would the legislators who voted for the tunding

be added to the list of ubortionists. In all fairness to the
question, what about the people who willingly paid their tax
money. Would their willingness to pay taxes constitute responsibility

for the murder of those children?



What about the eternal destiny of a child who dies 1in infancy?
It is generally understood by many biblical scholars that the
spiritual state of the parent or parents will determine where

that cnild spends eternity.

If we follow through on that inquiry, then where does the child
who 1is killed by the abortionists spend eternity, and who 1is
responsible? I know you may say that we have enough problems
on our hands trying to decide what to do with this 1issue as

far as life here 1is concerned. On the other hand, to fail to
consider the heroafter is to ignore a very real part of this

issue.

So, are we to assume that the prospective mother who elects

to kill; the doctor who elects to kill; the legislators or
Justices who elect to legalize killing; 1lhe legislators who
elect to finance the killing; the taxpayers who elect to pay
their taxes knowing that those taxes may be used for the killing
of the innocent are all abortionists through their participating

action ?

God spoke to more than one Old Testament prophet and suid, "I

knew you while you were still 1in your mothers wixnb.” 11fe
begins there. "It .o appointed unto man onco to die, and after
that the Judgment.”™ Where are those unborn babies who die in

their mothers wombs going to spend their eternity? and who

bears the BLANK OR RESPONSIBILITY?



I AM GEORGE BROWN, HUSBAND, FATHER OF 2 TEENAGERS, AUSKA RESIDENT FOR 16 YFARS,
BOARD CERTIFIED PEDIATRICIAN IN PRIVATE, NON-PROFIT PRACTICE, AND A CONCERNED, RE—
SPONSIBLE CITIZEN.

MY TESTIMONY IS AGAINST THE TWO PROPOSED BILLS WHICH WOULD RESTRICT ABORTIONS
IN AUSKA.

OUR HUMAN RACE IS IN DANGER FROM A RECENT PUBLIC SENTIMENT OF OVERSIMPLIFICATION.
IT IS UNDERSTANDABLE THAT WE ARE TEMPTED TO FIND BUCK & WHITE ANSWERS WITH INCREASING
THREATS TO OUR ESTABLISHED SECURITY. DOTATION, INCREASING CRIME, RAPID TECHNOLOGICAL
CHANGE, BROKEN HOMES, MASSIVE DRUG INDULGENCE, AND UNWANTED, MISTREATED CHILDREN ABOUND.
TO TRY TO APPLY SINGLE, OVERSIMPLIFIED SOLUTIONS TO SUCH COMPLEX ISSUES CAN ONLY MAKE
MATTERS WORSE, FOR ALL OF US.

A FRIGHTENLY OVERSIMPLIFIED SOLUTION TO OUR C®"RRENT MOST CONTROVERSIAL PUBLIC
ISSUE, ABORTION. IS BEING PUSHFD BY SINCERE FELLOW CITIZENS.  THF.IR CONSTITUTIONAL
RIGHT TO EXPRESS THEIR VIEW AND TO CHANCE OUR UWS IS GUARANTEED. THIS RIGHT 1S CRUCIAL
FOR ALL OF US AND IS TRULY REVOLUTIONARY IN HUMAN HISTORY.

TO SAY THAT ALL ABORTIONS ARE MU FR 4S TO SAY THAT NATURE IS A MURDERER, FOR THERE
HAVE ALWAYS BEEN SPONTANEOUS ABORTIONS. AS THE SCIENCE OF HUMAN REPRODUCTION IS SLOWLY
BEING BETTER UNDERSTOOD. W-. KNOW THAT NATURE ABOKIS HANDICAPPED AND DISEASED UNHORN
BABIES. TO MAK*® A UW THAT \ J RSON ASSIST(NG AN ABORTION IS A MURDERER WOULD SUBJECT
““NY MEDICAL KESMRCHERS TO IMPRISONMENT, RESEARCHERS WHO HAVE WON THE BATTLE AGAINST
MANY OF IHE IV BILLERS 01 HUMANKIND. SMALLPOX IS A GOOD EXAMPLE. OVER-
SIMPLIFIED, BLACK & WHITE, AIL OR NOTHING SOLUTIONS DO NOT WORK FOR COMPLEX BIOLOGICAL
PROBLEMS. SMALLPOX VACCINATION KILLED IENS OF HUNDREDS OF PERSONS, ESPECIALLY WHEN IT
WAS UNSI ILMIFICALL* USED, HUT IT SAVED TENS OF Mill IONS AND FINAL!.V ERADICATED SMALL —
POX, WHICH IN H MAN HISTORY HAS WIPED OUT ARMIES AND RAVAGED NATIONS.

VE WIH COK1INU! TO HAVE ABORTI I AS WE WILL CON11NI HAVE STARVA
WAR, AND DISCRII  AI'ION. BI W HI NUMBERS AND THE DAMAGE, BY NOT BEING
AFRAID 10 BE TOLERANT AND It* TRY TO COOPFRATE

I AM N ; - = >F ABORTI \N 1 AM VoR OF STARVATION, WAR, AND
DISCRIMINATION. 1 WILL U*MIMI 10 Al.1 TO SU PORI ACTIVITIES THAT HELP IFED STARVING
CHILDREN ANI . P HIM 1HKIINUE TO SUPPORT ND OUPS THAT AVOID VIOLENCE.

I HILL CONTINUE TO SUPPORT LEGISLATION 1HAT DECREASES DISCRIMINATION. ANY LAW IHAT
RESTRICTS ACCESS TO A MEDICAL SERVICE 1S DISCRIMINATORY. ESPECIALLY WHEN THOSE DISCRIM—
INATED AGAINST API POOR AND POLITICALLY D15POSSFD, SUCH UWS ARE BASICALLY UNFAIR, UN
DEMOCRATIC, AND INAMIRICAN.

IHI MUSI iHI AILEM NTI. DISC RIMINAT ION, BY SIill TAUS, IS 10 THE INIECRITY OF INDIVIDUAL
CHOICE. 1H> COMPLEX DECISION UMJIT ANY ABORTION, MICH 1S ALWAYS AN INDIVIDUAL DECISION,
CAN BE BIST M Wl IN iHI PRIVACY ©F FAMILY, PROFESSIONAL, PERSONAL SUPPORT. A! NE PERSON
SAID: "w IHF GOVERNMENT 1AN TEL! A WOMAN TODAY SHI CANNOT HAVE AS ABORTION, TH
TOM *HOW IT MAY TELL HER SHE MUST."

9- /4* 61
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POSITION RAPER/bepartment o Health & Social Services

POSITION PAPER

HOUSE RILL NO. 500

"An Act limiting the use of statp money to pay for abortions;and providing
for an effective date."

l. BACKGROUND:

Alaska law/ permits any woman in consultation with her physician, to exercise
individual judgnent concernino whether to obtain an abortion. This has been
the case since Julv 20, 1970, when AS 11.15.060 became effective through
legislative action that overrode a Governor"s veto. The provisions of

AS 11.15.060 have remained essentially unchanged since its enactment, except
that the statute was transferred to AS 18.16.010 effective January 1, 1980.

Payment of these elective abortions in Alaska for indigent women has been
available either through Medicaid (AS 47.07.010 - .080) or General Relief
Medical (AS 47.25.300 and AS 47.25.130). Funding for elective abortionswas
covered under the General Relief Medical Program fromJuly 29, 1970 to
August 31, 1972, when 1t was largely absorbed bv the Medicaid Program.

Recausp of changing federal -olicv embodied inthe '"Hvde Amendment', payment
for elective abortions shifted hack to General Relief Medical on October 21,
1976, where it has remained to date.

Last vear the Attnrnev General issued an opinion stating that the Department
did not havp authority to curtail or modify access toabortion payment
coveraoe for low income women nerelv through a changp in State regulations.
The Attorney General ruled that, at a minimum, legislative action would be
necessary. The Attorney General also c utinned the Department that even
legislative action in this direction mioht violate privacy and equal
protection rights afforded all women, poor or otherwise, under the Alaska
Constitution. A copv of that opinion, dated January 12, 1981 is attached.

Il. EFFFCT DE HP-500:

House Rill Mo. 500 would limit the expenditure of general funds or other
funds administered by the State under the Medicaid Program to abortions that
arc necessary to save the life of the mother as determined by the attending
physician.

Section 1 would amend thr Medicaid statutes to prohibit, the use of state
money or money administered by a state agpncy for the purpose of payino for
an abortion; unless there are extcnuating circumstances that require such
action to save the mother®s life. This action to save the mother®s life must
he consistent with the effort made to save the life of the fetus as certified
in writir’” by the attending physician.

Section ? would amend the Medicaid statutes to define "abortion™ as a medical
procedure to terminate the pregnancy of a nnnviable fetus. A nonvlable fetus
is defined in state regulations as a fetus which has not dev” *d beyond 150
days (see 12 A*C 40.140).



As presently drafted, HB500 would not curtail pavment for elective abortim,:
for low-income women in Alaska, due to the fact that fundina is provided
under the General Relief Medical Program which is located in a different
chapter of the Alaska Statutes, specifically AS 47.7?5. HR500 would have to
be expanded to include GR Medical if the Legislature desires to curtail aJ2
state funded abortions which do not endanger the mother®s life, which appears
to be the intent, of HR500.

I 1. DEPARTMENTAL POSITION:

The Department recoonizes the sensitivity of an issue that involves a public
policy which transcends political and philosophical boundaries. It is
appropriate that a decision of this maonitude be undertaken by the electorate
and the Leaislature. Since it is the role of the Department only to
administer state programs, the Department takes no position concerning this
bill.

Comiss inner

Date:



THE LEGISLATURE OF THF STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

l. REQUEST
Bill/Resolution N o . House Bill No. 500
Title An Act limiting use of State money to pav for abortions
Requested by House HESS .Date 21 January 1982

Il. FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected Department of Health and Social Services

Program Category Affected Health; Social and Economic Assistance to General Population
HRU, Program, or Subprograms Affected Medicaid. General Relief Medical; AFDC
(Note: Ifmore Ilian one budget component isaffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each

component in the analysis section.)

EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)
FY 82 F>~83 Fy® 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY87
lift PERSONAL SERVICES
Joo  TRAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL
o100 COMMODITIES
<00 EQUIPMENT
LAND A STRUCTURES
700 GRAMS. CLAIMS. ETC. 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2 mi, 3 2334.2
1
TOTAL 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2 2161.3 2334.2
FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)
GLNLRAL FUND , 742.4 £52 .4 920.6 1015.F 1097.1
ElI DERAI FUNDS 0 2 ., 1000.6  _im6 _ 1145.5 1237 1
ONNTIEK (Specify Fund Source)
positions

Tu L 1

PNR T T

v M PO

[V 0 0 0 0
I'M F Q____ Q 0 £l

K A R Y

Il ANAI YSIS (See Itual Note Preparation Instructions, Section IlI)

All elective abortions are presently funded by the General Relief Medical
program. This bill will virtually eliminate elective abortions. Based on /the
most recently available statistics, the Department provides payment for
approiimately JOjdectlvoa® annually at an average cost of *f0Ofl per
procedure. sThce~MeT~v~A"TBornons would not be covered, the DepirtneKi will
bear the cost of 300 additional births annually and the related cost of providing
financial and medical assistance to approximately 150 new AFDC cases each year.
The following 1is a breakdown of the financial Impact HB 500 will have on the
General Relief Medical, Medicaid, and AFDC programs during FV 83.

IV. DATI ?1 January 1982 PRI PARI I) BY b

Original
CC;

33 001

AGENCY _ ~Department ii/ HmILhA Soc ial SmlrAfc.
IcgisDtisc Imanvc PHONE 465-3317
Budget and Management
Prune Spunww (First legislator Named)

(Re* 12/tJ0)



FISCAL IMPACT OF HB 500
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1983

PROGRAM TOTAL STATE FEDERAL
EXPENDITURE FUNDS FUNDS
1. General Relief Medical $ (270,000) S (27C.000) $ 0

($900 x 300 abortions)

2. Medicaid ($2500 x 300 750,000 390,000 360,000
routine deliveries)

3. AFDC payments for oneyear 1,006,200 503,100 503,100
($559 x 150 cases of
mother and one child)

4. Medicaid payments for one 229,500 119,340 110,160
year ($850 x 270 people)

TOTAL $1,715,700 $ 742,440 $ 973,260
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CfICI or Wt AROKHir CIKIUI | JUNCAU, ALASKA 993tt

465-3600 .
January 12,. 1981

The Honorable Jay S. Hammond
« Governor

State of Alaska
e Pouch A

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Re: General Relief Medical
Assistance
Our File: J-66-413-81

Denr Governor Hammond:

*

You have asked for an outline of possible options
with respect to funding elective abortions through General

Relief Medica-Wuwristancc. Theoretically, you have four

alternatives: (1) retain the existing coverage of elective

abortions: (Zsrdirect that payment be stopped for elective
abortions; (3) direct that existing regulations be amended
to no longer cover elective abortions; and (4) itiwioducc
legislation that would amend the statutes underlying General
Relief Medical Assistance.

Our research indicates th.it only the Tiist option
is free fiom legal difficulties. Of the oLhers, the last is
legally tho most defensible.

DKtIH



BACKGROUND

"he Department of Health and Social Services has
informed us that indigent women have been able to obtain
abortions through the General Relief Medical Assistance
Program since 1its creation in 191)3. Elective abortions have
been covered since 1970 when the Alaska Legislature overturned
Governor Miller®s veto of a bill which removed most criminal
sanctions iIn this area. Chapter 103, SLA 1970. Federal
funds became available to some extent in 1972 when the State
of Alaska enrolled in the Medicaid Program. See AS 47.07.010-
(580. General Relief Medical Assistance has remained available
to indigent women who, for one reason or another, have not
been eligible for Medicaid.

Thé*so—called Hyde.Amendment, which 1n various
eforms has sought to eliminate Medicaid coverage for elective
abortions, was 1initially adopted by Congress 1in 1976. After
a checkered career in federal court, the Hyde Amendment was
approved by a 5-4 decision of the United States Supreme
Court in Harris v. McRae. U.S. , S.Ct.
_ #65 L.Ed.2d 784 (1980). This decision, as we indicated
orally to the Department of Health and Social Services soon
after i1t was rendered, has no direct impact on General
Relief Medical Assistance since that program uses no federal

funds.



e State."

OPTION ONE
The present policy of making elective abortions
available to indigent women presents no legal difficulties.
General Relief Medical Assistance derives
which authorizes financial assistance to be provided needy

persons '"so far as practicable under the conditions 1in this

in AS 47.z5.300(1) and AS 47.25.130:

AS 47.25.300. DEFINITIONS. In &8 120-300
of this chapter. . . (1) "assistance"™ means
financial assistance to or on behalf of a
needy person, including subsistence (food,
shelter, fuel, clothing, and utilities) and
transportation, medical needs (including
but not limited to, hospitalization,
nursing, and convalescent care), burial,
and other determined needs ;

Sec. 47.25.130. AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.

The amount of assistance for a needy person
shall be determined by the department with
regard to the resources and needs of the
person and the conditions existing in each
case. Where possible, assistance shall be
sufficient: to provide the applicant with
reasonable subsistence according to standards
of assistance established by the department.
However, the amount of assistance for sub—
sistence needs may not exceed $$0 a person
a calendar month.

While financial assistance for abortions 1is not specifically
addressed by statute, existing regulations of the Department
of Health and Social Services specifically provide that

pa>ment will bo made for family planning services, 1including

abortions, that arc not available under Medicaid. See 7 AAC

The nature and the amount of assistance are addressed



43.005(c), 7 AAC 43.140(b), 7 AAC 43.835, 7 AAC 47.170.
Coverage, of course, implies a prior finding of need by that
agency.
OPTION *TWO

The second option, that of simply stopping payment,
1f._is not legally sustainable. Authority clearly exists for
payments to be made under the program to address needs
which, 1n the language of the statute, have been "determined"
by the Department of Health and Social Services through the
adoption of administrative regulations. Any changes would
Similarly have to be pursued by regulation in accordance
with the procedures set forth in the Administrative Procedure
Act. United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 694-696, 94
S.Ct. 190, 41 L. hd.2d 1039 (1974). lis option, additionally,
IS subject to attack on impoundment and constitutional
grounds. FAie constitutional problems, articulated by the
dissenting justices 1in Harris, derive from the Alaska Consti-
tution and are briefly discussed below.

OPTION TURKIC

The third option 1is that of amending the regulations
to delete elective abortions. While this course of action
would not raise the problem mentioned above, 1t loo would

be wlnei.-Blc to legal challenge.



January 1Z, 1981
Page 5

AS 47.25 gives the agency broad discretion to
determine whether there i1s a need for specific types of
medical treatment. Further, the agency has discretion to
determine whether a particular applicant actually requires
financial assistance. While the latter decision 1is obviously
made on a case-by-case basis, the former 1is not.

By adopting regulations providing for the coverage
of abortion expenses, the agency implicitly made a finding
that there i1s a general need for that type of medical treat—
ment, i1.e., that abortions are "medical needs"™ under the
terms of the statute. It could be argued that before the
regulations could be amended to exclude elective abortions,
there would have to be a finding that conditions within
Alaska had charged to ruch an cv*cnt that there is no “nger
a need for that type of medical treatment. Without such a
finding, the change might bo considered an arbitrary agency
action. It should also be noted that the legislature has
not taken action to change the original agency determination.

Such a finding would be most difficult to rmkc 1in
this case. Neither the Hyde Amendment nor tho United States
Supremo Court decision in llajrin alter "nodical need:. gl
has any other event occurred in the stale wh eh *tu ®» .is a
change in medical needs. Absent changed cli cuiv*tanco:i, we

believe a court might not permit tho deletion ol eK».!;vi



Tin: lion. Jay . Illnumionu
January 12, 1981
Page 6

abortions from the list of medical needs covered by the"
General Relief Medical Assistance program.

Conversely, a strong argument can be made that the
Department of Health and Social Services has absolute dis—
cretion to change its definition of "medical needs" even if
there are not changed circumstances in the real world.

OPTION FOUR

The fourth option, 1if pursued by the legislature,
would eliminate all statutory obstacles and would necessarily
elicit the views of that body on this issue. As the United
AStates Supreme Court observed in Harris, "when an issue
involves policy choices as sensitive as those implemented
[here]. . ., th wipproprinie forum for their resolution in a
democracy is the legislature;”” 65 L.Ed.2d at 811.

A legislative solution would not, however, elimi—
nate the constitutional problems that this option shares
with the preceding two. While the majority in Harris rejected
challenges to the Hyde Amendment based on federal rij 1ls to
privacy and equal protection, it did not address the Alaska
Constitution. “Hie Alaska Supreme Court has made it clear
that our const!tntion provides broader projections tH.ul 1is
federal counterpart. Soc_ Sliagloak y. Statu 597 *<2d I"?

(Alaska 1979).



x The Alaska Constitution contains an e: *licit,
guarantee of the right to privacy which has "o parallel in

the federal constitution. Ak. Const., Ait. I, 822. See
° *ommte * * oo =

Sjcgte_ v. Glass, 583 P.2d 872 (Alaska 1978). It also imposes
a more flexible, and likewise more stringent, standard for *

equal protection. Sfe Commercial Fisheries Entry Conun™n y.

Hhekk »

Apokedak®,"606 P.2d 1*55 (Alaska 1980); State v. Erickson,
574 P.2d 1 (Alaska 197?); Williams v. Zobel, P.2d
Op. No. 2170 (Alaska Sept. 9, 1980). In light of

these factors, it is possible, 1if not likely, that the minority

«t e .

Aposition in Harris would bo adopted by the Alaska Supreme
Court. The minority, in Harris would have struck down the

Hyde Amendment on the grounds that it effectively deprives

° - *

poor women of the ch0|ce of whether to have an abortion and

*

* -

thereby constitutes an infringement of their right to privacy
and a denial of equal protection.

Should you decide to seek elimination of state aid
for elective abortions, legislative action would probably be
the best means of doing so. It should be recognized, ho.*c\ei

that even this approach raises constitutional 1issues that
|

vou.d likely be litigated.

isun L. C« nd<*:»
Attornoy Gonor.il

WLC/Jal



FISCAL IMPACT OF HB 500
DURING FISCAL YEAR 1983

PROGRAM TOTAL STATE FEDERAL
EXPEND I TURE FUNDS FUNDS
General Relief Medical C (270,000) $ (270,000) $ 0

($900 x 300 abortions)

Medicaid ($2500 x 300 750,000 390,000 360,000
routine deliveries)

AFDC payments for one i1'*7ar 1,006,200 503,100 503,100
($559 x 150 cases of
mother and one child)

Medicaid payments for one 229,500 119,340 110,160
year ($850 x 2/0 people)

TOTAL $1,715,700 $ 742,440 $ 973,260

Pago.1_.Pf



m 1
THE LEGISLATURE OF 11ll- STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL NOTE

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. Sponsor Substitute House Bill No. SON

Title An Act limiting use of State money to nav for abortions

Requested by House HESS .Date 21 January 1982

Il. FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected . Department of Health and Son A -Services
Program Category Affected Health; Social and Economic Assistance to General Population
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Medicaid, jeneral Relief Medical; AFDC

(Note: KFmore than one budget component isaffected, sgpar.—.c lire-itein amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

EY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY87

inn  PFR«ONA? SERVICES
T00 TIAVEL
300 CONTRACTUAL

COMMODITIES
3 EOUIPMENT
non LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2  2161.3 2334.2

TOTAL 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2  2161.3 2334.2

FUNDING (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 0 742.4 PW.4 973.6 1015.8 1097.1
FIDTK \l FUNDS 0 973.3 MOO.6 10JQ.6 1145.5 1237.1

OTHER (Speedv Fund Source)

PO*. MON'S
FULI 1IMF 0 0 0 o 0 n
FAR 1 ITMI 0 Q 0 0 0 n
TEMPORARY

Il. ANALYSIS (Set Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section II)

All elective Abortions are presently fir led by the General Relief Medical
program. This bill will virtually eliminate elective abortions, flaned on the
most recently available statistics, the Department provides payment for
approximately 100 elective abortions annually at an avenge cost of S900 per
procedure. Since elective abortions would not be covered, the Department will
bear the cost of 300 additional births annually and the related cost of providing
financial and medical assistance to approximately 150 new AFDC cases each year.
The following is a breakdown of the financial impact HB 500 will have on the
General Relief Medical, Medicaid, and AFDC programs during FV 83.

IV. DATE fEbnB»rjLI* iaa2- PREPARED BY

AGENCY — Department of Health A Snrial Services.
Original  Icgnlativc Finance PHONE 465-3347
cc: ﬁir_lductami Management cCU .JL.{Xr I*6 'Jti
rime Sponsor (Firtt Legislator Named)

33 001 (Kev, 12/d0>
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THE LEGISLATURE OF TUl STATE OF
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL
REQUEST
Hill/Resolution No. Sponsor Substitute House Bill No. 5QQ
Title An Act limiting use of State money to pay tor abortions
Requested by House HESS Date 21 January 1982
FISCAL DETAIL
Agency Affected Department of Health and Snftal Sorvirps
Program Catcnorv Affected Health; Social and Economic Assistance to General Population
BRU, Program, or Subprogram(s) Affected Medicaid. General Relief Medical; AFDC

(Note: IFmore than one budget component iseffected, separate line-item amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY87

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
COMMODITIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND X STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC. 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2  2161.3 2334.2

TOTAL 0] 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2 2161.3 2334.2

FUNDING  (Thousands 0f Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 0 742.4 052.4 920.6 1015.8 1097.1
6

FEDERAL FUNDS Ji 973.3 1000.. 6_

10H0.6  1145.5 1237.1

OTHER (Specify Fund Source)

FOSniONS
FULL 1IME 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
PART TIME u =0 0 0 0 n
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (See Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section I1I)

All elective abortions are presently Tfunded by the General Relief Medical
program. This bill will virtually eliminate elective abortions. Based on the
most recently available statl«tics, the Department provides payment for
approximately 300 elective abortions annually at an average cost of $900 per
procedure. Since elective abortions would not be covered, the Department will
bear the cost of 300 additional births annually and the related cost of providing
financial and medical assistance to approximately 150 new AFDC CdSE€S each year.
Tﬁe following 1is a breakdown of the Tfinancial impact HB 500 will have on H

General Relief wedicar, wmedicaid, ana AFDC program during FY 83

IV. DATE _Tebnmry IX). J2A2 PREPARED BV QFIt10.fi. flayUson
am Ncv - JHmFlrt«fnl. af-lkaltli 1 Wu I forvlcei
Original | egislative Imanor PHONE 485-1347 - .
cc: Huderf and Managrmcni C.utd,
Pnmc Sponsor (First Legislator Named» \jn to*
33-(Mil (Rev 12/BO)
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IMPACT OF HB 500

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1983

PROGRAM

General Relief Medical
($900 x 300 abortions)

Medicaid (s2500 x 300
routing detiveries)

AFDC payments for one year
($559 x 150 cases nf
ricther and one child)

Medicaid payments for one
year ($850 x 270 people)

TOTAL

TOTAL
EXPENDITURE
S (2/0,000)

750,000

1,006,200

229,500

$1,715,700

Pagef_of_2_

STATE
FUNDS

S (270,000)

390,000

503 JO

119,340

$ 74,.,440

FEDERAL

FUNDS

360,000

503,100

110,160

973,260
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+Court Strikes Down [llinois Program

.t i

about teenage pregnancy and about tha.
need to pr >vid*alternative* to abortion,
but this court ia aayinft that wa can't
help wtth that unlcaa we promote abortion
at the same time. .
* It ia ironic that tha prolifa mova-
man*, ia frequently criticized for caring
only about children and not about thair
mothers, but whan programs era eat up

Federal Diatrict CourtJudge Prentic* conatilulionul righl of privacy and th*
Marshall on November 23 atnick down First Amendmentby"permitting grantee*
an lllinois statute providing vtat* fund* to provide information about childbirth
lo agencies that offer counseling and , but not abortion.*" : Ny
osalalnnce to pregnont women but not Patrick Trueinnn, Qanaral Counsel
referral or counseling for abortion. The to Americans United for 1Jfe I*gal
ruling drew immediate criticism from D*fcne*Kund.chargedlhal,“Thlanillng
Americana United for Ufa Legal Defense fliee directly in the face of several U.8
Fund, which represent* a pregnancy Supreme Court decisions which havs

counseling group whoa* funding ia cut,
off by invalidation of the statute

The cnee, titled Planned Parenthood
p. Kempmert, had beenbought by Plan-
r>c) Parenthood Association Chicago
Area after its application for funda for a
program including abortion counseling
was denied by tha Illinois Departmentof

Publie Health. .
Judge Marshall said the statute ia

unconstitutional because by means ofit,
"the stale ensures that a woman will not
bo told of the complete range of options
and relevant considerations to her
dociaion." Ma said tha law violates tha

Nej;

1Th* "Nawaaka

prohibited tha use of public funda fur
policies .
coverage for abortion. —
was voted on
In accori®es with
.normall procedtires in Nebraska's an-
ecamera! IsmgU-body) legislature It
"t passed th* firs* lime 33 V. th* second <*o iover tfee’msnt for *w man*
time 33-7. and ih* third time 34 to I 1.1t/, utjwed .wKUf TeUmanIns to abart
mm awaits the expected signature of hereelf,,Th# bill 'alac'coyaraw n-;,"
Governor ChartnThona
Tha bill received only' on* vote*,'UdwmdbbovtIMi.
more than nscaasary to take affect as
*oon as the governor signs it. Mad |t1 Mabata over tha Mil was muddled

fhgurance

Tho. bill
separata times.

heldlhatthegovarnmentcanancourage,

to hjlp problem pregnancies, th* earn* e

Woman fpp* with difficultp.agnancies,Americana United for Ufa lwgai

raska Stops Public*Abortion

critics go into court to strike them down * |
Trueman said. jf.

Trueman described the law as *(
model one “Congrsaa end the state* are 1
on agency funded under the Act which likaly in the future to paaa lawa similar ,
intervened in the lawauit. to it in order to keeptau money from.-

"There ia a b-aic difference between! *funding ab rtion promoters,* ha pra-f prolife movement. Since its founding
slyimglabassnaneroanmmﬂ‘nterfere withi" dieted. "Ttharaefora .thia ># & vitally* ftvs years ago It has participated in
.abortionand saying thattaspayar*’ |mportant case, pot onlyfpr 'llinnia bul*doisne  of court caaea and won soma of
money must b* spent to support it. Tha* also In th* precedent it set* for th* thaprulif* movement's moat aigniftcant
derision strikes a drastic blow at'th#** notion; Umuet bypppealed—ifnacaaaery, 4 |»gg| victorias. Including Ih# IMS
ability.of th*. alaia to haip pregnant., all th* way to th# Suprema Court" V Supreme Court rulings upholding the
Hyde Amendmentand the rightolslotea
Truemgn, NAiftVPnwPt » talkingADfftnae Fund if th* legal arm of th*w not to fund abortions. .

it rall >ty

childbirth over abortion in ita funding
programs.”
A public Inlerenl law firm Alll.

ihsCanfwibfofSpringfitM,
AUl's Pat Trueman

I».  oxde®™ |«

e'ranee

legislature has received only W votaa at tha thti~, oy 'nUCatksltoremark* from two pro-

reading. It would not have taken effect abortion legislators. Sen  Shirley
that Include for two year*, whan tho currant In Marsh said, "Perhaps in farK this
v »suranca bill woe to hays aapircd . / proposal ia one mots way for tha

(Catholic) Church to try to control its
... W)»py should on# religious
who tM t choice try to foie#
Ungt fhok™> % »h* rest of oar
Senator Ernie' Chambefcu'l staged a
theatrical diatribe mocklng the
H# P"»jkwd the
friar pknidaa** Clikellc Church' Would chunga its
4 * leaching# on sexuality |u*t as tha
‘h foei’ * Cliurch ones changed ita tula on eating
meal on Fridays

three >-'4 *
A number ot amendments

offered for tha bill, but Iha only uns that

p«M*d was on* allowtag UisuranCf

*l

it* IHcationgk<#l(aln®



Summaries

(from p. 6) X,
u fICO/V Doe June 20 1977 vra*
- - - I‘VIZ»JK rs

SBZISr

Stewart, WWte Rehnquist, andStevens
for ***

<>rity. Brennan. Marshall,’

H|e court upheld a.Panneylvania' Blackrrun &laoentln

taw limiting Medicaidaaalatahc*:to those
abortion* that are 'certified by* physi
dam aamedically necessary. The court
held that “Pennsylvania's refusal to ex: .
tend medicaid coverage to t. intherapeu
tic abortions ia not i icwar stent with
Tttlr XIX” (Medicaid)/.* T . '‘A'mfefct
The “Suie has s*valid and impor-
tantinteractin encouraging childbirth; -

the court stated and further noted that e S
“when Congress passed Title XIX in <

1965. nontherapeutic abortions were unlaw-.»
ful In most States.” to support its ruling
that elates are not required to fund non-
ihcrapeatic abortions. :*-e

Sixto three decision. Pows’l.Burger. .
Stewart White. Rehnquiat and Steven*
far the majority.- Brennan. Marshall,
and Blackmun dissenting »> -t>-"*nt.
"n wl V5 _ewMuVY5 .
r:h Maherit. RocJune20,1972 re*.

la apholding a Connecticut ataiute.
the court ruled that, in light of itsden
non in Beal, the Constitution d*r* not
rrgqtnrre etat* ic pay for noother* <suUc
abortion* even though it pays forchild «
births* i tt»4trou»q4”
“Anindigent woman who dsstrsoan
abortion suffer* no disadvantage as a
result of Connsctirut'a decision to food
childbirth she conttnoss as before to be
dependent cm private source for the oar-
view* she desire* /~* There U a basic
difference between dirc-t staU interior
ence with a protsctsd activity," the court
continued “and stats encouragement of
an al'smative activity consonant with
legislative policy. * - »,
- The court emphSS|Md again that
the “Stats unquestionably hoaa stroof
and '.egttimate interest in encouraging
normal childbirth.* an inters*, honored
osar thacantunas .... The suhstdiiing
ofaostaincident to childbirth is a ration
sJ means of encouraging chidbirth “m
t The court concluded that the qoes
lion of » bother the gnvemment should
fund nontherapeutic .hnrtions shnutd
he left In the legislative bodies “We
should not forget * the court said “that
‘legislator*>* are ultimate guardian* of
the liberties and welfare of the people in
quite a* great a degree a* the eoarla' “
Su Inthree decision Powell Burger.

yki a iwA*

/L ns* Fi“
P'C' NmrgiMv. McRae June 8_8.1900
SWo;

', The court ruled that congressional
P*'**g* of tha Hydi Amendment was
constitutional. The Hyde Amendment
limits the us* of federal Med.raid funda
to pay forabortions "It simply does not

I follow.” the court stated, “that a worn-

: an™ freedom of choice comas with ita
constitutional entitlement to the flaan-

» cial rssouroes to avail herself to the full

L  «e of protected choices.” To hold oth

| wwisu, the court said, “would mark r*
drastic change in our understanding of

i- the ConotiUiboe.'7ev>r.> <V rwi«to)
in
Rehnquiat, and White*
( for.the majority Brennan. Marshall.
Blackmon, and Stereos dissenting
<mWNSb—

f #illia«i v. Zharai June 80,1900 .
~~In light kf Its ruling in /fame V.

~ McRae the court upheld on Illinois eta

tuts that limits state medical assistance
payments to only abortion* “nrreeeai j
,T°r *» preservation of the life of the
woman asoking each treatment”
Five to four decialoo. Stewart.
Burger, Powell. Krhnquist and While

. for the majority Brennan. Marshall.

Blackmun. and Stevens dnemUng

r H.L. V. Mnthrum March 28. 1901
Hie court upheld o Utah statute

I requiring a physician to “notify, if pa*

aible the porontaorguardian ofa minor
before an abortion is performed The ml
inf woe limit* 1 and applies only to
dependent, uoemancipaled minors mak
ing no claims la maturity « * 1
Rarogntnng thatthe malady.cars,
and nurture of the child reside first in the

r\ psrenU." the court said that the statste

eervss a significant stale interest by
providing psrenU the opportunity to
supply essential medical and other infer

psychological ctmeequsnrse of an abor

Five to four decision. Stewart.
—- Burger. Powell.

e

-I"=I— ctoc-m
**

et fe - THA)

tion are serious and can be lasting; thls *
is particularly-*o when the patient is
immature,** the courtsaid.-'O iVajgp*r- v
The abortion procedure ia diflsruaft\*!
from other medical procedures Thecourt\
continued, "If the pregnant girl elects to *
carry bar child to term, the medical deb-i
eion* to be made entail few—perhaps A
none—ofthe potentially gmv*emotional
and psychological ¢**-.sequences of the
decision to abort L aVAcNEANE Vit
The court concluded that tbt"'Con7-
etitution does not compel a State tofiawal
tune ita stab.tee so aa to encourage or
facilitate abortioo* To the contrary, ¢
state action ‘encouraging childbirth «-
csptinthe most uigentdrcumatoncss'i* if
‘rationally related to the iagttamato”
govammental objectives of protecting
potential Ufa* ” \r-' * i -Vb/:*
Six to three decision Bulge*, Ste-
wart, White, Powell. Hehnqoita/’uad*.
Stevens forthe majority. Marshall, Bran
nan. and Blarkmun massntmg > *
ft (rary-Sorthit<mtIndiana Women |
f' Sarvicae, Inc p. Orr April 27/1901
In this tUdsioo the court afKrmU«c
loerer courtruling uptoddiny <«
law stating that second-tnmestor Abor
tione must be dansin ha”tattMtBCPh
Six to three doasion Burgrr. Ste
win, Powsll. Kel nquist. 'Whito.”ind
Stevsns for the majority. Marshall.*'
Brennan, and Blackmun diaooatfcw.v
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California Legislature Defies PF /Y Cetwryse o

Medicine published its report on the
Tinneeen study, outgoing heed ofth t1V
==, federal,,Haallh ind Humin Sennoea™*
=~ i Department Petride flame tolda Newf '
York Times reporter thsl she favored, «
== abortions for precisely those reasons
= which the study so clearly 'refutad. .
- - Harris described to the reporter a visit —
— she made to acommunity ba "th center'-,
where aha observed a 16-jrear-dd
|= = mother with her 4-yearoid daughter...,
= g Also present at the clinic, Harris said."
~ was an 18-year-old mother of four. / ¢/
“A l4-yearold cannot inaks a
a a rational dadaio”™ !0 bear a child.” said .
r£3. Harris. Tt so ammacribaa the Ufaof*
the mother end the life ofthe child that -
N Haliold not be permitted to hopper.'
— ®m Harris' remarks raise some in- , -
tereating queetiona. | b i majority ofthej =
- ~ 'youthful mothers in the' Tennaaaat?

; chfld** one which Harris insists meat.
p “not be penrnnauLT Harris, however," . —
L does' not specify whet preventive- =rr.
meesuree mighthe taken totnenrtthat — =
.. auchd< ueions can be neither made nor
..earned through. L tar one, rather wiah> ==i
I that she hadjjfi'. afL’xXA'IfIMT* - ~-
. Thr Times article gueeor. tooole,
, without supplying a direct quote from?:
th i.1’S Secretary, that.“more than ~—
half ofa-<black children born todayare _
bom .out uf wsd’ock, aa against Use
than iO parcoot of aO children" and «T =
that "children bom to ui named v
m women are an times more likely than > ||
other children to" be brought op ia m £d
poverty."” WO0& I=j
:r* There erv other unfei.-tant reasons ¢
why e black child la ms tiroes more >
f liksiy le ho poor thaa a white child i |J
w Beasm. fm «atampla> llama's e d M
. meats irake thla prubUm seem irrel”w
vent. onnooeneisnt Her theaie issetf?

hwa senvu.'ka <ac*.~th« iw uaid *T
» virt *fty impassible te And a laga®whh”
wuuktnY fatty agTuer”
Moreover. Harris ohlldtada fat*
uadihie lack of undemanding fortha r--

Wuhu. toe same inuTYiee Ham*
dk ooorvc ins. be* pvt»anorult



Planned pareninooa- VW Uo»Uinn nruiiuu

New York, Now York 10019

Federation of America, Inc. (212) 541-7000
Planned Parenthood-World Population

HEP. TEERT MARTIN

STATE OAI'TOL .
TOUCH V.

JUNEAU. AX 99*11

Dear Friend,

I wish this letter didn"t have to be written.

X~am enclosing the draft of a budget which we®"ve drawn up to
meet this crisis posed by the extreme Right Wing. Our lobbyists,
legislative advisors, media specialists and accountants estimate
that it will cost at least an extra $592,000 over and above our *
regular budget for the next six months to mount an effective,
winning campaign against the extreme right.

»

This new effort is called the Public Impact Program and we
need your help now to make sure 1t succeeds. Your contribution
of $20, $25, $50, $100, $200 - whatever youcan afford - is so
important to us now If we are to have the fundson hand to imple—
ment the plans we are making to counter the i1mminent threat to

freedom.

I hope yOM will 1let me know your decision as soon as possible
because we must get otr plans and campaign underway,
0 - . .
When you think of your commitment, thinkof the future.
Think of the consequences of not standing upto this Right Wing
attack. Think of the consequences should abortions no longer be
Icqal and should the most widely practice.! forms of birthcrntroi

be QUTIaWg a o

The Human Life Amendment 1is certain to be introduced in the
early days of the new Congress. We must be ready to move.

Yoi- help 1s vital.

Your investment 1in the Publlc Impact Program is more than a
contribution to Planned Parenthood. It s your way of par—
ticipating in the battle against repression. Your way of saying,
"l care.”"™ Your way of helping us mobilise the majority of
Americans who don"t believe for a minute that the 1980 elections
represent a mandate for forces whose only political weapon is t

fear and 1ignorance.

Sincerely,

vV mWeMMHMtw

1*.6+ 1"jeoDO don"t put this cm*.»rgenc> epptn. or.l _if you could
set come of th*. reports I*s getting lion i < field and from
Capitol uiii. you"d understand why we must Ocyin to marshall
money and etr«ngthon our network without Or.c minute’l
doles.



from fn* [IIl Fromm

Ret TerryMartm
State Capitol. Pouch V
Juneau. AK 99811

The Baby-Go-Rouno
Want-Ad Adoptions

Put off by o

fficial red tape,
adoptlon into helr OWN %and and

A t rinrr cuKCL heather
Smith *baby bock look* at if
it could beiong to any one-
year-old—pink tatin cover,
tnapabota. a lock of hair. But

on a pate entitled T int Phase." there it

a classified advertisement clipped from

Nttmday. "wuonavt? Young college

grad couple wants to adopt newborn

Caucasian baby Will pay expenses Call

Collect"

Four month* before Heather wa>
bom. her natural mother, a frightened
college ttudent from Quern*. ta*
that ad and hesitantly dialed the
New ieney phone number that Roberta
and Arthur Smith had included in h.
Later, outttde a hospital maternity ward,
the ttudent handed her newborn white
infant Etri to the beaming Smith* The
next week, the couple mailed an exul-
tant announcement to their friend*, pro-
claiming. "A baby wat bom lor u* . ..
Heather Ann ... lunc 14. IWO"

The ad represent! a new. apparently
legal and highly successful rwut in the
pracurc of private adoption. It wat sug
rested to the Snuthi by Stanley B
Michelman New York'i besi-known
moil con rweraial adoption lawyer

To hit client*. Michelman is "Mr
Stork." a cannt man who hai helped
hundred* of rhildieit couplet find whur
babte* To hit critic*. he it a baby broker
who operain in a gray market for big
buck*

Cr*. uwi tf tl naiMm and adoauxr
fsi'tn. w1 thdfrt* t*£ w r*dnaui m
imo> iwr Katv *rr roaor« parr

imo*ri>tn

ve» 5% imwc* a *»

ByGrace Lichtenstein

In most autei, it™ illegal for a lawyer
or anyone bui an adoption agency to act
at the agent in placing a child for adop-
tion. just a* it™* illegal for a mother to
tell her baby outright. There's nothing
illegal, however, about a parent's giving
a child to another couple lor adoption or
about a lawyer's gening paid to handle
the transaction. This is private adoption,
and today it‘s flourishing

A* u*4itiona) adoption agencies have
come under sharp attack, largely for

A e

their long delay* in matching aabiei
with new parent*, an increasing number
of couplet are turning to lawyers

Michelman produce* in IWO. he wai
involved in ewer 100 adoption!, he says.
B* contrast. Spcnce-Chapin. a leading
nontectarian agcrcy placed only J7
Caucatian children: Louise Wi*e. a lead
iri iewtth agency, only II.

Rit Michelman and hit methods alto
ha* thetr cntics. Some adoption work-
er* date that prospective parents aren't
adequate!™ investigated under the pri-
vate svstem and that bac placements
can occur Because pmate adoptions
ere handled quick)*, the natural mother
tomctimer demands her child back

Mon terov* o' all adoption lawven

couples are increasingly takin
advertising to f mcp g .g

and natural mother* have been accused
of accepting large, under-the-table bun-
dle* of cash from grateful adoptive fami-
lies The shorthand term for the accusa-
tion it "baby selling." Two yean ago. a
Manhattan jury acquitted Michelman of
baby-scliing charge*.

Everyone interviewed for thit article
denied making or receiving illegal pay-

off*. Still, the suspicion persists that,
whatever the advantage* of private
adoption, it can in some cate* lead to

profiteering.
ARTHUR AND ROBERTA

HE RIRTHDAY BRUNCH IN
Heather s honor w«t pot to
be held until Sundav but thr
oak dining-room table wat
already aei with crystal and

linen napkins when | arrived Saturday

morning at the Smith's Po.npton Lake*
condominium. Robert* a V*-year-old
full-time homemaker, chain-imokcd
Newport* at she told her family™ story.

"l went through to much with fertility
experts that this was easy street.*' she
said of the adoption process She and
Arthur, vice-president for sale* at a ma-
jor industrial firm, had beer, married lor
six vean Like many couplet who want
f adopt, they had asked about agenciei
first, only to be warned tha: they might
watt yian for a newporr white baby
Finally. Arthur auggctied they aee
Stanif' Michelman. wnose reputation
they fine* well.

Michoman madr m direr promttM.



The Smiths saidihev pai
gteeﬁnaI a?cS%I/ rtor%/ R\ael% ,’

1 d | I |
but he advised them to place a classified
advertisement in Aeusdfly or another
paper on his list of those that accept
adoption requests. Many of his clients,
he told the Smiths, had gotten a child
within six months of the appearance of
their first ad.

Unlike a number of other Michelman
clients, the Smiths didn't bother to in-
stall a special unlisted telephone: they
put their regular number in their ad.
Seven women responded within a week.
As expected, a few calls were out-
rageous. One woman was putting her
baby up for the best price, according to
Arthur. Another said she didn’t want to
turn hers over to lews. Roberta wound
up interviewing three of the “appli-
cants** face to face in Michelman’s mid-
town-Manhattan office. The Queens stu-
dent stood out.

*4 instantly fell in love with her.* said
Roberta. “She felt the tame about me. 1
just knew the was carrying our baby.”
The student told Roberta that she’d in-
itially planned to get an abortion but had
procrastinated until it was too late. *I’m
personally against abortion now “ Ro-
berta said “After all. my daughter could
have been an abortion.”

With Michelman at consultant, a Ne*v
Jersey lawyer put the agreement in writ-
ing. The Smiths would pay the eighteen-
year-old woman's medical and hospital
costs. Once the baby was bom. the wom-
an would formally surrender her nghis
to the child. A physician would check
the newborn * make sure it was healthy.
The adoption by the Smiths wouldn’t be
ruled final bv New Jersey count until a
year after the binh.

Once the details wen worked out. the

- wait began “As the days numbered
down, the real worn for me wai *Whai
If the changes her mind and wants the
baby?.* * Arthur recalled. Roberta
phoned the pregnant woman in Queens
even two weeks If they iadn't met
through the Ntwtdoy au. Roberta
thought, they might have been real-life
fnends. The contact between them even
made Roberta feel “a little bn preg-
nant.” Finally, the call came from die
student's aunt. "You na>r a beautiful
baby girl” the said Michelman un-
corked a bottle of champagne with the
Smiths to celebrate.

The Smiths said their total bill for
New York and New [*rs*> lawyen’ fees
was 12.000—a far cry from the rumored
1$0,000 thai New York couples hear on
the adoption grapevine The arrange-
ment didn't amount ie> baby selling
Arthur insisted. Pecausr the natural
mother didn't get a penr more than
reasonable expenses

Al wt spcaa. Heather the kind of

adorable blond baby you see in baby-
shampoo commercials, sat on the carpet
sucking a cracker. "If we had to pay a
hundred thousand to get another chiid
from this mother. I'd do It. Money can't
buy this." Roberta said, scooping
Heather up in her arms.

Tne natural mother had told them
Heather's father was a fellow student.
Two months before the baby's first birth-
day. Roberta could no longer contain
her curiosity. She had a friend telephone
the nan. pretending to be a secret ad-
mirer. Could they get together on a blind
date? The man agreed to meet her Ina
Queens bar, near the college.

On the appointed evening, Arthur,
Robert*. and the friend trooped into the
bar. Without introducing themselves,
they surveyed Heather's father from
across the room. He was sort of cute.
Roberta decided. They did not bother to
tell him his "date" was a ruse.

Roberta has not spoken to the natural
mother either since she and Arthur re-
ceived Heather at the hospital. But in

Heather's babv book. Roberta has al-
ready prepared for the day her daughter
will learn about her real mother. **She
was pretty. sweet and just a lovely, lovely
person." Roberts has written “Because
she was in college, she knew this was not
the right time.... But she wan.ed to
give you life, and a good one at
that... *

HAL AND MIRIAM

hi smiths AsrtAun to at

thrilled with Heather and

with the relative itmpliciry of

the privaie-adoption process

Assuming that her natural
parents don't regret their decision to
allow her adoption. Heather illustrates
how fairand painless thr process can be
Not everyone, however, finds the path to
instant parenthood at smooth at the
Smiths oid.

Hal and Mtnsm Cohen seem to have
all the mgredienu of a "mode!" couple
Both tti their mid-thinies. they art at-
tractive. educated, affluent, sensitive.
Tnetr Scarsdalt home is immaculate
Mamed twelve vtan ago. ihev still hold

inlawyers'fees to adopt their
rumored on thegrapevine..

hands as they talk, sitting side by side on
a couch in their den. Through Michel-
man. Hal and Miriam adopted three
children. But they have been permitted
to keep only rwo. and nearly had to give
back one of those.

Six years ago. as it became clear they
could not conceive children on their
own. the Cohens signed with a well-
known adoption agency. They had to
wait two years just to reach the "prime"
waiting list.

Miriam, in particular, f und the agen-
cy demeaning. She said she felt "enough
like a freak being unable to get preg-
nant." Yet the agency social worker
who interviewed her showed little sym-
pathy. "She was so cold! You're treated
like you're just not quite as good as
other women.” said Miriam.

The Cohens turned to Michelman. He
was not yet recommending advertising.
He merely told the couple to call him
every two weeks: perhaps he would hear
soon about a pregnant woman who was
right for them.

Hal and Miriam tried other attorneys
whose names had been mentioned to
them, with bizarre results. One lawyer
wanted a Si.000 "deposit.** Others
promised ways of getting South Ameri-
can and Communist-bloc babies by
smuggling them out of their countries.
(At one time. Michelman was part of a
network that brought pregnant German
women to the United States to deliver
their babies for adoption.)

Finally. Michelman told the Cohens
he knew of a Bronx girl, a minor, who
was about to deliver. He prepared all the
legal documents for a S2.000 fee. Shortly
thereafter, the girl gave birth to a baby
boy. whom the Cohens picked up at a
local hospital. Announcements went out
to friends and relatives. The infant had a
bns. the lewish circumcision ritual. The
family was ecstatic.

Fifteen days after the birth, the natu-
ral mother demand* i her child back.

New York State law says that no mat-
ter what rights she waives beforehand, a
mother can revoke her consent to the
adoption within SO days of giving it.
There was little the Coheni could do
They returned their little baby boy

“It was like having a child die.* said
Miriam.

Nonetheless Michelman quickly man-
aged to find another pregnant woman
through connection! in Tampa, accord-
ing to Ha! N~ould the Coheni gamble
again* "\ke were devastated the firsi
time.* Ha! acknowledged "but if we
hadn't tone through it again, wt would
never nave had her" Five-year-old
Barbara who u or his lap giggled ai
Ha! nuczied he- rtcci.



EfORE BARBARA WAS BORN.

Hal and Miriam questioned

the natural mother at length

:0 make sure she had no rie-

sire to keep her child. "Piease.
you must be positive!" Miriam begged
her. Convinced she was certain, they
paid her wav to New York, with Mi-
cheltr.an again handling the legal end.
Barbara left the hospital with the Cohens
wher, she was three cays old.

The required 30 days passed, and the
Cohens began to relax. On the thirty-
fifth day. an anguished Stanley MI-
cheltr.an called Hal. «"You're not going
to believe the call 1just got from Flori-
da* Michelman said. A lawyer for the
natural mother was demanding that
Barbara be returned, on the ground that
the mother had been coerced into giving
her up for adoption.

This time, the Cohens fought back.
They hired a famous custody lawyer. A
private detective investigated the natural
mother, reporting that she was a user of
the drug angel dust. The Cohens
planned last-ditch "escapes." complete
with a forged Mexican passport for
Barbara and residence in Europe.

After months of turmoil and a painful
court appearance at which the natural
mother was grilled about her personal
life, the Cohens  on." The custody suit
was dropped. Bart are became the Co-
hens' legally adopted daughter before
her first birthday. Three years later, they
adopted their second daughter. Ger-
aldine. with no complications.

Hal stroked his elder daughter's hair.
"When you get something like this." he
said, "it's ail worth it. Now we have two

terrific kids." As if on cue. Barbara stood
up on his lap. stretched out her arms,
and took a bow.

AUDREY AND SUSAN

EW YORK CITY RECORDS IN-
dicate that it’s rare for adop-
tions to be contested by the
natural parents. Michelman
insists that if he senses a
pregnant woman doesn't truly want to
surrender her child, he won’t let his
clients continue dealing with her.

But how can anyone be certain? Two
women, introduced to me by Michel-
man. declared they had no regrets about
turning a child over for private adoption.

Audrey, a poised seventeen-year-old
with a passing resemblance to Meryl
Streep, gave up her baby last year. She
was quite serene as she spoke of her
disastrous marriage. She had been six-
teen at the time, her husband twenry.
They met while he was stationed at an
army base near ner home, in Arkansas.
Soon after they wed. they moved to New
York, his hometown, to live with his
parents. Audrey's mother-in-law hated
her. Audrey's hus'*nd. discharged from

the army and unemployed, began to slap
her around. By the time she discovered
she was pregnant, Audrey was con-
vinced that her marriage was a mistake.

Her husband ordered her to get an
abortion. Audrey refused. She was a Ro-
man Catholic and considered abortion
immoral. Without telling her husband,
she visited adoption agencies.

'‘They were very uncaring." she said
with a soft southern accent. ‘“Their at-
titude was All we want is the child.
We’re not going to tell you anything.” It
was like they were saying. 'Go to hell." if
you'll pardon the expression.”

One day. searching the Ntwsday clas-
sifieds for apartment rentals, she came
across the adoption ads. She telephoned
one number and found that the family
was represented by Michelman. They
wanted her unborn child. Relieved, she
met with Michelman. who arranged for
Audrey and her husband to move into a
Park Avenue South apartment until she
gave birth. S’.e never met the adoptive
parents, although they frequently talked*
to her by phone. "We got to be very
close," Audrey said of the woman who Is
now mother to her child. "She was there
when | needed her. She's a happy lady,
and I'm tickled to death. My son has
everything he's ever going to want or
need. He has the best set of loving par-
ents anyone could ask for."

Audrey said that her husband bat-
tered her so badly he induced early la-
bor. He never got to see his son. The
adoptive parents collected the child
from the hospital while Audrey de-
liberately delayed telling her husband
she had delivered Afterward Audrey

Gettinga Baby: Agenciesvs. Lawyers

the

bureaucratic maze, hundreds os CMmM.-

Ishtl
de arc Adopted here each year Figures provided

sake" interview, sometimes three to six months after the
counit has firti visited the agency A Spcnce-Chaptn com-

bs loseph B. Williams, the deputy administrative miner reviews the application. If the family is approved,
judge for New York Gry Family Court, show chata total another three to «ix mom s—called “the home-study pen-
of 591 adoptions were granted in that court-in 1980. Of nd"—goes by while agency social workers observe the
those, agencies handled 357. Lawyers handled 234. many of prospective parents and visit their home. Meantime, in most
which involved one spouse's formally adopting the other's -criti. theagency has obtained from the natural parents a
*“*olunlary surrender"” of rights to the child,or a court hat

children from a previous .marriage. ~

The mou obvious difference between agency and private art.nmated those nghts (because of ahandonr
adoptions isspeed. An agency, contending itu saleguarding
the child, conducts a ritorous and time-consuming an-

n. for exam

Finally, the agency delivers the child to its new parents,
and the family undergoes th months of superv .ion by

vrsugauoa of each potential adoptive family before placing vagency social workers before the-adoption ts comp. clad,

a child. Thns. newboms injigcncy carr almostialwaysatay
in lister homes for some time. In private adoption, onthe
other hano. s couple ohen receives a baby within a Irw-uays
of iu birth, even though the-infant cannot

legally adopted-for ux nonths. *»**

This is thr agenrs procedure as outlined by'Spence-
Chapin An inquirt secretary gathers basic information
Ironi a prospective couple. The couple thenattends group
meetings lo discuss various aspects o( adoption. -<Pro-
spenrve parents .seeking a non-handlcappad. Caucasian
child are told they may have to wait at leasta year. For
couples willing to accept a "hard to place" child, the wen
is constderablv snorter. Next comes a more thorough "in-

.certified m

Frivate adoptions gcnenllv proceed thiswayr. Often before
the child’s birth,a lawyer handles preliminary arrange-
menu for the natural parents to tum
adoptive family. Oncethe family geu the baby, it petitions

rvrr a child to an

the court for adoption, and the natural parents sign court

document! consenting to the adoption. Natural partnu
then have 30 days u>retract thu consent, unless they have
appeared in courtand oonfirmed il In the next su months
a representative of the court’s probation division
vestigate! the adoptive home. (In practice, that can amount
to a single visit,i The adoptive parent* mutt wait ass
months after filing the petition to obtain the formal court
order granting the adoption

in-

olit to**
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answere

moved back to Arkar.sas. go: a divorce,
and is now- fishing high school. The
only money she recehed. she said, was
S85 a week during her pregnancy for
food and household expenses.

Does she hr-e any second thoughts?
"None.” she sa.d firmly. "I wanted my
son to have a good home. I just gave
birth to him: la no: his parent. | was
blessed with finding that ad."”

Is av * 2a-year-old factory
worker eight months preg-
nant. was openly emotional.
But she seemed determined
to ghe her baby away. She al-

Y son 1o have
an ad. - Just gave i

children adopted privately through at-
torney* "are being abandoned and are
now coming back into the *v*tem."

lane Edwards, executive director of
Spence-Chapin. contended that a pri-
vately adopted child “can often be
placed in a dangerous situation,” with a
family unable to cope with illness or
other problems.

A recent report by City Council Presi-
dent Carol Bellamy, on the other hand,
labels the agency system a failure. The
report says children in the agency sys-
tem-most of whom »re black or His-
panic—spend an average of seven yean
bouncing from one foster home to an-

ready has a daughter by her formettersbefore being adopted. Horror sto-

band. As tears ran down her cheeks, she
explained that her unborn child was
conceived when * boyfriend, whom he
had kicked ou1r stormed back into ner
house, beat her. and raped her.

Susan had fcregular menstrual peri-
ods. so she didn't know she was preg-
nant. she said. until ber fifth month. By
then, she could feel the baby move. That
ruled out abortion “because it would
have been murder."”

Like Audrey she found an adoption
ad by accident. Intil then, she had been
inclined to keep the child. "My best
friend and 1talkrc about it for days."” she
said. "If I kept tbc bahy. the father would
have an excuse to see me. and 1 didn't
want my daughtrr to see him beat up on
me again “

The ad in an upstate newspaper had
been placed b>another Michelman cou-
ple They paid for plane ticket* to New
York for Susan, her daughter, and her
best friend. The adoptive mother. Susan
recalled, "seemed real excited The
baby’s gonna fcm a good home That's
something 1 couldn't give it. 1 d always
be afraid "

Suun was Ining in a Manhattan stu-
dio apanmer: paid for by the pro-
spective parent! She insisted lhai she
will consent to the adoption once she
delivers The adoptrvt couple, the ob-
served. "seem like nice people, home;,
people I'm no* the kind to make other
people unhapp™

T he swims am> m i coheni
lceru.nl> seemed ir be fine
patron Audrey and Susar,
seratd confident in thetr de
cittern U>\. then, don Mot-

ion Rogen C-TCie- of the Louise Wise

ageon. cal retvatt adoption through
lawvfn *ugl>“"

"There It rmt' enough information
«.no*n arc-- the ;tmu< |in a pmrate
esse,, exert tha: the parent’ ha*t
enough motif* it ne* thr custi * sa.c
kogrrs Hr w_: nc wa> concerned iha:

ries abound, such as the case of Michael
Walden, the eight-year-old who was
taken from a foster home, returned by
Connecticut authorities to his real moth-

er. and ther.in July. beaten to death.

Mott of the clients who turn to spe-
cialists like Michelman demand a Cau-
casian child. Even If they would accept a
minonty-group babv, however, obtain-
ing a new&orn from an aetncy it almost
impossible, according to Penny Ferrer, a
court-appointed advocate who monitors
adoptions. The red tape that's supposed
to protect the child slows the process to
a painful craw)

Private adopt,ont are quicker, but
man> court and public officials look
upon them with misgivings One lamll. -
court lawyer said he worries that thr
system hat become a profitable busines
for an "extentivt international network
of pregnani-women finders"

A recent boo* by Lynne McTaggan.
Th* Babv Broken contends that Mi-
chelman. before hit indictment and ac-
quittal. handed babies over hi parking
lots to adoptive parents, took cash pay-
ments frcm the new parenu.and claimed
to have paid finder's lees to in-
termediaries »ho located pregnant
women MeT .pan. who worked in
Michelman s oifice lor a close-up view of
his procedures lold mr she doesn't
know whether the lawyer still utei thotr
methods

Michelman uic he doesn't He ta»c
that, though pregnant women occasion
alls come to httr or thetr own. his pnn
nral method thrsr davt u to logger the

a good hame,'said one.
to him: notW]

mother whp
S parent...

classifieds. Advertising, he noted, has the
advantage of letting clients make the
first connections on their own.

Even the ad system is controversial,
however. Some major newspapers have
enough doubts about adoption ads to
bar them from their columns. Len Har-
ris. director of corporate relations for
the New York Times Company, said the
paper refuses them. "We could be inad-
vertently aiding and abetting the black
market of baby selling,"” he said. The
Times does accept ads from adoption
agencies.

lack Squire, promotion director for
Nrwiday, noted that "there it nothing
illegal or improper" about private-adop-
tion ads.

The Adoptive Parents Committee of
New York, which provides help to
couples who want to learn about prl ate
adoption, doesn't take a position on ads
But loseph Rosiciio, a vice-president,
said he favors using them, though "you
do have to be a little careful in screening,
and you're subjecting yourself to possi-
bly weird phone calls."

How much should an adopiiot.  tt?
The Adoptive Parents Committee My*
any legal fee above $1,500 is excessive
Michelman Mid his legal feet are in the
$1.500-t0-S3.500 range. Spence-Chapin
charge* up to S3.000. depending on the
adoptive parents’ income.

LIAIU.Y. FWVaTE ADOPTIONS
fulfill a need. | visited a hand-
ful of happv homes and met a
handful of grateful natural
mothers These people had
only nice things to My abo it Stanley
Michelman Still, the system raises ques-
tions lhai an yet to answered Can
untrained lawyen or prospective par-
ents be objective when they discusi
adoption with a scared, pregnani high-
school girl” In private adoptions, who
really hr. the interests of the natural
parvrts and the child at heart? How far
should a lawyer—a prolasstona! paid to
find a baby—go in lacilitatine an adop-
tion? Would some of these girls be better
advised to have a legal abortion" The
prosper vr parents in private adoptions
may see i affluent and kind but who
makei * thorough check of their back-
ounds” Whai about a child t natural*
her, who sometimes doesn't have itse
chance to claim his babs When the m0|hy
er choosei to gtvc it up”

In either pmate or agency adoptions
the mot; important person—the baby—
become* ensnares IN a web of court-
room proceeding! and bureaucratic
wrangling It sermi tragically mcs-
plieabit that a more humane nonprofit
mien car | Pt lounc >



THU LEGISLATURE OF Till- STATE OF ALASKA
TWELFTH LEGISLATURE

FISCAL M)TH

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. Sponsor Substitute House Bill No. 5QQ

Title An Act limiting use of State money to pav for abortions

Requested by_ House HESS .Daxe 21 January 1982

Il. FISCAL DETAIL

Agency Affected Department of Health nnd Social Services
Program Category Affected Health; Social and Economic Assistance to General Population
HRU, Program, or Subprogram!;"' Affected Medicaid. General Relief Medical; AFDC ~

(Note; If more than one budget c. mponent is affected, separate linc-itcm amounts and funding for each
component in the analysis section.)
EXPENDITURES  (Thousands of Dollars)

FV82 FY 83 FY 84 FY 85 FY 86 FY87
{00 PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
COMMODITIES
Mi)  EQUIPMENT
NN LAND & STRUT" US
‘mi  GRANTS. CLAIMS. ETC 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2 2161.3 2334.2
TOTAL 0 1715.7 1853.0 2001.2 2161.3 2334.2

FUNDING  (Thousands of iHtllars)

0 1424 1452 920.6J 1015.8
CENERAL FONS, 0 953 Joofd Tosas 1S5 13
OTHER (Specify Fund Source)
FULI |1IMF 0 0 0 n n
TARI 1IMI 0 _ ) 0 0] _n 0

TEMPORARY

Il ANALYSIS (Sec Fiscal Note Preparation Instructions, Section I11)

All elective, abortions are presently funded by the General Relief Medical
rogram. ThlS biII will virtually eliminate elective abnrtions. Based on Fhe
0S recently -WMd 11able  statistics, the Department provides payment or

approximately nOOylecl ive abortions annually at an average * of S900 per

Brocedure 5|rt? AleCt ise abortions would not be covered, I tment W|II
ear the cost of 300 additional births annually and the rclatco r0V| Ing
financjal and medlcal arslstance to api)rommately 150 new AFDC cases £aCh ye%r
The f0||0W|ng is breakdown of the jlnarclal ImpaCt HB SOO will have on
General Reliéf Medlcal Medicaid, and AFDC programs during FT

IV. DATE febnitry 14. PHI PARED BY DftxidJt.-Dflvldson - .

A<l Y Department of lii-all.h A *u)flal Servlets.
Original Ic itlalitc Fmance _ PIIONt 465.3317 -
CC. et and Manaftc ALt

Pru e Sponsor (I'm ?.egtdalm Named|
33 001 (Re*. 12/d0)



FISCAL

IMPACT OF HB 500

DURING FISCAL YEAR 19B3

PROGRAM
General Relief Medical
($900 x 300 abortions)

Medicaid ($2500 x 300
routine del ivories)

AFDC payments for one year
($559 x 150 cases of

mother and one child)

Medicaid payments for one
year ($850 x 210 people)

TOTAL

TOTAL
EXPEND I TURE
$ (270,000)

750,000

1.006,700

229,500

$1,715,700

Pagqc 2 of 2

STATE
FUNDS
$ (270,000

390,000

503,100

119,340

$ 742,440

EDERAL

FUNDS

0

360,000

503,100

110,160

973,260



- ALASKA
STATE LEGISLATURE 021 Sirth Avonue. Suite 2

MEMORANDUM |

(907) 272-3471
T0: HOUSE MAJORITY COALITION

FROM:
S ? ® 0QALITION

DATE: SEPTEMBER 9, 1*81 SUBJECT= INFORMATIONAL CALENDAR
EH§§0§@§¥js a copy of an informational calendar for September and October of

If you have changes, additions, corrections and/or information for this
&ﬁéﬁg?ggé pivase contact Janet Seitz at the House Majority Office in

Thank \ou for your cooperation.

NOTE:
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HOUSE MAJORITY COALITION INFORMATIONAL CALEI™NOAR W
’ expressed In time at hearing site.
SEPTEMBER 1981
TUESOAY WEDNESDAY THURSDAY FRIDAY SATURDAY SUNDAY
« 5 6
1 2 3 4
i
" 12
11
7 8 9 lo 10am-5pm, Joint

. Senate/House HESS
ommlttees, Health
Care Dellvery System
In Alaska, Fairbanks
Borough Assembly

LABOR DAY
STATE HOLIDAY

<€

Chambers
20
14 10am-Noon; 1:30- 15 16 17 18 0
5p.m.; 7pm - House
HESS Committee; HB
500 4 550, Performing COMMITTEE REPORTS
Arts Center, Anchorage DUE
Community Col lege
z "5 75 zf
21 9am-4pm - House 22 House Labor 4 House Labor 4 ~  House Labor 4 House Labor 4 I10am-5pm, Joint
Labor 4 Commerce, Commerce: 9am-Noon, Commerce Commorce: 9am-Noon, Commerce Senate/House HESS
Workers” Compensation, Auto Llablllty Ins.; 9am-Noon; 1:30-4:30pm Workers®™ Comp.; 9am-Noon; 1:30-4:30pm, Committees, Health
1024 wW. 6th, 2d floor. 1:30-4:30pm-Job Ser- Statewide Telecommuni- 1:30-4:30pm, Tele- Government Permits. Caro Del Ivory System
Anchorage. vlce, Federal Cuts; cations communications; 6:30- 1024 W. o6th, 2d floor. in Alaska, Kenal
6:30-9pm-HB 600 4 612. 1024 W. 6th, 2d floor. 9pm, Workers™ Comp. Anchorage. Borough Assembly
1024 W. 6th, 2d floor, Anchorage 1024 W. 6th, 2d Floor, (Joint with Administra- Chambers
Anchorage. Anchorage tive Regulation Review ., & 1ctrativo Regula-
o5 29 Comm 11 too) tion Rovlow, 9am-Noon,
7:30-9:30 p.m., House . ia.rgzs_;.gozl;]'l_l ,_:nghamt ’
Judiciary, HB 473, . . o
180, 572, 573, 575-578- Uso 4 Disposal; 3:30pr.
. ! Kotzebue Council Open Discussion,
1 ) Chambers, Kotzebue 1024 W. 6th, Anchorage



October 1981

+MONDAY

5 7:30 pm, House Judi-
ciary hearings, Fair-
banks Chamber of
Commerce, Falbranks

12 COLUMBUS DAY
FEDERAL HOLIDAY

19 ALASKA DAY
STATE HOLIDAY

2610:30 am-Houso Judi-

TUESDAY WEDNESDAY
6 9am, House Judiciary © Majority Coalltlon
hearings, Fairbanks Caucus, 921 W. 6th,
Chamber of Commerce, 250, Anchorage
Falbranks
13 14
20 21

275pm House Judiciary, 2810:30 am, Mouso Judi-

ciary hearings, Aasombl Y Mat-Suo Borough ciary, 1024 W. 6th,
Anchorage

9em-4pm, House Labor Ram-4pm, House Labor 9am-4pm, 6:30-9pm,

& Commorce, Worker"s A Commerce, Auto Ins, House Labor & Commerce

Comp, 315 Barnette Job Service, 315 Telecommunications

AFairbanks Barnotte, Fairbanks 315 Bcrnetto, Foirbanki

THURSDAY

1 1-4pm, House Judi-
ciary, HB 473, 180,
572, 573, 575-570
Kotzebue Council
Chambers, Kotzebue

™ 9am, Admin.
Rev. Committee, Per-
mits, SB 84, Legisla-
tive Information
Office, 315 Barnette,
Fairbanks

Reg.-

551 _ _
¢ 4-5pm, Admin. Rei,.

Rev. ConrHttee, Joint
meotlng with Natural

Rosourcos during MinerJ

Convention, permits,
Capt. Cook, Anchor-
age

29 7:30 pm. House
Judiciary, Contennlal
Buildlng, Sitka
9-..oon, House Labor

A Commerco. Permits

315 Barnette
Fairbanks

NOTE; Unless otherwise no?-ed, times are

expressed In time a" hearing site.
FRIDAY SATURDAY

2 7:30-9pm, House Judl =3  1-4pm, House

clary hearings, Nome Judiciary hearings,

Council Chambers, Nome Nome Council chambers
Nome

9 10

16 Admin. Reg. Rev. 17

9-Noon, Games of

Ski 11 A Chance; 1:30-

3:30pm, Land Use Dis-

posal; 3:30 open.

315 Barnette, Fairbanks
24

M Ipm, House Judlclory 31
Log. Info. Office,
Sltka.

SUNDAY

25
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1981- House Bills 500 and 550 relating t0 abortion
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Jumeo N. Shives, Jr
1407 Nunako Dr. September 11, 1961
Anchorage, AKX 99504

H?une Comm|ttee on Health, Education, A Social Serviccn
égska State Leqgi&lature

Box 4-1439
Anchorage, Az\asak 99509

Dear Committee Mentors:

| wish to moke public comment on House Bill 500 and. House Bjll 550. .1 strongl
Bpl)?losse both o? ?hese bcﬁls and wou? urge the committee to defer action on t e%e

| feel Fhot HB ??0 would f orcg poor women to benr children which they do not want
Think ? ourse bemﬂ ralse |n on environment where you are not wanted and where
Hie onK mcome |s we are woud also be 0 finapcirl bP den on t\/\f} state
SH cro would né)ny more peog e.ont e Itare rolls ee ‘1 en
c ren ore not w nte ter or a concerned thot thooe children are npot
Woul nt it be o etter | ea to_fund v\Ero ectn to educate poor people in better
b|rth control ﬁ]r?cnces Instead of taking oway one of their options for preventing
on untimely fa

House bill 550 Js on obvious attempt by no called "Right to Life" supporters to
eﬁmlenate agortlons a?togetlwr Ft)ry|br¥g tohve af 9us decl[ored onplond}v{dual

I belicvo that thin bill io unconstltutlonal and | strongly oppose It.

lhonk you for your conniderotion.



Rt. 1, Box 1282
Kenal, Ak 99611
September 3, 1981

Mike Belrne
P.0. Box 4-1539
Anchorage, AK 99509

Hr. Belrne:

| strongly oppose both HB 500 and HB 550. I feel It is unfair to Impose on
poor women no choice because they lack the funds to get a safe abortion if
that la their choice. 1 also feel that saying a fetus is a “inan life to
have grounds to press charges for murder when the fctue is mlsscarrled
through a violent act done to the pregnant woman la abhorable and totally
unreasonable and throughly Inflaming. | know there are other ways to protect
the like of a fetus and the life of the mother from acta of violent crimes.

1 urge you to spend more tine passing laws that protect women from violent

acta and then there will be no nemd "or lews like HB5S0.

-Sincerely,

Ruth Johnaofl

P.S. In hopes that "tfei*nce soon will make it possible for all men to carry
kear children through whatever means so 1 don"t have to listen to this.
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V. K. Vinton

ox 9-9131 September 11,1981

Anchorage, ak. 99508

House
Re:

Dear

500

abort
omen
unct

out

|o 0
women rhem una Te to fund a Brwate

Committee on Health , Education, and Social Services
Hearing on HB 500 and H9 550

Committee Members:
I am56vrltlng to express my opposition to house bills

9 500 prh Eoses éo ed state fund for el t|ve
|on woul Ht irtua vy | 033| [or poor
hlssaeto aveac aeoetew ﬁ|y

r
3¢ 3T Dy unwante gDnOaI'q.'%n WOU?& see*

abortigns, endan

ack alle
)retus Should he?
f

he o V|ous alternatives,

erlng elir own lives ag well as the
omen c 00se . to carry the fetus to term, h ualit

chi d'a life would be In %H estion for wauld 8bab|
be rais d on social welfare. woulﬁ pl e b
uBon SOCI ty as well as the family of the ¢ | un e

cncb mPt 8es t(e result Is often unloved, troubled

even batfered cthil

H9, 550 Is .ambigu In Its wording but, It Implies that
Yvomen rho sohc, goat or aoett" In tHe act ﬁhat rpesuﬁts

bortjon are In' committing murd(er. _The questjon of
Vdﬂ?éﬁ éhfoeulc? InSb((e)rleen(ljglale or%rl]ean ErhnlrlnoesnotmICA%'dISsue
teacher and heaﬁth edutator who h/orks \%\fth children and
?,dults | am ver concerned WIH] the qgahty of Individual
Ife Bills su& 550t ect a deep fe.?rfulness
whic cnon arm quality of life. ildren need not he
hich I t ty of lif Child d not b
Brou%ht Into this world hroug éhr%ats tearr and Intlm|datlon,
ut on r¥ through |ove carlnq and s anhg ree WHI [s a
30d Ig,tt* attribute o human ife and] P rents must maintain
theth|eg,ht”t\oecho(§)ge the|r ov\hvneoveﬁl I l%mdoeseceomealf71 0%
?hat oH the ch’ll ng P Y

1 feel th?_t these bills would box In the freedoms . of
thougnt  ang [For'ng' [ apich, ere o cf Hanes o jr soclety
\évso'Ch comet from ?ve, rot X‘ear ease ta? ? %08 h®

iincerely,

| ynne V. w. Vinton



Hou3o Committee on Health, Education and Social Sorvies
State of Alaska/State Legislature

PO Box ~f-1539
Anchorage, Alaska

I will be out of town and unable to attend the public hearings 1 Just
found out the committee is holding next week*. 1 also just found out
thatl the .fight to Life group is holding its statewide convention on
the same day, | would like to believo this 1is juot a coincidence,

but as inclined to think it is not.

I would liko to go on record os boing opposed to bothMB500 and
HB 550* 1 feel both bills sttsapt to leginHe a set of beliefs
ae to when life begins nnd to legislate morality »n to abortion.
The decision whether or not to be a parent is a highly porncnAl
oneieach iniivi uni muot make this deinion a ccordingtohis or
hsr personal convictions. | do not believe thegovernment should
enter into this aren of dseifllon-naklng. | urge the comalttcn to
tab”o both of thene sensures.

Hen ectfully,

George Q. Scott
Box 2&1
nirdwood, Alaska

99>«7
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Memorandum to Bernard Berelson (President, Population Council) found in "Activities
Relevant to the Study of Population Policy for the U.S." 3/11/69 by Frederick S. Jaffe (Vice-
president of Planned Parenthood - World Population).

TABLE 1. Examples of Proposed Measures to Reduce U.S. Fertility, by Universality or Selectivity ol Impact

Universal Impact

Soclal Constraints

Restructure family: _

ai Postpone or avoid marrla_?e _
bl Alter image of ideal family size
Compulsory education of children
Encourage increased homosexuality
Educate lor family limitation

Fertility control agents in water supply

Encourage women to work

I

ex |l .

1IQrwfUa

Vi, J 1“9

Selective Impact Depending on Socio-Economic Status

Economic Deterrents/Incentives

Modify tax_policies;

ai Substantial marriage tax

bl Child Tax _

ci Tax married more than smgz!e

> Remove parents tax exemption

dl Additional taxeson parents with more
than loi 2children in school

Reduce/eliminate paid maternity leave or
benefits

Reduceteliniinate children sor family
allowances

Bonuses for delayed marriage and greater
child spacing

Pensions for women of 45 with less than
N children

Eliminate Welfare rayemnts alter first 2
children

Chronic Depression

Re_cauire women to work and provide few
child cere facilities

Limit»liminete public-financed medical
care, scholarships, housing, loansend
subsidies to families with more than N
children.

Social Controls

Compulsory abortion of
out-of-wedlock
pregnancies

Compulsory sterilization
of all who hiave two
children except for a few
who would be allowed
three

Confine childbearing to
ogl)ilallmlted number of
sdulls

Stock certificate tvpe
permits for children

Housing Policies:

al Discouragement of
private home
ownership . _

bIStop_awardmg public
housing based on
family site

Measures Predicated on
Existing Motivation to
Prevent Unwanted Preg-
nancies

Payments to encourage
sterilization

Payments to encourage
contraception

Payment* toencouiage
abortion

Abortion and
sterilization on demand

Allow certain
contraceptives to be
distributed non-
medically

Im%rove contraceptive
technology

Make cor'.reception
truly available and
accessible toall

improve maternal iieeilh
care, with family
planning a cor**element



Conn., a vice president of the Chase
Manhattan Bank and member of the
Council on Foreign Relations, to Mo*
rocco; Thomas Aranda Jr. of Phoenix,
a lawyer and former Air Force of-
ficer who worked in the Ford Admin-
istration, to Uruguay; ar.d, Faith Ryan
Whittlesley of Haverford, Pa., an at-
torney and former state legislator, to
Switzerland.

Oppotltion fa Judge O'Conner

m Washington, September | — Judge
Sandra Day O’Connor shares a net
worth in excess of I million with her
husband, according to a financial
statement submitted to the Senate

Judiciary Committee, which opens
hearings on her nomination to the Su-
preme Court September 9th. Included
in Mn O'Connor’s assets are her home
in Paradise Valley. Aris.. valued at
1100,000; a Joint interest in her hus-
band's Phoerui law firm, valued at
1342,160, and. shares in her family's
cattle ranch, worth an estimated
1211.421. In a statement to the com-
mittee. Mrs. O'Connor says that she
supports a limited rota for the Federal
courts and la “keenly aware at the
problems associated with Judicial ac-
tivism. The oeperetion of powers
principle also requires judges to avoid

substituting thoir own views of what is
desirable in a particular case for those
of the legislature.” She says the "fact
that Federal judges are restricted to
deciding only the particular case be-
fore them and are not given a broad
license to reform society does not
mean that geneml wrongs go un-
righted.”

m Dallas, September 3 — Thousands
of pro-lifers rally here today in op-
position < the nomination of Sandra
O'Connor to the Supreme Court be-
cause of her pro-abortion recurd in the
Arizona legislature in the early seven-
ties. Those speaking out against Judge
O’ "onnor during the day-long "Rally
fcr Life" included Edward McAteer
of the Religious Roundtable, ERA foe
Phyllis Schlafly. Howard Phillips of
the Conservative Caucus, and Peter
Gemma of the National Pro-Life Po-
litical Action Committee. Two speak-
ers — the Reverend Jerry PalweU of
the Moral Majority and the Reverend
James Robiacn — *ipressed concern
about Mrs. O'Connor's record but said
they were withholding final judgment
until after her confirmation hearings
are completed

The Number ef Medics ' Aborttest

m Chicago. Septemb* | — Dr. Wil-
lard Catee Jr. of the Center foe Dis-
ease Control in Atlanta reports that
the Hyde Amendment's virtual pro-
hibition an Federal Medicaid funding
of abortion has had little effect on
the number of abortion* obtained by
poor women Of the nearly 100,000
women estimated to have wanted an

abortion in the year after the Hyde
Amendment took effect in 1977,
tbout 94 percent obtained one, ac  d-
ing to an analysis published by Cates
in the Journal of the American Med«
ical Association. He says that 66 per-
cent of the wom«n had abortions paid
for by state Medicaid funds and 29
percent used other financial sources,
"The data don't support the fears of
the ‘pro-choice’ groups that large
numbers of low-income women would
be forced to resort to illegal or self-
induced abortions, or the hopes of the
'‘pro-life' groups that restricting funds
would lead to more pregnancies being
continued to term." says Cates Not
surprised by the report is Dr. John C.
Willke. president of the National
Right to Life Committee, who says
that "the prime purpose of the Hyde
Amendment was to take the Govern-
ment out m the business of pavint
for the Killing ai unborn babies. Gov-
MMMnt funding legitimises this killing
in the minds of many people. We
realized that many women would find
<*her means at financing abortions "

The Isthrmewt ef David Brinkley

m \Vru York, September 4 — David
Brinkley has announced his retirement
from NBC News after 3N years with
the network. "I had hoped that David
would stay with us for many more
years," aaye NBC News President WO-
ham J Small "It Is like losing the
home-run king His departure from
NBC News leaves a very big gap ' The
tl-year-old Brinkley, who gave no res
son tor lus surprise retirement, first

the Ne*Ss» 1 The1*1 l«e—km [A HW

came t" national attention when he
covered the 1956 political conventions
with Chet Huntley. He co-anchored
the nightly "Huntley-Brinkley Re-
port" for the next 14 years, became a
commentator on the nightly news in
1970, co-anchored Uk newscast with
John Chancellor from 1976 to 1979,
and took over the Friday night "NBC
Magazine" last year,

Cruckdewn an Feed Stomp Fraud

m Washington, September * - Attor-
ney General William French Smith
announces the creation of a special
unit to crack down on the "staggering"
araoun* of fraud and waste in the

Government's |I: billion-a-year food
stamp program "One of the critical
elements of the President's economic
recovery ">rofram is the curtailment of
fraud. *aste. and abuse in Federal
programs,” says Smith. "The amount
of fraud and waste in the fond stamp
program, m New York City and else
where, is staggering The situation
demands immediate and thorough in
veetigation by the Department of
Justice and other affected Federal
agencies " He says that “anyone steal
mg fond stamps or sitting idly by
while euch thefts go on * committing
a eenoua criminal act Such people
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