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MINUTES OF THE __HOUSE _ COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL AND STATﬁ AFF?

The meeting was called to order by Representative Ginger Barr at
Chairperson

1:33  x#./p.m. on February 19 19.90in room _519-S  of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Representatives Cates - Excused
Gjerstad
Peterson
Committee staff present:
Mary Galligan, Kansas Department of Legislative Research
Lynne Holt, Kansas Department of Legislative Research
Mary Torrence, Revisor of Statutes Office
Juel Bennewitz, Secretary to the Committee

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Representative Artie Lucas

Scott Morgan, Chief Counsel to the Governor

Cynthia Patton, Kansans for Life

Robert Zornes, The L.I.G.H.T. House, Kansas City, Kansas
Pat Goodson, Right to Life of Kansas, Inc.

Cleta Renyer, Right to Life of Kansas, Inc.

Representative Marvin Smith

Rick Wolters, Hugoton, Kansas

Bob Runnels, Executive Director, Kansas Catholic Conference
Mary Jane Whelan, Kansans for Life

Tammy Palmer, Wichita, Kansas

Dick Kelsey, Kansas Association of Evangelicals

Lacy McMullen, Manhattan, Kansas

Betty Born, Sidewalk Counselor

Arthur Boyle, Knights of Columbus, Atchison, Kansas
Reverend John Yeats, Kansas-Nebraska Convention of Southern Baptists
Representative Rex Crowell

Chairman Barr explained the hearing would be conducted in the following manner:
1. Testimony would begin at 1:35 p.m.
2. Each conferee would have a time limit of two and a half minutes and would
be timed.
3. The conferees were requested to stay for questions by the committee.
4. Testimony would be presented from 1:35 - 2:30 p.m.
5. Committee questions and discussion would be 2:30 - 3:20 p.m.

Representative Lucas compared HB 2663 and HB 2779's major provisions and parental
notification in general, Attachment No. 1.

Scott Morgan explained the major points of HB 2779, Attachment No. 2.

Cynthia Patton spoke in favor of parental notification, Attachment No. 3 and
submitted statistics from three states having such laws, Attachment No. 3A.

Robert Zornes testified in support of HB 2663 based on his experience as a counselor
of teens, Attachment No. 4.

Pat Goodson advocated the provisions of HB 2663 and strongly opposed the other
parental notification bills assigned the committee, Attachment No. 5.

Cleta Renyer supported HB 2663 and opposed any judicial bypass provisions,
Attachment No. 6.

Representative Smith supported HB 2663, as drafted, Attachment No. 7, and submitted
a constituent letter requesting support of parental notification, Attachment No. 7A.

Cathy and Rick Wolters presented a dialogue regarding decision making and submitted
a written statement supporting HB 2663 but strongly opposing HB 2779, Attachment No. 8.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for

editing or corrections. Page 1 Of _.E__
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Bob Runnels spoke in support of parental notification and noted his group could
endorse HB 2779 if the age were raised to 18 years, Attachment No. 9.

Mary Jane Whelan discussed points in favor of parental notification for girls under
age 18 years based on her experience as a nurse, Attachment No. 10.

Tammy Palmer supported parental notification based on her experience as a pregnant
teenager, Attachment No. 1l1.

Dick Kelsey urged support for parental notification for girls under age 18 years,
Attachment No. 12.

Lacy McMullen spoke in support of parental notification from her perspective as
a mother, Attachment No. 13.

Betty Born read a statement from Carie Ann Lickly describing her abortion,
Attachment No. 14.

Arthur Boyle testified in support of parental notification as outlined in HB 2663,
Attachment No. 15.

Reverend Yeats urged support of HB 2663, unamended, as a "pro-family" issue,
Attachment No. 16.

Representative Crowell asked the committee to support HB 2663 as legislators
affirming the family structure. He stated he would submit his written remarks
for the committee.

Attachment No. 17 is the testimony of Valerie Joens in support of HB 2663.

Ms. Joens yielded her scheduled speaking time to Representative Lucas.

Attachment No. 18 is Barbara Stoecklein's submitted statement in favor of parental

notification based on her family's experience.

Committee discussion:

Q. To all conferees except Mr. Morgan - Is there any conferee in the room who
endorses HB 27797

A. Chairman Barr directed the record show there were no conferees present endorsing
HB 2779.

Q. To Representative Lucas - A comparison of the two bills received from staff
indicates that the definition of abortion in your bill could include birth
control methods. Was it your intention to include birth control methods?

A. Rep. Lucas responded that was not his understanding of the bill drafting
and he would not object to such clarification of the bill.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - Could you please define "diligent effort"?

A. Rep. Lucas responded he intended to leave it "to the wisdom of the committee"
to determine what it wanted or thought it should mean. If he were not in
favor of the definition, Rep. Lucas said he would oppose it on the floor.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - Is it of concern to you that HB 2663 is absent a judicial
bypass when such laws in other states have been enjoined pending a Supreme
Court decision?

A. Rep. Lucas' response was that it was specifically drafted without judicial
bypass. He noted that courts could be notified through SRS in cases of incest.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - You have no concern then when no state has upheld such a bill
without judicial bypass?
A. The response was that if the Minnesota and Ohio laws were upheld before the
Supreme Court, and the committee felt judicial bypass necessary, when debate
occurred on the bill, Representative Lucas had an amendment he was prepared
to offer.
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Q0. To Ms. Patton - You say parental involvement laws have been effective in

reducing the number of abortions and teenage pregnancies and refer to statistics
from three other states. Would you compare Minnesota to Kansas?

Ms. Patton responded that in terms of size and the fact that both are

midwestern states, it is probably a good comparison.

To Ms. Patton - Statistics seem to indicate the abortion and teenage pregnancy
rates for Kansas are dropping as well and it has no parental involvement law.
The response was that Minnesota has a reporting bill requiring clinics report
and Kansas does not. Most hospitals in Kansas have stopped doing abortions
therefore the decline in statistics and Ms. Patton claimed the decline was

not as significant as that of Minnesota.

To Ms. Patton -~ There is a chart on pregnancy rates for women under 20 years
(doesn't include abortion statistics) that indicates the same decline for
Kansas and Minnesota. If the only different fact is parental notification,
would you amplify?

Ms. Patton answered that she could not.

To Ms. Patton - What does your organization do to reduce teen pregnancies?

She responded her organization is a single issue organization due to the
diversity of religious tenets of its members. She stated the organization
takes no position on birth control or sex education in the schools. Also

the organization does not lobby on any bills other than those against abortion.

Ms. Patton further stated the organization's constituency was not organized

for that issue and it would be asking it to get involved with someone else's
issue.

To Ms. Patton - How do you define dysfunctional family?
In terms of SRS' confirmed cases of abuse and neglect in the last six months.

To Ms. Patton - SRS took 5,000 children into custody last year. With that
number, how did you derive such a low percentage for dysfunctional families?
It does not appear that SRS would remove children from their homes without
serious concern.

Most parents have due process rights and Ms. Patton questioned every reported

case constituted a dysfunctional family unless people had had a due process
hearing and were actually convicted.

To Rep. Lucas - re: HB 2663, Section 4 (civil penalties). Could you have
a situation where a woman consented to an abortion and later file a suit
against the person performing the abortion holding him civilly liable?
"Absolutely." It refers to Section 3 describing an abortion using unpro-
fessional conduct and malpractice.

To Rep. Lucas - Section 3 speaks to when notice shall not be required and what
constitutes notice. What constitutes medical standards did not appear to be
contained in that section. Parents who may have given their consent may

also file a civil suit?

"That's right."”

To Rep. Lucas - Would this also include the parents of the boy responsible
for the pregnancy?
The answer was affirmative.

To Rep. Lucas - To clarify, conceivably there could be five parties - the
parents of the girl, the parents of the boy and the girl herself who could
agree to an abortion, have it proceed without incident and then at a later
date, file suit?

The answer was affirmative.

To Rep. Lucas - Wisconsin enacted a law January 1, 1990, making the parents
of an unmarried minor teen financially responsible for the baby. If Kansas
were to enact a parental notification law, do you think grandparents should
be financially responsible for the children?
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A.

Rep. Lucas responded the families have a responsibility to the minor. Further,
he stated it could be discussed though he would want to review the proposed
legislation.

To Rep. Lucas - Following up on Section 4, is the boy responsible for the
pregnancy also entitled to file suit against the doctor?

The answer was affirmative. Rep. Lucas stated he felt this reasonable if
the conduct of the doctor was unprofessional. He called the law concerning
non-notification of parents in cases of a child having a veneral disease

a travesty.

To Ms. Patton - re: The increased emotional pressures put on children as
evidenced by the rise in teen suicide. Ideally, every family should be involved
with its children but realistically there are those who do not assume the
responsibility. Noting that the organization you represent is single issue,

how would it stand on a requirement that according to state law, parents

and their children, by a date certain, attend a certified sex education class
discussing the responsibilities of sex with children?

The response was that sex education is a volatile issue. Ms. Patton expressed
hope that there existed a successful sex education program emphasizing abstinence
but stated her organization would split over that issue.

To Ms. Patton - Do you know of any state statute requiring parents' signature
for the piercing of ears or administration of a cough drop?

The response was that it is common law - tort law. It is not statutory law,
it is common law. Consent forms are used because any operation performed
without one is considered battery. Parents consent for surgery is required
because under common law the judiciary has decided minors are incapable of
giving informed consent. Conversely, the Supreme Court has recognhized privacy
rights for minors.

To Ms. Patton - re: A technical point - the pre-emptory clause in Section 1

of HB 2663, not found in HB 2779. Was this inserted because of a question

of constitutionality?

The answer was affirmative. If the explanatory clause is removed it eliminates
the legislative intent. That is the basis to the challenge of the Minnesota
law presently before the Supreme Court. Ms. Patton contended HB 2779 would

be more difficult to defend at the Supreme Court level because it has no

such clause.

To Mr. Runnels - Your testimony makes no reference to HB 2663.

Mr. Runnels clarified that at the time the testimony was written, his under-
standing was HB 2779 was the only bill to be discussed. He stated HB 2663
was the preferred bill of the Conference and would be restrictive. It would
have concerns regarding HB 2779.

To Rep. Lucas — re: A follow-up to the notification of both parents. How
many children under 18 years of age in Kansas live in single parent homes?
Rep. Lucas did not have the statistics.

To Rep. Lucas - The member stated it was about half. Do you know how many
non-custodial parents are actively involved in their child's life through
payment of child support, visit or see the child? Why do we try to find a
parent who may or may not have any idea about this child to notify him/her

of a surgical procedure?

The response was hegative to the first question. Rep. Lucas explained "all
diligent effort" was used for that reason. Rep. Lucas stated both parents have
a vested interest regardless of their involvement.

To Rep. Lucas - Many analogies have been made about abortion as a surgical
procedure. Are both parents notified for an appendectomy?

The intention is to try to increase communication but the primary issue is
rights of the parents.
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Q. To Rep. Lucas - What gives an absent, non-custodial parent that kind of right

over a minor childz

A. Rep. Lucas cited an example of a divorced father, paying child support as
having the right to be notified. He also affirmed the intention that a parent,

possibly non-custodial,

from birth had the right to be notified.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - re: Children in foster care. Citing parents declared incom-
petent or a family so dysfunctional the state has removed the child from the
home -- according to the bill, those same parents would be notified rather
than the foster parent involved in the daily care and support of the child?

A. The answer was affirmative.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - To clarify, which parties may sue the physician?

A. Section 4, as it refers

to Section 3 (where notice is required) states

performance of an abortion, in violation of Section 3" - if notification
was not provided, the physician can be guilty of a class D felony and subject
to civil penalties. Rep. Lucas stated he did not know if the section was

typical of legislation i

n the other states with such laws.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - re: Incest provision - Would declaration of incest be enough

to exempt a person from

the noficiation requirement?

A. Reference was made to Section 4, line 19, and if "they have done everything
they can to try and prove what that minor has said is true, that it is a
case of incest, then they cannot be held liable".

Q. To Rep. Lucas - In terms of the procedure, how do you envision determining
the truth of the minor's claim?

A. Rep. Lucas responded it

would more properly be directed to a doctor or attorney.

Q. To Rep. Lucas - Do you have any idea of the length of time in making the
determination? What would be the process for validating the claim? Would the

decision be made by SRS,

local law enforcement? What if they disagreed?

A. In response to the second question, Rep. Lucas restated the question would

be better answered by a
the claim of incest.

physician or attorney. The physician would determine

Q. To Ms. McMullen - Is there recognition that a variety of religious groups

differed on this issue?

To approach the issue on religious grounds, codifying

it into state law presents a problem, especially in terms of the privacy of

the decision?

A. Ms. McMullen responded she was presenting a personal opinion and not that of

any religious group.

Q. To Ms. Patton - re: HB

2663, p. 2, line 9 - in terms of foster children

whose parents' rights have been severed, the state is then the parent or so
designates a foster parent. Would your group oppose an adjustment to address

this issue?
A. Ms. Patton answered the

bill probably did not address that issue and than an

amendment may be in order.

Q. To Ms. Patton -re: An unemancipated pregnant minor, living with friends,
who does not know the whereabouts of her parents, has no one to notify or
to counsel with her concerning adequate care, etc.

A. The answer was that the

bill does not address the point and an amendment

in terms of the definition of unemancipated minor may be in order. Ms. Patton
stipulated the definition should not be "too loose" and that in cases where

girls have been "kicked

out" of their homes, the parents are still financially

responsible. She expressed doubt there could be required notification in

the case of a pregnancy

test.

Q. To Ms. Patton - Where is the protection in the bill for the child who does
not want to have an abortion and the parents determine she should?
A. The girl has privacy rights under the Constitution.
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Q. To Rep. Lucas - Shouldn't the man responsible for the pregnancy be notified?
If the girl elects to not tell him, he is still financially responsible.

A. Rep. Lucas agreed the man should be notified but unless he and the girl are
married, he was not financially responsible until the birth of the baby.
Ms. Patton explained there is a father's rights bill which addresses this
subject.

The conferees were asked how many would support an earlier suggestion that the

state mandate sex education classes involving parents and children. It was

directed the minutes reflect none raised their hands. Ms. Patton stated the program
would need to be reviewed before a response could be given.

The meeting adjourned at 3:23 p.m. The next meeting of the committee is scheduled
for February 20, 1990, 1:30 p.m. in Room 519-§.
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HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE HOUSE
FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
PARENTAL NOTIFICATION
February 19, 1990

Madam Chairman and members of the committee, thank you for
allowing me the opportunity to come before you on the issue of
Parental Notification. I would like to first review the two
bills before the committee and their differences and then discuss
the issue in general. I know this is an emotional issue, but I
will endeavor to deal in just verifiable facts and data in my
testimony.

HB 2663 and HB 2779 both deal with the requirement of a p:hysician
to notify the parents of a minor seeking an abortion. There are
several distinct differences between these bills:

1. Age of Minors-

HB 2663 Specifies that this bill would require notification
be given to the parents of any girl below the age of

minority as defined in K.S.A. 38-101, basically speaking,
18.

HB 2779 Specifies that this bill would require notification
be given to the parents of any girl below the age of 16.

3]

Type of Notice-

HB 2663 Specifies that the notice shall be either a personal
notice delivered by the physician or the physician's agent,
or by certified mail with delivery restricted to the
addressee.

HB 2779 does not specify except to say "actual notice" has
been given to one of the parents.

3. Waiting Period-

HB 2663 Specifies that the physician is required to wait for

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
Attachment No. 1

February 19, 1990



a period of 48 hours after the delivery of the notice, which
is deemed to be the next day after the notice is mailed.

HB 2779 does not specify any waiting period.
4. Number of Parents Notified-

HB 2663 Specifies that both parents shall be notified if
both are living or can be found through diligent efforts,
otherwise one parent will suffice.

HB 2779 Specifies only one parent shall be notified.
5. Judicial Bypass-

HB 2663 Allows for Notification of the courts through the
SRS in cases where the minor is the victim of incest.

HB 2779 Allows for Notification of the courts in any
instance where the minor does not want to inform her
parents.

6. Penalties-

HB 2663 Allows that anyone found guilty of violating this
act can be convicted of a Class D felony and be subject to
civil actions.

HB 2779 Allows that a physician may have his license
revoked if unprofessional conduct or incompetency is
deterimined.

As you can see, there are some distinct differences between these
two bills. I would now like to explain why I feel that HB 2663
is the approach that Kansas should take.

This bill would probably have better been named the Parental
Rights bill, because that is precisely what we are dealing with.
The state has an important interest in protecting parents’
rights,and so it should. The Constitution guarantees parents the



right to select the school which their children will attend.
There are laws protecting parental access to their children's
school records, parental permission for school trips, health
treatment and remedial care provisions.

The U.S. Supreme Court has long recognized parental nurture and
direction of children as a right and a duty:

"[t]lhe child is not the mere creature of the state;

those who nuture him and direct his destiny have the
right, coupled with the high duty, to recognize and

prepare him for additional obgligations." (1)

Children, the Supreme Court said in June 1988, are generally more
volnerable and less mature than adults:

"Inexperience, less education, and less intelligence
make the teenager less able to evaluate the consequences
of his or her conduct while at the same time he or she is
much more apt to be motivated by mere emotion or
peer pressure than an adult."(2)

It is precisely for this reason that laws are enacted to protect
children and support parents in the discharge of their parental
responsibilities. Children may not drink alcohol or drive an
automobile, for example, until they reach a certain age.

Time and time again our legislatures and courts have recognized
the importance of the family and parents' responsibility for the
welfare of their children.

"...the guiding role of parents in the upbringing
of their children justifies limitations on the free-
doms of minors," the court stated in 1979.(3)

In one critical decision regarding their children's lives,
however, parents in Kansas have been denied any role. This is
the abortion decision.

Laws allowing for parental involvement are a constitutional means
of properly balancing state, family and individual interest.




"To allow the state to strip the parents of their natural and
legal authority to act as father and mother in this instance is
to undermine the authority and integrety of the family. Most
parents rightly recognize the potentially traumatic nature of a
teen pregnancy, and will provide the necessary parental love and
advice that, after all is what families are for."(4)

Kansas currently makes no provisions for parental knowledge,
reflection time, or consent regarding childrens' abortion
decisions. Parents are being denied the right to know, and they
are angry.

In the Kansas survey conducted for the Wichita Eagle last year, a
strong majority (82%) said they favored legislation requiring
girls under 16 to have their parents' consent for an abortion.
When the age was raised to 18 years the support was still a
significant majority (67%).

The Gallup Poll, July 6, 1989, reported that 67% of those asked
in a nation-wide poll, were in favor of requiring women under 18
years of age to get parental consent before they are allowed to
have an abortion. A 1989 Los Angeles Times poll revealed that
81% believe minors should obtain their parents' permission before
getting an abortion. Unfortunately, the media and special
interest groups often skew the results of pools to make it appear
they say something they do not. These pool results are clear and
unequivical.

While I do not believe we should have government by poll, I do
believe that expressed attitudes and feelings of our populace
should be given serious consideration when laws are being
enacted.

Without the advice and counsel of their parents, without the
proper medical history often needed, without the love and
guidance of family members, children today are at great risk of
physical and emotional scars. Physically, minors who abort their
first pregnancy rather than carry to term encounter greater risks
of complications in future pregnancies.(5)Phychologically, minors
are much more susceptible than older women to the anxiety,




depression, guilt and regret which often follows an abortion. (6)
The American Psychiatric Association has termed these symptoms
Post-Abortion Syndrome (PAS), and officially recognized the
disorder for the first time in 1987.

Families deserve private time and space for review and discussion

before a decision is made with regard to abortion. An

adolescent making such a critical decision is entitled to guidance
from concerned and caring familiy members, rather than the sole

opinion of abortion clinic personnel. And parents are entitled

to choose the best medical care for their children.

As Lawmakers we are continually making decisions that affect
peoples lives. It is important that we try to do what ‘is right.
I introduced HB 2663 because I believe the state has an important
interest in protecting parents' rights.

HB 2663 does not go as far as surveys indicate people want. A
requirement for parental notification is, I believe, a resonable
requirement, and it reflects judical findings.

Fach of us must determine our position on this difficult and
emotion-laden social problem in a spirit of tolerance,
thoughtfulness, and compassion. I have tried to do that.

I also recognize passage of this legislation will not entirely
address the teenage pregnancy problem. We will need also to
provide support--comfort, counselling, education, encouragement,
and, where necessary, financial--if we are eventually to
satisfactorily alleviate the problem.



REFERENCES

Pierce v. Society of Sisters, 268 U.S. 510, 535 (1925)

Thompson v. Oklahoma, 108 S.Ct. 2687 (1988)

Bellotti v. Baird 443 U.S. 622, 637 (1979)

Albany Times Union, Editorial (Maxrch 8, 1988)

Chung, et al, "The effects of induced abortion on subsequent
reproductive function and pregnancy outcome," Papers of the

East-West Institute, Number 86, June 1983.

Cates, "Adolescent Abortions in the United States," Journal

of Adolescent Health Care 18 (1980)

i

U~ e
oo
D

N
-\s

g\f\}



STATE OF KANSAS

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

State Capitol
Topeka 66612-1590
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In favor of HB 2779

Madam Chairperson and members of the House State and Federal
Affairs Committee, thank you for the opportunity to appear before
you today to speak in favor of HB 2779, the Governor's proposal
regarding parental notification. I am Chief Counsel to Governor
Hayden and am appearing at his request to express his continued
strong support for this measure.

Last November, Governor Hayden laid out his proposal for
addressing the troubling issue of abortion. A major part of his
proposal is legislation that would require notification of one

parent before an abortion could be performed on anyone under the age

of 16.
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Decisions regarding abortion are difficult and stressful for
any individual. But for the very young this is especially true.
That is why we must address their needs and encourage parental
support for those young women who are faced with this decision. A
parental notification requirement would promote the family
communication and parental support essential for any teenager in
these circumstances. There are many factors working against
families in today's world. The public policy of the state of Kansas
should not be one of them.

Some have asked why the Governor has chosen to support a
parental notification bill that only applies to those under the age
of 16. After considering all factors, the Governor believes those
under the age of 16 would benefit the most from parental support.
Although many areas in state law use age 18 as the point of
majority, by no means is this age used consistently throughout our
statutes., Perhaps in the most relevant area of state-determined
majprity, current law at KSA 21-3503 makes it a criminal offense to
engage in sexual activity with anyone under the age of 16 regardless
of consent. Once someone reaches the age of 16, the state no longer
prohibits such activity. With this statute, the legislature has
determined that a woman of 16 is old enough to decide whether or not
to consent to sexual activity and its conseqguences.

Another question addresses the issue of one versus two parent
notification. While the Governor‘s main reason for supportiné
parental notification is to support the Kansas family, he is aware
that many families today are Qnemparent families. Although many of
the absent parents continue to be active in the raising of their
children, a number have ceased being parents in anything but name.
The one-parent provision recognizes this reality. =
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Although the Governor believes in parental notification, he
recognizes that not all families would provide the support that
notification seeks to encourage. For this reason, he believes that
a means should be available that will allow a district judge to
decide that notification of even one parent would not be in the best
interest of the person seeking an abortion. Such a procedure should
be easily accessible, prompt and confidential.

In closing, the Governor does not suggest that this is an easy
issue. However, he does believe that for the majority of Kansans,
his proposal represents the fairest balance between a woman's right
to choose what is best for her and the state's legitimate role in
protecting children and in promoting the interests of the family.

It is important that public policy in Kansas support families
whenever possible. The Governor believes this bill would provide

such support,
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Coffeyville I speak in favor of the parental notification laws.
Concordia The parental involvement laws are effective not only
Copeland for reducing the number and rate of abortions

Dodge City among teenagers, but also the number and rate of teen-
El Dorado age pregnancies.

Erie

Girard Attached you will find the statistics for abortion and
Hanover pregnancies from Minnesota, Missouri and Massachusetts
Independence which demonstrate that the parental involvement law
Tola serves to change teenage behavior. The very knowledge
Kansas City of the law itself encourages teens to take steps to
Kingman avoid teenage pregnancy. All three states with the pa-
Lawrence rental involvement law showed a substantial decrease 1n
Manhattan the number of abortions and pregnancies in minor girls.
m$$;mn Very truly yours,

Miltonvale
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Parental involvement laws are effective not only for reducing the number
and rate of abortions among teenagers, but also the number and rate of
teenage pregnancies. For instance, the Minnesota Parental Notice Law, in
effect from 1981 through 1586, gave the state a 34 percent decrease in the
number of abortions and a 27 percent decrease in pregnancies.

In the six years before the law went into effect, Minnesota abortion
and pregnancy rates and numbers increased. During the six years the law was

"in effect, those same figures and rates decreased substantially. During both

periods, Minnesota’s birth rate continued its gradual decline.
All statistics are from the Minnesota Department of Health.

Table 1. Number and Rata per 1,000 of Abortions, Births & Pregnancies

Year Abortions Births | Bregnancies | MN Females
Number]; Rate | Number | Rate :Number : Rate 12-17 yrs (inclusive)
1975 1,648 7.04 2,494 1 10.65; 4,142 '17.69 234,092
1976 2,060 8.90 2,369 10.23: 4,429 19.13 231,544
1877 2,274 | 10.08 2,388 10.36: 4,612 [ 20.44 225,654
1578 2,186 9.91 2,122 9.62, 4,308 ©19.53 220,602
1979 2,308 | 10.65 2,093 9.65 4,401 ~20.30 276,788
1980 2,327 | 10.986 2,033 9.57 4,360  20.53 212,364
1981 1,820 8.88 1,929 9.41) 3,749 :18.29 ! 204,945
1982 1,564 7.82 1,778 8.89! 3,342 i16.71 200,020
1983 1,432 7.13 1,574 7.84: 3,006 i 14.97 200,780
1984 1,395 7.32 1,654 8.67% 3,049 115.99 190,706
1985 1,570 | 8.17| 1,573 8.18 3,143 |16.35 | 192,182
1986 1,545 8.02 1,626 8.44: 3,171 16.46 192,699

Table 2. Trends in abortion, births and pregnancy numbers
and average rates (per 1,000) for Minnnesota minors

Years Event Irend % Change | Rate
i 1975-80 Abortions increased from 1,648 to 2,327 +41 9.59
; Births decreased from 2,494 to 2,033 =19 10.01
’ Pregnancies, increased from 4,142 to 4,360 +5 19.60
.
|  1981-86 Abortions decreased from 2,327 to 1,545 -34 7.89
| Births decreased from 2,033 to 1,626 -20 8.57
i Pregnancies | decreased from 4,360 to 3,171 -27 16.46
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PARENTAL NOTIFICATION LAW
REDUCED NUMBER OF TEEN
ABORTIONS IN MINNESOTA

NUMBER OF ABORTIONS TO MINN. WOMEN
AGED 17 AND UNDER, 1975-1986

Number of
Abortions

4,000

Parental Notification
Went Into Effect in 1981

2,000

0 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
‘ YEAR

MINNESOTA ABORTION, BIRTH,
AND PREGNANCY STATISTICS, 1975 TO 1986
FOR WCMEN AGED 17 AND UNDER

Yoar Abortions Births Pragnanciss** | MN Female Residents
Number Rate#] Number Rate*]| Number r Rata* 12-17 yz8 (inclusive)
R 1975 1,648 3 7.04 | 2,494 10.85 4,142 17.89 234,052
E 1976 2,060 8.90 | 2,369 10.23 4,429 19.13 231,544
k1977 2,274 4 10.08 | 2,238 10.36 4,612 20.44 225,654
1978 2,186 9.91 | 2,122 9.62 4,308 19.53 220,602
kR 1979 2,308 & 10.85 | 2,093 9.65 4,401 20.30 216,788
E 1980.] 2,327 § 10.96 |} 2,033 9.57 4,360 20.53 212,364

8.88 1,929 9.41 3,749 18.29 204,248
7.82 1,778 8.89 3,342 16.71 200,020
%.13 1,574
7
8

AR SARSNENNANNNESENRENN

" 1983 1,432 7.84 3,006 14.97 200,780

- [Rl984 1,395 .32 ] 1,654 8.67 3,049 15.99 190,706
L 1985 1,570 .17 1,573 8.18 3,143 16.35 192,182
R 1986 1,545 7 8.02 | 1,626 8.44 3,171 16.46 192,699
...............

Sourcat Data from Minnesota Deparrtment of Health.

*Rata aquals number of abortionas/births/pregnancies for Minn, femalas agas 12 to 17 divided by
number of MN female population aged 12 to 17 timas 1,000.

* *Numbar of pregnancies aquals the number of abortiona plus number of live birtha.
Fom
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Missouri Vital Statistics
1283 - 1987

Derived from Missouri Dept. of Social Services
Division of Health .

Missouri Center for Health Statistics
" P.0. Box 570

Jefferson City, MO 65102

It has been claimed that the enactment of parental consent
laws for tesen abortions serves to change teenage behavior, i.e.
the very knowledge of the law itself will persuade teens to take
Steps to aveid unwanted pregnancy. The following data from the
State of Missouri will prove this to be true: the enactment of a
parental consent law served to decrease overall teenage
pregnancies as well as abortions.

The following table shows the number of induced abortions
and the number of pregnancies to Missouri residents under the age
of 18 during the years 1983 to 1987.

Reported

Year Induc=d Abortions Pregnancies
1983 2,550 6,464

1384 2,564 6,357
*1985 2,313 6,033

1986 2,103 5,856

1987 1,859 5,742

[*Note: The Missouri parental consent law became effective

during 1985 after being unsuccessfully challenged in court.

Thus, 1984 was the last full year in which parental consent was
not required.]

' The following trends emerge:

Between 1984 - 1987
Abortions decreased from 2,564 to 1,859.
Pregnancies decreased from 6,357 to 5,742.

Therefore, following implementation of a parental consent
law in Missouri, the number of abortions for teens under age 18
dropped by 27.5%. For the same period and age group, the number
of overall teen pregnancies dropped by 9.7% - o n
/ :
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It has also been claimed that parental consent laws cause
more teens to obtain abortions after the first trimester of
pregnancy, when the procedure is said to be more risky.

The following table reveals the number of first-trimester
abortions and number of post-first-trimester abortions for
Missouri teens under age 18 for the years 1983 - 1987.

Abortions to Missouri Residents

Under the age of 18

Year < 13 weeks > 13 weeks - Total Abortions
1983 1838 422 2550
1284 2011 361 2564
19858 1824 349 2313
1986 1607 345 2103
1987 1411 286 1858

(Note: Abortions <13 weeks and >13 weeks do not add up to the

total number of abortions because of incomplete reporting to the
- State Health Department.]

It. ' can be seen that in 1983, 422 teens obtained abortions

after the first trimester. That number renresented 16.5% of the
total number of aborticns on teens.

In 1985, the first year the parental consent law was in
effect, the number of teens obtaining abortions after the first
trimester dropped to 349. This number represents 15% of the
total number of teen abortions. The number of second and third
trimester abortions on teens continued to drop through 1987 when
286 post-first-trimester abortions were repaorted. This
represented 15.4% of the total tzen abortions.

These statistics demonstrate that, subsequent to the
implementation of a parental consent law, the number of teens
obtaining abortions after the first trimester decreased.
Moregver, the percentage of teens obtaining abortions after the

first trimester, in relation to the total number of teens having
abortions, also decreased.

In summary, there is no support for the claim that parental
consent laws cause later and riskier abortions. Therse is data ta

suppert the contention that such laws decrease teen abortlons AND
teen pregnancies,




PARENTAL CONSENT LEGISLATION HELPS

REDUCE TEENAGE PREGNANCY, ABORTIONS

In April of 1986, Virginia G. Carzcof and Lorraine V. Klerman presented
their analysis of the impact of the Massachusetis Parental Consent Laws in the
american Journal of Public Health. On the basis of the data presented in thelr study,
they concluded, "These analyses indicate thac the major impact of the Massachusetts
parental consent law has been to send a meathly average of between 90 and 95 of the
stata's pregnant minors across state lires in search of an abortion...Massachusetts
minors continue to conceive, abort and give Birth in the same propertions as before
the law was implemented."l 4 ,

while an examination of Table 1 of their study indicates a drop in the
yearly total of aborticns (and in the menthly average of aborticas) follewing X
implementation of the law, the authors claiz that this drop is solely the result of -

the number of cut-cf-state abortions found in Table 2.

TASLE i—Number cf Abortions to Women Ages 18 and Over, and 17 and
Under in Massachusetts: 1978-3882

No. Abortions by Age (years)

Year . 18 and over 17 and under
1978 total . 36,113 4,632
Manthly average 3,009 386
1€79 total - . 38,845 . 5,221
mMonthly average 3,237 435
1980 total ‘ 38,901 5,113
Monthiy average 3,242 426
1987 total 37,672 3,370
January-April average 3,388 380
May-December average 3,017 231
1932 total 37,573 2,802
Monthly average 3,131 234

l/i;” »-\’ ¢ ','j}
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TAELE 2—A Comparison of Actual and Predicted Obsarvations ot Abor
tfons to Massachusatta Minors, May 1381—Decamber 1g82 3

Actual Actual Actual Predicted
Mcnth/Year In-State QOut-of-Stats Totals Totals
1831. _
May 226 63 295 306
June 228 86 315 368
July 248 112 360 321
August 253 120 373 385
September 240 a9 339 281
October 247 108 155 . 314
November 193 70 263 282
December 215 . 67 282 277
1982
“January 244 100 344 328
February 238 a3 331 320
March 263 107 370 341
April 226 86 312 318
May 212 91 303 291
June 217 112 329 315
July ' 248 108 354 327
" August 223 101 324 | 394
September 210 94 304 3c0
-Octaber 244 86 330 - 314
November 223 75 298 283
December 256 83 344 279
TOTALS 4,653 1,872 6,525 6,341

—— e —

However, it is critical to note that the tctzls given for Table 2 cover the entire
20 menth period after implementation of the law; Table 2 is not broken dewn into

the § months of 1981 covered by the law, fcllowed by the first full year covered

by the law, 1982. By breaking down the data, the actual number of out-of-state
amortions can be determined .for these two time periods. (See Table 2A.)



Table 2o -~ —A Comparison of Actual and Predicted Obsarvations of Abor-
tiou'j: to Massachusetts Minors, May 1881-Decamber 1982

Actual ' Actual A i
lonth/Year In-State Qut-of-State Tgt(:ﬁs] P?gtlgltsed
1981 '
May 226 69
June 226 o6 ave 368
“July 248 ‘ 112 360 321
August 253 120 373 385
September 240 Q9 339 281
October 247 108 355 3
November 183 70 263 2233
Decamber 215 : 67 282 '277
Total 1,851 731 - 2,582
8 mo. avg. 231 91 323
1382
January 244 100 344 328
February 238 a3 331 320
March . 263 107 ' 370 341
May 212 91 . 303 . 221
June 247 112 329 315
July » 246 108 - 354 327
‘August 223 101 324 394
September 210 o4 304 300
October 244 86 330 314
November = . 223 75 - 298 283
December 256 88 344 278
Total ' ‘
12 mo. avg. ... Z'ggz l'égl 31%33

¢ 1 4 ¥ ' - ~ $ 3
By inc_.udlng the actual number of ocut-of-state aborticns in the annual totals from

Table 1, the actual numbex:' of annual abortions (and the monthly avsrage of abortions)
for each year can be determined. (See table 1A.)

o~
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Table 1A = Number of Abortions to Massachusetts Women, aged 17 and under,
Including Qut-of-State Abortions

Year Total (in state) Total Qut-of-State* Annual Total Monthly Avg,
1978 4,632 - 4,632 386
1979 5,221 _ - _ ) 5,221 435
1980 5,113 - 5,113 426
1981 3,370 o 731 (8 mos.) 4,104 380/323
1982 2,802 1,141 (12 mos.) 3,943 329

(*Note: For the purpose of this study, the authors state,"The effect of the ocmission
of out of state aborticns to Massachusetts miners in the pre-intervention

pericd is compensated for by the inclusion of in state abortions to non-
Massachusetts minors..." p.399)

'According to the adjusted figures, the actual number of abortions for 1981 and 1982
were 4,104 and 3,943 respectively. Therefore, in 1981 there was a decrease of 1,009

bortions from 1980; the decrease in 1982, the first full year of the law's implemen-
tation was 1,170 less than in 1980. Additionally, the authors of the original study
pcint out that the decrease in abortions could not have been attributed to a rise in
the number of births; in 1981, there were 22 fewer births than in lé80, and in 1982,
there were only 7 more births to mincrs than in 1_980.4 1f the combined figures for
abortions and births are taken as an indication”df the rnumber of pregnancies, it
would mean that there were 1,031 fewer pregnancies among minors in 1981, and 1,163
fewer pregnancies in 1982.

While it is true that abortions for women of all ages in Massachusetts
began a gradual decline aftar 1979 (see Table 1), it is important to note that the
decline in abortions for miners frem 1980 to 1982 was seven times graater than it
was for wemen 18 years. of age or older (23%, compared to 3%).

Based on the data presentad, it can be accurately stated that the 20-month

pericd fallcwing the imolementztion of the Massachusetts Parental Consent Law

witnessed a substantial decrease in the number of aborticns and preanancies amona

minor qirls. despite some increase in the number of out-of-state abortions. While

there may be other factors which contrzibuted to the decline during this time pericd,
10 other reports underline the likelihcod that parental notification and consent

have a positive lasting impact in reducing the incidence of teenage pregnancy. .

X
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First, 'In 1981 the state of Minnescta passed a Parental Notification Law
requiring minors to inform their parents or gquardians prior to obtaining an abortion.
Data obtained frem the Minnesota Department of Health indicates that this legis-
lation had a positive impact in reducing teenage pregnancy; between 1980 and 1984,
the fecllowing decreases tcok place: |

births decreased from 2,033 to 1,654
abortions decreased frem 2,327 to 1,395
pregnancies decreased from 4,360 to 3,049 .

These figures represent a 7.9% drop in the birthrate, a 32.2% drop in the abortion
rate, and a 20.9% drop in the pfeanancy rate for teens under the age of 18, Geo-
graphic consideraticns of the state of Minnescta recuce the llkel-ncod that out-of-
state abortions accounted for this decrease.

Second, in a report on Schcel Based Health Clinics researched in 1986,
a similar trend of decline in teaenage pregnancies for Massachusetts was notad in a

slightly brecader age group, teenagers aged 15-19; between 1981 and 1984, the following
decreases tcok place:

births decreased from 7,334 to 6,932
aborticns decreased frem 10,179 to 7,332
pregnancies decreased from 17,513 to 14,254

Based on population figqures, these numbers reflected a decrease in the abortion rate
frem 39/thousand to 3l/thousand, and a decrease in the pregnancy rate from 67/thou-
"sand to 60/thousand, with the blrth rate remaining relatlvely unchanged. (Source:
Mass. ‘Dept. of Public Health) This data seems to suggest a distinct correlation
between the legislation and a sustained deczease in teenage pregnancy.

Furthermore, a 1986 Harris survey ccnducted for Planned Parenthcod re-
vealed that teenagers believe that fear of disease, the impact of a pregnancy on cne's

future and consideration of parental reaction are the 3 reasons most likely to con-
vince their peefs to delay sexual activity.7 Clearly, parental involvement plays a key
role in reducing teenage sexual activity, subsequent pregnancy and /or aborticn.

In summary, it can be statad that the implementation of Massachusetts

parental Consent Law has resulted in fewer aborzions among minor girls,despite scme

increases in the number of out-of-state aborticns; a corresponding decline has been
observed in at least one other state, Minnescta, and indications from data from the
Mass, Dept of Public Health tend to indicate that the decline has sustained itself
thrcugn 1984, The importance of parental involvement and consent/notification must
be acikncwledged, and cannot be ruled out as a significant factor in reducing the
incidence of teenage pregnancy and atorticn. .
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PARENTAL CONSENT LAW
REDUCED NUMBER OF TEEN
ABORTIONS IN MASSACHUSETTS

NUMBER OF ABORTIONS TO MASS. WOMEN
AGED 17 AND UNDER, 1978-1982
(Including Out-of-State Abortions)

Number of
Abortions

Parental Consent Law
Went Into Effect on
- April 23, 1981

-
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4,000

2,000
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| YEAR |

TOTAL NUMBER OF ABORTIONS
TO MASSACHUSETTS WOMEN, AGED 17 AND UNDER

Year Total In State Total Out of State* Annual Total
1978 4,632 - ‘ 4,632
1.97.9 5, 221 - ' . 5’221
1980 5,113 - ' 5,113
1981 3,370 731 : 4,104
1982 2,802 1,141 3,943

Sourcat Data from Tablas 1 and 2, Virginia G. Cartoof and Lorraine V. Klerman, "Parencsl Consent for
Abortion: Impact of Massachusetts Law,” Amecrican Journal of Public Health (April 1986), v. 76, no. 4, pp.
398 and 399.

*For the purpose of this asctudy, tha authors stata:t "Tha effect of the omissios of cut of statae
abortiona to Maesachusects minors in the pre-intervention [pre-April 1981] period is cowmpensated for by the
inclusion of in stata aboritons to Massachusetts minors. . . .” (p. 399).
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I am speaking to vyou today as a counselor, parent and
administrator of the LIGHT HOUSE, a home for unwed mothers
located in Kansas City. I have counseled and been intricately
involved with teen—age mothers for the past five years, and have
been directly involved with teens for the past fifteen years.

The idea of allowing a minor child to enter an abortion
clinic to obtain the surgical procedure of an abortion without
the knowledge of her parents, meets with no logic, nor is it
consistent with any other present laws 1in the state of Kansas.

The decision on this bill before you must be one of common
sense and consistency. I urge vyou to not allow politics to

cloud vyour thinking, but to use common sense in thinking through
this issue.

ODur question today 1is, why are we allowing a 16 year old
girl to have an abortion in secrecy without her parents’
knowledge? That same youﬁg girl that is allowed to abort her

baby without her parents’ knowledge cannot:

1. obtain a marriage license without her
parents’ signature,

2. bet at the dog track,

3. purchase cigarettes legally until the age of 18,
4. drink alcoholic beverages until age 21,

5. vote until age 19,

6. serve in the armed forces,

7. be admitted to a hospital without parental consent
unless in imminent danger of dying,

8. enroll in school unless accompanied by her parent,

2. be given Tylenol at school without a note from her
physician, or

10. pierce her ears at a boutigque without her parents’
consent.
Yet, that same teenager 1is allowed to enter an abortion

clinic to obtain an abortion without her parents’ knowledge.
That is clearly not in the best interest of our Kansas teens.
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Over the course of the past five years, we at the L.I.G.H.T.
House, have counseled with thousands of pregnant teenagers. We
have confirmed their pregnancy tests and they have confided in
us their worst fears, even before they have told their
parents. Yes, many are afraid to tell their parents. But 1
have learned oftentimes that fear is unwarranted. I1've been
there when the girls have called their parents to tell them they
are pregnant. To their surprise, their parents are much more
understanding and supportive than they ever dreamed.

Some may try to confuse the issue by talking about the
dysfunctional family. You should not look at a few isolated
cases to make your decision. We have personally counseled with
hundreds of frightened, pregnant teenagers from dysfunctional
families. Many times they are afraid of how their parents are
going to react. But, I have found that more times thamn not,
the parent 1is supportive, and has the child’'s best interest at
heart.

We must do evervything we can to bring families together and
not build barriers. That pregnant teenager needs her family's
support. Many times, she is not thinking rationally, and could
make decisions she may later regret.

A teen may not be aware of all her alternatives. She may
choose an abortion, because it's the guick and easy way out, and
she won't have to tell her parents. However, her parents could

help her explore all the alternatives.

In her confusion, a pregnant teen may forget to inform the
abortionist of a medical condition of which he should be aware.
She may go home with complications that may scar her for life,
or even worse, take her life. This could be avoided with
parental notification.

In a national N.Y. Times/CBS News FPoll, taken on September
29, 1989, 83% favored parental notification. USa  Todav
conducted a poll on January 2, 1990 and 72% favored parental
notification.

Let the figures speak for themselves., Parents want and need
to be involved in their child’'s medical care.

Without parental notification, a valley is created bstween
parent and child. Your Jjob must be to bridge that gap.
Parental notificaticn will® help draw families together in the

times of crisis, not rip them apart.



Parents are responsible for proviging necesssitiss “or tneir
children until the age of 18 vears. This includes Jooo.
clothing, shelter, and medical cars. Fallure to do so mav
constitute abuse or neglect. After their dauwghtsr suffers

complications from the abocrtion, it is  mom  and dad who
responsible for the girl’ s medical bills.

AN abortion 1s usually not a life threatening situation. it
is not unreasonable for a teen to wait 48 hours. and for her
parents to be involved in this very important decision. It 1s
common sense and logic.

I urge vou to support H.B. 2&63.
J \ p

Thank vou.



TESTIMONY HOUSE FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

PARENTAL NOTIFICATION - FEBRUARY 19, 1990

Representative Barr, members of the committee; I am speaking on behalf of Right To Life of
Kansas, Inc. in favor of House Bill 2663 and in strong oppositon to other so called parental
involvement bills pending before you. HB 2663 was modeled after the Minnesota statute which
is currently before the United States supreme court and which we expect to be upheld by that
court. It is the only parental involvement or mandatory notification bill before you. HB
2779 and Senate Bill 91 while purporting to involve parents and while purporting to require
notification - in fact do neither if the girl objects. There would be parental involvement
only if the minor chose to involve her parents and no legislation is needed for her to do
that. I heard a reporter last night say that the Governor had introduced a bill that would
require abortionists to notify the parents of minors under 16 before they could perform the
abortion. I was wondering when the governor introduced a bill I didn't know about and I
looked up the word require in the dictionary. A requirement is something "essential". The
only thing "required" in HB 2779 is that the girl be given every opportunity to legally
evade and bypass her parents.

Under Section 2 (b) "If a minor objects to notice being given her parent" the physician is
required to refer the minor to SRS for assistance in bypassing her parents. It is not clear
if this section might apply to any physician who would be consulted by a minor, even
including a physician who is morally opposed to abortion. We believe this section
potentially violates the rights of conscience of prolife physicians who could be forced to
choose between disregarding their conscience and jeopradizing their license to practice
medicine. These proposals then are worse than do nothing legislation because they may
violate physicians rights and certainly violate parental rights by involving SRS and in the

case of SBI91 school counselors in assisting children to lie and evade the authority of their
parents.

What we are discussing today is an issue of parental rights and is only made neccessary
because abortionists are presently violating parental rights and violating the laws of
majority which prevent physicians from performing other surgery on a legally incompetent
minor., Under common law the physician who does so can be held liable for assault and
battery. In the topsy turvy world of "abortion rights" parents now find it neccessary to
fight for a law to protect their childfrom from assault by a stanger for hire.

You will hear a "horror story" of a young. woman who was supposed to have been harmed because
she was afraid to tell her parents she was pregnant - but what of the young women who have
died from botched legal abortions. And we do not have to go all the way to Indiana to find
such a case. Recently a minor girl died on the operating table of a Kansas City, Kansas

abortionist. The parents were responsible for the funeral expenses of this young girl.
HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS Attachment No. 5 February 19, 1990



b u sanction the abortionists right to intervene in family relationships as yo 1 do
if you fail to pass HB 2663 or if you pass legislation with the bypass provisions of 2779 or
SB 91 who will be responsible for the medical bills of an injured young woman - and who will
pay for the abortion? If the state or the abortionist wish to assume the authority rightly
belonging to parents, must they not also assume the responsibilities? Why is that not a

part of the governor's bill?

If we do not allow parental notification we are effectively severing parental rights without
due process or just cause. Again only in the topsy turvy world of abortion rights would

such a thing even be considered in America.

You will be asked; what about the dysfunctional family and the abusive parent. First of
all we must clearly distinguish between abusive behavior and only inappropriate - or what we
might term to be - inappropriate behavior. There must be a recognition that we cannot write
legislation that would reach only those parents who might either act inappropriately or
abusively. There is no way to determine that a parent will react inappropriately. Any
legislation that attempts to address those situations must neccessarily exclude other
parents - the so-called good parents. We cannot deny to those parents their parental rights
without just cause simply because there may be a class of parents who might respond in an
inappropriate manner. We have not theiright to dictate to a parent what is an appropriate
reaction or to deny them their rights because we think they may react differently from what

we consider to be appropriate.

With regard to abusive, or potentially abusive behavior, we have no way to determine such
potential behavior and therefore in order to deny notification to abusive parents we must
neccessarily deny it also to non-abusive parents. In no other case - even with the most
flagrant actual reports of abuse do we sever parental rights without due process. Even if
the child is in imminent danger and authoritys take custody of the child the parents are

notified. How then can we consider refusing to notify a parent in this case.

If the girl is fearful of abuse we have child abuse laws that protect children in such
situations. Permitting the minor to get out of the "jam" she is in with her pregnancy will
not solve the problem of an abusive parent. How will you prevent abuse in the next
situation. If a parent is so inclined the éhild may do something else tomorrow or the next
day to incite the parent's anger. Would the abortionist lobby have us stick our heads in
the sand like ostrichs and ignore the problem? The truth is it is not abuse they are

worried about its making sure that everyone has the opportunity to kill their unborn child.
We urge the adoption of HB 2663 without amendments.

Pat Goodson, Legislative Director .



Chairperson barr and members of The committas, T am
Cleta Renvyer, lobbiest for Right to Life of Kansas., I have
comne before this commities today to tesztify on the
notification iszsue not because I have a wallet Tull of
credentials, but bscause I am & parent.

Being a mother is my ftull-time occupation. I have a
Tot of experience at mothering being blessed with 13
children, tive of whom are 18 and undesr, four of thesse are
qirls,

The notification bill would effect these four girls if
passed. I believe my girls would t21)] me if they became
pregnant out-ot-wedlock but if they choosne to go to another

I would expect to be notified betfors they could obtain
an abortion.

I am sure they would be scared and embarrassed to tell
s,  They miaght even say, "I can't fell my parents,'they
will kill me." Kids being kids would say the same 1§ they
missed & curtaew by an hour. Most parents would react with a

mixturs of anger and dissapointment, but love and time will

bring them around so together, Mother, Father, and daughter,

they can make a decizion that a1l of them can 1ive with.

-

I believe that House Bill #2663 is the notification
Bill to pass because it doss not have a judicial by-pass.
The by-pass would bes anothar way for the system to come
betwean the child and the Tamily., As Will Durant says, “The
HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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family can survive without the stale, but without the Tamily
all is lost.

I was doing some lobbyving fTor Right to Life of Kansas,
when the irony of working on the notification bill struck
me.  Last week, my voungest daughter, 10, nesded =
parmission alip to take ftwo cough drops at school, and I am
down here trying to get o bill passaed so I can be notified
it my daughter would want an abortion. If she needs
permission to take a 1ittle coughdrop'it suraly looks 1iks I
could be notified if she was seeking an abortion, or as we

call abortion at our house, seeking to kill her unborn baby.




STATE OF KANSAS

MARVIN E. SMITH
REPRESENTATIVE, FIFTIETH DISTRICT
SHAWNEE AND JACKSON COUNTIES
123 N.E. 82ND STREET
TOPEKA, KANSAS 66617-2209

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS
VICE-CHAIRMAN: TAXATION
MEMBER: EDUCATION

TRANSPORTATION

TOPEKA

HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

February 19, 1990

TO: HOUSE FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

RE: PARENTAL NOTIFICATION
HB 2663

Madam Chairman and Members of the Committee:

I support HB 2663 as drafted. The bill is desired by many
Kansans that believe in traditional family values. Most Kansans
that adhere to strong family values believe that parents should
be involved in the decision and consequences of an abortion.

I want to assure you that according to the questionnaire tabulations
in the 50th District,a very strong majority support and want
legislation this year for parental notification prior to an a
abortion for teenage women.

Surely, 1990 is the year that the House Federal and State
Affairs Committee will affirm that Kansas adheres to strong family
values and report HB 2663 favorable for passage.

Thank you for your consideration on this proposal.

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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February 8, 1990

Dear Marvin,
I am writing to urge your supvort of the Parental Consent Law and the Parent-
al Notification Bill without amendments.
Many people make a play on words by saying I am personally against abortion
but I believe in a woman's right to choose. Such a remark is simply straddling
the fence and not taking a stand at all., Can anyone in his right mind say:
I don't believe in murder, but I believe in a person's right to choose, or
I don't believe in running a red light, but I believe a person has a right
to choose to do so, or
I don't believe teenagers should be rebellious toward their parents, but
it is their choice?
Unless a women is raped, I believe she made her choice already when she en-
tered into the act that caused the pregnancy., Mature people recognize that
they have to accept the respongibility for their actions.
I'd appreciate your support of the twe bills mentioned above, and no amendments,
please,

Most gratefully,

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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80N '~ February 19, 1990

Testimony of Richard B. Wolters
Representing Hugoton Chapter
Christian Council for Positive Action
HC-01 Box 2B
Hugoton, Ks 67951 (316-544-2500)

RE: Parental Notification Bills (2663 and 2779)

We favor HB 2663 as presented. We do not desire amendments
that would water it down and dilute it to nothing.

We strongly oppose HB 2779. It appears to us to be a
parental non-notification bill and that it would tend to
encourage more abortions rather that to discourage them.

In our presentation before the committee we presented a
fictional dialog between a legislator and God. Why is this
relevant? Why does it matter about God? 1In the next few
paragraphs 1’11 state briefly why it is relevant.

The lady in the dialog mentioned many problems. These
problems included economic, financial, children, drugs,
alcohol, marriage, and AIDS. The Bible indicates that such
problems may be related to spiritual matters. In Galatians 6
God tells us that we will reap what we sow. If we sow to
please our sinful nature we will reap destruction. If we
sow to please the Spirit, from the Spirit we will reap
eternal life. In Deuteronomy 28 we are told that those who
love and obey God will be blessed and that those who don’t
will be cursed. It goes on to mention as curses many of the
problems mentioned above.

Could it be that we have forgotten God and that we are
reaping a harvest of destruction?

Is there a relationship between the serious problems
mentioned above and spiritual matters?

Are we practicing separation of God and state rather than
separation of church and state?

What does God think about abortion? Does "Thou shalt not
kill mean anything?

It’s not the "In Thing"” to speak of God in places like this.
However it is necessary because He is our only hope and
salvation. I urge you to act with boldness in obedience to
Christ for your own good and for the welfare of the people
of Kansas.

With Great Concern

Richard Wolters HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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TESTIMONY - H.B. 2779

House Federal and State Affairs Committee
Monday, February 19, 1990 - 1:30 p.m.

KANSAS CATHOLIC CONFERENCE
BY: Robert Runnels, Jr., Executive Director

Madam Chairperson, members of the House Federal and
State Affairs Committee, my name is Bob Runnels, I am Executive
Director of the Kansas Catholic Conference and speak under the
authority of the Roman Catholic Bishops of Kansas.

It is a pleasure for me to be with you today and give
testimony regarding House Bill #2779.

The principle of parental involvement must be paramount
in a child's life. A child with a pregnancy problem needs
the strong support of parents during perhaps the most frightening
challenge a child would have to face in her young life.

It is inconsistent with reality not to have parental
support during this trying pregnancy period.

We find this bill faulted in several areas but could
give it our limited endorsement if this committee would change
the age requirements from those under 16 years of age to those
below 18 years of age seeking an abortion.

Around the country each time a parental notification bill,
or any pro-life legislation has begun to show signs of possible
passage, those who oppose life bills try to gut the legislation
by proposing that it apply to only those below 16 years of age.
They know most teenage abortions take place with young girls
who are 16 or 17 years of age. The number of 15, 14, and 13
year olds getting abortions is very small. Following are some

basic principles of law that demonstrate why parental notification

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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Testimony - H.B. 2779
Page 2

for an abortion should apply to those below 18 years of age.

1‘

The state has determined that a minor is not responsible
enough to buy and consume alcohol until they are 21 years
of age.

A minor cannot buy cigarettes until they are 18 years of age.
A parent is responsible for the care and basic needs of

a child until they reach the age of 18.

A parent is held responsible for any vandalism that a
minor does until age 18.

A parent is held responsible for medical bills for a child
until 18.

If a minor runs away from home, they can be made a ward

of the court and put into a foster home until age 18.

In order to get married before 18 a minor must get the

written consent of a parent.

e e W Ve ¢



DATE: February 19, 1990

TO: HOUSE FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

FROM: Mary Jane Whelan, R.N., C., A.R.N.P.

TOPIC PARENTAL NOTIFICATION FOR ABORTION

Representative Barr and members of the Committee.: My

name is Mary Jane Whelan. I am a registered nurse and have

been an advanced registered nurse practitioner for 14 years.

I provided primary care, in collaboration with a physician in an
outreach clinic for 11 years. Most recently I functioned in the
advanced role in a family planning clinic for 2% years. This
clinic provided services to all age groups, and was located

in a University town with approximately 90% of clients

being high school or college age women.

My duties in family planning made me acutely aware of degrees
of maturity, and the possible consequences of immaturity.
T found of younger clients:
1. Had a lack of interest in side effects and
possible complications of medications.
2. Frequently gave inadequate health histories due to
vagueness or improper response.
Were more likely to be noncompliant to regime.
Had a lack of interest in abnormal findings with
greater failure to respond to attempts of notification.
5. Missed appointments and showed a lack of interest
in follow up care more frequently.
6. Were goal orientated with little regard for health
care issues i.e. interest was centered on "when do
I start the medication, when am I safe and how does

the package work"

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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I felt that care to minors was somewhat compromised without the
involvement that parents provide in a traditional primary

care setting. I generally observed much greater maturity in
college age clients. I perceive that separation from

parents, lifestyle decisions, and educational judgements

encourage emotional growth.

I found the most devastating diagnosis that I had to give a
client was that of an unplanned pregnancy. The reaction was
almost always one of shock, disbelief, fear and panic. It

was my experience that the younger the client, the greater

the response. The majority had never seen a health care
provider without being accompanied by a parent, and parents had

been involved in all of their major crisis.

My experience has been that PARENTS are of primary concern to
girls under 18, rarely boyfriends or significant others. Usually
teens do not FEAR their parents in this traumatic situation, but
rather want to PROTECT them. Because of this shielding they

make decisions that will have a 1life long effect on their

lives, and frequently with only the support and guidance of other

immature teenagers.

I have counseled young women who suffer anorexia and changes in
sleep pattern, personality change, emotional outbursts, and severe
depression. I have seen several who suffered an great sense of
loss and began trying to conceive shortly following an abortion.

I have also on one occasion seen a young girl confined to an
intensive care unit for 4 days from a septic abortion. She

was literally fighting for her life. Abortion is not a procedure

without complications.

As a health care professional, I am against relinquishing parental

involvement from any surgery preformed on a minor, whether it be an

abortion or a tonsillectomy. Disclosure of correct medical




history is essential to safety prior to any surgery, even the
extraction of a tooth. It is crucial that the ability to cope
emotionally be carefully evaluated by parents. Furthermore, as a
professional well aware of differences in physicians and
facilities, I cringe at the thought of parents surrenderng the

choice of quality care for their daughters.

A parental notification law will serve to protect minors both
physically and emotionally. I urge you to support H.B. 2663 as it
was written. Children under ‘18 need family support. It is neither

safe nor correct to allow abortion on minors without parental

knowledge.



2/17/80

Federal State and Affairs Committee

Last year | addressed this Federal & State Affairs Committee when
my son Aaron was only six days old. I am here once again to ask
the Legislators of the State of Kansas to pass a law protecting
teenagers from their own immaturity. If you were present at this
hearing last year, you may recall my testimony in regards to the
day [ almost aborted my son.

If it had not been for a pro-lifer who spoke with me outside the
abortion c¢linic, I would have made a +tragic mistake. After
learning more about the development of my unborn child and
realizing that these people were willing to give me the support I
needed to have the baby, I took their advice and told my parents
about my pregnancy. If I bhad not been afraid to let my parents
down, abortion would not have even been a consideration, for they
were much more understanding than I had expected and fully
supported my decision to carry the pregnancy to term. I've often
heard it said that pro-lifers care only for the unborn child-but
I'm here to say that these people have stood by my side, were at
the hospital when Aaron was born, and the one who actually
stopped us outside the abortion clinic is here with me today-and
she is one of the best friends I could ever have!

Now I am happy to announce that Aaron is nearly eleven months old
and life is truly going our way. My husband's job is going well,
we've just purchased our first home, and I am now attending my
second semester of college.

Without having a Parental Notification Law, we are not allowing
the parents of this state to help teenage girls , like myself,

make the best decision for all who are involved. For all too
often, as I have seen in others, an unexpected pregnancy can
bring about a quick, regrettable decision. Please make your vote

support parental involvement.

Thank you,

m:))fﬂfh%ﬁ? : QLQJYW)

Tammy L. Palmer
Wichita, Kansas
For those who perhaps missed my story last year- 1 have submitted

coples again today. HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE AFFAIRS
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3/25/89
Parental Rights Bill:

Tammy's Story,

My name 1s Tammy and I'm from the Wichita area. This month I
celebrated my 18th birthday and | delivered my first baby! This
was to be my Senior year of high school, looking forward to

cheerleading, prom, and even a chance at being Homecoming Queen.
In the July before my Senior year 1 had Just returned from
Cheerleader camp when I went to an abortion clinic for a free
pregnancy test. My worst fears became reality. You can imagine
how T  felt anticipating my finial vear of high school and
learning that I was pregnant. Words cannot actually describe how
I felt. I was confused, shocked and panicky. At the time, I
felt the only one I could share my fears with was Gary, whom I'd
been dating for two vears. He came right over and found me in
tears. Not knowing what to say or do, we sat for a few minutes

in silence. The silence was broken when he finally asked "What
are we going to do?"

I was living with my father and stepmother at the time. There
was ho way I could tell them, especially my dad. He always had
such high expectations for me, and my relationship with my
stepmom just wasn't as close as I would of liked. Without
actually knowing any of the facts about abortion, Gary and I
tried to convince ourselves that abortion was the easiest choice
and our only answer. Since I still had another year in high
school, and Gary was only making $4.20 an hour in a grocery
store, we had nothing to go on.

Without giving it any further thought, I called the abortion
clinic once again to make an appointment under am assumed name.
The woman I spoke to sounded very caring, and I felt relieved
after talking to her. She assured me that there would no pain or
dangetr involved in aborting my pregnancy of seven weeks.

The next morning Gary and I drove +to the clinic. We sat in the
car in silence. Gary asked me if 1 was ready, all I could do was
cry. I didn't really want to do it, I was scared. I just needed
someone to tell me that it would be 0.K. and that we could work
through having this baby with a little help and support. But I
didn't know that at the time. I was so confused. I started in
the clinic with $275.00 cash in hand, when a couple of pro-life
sidewalk counselors approached us. They gave us literature and
calmly informed us of other alternatives. They offered us that
support we needed not to go through with the abortion and
convinced us that we should consider telling our parents. 1 was
relieved to have changed my decision.

After gathering enough courage to tell our parents we found them

much more understanding and supportive then we had expected, with

the exception of my dad and stepmom, who pressured me to consider
5 M
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adoption or abortion. Upon my refusal, my dad told me I better

not come home for a few days. I +then moved in with my mom. But
after the shock wore off, my dad and stepmom realized that our
decision of keeping the baby was the best decision. Before, they

were Jjust thinking of me and not the baby, as most do when they
First find out.

Gary and ] had always planned on getting married someday, but
since the time of our decision to keep the baby, we have grown
closer and Jjust recently married. Although I will never be
Homecoming Queen, I feel that in turn for what 1've lost, I have
gained so much more. So far, I'm stil)l planning on going to
college and Gary got a better job at a aircraft company whose
insurance will cover the delivery.

I realize that as a voung married couple with the increased
responsibility of our baby, Gary and I will face some very
difficult times. But I feel confident that we will work through
them, because we've already dealt with some of the most difficult
decisions we will ever have to face.

We were fortunate enough to have someone outside the clinic to
give us the support we needed to make the right choice. All
girls my age need support to help them make the right decision,
but that support shouldn't come from the abortion clinic staff.
It should come from someone who knows which option will be in our

best interest. And who's in a better position to provide that
support than those who know her best...her parents. Without
parental consent, it is too easy for us to make the wrong

decision. &t first, I didn't want to tell my parents, but I was
relieved after 1 did and felt alot better. Though at first they
were 1iffy, we've all grown closer as a family through this
situation. My husband and 1 and our families are all excited
about the birth of Aaron.

Please make parental consent the law,

Sincerely,
g g

Tammy




Wichita Alliance of Evangelical Churches

Dick Kelsey,
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Large:
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Jim Spurgeon

February 19, 1990

Federal and State Affairs Committee:

On behalf of the Kansas Association of Evangelicals and the
Wichita Alliance of Evangelicals, I urge you to give positive
consideration to parental rights legislation. We believe that
since parents are legally responsible for their children until
age 18, they should also have the opportunity to be involved

in a decision by a minor daughter to have an abortion. Teenagers
should clearly understand that they are responsible to their

parents and parents need to be involved in important decisions
by their young people.

Thank you for giving positive consideration to this legislation.
Slncerely,//f

4%//%D&{}¢ -

chk Kelsey //
/
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February 19, 1990
Testimony before the Federal and State Affairs Committee.

Testimony in support of the Parent Notification Proposal.

Dear Chairperson Ginger Barr and members of the Committee:

I am Lacy McMullen from Manhattan, Kansas. As the mother of two
teenage ~daughters, I feel compelled to ‘appear before this
committee and express my. feelings. I am concernad that my
daughters can get an abortion with out my knowledge or consent
because of - the lack of Kansas laws. Do you feel this is fair to
us as parents, that we have no control over our daughters hodies
when an abortion is being considered. How ~can-a young person
between the ages of 13 -18 know what the right decision would be
in a situation like this. They are on such an emotional roller
coaster all through adolescence that a decision made with out
parents consent could devastate and scar this "child" the rest of
her life.

Did you know that teenagers must have parents consent to have . any
kind of surgery and this includes ear piercing? Just recently, 1
had to accompany my daughter to sign a consent form so she could
get  her ears - pierced. But, - if she should happen to want an
abortion...she could drive 20 miles to Junction City (an example)
and get one with out my knowledge. Is this logical? By the.way,
my daughter "is against abortion and has supported me in my stand
in favor  of the Parent Notification  Act. As for  wmy . stand on
abortion, I am totally against it when it’s being used as a form
of birth control. And I‘’d say most young girls under the age of
18 are using abortion as a form of birth control. Our States
lack of restriction in this  arvea —appears. - to encourage teenage
promiscuity.

I have read that in  Minnesota after a 'similiar  Parent
Notification bill was  enacted, statistics  from 1980-1983 show
abortions to  ‘teens decreased 40%, births ~decreased 23% and
pregnancies decreased 32%.

As a parent, I constantly try to stress openness in communication
and express my love and beliefs to my children. But then our
government comes along with their abortion laws that says anyone
can get an abortion at any age, during any time of pregnancy up
to and including the ninth month, That' ‘overrides .all - that 1
believe in.

I gave birth to my daughters and I have every right to know if an
abortion is being considered. I ask you:  to vote for the PARENT
NOTIFICATION BILL, so that ‘the respongibilities ' of the parents
can continue to be ours, so that we may keep our girlzs’ best
interest in mind.

HOUSE FEDERAL & STATE 'AFFAIRS
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For those of us ~who say we are Chriastians, it says in the Bible
in Exodus 20:12 states
"Honor your father and your mother, that you may have —a long
life in the land which the Lord, your God, iz giving you'.
With the ~plain and simple abortion laws we have now..how can our
girls honor us..if they choose to abort without our consent..this
goes against God and: His. teachings.

As parents, we ~are to financially, emotionally and phygically
care for our young as only we, of course, want = to and:. to do: the
best job possible...but then the government comes in and tells us
we have no control  over our "girls —decision  if  they = want. an
abortion. WHERE. IS OUR = DEMOCRACY AS PARENTS, VOTERS AND TAX
PAYERS ! !

I thank you for this opportunity. to voilce my ‘opinion on this
subject and I know ~that I. 'speak for the majority of parents in
Kanzas. Please don’t let our children: continue to make decision:s
such as . abortion. We " must be honest with one another, =so that
we c¢an unite - as a family, become a stronger unit, =o that: America
can be a better place to live. And in closing, I’'d like to quote
my favorite Christian psychologist " Dr. = James:  Dobson, who says
"Remember: that lasting love and affection often develops betwaen
people who have survived a crisis together™.

)3 -



February 17, 1990

Carie Ann Lickly
4301 S. Handley, #1
Wichita, Ks. 67217

Date of birth: 6-5-70

When [ received a positive pregnancy test 1 was afraid 1 couldn't
alford a baby. 1 didn't go to my parents because 1 was afraid of what they
would say. My older sister had married first and then had children and 1
just didn't want my parents to be disappointed in me.

Two or three weeks later 1 made an appointment for an abortion at Dr.
Tillers clinic on E. Kellogg for 11:30 a.m.April 1, 1989, 1 believed 1 was
approximately 9 weeks along.

When the doctor started the abortion the pain was tercible. I have
had one child and know what labor feels like and this pain was worse. They
gave me gas to calm me down. After awhile they said they were done and 1
could sit up and get dressed. They all left the room. Five minutes later the
Dr. came back in and said that I had to get undressed again. He was very
angery about something. [ said "nol” It had hurt so bad the first time 1
couldn’t do it again. But he said they had run into some difficulties and he
was going to have to do it again. 1 did as T was told and this time the pain
was unbelievable. It also seemed to take longer and I kept telling him it felt
like he was sucking my ovaries out. He assured me he wasn't. After he was
done this time 1 was aloud to leave. As 1 left 1 told a nurse that 1 was
hurting still really bad. She was unconcerned and said it was to be expected.
My friend went to the store and got my medication and took me home. 1
continued to have abdominal pain through the day and night. Around 2:00
a.m. | started passing blood clots. The next day the pain increased 1o the
point that I couldn't get out of bed. At 1:30 a.m. the next morning I called a
friend who helped me out of bed, got me dressed and rushed me to St.
Joseph Hospital Emergency room. There they checked me out and admitted
me. 1 was running a fever of over 100° and by this time the blood clots
were the size of baseballs.

When Dr. Michael Brown, OB/GYN finally came to see me, he ordered
some tests, did a sonogram and examined me. He said it looked very bad
and he might have to do a hysterectomy. He was concerned that my uterus
might have been punctured and said something else about my bowls.

It was at this time that I called my parents. I only told them I was in
the hospital for an infection. They came but didn't know about the abortion
until right before I was taken into surgery.
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A scope was inserted in my belly-button and another incision was
made above my pubic bone. Later I learned that my uterus and howels
were 0.k, and a hysterectomy was not done. There had been alot of placenta
and other tissue left in my uterus from the abortion that had become
infected. I stayed in the hospital another day and checked out Friday a.m..

My parents took me home and cared for me. They were very sad for
the lost baby and that [ had been put through so much hurt, My mom said
she wished I had come to her and we could have worked it out. I have felt
ever since that what I did was wrong and that I did truly let my parents
down.

I'still would like to know what went so wrong at the abortion clinic,
Dr. Brown told my mom at the hospital that I had been approximately 7
months pregnant.

['will allow my medical records to be reviewed by anyone who wants
to confirm my story.

I'm telling this very painful story because I support a law requiring
parental concent or at least notification for any girl under the ageof 18
seeking an abortion. I was 18 when | made my decision but had this
happened to me just few months earlier and [ had been 17 my parents
would have been responsible for the large hospital and doctors bills and
there is no way they could have paid them. As it turned out, the state
picked up the bills because [ had a medical card. [ was not mature enough
and [ was not knowledgeable or responsible enough to have made the
decision I made and parents should at least be warned of what kind of
financial obligations they might be getting into should the abortion 20 Wrong.
[ am living (thank God) proof that things can-go very wrong.

Thank you for your time and concern,

Carie A. Lickly
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LIFE PRINCIPLES

These Life Principles express the ideals motivating @-life Americans

We hold these truths to be self-evident: That all human beings are created

equal and are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights '

among which is the right to life, and

THEREFORE,

The right to life of each human being shall be preserved and protected by
every human being in the society and by the society as a whole, -and

The life of each human being shall be preserved and protected from that
human being's biological beginning when the Father's sperm tertilizes the
Mother’s ovum, and

The lile of each human being shall be preserved and protected from the
biological beginning throughout the natural centinuum of that human
being's life by all available ordinary means and reasonable eforts, and

The life of each human being shall be preserved and protected al each
stage of the life continuum to the same extent as al each and every other
stage regardiess of state of health or condiion of dependency, and

The life of each human being shall be preserved and protected to the same
extent as the life of each and every other human being regardless of state of
health or condition of dependency, and

When there 1s any doubt that there exists a human being's hfe to preserve

and protect, such doubt shall be resolved in favor of the existence of a
human being, and

When two or more human beings are in a situation in which their lives are
mutually endangered, all available ordinary means and reasonable etorts
shall be used to preserve and protect the life of each and every human
being so endangered. .~

WHW%ANLJ&THES@N&E&&—W&&CM&EBQ\

wge—the=adopianolaiandatory-HUMAN-TIFE AMENDMENT to-the -
Constitution-el-the-United-States-of-Ameriea



o KANSAS PRO-LIFE UPDATE

In 1978, the U.S. Supreme Court made abortion legal through-
out America during all nine months of a woman’s pregnancy.
But, in Kansas, abortion had already been essentially unre-
stricted since 1969! For over 20 years, the Kansas Legislature
has failed to pass even minimal controls over our state’s abor-
tion industry.

Kansas teens can get an abortion without their parent’s knowl-
edge or consent. Over 12,000 unborn babies died in Kansas in
1989. Kansas has become a mecca for late-term abortions: a
private, out-patient clinic in Wichita does abortions after 24

< weeks gestation; even our state supported medical school per-
forms abortions on unborn children that are old enough to sur-

vive outside the womb. The University of Kansas is also in-
volved in fetal experimentation (i.e. organs from aborted babies
are “harvested” and used in research). The Kansas Supreme
Court has even rejected feticide cases; thus, the drunk driver
that kills an unborn child cannot even be prosecuted for a capi-
tal offense. e

~You can help to stop the killing! Two parents’ rights bills will be
f considered by the State Legislature in Topeka between now

and April, 1990; either could save over 1200 babies every year.
The Parental Notification Bill would require parents to be noti-
fied before their minor daughter could have an abortion. A sec-

ond bill, the Parental Consent Law, would prevent the abor-

(_ tionist from performing the procedure unless both parents ap-
~proved. Both bills will str mily and your control
over your Tmmwate rep-
res?rmmaﬁgﬁglfr_nlto support both bills without amend-
ments [many pro-abortioe; islators want, to weaken t ills

so they apply only to girls under age 16, rather than all minors
(under . Additionalle hould b nor Mike
Haydemrand Speaker of the House Jim Braden. All three can be
contacted at:

The Honorable
The State Capitol
Topeka, KS 66612

THIS BULLETIN INSERT HAS BEEN PROVIDED BY KANSANS FOR LIFE, YOUR STATE'S
AFFILIATE TO THE NATIONAL RIGHT TO LIFE COMMITTEE. ALL MAJOR PRO-LIFE
GROUPS IN KANSAS AND THE KANSAS ASSOCIATION OF EVAN GELICALS AND THE
KANSAS CONFERENCE OF CATHOLIC BISHOPS ENDORSE EITHER THE PARENTAL CON-
SENT &/or THE PARENTAL NOTIFICATION BILLS. QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO

OUR STATE OFFICE:
KANSANS FOR LIFE
3202 W. 13TH STREET
WICHITA, KS 67203
(816) 945-9291
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COMMITTEE on
PUBLIC AFFAIRS

Kansas-Nebraska Convention of Southern Bapltists
5410 West Seventh Street, Topeka, Kansas 66606
", .. seeking God' s answen to today' s monal issues...”
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HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES —~ FEDERAL AND STATE COMMITTEL
CONFEREE - JOHN YEATS

Legislative lLialison - Cammittee Y fFfublic Affaires,
Kansas/Nebraska Convention of Scuthern Baptists
Fastor Shawrnee Heights Baptist Church; Topeka, Hansas

Fart of the dilemma of HEB2E663 is that the debate is focused in
the peripheral issues of abortion rights. Yo will  hear
ematicornally charged testimony fram bath "pro-life’ and
"pro-death!” groups.

The testimony is true that HBEEES will save the lives of many
yet—-ta-be bern children and if passed, abortuary operators do
face & substarntial economic loss. Both proups will testify that
their positicn is the "most caring position.,”

However, the primary issue of HBEZ663 is the State’s positicn on
the promotion of positive family life. Our State’'s heritage has
historically supported the ideals of positive family living.
Yau as legislators have the awesome responsibility of adopting
or  rejecting bills that faster family life; the kind of family
livirng that cultivates gererations of solid, upstanding citizens
of excellent character.

HEZE663 addresses the issue of family order and responsibility.

Current Harnsas Statutes support the raele of parental
responsibility for ur—emancipated miviers belaw age 18.
Currently every other medical procedure must have the consent of
a parent o guardian prior to initiation. HEBZ663 is unigue in

that the abortion procedure will only require notification, it
corsent.

We appeal to  you as ouwr Representatives to take the leadership
role in reaffirming and re—establishing responsibility i this
very intimate, and very family area.

I would wrge you to consider passapge of HEZGE63 and please do rnot
amerd the age of a mino on this issue. I kriow you sense the
tension between pro-life and pro—death special irmterest groups.
But the apprapriate paosition is FRO-FAMILY. Your electorate
comstituency will always be supportive of their representatives
who uphald a starndard supportive of family life.

Johv Yeats
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TESTIMONY FOR PARENTAL NOTIFICATION

February 19, 1990
Madam Chair and Members of the Committee:

My name is Valerie Joens and I am a lobbyist for Kansans for
Life, which is the State affiliate to the National Right to
Life Committee. Kansans for Life currently has 54 chapters
throughout the state.

As you know, Kansans for Life has always supported parental
involvement legislation and this session we are endorsing

House Bill #2663 sponsored by Artie Lucas and 31 other rep-
resentatives.

Kansans for Life with the majority of Kansas favors parental
notification legislation and feels that parents should have
the right to be notified that their minor daughter is seek-
ing an abortion.

We all know too well that facing a crisis can be overwhelm-
ing and often times causes us to take an action that later
we regret. Often times our emotions lead us to believe
there is only one way out of the situation. Minors, as well
as adults, often lack the ability to make good decisions on
their own when faced with a crisis. Parental notification
gives parents the opportunity to help their daughter with a
pregnancy.

Parents need to know their daughter is seeking an abortion
in order to deal effectively with any complication that may
arise and offer support during this time. Parents are re-
sponsible for any medical bills as a result of complications
from an abortion. Often times girls will suffer with bleed-
ing and infections.

By no means does parental notification deny the right to an
abortion, but the lack of parental notification denies par-

ents access to information regarding the health and welfare
of their daughter.

I would like to share one testimony from a teen member of
American Victims of Abortion. (Taken from a brief filed
with the Supreme Court on October, 1986.

We all know that we all deal with circumstances differently
but the burden of handling a teen pregnancy should be shared
with the parents. In Kansas during 1988 there were 39 abor-
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tions reported for the ages of 10-14 year olds and 1,447 re-

ported for 15-19 year olds. (Taken from Annual Summary of
Vital Statistics, Kansas Department of Health & Environ-
ment). How many girls like Teresa do we have in Kansas?

A Newsweek Poll last July showed that 75 percent of the re-
spondents believed teenagers should have parental permission
for an abortion. (Newsweek: January 8, 1990).

We urge the Kansas Legislature to pass House Bill #2663.
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STATEMENT OF INTEREST OF THE AMICI

T riei Teresa Wibbelsman, Holly Trimble, and Lora
Hoobier are women who procurred abortions as minors
wilhout their parents’ knowledge. To a large extent their
abortion decisions were uninformed. In retrospect, they
believe that 24 hours notice of their abortions to their
parents would have significantly altered their experiences
dealing with their problem pregnancies. The amici are
aware of the Illinois 24-hour parental notice requirement
al issue in this case, and they offer their experiences lo the
Court to illustrate the need many young girls have for that

protection in making abortion decisions.

f'reresa Wibbelsman was sixteen years old when' she!

learned she was pregnanl. She had been raised in a
Catholic home and allended parochial schools. All she
knew about abortion was that it would “take care of” the
problem. No one al the family planning center, where her
pregnancy was diagnosed, offered her any counseling
excepl a referral lo an abortion clinic. She made her
decision Lo abort primarily beeause she was afraid Lo tell
her parents of her pregnancy; shedidn't want them Lo know
she had disappointed them. ler boyfriend took her from
her Ohio home Lo a Louisville, Kentucky, abortion clinic. At
the elinice she signed consent forms which were placed in
front of her without explanation. She does not remember
reading the forms. The only counseling she received at the
clinic ,was a briel description of the abortion procedure
using a plastic anatomy model, given to a group of
sevenleen girls al once.

Teresa’s abortion proceeded smoothly and she suffered
no known physical complications. The abortion exacted an
emotional toll, however. Teresa blocked the abortion from
her mind but her self-worth had plummeted. She slipped
into promiscuity and drug and aleohol abuse. She began to
play whal she calls “car games” — closing her eyes while
driving over bridges, or acceleraling on the [reeway and
closing her eyes until [ear forced her (o open them again.

3

Five years after Teresa’s abortion, her [ifteen-year old
sisler was impregnaled on a “date rape.” Teresa’s sister,
rather than obtaining a secret abortion, went lo her parents
with her problem. Together, they decided that the child
would be carried to term and placed for adoption. Seeing
her sister’s trust in her parents and their warm support for
her in her crisis produced feelings of jealousy in Teresa,
causing her to wish she had handled her pregnancy the
same way.

Nearly six years after her abortion, Teresa consciously
acknowledged thal she fell tremendous guilt over the
abortion. Although she was still unmarried, she
determined a time when she would be fertile and
deliberately became pregnant on a “one-night stand.” She
made adoptlion arrangements in Louisville. Her liltle girl
was born on the anniversary of her abortion. Teresa took
her to Louisville for adoption Lo “replace” the child Teresa
had aborted there.

ol

Teresa is convinced Lhat if she had known al the timme of
her abortion decision whal she now knows about her
parents’ supportive reaclion o a problem pregnancy, she
would not have chosen to aborldThus a 24-hour parental
notice requirement would, in Teresa's case, have saved her
from Lhe anguish which followed a decision that turned out
to have been wrong for her. .

L |

Holly Trimble was also sixleen years old when she

"became pregnant. She was personally opposed to abortion,

bul she was afraid her parents would be hurtif they knew
of her pregnancy. Her boylriend’s older brother and his
girlfriend persuaded her that oblaining a secrel abortion
was the best thing for her to do. Holly recalls that she was
not in good condition to make a decision; the pregnancy
made her feel ill, and she was vomiting every day. Although
she was ten weeks pregnant, she believed at the time that
her felus was just a “little egg.” Prior Lo her abortion, she
asked amatronly counselor atastate family planning office

-
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 women felt badly after abortions. “No, they're usually
-elie Yeeause Lhey can go on with their lives,” she was
old. nelimes a woman is bothered il she feels Lthe felus

nove belore her abortion and she thinks it's alive; but she
houldn’t because itl's really not.”

Within a week of her abortion, Holly did begin Lo leel
yadly about it. Because the purpose of her abortion was lo
side her pregnaney from her parents, she couldn’t talk to
hem about her turmoil. When Life magazine ran pictures
[ ten-week-old Tetuses, lolly saw them and became
wrrified at what she had done. She [ell intense guill
vhenever she saw a baby. [iventually she soughthelp from
, priest and her conscience was temporarily assuaged.

Nine years later, lolly had married and become
ywegnant. She had learned more about fetal development
e was aculely aware of the new lile she was carrying
vithin her body. That awareness stirred up memories and
cmorse over her earlier abortion. Her depression became
o severe thal she sought professional help. Her
sychiatrist finally hospitalized her in the psychiatric
vard of a loeal hospilal three months aller the birth ol her
on. ventually she was referred Lo anolher psychiatrist
vho placed her on anti-depressant medication for several
nonths. Only after eareful counseling did she improve to
he poinl where she was able to go through another
yregnancey and post-partum period with very lillle
lepression.

Holly still looks back al her abortion decision with greal
regrrel. She believes that if she hadn’t fell it necessary Lo
shield her parents [rom knowledge of her pregnancey, she
vould not have obtained her abortion. She also is certain
that, if she had been exposed Lo information about fetal

levelopment al the time of her decision, she would have .

chosen Lo carry her child to term.

Lora Hoobler was seventeen when she became pregnant.
She and her boy[riend assumed without discussion that she

J

would get an abortion. She knew thal her parents [elt
abortion was wrong, but she did not want them to know she
was pregnanil. She visiled a women’s clinic and saw a
counselor who scheduled her aborlion. The counselor gave
her no information on fetal development or abortion
complications but did ask her, “Are you going lo freak out

on us?’ Lora did not know what she was referring lo and
answered, “No.” Lora didn’t consult with anyone else about .-
her abortion. She recalls that she didn’t want o think about ;

what she was doing because deep inside she believed her
decision was wrong.

The abortion was performed. Lora regained
consciousness in the operating room and saw a tube filled
with the blood and tissue that had been extracted from her
body. The reality of whatshe had done hither “likea brick”.
She remembered her parents saying, “Aborlion is
murder.” Lora wepl uncontrollably for 45 minutes until the
clinice staff sent her boyfriend in Lo remove her.

Lora suffered from severe depression for lwo years
following the abortion. When she found some lilerature
showing details of fetal development, she was amazed and
appalled. She felt betrayed. Even though she had not
understood what she was doing until alter the abortion was
over, she carried a heavy burden of guill. She broke up with
her boyfriend and became whal she describes as
“hopelessly” promiscuous. She tried drugs and alcohol. Her
depression did notlift until she had a “born again” religious
experience. '

Lora cannot say for certain that a parental nolification
requirement would have changed the oulcome of her
pregnancy. She does know thal she made an uninformed
abortion decision, the price of which was very high for her
and which she now regrets as the worst decision of her life.
She believes consultation with her parents could have
resulled in a different decision. .
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Teresa, Llolly, and Lora are associaled with the amicus

7

the furthering of parental consultalion in minor women’s

American Victims of Abortion. AVA is a national abortion decisions is a constitutionally permissible end.

yrganization of persons whose lives have been adversely
: : : gL m

flected by abortions, theirownor a family member’s. The

bjective of AVA is Lo provide a forum for these individuals

[llinois’ 24-hour notification requirement ensures _ - -
sufficient time for parental consultation before minor= @
women obtain abortions. This requirement is a reasonable~ -

o

£ *(;;

o educate legislatures and the public about the tragic
.onsequences of abortion for some women. Based on the
»xperiences of AVA members who obtained abortions as
ninors, AV A supports legislation, such as Illinois’ parental
wtifieation requirement, which may protect young women

rom making uninformed abortion decisions. ~/

BRIKIE AMICUS CURIALE
NOTI
The Questions Presented and The SLH.(E]HCI.][,()f the Case
e omilled from this Amicus Curiae lh'ief_smcc thoy are
unply stated in the Appellant’s Brief of Neil I, Hartigan.

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

A problem pregnancy requires a woman to make one of
he most complex and difficull decisions of her life. Iler
sonsideration of multiple social, economic, and moral
factors may be hampered by Lhe physiological and
ysychological ¢hanges produced in her by the pregnancy
tself. Many women do not know, at the time of their
lecision, that abortion can produce asevere post-traumatic
stress disorder.

Minor women, in parlicular, are often ill-informed about
pregnancy and abortion and unable to make malure,
-ational decisions in their own best interest. This Court has
recognized that immature minor women are in need of
special prolection in making critical (lecisi(m§, even vs'/here
hat proteclion resulls in a limilation on their exercise of
sonstitutional rights. The Courl has also recognized that

means to ensure that minors have time to consult with their
parents and are thereby assisted in making informed, wise
abortion decisions. The purpose of Illinois’ 24-hour
notification and consultation period distinguishes it from
the 24-hour waiting period struck down in Akron, which
only encouraged additional contemplation by women who
had already consulted with their physicians and made
informed decisions to abort.

ARGUMENT*
I. INTRODUCTION

The amici Teresa Wibbelsman, IHolly Trimble, and Lora
Hoobler share a regret that they decided to obtain
abortions as minors without the benefit of their parents’
advice and emotional support. Each of them experienced
unexpecled trauma and remorse following their abortions.
Their stories and the similar stories of other members of
American Vietims of Abortion are typical of a large
number of teenagers who make hasly, secret, and ill-
informed abortion decisions.

2

The special attention given to the abortion decision by
this Court is well justified. Sociologists are still learning of
the complexities of the abortion decision. It has been found
that the decision-making processes of women with problem
pregnancies involve several stages and numerous
influencing factors, such as source of information,

* The author wishes to acknowledge the assistance of Vincent M. Rue,
’h.D., Marriage and FFamily Therapist and Psychotherapist,
Executive Director, Sir Thomas More Marriage and Family Clinicsof
Southern California.



Colby, Kansas
February 16, 1990

Representative Ginger Barr
Kansas State Capitol
Topeka, Kansas 66612

Dear Representative,

I will be unable to travel across the state to attend
the hearings for parental notification for minors seeking
an abortion but I would like to express my opinion in this
matter. I am a counselor in a crisis pregnancy center and
have had personal experience with a daughter who in a time
of crisis made a decision for abortion, which she regrets
having made. She has experienced a miscarriage and had
a near-death experience with a tubal pregnancy both related
to the abortion performed when she was a minor. She was
ill-advised by her boyfriend's school counselor that abortion
would be a simple process and it would be over, but that
has been far from the truth in her case.

It is imperative that parents be notified and allowed
to assist their daughters and sons in making this decision
for their lives while they are minors. We, as parents are
liable in all other matters concerning our minor children
and this is a right and privilege that should be restored
to the family.

Sincerely,

é??«:u/tm—w %Lﬁ/ﬁ“\

Barbara Stoecklein
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