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Legal Issues

The r ig h ts  o f the fetus and the pregnant woman are brought in to  c o n f l ic t  by t h e i r  

unique re la t io n s h ip .  Numerous courts have enunciated the c h i ld 's  r ig h t  to begin 

l i f e  "unhampered and unimpaired by damage neg ligen tly  caused to body or mind."7 

They have also upheld the r ig h t  to privacy, the r ig h t  to control one's own 

person, "the r ig h t  o f complete immunity: to be l e t  a lone ."8 The opposing r ig h ts  

are described below.

A: The C h ild 's  Right to a Healthy S ta r t  in L ife

A New Jersey Supreme Court in 1960 was the f i r s t  to  w r i te  th a t  a ch ild  has a 

r ig h t  to  a healthy s ta r t  in l i f e . 9 In a case involving a c h i ld  borri with  

deformed fe e t  and legs a f t e r  an automobile accident w hile  he was in the uterus, 

the court w ro te :10

"There is no question th a t  conception sets in motion b io lo g ica l  

processes which i f  undisturbed w i l l  produce what every one w i l l  

concede to be a person in being. I f  in the meanwhile those 

processes can be disrupted resu lt in g  in harm to the ch ild  when born, 

i t  is  immaterial whether before b ir th  the ch ild  is considered a

7 Sylv ia  v. G o b e i l l e , 220 A .2d, 222, Rhode Is land , 1966.

8 Union P a c i f i c  Rai lway v. B o t s f o rd , 141 U.S. Law. Ed. 734, 1891.

9 Some commentators say th is  language doas not estab lish  a l i t e r a l  r ig h t  
to  be born healthy. "To claim  that Smith stands fo r  the proposition th a t  
everyone owes a duty to a fe tu s  to ensure th a t  i t  is  born 'w ith  a sound mind and 
body' is  to stretch the holding beyond recogn it ion ,"  according to Laurence J. 
Nelson, a C a li fo rn ia  lawyer and e t h ic is t .

10 Smith v. Brennan,  157 A .2d 497, New Jersey, 1960.



person in being. And regardless o f  analogies to other areas e the 

law, ju s t ic e  requires th a t  the p r in c ip le  be recognized th a t  a cn lld  

has a legal r ig h t  to  begin l i f e  w ith a sound mind and body."

Other courts have quoted from th is  d e c is io n .11 One court, however, recognized 

no such r ig h t  in a case involving wrongful l i f e ,  saying the matter is  a "mystery 

more properly  to  be l e f t  to  the philosophers and the theo log ians" .12

Those who argue fo r  the r ig h t  to a healthy s t a r t  in l i f e  say th a t  recent  

research demonstrates an increasing number o f  ways the acts or omissions o f  a 

pregnant woman can harm her po ten tia l  c h i ld .  For example, smoking may cause a 

baby to be born underweight and at r is k  fo r  severe handicaps; prescribed  

medicines may cause physical anomalies; and exposure to certa in  hazards at work 

- -  such as anesthetic gases, and the chemicals used to manufacture rubber, 

p la s t ic s ,  pa in ts , cellophane, pes tic ides , nylons, gasoline, adhesives and 

b u lle ts  - -  may damage a fe tu s .

Once parents are aware o f  pregnancy, these advocates say, they should be held 

to a "reasonably prudent expecting parents standard" to provide and care fo r  the 

c h i ld .  Parents have a duty to act reasonably toward th e ir  c h ild re n , these 

proponents say, and a paren t's  r ig h t  to  autonomy should be l im ite d  when i t  

c o n f l ic ts  w ith  the c h i ld 's  r ig h t  to be protected so i t  can be born whole (Simon, 

p. 90 ) .  To those who argue th a t  protecting  the fetus in te r fe re s  with the 

woman's control over her own body and actions, they respond that people addicted  

to drugs or alcohol do not have control over t h e i r  use of these substances.
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See, fo r  example, Grodin v. Grodin , 301 N.W.?d 870, Michigan, 1981; 
Uomack v. Buchhorn, 187 N.W.2d 222, Michigan, 1971; and In Re Ru iz , 500 N E.2d 
935, Ohio, 1986.

12 Becker V. Schwartz , 386 N. E.2d 807, New York, 1978.



Noting tha t the r ig h t  not to be wrongfully harmed by others is  "perhaps a 

person's most basic r ig h t , "  Harvard fe llow  Deborah Mathieu w rites  tha t there may 

be times when a pregnant women'? l ib e r t y  j u s t i f i a b l y  may be l im ite d  to prevent 

harm to her fu tu re  c h i ld ,  whether or not the woman is the cause o f the harm. 

She warns that many fac to rs  (extent o f harm, r is k  o f  harm, and chance and cost 

of avoiding i t )  must be considered before in te rven tion  is j u s t i f i e d  (Mathieu, 

p. 3 1 ) .  Dr. Mathieu notes several examples in which the U.S. Supreme Court has 

allowed in trus ions: drawing blood fo r  a blood alcohol t e s t ,  compulsory smallpox 

vaccination and compulsory s t e r i l i z a t io n  in which the court held th a t  the 

p r in c ip le  o f compulsory vaccination " is  broad enough to cover c u tt in g  the 

Fallop ian  tubes ."13 Therefore , she argues, the strong presumption in favor o f  

the pregnant woman's bod ily  in te g r i t y  must sometimes be overridden by the 

c h i ld 's  r ig h t  not to be harmed (p. 45).

Some argue fo r  r e s t r ic t in g  an addicted pregnant woman's use o f  drugs or a lcohol.  

Advocates o f  th is  pos it ion  say th a t  using alcohol is  a p r iv i le g e ,  not a r ig h t ,  

and they note th a t  using i l l i c i t  drugs is a crime. They say th a t  d is t r ib u t in g  

i l l e g a l  drugs and alcohol to  a fetus is  a more serious crime than simply using 

i l l e g a l  drugs oneself (M. Shaw, p. 104). They note th a t  were a woman to give  

alcohol or drugs to a c h i ld  the day a fte . '  i t s  b i r th ,  ra th er  than the day before , 

she would r is k  crim ina l sanctions (B a lisy , p. 1223). An Alaska case i l lu s t r a te s  

th is  argument. A Fairbanks woman in 1989 was sentenced to s ix  months in j a i l  

a f te r  her two-week-old baby drank formula with cocaine in i t  and d ied . The 

mother was 7 -1 /2  months pregnant when she was sentenced and had used cocaine 

during both pregnancies. She had a th ird  ch ild  who tested p o s it iv e  fo r  the 

drug. Besides the j a i l  tim e, she was ordered to spend s ix  months to 1 -1 /2  years 

in a drug treatment program (Associated Press, August 28, 1989).
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13 Drawi.,g blood: Schmerber v. C a l i f o r n i a , 16 U.S. Law. Fd. 2d 908, 1966 
and Bre i thaup t  v. Abram, 353 U.S. Law. Ed. 448, 1957. Compulsory s t e r i l i z a t io n :  
Buck v. B e l l , 274 U.S. Law. Ed. 1000, 1927. Compulsory smallpox vaccination ,  
Jacobson v. M a s s a ch u s e t t s , 197 U.S. Law. Ed. 643, 1905.



These advocates say th a t  o f f i c i a l s  may j u s t i f i a b ly  r e s t r ic t  a pregnant woman's 

use o f a lcohol, tobacco and l i c i t  and i l l i c i t  drugs to keep her from passing 

drugs through her body to the fe tu s . P a tr ic ia  King o f the Georgetown U n ivers ity  

Law Center wrote in 1979 th a t  i t  would " c e r ta in ly  be ju s t i f ia b le "  to compel an 

addicted pregnant woman to undergo treatment (King, p. 1684). John Robertson 

o f the U n ivers ity  of Texas Law School says th a t  once a woman decides to have a 

c h i ld  - -  th a t  is ,  she does not have an abortion - -  she has a "duty" to assure 

th a t  the fetus is born as healthy as possib le . "She no longer has the r ig h t  to  

produce a dead or unhealthy baby" (Robertson, p. 352 and 360 ).  Professor 

Robertson says a "mere ban" on c e rta in  a c t i v i t i e s  during pregnancy, such as 

alcohol or drugs fo r  the sake o f the fe tu s , is  no more in tru s iv e  on a woman's 

autonomy than regulating other a c t i v i t i e s ,  such as adding f lu o r id e  to the water 

or requ ir in g  vaccination (Robertson, p. 359 -60 ).

B: The Mother's Right to Privacy

Those who weigh the competing co n s titu tio n a l r ig h ts  and see the balance t i p  in 

favor o f  the woman, argue th a t  vesting a fetus with r ig h ts  creates an 

unacceptable intrusion in to  women's bodies and t h e i r  personal l iv e s .  They say 

s ta te  in te rfe rence  p its  woman against fe tu s , eroding bonding and encouraging 

women to  avoid prenatal care (Note, p. 1012).

These advocates turn to the r ig h t  o f  privacy, c i t in g  Justice Brandeis' o ften -  

quoted dissent that the " r ig h t  to be l e f t  alone" is "the most comprehensive of  

r ig h ts  and the r ig h t  most valued by c iv i l i z e d  man."14 To th is  they add the
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In Ins dissent in Olmstead v. Uni ted S t a t e s , Justice Brandeis wrote: 
"The makers o f  our Constitution undertook to secure conditions favorab le  to the 
pursu it o f  happiness. They recognized the s ignificance o f man's s p i r i tu a l  
n a tu r e . . .  They knew that only a part o f  the pain, pleasure and sa t is fa c t io n s  
of l i f e  are to be found in m ateria l t h in g s . . .  They conferred, as against the 
Government, the r ig h t  to be l e f t  alone - -  the most comprehensive o f r ig h ts  and 
the r ig h t  most valued by c iv i l i z e d  men" (277 U.S. Law. Ed. 944, [1 9 2 8 ] ) .



importance o f  control over one's own person, c i t in g  another Supreme Court 

opinion, "No r ig h t  is  held more sacred, or is  more c a re fu l ly  guarded... than the 

r ig h t  o f every ind iv idua l to the possession and control of his own person."15

In add it ion , these advocates note, the pregnant woman has the r ig h t  to be free  

of sex d isc r im in a tio n : no man, they argue, would be forced to protect his sperm 

from alcohol damage th a t  might harm a fu tu re  c h i ld  (Sherman 1989, p. 28 ).  

Pregnant women, they say, are singled out fo r  in te rvention  because o f  th e i r  

unique s ta tus . They c i te  several examples in which the U.S. Supreme Court 

refused to force criminal suspects to submit to c e r ta in  medical procedures. In 

one instance, the court held the state  could not compel a suspect to have his  

stomach pumped fo r  morphine capsules, saying such a process is "conduct which 

shocks the conscience."16 In another, the court held tha t su rg ica lly  removing 

a b u l le t  from a robbery suspect's chest against his w i l l  fo r  use as evidence 

against him is an "unreasonable" in tru s io n ." 17 And in a th ird ,  the court allowed 

the s ta te  to take a blood te s t  only i f  i t  could demonstrate that i t  was 

necessary to perform the te s t  immediately or e lse the evidence would be l o s t . 18 

This court added:

"The in te g r i t y  o f  an in d iv id u a l's  person is a cherished value o f our 

soc ie ty . That we today hold that the C onstitu t ion  does not forb id  

the States minor intrusions in to  an in d iv id u a l 's  body under 

s tr in g e n t ly  l im ite d  conditions in no way ind ica tes  that i t  permits 

more substantia l in trus ions , or in trus ions under other conditions."
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15 Union P a c if ic  Railway v. Botsford, 141 U.S. Law. Ed. 734, 1891.

16 Rochin v. C a l i f o r n i a ,  96 U.S. Law. Ed. 183, 1952.

17 Hins ton v. Lee, 84 U.S. Law. Ed. 2d, 662, 1985.

18 Schmerber v. C a l i f o r n i a ,  16 Law. Ed. 2d, 908, 1966.



F in a l ly ,  a federal c i r c u i t  court has held th a t  mental pa tien ts  committed against 

t h e i r  w i l l  have the r ig h t  to refuse treatment. The court c ite d  the words o f an 

Oklahoma s ta te  court, " [L ]1b erty  includes the freedom to decide about one's own 

h ea lth . This p r in c ip le  need not give way to medical judgment."19 Because of  

these basic r ig h ts ,  these advocates say, no pregnant woman who refuses treatment

fo r  the good o f her fetus should be forced to submit to  i t .

Dawn Johnseci, w rit in g  in the Yale Law J o u r n a l , warns th a t  granting r ig h ts  to  

fetuses which c o n f l ic t  w ith a woman's autonomy re in fo rces  the t r a d i t io n  o f  

disadvantaging women on the basis o f  th e ir  sex. By subjecting women's decisions  

and actions during pregnancy to ju d ic ia l  review, the s ta te  questions women's 

a b i l i t i e s .  At the same tim e, i t  seizes t h e i r  r ig h ts  to make decisions essential 

to  t h e i r  very personhood. This ra t io n a le  is s im ila r  to th a t  used in the past

to exclude women from the paid labor force, Ms. Johnsen says. She warns tha t

fe ta l  r ig h ts  could be used to r e s t r ic t  women's autonomy in ways f a r  surpassing 

any regu la tion  on the actions o f competent adu lt  men (Johnsen, p. 624 -5 ).

Moreover, advocates o f th is  view say, health care is  a f i n i t e  commodity, medical 

knowledge holds many lacunae and no law gives anyone - -  including a fetus - -  the 

r ig h t  to b> healthy (Nelson, p. 736; Mathieu, p. 2 7 ) .  These commentators note 

th a t  v i r t u a l l y  everything the pregnant woman does has some e f fe c t  on the fe tus .  

A woman could be held l ia b le  fo r  f e ta l  in ju r ie s  from household accidents caused 

by her own negligence, they say. They l i s t  o ther behaviors fo r  which she could 

be brought to account: using p resc r ip t io n , non-prescrip tion  or i l l e g a l  drugs; 

eating improperly; smoking; exposing h e rs e lf  to  in fe c tio u s  diseases such as 

s y p h il is  or herpes; exposing h e rs e lf  to workplace hazards such as those found 

in dry cleaning establishments and service s ta t io n s ;  and engaging in too much 

exercise (Johnsen, p. 606 -7 ).  A professor o f  law a t  the American U n ivers ity  

w rites  in a Washington Pos t  e d i to r ia l  (Nov. 25, 1987):
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19 Rennie v. Klein, 653 F.2d 836, 3d Cir., 1981.



"What are we prepared to order next in  the name of fe ta l  health?

Shall we arres t a l l  pregnant women who smoke c igarettes? Drink  

l iquor?  Drink coffee? Shall we order hospital confinement, as has 

already been done at leas t  tw ice, when a woman h9? been given 

medical advice and chooses not to  fo llo w  i t?  Shall we shackle her 

to her hospital bed? Shall we compel a woman to submit to surgery  

to correc t fe ta l  defects? Shall the po lice  hold her down w hile  she 

is  in jected  with anesthesia?"

A New York C ity  judge, who denied a h o s p ita l 's  request to order a caesarean 

section on a 35-year-o ld  indigent women who had borne ten ch i ld re n ,  says she 

also finds problems with r e s t r ic t in g  pregnant women. " I t ' s  absolu te ly  c le a r  

th a t  c ig a re tte s  and l iq u o r  are harmful to babies, th a t  bad n u t r i t io n  brings 

brain damage," Judge Margaret Taylor to ld  a rep o rte r .  "So, do you prevent a 

woman from doing these things the minute she gets pregnant?" (Lewin, p. 1 ) .

Commenting on forced medical treatment o f  pregnant women, b io -e th ic is t  Lawrence 

J. Nelson o f the U n ivers ity  o f C a li fo rn ia  warns th a t  in fr in g in g  on a woman's 

r ig h ts  by requ iring  c e rta in  behavior could lead to  "unsavory" precedents fo r  

fu r th e r  invasion of a woman's privacy. This invasion could include court action  

against women who smoke c igare ttes  as well as court orders forc ing  women to  

undergo prenatal diagnostic procedures or fe ta l  surgery, Dr. Nelson says. 

Paraphrasing John Stuart M i l l ,  Dr. Nelson says i t  is  fa r  b e t te r  to  avoid 

compelling pregnant women to l iv e  as seems good to a p a r t ic u la r  physician, judge 

or even to the rest o f us than to force them to s a c r i f ic e  th e ir  w i l ls  and t h e i r  

bodies on the a l t e r  o f someone e ls e 's  notion o f  the good. He concedes th a t  th is  

may re s u lt  in the b ir th  o f children who w i l l  s u f fe r  death or an avoidable in ju ry  

or disease. "The price to fetuses and to soc iety  o f  honoring maternal re fusa ls  

o f  treatment may seem high, but contrary po licy  would rob us o f  much more and 

leave us fa r  poorer as human beings" (Nelson e t  a l ,  p. 763).
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The same view is  held by George Annas, associate professor o f  law and medicine 

at Boston U n ivers ity  (Annas, p. 45):

" . . . [S jo m e  fetuses th a t  might be salvaged may d ie  or be born 

defec t ive .  This w i l l  be t ra g ic ,  but i t  is  l i k e ly  to  be ra re .  I t  

is  the price soc ie ty  pays fo r  protecting the r ig h ts  o f  a l l  competent 

adu lts .-. .  The choice between fe ta l  hea lth  and maternal l ib e r t y  is 

laced with moral and e th ica l dilemmas."

C: V i a b i l i t y  o f the Fetus

The U.S. Supreme Court in Roe v. Wade found the s ta te 's  compelling in te re s t  in 

the fe tu s 's  p o ten tia l  l i f e  begins with v i a b i l i t y  - -  th a t  i s ,  when the fetus can 

survive outside the mother's body.20 The court held (410 U.S. 113):

"With respect to the S ta te 's  important and le g it im a te  in te re s t  in 

potentia l l i f e ,  the 'compelling' point is  v i a b i l i t y .  This is  so 

because the fe tus  then presumably has the c a p a b i l i ty  o f meaningful 

l i f e  outside the mother's womb. State  regu la tion  p ro tec t ive  o f  

fe ta l  l i f e  a f t e r  v i a b i l i t y  thus has both log ica l and b io log ica l  

j u s t i f i c a t i o n s . " 21

20 When is a fetus v iable? In 1973, when the Supreme Court wrote the Roe 
decis ion, i t  noted th a t  v i a b i l i t y  was usually a t  the seventh month o f pregnancy 
(28 weeks). Today, the e a r l ie s t  point a t  which a fetus can survive is  23-24 
weeks, according to David O ren tl ich er , eth ics  and health p o lic y  counsel fo r  the 
American Medical Association (O ren tl ich er , p. 2 3 ) .  I f  v i a b i l i t y  is  defined as 
the age at which the fetus has any prospect o f  survival outside the womb, the 
age would be 23-24 weeks. I f  v i a b i l i t y  is  defined as the point a t which h a l f  
of fetuses w i l l  surv ive , the age is 26 weeks, O ren tl icher says.

21 The fa c t  th a t  a c h i ld  can survive outside the womb is no assurance that  
he or she w i l l  have a healthy l i f e .  Children born too soon have s ig n i f ic a n t ly  
increased risks o f  permanent in ju r ie s  such as mental re ta rd a t io n ,  blindness, 
deafness and cerebral palsy.
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Dr. Mathieu o f  Harvard hinges the burden o f  a woman's duty to the fetus on the 

concept o f  v i a b i l i t y .  She believes a woman's obligations to the fetus have two 

d is t in c t  le v e ls :

At the f i r s t  le v e l ,  the woman assumes an o b lig a tion  to the fu tu re  

ch ild  by becoming pregnant. Since there is normally a high 

p ro b a b il i ty  th a t  a c h i ld  w i l l  come in to  being, she owes th is  fu tu re  

person a duty o f  due care s im i la r  to the duty o f due care she owes 

to any stranger: to r e f r a in  from causing harm, and, to some exten t,

to t r y  to prevent or remove harm.

The second level comes once she decides against abortion . Here, the 

pregnant woman assumes a higher leve l of o b lig a t io n , p lacing h e rs e lf  

in a special re la t io n s h ip  w ith her fu ture  ch ild  th a t  c a rr ie s  ce rta in  

inherent ob ligations s im ila r  to  those of any parent toward his or 

her c h i ld .  Just as a p aren t's  obligations to her ch ild  are stronger  

and more demanding than her obligations to other persons, so a 

pregnant woman's o b lig a tions  at th is  stage to  her fu tu re  c h i ld  may 

be stronger and more demanding than her obligations to others , Dr. 

Mathieu says.

Because o f  th is ,  she says, "[T ]here  is good prima fac ie  argument th a t  the sta te  

may impose certa in  re s t r ic t io n s  on a pregnant woman's behavior throughout her 

pregnancy. During the f i r s t  few months o f  pregnancy, the re s t r ic t io n s  would be 

r e la t i v e ly  nonintrusive, but might increase in severity  during the la s t  few 

months."

At the higher level o f  duty - -  a f t e r  she forgoes abortion - -  the woman may have

to accept s ig n if ic a n t  l im ita t io n s  on her freedom of action in order not to harm

her c h i ld ,  Dr. Mathieu says. She adds tha t po licy  makers considering  

in te rven tion  should ask two questions: To what extent w i l l  the fu tu re  ch ild  be
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harmed by the mother's actions? And to what extent w i l l  the pregnant woman be 

harmed i f  her decision is  overruled and her body 1s invaded? She concludes that  

in te rven tion  is j u s t i f i e d  in the case o f  pregnant women who are addicted to  

alcohol because alcohol can cause serious, permanent harm to a ch ild  (Mathieu, 

p. 51).

The d ire c to r  o f  the medical ethics program a t  the U n ive rs ity  of Wisconsin asks 

s im ila r  questions but comes to a d i f fe r e n t  conclusion. Speaking at a conference 

on Prenatal Abuse o f  L i c i t  and I l l i c i t  Drugs sponsored by the New York Academy 

o f Sciences, Norman Fost said four conditions must e x is t  before a mother is  

morally obliged to accept treatment:

F i r s t ,  there  must be high r is k  o f  serious permanent harm to the 

baby;

Second, there  must be low r is k  o f  serious permanent harm to the 

mother;

Th ird , the recommended treatment must provide a c le a r  b en efit  to 

the ,> tu s ;  and

Fourth, in order to remain consis ten t w ith the Roe decision, the 

fetus must be v iab le .

I f  a l l  these conditions are met, a mother might le g i t im a te ly  be compelled to  

abstain from harmful behaviors, Dr. Fost says. But, he concludes, because the 

damage may already be done by the time the fetus is  v ia b le ,  there is no "c lear  

b e r e f i t  to the fetus" and society has no e th ic a l  stand from which to force a 

pregnant woman to abstain (Henig, p. 8 ) .

One commentator says the decision to t r e a t  hangs on a "d e lic a te  balancing."  

John Myers w rites  in the Duquesne Law Review (p . 53):
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"When r e l ia b le  s c ie n t i f i c  evidence c le a r ly  establishes th a t  maternal 

conduct carries  w ith  i t  a very high p ro b a b il i ty  o f f e ta l  death or  

serious d is a b i l i t y ,  in te rvention  may be a p p ro p r ia te . . .  [A]s courts  

decide such cases, they w i l l  focus p r im a ri ly  on the l ik e l ih o o d  and 

sever ity  o f fe ta l  harm and the degree o f invasion o f  protected  

maternal in te re s ts  required to e ffe c tu a te  in te rv e n t io n ."

Although he did not say i t ,  Professor Myers could have added th a t  le g is la to r s ,  

too, w i l l  perform a s im ila r  "d e lica te  balancing" when deciding whether to  

requ ire  treatment of substance-abusing pregnant women.

Professor Myers says th a t  as the degree o f  s la te  in te rven tion  becomes more 

in tru s iv e  on the woman's r ig h ts ,  the sta te  must demonstrate an increas ing ly  

strong ju s t i f ic a t io n  fo r  in te r fe r in g .  He points out th a t  i t  would be 

inconsistent to compel a woman to give b ir th  (he means, making abortion i l l e g a l  

c f te r  v i a b i l i t y )  without p ro tecting  the soon-to-be-born ch ild  from in ju ry  which 

could fo llow  i t  throughout l i f e .  There is no log ica l or legal reason to deny 

the s ta te 's  in te res t  in a newborn in fa n t ,  he says. S im i la r ly ,  there  is no 

reason to deny the s ta te 's  in te re s t  in a v iab le  fetus which is  completely unable 

to assert i t s  own r ig h ts .

F in a l ly ,  Professor Myers gives in tervention  a thumbs-up or thumbs-down judgment 

in three examples, one based on an actual case and two on hypothetical examples:

Example 1 . An a lcoho lic  woman is 26 weeks pregnant ( the  fetus is 

approaching v i a b i l i t y )  and has given b ir th  to one FAS c h i ld .  Her 

physician fears th a t  her drinking w i l l  damage her fe tu s . The physician  

cannot accurately p red ic t  the l ike lihood  th a t  th is  p a r t ic u la r  fe tus w i l l  

be damaged by a lcoho l, Mr. Myers says. This makes the p ro b a b i l i ty  and 

degree o f fe ta l  harm speculative. In ad d it io n , s ta te  in te rv en t io n  would 

be "highly invasive" ( e .g . ,  a constant watch, regular reportin g  or c iv i l



commitment). Because of these fa c to rs ,  the state  should not in tervene,  

the professor says.

Example 2 . A fetus has a growing hydrocephalic condition. Surgeons could 

stop the worsening condition with surgery th a t  penetrates the woman's 

abdomen and the fe tu s 's  s k u l l .  The parents object to the medical 

in te rven tion  on re l ig io u s  grounds. Professor Myers says worsening harm 

is  ce rta in  and th is  in tervention  would be j u s t i f i e d .

Example 3 . Because o f placement o f  the placenta, physicians are "99 to  

100 percent" ce rta in  an unborn ch ild  w i l l  d ie  i f  de livered  v a g in a lly .  

Because o f  the c e r ta in ty ,  Professor Myers says in te rvention  is j u s t i f i e d .  

( In  th is  actual case, the court ordered the surgery but the mother did not 

return to the h o s p ita l ,  the placenta sh if ted  and a healthy ch ild  was 

delivered  v a g in a lly .  The case was J e f f e r s o n  v. G r i f f i n  Spa ld ing  County 
Hosp i ta l  A u th o r i t y , 274 N.E.2d 457, Georgia, 1981.)

The American College o f Obstetric ians and Gynecologists in 1987 issued a po licy  

statement th a t  physicians were "almost never" ju s t i f i e d  in going to  court to  

compel medical procedures fo r  pregnant women. The statement read, "Obstetric ians  

should re f ra in  from performing procedures unwanted by the pregnant woman... The 

use o f  ju d ic ia l  au th o r ity  to implement treatment regimens in order to p ro tect  

the fetus v io la te s  the pregnant woman's autonomy." The statement was w r it te n  

by Dr. Kenneth J . Ryan o f Brigham and Women's Hospital in Boston (Lewin, p. 1 ) .

D: Child Protection Proorams and C iv i l  and Criminal Law

Generally , the law about fe ta l  r ig h ts  w i l l  develop in ch ild  protection  programs, 

t o r t  law and the crim inal law. In most s ta tes , po licy  makers and the courts are 

s i le n t  on the subject of the r ig h ts  and status o f  the fe tus; th is  assumes that  

the r ig h ts  o f  the pregnant woman have precedence over the r ig h ts  o f  the fe tu s .
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The examples given h e r:  are the exception and are provided fo r  those 

contemplating how to deal w ith  substance a^use during pregnancy.

Child Protection

In most cases, pregnant women cannot be tested in v o lu n ta r i ly  fo r  use o f drugs 

or alcohol. But newborns e x h ib it in g  d is tress  can be tested and some states

require physicians to do so and report p o s it iv e  re s u lts .  Some lo c a l i t ie s

consider the presence o f  an i l l e g a l  drug in an in fa n t 's  blood evidence o f ch ild  

abuse and allow emergency custody o f  the c h i ld .  An example is  Nassau County, 

New York, which takes emergency custody fo r  up to e ig h t months of newborns 

tes t ing  p o s it iv e  fo r  i l l e g a l  drugs. Los Angeles County allows social workers 

to remove from the mother's care newborns who show p o s it iv e  drug te s ts .  The 

County Chief Probation O f f ic e r ,  Barry J. N idorf,  says the county would ra ther  

re ly  on re s id e n t ia l  treatm ent than on emergency custody but "there is  ju s t  a

dearth o f  treatment programs" (Sherman 1988, p. 24).

C iv i l  Law

In the c i v i l  law, the a t t i tu d e  toward the fetus has changed since Justice  O liver  

Wendell Holmes ruled th a t  a fetus is part  o f  i t s  mother and cannot sue fo r  

prenatal i n ju r ie s .22 S ix ty  years a f te r  Justice  Holmes wrote his decision, a 

United States D is t r ic t  Court found th a t  a ch ild  can recover fo r  prenatal 

in ju r ie s  i f  the fetus was v ia b le  when the in ju r ie s  occurred. One by one, other  

courts agreed, u n t i l  today th is  view is as well established as was the contrary  

ru le  in 1884, according to Roland F. Chase, who summarized prenatal in ju ry  in 

an American Law Review a r t i c l e  (Chase, p. 1227).
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Criminal Law

With increased use of alcohol and drugs among women, criminal law 1s fe e l in g  

i t s  way to the new area of fe ta l  in ju ry  caused by acts of the pregnant woman. 

In most ju r is d ic t io n s ,  mothers who abuse drugs or alcohol are not charged with  

a crime. The Nat iona l  Law Journa l  reports , however, tha t in 1989 at leas t  ten 

women in f iv e  states (C a l i fo rn ia ,  F lo r id a ,  I l l i n o i s ,  Massachusetts and South 

C arolina) faced criminal prosecutions because they used cocaine, heroin or 

alcohol while pregnant. Only ont> was convicted. She was Jen n ife r  Johnson of  

F lo r id a ,  convicted o f  de livering  cocaine to a minor through the um bilical cord 

and sentenced to one year in a r e h a b i l i t a t io n  program as well as 14 years 

probation during which she must report  any pregnancies to a u th o r i t ie s  and 

receive approval fo r  her prenatal care program. The case is being appealed 

(S t a t e  v. Johnson , 89-890CFA, C ir .  Ct. Seminole County.)

One celebrated case involves a pregnant woman ja i l e d  during her pregnancy. She 

was Brenda Vaughan, who tested p o s it ive  fo r  cocaine in a presentencing hearing  

a f te r  she was convicted of forging checks. Washington, D.C. Superior Court 

Judge Peter Wolf sentenced Ms. Vaughan to  j a i l  u n t i l  her due date, saying at the 

sentencing hearing, "You've got a cocaine problem, and I'm not going to have 

th is  baby born addicted" (Moss, p. 2 0 ) .  Wolf l a t e r  said he sentenced Ms.

Vaughan to j a i l  because there were no treatment programs a v a i la b le .  He also  

s?id many o f his colleagues to ld  him they had s im ila r ly  sentenced or 

incarcerated pregnant drug abusers (Jost,  p. 88; Sherman 1988, p. 25).

A northern C a li fo rn ia  d is t r i c t  attorney, Michael Ramsey, says he Is seeking j a i l  

terms fo r  women who give b ir th  but refuse medical care for substance abuse. He 

says the approach works. He says he has f i l e d  only one case, and th a t  case was 

dropped when the woman agreed to treatm ent. Meanwhile, the number o f newborns
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tes t in g  p o s it iv e  fo r  drugs 1n his county has f a l le n  from up to ten a month to 

almost none, he says.23

E: Court Decisions Regarding the Fetus

Like judges across the nation , Alaska judges faced with pregnant women using 

i l l e g a l  drugs have been in a quandary. On the one hand, they are urged by 

prison o f f i c i a l s  not to imprison expectant mothers because o f  concern th a t  j a i l  

personnel cannot care fo r  them properly. On the other hand, a judge may order 

prison ( i f  the crime is  a j a i l a b l e  offense) because the woman is a danger to 

others, and because nurse p ra c t it io n e rs  at the j a i l  can give the woman bette r  

care than she might get out o f j a i l .  Other judges may use the court 's  

"persuasive powers" to t a lk  re luc tan t substance-abusing pregnant women into  

v o lu n ta r i ly  entering local treatment centers.

Nationwide, judges forced by circumstance in to  th is  f ru s tra t in g  arena have made 

hurried decisions in rushed hearings th a t  began a f t e r  a women went in to  labor.  

They have upheld laws they did not l ik e  a f te r  emergency hearings in hospital 

rooms or hurried conference telephone c a l ls .  A 1987 study published in the New 
England Jou rna l  o f  Medicine  (May 7, 1987) shows 21 cases since 1981 in which 

hospita ls  had sought court orders to override the wishes o f a pregnant woman. 

In a l l  but th ree , judges granted the orders.

This section is  l im ite d  to examples of ru lings  involving (1) pregnant women 

brought to the a t te n t io n  o f  the court fo r  fea r  t h e i r  actions or inactions might 

harm an unborn fetus and (2) in fants  born w ith  drugs or alcohol in th e i r  

systems. Among the cases:
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Jud ic ia l In tervention Before the Child is  Born

Rale igh F i tk in-Pau l Morgan Memorial Ho sp i ta l  v. Anderson , New Jersey, 1964.

Despite evidence tha t she could hemorrhage so severely th a t  she and her 

unborn ch ild  would d ie ,  W il l im in a  Anderson refused blood transfusions in 

her 32nd week o f pregnancy because they were against her r e l ig io n .  A 

t r i a l  court held tha t i t  could not intervene. The s ta te  supreme court 

heard the case immediately and ordered the blood transfusions, should they 

become necessary. The court wrote, "We are s a t is f ie d  th a t  the unborn 

ch i ld  is e n t i t le d  to the law 's protection" (201 A .2d 537).

The Mat te r  o f  D i t t r i c k , Michigan, 1977.

Six weeks before a ch ild  was to be born, a Michigan probate court ordered 

social workers to take temporary custody o f  the fe tu s . The order was 

based on testimony th a t  the parents had lo s t  custody o f an e a r l i e r  ch ild  

fo llow ing a llegations o f  continuing physical and sexual abuse and faced 

pending criminal charges. The court o f  appeals ruled th a t  Michigan law 

gave courts no ju r is d ic t io n  over an unborn ch ild  (MSA Sec. 27 .3 1 7 8 (5 9 8 .2 ) .  

The le g is la tu re  might want to consider appropriate amendments to the 

probate code, the court said , adding, "Indeed, the background o f  the 

present case has convinced us th a t  such amendments would be des irab le"  

(263 N.W.2d 37).

Case No. 79-JN83, Denver Juvenile  Court, Colorado, 1979.

In th is  case, physicians decided on a caesarean section when the fe ta l  

heartbeat slowed during lab o r . The mother res is ted , the hospita l went to  

court and at a bedside hearing, hospita l lawyers argued the s ta te  had a 

compelling in te re s t  to p ro tec t the unborn. They asked the judge to
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declare the fetus a "dependent and neglected c h i ld ."  The judge granted  

the order and the mother to ld  her lawyer afterward that she was g ra te fu l  

fo r  the surgery. The judge, Jon Lawritson, now a lawyer in p r iv a te  

p ra c t ic e ,  l a t e r  to ld  the American Bar A s so c ia t io n  J o u r n a l , " I  d id n 't  l i k e  

being placed in the position I was placed in" (Jost, p. 8 6 ) .

Mat te r  o f  Steven  5 . ,  Los Angeles County, 1980.

When a pregnant woman was c e r t i f i e d  to receive intensive psych ia tr ic  

treatment fo r  up to two weeks, the Los Angeles County went to ju v e n i le  

court fo r  an order to detain  her during the f in a l  weeks o f her pregnancy. 

The ju v e n i le  court found th a t  the unborn fetus was a minor and detained  

the fetus (and the woman). I t  ordered the mother's release when the ch ild  

was born. The order was overturned on appeal six  weeks l a t e r ,  a f te r  the

detention and pregnancy were both over. The appeals court found the

unborn ch ild  was not a person under C a l i fo rn ia  law (126 C a l . App. 3d 29 ) .

J e f f e r s o n  v. G r i f f i n  Spa ld ing  County H o s p i t a l , Georgia, 1981.

Jessie Mae Jefferson , 39 weeks pregnant, objected to a physician-  

prescribed caesarean section on re l ig io u s  grounds. The county hospita l 

went to court, saying the placenta had moved down near the cerv ix  and 

there  was a "99 to  100 percent c e r ta in ty "  th a t  the unborn ch ild  would die  

i f  delivered v a g in a lly .  In an emergency hearing the same day, the 

superior court authorized the surgery i f  Ms. Jefferson came to the  

hospita l fo r  care . The court wrote, "The Court finds tha t the in trus ion  

in v o lv e d . . . is  outweighed by the duty o f the State to protect a l iv in g  

unborn human being from meeting his or her death before being given the  

opportunity to l i v e . "  One day l a t e r ,  the s ta te  supreme court upheld the

decision. The woman did not return to  the ho sp ita l,  the placenta sh if ted

and a healthy baby was delivered (274 S.E.2d 457).
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Taf t  v. T a f t , Massachusetts, 1983.

Lawrence T a ft  went to court to force his pregnant w ife  to have a surgical 

procedure to suture her cerv ix  and avoid m iscarriage. Susan T a f t  refused 

on re l ig io u s  grounds and a probate judge ordered her to  submit to the 

procedure The appeals court found the w ife  could not be ordered to have 

surgery. The court ruled th a t  the w ife 's  c o n s titu tio n a l r ig h ts  were 

established on the record, w hile  any in te re s t  the sta te  might have in 

requ iring  a competent adu lt woman to submit to the surgery was not 

established (446 N.E.2d 395).

In r e  Jamaica H o s p i t a l , New York, 1985.

In th is  case, the court appointed a physician as the guardian o f the 

unborn c h i ld .  I t  ordered the physician to  do a l l  th a t  was necessary to 

save the l i f e  o f  an 18-week-old fe tu s , including administering blood 

transfusions over the mother's objection  (491 N.Y.S.2d 898).

Crouse I r v i n g  Memorial H o sp i t a l ,  Inc .  v. Paddock , New York, 1985.

Here, the court ordered a pregnant woman to  receive blood transfusions to  

protect the w elfare  o f  her fe tus which was being de livered  prematurely.

In r e  Madyun, Washington, D .C ., 1987.

Ayesha Madyun, a 19-year-o ld  woman, had been in lafc'.r two days when she 

arrived at the h o s p ita l;  18 hours l a t e r ,  her labor had not progressed and 

physicians decided on a caesarean section to avoid a f a ta l  in fe c t io n  to  

the baby. When Ms. Madyun refused, the hospital won a court order 

authorizing surgery. Superior Court Judge Richard Levie wrote, " I t  is  one 

thing fo r  an adult to gamble with nature regarding his or her own l i f e ;



i t  is  qu ite  another when the gamble involves the l i f e  or death of an 

unborn in fant"  (Lewin, p. 1; 114 Dai ly  Washington Law Repo r t e r  2233).

In  re A.C. , Washington, D.C., 1987.

Angela Carder, a pregnant woman who had suffered from leukemia since she 

was 13, married when she had been in remission fo r  three years. In her 

25th week o f pregnancy, she was diagnosed as te rm ina lly  i l l .  Physicians  

disagreed about whether she wou7d want surgery were she lu c id .  One 

believed she would not want to d e l iv e r  a ch ild  th a t  might have to s u f fe r  

the pain o f handicap; another believed she would have accepted a caesarean 

section . The t r i a l  court ordered surgery and afterwards, in a period o f  

lu c id i t y ,  Ms. Carder stated she would agree to the surgery although she 

might not survive i t .  But when another physician went to her fo r  

v e r i f ic a t io n ,  the dying woman mouthed the words, MI don 't want i t  done." 

While Ms. Carder lingered between l i f e  and death, the case was appealed 

and the appeals court allowed the surgery. In a la te r  opinion f i l e d  f iv e  

months a f te r  the mother and ch ild  d ied , the appeals court said the s ta te 's  

in te re s t  in protecting innocent th i r d  p art ies  may overr ide  the  

in d iv id u a l 's  r ig h t  to bod ily  in te g r i t y .  I t  suggested tha t "a sort  o f  

q u a s i-o f f ic ia l  body" should balance the many fac to rs , with the ju d ic ia r y  

playing "an appropriate and l im ite d  reviewing ro le ,  ra th e r  than the  

primary ad judicator in a h ighly charged and short time frame" (533 A .2d 

611).

The Case o f  Brenda Vaughan, Washington D .C ., 1988.

Brenda Vaughan, a f i r s t -o f fe n d e r  convicted o f check forgery , tested  

p o s it iv e  fo r  cocaine in a pre-sentencing drug te s t .  The judge ordered her 

to  j a i l  u n t i l  a f t e r  she had given b i r th .  "She's apparently an a d d it iv e  

persona lity  and I ' l l  be darned i f  I'm going to have a baby born th a t  way," 

he said (Jost, p. 88).
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Jud ic ia l In tervention  A f te r  the Child Is Born

Reyes v. Sup e r io r  Court o f  C a l i f o r n i a , C a l i fo rn ia ,  1977.

A pregnant woman addicted to heroin was warned by health care workers th a t  

i f  she continued using the drug, her ch ild  was in danger. She ignored the  

advice and twin boys were born addicted and s u ffe r in g  from withdrawal.  

The mother was charged with two counts o f fe lo ny  ch ild  endangering. The 

C a li fo rn ia  appeals court found th a t  C a l i fo rn ia  s ta tu te  did not cover the  

mother's conduct before the children were born and dismissed the case (75 

C a l. App. 3d 214).

The Ma t te r  o f  Male /?., New York, 1979.

A fam ily  court judge found that a ch ild  born w ith  mild drug withdrawal 

symptoms to a mother who used b arb itu ra te s ,  cocaine and alcohol was a 

neglected c h i ld .  The mother had refused to e n ro l l  and remain in treatment  

programs (422 N .Y.S.2d 819 ).

The Mat te r  o f  Baby A', Michigan, 1980.

When a newborn baby showed symptoms of heroin w ithdrawal, a probate court 

judge appointed a guardian ad l item  fo r  the. baby and found enough evidence 

o f neglect tô  take temporary custody. The decision was affirm ed by the 

c i r c u i t  court, which found that withdrawal symptoms caused by prenatal 

maternal drug add ic tion  may q u a li fy  the c h i ld  as neglected. The court  

repeated language by e a r l i e r  courts th a t  a c h i ld  has a "legal r ig h t  to  

begin l i f e  with a sound mind and body" and said the way a mother t re a ts  

a ch ild  before i t  is  born is an ind ica tion  o f  how she w i l l  t r e a t  i t  

afterwards (293 N.W.2d 736).



The Mat te r  o f  D an ie l l e  Smith,  New York, 1985.

A New York fam ily  court held th a t  an unborn ch ild  is a person and th a t  a 

ch ild  born to an a lcoholic  mother was a neglected c h i ld .  The mother, who 

consumed ten drinks a day three or four days a week, had not complied with  

e a r l ie r  orders to get treatm ent. The in fa n t ,  born prematurely, was small, 

j i t t e r y ,  i r r i t a b l e  and had fa c ia l  anomalies; physicians noted a "small 

p o s s ib i l i ty  th a t  the child  might have f e ta l  alcohol syndrome." Based on 

the medical reports , the court held there was s u f f ic ie n t  proof to 

estab lish  imminent danger o f  physical impairment to the unborn c h i ld  (492 

N.Y.S.2d 335).

In  r e  Ru iz , Ohio, 1986.

The court o f  common pleas determined th a t  Nora Ruiz, a mother who used 

heroin intravenously w ith in  two weeks o f  the b ir th  of her c h i ld ,  exposed 

the ch ild  to substantial r is k  before i t s  b ir th  and abused the c h i ld .  The 

ch ild  was born e a r ly  and small fo r  his gestational age; he was i r r i t a b l e ,  

j i t t e r y ,  trembly and had tro ub le  taking food; his urine te s t  was p o s it iv e  

fo r  cocaine and heroin. Agreeing with e a r l i e r  courts th a t  the c h i ld  has 

a " r ig h t  to begin l i f e  with a sound mind and body", the Ohio court held 

th a t  a v iab le  fetus is a ch ild  under the s ta te 's  ch ild  abuse s ta tu te  (R.C. 

Sec. 2151.031). Relying on Roe v. Hade, the court said the s ta te  has an 

in te re s t  from the point o f v i a b i l i t y  in the c h i ld 's  care, protection  and 

physical and mental development ( j 00 N.E.2d 939).

F: Legal Issues in Alaska

Child Protection

In Alaska, ch ild  pro tection  services begin when the child  is born. Use o f  drugs 

or alcohol during pregnancy is not considered ch ild  abuse. Once the c h i ld  is
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born, s ta te  1'-. does not require  physicians to report a newborn with drugs or 

alcohol in i ts  system.

When a physician report is  made, however, c h i ld  protection workers assess the 

home s itu a t io n  and, i f  the baby appears to be in danger, go to court to remove 

the baby from the mother's care, according to Martha Holmberg, social services  

f i e ld  adm in is tra tor. How long the ch ild  l iv e s  away from i ts  mother depends on 

the ind iv idual s i tu a t io n ,  Ms. Holmberg says.

Alaska physicians do not genera lly  report alcohol in a baby's system, according 

to Ms. Holmberg. They are more l i k e ly  to report a ch ild  born with cocaine, she 

says. S im i la r ly ,  the department is  less l i k e l y  to intervene i f  the substance 

used is  a lcohol, Ms. Holmberg says. She contends th a t  an a lcoho lic  mother is 

less dangerous to the c h i ld  than a mother addicted to cocaine. She also 

contends th a t  a baby a ffec ted  by alcohol is  less d i f f i c u l t  to care fo r  - -  and 

less at r is k  fo r  fu r th e r  abuse - -  than a baby a ffec ted  by cocaine. The cocaine 

baby is  at "double r is k , "  she says.

C iv i l  and Criminal Law

The extent and nature o f fe ta l  r igh ts  in c i v i l  law and o f  the fetus as a 

protected e n t i ty  in cr im ina l law remain la rg e ly  unexplored. There has been 

l i t t l e  or no c i v i l  l i t i g a t i o n  on fe ta l  r ig h ts  versus parental r ig h ts  in Alaska. 

As fo r  criminal law, the Criminal D iv is ion o f  the state  Department of Law 

in te rp re ts  Alaska s ta tu tes  to give no protection to an unborn fetus at any stage 

unless there is  in ju ry  to the mother (Otto, pers. com.).

G: Summary

The c h i ld 's  r ig h t  to a healthy s ta r t  in l i f e  c o l l id e s  with i ts  mother's r ig h t  

to be l e f t  alone. Frequently, the repercussions come when the pregnant woman
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uses drugs and alcohol which others believe w i l l  harm her fe tu s . The s itu a t io n  

is  pervasive: in a survey, 15 percent o f pregnant F lo r id a  women tested p o s it ive  

fo r  drugs or alcohol a t t h e i r  f i r s t  prenatal v i s i t .  The dilemma is  in te n s if ie d  

because physicians are winning d i f f i c u l t  medical v ic to r ie s  to  save younger and 

younger in fan ts  - -  some o f  them already permanently damaged by the acts o f  th e i r  

own mothers. Against th is  backdrop, po licy  makers search fo r  workable answers 

to philosophical, e th ica l  and legal questions about the fe tu s .

Po licy  Issues

The U.S. Supreme Court a r t ic u la te d  in Roe / .  Uade the s ta te 's  "important and 

le g i t im a te  in te re s t  in protecting the p o te n t ia l i ty  o f  human l i f e "  (410 U.S, 

162). One obvious in te re s t  is f in a n c ia l .  A ch ild  damaged by prenatal substance 

abuse is  l i k e ly  to requ ire  expensive s ta te  services. There are other good 

reasons, apart from the value of human l i f e  i t s e l f ,  to attempt to p ro tect the 

physical and mental health o f a fe tu s . Among them is the loss o f  a con tr ibu ting  

member o f  society.

Some commentators f ind  i t  inconsistent th a t  a s ta te  makes no move to  protect an 

unborn c h ild  from the drugs or alcohol taken by a pregnant woman, but is w i l l in g  

to  seek custody minutes a f te r  that same ch ild  is born already damaged fo r  l i f e  

by harmful substances (Parness and P ritchard , p. 294). The d i f f i c u l t y  is  tha t  

whatever the sta te  does to protect the fe tu s , i t  must necessarily  do to the 

mother.
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A: Cost o f  Fetal Alcohol Syndrome

A report by the Senate Advisory Council estimates th a t  the l i f e t im e  cost o f  o.ie 

FAS b ir th  in Alaska is $1.4 m i l l io n .  The l i f e t im e  cost the FAS babies born each 

year in Alaska is $39.8 m il l io n .  These cost estimates are selected medical and



social costs only. They do not include costs o f  w e lfa re , the ju s t ic e  system, 

mild physical problems, learning d is a b i l i t ie s  or the loss o f  a useful member o f  

soc ie ty , nor do they include the education and social service costs o f  v ictim s  

of FAE (Research Request 89-100015, p. 1 ).

Providence Hospital o f f i c i a l s  report costs o f  $1 .4  m il l io n  fo r  a 16-month old 

ch ild  born with FAS who has been abandoned to the hospital by his mother. He 

is h is mother's th ird  FAS baby. Weighing today what other babies weigh when 

they are born, the l i t t l e  boy reaches out to touch other babies in the in tens ive  

care ward. He c r ie s ,  but his wails are rendered soundless by a tracheotomy tube 

dangling from his th ro a t 24 hours a day. A hospita l o f f i c ia l  describes the 

s itu a t io n  as "aw fu l."  Janet Oates, o f the h o s p ita l 's  adm inistrative  council,  

says v is i t in g  Soviet physicians seem "moved and astonished" that hospital s t a f f  

take the time to  care fo r  th is  baby.

A 1990 report by the Department o f  Health and Social Services D ivision o f  Family 

and Youth Services estimates actual cost to  the s ta te  over 18 months fo r  one 

addicted in fa n t  at $5,600. Costs fo r  one substance-abusing parent are $12,000  

over 18 months. These are costs fo r  services not e l ig ib le  fo r  Medicaid 

reimbursement. They do not include costs o f  w e lfa re ,  the ju s t ic e  system, mild  

physical problems, emergency medical problems, learn ing  d is a b i l i t ie s  or loss o f  

a useful member of soc ie ty .

For c h i ld re n ,  costs include clothing (" in  our experience, children o f substance- 

abusing parents seldom, i f  ever, have adequate c lo th ing  or in fan t supplies ,"  

the memorandum says.) They also include costs o f fo s te r  care and day care while  

the parents take treatm ent. This care also guarantees the ch ild  is seen by 

competent adults a le r t  to the p o s s ib i l i ty  o f  abuse or neglect, the report says. 

For adu lts , costs include urine tes ts ,  transporta tion  (most c l ie n ts  do not have 

tra n sp o rta t io n , the report says), court eva luations, drug and alcohol treatment  

and other therapy and parent t ra in in g .
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B: Is Treatment A va ilab le  fo r  the Pregnant Woman?

C urren tly ,  no Alaska re s id e n t ia l  treatment beds are s p e c i f ic a l ly  reserved fo r  

pregnant substance abusers. This w i l l  change when a fe d e ra l ly  funded 

re s id e n t ia l  treatment center fo r  15-20 substance-abusing pregnant women opens 

th is  year in Anchorage. Requests fo r  proposal fo r  the $520,412 center have been 

d is tr ib u te d ,  according to Vicki H ild  o f  the Alaska Native Health Board. The 

center w i l l  be l im ite d  to Native pregnant women and t h e i r  ch ild ren  unless the 

s ta te  provides funds fo r  pregnant women of other races. The s ta te  Department 

o f  Health and Social Services has reserved $200,000 in the FY 91 governor's  

budget fo r  re s id e n t ia l  treatment fo r  pregnant women. The money w i l l  be 

d is tr ib u te d  through gran ts , according to Matt F e l ix  o f  the State O ff ic e  o f  Drug 

and Alcohol Abuse.
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Ms. H ild  says th a t ,  faced w ith  p u b l ic i ty  about pregnant substance abusers, some 

Alaska co-educational treatm ent f a c i l i t i e s  have recen tly  begun accepting 

pregnant women, but none have programs designed s p e c i f ic a l ly  fo r  these women. 

Ms. H ild  and others be lieve  th a t  women are more l i k e l y  to succeed in drug and 

alcohol treatment i f  they are in a woman-only program. Ms. H ild  says the 

confrontational technique e f fe c t iv e  fo r  males does not work fo r  women, 

esp ec ia lly  fo r  Native wo She adds th a t  men have played negative roles in 

the l iv e s  o f many femalr bstance abusers, making i t  d i f f i c u l t  fo r  women to 

progress in co-educatioi ierapy programs.

Dr. Wendy Chavkin, assoc rofessor at Columbia U n ive rs ity  School o f  Public  

Health and Department o f  n. " r ic s ,  says th a t ,  n a t io n a l ly ,  treatment is  not 

a v a ila b le  fo r  motivated prcgnv. ''men. She surveyed 78 drug treatment program 

in New York C ity  to lea rn  th a t  5^ ^rcent excluded pregnant women, 67 percent 

excluded pregnant women on Medicaid and 87 percent excluded pregnant women on 

Medicaid who are addicted to crack. Health advocates say Dr. Chavkin's survey, 

the f i r s t  survey o f drug treatm ent ava ilab le  to pregnant women, is  l im ite d  in 

scope but accurately portrays what is happening around the country. Janet



Chandler o f  Northwestern Memorial H o s p ita l 's  Perinatal Center fo r  Chemical 

Dependence in Chicago, says addiction treatment programs d iscrim inate  against 

pregnant women. "Most centers worry about the l i a b i l i t y ,  so as soon as they 

discover a woman is pregnant, they refuse her or throw her out o f the program" 

(Brody, p. 1 ) .

C: Current Alaska Law

No Alaska law mandates treatment fo r  addicted pregnant women. One s ta tu te ,  AS 

4 7 .3 7 .1 9 0 (a ) ,  allows the involuntary commitment o f  a lcoholics . I t  is  r e s t r ic te d  

to people who are considered a lc o h o lic P24 The s ta tu te  allows commitment by a 

superior court judge i f  the person is l i k e l y  to i n f l i c t  physical harm on others  

or is  incapacitated by alcohol.

In p ra c t ic e ,  a lcoholic  Alaskans are ra re ly  committed fo r  treatment under th is  

s ta tu te ,  according to Assistant Attorney General E lizabeth Shaw. In Juneau, fo r  

example, only two attempts have been made in the ten years Ms. Shaw has 

represented the state Department o f Health and Social Services. Both attempts 

f a i l e d .  Ms. Shaw says she is not aware o f  attempts in other ju r is d ic t io n s .  She 

c ite s  two reasons why the s ta tu te  is in freq u en t ly  used and even less freq u en tly  

successful:

The f i r s t  is lack o f  resources. Ms. Shaw says the 500 treatm ent  

beds in Alaska are not adequate fo r  the number o f  a lcoholics  o f any 

sex or age. In 1989, women f i l l e d  29 percent of treatment s lo ts  

statewide (Mundell, pers. com.). S ta t is t ic s  do not show how many 

of these women were pregnant.
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Alcoholic  is defined in AS. 47.37 .270 as "a person who h a b itu a l ly  lacks  
s e lf -c o n tro l  in using a lcoho lic  beverages, or uses alcoholic  beverages to the  
extent th a t  the person's health is  s u b s ta n t ia l ly  impaired or endangered, or the 
person's social or economic function is s u b s ta n t ia l ly  disrupted."
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The second problem 1s time, according to Ms. Shaw. Once the  

Involuntary commitment case 1s on the court docket, the s ta te  or 

m unic ipa lity  must obtain co n fid en tia l documents, protected by s t r i c t  

federal c o n f id e n t ia l i ty  laws. Moreover, most defendants exercise  

th e ir  r ig h t  to a ju ry  t r i a l ,  which can cause fu r th e r  delay. Shaw 

says th a t  by the time the case gets to  t r i a l ,  the defendant can 

sober up enough to convince a ju r y  th a t  he or she w i l l  v o lu n ta r i ly  

obtain treatm ent.

D: P rac tica l Pros and Cons o f Mandating Treatment

Experts believe th a t  most substance-abusing pregnant women want to stop using 

drugs and alcohol. They want t h e i r  babies to  be healthy c.nd are more open to  

help during pregnancy than they w i l l  be at any o ther time in th e i r  l iv e s .  In 

the f i r s t  o f  two comprehensive a r t ic le s  on substance-abusing pregnant women, 

the Nat iona l  Law Jou rn a l  says experts agree th a t  legal disputes could be avoided 

i f  society would focus i t s  resources on p o s it iv e  methods o f encouraging maternal 

health (Sherman 1988, p. 25 ) .  They recommend spending money to help pregnant 

women overcome th e i r  add ic t ion . This is money well spent, they say, because the 

a l te rn a t iv e  is  to spend even more on medical care , education and fo s te r  care fo r  

damagea children.

However, the proposal to  require  treatment fo r  pregnant women who use alcohol 

poses some practica l problems in addition to questions about the woman's r ig h t  

to  privacy ana the c h i ld 's  r ig h t  to a healthy s t a r t  in l i f e .  Among them:

How much? How much alcohol does the woman have to use before treatment 

becomes mandatory? Are other l i c i t  and i l l i c i t  drugs included? What 

about n ico tine , c a f fe in e ,  poor n u t r i t io n ,  exerc ise , sexual intercourse or 

hazards encountered at work?
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Who reports? Alaska's Involuntary  commitment s ta tu te ,  AS. 47 .37 .190 ,  

allows re la t iv e s ,  a c e r t i f y in g  physician or a treatment f a c i l i t y  

adm inistrator to make a p e t i t io n  to commit. I f  physicians are required  

to  rep o rt ,  how does tn  a f fe c t  p a t ie n t -c l ie n t  c o n f id e n t ia l i ty ?  Does i t  

a f fe c t  the physician's l i a b i l i t y ?  Would women avoid prenatal care to  

avoid detection? Would the requirement erode the physic ian 's  practice?

Does the woman have access to treatm ent? Residential treatment f a c i l i t i e s  

are in urban areas. I t  would be d i f f i c u l t  fo r  a pregnant woman to  leave  

her rura l home fo r  months o f treatment in a far-away f a c i l i t y .  The 

problem would be compounded i f  she had ch ild ren . (Ms. H ild  o f  the Alaska 

Native Health Board says the fe d e ra l ly  funded 15-20 bed re s id e n t ia l  

treatment center fo r  pregnant women set to  open th is  year in Anchorage 

w i l l  reserve beds fo r  c h i ld re n .)

Would the woman go "underground" or seek an abortion? The th re a t  o f  

mandatory treatment might make some women stop drinking. But others might 

attempt to obtain an abortion to avoid the ordeal. Or, they might go 

"underground" fo r  fe a r  o f being reported fo r  drinking.

W ill  the physician recognize substance abuse? Some women are loath  to 

t e l l  th e i r  physician th a t  they use drugs. New mothers to ld  s ta te  social 

workers taking a p re lim inary  survey that, they used drugs during th e i r  

pregnancies, adding, " I  d id n ' t  t e l l  my doctor, but I ' l l  t e l l  you" 

(VandeCastle, pers. com.).

Dr. I r a  Chasnoff, who heads a national or.. , i ization  researching perina ta l  

dependency and is d ire c to r  o f  the Perinata l Center fo r  Chemical Dependence 

at Northwestern Memorial Hospital in Chicago, cautions th a t  many 

physicians need t ra in in g  on how to  conduct a thorough drug h is to ry  on 

every pa t ien t ,  p a r t ic u la r ly  every pregnant pa t ien t .  Dr. Chasnoff to ld  a



Representative MacLean
February 2, 1990
Page 39

conference on Prenatal Abuse o f  L ic i t  and I l l i c i t  Drugs in September 1988, 

" I f  an obs ic ian  asks about drugs a t  a l l ,  h e ' l l  say something l i k e ,  

'You don 't  do drugs, do you?' There's a science to getting  an honest 

answer about drug use, and th a t 's  not the way to do i t "  (Henig, p. 8 ) .  

In recognition  o f th is  problem, the Boston U n ivers ity  School o f  Medicine 

has designed a Fetal Alcohol Education Program o demonstrate how to take 

a drinking h is to ry  (Weiner, Rosett and Mason, p. 34 ).

The National In s t i t u t e  on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA) complains 

th a t  some physicians appear re lu c tan t to  inform th e i r  patients  th a t  the 

safest choice is to avoid drinking during pregnancy (Funkhouser and 

Denniston, p. 57 .)  In an a r t ic le  published in Alcohol Heal th and Research  
World, NIAAA s t a f f  say physicians do not advise women of the r isks  

associated with d rink ing  alcohol fo r  several reasons. F i r s t ,  they fe a r  

th a t  once confronted with her drinking problem, the woman may not return  

fo r  treatm ent. Second, the physician may not be aware o f community 

r e fe r r a l  serv ices. And th i r d ,  some physicians are concerned th a t  they 

could s tigm atize  the p a t ien t  by suggesting she is a lcoho lic . S im i la r ly ,  

two professors o f psychiatry a t  the Boston U n ivers ity  School o f  Medicine 

and one at Harvard Medical School say physician in tervention w ith  women 

who abuse alcohol is  "minimal." They say physicians feel they lack the 

time needed to  deal w ith problem drinking and they feel the woman won't 

t e l l  them the t ru th  (Weiner, Rosett and Nason, p. 35 ).

Some physicians do not recognize the harm done by alcohol or cocaine. 

According to s ta te  o f f i c i a l s ,  new mothers report tha t local physicians  

have to ld  them (erroneously) th a t  they can sa fe ly  breast feed w h ile  using 

cocaine. Some physicians may not be aware o f studies showing th a t  a fetus  

can be damaged by moderate d r ink ing . In add ition , those who received  

t h e i r  t ra in in g  before FAS was id e n t i f ie d  in 1973, may uot be convinced 

th a t  alcohol can harm the fe tus . As recen tly  as 12 years ago, a physician  

who id e n t i f ie d  him self as a Harvard Medical School graduate objected in



Treatment fo r  Substance-Abusing Pregnant Women: Once 1t receives a report th a t  

a pregnant woman is using a co n tro lled  substance, the H1nneso;a w e lfa re  agency 

may o f fe r  the woman treatment fo r  chemical dependency and prenatal care (Minn. 

S ta t .  626 .5561 .2 ).

The agency may also seek emergency admission to a treatment f a c i l i t y  under the 

c i v i l  commitment law. I f  the pregnant woman refuses or f a i l s  treatm ent, the 

agency is  required to seek nonvoluntary admission. A ll iso n  Wolf, counsel fo r  

the Minnesota State Senate, says commitment is  "short term - -  up to  72 hours." 

A fte r  72 hours the case is reviewed to determine whether the woman should stay 

in treatm ent. However, Joan Monahan, Social Service Program Advisor fo r  the 

State  of Minnesota, says counties have already used the two-month-old 

nonvoluntary admission law. She predicts  i t  w i l l  be used fre q u en t ly .

Beginning January 1, 1990, I l l i n o i s  is  developing a model program to  care fo r  

and t r e a t  addicted pregnant women and addicted mothers. The program includes 

ind iv idua l prenatal care under the supervision o f  a physician and temporary 

re s id e n t ia l  she lte r  fo r  pregnant women and mothers and t h e i r  c h i ld re n .  The 

health  department is to  report  on the program's progress at the end o f  each year 

(P.A. 86-877).

The Connecticut le g is la tu re  in 1989 voted down a b i l l  which would have required  

ch ild  p ro tective  workers to  work w ith  any pregnant woman whose behavior 

endangers the fetus (Wilson-Coker, pers. com.).

The C h ild ren 's  Act of the Yukon T e r r i to r y ,  Canada, allows p ro v in c ia l o f f i c i a l s  

to go to court i f  they be lieve  th a t  a fetus is  subject to "serious r is k "  o f  FAS 

or "other congenital in ju ry"  because the pregnant woman is using add ic t ive  or 

in to x ic a t in g  substances. The o f f i c i a l s  may ask fo r  a court order req u ir in g  the 

woman to p a r t ic ip a te  in "reasonable supervision or counselling" (S ta tu tes  o f  the 

Yukon T e r r i to ry ,  Children 's  Act, Vol. 2, Section 134^1)-)
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A fte r  the Baby is Born

Required Testing o f  Newborns: In Minnesota, a physician must te s t  a newborn

in fa n t  i f  there is evidence tha t the ch ild  was exposed to a contro lled  substance 

(Minn. S ta t .  626 .5562 .2 ).  The same is  tru e  in I l l i n o i s ,  which passed 

le g is la t io n  th is  year including under ch ild  abuse or neglect newborns w ith  any 

trace o f  a con tro lled  substance (HB304 and HB2262).

Required Reporting of Positive  Toxicology Tests: Oklahoma requires physicians  

and o ther health c.are professionals to report  any b ir th  o f "a ch ild  who appears 

to be a ch ild  born in a condition o f dependence on a contro lled  dangerous 

substance." Knowing and w i l l f u l  f a i lu r e  to report is a misdemeanor (Oklahoma 

Statutes 21 .846 ).  In Minnesota, p o s it iv e  te s t  resu lts  must be confirmed by 

another te s t  and reported. Physicians are immune from l i a b i l i t y  a r is in g  from 

adm inistration  o f the te s t  (Minnesota Statutes 626.5562). Positive te s t  resu lts  

must also be reported under a new I l l i n o i s  s ta tu te  (HB304 and HB2262).

Emergency Custody o f Newborns. At le a s t  four states have amended t h e i r  s ta tu tes  

to a llow a u th o r i t ie s  to investigate  and possibly take custody o f ch ild ren  who 

are born with drugs in th e i r  blood.

In Oklahoma, newborns must be dependent on a contro lled  substance 

before the case can be investigated, and the ch ild  removed from the 

home (Ok. S ta t .  10.1101 and 1115.1; 21 .846).

I f  there is  substantial proof th a t  a new mother has been using a 

contro lled  substance or i f  a baby tes ts  positive at b i r th ,  F lo r id a  

physicians must report to the ch ild  abuse r e g is t ry .  Child  

protection investigators may remove the child  from the home 

(415 .503-504). Although s ta te  law l i s t s  only controlled substances,



health  department policy  include? a lcoho l, according to Sh irley  

Smith o f  the department.

Indiana law allows o f f i c ia ls  to  In v e s t ig a te  i f  there is evidence of 

FAS or evidence o f  physical or psychological in ju r ie s  because the 

mother was addicted to drugs or a lcoho l; the c h i ld  must also need 

care or r e h a b i l i ta t io n  (IC 3 1 - 6 - 4 - 3 .1 ) .

C a l i fo rn ia  in 1989 set up a p i lo t  program in four counties allowing  

o f f i c i a l s  to put newborns with drugs or alcohol in th e i r  blood into  

fo s te r  care w ith  sp e c ia lly  t ra ined  and re c ru ite d  fam il ie s  (SB1173 

amending Children, Ch. 1385). Statewide, no p o lic ies  address 

reportin g  and placement o f these newborns, according to  Sharon 

M i l l e r  o f  the C a li fo rn ia  Family and C h ild ren 's  Services Policy  

Bureau. Ruth Range o f  the C a l i fo rn ia  D is a b i l i t ie s  Prevention  

Progrin says th a t  i f  the s ta te  took automatic custody o f  drugged 

newborns, "there would be no place to put them."

Connecticut, passed a b i l l  in 1989 (SB1069) funding treatment for 

newborns o f  low-income, substance-abusing women. No Connecticut 

c h i ld  goes in to  the program i f  the only reason fo r  re fe r ra l  is a 

p o s it iv e  toxicology te s t ,  according to Pat Wilson-Coker, statewide  

d ire c to r  o f  Ch ildren 's  Protective  Serv ices. The mother must also 

ask the s ta te  to help t re a t  her c h i ld .

Some lo c a l i t ie s  also take custody of a baby born with drugs in i t s  system. For 

example:

In Nassau County, New York, the Department o f  Social Services allows 

emergency custody o f up to e igh t months fo r  any newborn who tests  

p o s it iv e  fo r  an i l le g a l  drug. County o f f i c i a l s  say pos it ive  tests  

are evidence o f  drug abuse.
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In Los Angeles County, the Department o f  C h ild ren 's  Services  

requires physicians to  report  a l l  p o s it iv e  toxicology tes ts  on 

newborns ( M i l le r ,  pers. com.). On av^vage, 200 drug-exposed babies 

are born a month in Los Angeles County. About 120 o f  them have been 

placed in group nurseries a t  a cost o f  up to $2,500 a month per 

c h i ld .  Others go to special fo s te r  homes (Greene, p. 34).

Parents Must Get Treatment: An Oklahoma law allows s ta te  o f f i c i a l s  to requ ire  

treatment fo r  a drug dependent mother o f  a newborn who tests  pos itive  and has 

been removed from the home. Under the plan, the mother must complete treatment 

before the ch ild  is  returned to the home. The c h i ld 's  fa th e r ,  stepparent or 

other adu lt in the home who is drug dependent may also be required to complete 

a treatment program before the c h i ld  can go home. Testing fo r  parents may be 

required monthly fo r  one year, a f t e r  treatment is  completed. Positive drug 

tes ts  are reported to the d i s t r i c t  a tto rney  (0k. s ta t .  10.1101; 10.1115.1;  

2 1 .846 ).

Neglect: New Jersey defines child  neglect to include the fetus (Sec. 30 4C-11).  

Minnesota includes prenatal exposure to a con tro lled  substance in i ts  d e f in i t io n  

o f neglect. Neglect may be shown by withdrawal symptoms in the c h i ld ,  by a 

p o s it iv e  toxicology te s t  and by developmental delays during the c h i ld 's  f i r s t  

year (1 2 1 .8 8 3 .2 ) .  Oklahoma defines as "deprived" a ch ild  born in a condition  

o f dependence on a contro lled  dangerous substance, and whose parents f a i l  to  

provide special care arid treatment (10 .1 1 0 1 ).  Indiana defines a ch ild  in need 

o f services to include a child  whose mother was addicted to alcohol or a 

contro lled  substance during pregnancy, and who needs care , treatment or 

r e h a b i l i t a t io n  (3 1 -6 -4 -5 ) .  F lo rida  defines as abused or neglected a c h i ld  who 

is  born phys ica lly  dependent on a co n tro l le d  substance, adding that no parents  

o f such a newborn shall be subject to  crim inal investiga tion  s o le ly  on the basis 

o f the in fa n t 's  drug dependency (4 1 5 .5 0 3 ) .



Study: Oregon le g is la to r s  in 1989 passed a b i l l  (SB448) requiring the

Department o f  Human Resources to study the problem o f substance- abusing 

pregnant and postpartum women and t h e i r  in fa n ts .  The study w il l  focus on

prevention, education and treatment. I t  w i l l  id e n t i fy  the s ize and nature o f  

the problem and develop strateg ies fo r  providing services.

H o tl in e :  I l l i n o i s ' s  Child Abuse and Neglect H o tl in e  takes reports of newborn

babies who are v ictim s o f  substance abuse. H otline  employees also answer 

questions about I l l i n o i s  law regarding newborns and con tro lled  substances (T e l .  

No. 217 /785-4010).

F: What Experts Suggest

Require Non-voluntary Treatment for Substance-Abusing Pregnant Women

Vicki H ild  o f  the Alaska Native Health Board, and a recognized expert on 

substance-abusing pregnant women in Alaska, recommends involuntary commitment 

when the addicted pregnant woman is "out o f  contro l"  and won't go to treatment 

on her own. She p re fers  involuntary treatment to j a i l .

But some o f f i c i a l s  wonder how to make women get mandatory treatment. New York 

C ity  Judge Margaret Tay lor asks, " I f  a woman says a month before her baby is  

due th a t  she won't have a C-section, do you put her in j a i l  or chain her to a 

hospita l bed u n t i l  i t ' s  time to d e l iv e r  the baby?" (Lewin, p. 1 ) .

Alaska judges may combine treatment w ith  j a i l .  Judge Rodger W. Pegues of Juneau 

considers prison the le a s t  worst place fo r  a pregnant woman who is using drugs, 

who has committed a j a i l a b l e  offense and who refuses to  enter in -p a tien t  

treatm ent. The judge says that prison o ffe rs  the woman medical care and b e tte r  

conditions than she might have at home, w hile  at the same time denying her 

access to drugs or a lcoho l. He strongly recommends substance abuse treatment
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during  the j a i l  sentence and w il l  re le a s e  the offender to the th ird -p a r ty  

custody o f a treatment f a c i l i t y  i f  the o ffe n d er  opts fo r  th a t .  He reports th a t  

in  the cases he has handled th is  way, th e  women have chosen treatment (pers. 

com.) .

A F lo r id a  state  o f f i c i a l  says her s ta te 's  laws put mothers in j a i l  rather than 

in to  treatment programs and she finds t h is  "ap p a ll in g ."  She says, "The idea was 

to  scare people in to  ge tt in g  treatment. But these women don't use drugs because 

they want to .  They use them b°cause they  are addicted. I t  was the 'good o l ' 

boy image o f  'k ic k  them in the r e a r ' , "  says Sh ir ley  Smith o f  the Substance 

Abused Newborns section o f the state Department o f Health and R e h a b il i ta t iv e  

S erv ices .

M itc h e l l  J. Wiet, a lawyer fo r  Northwestern Memorial Hospital s Perinata l Center 

f o r  Chemical Dependence in Chicago, recommends ncnvoluntary treatment fo r  women 

who refuse or f a i l  treatm ent. Mr. Wiet says the U.S. Supreme Court has la id  the  

groundwork several times. F i r s t ,  the court a r t ic u la te d  the s ta te 's  "important 

and le g it im a te "  in te re s t  in the p o t e n t ia l i t y  o f human l i f e . 25 Second, i t  spoke 

o f  the s ta te 's  "unquestionably.. .strong and le g it im a te  in te re s t  in encouraging 

normal c h i ld b ir th "  and i ts  "d ire c t  in te re s t  in protecting the fe tu s ." 26 Third, 

i t  discused the s ta te 's  " leg itim ate  governmental ob jective  o f  protecting  

p o te n t ia l  l i f e . " 27

In a d d it io n ,  Mr. Wiet argues tha t the cou rts  already require parents or th ird  

p a r t ie s  to protect children from prenatal in ju ry .  For example (W iet, p. 155):

Representative MacLean
February 2, 1990
Page 46

25 Roe v. Hade , 410 U.S. 133, 1973.

26 Mauer v. Roe, 432 U.S. 464, 1977.

27 Har r i s  v. McRae, 478 U.S. 297, 1980.



Every ju r is d ic t io n  in the U.S. now permits a l ive -b o rn  c h i ld  to sue 

a th ird  person fo r  in ju r ie s  to the ch ild  before b i r th .  [Appellate  

courts e i th e r  have ruled to permit the lawsuit or the top ic  has not 

come before them. A survey o f cases in the American Law Review (40 

ALR3d 1222 and Supplement) shows no Alaska ru l in g s .]

Some case law allows a l iv e -b o rn  ch ild  to recover damages fo r  

prenatal in ju ry  caused by a parent [two examples: Grodin v. Grodin 
allowed a ch ild  to sue the mother fo r  taking Tetracyc line  during 

pregnancy, causing the ch ild  to  have badly discolored teeth  (301 

N.W.3d 869 Mich. App, 1980); S ta l lm an  v. Youngquist,  in which a 

ch ild  was allowed to sue the mother fo r  prenatal in ju r ie s  from a 

motor veh icle  (152 111. App. 3d 683, 1987)].

Court decisions give a state  p a r e n s  p a t r i a e  powers which allow i t  

to requ ire  medical care fo r  minors against the parents' wishes. 

[An example is  Raleigh F i tk in-Pau l  Morgan Memorial Ho sp i ta l  v. 
Anderson , (377 U.S. 985, 1964) in which the court held th a t  "an 

unborn ch ild  is  e n t i t le d  to the law 's  protection" and ordered a 

pregnant woman to have a blood transfus ion  contrary to her re l ig io u s  

co n v ic tio n .]

Approximately h a l f  the s ta tes , includ ing  Alaska, have set aside the 

doctrine o f  paren t-ch ild  t o r t  immunity. This means parents have a 

duty to avoid in ju ry  to the c h i ld  and the ch ild  has a r ig h t  to be

free  of in ju ry  caused by a parent. In Alaska, the supreme court in

1967 held tha t a minor ch ild  could sue her mother fo r  in ju r ie s  

a lleg ed ly  sustained as a re s u lt  o f  the mother's negligent d riv in g  

(Hebei v. Hebei , 435 P .2d 8 ) .

These court decisions support the concept th a t  the state  can require  an addicted

expectant mother to be trea ted , even i f  she doesn't want to be, Wiet says,
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esp ec ia lly  a f te r  the fe tus  1s v ia b le .  The high r is k  o f  serious in ju ry  to the 

fe tu s , including death, is  well documented in the l i t e r a t u r e  and should outweigh 

the e f fe c ts  of r e s t r ic t in g  the mother's personal l ib e r t y ,  Wiet says (p. 155).

Educate and Fund Before Mandating Treatment

Some observers say i t  is  wrong to  impose the harsh sanctions o f  the criminal 

law, to require  te s t in g ,  to  take custody o f ch ild ren  or to force pregnant women 

in to  treatment without f i r s t  making a l l - o u t  education and funding e f fo r ts .

I t  would be fa r  b e t te r ,  these advocates say, to  expand e f fo r ts  to educate women 

and t h e i r  partners about the dangers o f  drug and alcohol use during pregnancy. 

In ad d it io n , i t  would be b e tte r  to make c e r ta in  th a t  a l l  pregnant women, 

including drug and alcohol abusers, have access to frequent and high q u a li ty  

prenatal care. This approach encourages pregnant women to go to the doctor and 

i t  helps create bonding between the woman and the fetus by emphasizing prenatal 

care. Moreover, the s ta te  should f i r s t  provide adequato and e f fe c t iv e  treatment  

aimed at pregnant women. In add it ion , the s ta te  should f i r s t  t r y  to change 

conditions which breed abuse o f drugs and a lcoho l. This increased emphasis on 

funding and education would represent a social commitment to b en e fit in g  women, 

not c o n tro l l in g  them, they say (Note, p. 1011-12).

Reacting to reports th a t  courts compel pregnant women to undergo medical 

procedures in order to  p ro tec t  the fe tu s , the ed ito rs  o f  the New England Jou rna l  
o f  Medicine  w rite :

"The best chance we have to  protect fetuses is through enhancing the  

status of a l l  women by fo s te r in g  reasonable pay fo r  the work they 

do, providing equal employment opportun ities  and adequate day care,  

providing a reasonable social safety  net and ensuring a l l  pregnant 

women access to h ig h -q u a l ity  prenatal serv ices ."



Id e n t i fy  In fants  Born with Drugs or Alcohol 1n The ir  Systems

The National Conference o f State Leg is latures (NCSL) recommends th a t  states  

adopt le g is la t io n  to  id e n t i fy  in fants  born w ith FAS or substance abuse problems 

fo r  appropriate  ch ild  p ro te c t iv e ,  health or r e h a b i l i t a t iv e  serv ices. The NCSL 

did not suggest s p e c if ic  ways to id e n t i fy  these ch ild ren . Although i t  would not 

reach a l l  ch ildren  a ffected by drugs or a lcoho l, one method is to  requ ire  

te s t in g  o f  newborns and pregnant women when there  is  reason to suspect drug or 

alcohol abuse (see Minnesota Statutes 626 .5562).  State Department o f  Health and 

Social Service o f f i c i a l s  say they are tak ing steps to tes t  a l l  Alaska newborns 

fo r  cocaine (L ivey , pers. com.).

Require Physicians to Report Newborns w ith  Drugs/Alcohol in The ir  Systems

O f f ic ia ls  at the Alaska Department of Health and Social Services favor requ ir in g  

physicians to report i f  a ch ild  is bcrn addicted to a drug or a lcohol, according 

to Russ Webb o f  the D ivis ion o f Family and Youth Services. State o f f i c i a l s  

reason th a t  ch ild ren  damaged before b i r th  by drugs or alcohol are a t  r is k  fo r  

abuse and neglect because they are more d i f f i c u l t  to care fo r  than other  

c h ild re n . The department says Alaska physicians do not report a l l  cases, 

despite requests to do so (Webb, pers. com.).

Providence Hospital physicians use t h e i r  own judgment about which cases to 

rep o rt ,  based on knowledge o f  the fam ily  s i tu a t io n  (Wolf, pers. com .). A 

Providence Hospital eth ics committee has w r i t te n  guidelines fo r  drug te s t in g  of  

newborns but the guidelines are not established protocol. Some physician groups 

do not agree with then... fearing  tha t reporting  in fr inges  on the privacy r ig h ts  

of the mother, according to Janet Oates o f  the h o s p ita l 's  adm in is tra t ive
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c o u n c i l .28 Hospital adm in istrators  say they believe i t  is the s ta te 's  ro le  to 

provide physicians w ith  c le a r  d ire c t io n  about whether or not newborns with signs 

of drug or alcohol In ju r y  f a l l  in to  the category o f abused and/or neglected 

children  (Oates, pers. com.).

Providence Hospital gu ide lin es  s ta te  tha t i f  a newborn shows c e r ta in  signs, the  

newborn's physician "should consider" ordering a toxicology urine screen fo r  

the baby. Nursing s t a f f  are to a le r t  the physician i f  the signs are observed. 

I f  urine tes ts  are p o s it iv e  fo r  any known non-prescribed drug, the nursery s t a f f  

"w il l  immediately n o t i fy "  the primary physician and the hospital social work 

department. Physicians w i l l  t e l l  the fam ily  o f the p o s it iv e  re s u lts .  "The 

physician should inform (the fam ily )  of the Child Pro tec tive  Service r e f e r r a l . . .  

The hospita l social worker w i l l . . .m a k e  the report to DFYS, coordinate services  

with DFYS and communicate with medical and nursing s t a f f  on the d isposition  

decision" (Providence H o sp i t a l  G u id e l i n e s , August 16, 1989).

A drug-screening p o lic y  at Humana Hospital in Anchorage states th a t  any newborn 

with any o f  the t e l l - t a l e  signs "w il l  be considered" fo r  a toxicology urine  

screen. I t  adds th a t  a drug screen te s t  and a urine screen te s t  "w il l  be 

ordered" by the physic ian . Language concerning r e fe r r a l  to ch ild  pro tective  

services is s im ila r  to  th a t  in the Providence Hospital po licy  (Humana Hospita l,  

Po l i c y  No. 101.45).

Physicians at the Alaska Native Medical Center recommend fo llow  up through the 

s ta te  D iv is ion  of Family and Youth Services fo r  a l l  newborns who te s t  pos it ive  

fo r  cocaine (Alaska Native  Medical Center, Feb. 23, 1989).

28
Janet Oates, a member o f  the hospital adm in is tra tive  council,  did not 

want to release copies o f  the guidelines because they have not been accepted by 
a l l  physicians. The copies used fo r  th is  memorandum were provided by the sta te  
Department o f Health and Social Services. The guidelines have not been 
f in a l iz e d .



Among the c r i t e r i a  fo r  tes t in g  at the hospita ls  are: a newborn's unconsolable

i r r i t a b i l i t y ,  d i f f i c u l t y  feeding, prem aturity , withdrawal symptoms, low Apgar 

scores, malformations o f the g en ito -u r in a ry  system, seizures or tremors and 

small head.

D r i f t  Laws Recognizing a Pregnant Woman's O bligations to Her Future Child

Deborah Mathieu of Harvard says requ iring  a pregnant woman to give up certa in  

a c t i v i t i e s  during pregnancy is  not m a te r ia l ly  d i f fe r e n t  from other accepted 

l im i ts  on a person's behaviors, such as compulsory vaccination. She says i t

should not be d i f f i c u l t  to d r a f t  laws tha t make a pregnant woman's obligations

to her fu tu re  ch ild  c lea r  and not unduly burdensome. Policy makers 

contemplating these laws should consider f iv e  fa c to rs ,  she says (Mathieu, p. 50- 

4 ):

a) The magnitude o f  harm: To what extent w i l l  the fu tu re  ch ild  be

harmed by his mother's actions? To what extent w i l l  the pregnant 

woman be harmed i f  her decision is  overruled and her body is  

invaded? She concludes tha t the r ig h t  to the woman's bodily

in te g r i t y  is  so important th a t  the only j u s t i f i a b le  in terventions

would be those th a t  prevent major harm to  the ch ild  and cause only 

minor harm to the woman.

b) A balance o f  the in te re s ts  involved: The woman's in te re s ts  include

th a t  of bodily in te g r i t y ,  o f  making decisions fo r  her ch ild ren , o f  

not being pregnant and o f not rearing a c h i ld .  The c h i ld 's  

in te re s ts  include not su ffe r ing  or being disabled. Dr. Mathieu 

concludes tha t e a r ly  in the pregnancy, the woman's in te re s ts

dominate. Later in the pregnancy, however, the in te re s ts  o f the 

fu tu re  c h i ld  are "at le a s t  as compelling as are hers."
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c) The p ro b a b i l i ty  that harm w i l l  occur: There must be ample evidence

of a high p ro b a b il i ty  of serious harm to the ch ild  i f  the state  does 

not intervene, and only minor harm to the woman i f  i t  does 

in tervene.

d) The p ro b a b i l i ty  that harm can be avoided or removed: I t  only makes

sense to in tervene i f  there is  s ig n i f ic a n t  p ro b a b il ity  th a t  the harm 

can be prevented or ameliorated. Policy makers must consider

whether the contemplated in tervention  is  r e l ia b le  and e f fe c t iv e .

e) The proportion o f  harm: I f  in te rven tion  creates more harm than i t

cures, the point of intervention would be defeated. For th is  

reason, the harms prevented or removed should be substantial when 

compared to  the degree of invasion. Secondly, the in te rvention  

should be the le a s t  in trus ive a v a ila b le .

Treat the Pregnant Woman fo r  Drug or Alcohol Abuse

Dr. I r a  Chasnoff recommends drug and alcohol treatment fo r  the substance-abusing 

pregnant woman, combined with parenting education. He says intervening to 

provide spec ia lized , comprehensive treatment fo r  addicted pregnant women has 

been shown to cut the average hosp ita liza tion  period fo r  affected in fan ts  from 

a fo u r-to -s ix -w eek  stay to a stay of only two or three days. This represents  

a savings o f  $27,000 per ch ild ,  he said (testimony before U.S. House of  

Representatives, May 21, 1986). The savings would be greater in Alaska, where 

in 1989, one day in the Providence Hospital Level I I I  nursery averaged $2,400.  

Other national experts in alcohol abuse during pregnancy report th a t  60 to 80 

percent o f  heavy drinkers who enter treatment programs reduce th e i r  consumption 

before the th ird  tr im es te r  o f  pregnancy (Weiner, Rossett and Mason, p. 70).



Require Parents of Drugged Newborns to Complete Treatment

Alaska judges and prosecutors strongly support treatment fo r  substance abusers 

(see, fo r  example, "Leg is la tors  D rafting  B i l l  fo r  Treatment o f  Inmates," 

Associated Press, Anchorage Times , January 25 ).  One judge says he has convinced 

"more than one" re lu c tan t substance-abusing pregnant woman to take treatment.

G: Summary

Leg is la tors  and judges who want to w rite  a coherent body o f  law about substance 

abuse tha t is  co n stitu tio n a l and protects both the woman and the fetus are in 

a dilemma. This is because whatever is  done fo r  the fetus must necessarily  be 

done to the pregnant woman.

Some other states have begun to  attack  the problem. At le a s t  one is  requiring  

tes t in g  and reporting  o f  pregnant women and newborns when physicians suspect 

drug or alcohol abuse. At le a s t  one allows the s ta te  to requ ire  successful 

treatment before the drug-damaged in fa n t  can be allowed back in the fam ily  home. 

Some have redefined ch ild  neglect to include an unborn c h i ld  or a fe tus . Some 

are allowing the state  to take custody when a c h i ld  shows evidence o f  drugs or 

alcohol in i t s  system. Meanwhile, experts suggest sys tem atica lly  id e n t ify in g  

babies born with drugs or alcohol in th e i r  systems, requ ir in g  physicians to 

report these b ir th s ,  and t re a t in g  women fo r  t h e i r  drug or alcohol problem before 

the baby is  born.

IMPLEMENTING A SCHOOL CURRICULUM ON FETAL ALCOHOL SYNDROME 

Legal Questions

Assistant Attorney General Gary Amandola says there are no legal problems with  

requ iring  FAS curriculums in Alaska school d is t r i c t s .
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Po licy  Questions

The s ta te  Department o f  Education sees no problem with encouraging local school 

d is t r ic t s  to i n i t i a t e  a curriculum. However, the department has s ig n i f ic a n t  

concerns about mandating a s p e c if ic  curriculum, according to Mary Hakala, the  

department's le g is la t iv e  l ia is o n .

In a " f i r s t  time ever" move, however, the s ta te  Board o f  Education on January 

30 voted to support a mandatory comprehensive health curriculum in Alaska 

schools. FAS would be one component o f th a t  curriculum, according to Ms. 

Hakala.
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Public Hoalth Service photo
ALCOHOL'S EFFECTS— Ten-month-old Julie, born in Fair­
banks, has the facial deform ity and growth retardation 
typical of children with severe Fetal Alcohol Syndrome. 
State studies show that at least 29 children are born each 
year in Alaska with Fetal Alcohol Syndrome and perhaps as 
many as 435 are born with Fetal Alcohol Effects. (Julie is not 
the child discussed in this article.)

F o c u s  s h i f t s  t o  p r e v e n t i o n  

o f  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e

B y  L I N  G A L E  
Staff Writer

T h e  f i r s t  t i m e  B e t t y  s a w  h e r  
a d o p t e d  d a u g h t e r ’s  s p i n d l y  l e g s ,  
w i d e l y  s p a c e d  e y e s ,  h a i r y  f a c e  
a n d  f l a t ,  s h r u n k e n  h e a d ,  h e r  
h e a r t  p a u s e d .

B e t t y  k n e w  t h e  b a b y  w a s  b o r n  
t o  a  c h r o n i c  a l c o h o l i c  w h e n  s h e  
a d o p t e d  h e r .  S h e  k n e w  b o o z e  h a d  
s a t u r a t e d  t h e  i n f a n t ’s  b o d y  a s  
s h e  d e v e j o p e d  i n s i d e  t h e  w o m b .  
A n d  s h e  k n e w  t h e  l i q u o r  t h e  
c h i l d ’s  m o t h e r  d r a n k  w h i l e  p r e ­
g n a n t  l e f t  t h e  b a b y  w i t h  F e t a l  
A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e .

“ S h e  r e m i n d e d  m e  a  l o t  o f  a  
s p i d e r  m o n k e y , "  B e t t y  s a i d .

W h e n  B e t t y  a n d  h e r  h u s b a n d  
a d o p t e d  t h e  c h i l d  i n  F a i r b a n k s  
10 y e a r s  a g o ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h e y  d i d  
n o t  k n o w  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r ’ s  
c h a n c e  f o r  a  n o r m a !  l i f e  w a s  
i r r e t r i e v a b l y  g o n e .

“ 1 w a s  a l l  f i ' c d  u p  a b o u t  w h a t  
w e  c o u l d  d o ,  ’ B e t t y  s a i d .  N o w  
w o r k i n g  f o r  T a n a n a  C h i e f s  C o n ­
f e r e n c e ,  B e t t y  p r e v i o u s l y  w a s  
F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e  e d u c a ­
t o r  f o r  F a i r b a n k s  N a t i v e  A s s o ­
c i a t i o n .

T h o u g h  s m a l l  f o r  h e r  a g e ,  t h e  
g i r l ,  n o w  12, h a s  o u t g r o w n  m o s t  
o f  t h e  o b v i o u s  p h y s i c a l  c h a r a c -

□  BABIES AND BCOZE: 
Experts now believe that 
w om en who are p re g ­
nan t— or con tem p la tin g 
p regnancy— shou ld no t 
d r in k — a t a ll. See O u r 
World, Page B-1.

t c r i s t i c s  t y p i c a l  o f  i n f a n t s  b o r n  
w i t h  t h e  s y n d r o m e — t h i c k  h a i r  
c o v e r i n g  t h e  f a c e ,  a  n a r r o w ,  f l a t  
h e a d ,  a  t h i n  u p p e r  l i p ,  s l a n t e d  
e y e s  s e t  w i d e  a p a r t .

T h e  i n v i s i b l e  d a m a g e  t o  h e r  
b r a i n  r e m a i n s .

A t  l e a s t  29 c h i l d r e n  a r c  b o r n  i n  
A l a s k a  e a c h  y e a r  w i t h  F e t a l  
A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
s t a t e  f i g u r e s .  H e a l t h  o f f i c i a l s  
e s t i m a t e  a s  m a n y  a s  15 t i m e s  a s  
m a n y  a r e  b o r n  s u f f e r i n g  f r o m  
t h e  l e s s  o b v i o u s  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  
E f f e c t s .  T h e  l i f e t i m e  c o s t  f o r  
m e d i c a l  a n d  s u p e r v i s o r y  c a r e  
f o r  o n e  c h i l d  w i t h  t h e  f u l l  s y n ­
d r o m e  i s  c o n s e r v a t i v e l y  e s t i ­
m a t e d  a t  m o r e  t h a n  $1.4 m i l l i o n ,  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  a  1989 s t a t e  S e n a t e  
s t u d y .

F e w  p a r e n t s  c a n  a f f o r d  t h e  
c o s t s  o f  c a r i n g  f o r  a  F A S  c h i l d ,

s o  t h e  s t a t e  e n d s  u p  f o o t i n g  t h e  
b i l l ,  t h e  s t u d y  f o u n d .  B e c a u s e  
i m p r o v e d  m e d i c a l  t e c h n o l o g y  i s  
k e e p i n g  a l i v e  F A S  b a b i e s  w h o  
w o u l d  h a v e  d i e d  10 y e a r s  a g o ,  
t h e  b u r d e n  o n  t h e  s t a l e  i s  i n ­
c r e a s i n g ,  t h e  s t u d y  s a i d .

F ighting FAS
A  g r o w i n g  a w a r e n e s s  of t h e  

p r o b l e m  h a s  p r o m p t e d  T a n a n a  
C h i e f s  C o n f e r e n c e ,  t h e  I n ­
t e r i o r ’s  n o n  p r o f i t  N a t i v e  s o c i a l  
s e r v i c e s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  t o  m a k e  
F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e  p r e v e n ­
t i o n  o n e  o f  i t s  t o p  p r i o r i t i e s  f o r  
1990. I t  h a s  a l s o  l e d  t o  t h e  r e c e n t  
f o r m a t i o n  o f  a  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  
S y n d r o m e  s u p p o r t  g r o u p  i n  
F a i r b a n k s  f o r  p a r e n t s  a n d  c a r e ­
t a k e r s  o f  F A S  c h i l d r e n .

T h e  f o c u s  a l s o  h a s  t u r n e d  t o  
J u n e a u  a n d  t h e  s t a t e  L e g i s l a ­
t u r e .  B e t h e l  R e p u b l i c a n  S e n .  
J o h n e  B i n k l e y ,  w h o  r e p r e s e n t s  
i n t e r i o r  A l a s k a  a n d '  h a l f  t h e  
Y u k o n - K u s k o k w i m  D e l t a ,  i n t r o ­
d u c e d  a  p a c k e t  o f  b i l l s  t h i s  s e s ­
s i o n  d e s i g n e d  t o  s l o p  w o m e n  
f r o m  d r i n k i n g  w h i l e  p r e g n a n t .

“ I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  p u b l i c  i s  b e ­
c o m i n g  m o r e  a n d  m o r e  a w a r e  o f  
F A S ,  b u t  e v e n  n o w  I ’m  h e a r i n g  

(See FAS, Back Page)
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Public Health Sorvice photo
ALCOHOL'S EFFECTS— Ten-month-old Julie, born in Fair­
banks, has the facial deform ity and growth retardation 
typical of children with severe Fetal Alcohol Syndrome. 
State studies show that at least 29 children are born each 
year in Alaska with Fetal Alcohol Syndrome and perhaps as 
many as 435 are born with Fetal Alcohol Effects. (Julie is not 
the child discussed in this article.)

F o c u s  s h i f t s  t o  p r e v e n t i o n  

o f  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e

B y  L I N  G A L E  
Staff Writer

T h e  f i r s t  t i m e  B e t t y  s a w  h e r  
a d o p t e d  d a u g h t e r ’s  s p i n d l y  l e g s ,  
w i d e l y  s p a c e d  e y e s ,  h a i r y  f a c e  
a n d  f l a t ,  s h r u n k e n  h e a d ,  h e r  
h e a r t  p a u s e d .

B e t t y  k n e w  t h e  b a b y  w a s  b o r n  
t o  a  c h r o n i c  a l c o h o l i c  w h e n  s h e  
a d o p t e d  h e r .  S h e  k n e w  b o o z e  h a d  
s a t u r a t e d  t h e  i n f a n t ’s  b o d y  a s  
s h e  d e v e l o p e d  i n s i d e  t h e  w o m b .  
A n d  s h e  k n e w  t h e  l i q u o r  t h e  
c h i l d ’s  m o t h e r  d r a n k  w h i l e  p r e ­
g n a n t  l e f t  t h e  b a b y  w i t h  F e t a l  
A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e .

“ S h e  r e m i n d e d  m e  a  l o t  o f  a  
s p i d e r  m o n k e y , ”  B e t t y  s a i d .

W h e n  B e t t y  a n d  h e r  h u s b a n d  
a d o p t e d  t h e  c h i l d  i n  F a i r b a n k s  
10 y e a r s  a g o ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h e y  d i d  
n o t  k n o w  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r ’ s  
c h a n c e  f o r  a  n o r m a l  l i f e  w a s  
i r r e t r i e v a b l y  g o n e .

“ I w a s  a l l  f i r e d  u p  a b o u t  w h a t  
w e  c o u l d  d o , ”  B e t t y  s a i d .  N o w  
w o r k i n g  f o r  T a n a n a  C h i e f s  C o n ­
f e r e n c e ,  B e t t y  p r e v i o u s l y  w a s  
F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e  e d u c a ­
t o r  f o r  F a i r b a n k s  N a t i v e  A s s o ­
c i a t i o n .

T h o u g h  s m a l l  f o r  h e r  a g e ,  t h e  
g i r l ,  n o w  12, h a s  o u t g r o w n  m o s t  
o f  t h e  o b v i o u s  p h y s i c a l  c h a r a c -

□  BABIES AND BOOZE:
Experts now believe that 
w om en w ho are p re g ­
nan t— or con tem p la tin g 
p regnancy— shou ld not 
d r in k — at a ll. See Our 
World, Page B-1.

t e r i s l i c s  t y p i c a l  o f  i n f a n t s  b o r n  
w i t h  t h e  s y n d r o m e — t h i c k  h a i r  
c o v e r i n g  t h e  f a c e ,  a  n a r r o w ,  f l a t  
h e a d ,  a  t h i n  u p p e r  l i p ,  s l a n t e d  
e y e s  s e t  w i d e  a p a r t .

T h e  i n v i s i b l e  d a m a g e  t o  h e r  
b r a i n  r e m a i n s .

A t  l e a s t  29 c h i l d r e n  a r e  b o r n  in  
A l a s k a  e a c h  y e a r  w i t h  F e t a l  
A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
s t a t e  f i g u r e s .  H e a l t h  o f f i c i a l s  
e s t i m a t e  a s  m a n y  a s  15 t i m e s  a s  
m a n y  a r e  b o r n  s u f f e r i n g  f r o m  
t h e  l e s s  o b v i o u s  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  
E f f e c t s .  T h e  l i f e t i m e  c o s t  f o r  
m e d i c a l  a n d  s u p e r v i s o r y  c a r e  
f o r  o n e  c h i l d  w i t h  t h e  f u l l  s y n ­
d r o m e  i s  c o n s e r v a t i v e l y  e s t i ­
m a t e d  a t  m o r e  t h a n  $l .4 m i l l i o n ,  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  a  1989 s t a t e  S e n a t e  
s t u d y .

F e w  p a r e n t s  c a n  a f f o r d  t h e  
c o s t s  o f  c a r i n g  f o r  a  F A S  c h i l d ,

s o  t h e  s t a t e  e n d s  u p  f o o t i n g  t h e  
b i l l ,  t h e  s t u d y  f o u n d .  B e c a u s e  
i m p r o v e d  m e d i c a l  t e c h n o l o g y  i s  
k e e p i n g  a l i v e  F A S  b a b i e s  w h o  
w o u l d  h a v e  d i e d  10 y e a r s  a g o ,  
t h e  b u r d e n  o n  t h e  s t a l e  i s  i n ­
c r e a s i n g ,  t h e  s t u d y  s a i d .

Fighting FAS
A  g r o w i n g  a w a r e n e s s  o f  t h e  

p r o b l e m  h a s  p r o m p t e d  T a n a n a  
C h i e f s  C o n f e r e n c e ,  t h e  I n ­
t e r i o r ’s  n o n  p r o f i t  N a t i v e  s o c i a l  
s e r v i c e s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  t o  m a k e  
F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e  p r e v e n ­
t i o n  o n e  o f  i t s  t o p  p r i o r i t i e s  f o r  
1990. I t  h a s  a l s o  l e d  t o  t h e  r e c e n t  
f o r m a t i o n  o f  a  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  
S y n d r o m e  s u p p o r t  g r o u p  i n  
F a i r b a n k s  f o r  p a r e n t s  a n d  c a r e ­
t a k e r s  o f  F A S  c h i l d r e n .

T h e  f o c u s  a l s o  h a s  t u r n e d  t o  
J u n e a u  a n d  t h e  s t a t e  L e g i s l a ­
t u r e .  B e t h e l  R e p u b l i c a n  S e n .  
J o h n e  B i n k l e y ,  w h o  r e p r e s e n t s  
i n t e r i o r  A l a s k a  a n d  h a l f  t h e  
Y u k o n - K u s k o k w i m  D e l t a ,  i n t r o ­
d u c e d  a  p a c k e t  o f  b i l l s  t h i s  s e s ­
s i o n  d e s i g n e d  t o  s t o p  w o m e n  
f r o m  d r i n k i n g  w h i l e  p r e g n a n t .

“ I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  p u b l i c  i s  b e ­
c o m i n g  m o r e  a n d  m o r e  a w a r e  o f  
F A S ,  b u t  e v e n  n o w  I ’m  h e a r i n g  

(See FAS, Back Page)



LAS: Harmed for life
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s t o r i e s  a b o u t  p e o p l e ’s  d o c t o r s  w h o  
s a y  i t ’s  O K  t o  h a v e  a  d r i n k  t o  r e l a x  
w h i l e  y o u ’r e  p r e g n a n t , "  B i n k l e y  
s a i d .  “ W e  n e e d  t o  d o  a n y t h i n g  w e  
c a n  d o  t o  r a i s e  p u b l i c  a w a r e n e s s . ”  

O n e  b i l l  w o u l d  a l l o w  t h e  s t a t e  t o  
c o m m i t ,  w i t h o u t  h e r  c o n s e n t ,  a n  
a l c o h o l i c ,  p r e g n a n t  w o m a n  t o  a  
t r e a t m e n t  p r o g r a m  i f  t h e  w o m a n  
" i s  l i k e l y  t o  h a r m  t h e  f e t u s  b y  c o n ­
t i n u e d  u s e  o f  a l c o h o l . ”

B i n k l e y  e x p e c t s  t h i s  b i l l  w i l l  b e  
c o n t r o v e r s i a l .

•‘W e ' v e  g o t t e n  s o m e  p u b l i c  o p i n ­
i o n  m e s s a g e s  f r o m  p e o p l e  w h o  s e e  
i t  a s  a  w o m e n ’s  r i g h t s  i s s u e ,  a n d  a n  
a b o r t i o n  i s s u e , ”  B i n k l e y  s a i d .  
B i n k l e y  c o u n t e r s  t h o s e  a r g u m e n t s  
b y  c o n t e n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  b i l l  i n  n o  w a y  
i n t e f e r e s  w i t h  a  w o m a n ' s  c h o i c e  t o  
h a v e  a n  a b o r t i o n ,  b u t  a l l o w s  t h e  
s t a t e  t o  i n t e r v e n e  o n c e  a  w o m a n  d e ­
c i d e s  t o  k e e p  t h a t  c h i l d .

“ W e  h a v e  a  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  
s o m e  c a s e s  t o  p r o t e c t  t h a t  c h i l d  
s i n c e  s o c i e t y  b e a r s  t h e  u l t i m a t e  r e ­
s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  c a r i n g  f o r  t h a t  
c h i l d , ”  B i n k l e y  s a i d .  “ A t  s o m e  
p o i n t  w e  h a v e  t o  p u t  a s i d e  t h e s e  p h i ­
l o s o p h i c a l  a r g u m e n t s  a n d  s a y  s o c i ­
e t y  i s  n o t  g o i n g  t o  a l l o w  t h i s . "

A n o t h e r  B i n k l e y  b i l l  w o u l d  g i v e  
p r i o r i t y  a d m i t t a n c e  t o  s t a t e - f u n d e d  
t r e a t m e n t  p r o g r a m s  t o  “ p r e g n a n t  
w o m e n  w h o  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  c o n t i n u e  
u s i n g  a l c o h o l . . .  i n  a  m a n n e r  t h a t  
i s  l i k e l y  t o  h a r m  t h e  f e t u s . ’ ”

S t i l l  a n o t h e r  b i l l  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  
m a i l - o r d e r  l i q u o r  d i s t r i b u t o r s  t o  
e n c l o s e  p a m p h l e t s  w i t h  a l l  o r d e r s .  
T h e  p a m p h l e t s  w o u l d  w a r n  o f  t h e  
d a n g e r s  o f  d r i n k i n g  w h i l e  p r e ­
g n a n t .

A  f o u r t h  b i l l  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  s c h o o l  
d i s t r i c t s  t o  t r a i n  t e a c h e r s  i n  
m e t h o d s  t o  w o r k  w i t h  c h i l d r e n  w i t h  
a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  p r o b l e m s ,  s u c h  a s  
h y p e r a c t i v i t y  a n d  a n  i n a b i l i t y  t o  
c o n c e n t r a t e .

I n  t h e  p a s t  f o u r  y e a r s ,  B i n k l e y  
h a s  b e e n  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  e s t a b ­
l i s h i n g  a  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e  
A w a r e n e s s  W e e k ,  a n d  i n t r o d u c i n g  
l e g i s l a t i o n  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  b a r s  a n d  
l i q u o r  s t o r e s  t o  p o s t  s i g n s  w a r n i n g  
o f  t h e  h a r m f u l  e f f e c t s  a l c o h o l  c a n  
h a v e  o n  a  f e t u s .  B u t  i t  w a s  a  b o o k  h e  
- “ a d  t h i s  y e a r ,  “ T h e  B r o k e n  C o r d , ”  
i a t  p r o m p t e d  t h e  l e g i s l a t o r  t o  

m a k e  F A S  p r e v e n t i o n  a  p r i o r i t y  
t h i s  s e s s i o n .  T h e  b o o k  c h r o n i c l e s  
W a s h i n g t o n  a u t h o r  M i c h a e l  D o r r i s ’ 
s t r u g g l e  t o  r a i s e  a n  a d o p t e d  s o n  
w i t h  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e .

" W h e n  I w o r k e d  o n  t h i s  b e f o r e  i t  
h a d  a l w a y s  b e e n  j u s t  w o r k i n g  w i t h  
s t a t i s t i c s , . . .  b u t  r e a d i n g  t h e  b o o k  
r e a l l y  p u t  a  h u m a n  f a c e  o n  t h e  i s s u e  
f o r  m e , "  B i n k l e y  s a i d .

Permanent damage
C h i l d r e n  b o m  w i t h  F e t a l  A l c o h o l  

S y n d r o m e  s u f f e r  f r o m  s t u n t e d  
g r o w t h ,  b r a i n  d a m a g e ,  a n d  o t h e r  
h e a l t h  p r o b l e m s .  R e s e a r c h  h a s  
s h o w n  t h a t  d a m a g e  s u f f e r e d  i n  t h e  
w o m b  i s  p e r m a n e n t .

B e t t y  r e q u e s t e d  t h a t  h e r  d a u g h ­
t e r ’s  n a m e  n o t  b e  p u b l i s h e d .  S h e  
s a i d  t h e  g i r l  e n d u r e s  e n o u g h  t e a s ­
i n g  a s  i t  i s .  A t  a g e  12. t h e  c h i l d  i s  i n  
f i f t h  g r a d e  w h e n  s h e  s h o u l d  b e  i n  
s e v e n t h ,  a n d  w e i g h s  o n l y  60 
p o u n d s .

“ S h e  t o o k  a  p o l l  o f  h e r  w h o l e  
c l a s s — ‘ H o w  o l d  a r e  y o u .  H o w  o l d  
a r e  y o u ? ’ ”  B e t t y  s a i d .  “ S h e  s a i d  
t h e  k i d s  m a k e  f u n  o f  h e r ,  a n d  s h e  
a s k s  m e ,  ‘W h y  d o  I h a v e  a  s m a l l  
h e a d .  W h y  a m  I s o  s k i n n y ? ’ "

S o m e t i m e s  h e r  d a u g h t e r  
a n s w e r s  t h a t  q u e s t i o n  h e r s e l f ,  B e t ­
t y  s a i d .

" S h e ' l l  s a y .  ' B e c a u s e  m y  m o m  
d r a n k  w h i s k e y  a n d  b e e r . ’ "

T a f f e  n e v e r  m e t  h e r  d a u g h t e r ' s  
b i o l o g i c a l  m o t h e r .

“ I c o u l d n ’t — t o o  m u c h  a n g e r , ”  
s h e  s a i d .

W h e n  B e t t y  a d o p t e d  h e r  d a u g h ­
t e r ,  l i t t l e  w a s  k n o w n  a b o u t  F e t a l  
A l c o h o l  S y n d r o m e .  B e t t y  f i g u r e d  
w i t h  e n o u g h  l o v e  a n d  c a r e ,  h e r  
c h i l d  c o u l d  l e a d  a  n o r m a l  l i f e .  B e t t y  
w a s  w r o n g .

O n c e  t h e  c h i l d  w a s  i n  t h i r d  g r a d e ,  
h e r  p r o g r e s s  h a l t e d .  A t  12, s h e  
r e a d s  a t  a  t h i r d - g r a d e  l e v e l ,  c o m ­
p r e h e n d s  c o n c e p t s  a t  a b o u t  a  f i r s t -  
g r a d e  l e v e l ,  a n d  u n d e r s t a n d s  m a t h  
a t  a  f i r s t - g r a d e  l e v e l .  B e t t y  s a i d .

“ S h e  c a n ’t  e v e n  t e l l  t h e  d i f f e r ­
e n c e  b e t w e e n  s o c i a l  s t u d i e s  a n d  s c i ­
e n c e , "  B e t t y  s a i d .

B i n k l e y ’s  b i l l  m a y  h e l p  t e a c h e r s  
u n d e r s t a n d  c h i l d r e n  l i k e  B e t t y ’s ,  
b u t  t h e  p r o s p e c t s  a r e  d i m  f o r  l o n g ­
t e r m  i m p r o v e m e n t s .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  
D r  S t e r l i n g  K .  C l a r r e n ,  a  S e a t t l e  
p e d i a t r i c i a n  s p e c i a l i z i n g  i n  b i r t h  
d e f e c t s ,  F A S  c h i l d r e n  h a v e  a  p e r s o ­
n a l i t y  p r o f i l e  t h a t  c o u l d  d r i v e  t h e  
m o s t  p a t i e n t  t e a c h e r  u p  t h e  w a l l .

C l a r r e n  s a i d  F A S  s t u d e n t s  c a n  b e  
h y p e r a c t i v e ,  d e s t r u c t i v e l y  i m p u l ­
s i v e  a n d  p e r s i s t e n t .

I f  t h e y  g e t  i t  i n  t h e i r  h e a d  t h e y  
w a n t  t o  d o  s o m e t h i n g ,  l i k e  d u m p  a  
p l a n t  o u t  o f  p o t ,  t h e y  w i l l  d o  i t  d e ­
s p i t e  r e p e a t e d  w a r n i n g s  o f  t h e  c o n ­
s e q u e n c e s .  h e  s a i d .

T h e y  d o  n o t  u n d e r s t a n d  a n o t h e r  
p e r s o n ’s  s e n s e  o f  p e r s o n a l  s p a c e ,  
s a i d  C l a r r e n .

“ T h e y  a r e  i n t e r p e r s o n a l l y  i n ­
a p p r o p r i a t e — t h e y  l a u g h  t o o  l o u d ,  
a r e  t o o  t o u c h y . . . t h e y  c r o w d  y o u .  
W h a t  c o u l d  d r i v e  a  t e a c h e r  m o r e  
c r a z y  t h a n  t h a t ? "  s a i d  C l a r r e n .

C l a r r e n  s a i d  r i g i d  b e h a v i o r  t h e r ­
a p y  w o r k s  b u t  i t  d o e s n ' t  c a r r y  o v e r  
i n t o o t h e r  s i t u a t i o n s .  “ T a k e  h i m  o u t  
o f  a  v e r y  r i g i d  b e h a v i o r  p r o g r a m  
a n d  h e  g o e s  r i g h t  h a c k  t o  d u m p i n g  
t h e  p l a n t , "  h e  s a i d .

M e t h o d s  o f  h a n d l i n g  p e o p l e  w i t h  
F A S  a r e  d e v e l o p i n g  s l o w l y ,  b u t  n o  
o n e  h a s  a l l  t h e  a n s w e r s  y e t ,  h e  s a i d .

“ T h e r e  i s  n o  s i l v e r  b u l l e t  t o  m a k e  
t h e  p r o b l e m  g o  a w a y , ”  s a i d  C l a r ­
r e n .  " W e  r e  a l l  g r o p i n g  t o g e t h e r . "

A long, tir ing road
E d u c a t i o n a l  l i m i t a t i o n s  a r e  j u s t  

o n e  p r o b l e m  f o r  B e t t y ’s  d a u g h t e r .  
S h e  a l s o  i s  u n a b l e  t o  c o m p l e t e  s i m ­
p l e  t a s k s ,  o r  o r g a n i z e  a n y t h i n g .

“ N o b o d y  c a n  r e a l l y  k n o w  t h e  d a y  
i n  a n d  d a y  o u t  o f  r e p e a t i n g  i n s t r u c -  
t i o n s  o v e r  a n d  o v e r  a n d  o v e r  
a g a i n , "  B e t t y  s a i d .  " T h e r e  i s  n o  
o r g a n i z a t i o n .  T h i s  s e e m s  t o  b e  g e t ­
t i n g  w o r s e .  W h e n  s h e  m o v e s  s o m e ­
t h i n g ,  w e  h a v e  t o  l o o k  f o r  i t  i n  t h e  
l e a s t  l o g i c a l  p l a c e . "  B e t t y  s a i d .

T h e  f u t u r e  l o o k s  b l e a k .  O n c e  
h o p e f u l  t h a t  h e r  d a u g h t e r  c o u l d  l i v e  
i n d e p e n d e n t l y ,  B e t t y  n o w  r e a l i z e s  
s h e  h a s n ' t  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  h o l d  a  j o b .  
A t  b e s t .  B e t t y  h o p e s  h e r  d a u g h t e r  
c a n  l i v e  w i t h  o t h e r  a d u l t s  i n  a  s u ­
p e r v i s e d  g r o u p  h o m e .  A t  w o r s t .  
B e t t y  f e a r s  s h e  m a y  w i n d  u p  i n  t h e  
w r o n g  h a n d s .  H e r  d a u g h t e r  i s  t r u s t ­
i n g ,  a n d  d o e s  n o t  u n d e r s t a n d  d a n ­
g e r ,  B e t t y  s a i d .  W h e n  s h e  t u r n s  18, 
B e t t y  w i l l  n o  l o n g e r  h a v e  a n y  l e g a l  
c o n t r o l  o v e r  h e r .

“ H e r  p e r s o n a l  s a f e t y  i s  a  r e a l  
c o n c e r n  o f  m i n e . "  B e t t y  s a i d .

S h e  s u p p o r t s  B i n k l e y ’s  e f f o r t s  t o  
i m p r o v e  t e a c h e r s ’ k n o w l e d g e  a b ­
o u t  c h i l d r e n  w h o  s u f f e r  f r o m  F A S  
a n d  F A E .  S h e  a l s o  b e l i e v e s  w i d e ­
s p r e a d  p u b l i c  e d u c a t i o n  i s  n e c e s ­
s a r y  t o  p r e v e n t  c h i l d r e n  f r o m  b e i n g  
b o r n  w i t h  t h e  p r o b l e m s  h e r  d a u g h ­
t e r  f a c e s .

“ I t  w o n ’t b e  e a s y — a l c o h o l i s m  i s  
s u c h  a n  i n s i d i o u s  d i s e a s e , "  s h e  
s a i d .

" I t  w a s  r e a l l y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  m e e t  
w o m e n  w h o  w e r e  d r i n k i n g  a n d  n o t  
u s i n g  b i r t h  c o n t r o l .  Y o u  j u s t  
w a n t e d  t o s h a k e  t h e m , "  B e t t y  s a i d .

T o  t h e  w o m e n  s h e  c o u n s e l e d  s h e  
w o u l d  s a y ,  ’ ‘ H e y ,  d o  y o u  w a n t  t o  s e e  
a  p i c t u r e  o f  m y  d a u g h t e r ?  S e e .  t h i s  
Ls w h a t  i t ' s  l i k e .  T h i s  i s  w h a t  h a p ­
p e n s . "

News-M.ner sta ff writer Marv Jones 
contributed to this article.



FACT:

FACT:

FACT:

FACT:

FACT:

FACT:

F e ta l A lc o h o l S ynd rom e is a b ir th  d e fe c t 
ca u sed by th e m o th e r d r in k in g  a lc o h o l 

d u r in g  he r p re g n a n c y .

Children born w ith FAS experience:

• growth retardation (prenatal or postnatal)
• facial abnormalities
• central nervous system impairment

FAS IS THE LEADING CAUSE OF MENTAL RETARDATION

THE BRAIN IS THE MOST AFFECTED ORGAN
WHEN A MOTHER DRINKS ALCOHOL DURING HER PREGNANCY

ALCOHOL IS A NEUROBEHAVIORAL TERATOGEN

Prenatal Exposure can cause Developmental Delays,
Intellectual Defects, Academic Problems, and 
Behavioral Problems.

THE RATE OF FAS IN ALASKA NATIVES IS CONSERVATIVELY 
ESTIMATED AT 4.2 PER 1,000 LIVE BIRTHS

Given our high per capita drinking population (4th in the 
Nation), medical authorities believe FAS among non- 
Natives in Alaska would also be very high.
Currently there are no statistics on non-Natives.

PROFESSIONALS ESTIMATE THAT FOR EVERY CHILD BORN 
WITH FAS, 10 ARE BORN WITH FAE.

Fetal Alcohol Effects are less severe birth defects 
caused by alcohol. FAE child experience many of the same 
problems as FAS children. Researchers are learning 
more about the learning and behavioral disabilities of FAS 
and FAE children every year.

NO AMOUNT OF ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION DURING PREGNANCY 
IS SAFE

Alcohol freely passes through the placenta to the baby.
The baby's blood alcohol level is the same is the mother’s, 
and it takes longer to remove the alcohol from the baby's system.

FACT: THE COST TO CARE FOR ONE FAS CHILD FOR HIS/HER 
LIFETIME AVERAGES $1.4 MILLION



t
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON ALCOHOLISM INC

FACTS ON ALCOHOL-RELATED BIRTH DEFECTS

□  In 1981, the Surgeon General of the United States issued a health advisory recommending that women 
who are pregnant or are considering pregnancy should abstain from alcoholic beverages and should 
be aware of the alcohol content of foods, beverages and medications. In addition, he urged health care 
professionals to monitor the drinking habits of pregnant patients (and those considering pregnancy), to 
warn patients about the risks of alcohol consumption during pregnancy and to encourage pregnant 
patients not to drink. (Office of the Surgeon General. I98l.|

□  Fetal Alcohol Syndrome (FAS), officially identified in the U.S. in 1973, is a pattern of mental, physical 
and behavioral defects that develop in infants born to some women who drink heavily during preg­
nancy. ("Fetal Alcohol Syndrome." Alcohol Topics in Brief. National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA). April 
1985. p.I.)

□  Fetal Alcohol Effects (FAE) are those signs in the offspring that have been linked to alcohol use during 
pregnancy by the mother which do not meet tho diagnostic criteria for full-blown Fetal Alcohol 
Syndrome. |R. Little and C. Ervin, "Alcohol Use and Reproduction" S. Wilsnack and L. Beckman, Eds., Alcohol Problems In 
Women. New  York: The Guilford Press, 1984, p. 158.)

□  Fetal Alcohol Syndrome (FAS) is among the three leading known causes of birth defects with 
accompanying mental retardation, and the only preventable one among the top three. It can be 
prevented by not drinking alcohol. (Research Triangle Institute (RTl), Economic Costs to Society of Alcohol and Drug 
Abuse and Mental Illness: 1980, Henrick J. Harwood, etal.. June 1984. p. 8-3.)

□  FAS is characterized by a cluster of congenital birth defects that include the following: prenatal and 
postnatal growth deficiency; a particular pattern of facial malformations, including a small head 
circumference, flattened midface, sunken nasal bridge and a flattened and elongated philtrum (the 
groove between the nose and upper lip); central nervous system dysfunction; and varying degrees of 
major organ system malformations. |k. Warren. "Alcohol-Related Birth Defects: Current Trends in Research." Alcohol Health 
and Research World, National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism NIAAA, Vol. 10. No. I, Fall 1985. p. 4.)

□  There are well-designed studies linking an average of I to 2 drinks daily to decreased birthweight, 
growth abnormalities and behavioral problems in the newborn and inf, Increased risk 'it 

spontaneous abortion has been found at an even lower dose: I to 2 drinks twice weekly. |R. l  and c.
Ervin, "Alcohol Use and Reproduction," Alcohol Problems In Women. 1984. p. 162.)

□  The incidence of FAS is approximately I to 3 per 1,000 live births, (k. warren, "Aicohoi-Reiated Birth Defects. 
Current Trends in Research," Alcohol Health and Research World. N IAAA. Vol. 10. No. I, Fall 1985. p. 4.)

□  There is no established safe dose of alcohol during pregnancy, nor does there appear to be a safe
time to drink. |J. Funkhouser and R. Denmston. "Preventing Alcohol-Related Birth Defects" Alcohol Health and Research 
World. NIAAA.. VoL 10, No. I. Fall 1985, p. 54.)

□  Whenever drinking is stopped during pregnancy, the risks of fetal alcohol effects and consequences 
of alcohol exposure are decreased. The probability of having a child with FAS or FAE increases directly 
with the amount and frequency Of alcohol consumed. (J. Funkhouser and R. Denniston, "Preventing Alcohol-Related 
Birth Defects" Alcohol Health and Research World. NIAAA. Vol. 10. No. I. Fall 1985. p. 56.)

□  An analysis of costs associated with FAS produced the following >980 estimates: SI4.9 million for 
health treatment of babies born with FAS; S670 million in total treatment costs for the 68,000 FAS 
children under the age of 18; $760 million in treatment costs for 160,000 FAS adults; and $510.5 million 
in indirect productivity losses. (RTl. Economic Costs to Society, p. B-ll and 8-l5.|

□  Women who breastfeed should continue to abstain from drinking alcohol until their babies are 
weaned, because alcohol readily enters breast milk and is transmitted to the nursing infant. In 
addition, heavy alcohol consumption has been shown to reduce lactation. |R. Niven. "Alcoholism— a  problem in 
Perspective." Journal of the American Medical Association. 249:2029-2033. 1983 J



□  Approximately 90 percent of the public is aware that drinking during pregnancy may damage the 
fetus. However, in one study, one-third of the women interviewed believed that an average daily 
consumption of more than three drinks was safe during pregnancy, (r.e. Little. h .l. Grathwohi. a .r  streissguth 
and C. McIntyre, "Public Awareness and Knowledge About the Risks of Drinking During Pregnancy in Multnomah County. 
Oregon." American Journal of Public Health 71. 312-314. 1981.)

□  One in six women in the peak childbearing years of 18-34 may drink enough, either chro.iicaily or 
episodically, to present a hazard to an unborn infant r'Behavior Risk-Factor Surveillance— Selected states," 
Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report. February 1983. pp. 32-155.)

□  Regular drinking is common among high school girls and a sizeable number engage in heavy 
drinking. Current studies show that teenagers are remarkably uninformed about the causal relationship 
between pregnancy and drinking and are at high risk of bearing children with FAS and FAE. |j. Funkhouser 
and R. Denniston. "Preventing Alcohol-Related Birth Defects." Alcohol Health and Research World. N IAAA. Vol. 10. No. I. Fall 
1985. p. 57.)

□  An FAS prevalence of 9.8 per 1,000 has been observed among one particular high-risk American 
Indian population, though other American Indian populations were 1.4 and 2.0 per 1,000. |K. warren. 
"Alcohol-Related Birth Defects," Alcohol Health and Research World. NIAAA, Vol. 10. No. I. Fall 1985. p. 4.)

□  In the 1985 National Health Interview Survey conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics, 
only 57 percent of persons under 45 years of age had ever heard of fetal alcohol syndrome. | O i  
Thornberry, R.W. Wilson and R Golden. "Health Promotion and Disease Prevention Provisional Data from the National Health 
Interview Survey: United States, January-June 1985," U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, No. 119, May 14. 1986.)

□  Alcoholism is a chronic, progressive and potentially fatal disease characterized by tolerance and * 
physical dependency or pathologic organ changes, or both. All are the direct or indirect consequences 
of the alcohol ingested. Alcoholic women are at highest risk of bearing children with FAS. (National institute on 
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA), Fourth Special Report to the U.S. Congress on Alcohol and Health, ed. John R.
DeLuca. DHHS Pub. No. (ADM) 82-1080. 1981. p. 36.)

□  Women's drinking problems are often viewed as less serious than men's and their condition may be 
more frequently misdiagnosed. Stigmatization and unwillingness of many physicians, mental health 
professionals, police and the courts to label a woman as "alcoholic" are detrimental to early intervention 
and treatment. Most treatment programs do not provide child care or adequate alternatives for women 
entering treatment. Women may not seek or continue treatment because of the difficulty of finding 
acceptable child care arrangements. |L. Beckman and H. Amaro, "Patterns of Women's Use of Alcohol Treatment 
Agencies," S. Wilsnack and L. Beckman, Eds.. Alcohol Problems in Women. New  York: The Guilford Press. 1984. p. 342.)

□  Women are now heavily targeted for marketing of alcoholic beverages. According to Impact, a liquor 
industry newsletter, women will spend $30 billion on alcoholic beverages in 1994, comparer to $20 billion 
in 1984. ("Betty Briefcase Buys More Bottles:' Advertising Age. Thursday. September 12. 1985.)

□  To date, no major manufacturer of alcoholic beverages urges women to abstain from alcohol 
consumption during pregnancy through product labeling. In fact, most major educational campaigns 
promulgated by alcohol beverage industry representatives do not recommend abstinence from alcohol 
during pregnancy. (Center for Science in the Public Interest. 1987.)

NCA is the national nonprofit organization combating alcoholism, other drug addictions and related problems. Founded in 1944. NCA s 
major progiams mciude prevention and education, public information, public policy advocacy, conferences and publications. NCA's net­
work of 190 state and local nonprofit affiliates conduct similar activities in their areas and provide information and referral services to fami­
lies and individuals seeking help with an alcohol or other drug problem. NCA sponsors National Alcohol Awareness Month in April and 
National Fetal Alcohol Syndrome Awareness Week. N CA  also conducts the National Alcoholism Forum, the nation's oldest general- 
mterest conference on alcoholism. To receive more mformatir- 1  about alcoholism and the name of the NCA affiliate in your area call our 
toll free number I-800-NCA-CALL.

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON ALCOHOLISM INC
12 West 21st Street. New York, NY 10010 • (212) 206-6770 
1511 K Street. N.W . Washington, DC. 20C05 • (202) 737-8122
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D a t e  o f  5 - D a y  N o t i c e :  . S /  / /  *7

( i n  a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  U n i f o r m  R u l e  23)

DATE: 1/31/90 F U R T H E R :  J u d i c i a r y

D A T E  T U R N E D  , .
I N T O  O F F I C E :  S J  £ /

H E S S C o m m i t t e e  c o n s i d e r e d S B  4 2 3

" A n  A c t  r e l a t i n g  t o  m i s c o n d u c t  i n v o l v i n g  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  a w e a p o n  b y  a 
p e r s o n  w h o  is i n  v i o l a t i o n  o f  a  d o m e s t i c  v i o l e n c e  r e s t r a i n i n g  o r d e r . "

a n d  r e c o m m e n d e d :

[ ] r e p l a c e  w i t h CS

[ ] a t t a c h e d  a m e n d m e n t ( s )

[ ] _______________________________ l e t t e r  o f  i n t e n t  a d o p t e d

d o  pas;s 

[ ] d o  n o t  p a s s  

[ ] n o  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  

[ ] i n d i v i d u a l  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s

[ ] f u r t h e r  r e f e r r a l  t o  ____________________________________________

[ ] s a m e  t i t l e  

[ ] n e w  t i t l e

ATTACHES NEW F ISCAL NOTE (S ):
D e p a r t m e n t (s )/ D a t e :

[ ] f i sc al  note(s) __________________

D e p a r t m e n t (s )/ D a t e :

z e r o  f i s c a l  n o t e ( s ) ___

V j j t , l.'c

[ ] a p p r o p r i a t i o n - n o  f i s c a l  n o t e  [ ] G o v e r n o r ' s  b i l l  w / f i s c a l  n o t e

O T H E R  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S :

C h a i r :  S i g n a t u r e  a n d  R e c o m m e n d a t i o n



STATE OF ALASKA
1990 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BILL VERSION: SB 423
PUBLISH DATE: _______

FISCAL NOTE
REQUEST:_______________________________________________________________ ________________

Revision Date: __________________________  Agency A ffec ted : Public Safety
T i t le :  Misconduct Involving possession BRU: Council on Domestic Violence. __
of a weapon ......... ................................................. and Sexual Assault ________________
Sponsor: Senator Pearce, e t  al_________  Component: ___________________________
Requestor: Senate HESS_________________  _______________________________________

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands o f  D o lla rs )  ( In f l a t i o n  not Included)

OPERATING FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 FY 95 FY 96

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0

| CAPITAL 0 0 0 0 0
0 i

REVENUE 0 0 0 0 0 0

FUNDING: (Thousands o f  Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 

FEDERAL FUNDS 

OTHER/PROG RCPT 

.TOTAL' 0 0 0 0 0 0

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

I ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page I f  necessary)

This b i l l  Is expected to  have no f is c a l  Impact 
on the Department o f  Public Safety .

/ d y  Prepared by: Barbara Mlklos. Executive D lrecto tvn  Phone: 465-4356
q r u o D i v l s l o n :  Council on Domestic Violence and_____________  Date: 2 /8 /90_______

>1 'I Sexual Assault V  N \ \  -  t- c.
' Approved by Commissioner: Arthur English ■ Date: ‘X -H >

Agency:  Department o f Public Safety__________________________ Page__ L_of__L.
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STATE OF ALASKA
1990 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BELL VERSION : SB 423_________
PUBLISH DA TE :

R E Q U E S T :
F I S C A L  N O T E

Revision D a te :_____________________________________Agency Affected : D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o r r e c t  io n s
Title : "M is c o n d u c t  i n v o l v i n g  p o s s e s s io n  b r u . ___________________ ________

o f  ,-t w e a p o n . . , d o m e s t ic  v i o l e n c e  r e s t r a i n i n g
Sponsor: S e n a to r  P e a r c e ,  e t  a l_________o r d e r .  Componcn[s .   __________________

Requestor: _________________________________________  __________________________________________ _______

E X P E N D I T U R E S / R E V E N U E S :  (ThouLinds o f Dollars)

O P E R A T IN G F Y  91 F Y  92 F Y  93 F Y  94 F Y  95 F Y  96

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND <fe STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIM S
MISCELLANEOUS

T O T A L  O P E R A T IN G - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

C A P IT A L - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -  - 0 -  . - 0 - - 0 -

R E  V E N U E - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

F U N D IN G :  (Thousands o f Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 
FEDERAL FUNDS 
OTHER 
TOTAL - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

P O S I T IO N S :

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

- 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

A N A L Y S I S  : (Anach a separate page if necessary)

T h e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  C o r r e c t i o n s  p r e d i c t s  m in im a l  im p a c t  from  p a s s a g e  o f  

t h i s  p r o p o s e d  l e g i s l a t i o n .

Prepared b y ; S u sa n  E .  Kn i g h t o n .  D i r e c t o r ________________________

Division: .^MninislrstiYa S e m e e s  .________________

Approved by

Agency: Department of C n r r f l c t n m s - S Z j -

Distribution (by preparer) :

Legislative Fmance 

Legislative Sponsor 

Renuestor

Office o f Management and Budget 
Impacted Agency(ies)

Phone :
r w -  03/12/90
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A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e

3111 C  Street, Suite 150 

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 

(907)561-2038

During Session: 
P.O. Box V 

Juneau, Alaska 99811 

(907) 465-4993

S e n a t o r  D r u e  P e a r c e
District G

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: S e n a t o r  Paul Fischer, 
S en at e H E S S  Committee.

C h a i r m a n

p

FROM: S e n a t o r  D r u e  P e a r o e ^ ) ( p ( X \ C U _

RE: R e q u e s t  for h e a r i n g

DATE: J a n u a r y  31, 1990

T h e  Health, E ducation, and Social S e r v i c e s  C o m m i t t e e  is t h e  first 
c o m m i t t e e  of r e f e r r a l  in th e S enate fo r S e n a t e  Bill 423. I r e q u e s t 
t h a t  a h e a r i n g  on t h i s  bill be s c h e d u l e d  at t h e  e a r l i e s t  p o s s i b l e  
date.

If y o u  h a v e  questions, J o  F e n e t y  of m y  o f f i c e  is t h e  s t a f f  c o n t a c t  
o n  t h i s  bill.
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SACRAMENTO — A week never passes .-ithout Die' of the call;;; soTaetirnes there ire two or.LArefc io e day."My ex-husband just came in here and ipped tip my clothes with a knife.”"My boyfriend broke the windows out of 
•ly oar-.”“Please, cey husband’s going to kill m-i ...
Too men coine bock nenin and again and ..tin. They beat up their wives and giri- irnds, they vandalise their cars, they call 

•pro in the middle of the night, they follow .p.t home, they threaten to kill thim and •ieir children. .They say they do it for lova 'Usually before, a woman comes to the iirsjMpor she has called a lawyer and the lisU'ict attorney's office and the police ppartrnwit or the sheriff's office; usually ”e’s calk’d everybody she knows.'Ar.a once ir a while, giving the system its ie, sonicli(>dy is arrested for assault or iilating a restraining order and does a few iys in the county jail, and learns from that ■ be tnore circumspect in the business of torizir.g people weaker than himself. More often, tbc calls arc ignored.That or a cop shows up and tries to •goliatc a peace himself. Vcu can’t blame r cop for that, by the way. A tJomcstic 'me is always coniplieated, it usually volves different veisions of a story that

ps&a dartiep ~-fr.
the cop doesn’t know anything about, and so, unless someone is standing ic the door-, way witfi the kitchcr. knife in their leg, it's bard to Cgure out what happened.

So the-cop̂  warns everybody and leaves!And K O t n r t u n e s  that's enough, and some­times it isn’t, ■I am thinking now about Kathy Thomas, wlio was buriod Tuesday in Fair Oaks Cemetery. Slio was the 2S-ycar old kid who wns shot three times at close range 'Wednes­day morning, allegedly by her estranged husband, Richard Thomas.''Allegedly”, of course, is the legal term that I am obligated to throw into stories like this.In this particular case, I would remind 
3rou that the word appears ride by side with

the fact that witnesses saw Richard Thomas buy th guo, wituessrts saw him come into the rental office where Kathy Thomas worked Wednesday morning, scream at her — “I wurned you” — nad shoot her, and witnesses saw him surrender to police and collapse.Other witnesses watched him terrorke Kathy Thomas for year:.Records show she’d taken out a restraining order against him, that she'd clunrged him with assault and battery, that she'd called tbs sheriff’s department tvro days before she was killed and reported that he’d tried to run her off the road.You are entitled to look at ail that and £ive Richard Thomas as much "allegedly" /as you like. .. ...And this being America, his attorneys are entitled to defend him in ariy way they can.But now that I’ve said that — acknowl­edged that Richard Thomas is entitled to a legal presumption of innocence end every protection of the. law, that his attorneys are entitled to be atloraeys — let me also say that something one of his lawyers. Assistant Public Defender Kevin 1). Clyroo. offered up in the newspaper iiatuTdny made me sick to my stomach.I am not speaking here of Clymo’s cun ten tion that Thomas was confused. ”1 don't think he understands what’s going on.” Clyino said. "He's been told he's charged

' * . . ‘ . • .v *.*1 • . *• ’ *! '' ' * ' ' ‘ I ' '**: ' " !*•■*• '.*•.>..... . • ’•*
/ • . •- . • . • • • *  ̂ * . * * ; *. ~ - ... '• r • •-/ .

with murder. H-’s been told he Killed h;s wife. He knows he’s in jail. Put 3 don’t think he has a clue bow long he’s been there, what day it is, or what rea’ly happened."Mr. Ciyajo is entitled <o that, just ns Tin entitled to remember the merciless Stalking that preceded Kathy Thoint.s’s death.But the attorney didn’t stop .there,.- • . Ke referred to the "prcssuro Inside CThotnas's head) ... building up7- mid “psy- chrnfric problems”, and then offered this: "If he luts upon a memory of anything that occurred, it’ll be devastnling. He really loved that woman. You can tell. He really loved her.” • •*- ; - -He really loved her. • •• .. ' '•And that turns my stomach. • -’I suppose am not as comforted by that word “love’’ as Mr. Clymo is. but perhaps I’ve heard it too much. •Too much to believe it has anything to da with hurting women, too much to believe that terrorism is a melancholy thin.’;.Kathy Thomas is in Fair Oaks Cemetery because Richard Thomas wasn't in jail. She asked for heip and didn’t get it. >It’s (be wrong time for iheap irnuanti- cism.She was taken ton cheaply as it is;
□ Pete Derfw is o Sacramento Bee cokvnnist.

St'try S&ljpk* :• ’’
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Domestic Violence Committee 
Lt. Shirley A. Warner, Chair 
4501 S. Bragaw Street 
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1599

The Honorable Representative Alyce Hanley 
P.O. Box V
Juneau, Alaska 995111

RE: Support for House B ill 340: An act relating to misconduct invv/ving
possession o f a weapon by a person who is in violation of a domestic violence 
restrain ing order.

Dear Representative Hanley,

Thank you very much for sponsoring House B ill 340. The Domestic Violence
Committee supports this b ill as it provides an additional measure in the fight
against domestic violence. The Domestic Violence Committee was formed in
June 1988 for the purpose o f discussing, clarifying, and revising any areas o f
concern regarding domestic violence. We represent a varie ty o f 
governmental agencies who deal with domestic violence on a daily basis. 20 to 
30 people are in attendance at each quarterly meeting to deal with significant 
issues.

The goal o f the Committee is to insure optimum protection for victims o f
domestic violence through an expedient and effic ient procedure for dealing 
with violators.

We feel this b ill w ill further our success in dealing with this most volatile 
crime. Currently when an officer responds to the scene o f a violation of a
domestic violence writ, and the respondent is in possession of a deadly weapon,
the most the officer is able to do is place the person under arrest for a 
m isdemeanor.

Research has shown, and current cases with in the State have proven, that 
deadly weapons have been used where the victim has been murdered during a 
violation of a writ.

The Committee feels the ideal would be that the respondent is warned via the
w rit that i f he/she violates the writ, and is in possession of a deadly weapon,
he/she shall be arrested for a felony. It is our hope that this addition would
act as further dctcrrancc in the injury and death of innocent people. In the 
event the respondent docs not pay heed to this warning three things w ill 
occur: 1) an officer has the authority to arrest the respondent for a felony;
2) more time is allowed to pass providing for a "cooling o ff period"; 3) the 
respondent w ill become very aware of the seriousness o f the crime and lie/she 
w ill know the State is serious about this crime.

The following information should prove useful in your discussion with anyone 
who may oppose this worthwhile step in furthering the protection of victims 
o f domestic violence.

February 16, 1990



If you have any questions, or if any member of this committee can assist in 
any way to insure the expcdicious passage of this legislation, please call.
Thank you. 

Sincerely,

Lt. Shirley A. Warner 
Chair, Domestic Violence Committee 
Anchorage Police Department 
786-8851

Carrie Longoria
Director, Abuse Prevention Program 
Municipality of Anchorage 
343-4876

James F. Wolf 
Municipal Prosecutor 
Municipality of Anchorage 
343-4250

Sgt. Doug Stowers 
Warrant Section 
Anchorage Police Department 
343-4198

1st Sgt. Dennis Casanovas 
Patrol Division 
Alaska State Troopers 
269-5511

Nancy Scheetz-Freymillcr 
Executive Director 
Abused Women's Aid in Crisis 
272-0100

Kevin Fitzgerald 
Assistant District Attorney 
State of Alaska 
277-8622

Cheryl Mann
Executive Director
Alaska Women's Resource Center
276-0528

Sgt. Michael A. Grimes 
Violent Crimes Unit 
Anchorage Police Department 
786-8807

Sgt. Gary Appcrson 
Patrol. Division
Anchorage Police Department 
786-8500



From the National W o m e n  Abuse Prevention Project:

* When battered women are killed by their abusers, it 
frequently occurs after they have been separated from 
them or taken other action to end the relationships.

* FBI data indicate that 30% of female homicide victims arc 
killed by their husbands or boyfriends. This translates
into the death of four women per day at the hands of male 
partners.

* An in-depth study of all one-on-one murder and non- 
negligent manslaughter cases from 1980-84 found that 
more than one-half (52%) of female victims were killed 
by male partners.

* 40% of women seeking shelter services in Texas were 
abused with weapons.

* Research suggests that spousal abuse results in more 
injuries that require medical treatment than rape, auto 
accidents, and muggings combined.

From Men W h o  Batter: An Integrated Approach for Stopping Wife Abuse,
Edward W. Gondolf, Learning Publications, 1989:

In a study of domestic violence and the police in Kansas 
City, Missouri, it was found that police had responded to 
disturbance calls, at the address of homicide victims at least 
once in the two years before the homicioc in 90% of the 
cases, and five or more times in 50% of the cases.

From the Statistical Study of Domestic Violence Cases: 1986-1988, in Anchorage:

* Approximately 12% of the domestic violence victims 
* experienced injury by weapons or objects.

* Approximately 9 %  of the domestic violence victims were 
threatened with a knife, gun or other dangerous object.
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WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

B Y  T H E  H E S S  C O M M I T T E E

WORK DRAFT

6 - 1 9 7  I E
L a u t e r b a c h
1 / 3 0 / 9 0

I N  T H E  S E N A T E

S E N A T E  B I L L  NO .

I N  T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  

S I X T E E N T H  L E G I S L A T U R E  -  S E C O N D  S E S S I O N

A  B I L L

F o r  a n  A c t  e n t i t l e d :  " A n  A c t  r e l a t i n g  t o  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  p a y m e n t  r a t e s . "

B E  I T  E N A C T E D  B Y  T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  O F  T H E  S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A :

*  S e c t i o n  1.  A S  4 7 . 0 7 . 0 7 0 ( a )  i s  a m e n d e d  t o  r e a d :

( a )  T h e  [ C O M M I S S I O N  S H A L L  A D V I S E  T H E ]  d e p a r t m e n t  s h a l l  s e t  [ O N ]  

t h e  p r o s p e c t i v e  r a t e  o f  p a y m e n t  t o  a h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  u n d e r  t h i s  c h a p ­

t e r  a n d  A S  4 7 . 2 5 . 1 2 0  -  4 7 . 2 5 . 3 0 0  b a s e d  o n  a  f a i r  r a t e  f o r  r e a s o n a b l e  

c o s t s  i n c u r r e d  b y  t h e  f a c i l i t y .  [ T H E  D E P A R T M E N T  S H A L L  S E T  T H E  R A T E S  

O F  P A Y M E N T  T O  A  H E A L T H  F A C I L I T Y . ]  T h e  d e p a r t m e n t  s h a l l  b y  r e g u l a t i o n  

l i s t  t h e  f a c t o r s  i t  c o n s i d e r s  i n  m a k i n g  i t s  r a t e  d e t e r m i n a t i o n s  u n d e r  

t h i s  s e c t i o n .  A  r a t e  s e t  u n d e r  t h i s  s e c t i o n  d o e s  n o t  t a k e  e f f e c t

v

V
u n t i l  i t  i s  a p p r o v e d  i n  w r i t i n g  b y  t h e  c o i ^ i s s ^ n ^ c ^ ^ T f  t h e  r a t e  

a p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  eom mi-s s i -o r r e r ^ i s  n o t  t h e  s a m e  a s  t h e  r a t e  r e q u e s t e d  b y
^  t s~ l 4 — -

t h e  f a c i l i t y ,  t h e  o o n m u ^ s a . - o n e r ^ s  w r i t t e n  a p p r o v a l  o f  t h e  r a t e  m u s t  

c o n t a i n  f i n d i n g j f ^ t h a t  . j u s t i f y  t h e / ' ^ d i T c r e p a n c y ^ ^, A F T E R  C O N S I D E R A T I O N  

O F  A N Y  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S  M A DE  B Y  T H E  C O M M I S S I O N ]  \  ^

*  S e c ,  2 .  A S  4 7 . 0 7 . 0 7 5  i s  a m e n d e d  t o  r e a d :

S e c .  4 7 . 0 7 . 0 7 5 .  A P P L I C A T I O N  O F  A D M I N I S T R A T I V E  P R O C E D U R E  A C T .  

A c t i o n s  o f  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t  r e g a r d i n g  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y  p a y m e n t  r a t e s  

u n d e r  t h i s  c h a p t e r  a n d  A S  4 7 . 2 5 .  120 -  4 7 . 2 5 . 3 0 0  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  

p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  P r o c e d u r e  A c t  ( A S  4 4 . 6 2 )  e x c e p t  a s  

p r o v i d e d  i n  ( b )  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n .

*  S e c .  3 .  A S  4 7 . 0 7 . 0 7 5  i s  a m e n d e d  b y  a d d i n g  a n e w  s u b s e c t i o n  t o  r e a d :

( b )  T h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r  s h a l l ,  b y  r e g u l a t i o n ,  e s t a b l i s h  t i m e  l i m i t s  

a p p l i c a b l e  t o  t h e  v a r i o u s  p h a s e s  o f  a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  a p p e a l  p r o c e s s
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W O R K  D R A F T  WORK D R A F T  W ORK  D R A F T

i n v o l v i n g  a n  a p p e a l  o f  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  a  p a y m e n t  r a t e  s e t  b y  t h e  d e p a r t ­

m e n t  f o r  a  f a c i l i t y .  T h e  t i m e  l i m i t s  s e t  u n d e r  t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  s u p e r ­

s e d e  c o n f l i c t i n g  t i m e  l i m i t s  i n  A S  4 4 . 6 2 . 3 3 0  -  4 4 . 6 2 . 6 3 0 .  T h e  r e g u ­

l a t i o n s  m u s t  p r o v i d e  t h a t

( 1 )  a  h e a r i n g  f o r  a n  a p p e a l  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h i s  s j ib -s ’e i a t i o n
n  2 . 0  j

m u s t  b e  s c h e d u l e d  u n d e r  A S  4 4 . 6 2 .  4 1 0  t o  o c c u r  n o  m o r e  t h a n  90 ydays

a f t e r  w r i t t e n  n o t i c e ^  o f  r a t e  a p p e a l  h a s  b e e n  r e c e i v e d  b y  t h e  d e p a r t -a r t e r  w r i t t e n  n p t i c e . o r  r a t e  a p p e a l  n a s  o e e n  r e c e i v  

m e n t  f r c j t  a  f a c i l i t y ^  —

( 2 )  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r  m u s t ,  w i t h i n ?  l a y s  a f t e r  r e c e i v i n g  

t h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  o f  t h e  h e a r i n g  o f f i c e r ,  e i t h e r  r e n d e r  a d e c i s i o n  i n

t h e  c a s e  o r  r e f e r  t h e  c a s e  b a c k  t o  a  h e a r i n g  o f f i c e r  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  

f i n d i n g s ;

( 3 )  i f  e i t h e r  t i m e - l i m i t  s e t  u n d e r  ( 1 )  o r  ( 2 )  o f  t h i s
V S r V  C ^ ^ .

s u b s e c t i o n  i s  v i o l a t e d , » t h e  c a s e  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  d e t e r m i n e d  i n  

f a v o r  o f  t h e  f a c i l i t y  o n  a l l  p o i n t s  r a i s e d  i n  i t s  a p p e a l .

*  S e c .  4 .  A S  4 7 . 0 7 . 1 8 0 ( a )  i s  a m e n d e d  t o  r e a d :

( a )  T h e  c o m m i s s i o n  s h a l l  [ R E V I E W  P R O P O S E D  P A Y M E N T  R A T E S  O F  

• H E A L T H  F A C I L I T I E S  A N D ]  a d v i s e  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t  o n  p o l i c i e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  

p a y m e n t  r a t e s  f o r  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s  u n d e r  t h i s  c h a p t e r  a n d  A S  4 7 . 2 5 . -  

120 -  4 7 . 2 5 . 3 0 0 .  T h e  c o m m i s s i o n  m a y  a l s o  r e v i e w  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t ' s  

r e g u l a t i o n s  o n  p a y m e n t  r a t e s  a n d  r e c o m m e n d  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  r a t e - s e t t i n g  

s y s t e m  i f  i t  d e t e r m i n e s  t h a t  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t ' s  s y s t e m  i s  i n a d e q u a t e .

*  S e c .  5 .  A S  4 7 . 0 7 . 1 8 0 ( c )  i s  r e p e a l e d .
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6-2091A

m BY SEN. KERTTULA

1 IN THE SENATE

2 SENATE B ILL  NO. 441

3 IN  THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE -  SECOND SESSION

5 A B ILL

6 For an A c t  e n t i t l e d :  "An  A c t  p r o h ib i t in g  the s a le  o f  c e r ta in  beverages in

7 c e r ta in  con ta iners  and the  sa le  o f  d ispo sab le  s i n g l e -

8 use d iapers  th a t  are not b io d e g ra d a b le . "

9 BE I T  ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

10 *  S ec t ion  1. AS 46.06 is  amended by adding a new s e c t io n  to  read:

11 Sec. 46.06.095. PROHIBITED SALES. (a) A person may not s e l l  or

12 o f f e r  to  s e l l

_  13 V X -  (1) d ispo sab le  s in g le -u s e  d iapers  tha t  are not b iodegrad -

14 fs a b le ;  y  V

abl^15 (2) a beverage in  a c on ta in e r  th a t  i s  composed, exc lu d ing

16 V  tl o f  a com bination o f  p l a s t i c  and m eta l.he c losure  d e v ic e ,

17 (b) A  person who v i o l a t e s  (a) o f  t h i s  s e c t io n  is  g u i l t y  o f  a

18 v i o l a t i o n .  Each s a le  or o f f e r  to  s e l l  i s  a separate  o f fe n s e .

19 (c) The department s h a l l  adopt r e g u la t io n s  under the  A d m in is tra -

20 t i v e  Procedure A c t  (AS 44.62) to  p ro v id e  g u id e l in e s  to  i d e n t i f y  the

21 items whose s a le  is  p r o h ib i t e d  under (a) o f  th is  s e c t io n .

22 (d) I n  t h i s  s e c t io n ,

23 (1) "b e ve rag e "  means beer or o ther  malt beverage , w ine ,

24 wine d r in k ,  and m inera l w a te r ,  soda w a te r ,  or carbonated s o f t  d r in k ,

25 in  l i q u i d  form and in tended  fo r  human consumption; in  t h i s  subsec t ion

26 (A) "o th e r  malt beverage " means a beverage ob ta in ed  by

27 the a lc o h o l i c  fe rm en ta t ion ,  in fu s io n ,  or d ecoc t ion  o f  b a r le y ,

28 m a lt ,  Hops, or o ther  g ra in  or c e r e a l ,  and w a ter , in c lu d in g  b e ve r -

29 ages commonly r e fe r r e d  to  as a l e ,  s to u t ,  or malt l iq u o r ;

SB0441a -1- SB 441



1 (B) "w ine  d r in k "  means a d r in k  th a t  c on s is ts  o f  wine

2 and con cen tra ted  or unconcen tra ted  j u i c e  or f l a v o r in g  m a te r ia l

3 and th a t  con ta ins  7.5 percen t or le s s  a lc o h o l  by volume;

4 (2) " c o n ta in e r "  means an in d i v i d u a l ,  s epa ra te ,  sea led

5 g la s s ,  coated paper, m e ta l ,  or p l a s t i c  b o t t l e ,  can, j a r ,  or car ton .

6 * Sec. 2. Th is  A c t  a p p l ie s  to  s a le s  made on or  a f t e r  January 1, 1991.

$
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Contact: Wendy Maurice
Phil Wirth 
Ellen Werther

THE GOLDEN ANNIVERSARY OF DIAPER FREEDOM 
Where Would America Be Without It?

HUMBLE BEGINNING

PARENTS’ PREFERENCE

A PRACTICAL NECESSITY

HOSPITALS’ CHOICE

DOWN WITH DIAPER RASH

COST ECONOMY

ENERGY EFFICIENCY

QUALITY TIME BONUS

Although dispo sable diapers have been used in 
Europe for 50 years, they made their U.S. debut in 
1958. Vic Mills -- Procter & Gamble researcher and 
grandfather -- is credited with inventing a forerunner 
of the modern single-use diaper used by 9 out of every 
10 parents today.
Single-use products are the predominant diapering 
system today, accounting for 85% of all diaper changes 
in the U.S.
For the 50% of working women with children under 
age 3, disposable diapering convenience is essential.
In a recent survey of the nation’s 4,485 hospitals, over 
95% (4,300) reported the use of disposable diapers in 
maternity wards.
Independent research and clinical studies confirm that 
super-absorbent diapers maintain healthy infant skin.
Based on a 1986 study of 1,362 mothers -- which found 
that cloth diaperers used an average of 30 more 
diapers per week -- single-use diapers are less costly 
on average than diaper services.
Single-use diapers are more energy efficient in 
manufacture and use. Multiple-use products also 
consume more water in home laundering.
Diapering with disposables saves a caregiver an 
estimated 78 hours a year in quality time -- equivalent 
to a two-week vacation.

- more -
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Q: Are single-use diapers more sanitary than cloth diapers?
A: Inadequate water temperatures and inferior home laundering practices can result in

bacterial residues on cloth diapers. Home laundering problems include: improper 
sterilization due to low energy-efficient water temperatures, failure to rinse out 
detergents, skin reactions from harsh disinfectants, comingled laundry loads and 
bacteria breeding in diaper pails. A sanitary disposable diaper typically reduces 
bacteria counts to 2 per square inch from cloth’s high of 10,000 per square inch, 
according to a study published in Clinical Pediatrics. The elimination of diaper pins 
and unhygienic diaper pails further reduces the risk of infection.

Q: Does the disposal of diapers present any risk of disease transmission to solid waste
handlers?

A: No. Dr. John Fox, a former leading epidemiologist with the University of Washington
School of Public Health, calculated the occupational risk of disease transmission from 
single-use diapers to be 1 per 1 million years. A 1980 EPA report confirms that no 
scientific evidence suggests that single-use diapers pose any health risk to sanitation 
workers, landfill operators or the general public. Four additional U.S. studies on the 
health of solid waste handlers also found "no risk" attributable to single-use diaper 
disposal. A recent review by a group of scientists headed by Dr. Richard Engelbrecht 
concluded in July 1989 that the presence of soiled diapers in the solid waste stream 
does not pose a significant health risk to solid waste workers or landfill operators.

Q: Can infectious materials from soiled diapers leach into groundwater?
A: After careful review, the EPA found "not one sound epidemiological study correlating

an outbreak of any infectious disease in this country with the pathogen content of 
solid waste." On average, over 99.9% of the enteroviruses that enter landfills come 
from animal feces and sewage sludge. In the words of Dr. John Fox, "In brief, the 
chance of such viruses passing from a good landfill into the public water supply is that 
of the survival of the proverbial snowball in hell."

Q: Are there any unusual health risks associated with single-use diapers, such as indirect
infection from polio vaccination?

A: To the contrary, if infection from baby diapers was a risk, it would have been detected
first in cloth diaper service workers, who have high exposure to soiled diapers. 
According to the Centers for Disease Control, in 1962 - when disposables accounted 
for 1/10 of 1% of diaper changes in the U.S. -- 691 polio cases were reported. This 
contrasts with a low of 8 such cases in 1986, when single-use products were used in 
81% of diaper changes. In over 30 years, there has never been a single case of polio 
attributed to using disposable diapers.

#  #  #
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Contact:

A  PUBLIC HEALTH PRIMER
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BY SEN. K E RTTULA

1 IN  THE SENATE

2 SENATE B ILL  NO. 441

3 IN  THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE -  SECOND SESSION

5 A B ILL

6 For an A c t  e n t i t l e d :  "An  Ac t p r o h ib i t in g  the s a le  o f  c e r ta in  beverages in

7 c e r ta in  con ta in ers  and the sa le  o f  d isposab le  s in g le -

8 use d iapers  th a t  are not b io d e g ra d a b le . "

9 BE IT  ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

10 * S e c t io n  1. AS 46.06 i s  amended by adding a new s e c t io n  to  read:

11 Sec. 46.06.095. PROHIBITED SALES. (a) A person may not s e l l  or

12 o f f e r  to  s e l l

13 V C T -  (1) d ispo sab le  s in g le -u s e  d iapers  th a t  are not b iodegrad -

14 % a b l e ; /H
15 (2) a beverage in  a con ta in er  th a t  is  composed, exc lud ing

16 r L ' t h e  c lo su re  d e v ic e ,  o f  a combination o f  p l a s t i c  and m eta l.
/  v

17 (b) A person who v i o l a t e s  (a) o f  t h i s  s e c t io n  i s  g u i l t y  o f a

18 v i o l a t i o n .  Each s a le  or o f f e r  to  s e l l  i s  a separa te  o f fen se .

19 (c) The department s h a l l  adopt r e g u la t io n s  under the A d m in is tra -

20 t i v e  Procedure A c t  (AS 44.62) to  p ro v id e  g u id e l in e s  to i d e n t i f y  the

21 items whose sa le  i s  p r o h ib i t e d  under (a) o f  t h i s  s e c t io n .

22 (d) In  t h i s  s e c t io n ,

23 (1) "b e ve rag e "  means beer or o ther  malt beverage, w ine,

24 wine d r in k ,  and m inera l w a te r ,  soda w a ter , or carbonated s o f t  d r in k ,

25 in  l i q u i d  form and in tended  fo r  human consumption; i n  t h i s  subsec t ion

26 (A) "o th e r  malt beverage " means a beverage ob ta ined  by

27 the  a lc o h o l i c  fe rm en ta t ion ,  in fu s io n ,  or d ecoc t ion  o f  b a r le y ,

28 m a lt ,  hops, or o ther  g ra in  or c e r e a l ,  and w a ter , in c lu d in g  b e ve r -

29 ages commonly r e fe r r e d  to  as a le ,  s to u t ,  or m alt l iq u o r ;
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1 (B) "w ine  d r in k "  means a d r in k  th a t  c on s is ts  o f  wine

2 and concen tra ted  or unconcentrated  j u i c e  or f l a v o r in g  m a te r ia l

3 and th a t  con ta in s  7.5 percen t or le s s  a lco h o l  by volume;

4 (2) " c o n ta in e r "  means an i n d i v i d u a l ,  s epara te , sea led

5 g la s s ,  coated paper, m e ta l ,  or p l a s t i c  b o t t l e ,  can, j a r ,  or car ton .

6 *  Sec. 2. Th is  A c t  a p p l ie s  to  sa les  made on or a f t e r  January 1, 1991.
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Dispelling Th< Myths
T H E  T R U T H  

A B O U T

Contact: Wendy Maurice
Phil Wirth 
Ellen Werther

THE GOLDEN ANNIVERSARY OF DIAPER FREEDOM 
Where Would America Be Without It?

HUMBLE BEGINNING

PARENTS’ PREFERENCE

A PRACTICAL NECESSITY

HOSPITALS’ CHOICE

DOWN WITH DIAPER RASH

COST ECONOMY

ENERGY EFFICIENCY

QUALITY TIME BONUS

Although disposable diapers have been used in 
Europe for 50 years, they made their U.S. debut in 
1958. Vic Mills -- Procter & Gamble researcher and 
grandfather -- is credited with inventing a forerunner 
of the modern single-use diaper used by 9 out of every 
10 parents today.
Single-use products are the predominant diapering 
system today, accounting for 85% of all diaper changes 
in the U.S.
For the 50% of working women with children under 
age 3, disposable diapering convenience is essential.
In a recent survey of the nation’s 4,485 hospitals, over 
95% (4,300) reported the use of disposable diapers in 
maternity wards.
Independent research and clinical studies confirm that 
super-absorbent diapers maintain healthy infant skin.
Based on a 1986 study of 1,362 mothers -- which found 
that cloth diaperers used an average of 30 more 
diapers per week -- single-use diapers are less costly 
on average than diaper services.
Single-use diapers are more energy efficient in 
manufacture and use. Multiple-use products also 
consume more water in home laundering.
Diapering with disposables saves a caregiver an 
estimated 78 hours a year in quality time -- equivalent 
to a two-week vacation.

- more -
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AN AMERICAN CLASSIC American Baby salutes single-use diapers as "the
product that has done more than anything else to 
make parents’ lives a little easier." A Consumer 
Reports distinction recognized the convenience diaper 
as one of "50 small wonders and big deals that 
revolutionized the lives of consumers."

#  #  #



Dispelling The .1 /v//v
T H E  T R U T H

A B O U T  Contact:
D I A P E R S

Ellen We» ther
A PUBLIC HEALTH PRIMER

Q: Are single-use diapers more sanitary than cloth diapers?
A: Inadequate water temperatures and inferior home laundering practices can result in

bacterial residues on cloth diapers. Home laundering problems include: improper 
sterilization due to low energy-efficient water temperatures, failure to rinse out 
detergents, skin reactions from harsh disinfectants, comingled laundry loads and 
bacteria breeding in diaper pails. A sanitary disposable diaper typically reduces 
bacteria counts to 2 per square inch from cloth’s high of 10,000 per square inch, 
according to a study published in Clinical Pediatrics. The elimination of diaper pins 
and unhygienic diaper pails further reduces the risk of infection.

Q: Does the disposal of diapers present any risk of disease transmission to solid waste
handlers?

A: No. Dr. John Fox, a former leading epidemiologist with the University of Washington
School of Public Health, calculated the occupational risk of disease transmission from 
single-use diapers to be 1 per 1 million years. A 1980 EPA report confirms that no 
scientific evidence suggests that single-use diapers pose any health risk to sanitation 
workers, landfill operators or the general public. Four additional U.S. studies on the 
health of solid waste handlers also found "no risk" attributable to single-use diaper 
disposal. A recent review by a group of scientists headed by Dr. Richard Engelbrecht 
concluded in July 1989 that the presence of soiled diapers in the solid waste stream 
does not pose a significant health risk to solid waste workers or landfill operators.

Q: Can infectious materials from soiled diapers leach into groundwater?
A: After careful review, the EPA found "not one sound epidemiological study correlating

an outbreak of any infectious disease in this country with the pathogen content of 
solid waste." On average, over 99.9% of the enteroviruses that enter landfills come 
from animal feces and sewage sludge. In the words of Dr. John Fox, "In brief, the 
chance of such viruses passing from a good landfill into the public water supply is that 
of the survival of the proverbial snowball in hell."

Q: Are there any unusual health risks associated with single-use diapers, such as indirect
infection from polio vaccination?

A; To the contrary, if infection from baby diapers was a risk, it would have been detected 
first in cloth diaper service workers, who have high exposure to soiled diapers. 
According to the Centers for Disease Control, in 1962 -- when disposables accounted 
for 1/10 of 1% of diaper changes in the U.S. -- 691 polio cases were reported. This 
contrasts with a low of 8 such cases in 1986, when smgle-use products were used in 
81% of diaper changes. In over 30 years, there has never been a single case of polio 
attributed to using disposable diapers.

#  #  #
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SELECTED DIAPER RESOURCES

Additional information may be obtained by contacting the scientific, medical, industry and 
environmental experts listed below.

Scientific/Technical 
Dr. Daryl Ditz
Cornell Waste Management Institute 
(607) 255-8102
Dr. William Rathje 
University of Arizona 
(602) 621-6290
Dr. Richard Engelbrecht 
University of Illinois 
(217) 333-3822
Vickie Rocker 
Portland Metropolitan 
Service District 

(503) 221-1646

Parenting
Arlene Rossen Cardozo 
Author, Sequencing 
(612) 333-6600
Vicky Lansky
Author, Practical Parenting 
(612) 475-1505
Kay Willis 
Mothers Matter 
(201) 933-8191

Medical/Health
Dr. Laurence Foster 
Oregon State Health Division 
(503) 229-5821
Dr. Karen Laugel 
Pedi-Care 
(203) 381-9990
Dr. James Leyden
University of Pennsylvania Hospital
(215)662-6151
Dr. William Sammons 
Author, The Self-Calmed Baby
(802) 425-3007
Dr. Loraine Stem
Plaza Posada Medical Center
(805) 255-2229

Industry
Bruce Barman 
Weyerhaeuser 
(206) 924-3664
Malcolm Bellafronto 
Pope & Talbot 
(503) 228-9161

- more -
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Roger Bognar 
American Paper Institute 
(212) 340-0600
Ray Chambers 
VMG Enterprises, Inc.
(206) 693-6688
Jack Christman 
Whitestone Products Group 
(201) 752-2700
Ron Lustik 
Procter & Gamble 
(513) 983-2177
Robert Mannino 
American Tissue Corp.
(516) 435-9000
Terry Mills
Scott Paper Company
(215) 522-6753

Indu stry  (con tinued)

Robert Munoz
Chicopee (Johnson & Johnson) 
(201)524-1293
George Murphy 
Hospital Specialty Company 
(312) 858-0200
David Pitassi 
Veragon 
(713) 682-3104
Randy Schaaf
Ultra Care Products, Inc.
(614) 387-1234
William Sease
Professional Medical Products
(803) 223-4281

#  #  #
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Contact: Wendy Maurice
Phil Wirth 
Ellen Werther

DIAPER DOLLAR-NOMICS
An Economic and Energy Evaluation

According to a national survey of 1,362 mothers conducted 
in 1986, cloth diaperers use nearly twice as many 
diapers per week. In the first two years of life, a 
cloth-diapered infant will use 3,120 more diapers than a 
disposable-diapered infant. Based on reported survey 
usage, infant disposables cost less than diaper services.

Single-Use 
(on average)

Multiple-Use 
(on average)

Diapers Per Week 38 68
Cost Per Diaper S.18-.22 $.15
Cost Per Week $6.84-8.36 $10.20 '

A COST COMPARISON 
(Adult Incontinents)

A study published in the Julv 1989 issue of Geriatric 
Nursing calculates the cost savings of single-use vs. 
multiple-use incontinent products to be $18,000. on an 
annual basis, for a 150-bed nursing home with 75 
bladder impaired patients.

Single-Use Multiple-Use

Patient Cost Per Day $3.35 $4.01
Annual Savings Per Patient $240 $0.0

ENERGY BENEFITS From production through final disposal, single-use
diapers consume 55% less energy than home-laundered 
diapers.

- more -
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A COST COMPARISON 
(Infant Diapers)


