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TO:
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OF:

FAX NUMBER:
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FROM: Douglas Johnson, Legislative Director: (202) 626-8820

Qur telephone number for automatic facsimile reception is:

(202) 347-3668

We are transmitting <i?[' pages (inciuding this cover page).

If you have any trouble receiving these materials, please call

(202) 626-8820.

Governor,

We are extremely grateful to the President, and to you, for everything you
have done. We will express olr thanks more formally when time allows.

Please see the attached statement by Rep. Hoyer. It tallies with information
fran other sources, that the House Democratic leadership may try to fool around
with the Porter Amendment a little, and then try again. Please see our
attached press release. We hope that White louse spokespersons also EXEoug
adopt the theme, "Stop holding the critical DHHS bill hostage. Drop the
Porter Amendment."

Gratefully, Douglas Johnscn
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:
Tuesday, November 19, 1991 Douglas Johnson, Legislative Director

(202) 626-8820, (301) 502-1170

HOUSE UPHOLDS REGULATIONS AGAINST FEDERAL ABORTION PROMOTION:
"HUMAN SERVICES BILL HELD HOSTAGE LONG ENOUGH." SAYS N.R.L.C.

WASHINGTON-- The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) today called
on House Speaker Tom Foley (D-Wa.g and the House Democratic leadership to
stop "holding hostage" the Department of Health and Human Services
appropriations bi1l in order to challenge President Bush on abortion.

President Bush today vetoed the bill because it contained a provision
(the Porter Amendment) to allow non-physicians to routinely counsel and
refer for abortion as a birth-control method in 4,000 clinics that receive
funds under the federal Title 10 program. The House sustained the
President's veto on a vote of 276-156, 12 short of a two-thirds majority.

In his veto message, the President made it clear that his veto was
pased solely on the abortion issue, not on the funding provisions of the
$205 billion bill, "I will sign a bill that does not include language that
prohibits implementation of this [Title 10] rule,” the President said in his
veto message. "I urge the Congress tc pass promptly an acceptable bill, one
without objectionable language relating to Title X {the family planning
program], to provide needed funding for the many important programs
contained in this legislation.” '

NRLC Legislative Director Douglas Johnsen commented: "Tom Foley
pressured pro-1ife Democratic House members, claiming that if they voted
with the President, it would imperil vital social programs. But in fact,
the President says he will sign the bill with every dollar intact."

Johnson pointed out that the Senate passed a separate, "freestanding”
pi11 (S. 323, the Chafee bill) to nullify the pro-life regulations four
months ago, and a House committee approved a similar bill (H.R. 3090, the
Waxman bill) over three months ago. However, "the House leadership
sidetracked those bills in order to piggyback on the popular human services
funding bi11," Johnson said. "Now it's time for Speaker Foley and Planned
parenthood to stop holding this eritical bill hostage. If the pro-abortion
provision is dropped, the bill can be enacted within days, without removing
one dollar.”

Johnson called today's House vote "a victory for those Americans who
oppose the use of abortion as a method of birth control.”

Earlier in the day, DHHS Secretary Louis Sullivan sent a directive,
instructing his subordinates to implement the regulations in a manner
consistent with a Nov. 5 order by President Bush. The President's order
made it clear that the regulations allow physicians to discuss abortion with
patients in federally fupded clinics, but prohibit abortion counseling
and veferral by non-physicians. "Patients and doctors can talk about
absolutely anything they want,” under the directive, the President explained
his Nov. 8 press conference. However, pro-abortion groups continued to
insist that federally funded clinic staff, other than physicians, also
should be allowed to counsel for abortion as a "family planning option.”

The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) is the nation's major pro-
life organization, made up of about 3,000 Tocal chapters.
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latest version of the banking bill in the House Banking Committee today.

Torres and Schumer had hoped to mark up a compromise bill Monday in the Banking
Subcommittee on Consumer Affairs, which Torres chairs. But they decided to allow more time
to work with the leadership and other members. In addition, Torres acknowledged today that
there are still differences between himself and Schumer on the issue. Torres said he wants a bill
that would direct the GAO and CBO to study the credit card interest situation and report back to
Congress ~— where members would have the prerogative to place a cap on interest rates or take
other action. He said Schumer wants appointment of an independent commission that would
conduct an 18-month market study. President Bush would then be required to take appropriate
action, such as setting a cap. Torres defended his approach as more timely, adding, “Two years to
wait is not gonna resolve the issue.”

BANKING _ “ |
1king Bill Bl Clears House Panel
In yet a third effort to e

nact banking legislation, the House Banking Committee today
approved a watered down banking bill in a 44-7 vote — staving off efforts by various members
1o further narrow the bill or bog it down with provisions that many claim caused the failure of the
first two bills. But the Rules Committee this afternoon postponed its consideration of the measure
just before Rules was due to take it up. “I think they may pull it [from the floor] because they
don't have enough votes right now,” Rules Chairman Moakley said, adding that the leadership
would continue this afternoon to seek support for the measure. Speaker Foley said he hopes to
have the bill on the Heuse floor by Thursday.

The bill — which would recapitalize the Bank Insurance Fund, toughen bank regulation,
and allow for earlier intervention of failing banks — received strong bipartisan support at this
morning’s committee markup. Committee Republicans met before the markup to decide whethey
to proceed with a final attempt to insert provisions allowing interstate benking and several new
powers for banks. In the end, there was a split among the Republicans, as Rep. Jim Leach, R-
Iowa, offered .an amendment to reinsert the controversial provisions into the bill. But even
ranking member Chalmers Wylie, R-Ohio, stated his objections, and the committee re jected
the amendment.

On the other side of the aisle, Rep. Frank Anminzio, D-111., offered an amendment —
which failed — to further narrow the legislation. Reflecting the sentiment of a number of
committee members, Annunzio complained that 2 package of what Chairman Gonzalez tagged
“yoncontroversial” amendments may be “well meaning, {but] there are also some provisions in
there that can well end up seeing the banking bill go down for the third time.” According to
Annunzio, included are provisions that could trigger joint referral to the Energy and Commetrce
Committee, significantly complicating passage of the bill. On the other side of the Capitol, a
Senate aide said today that Democrats were at odds with Republicans over consumer issues inthe

~nate version of the bill, and that Republicans were biocking further 3 ion gvet the issue.

o1 QVEL.L

APPROPRIATIONS
Bush Vetoes FY92 L.abo 3 Spending Bil

A showdown House vote was expected later today on President Bush’s veto this aftermoon
of the $203 billion FY92 Labor-HHS spending bill. In doing so, Bush ignored the pleas of House
Democratic leaders, who urged that he not reject all the health and education spending in the bill

Nation
Journ
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over the provision barring HHS from spending money to enforce the so-called “gag rule” on
abortion counseling. But Bush stood firm on his opposition to the gag rule language. “I will sign
a bill that does not include language that prohibits implementation of the abortion counseling and
referral rule,” Bush said. “It is my intention to ensure that no federal funds are used to support
abortion except in cases where the life of the mother would be endangered if the fetus were
carried to term.” Bush also noted that the bill includes $4.4 billion in spending that is delayed
until FY93, and said such funding “would make it much more difficult to remain within the
FY93 spending limits" next year. But he did not threaten another veto if that spending is retained.

House Democratic Caucus Chairman Steny Hoyer of Maryland, one of nine House
Democratic leaders who held a news conference before the veto to urge Bush to sign the bill, said
he was “confident” of the outcome in the override battle — but stopped short of predicting
victory. “I think we're very close,” Hoyer said when asked if Democrats had the needed votes, A
House Democratic source today said “a handful of votes” will decide the outcome. The
conference report on the Labor-HHS bill passed the House Nov. 6 on a 272-156 — 18 short of
the two-thirds needed for an override if all 435 House members vote. Hover and otheys also said
t they.did pot it was inevitable that the House would merely pass that same bill without

o is sustained.

ARPROPRIATIONS _
Eergency Spending Bill in Trouble In Senate |
he 7.6 billion emergency supplemental spending bill approved Friday p#”the Senate

Appropridtions Committee !‘isn’t going aniywhere in its current form,” a Spdate GOP source
said today. “Fhat bill is right now headed toward complete disaster as pMfow stands,” said the
source, who addsq that several senators — including Minority Leagef Dole — are planning to
offer amendments s the measure if it reaches the floor. The Gf ¥ source said the emergency
spending bill was ““on hald, probably until Wednesday," and s ded that “there’s lot of problems
with lots of people” eager Ypffer amendments to it. Sengs€’Agricuiture Chairman Leahy and
Sen. Robert Kasten, R-Wist\yill probably offer 2 #iry bill as a substitute, the source said,
while Dole and Sen. Don NicRteg, R-Okla., ap#/planning agriculture amendments that are
“hardly technical” in nature, the sourde said. Ar€enate GOP leadership aide said Leahy, Kasten
and Sen. Richard Lugar, R-Ind., had b¥p'meeting to discuss strategy on their possible dairy
amendment, but had not yet made a dgafSion®

The spending bill may not eypfl get to a CORIErence committee unless the Senate wims it
down first, one GOP source sajd. “1 don’t see it h¥woening,” said the source, who added that
many senators “‘don’t think tjxdt [House AppropriationnChairman] Whitten's willing to strip
it down” once the bill getsAo conference. The bill contains abqut $4 billion for Operation Desert
Storm expenses, $1.73#illion for farm disaster aid, about $1 bM¥jon for the Federal Emergency
Management Agenp¥ to help pay for domestic disasters such as thg recent Oakland fires and
more than $1 bij#fon for children’s programs such as Head Start. ThsHouse earlier passed a

similar $7.5 bjfion emergency spending measure.

ENERGY /
Enepdy Bill Dead For The Year — Again

/The possibility of a new deal on the Senate Energy Committee’s “National Edrgy
Stfategy” legislation was laid to rest Monday night — at least for the remainder of this year —In

Nation
Journ



November 19, 1991

To: John Sununu, Roger porter, Phil Brady, Fred McClure

Al Simpson handed me the attached letter from John Chafee re:
Labor-HHS Approp Bill (abortion part).

Roger: please prepare a short one pager for me on the Senator's
letter- also prepare a one page or less reply-- thanking him,
explaining the problem etc.

ﬂ7

FROM THE PRESIDENT
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. “JOHN H. CHAFEE , ' WASHINGTON OFFICE:

RHODE ISLAND WASHINGTON, DC 205 10

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE ' ‘ {202) 224-2921
RANKING MEMBER, COMMITTEE ON

TDD: (202) 224-7617

ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS . ‘lﬂnitzﬂ 5tﬂt[5 5mat[ | PROVIDENCE OFFICE:

THE SENATE ARMS CONTROL o " 301 JOHN O. PASTORE
OBSERVER GROUP ) _ ’ : : FEDERAL BUILDING
SELECT COMMITTEE . . KENNEDY PLAZA
ON INTELLIGENCE PROVIDENCE, Rl 02903

(401) 528-65294

TolLL FRee NUMBER
IN. RHODE ISLAND

: November 18, 1991 ~ 1-800-662-5188
The President :

The White House

Washington D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

The Labor-HHS Appropriations bill sent to you last week
contains a one-year moratorium on 1988 regulations barring
federally funded family planning clinics from providing any
information to pregnant women about pregnancy termination. I
strongly believe that there is substitute language to which you
can agree and I hope that you will so state this in your veto
message to Congress. The attached document is an example of such
substitute language, '

The memorandum you sent to Secretary Sullivan on November 5
says that doctors may provide information to women. But you did
not say that nurses and other trained personnel could do the same.
This is unfortunate because it is nurses, physician assistants and
trained clinicians who provide most of the care in Title X
clinics. It is sad, but true, that there simply are not enough
doctors to serve low-income women and their families. These women
don’t see doctors, but they do see nurses,other health care
professionals and trained clinicians. :

Mr. President, neither you nor I want to keep poor women from
receiving the same information that wealthier women expect from
their private health care providers. We are talking solely about
information, not about providing money for abortion. serv1ces

I hope very much that you will con31der these issues before
you veto the Labor-HHS Approprlatlons bill. When you do veto the
bill, I urge that you include in your veto message that you would
accept substitute language along the lines of what I have enclosed

' to allow health care professionals and other trained clinicians to
answer questions and to refer women to where they can get the
services they seek, while strictly prohibiting directive .
counseling.

Warm personal regards,




POSSIBLE AGREEMENT ON POLICY WITH RESPECT TO PREGNANCY
RELATED SERVICES IN TITLE X FUNDED CLINICS
(NOVEMBER 14, 1991)

A. Treatment of Title X projects which provide prenatal care,
such as, but not limited to, community health centers,
hospitals, or family planning clinics that offer such care:

When a woman comes in for family planning services and is
determined in the course of the visit to be pregnant, she should be offered
information regarding her pregnancy. The provider of services will
furnish a list of community resources for medical care and social
services. If the woman eiects to remain in that project for services, she
will be provided with the same pregnancy related services and
information that all of the projects’ patients receive. The project would
be allowed to retain Title X funds as part of its general operating support.

B. Treatment of Title X projects which do not provide prenatal
care: ‘

(1) When a woman comes in for family planning services and is
determined in the course of the visit to be pregnant, she should be offered
information regarding her pregnancy. If a woman is found to have a
significant medical problem, she should be referred to a provider of
comprehensive medical care. The provider of services will furnish a list
of community resources for medical care and social services. If
requested, the project will make every effort to assist the pregnant
woman in making an appointment with a prenatal care provider. In
addition, the project will provide the woman with written information to
be developed by the Secretary of Health and Human Services about
appropriate prenatal care that includes a discussion of proper nutrition
and exercise, the need to avoid alcohol, drug and tobacco use, and the
importance of receiving medical care.



(2) Health care professionals, or trained clinicians under the
supervision of a medical director, shall give factual answers to questions
the woman ‘has about her pregnancy and her legal and medical options.
Questions about an individual's medical conditions that relate to her
pregnancy should be referred to an appropriate practitioner, on or off
premises. Identification of providers of adoption and pregnancy
termination services will be made available upon a woman'’s request.

" Factual information may also be provided about the mix of services
provided by each provider and the payment sources they accept. The
project is not to provide directive counseling to the woman regarding her
pregnancy. Should this process of answering questions be found to
advocate pregnancy termination or adoption the Title X project would be
subject to the procedures which apply to misuse of grant funds, including
termination of the grant or portion of the grant which funds the project.

(3) Nothing in this statute is intended to preclude a health care
professional or trained clinician under the su._pervision of a medical
director, from fulfilling his or her generally-accepted professional duty.

C. Relationship to Non-Title X Services:

_ Nothing' in this statute is intended to circumscribe the services
offered separately by a Title X provider with other public or private funds.
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THE CHIEF of STAFF
To: Governor Sununu has seen

From: Douglas Johnson, (202) 626-8820, (301) 439—9087‘“£ QR
Date: Nov. 22, 1991 fes see’

I am enclosing several copies of the Nov. 20 edition of the National Right
to Life News, which contains a prominent article on the veto fight, the text
of the President's veto message, and a request for letters of thanks. This
publication is sent to 216,000 active NRLC donors nationwide. Many state
and local pro-life publications reproduce the articles and congressional
roll calls, multiplying the readership manyfold.

Please see also my attached memo to leaders of our state affiliates and
allied organizations, especially page 6.

A formal letter of thanks to President Bush, from the president of National
Right to Life, is in the works. I hope to have it delivered on Monday.

Again, many thanks for your leadership and support.



g&@ &PC&bl(y

page 6

Document Originally
Attached to
Following Page



Suite 500, 419 7th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2293 — (202) 626-8800 (FAX) 737-9189 or 347-5907
committee,inc.
Toz NRLC Board and State Offices
Federal Legislative Coordinators

Selected Pro-life Contacts ‘{§}{f//
//
From: Douglas Johnson, NRLC Legislative Director \
(202) 626-8820, fax (202? 347-3668
Re: Legislative Update 0}1

Date: Friday, November 22, 1991

INTRODUCTION: This memo summarizes congressional developments since Nov. 8,
the date of the last memo that you all received. (On Monday, Nov. 18, the
day before the veto override vote, all NRLC State Offices that have
automatic-reception fax machines received two additional "urgent alert"
memos from us-- one in the morning, the second in the evening. I strongly
encourage state off 'es and Legislative Coordinators that do not have
automatic-reception fax machines to procure this capacity, so that you too
can receive our "faxcasts" during periods of important congressional
activity.)

As you are well aware, on Tuesday, Nov. 19, President Bush vetoed H.R. 2707,
the $205 billion appropriations bill for the Department of Health and Human
Resources (DHHS), in order to prevent enactment of the Porter Amendment,
which would have blocked implementation of the pro-life Title 10
regulations. Within hours, the House of Representatives sustained his veto
by a 12-vote margin, on a vote of 276 to 156.

Despite the narrowness of the margin, we can collectively take pride in the
successful outcome. The vote was the most intensely lobbied abortion vote
ever to occur in Congress. The Title 10 war is not over, but we have won a
pro-life victory of great significance, both substantively and politically.
As explained in the enclosed Nov. 20 edition of National Right to Life News,
court orders blocking implementation of the Title 10 regulations should soon
be dissolved, and DHHS officials can at last begin to enforce the
regulations. The Planned Parenthood Federation of America (PPFA) has
reiterated that its 176 affiliates will not accept funds under the
conditions imposed by the regulations. PPFA affiliates receive $37 million
annually, out of the $144 million program.

CURRENT SITUATION: Today, Nov. 22, the House will pass a second DHHS
appropriations bill, H.R. 3839. It is identical to H.R. 2707 in every
respect, except that it does not contain the Porter Amendment. Barring some
last-minute maneuver by pro-abortion senators, this bill should go to
President Bush before Thanksgiving, and the President has already promised
to sign it. Barring unforeseen developments, Congress will adjourn for the
year by Nov. 27.
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[Two Department of Defense bills are close to receiving final congressional
approval, after pro-abortion provisions were dropped in conference
committees to avoid vetos. Pro-life Rep. John Murtha (D-Pa.) deserves a
special commendation here. He received a strong assist from Pro-Life Caucus
Co-Chairman Alan Mollohan (D-WV). In addition, both houses may act on a new
version of the foreign aid authorization bill (H.R. 2508), which contains no
pro-abortion provisions. An earlier version, containing two pro-abortion
provisions, was killed in the House on Oct. 30. (See the Nov. 20 NRL News,
page 10.) A more complete overview on the 1991 congressional session will
appear in an upcoming edition of ARL News.] '

WHAT NEXT? Again, this is not the end of the battle over the Title 10
requlations. When Congress returns in January, we can expect rapid action
on the "freestanding” Waxman bill (H.R. 3090) that would overturn the
regulations, which was approved by a House committee last August. The
Senate already passed such a measure (S. 323, the Chafee bill) in July.
And there may be other challenges as well. Considering how close our
opponents came to success this year, we cannot be complacent. However,
guarded optimism is warranted. As explained below, this week's vote
occurred under circumstances very advantageous to our opposition. They took
their best shot, and fell a bit short-- thanks to your work, and the
excellent efforts of the President and his subordinates.

The basic narrative on recent events is found in the Nov. 20 ARL News
article, and I will not repeat that material here. However, I do want to
give you some additional context on the recent votes, and to underscore the
critical importance of appropriate, sustained followup activities directed
both at House members who voted with us, and those those with pro-life
inclinations who nevertheless voted against us.

The countdown to the veto override vote began on Nov. 6, when the House
passed the final version ("conference report") on H.R. 2707 by a vote of 272
to 156-- 14 votes short of a two-thirds majority. While I publicly
estimated that we would pick up 10 other House members on a veto override
(we got six), we also warned you not to assume that we would automatically
hold the 156 House members who voted right on Nov. 6.

Our opposition, led by the Planned Parenthood Federation of America (PPFA),
brought several major advantages to this confrontation. First, they had
achieved a great deal of success in "framing" the Title 10 regulations as an
infringement on free speech rights, as crude government interference in
private doctor-patient discussions, and as a threat to women's health. They
achieved this partly through expensive paid advertising, but mostly by way
of very unbalanced coverage of the Title 10 controversy by most organs of
the print and electronic media, especially the four major television
networks. The casual adoption by most media organs of the obviously
pejorative term "gag rule" to describe the regulations typifies the press's
mindset on the issue. Most public opinion polls soon came to reflect the
relentless, tendentious press coverage, showing strong majorities against
the “"gag rule." (The Wirthlin polls, which accurately described the policy
before questioning respondents, showed the public more evenly divided.)

Second, centrist medical organizations, such as the American Medical
Association and its state affiliates, applied more pressure than I have ever
seen on a federal abortion policy issue. These groups are particularly
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influential with some Republican Tawmakers who usually vote pro-life.

Third, after studying the public opinion polls, the top House

Democratic leadership, led by pro-abortion Speaker Tom Foley (D-Wa.) and
pro-abortion Majority Leader Richard Gephardt (D-Mo.), decided that "the gag
rule" provided them with their best opportunity to break President Bush's
unbroken string of 23 successful vetos, and at the same time, finally
demonstrate to pro-abortion organizations that the congressional Democratic
leadership can "deliver the goods" by overturning an important pro-life
policy. They decided to make overturn of the regulations a top priority
for the 1991 session. '

Fourth, the pro-abortion leaders chose the best possible "vehicle" for the
Porter Amendment-- the appropriations bill for the Department of Health and
Human Services (DHHS). This $205 billion bill contains funding for most
major health, education, social services, and labor programs, including
Medicaid and Medicare. Most members of both parties are very reluctant to
vote against a bill that provides funds for so many important programs, of
importance to so many influential constituencies and advocacy groups.

Once the conference report passed the House on Nov. 6, the House Democratic
leadership swung into high gear. Democratic congressmen and their staffs
called leaders of many organizations that support programs funded in H.R.
2707, urging them to lobby Congress to override the anticipated veto.
Unless the veto was overridden, the congressional leaders warned, funding
for innumerable health, education, and social service programs would be in
dire jeopardy. :

The Washington offices of most of these social-service organizations needed
Tittle encouragement to jump into the fray. Soon, members of Congress were
receiving letters from literally hundreds of significant organizations,
strongly urging them to override the coming veto. Most of these letters
indicated that a vote against the bill would be a vote against various
social service programs. ' :

For example, AFL-CIO Director of Legislation Robert M. McGlotten sent House
members a letter urging them to override, stating, "The AFL-CIO believes in
the most uncompromising terms that your vote for a veto override is crucial
to reaffirm the right and obligation of government-funded physicians and
other health care professionals to provide all relevant medical information
to their patients." The Children's Defense Fund wrote that a vote to
override the veto "will help assure that children do not lose further ground
in 1992." (They apparently did not have in mind the unborn children who
would lose their lives in PPFA's abortion mills.)

Now, the leaders of most of these organizations had to be fully aware that
if the veto was not overridden, it was nearly certain that the Porter
Amendment would be promptly dropped, the bill re-passed without any
reduction in funding for any programs, and happily signed by President Bush
(which is exactly what appears to be occurring as I write this). Indeed,
only the Democratic leadership of the Congress would be in a position to
prevent prompt passage of a "cleaned up,"” fully funded bill.

Most congressmen were also fully aware that the programs would be fully
funded in the followup DHHS bill. Still, they had to.reckon with the fact
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that to vote with the President on the veto would be to incur a "bad vote"
in the scorecards of many important special-interest groups.

Additional pressure came from Congressman William Natcher (D-Ky.), a well-
respected House member who chairs the subcommittee that writes the massive
DHHS appropriations bill. Mr. Natcher personally approached many House
members, reminded them of programs important to their own districts that are
funded through his.bill, and said, "I need you on this."

In combination, these factors allowed our opposition to come dangerously
close to-a two-thirds margin when the conference report was approved on Nov.
6 by a 272 to 156 vote-- only 14 votes short. Only 43 out of 268 House
Democrats voted pro-life on that vote (see Vote #I on pages 14-15 of the
Nov. 20 edition of National Right to Life News).

The Democratic leaders then redoubled their efforts. Speaker Foley
personally called most, if not all, of the 43 House Democrats who voted pro-
life on Nov. 6 to urge them to switch. Rep. Dave Bonior (D-Mi.), who has a
largely pro-1life voting record but who was recently elected House Democratic
Whip, also lobbied pro-life Democrats to vote to override.

KUDOS: These efforts were countered by the efforts of NRLC and its allies
at the national, state, and local levels, and by lobbying by the White House
and DHHS officials. I want to commend the fine work that Associate
Legislative Director Susan A. Smith did throughout the year on the Title 10
issue, among others. Susan missed the crescendo because she had to exit in
late October to prepare for her long-planned and now-imminent wedding!

.NRLC's new lobbyists, Tami Hamilton and Nancy Lataif, became familiar figures
to House members during this campaign, as they spent week after week roaming
the Capitol hunting votes. Our brand new legislative secretary, Jennifer
Luke, jumped into the Federal Legislative Office maelstrom and took over her
diverse new responsibilities with aplomb, as if she'd been expected to do

six things at once all her life. (With some trepidation, I have permitted

a group photo of these young women to be published in the Nov. 20 NRL News.
Be warned, however, that anyone submitting a proposal of marriage, whether
on his own behalf or in the name of another, will be stricken from this
mailing list.)

I have already spoken in the NRL News article the great leadership roles
played by Reps. Chris Smith, Vin Weber, Henry Hyde, Harold Volkmer, and
Buddy Tauzin. I want to also recognize the outstanding role played in the
entire lobbying campaign by Mark Gallagher, Deputy Director of the Office of
Government Liaison of the U.S. Catholic Conference.

THE VETO VOTE: In the end, the Nov. 19 roll call looked pretty much like
the Nov. 6 roll call. The veto vote was 276 to 156-- 12 votes short of two-
thirds. (See Vote #2 on pages 14-15 of the Nov. 20 ANRL News, and the
related article.) That looks close-- but in reality, it was even closer.
House Democratic staffers told William Welch of the Associated Press that
they had commitments from more than six additional members to join the
override side if the votes would make the difference. But the leadership
could not quite muster the votes to get within “"striking distance" and
thereby trigger these contingent commitments.
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FOLLOW-UP ACTIONS NEEDED

For Members Who Voted Pro-life v
As explained above, the 156 House members who voted to sustain the veto on
H.R. 2707 voted contrary to the strong urgings not only of PPFA and the
medical groups, but also innumerable health, education, social services, and
labor organizations. Many of them-- especially the 43 Democrats who
supported the President on the veto-- are already getting plenty of heat
from these groups. Many are also being savaged by their local press. Pro-
1ife organizations must make extraordinary efforts to insure that these
House members receive commensurate outpourings of appreciation from pro-life
constituencies over the weeks and months just ahead.

Your individual organizations should have already sent official letters of
thanks, but more is required. The members who voted pro-1ife should receive
prominent mention in pro-life newsletters, in church-affiliated newspapers,
in letters-to-the-editor campaigns, on Christian radio and TV programs, etc.
After Congress adjourns, make sure that pro-life people also express their
thanks directly to these congressmen at "town meetings," personal meetings,
political events, etc. This effort should continue into the new
congressional session that convenes in January.

For Members Who Voted Wrong

House Members who voted to override the President certainly need to receive
expressions of disappointment. However, don't burn your bridges to
representatives who usually or sometimes vote pro-life, but who defected on
this bill. A bad vote on this bill must to be viewed in the context of the
circumstances explained above, as well as the House member's past votes and
likely future votes. For example, some of the pro-life House members who
voted for the DHHS bill, did so after affirming that they support the Title
10 requlations and will oppose the Waxman bill (H.R. 3090) and other
attempts to overturn the regulations that are not linked to the DHHS bill.
You should seek such commitments wherever possible.

Some other pro-life House member may have voted to override the President
only because of unusual circumstances-- say, because Chairman Natcher had
earlier accommodated his request to include in H.R. 2707 funding for one or
another program of special importance to the Member's district. You should
encourage these members to convey to Mr. Natcher, and to the House
leadership, that the next time the pro-abortion forces attempt to
“piggyback" on the DHHS bill, or "hold hostage" some other popular measure,
the Member will not be supportive of the legislation.

For the President

Once-again, President Bush has saved a major pro-life policy. He did so
despite overwhelmingly hostile commentary from the press, despite pressure
from numerous special-interest groups and some of his own advisors, and
despite warnings from some Republican congressional leaders that he
would suffer a damaging blow to his overall power by losing a veto fight for
the first time.

As previously reported, the President's Nov. 5 memo clarifying the
parameters of the Title 10 regulations was tactically necessary-- without
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it, we would have lost-- and perfectly timed. As a staffperson to pro-
abortion Rep. Ron Wyden (D-Or.) expressed it, the memo "threw a bowling ball
through the middle of Congress" and drew a number of undecided House members
to the pro-life side of the issue.

PPFA, NARAL, and the rest of the pro-abortion movement will not give up on
this issue. They will be back for another round early next year. It is
jmportant to them to legitimize abortion as a method of family planning by
overturning the Title 10 regulations, but it is even more important to them
to inflict as much political pain as possible on President Bush. He has’
dealt the abortion industry an enormous blow. President Bush has earned
the gratitude-- and, I believe, the political loyalty-- of anyone who
believes that abortion is a paramount issue. '

It is important that we, as a pro-Tife movement, show that we recognize and
appreciate the magnitude of what the President has done and is doing for our
movement. All of your organizations should immediately send official
letters of thanks to the President. But that is not enough. Grassroots
oro-1ife citizens should also be encouraged to write to thank the President,
hoth directly and via "“letters-to-the-editor" columns.

In addition, all pro-1life groups should ask for personal letters of thanks
to the President from members or supporters who are important persons in the
political, religious, academic, and professional communities. Remember,
President Bush will be getting plenty of flak from VIPs who strongly
disapprove of his veto, including some governors, mayors, and major medical
groups. : o

President George Bush
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Thank you, and have a blessed Thanksgiving.
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HOUSE UPHOLDS REGULATIONS AGAINST FEDERAL ABORTION PROMOTION:
"HUMAN SERVICES BILL HELD HOSTAGE LONG ENOUGH," SAYS N.R.L.C.

WASHINGTON-- The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) today called
on House Speaker Tom Foley (D-Wa.) and the House Democratic leadership to
stop “holding hostage" the Department of Health and Human Services
appropriations bill in order to challenge President Bush on abortion.

President Bush today vetoed the bill because it contained a provision
(the Porter Amendment) to allow non-physicians to routinely counsel and
refer for abortion as a birth-control method in 4,000 clinics that receive
funds under the federal Title 10 program. The House sustained the
President's veto on a vote of 276-156, 12 short of a two-thirds majority.

In his veto message, the President made it clear that his veto was
based solely on the abortion issue, not on the funding provisions of the
$205 billion bill. "I will sign a bill that does not include language that
prohibits implementation of this [Title 10] rule," the President said in his
veto message. "I urge the Congress to pass promptly an acceptable bill, one
without objectionable language relating to Title X {the family planning
program], to provide needed funding for the many important programs
contained in this legislation."

NRLC Legislative Director Douglas Johnson commented: "“Tom Foley
pressured pro-1ife Democratic House members, claiming that if they voted
with the President, it would imperil vital social programs. But in fact,
the President says he will sign the bill with every dollar intact."

Johnson pointed out that the Senate passed a separate, "freestanding"
bill (S. 323, the Chafee bill) to nullify the pro-life regulations four
months ago, and a House committee approved a similar bill (H.R. 3090, the
Waxman bill) over three months ago. However, "the House leadership
sidetracked those bills in order to piggyback on the popular human services
funding bill," Johnson said. "Now it's time for Speaker Foley and Planned

parenthood to stop holding this critical bill hostage. If the pro-abortion
provision is dropped, the bill can be enacted within days, without removing
one dollar."

Johnson called today's House vote "a victory for those Americans who
oppose the use of abortion as a method of birth control.”

Earlier in the day, DHHS Secretary Louis Sullivan sent a directive,
instructing his subordinates to implement the regulations in a manner
consistent with a Nov. 5 order by President Bush. The President's order
made it clear that the regulations allow physicians to discuss abortion with
patients in federally funded clinics, but prohibit abortion counseling
and referral by non-physicians. "Patients and doctors can talk about
absolutely anything they want," under the directive, the President explained
his Nov. 8 press conference. However, pro-abortion groups continued to
insist that federally funded clinic staff, other than physicians, also
should be allowed to counsel for abortion as a "family planning option."

The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) is the nation's major pro-
life organization, made up of about 3,000 local chapters.
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Senate Panel Is Asked to Laft

Ban on Fetal Tissue Research
Opponents See Possible Rise in Number of Abortions

By David Brown
Washington Post Staff Writer

In an emotional exchange of opinion yes-
terday, advocates of fetal tissue research
pleaded with a Senate committee to help
make a “dream come true,” while opponents
raised the specter of a gruesome harvest of
fetal tissue for therapeutic purposes.

The discussion, which included tantaliz-

-ing hints at a successful outcome of the first

fetus-to-fetus tissue transplant in the Unit-
ed States, was held in a hearing for a bill
that would end the three-year moratorium
on fetal tissue transplantation.

“We don’t have time for a ‘timeout.” We
don’t have a future unless medical science
comes to our rescue,” Joan I. Samueison, an
attorney from Santa Rosa, Caiif., toid the
Senate Committee on Labor and Human
Resources.

Samuelson, who limped to the witness
table, has Parkinson’s disease. She told the
committee of the illness’s subtle first symp-
toms and painted a picture of its end stage,
when sufferers are immobile, mute, and
often demented.

“In the face of this immense suffering,
the promise of fetal tissue transplantation is
truly a dream that is coming true for
us. ... What I ask is that you keep us in
mind when you make your decision,” Sam-
uelson said.

Fetal tissue transplantation is a promis-
ing treatment for diseases in which a person
lacks essential cellular chemicals, such as
insulin in the case of diabetes or dopamine
in Parkinson’s disease. In Parkinson’s, the
loss of dopamine in adult life leads to wide-
spread neurological degeneration.

Transplanted fetal cells, in some cases,
are able to grow and produce the missing
chemicals without stimulating the “host’
bl?dy to identify the cells as foreign and kill
them.

Later in the hearing, Curt R. Freed, a
physician at the University of Colorado
School of Medicine, showed a short video-
tape of a Parkinson’s patient who received a
transplant of fetal brain tissue. Before the
operation, the woman fell down twice while
vacuuming a rug. After the operation, she
performed the same task with ease.

The secretary of health and human ser-'

vices in 1988 forbade the use of federal
funds in research involving fetal tissue
transplantation into human beings. Re-
search involving test-tube culture of fetal
tissue, and even transplantation into ani-
mals, was permitted, as were privately
funded fetal tissue transplants into humans.

Since then there have been only a few
such transplants in the United States,

though larger research projects are under-
way in Britain and Sweden. An advisory
panel at the National Institutes of Health
has recommended that federally sponsored
transplant research be allowed.

A bill sponsored by Sens. Brock Adams.
(D-Wash.) and Edward M. Kennedy (D-
Mass.) would lift the moratorium. It aiso
would forbid a woman from donating fetal
tissue to a particular person, forbid the sale
of fetal tissue, and establish elaborate con-
sent-requirements for all parties.

In the hearing’s most dramatic moment,
Guy Walden, a Baptist minister from Hous-
ton, told the committee that a fetal tissue
transplantation operation may be success-
fuily treating his 1-year-old child, Nathan.

The child has Hurler’s syndrome, a rare
enzyme deficiency that killed two of the
couple’s other children. In May 1990, tissue
from an aborted, tubal pregnancy was in-
jected into the 15-week-old fetus his wife
was carrying. The child was born in Octo-
ber 1990. Tests done this summer indi-
cated he is producing the essential enzyme,
presumably from the transplanted cells.

Walden told the senators that he and his
wife, who is pregnant again, are staunch
opponents of abortion, and never consid-
ered getting one. As long as the procedure
is legal, however, “saving the ones [fetuses
with inherited diseases] we can is the most
pro-life thing we can do,” he said.

A representative of the National Right to
Life Committee, however, warned the com-
mittee that if transplantation research is
successful, it will drive doctors to look for
more efficient ways to obtain fetal tissue,
altering the nature, and possibly the num-
ber, of abortions.

At the moment, researchers must get tis-
sue from fetuses that have been fragmented
by being sucked through a tube, a process
that kills the fetus as it removes it from the
womb. In less than 10 percent of the time
are the specimens usable for transplanta-
tion, James Bopp Jr. said.

He then described a more successful
technique used by some researchers in Eu-
rope, in which brain tissue is obtained by
altering the procedure so as to suck out the
head first.

“This is the real world. Techniques have
been developed to harvest tissue from live
fetuses, thereby killing the fetuses. NIH
regulations would not prohibit this,” Bopp
said.

Apart from this, the notion that fetal tis-
sue may be used for curative purposes “can
only tip the balance in one direction”—that
is, in favor of abortion—as a woman with an

_unwanted pregnancy weighs thg options in

her mind, he said.



. s

i

Politics 1991 -and

Pages 2-3, 5-7, Back Cover

.

What’s Ahead

House K1Hs Pro-Abortlon ‘

Forelgn Aid Bill -
See Page 10

Senate, House Votes, -
"Plus. Actxon Box
See Pages 12- 17

Stunning Setback for Planned. Parenthood

Bush Veto Saves Pro L1fe Rules

WASHINGTON (Nov. 20) - -

' Pres1dent Bush ‘used his veto-power

to block a congressional repeal of
regulations prohibiting abortion

“counseling and referral in 4,000

birth:-control clinics - that receive
funds from the federal Title 10 pro-
gram - - giving the pro-life move-
ment a major policy victory, and
dealing a stunning defeat. to the
Planned Parenthood. Federation of
America (PPFA) the nation’s major
abortion provider.

The President on- Nov. 19 vetoed
the .entire, $205 billion- appropri-

—_‘_"-_atlons bill-. (H.R. 2707) for the
. Department of Health and: Human

. Services. (DHHS) because it con-

tained a  provision (the Porter .
E Amendment) to- proh1b1t DHHS from .

By Scott Flschbach

Foi' the second'.time in less”’chan Right to Life PAC. the oro-life

Photo Copy Pmsewaﬁeet K g

debate in House.

‘Rep. 'Vin Weber (R-Mn) led pro,_xfe '

Harold Volkmer [D M
'fe Democrats. B

enforcing the 'pro-life : reglilf;{tions,

- which pro-abortion groups and their

allies in_the press call “the gag
“rule.”

Within hours, the House of Repre-
sentatives fell 12 votes short of the

_two-thirds majority necessary to-over-

ride a veto. The vote was 276 to 156.

A day earlier, pro-abortion House

‘Speaker Thomas Foley (D-Wa.) had
flatly predicted: that .the-.:House . :
- would override-the veto. If that had

occurred, both sides-agreed that-the
Senate would have. also overridden.
During the weeks leadmg up. to
_the .vote; - " Foley, MaJonty LeaderA
R1chard Gephardt (D-M ),
3 W

. (See Vote #2 roll call, pages 14 and 15.) -
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Title X

directed at pro-life Democrats. Foley
personally-called many Democrats,
and he gave the concluding speech
in the floor debate. In an, unusual

move, Foley also voted. By tradition,
the Speaker usually does not vote,

except in a tie. - .

“In my 10 years here, I never saw
the House .leadership apply- this
much pressure on pro'-life Democrats
on an abortion vote,” commented
NRLC Legislative Director Douglas
Johnson.

“FROM: PAGE 1.7
——————T. " tee source was quoted. by Congress -
(D- Ml) led . a pressure campalgn'

A House, Approm:t-

Daily as saying, “They.are working
this veto override harder thanI have
seen them work_any
23 [Bush vetos on various issues].

Of thé 276 House members who
voted to:override the veto, 222 were

.Democrats, 53 Republicans, and one
"~ an Independent. Of the 156 mem-

bers who voted to sustain, 43 were
Democrats and 113 Republicans.’

. After the ‘'vote, pro-abortion House »

leaders blamed their defeat on
strong lobbying by the White House.
However, pro- llfe Rep. Bob Walker

<

(R-Pa.) said on the Nov. 19 MacNeil-
Lehrer Report that he believed that
most congressmen were more influ-
enced by contacts from pro-life cons-
tituents,

members. . .don
list characterized g

November '2'0.:19§1"‘

PRESIDENT GETS CREDIT .
“President Bush used his'véto© =
power to defend unborn child- -
ren, despite opposition'by many -
members of his own party, full-'; .~
page attack ads by Planned
Parenthood, and overwhelm-
ingly hostile press coverage,” .

»See VOTE, Page 9

PRESIDENTS VETO MESSAGE

[This is'a partlal text of the Prestdent ‘veto

detatls, see’ the artzcle that begms 07

‘ agel]

.THE WHITE HOUSE} . -
) .«‘No‘ver‘nber 19, 1991

»TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEK
“I am:® returnmg herew1th w1thout ‘my approva HR 2707 the

‘|- and Related Agencles Approprlatwns Act; 1992,% :
"HR. 2707 containsa provision.that would proh1b1t 1mplementat10n of
rules related to ‘the Tltle X famlly plannmg progra nd abortion. kam.|

endangered if the fetus were carried’ ‘to term..
. Under-the: regulatlons upheld by t the Suprenie Court pregnant women .
who seek services from projects funded by Title X are appropriately
referred to qualified providers for prenatal care and other social ser-
vices, including- counselmg ‘The"Administration seeks to ensure the
integrity of Title X as a pre-pregnancy family plannmg program’ and to
ensure that women who are _prégnant; or have a medical problem, are’
.referred to provxders who can ensure continuity. of care. We do not seek
to limit in any way the counseling pregnant women: feceive when they
seek sérvices from those providers. -
Ina memorandum to’ Secretary Sulllvan on- November 5 1991; I
reiterated my. commitment to” preservmg the confidentlallty of the
- doctor/ patient relatlonshlp and seeing that the operation of the Title X
famlly planniig program is compatible w1th free speech and the hlghest
,standards ‘of medical care, My :memorandum makes clear-that there is.
“gag rule’” to intérfere with the' octor/patlent relationship. T have
. dlrected -that*in mplementmg ‘these regulations;” ‘nothing prevent a
_woman from receiving. complete miedical information.about her condi-'
: tion from:a- physmlan There-can be no doubt;that my Admmlstratxon is
;.,comnutted to: the rotectlon of free speech The Umted States Supreme
: w

essage on HR. 2707 the,
Department ‘of Health-and Humdn Services ap, ropruztwns bill. For more

—."Departments of Labor, Health:and Human Serv1ces, and Educatlon, {

- | of the: two-thirds

3 him,

Members of Congress Who Saved the
Pro-life Title 10 Regulations!

As explained in the article that
begins on page 1, on Nov. 19
President Bush used his veto
power to prevent Congress from

~ repealing pro-life regulations that
prohibit counseling and referral
for abortion in 4,000 birth control
clinics that receive federal Title
‘10 funds. ..

A strong' maJorlty in the House

,of Representatives - - 276 to 156 - -
“'voted to override the President’s
'veto, but that was 12 votes short
majority
required to override a veto.

;. The . President, and. the 156
-House'. members who' supported

Planned Padrenthood and other
-pro-abortion Aorgamzatlons, and
'by, ‘'many organs of the press, for
defending this critical pro-life
policy. It is important that they
also receive thanks from pro-life
citizens for their courageous
actions.

® Please write a letter to
President Bush. Thank him for
using his veto power to defend
unborn children again and again.
Thank him especially for defend-
ing the pro-life Title 10
regulations. Please use pro-life
newsletters, church bulletins, and
_other such resources to urge other
. pro-life citizens to do the same.

" President George Bush
.. The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

. Please study the House roll
., call chart on pages 14 and 15. If
) your House member voted pro-life,
wiite to commend him or her for

efendmg the pro-hfe position.

ACTION

Please write to Thank President Bush and the

are. bemg “attacked by .

30X

Tell your representative that you"
will remember his ‘defense of
unborn children whén you cas
your vote on Election Day._ :
If your House member, voted | =
against President Bush pohtely I

The Honorabl'e
U.S. House of Repres
Washmgton D.

@ Study the"roll call*by whic
the Senate passed H.R.: 2707,
Nov. 7. Write to your two U.
senators, commending them  or | .
criticizing them, as appropriate;: | ~
on the basis of their Nov. 7 votes

Senator
Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

® Please send a copy of any .-
response received from a. Member ok
of Congress to: .
Douglas Johnson
Legislative Director- .- -
National Right to Life Committe
419 Seventh Street, N.-W
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20004

.Keep posted ‘on furth,
congressional developments by,
monitoring the NRLC' Federal
Legislative Hotlme, (2 2)
393-5433 (393-LIFE).”




- Natipril ?R‘i"g'ht'fta' Life News

‘ Pa'ge 9 -

months t6 defeat the Porter Amend-
“meént, -especmlly Rep.: Vin Weber
) (R-Mn) .wholed the pro-life side of
“thew ﬂooradebate, Pro-Life Caucus
Co—Chalr Chris Smith (R-NJ) and
Rep ‘Henry ‘Hyde " (R-IL), who
priva éducated and encouraged
many f: their’ colleagues on the
.‘issue; ‘and’ ‘Reps. Harold Volkmer
(D-Mo) ‘and Bill Tauzin (D-La.),
who/fearlessly ralhed .a bloc of 43

ey and other top Demo-
. -cratic le. ers

-abortxon Republican
i members of Congress, and for dxrect

approved a "similar measure in
‘August“(FLR. : 3090, the Waxman
bill). But the House leadership made
a tactical'decision’ to sidetrack these
bllls wand: -instead’ “attempted to
pxggyback” ‘the “issue on the
,popular DHHS fundmg bill.
i+ Even© though the ‘Supreme Court
uphel the ] pro -life*Title 10 regula-
-itions’on .May 23; DHHS has been
’blocked from’enforcing the rules by
four federal court orders, ‘The federal
dlstrlct courts involved refused to-
hft these orders until the outcome of

R ln'
" vappears thit the- defeat of the. Porter
. ,;Amendment wxll pave the’ way for

.. Pro-Life (‘ongressman
Chrls Smllh (R-NJ)

DHHS to begm to enforce the regu- .

lations within the next two months.
About $37 - million of the $144

million in annual Title 10 funding

goes to ' afﬁhates of PPFA, the

nation’s. largest abortlon prov1der
PPFA afﬁllates .have’ stated that
they will refusé” to accept Tltle 10
funds rather ‘than compl w1th th

[

regulatlons 5

NOV. 6 VOTE SET STAGE

The stage was “set for the Nov 19 -
veto battle two weeks earlier, when
both houses -approved the .final
versmn ‘of H.R. 2707 (called the

*“‘conference - report’)) by lops1ded

margins. However, the N ov. 6 House
vote approving the measure, 272 to
156, was 14 votes less than the two-
thirds majority necessary to over-
ride a veto. (See Vote #1 on ‘the roll

.. call chart,. pages 14 & .15:)+:On

November 7, ‘the ‘Senate *approved

-the bill 73 to 24, well above a two-

thirds margin. (See roll call, page
16.). -

Durmg ‘the " two ‘wevcks ‘that
followed, leading up to the veto,
House members received strong
pressure from hundreds of organiza-
tions that support various health,
education, labor, and ‘social service
programs funded through the $205
billion DHHS ‘appropriations bill.

-For example, the AFL-CIO and the
Children’s Defense Fund, both of
which claim to have *nd position” on
abortion, sent letters to House mem-
bers urging that -the veto be over-
ridden. Similar letters were sent by
many educatlonal organizations.

However, "in his Nov. 19 veto-

message, the Presldent made 1t clear. -
‘that he was vetoing ‘the . bxll solely

‘tion.

'because of ‘the Porter Amendment.
He.urged Congress to promptly send
himh a new DHHS bill, without the

‘pro-abortlon provxslon which " he

promised to sign. I will. sign a bill
that does not mclude language that

-prohibits 1mplementat10n of this
"[Title 10] rule;” the President said.
*“I urge the Congress to pass
‘promptly an acceptable bill,
‘without ' objectionable language

one

relating to Title X, to provide needed
funding for the many important
programs contained in this legisla-
(See excerpts from veto
message, in box.) .
Neverthéless, -during House floor
debate, many critics of the veto

X . argued that a vote to sustain the
.President was a vote “against” the
social and health programs in the

bill. Pro-life leaders responded that
this was a phony issue, since Con-

gress could s1mply drop the. Porter
Amendment and pass the bill again,

“Now is the time for Speaker
Foley and Planned Parenthood.to
stop holding this critical bill
hostage,” Johnson told reporters
after the vote. “If the pro-abortion
provision is dropped the bill can be
enacted within days, without remov-
ing one dollar.” .~

. In'the end, most’ House members
voted the same way on both the Nov.
6 and Nov. 20 votes (see roll call
charts, pages 12, 18, 14, and 15)..Six
congressmen who voted correctly on
Nov. 6 switched and voted to over-
ride the President. They were Reps.
Gaydos (D-Pa.), Gradison (R-Oh.),
Kolbe (R-Az), Moakley (D-Mass.),
Rahall (D-WV), and Riggs (R-Ca.).

Four congressmen who voted for

»See PRESIDENT, Page 18
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ractdar FﬁOM PAGE 9 -seling and referral is done by non: ; g
PreSIdent ———— physician reproductlve ‘health . si
counselors,’”’ ‘including nurse-,-‘

the bill on' Nov. 6, switched and
woted to uphold the President’s veto.
-‘They were Reps. Dickinson (R-Al),
‘Kildee (D-Mi.), Oberstar (D-Mn.),
. and'Weldon (R-Pa.).

The pro-life side benefited signifi-
v'cantly ‘when Democratic Congress-
‘men Oberstar and Kildee, who had

previously voted for the bill, voted to
support:the President’s veto.

PRESIDENT'S MEMO

If enacted, the Porter Amendment
would have required Title 10-clinics
to counsel every pregnant female
(including minors) regarding abor-
tion as a “pregnancy management
option,” and to refer for abortions
upon request.
. -Almost all of the abortion coun-

practitioners, physicians’ ass1stants-.'

and, ofteén, persons with no medical
training whatever - - including un-
paid volunteers.

Nevertheless, beglnnlng with the

Supreme Court decision in May,
Planned Parenthood’s advertising,
and much of the coverage by the
media, focused primarily on the
argument that the regulations
would “gag physicians” and inter-
fere with “the sanctity of the doctor-
patient relationship.” The American
Medical Association and other.
physicians’ organizations throw
their considerable weight into the

campaign to persuade Congress to "

repeal the pro-life regulations.
The pro-abortion side  made
considerable headway with this

with their patlents, althoug

. would support the ban as:it applied

to abortion’ counselmg by 7o
physicians. L

On Nov. 5, the day before the
House vote, President Bush' moved
deftly to defuse . the’ "physman-

patient” argument. The ‘President

sent a memorandum to Secretary of
Health and Human Services Lou1s

Sullivan, making it-clear that under -
.the Title 10 regulatlons, phystczans

only will be -allowed.’to discuss
abortion in direct commumcatlons
with _patients regardlng |medlca1
problems.. B
The President wrote, “In order to

clarify ‘the intent and purpose of .

. abortlon

- e

Presxdent S actlon, statmg that the
memorandum was exactly what was
needed to gain thé votes necessary to
sustam a veto A 51gn1ﬁcant number
of pro- hfe House members agreed to

-gppose the bill after readmg the
_Pre51dent s, memo. )

"Under the c1rcumstances, the
PreSIdent’s .action -was dppropriate
and, _helpful " said-Johnson. $If the -
President “had not clearly - estab-
lished that physicians may bring up
in dlrect medlcal dls-

Inside Top 911

: May the celebration of the birth of the
Infant Christ remind us of the dignity and
value of each human life.

CELEBRATE A PRO-

Inside Left:

91-2 Inside Left:

-LIFEE CHRIS""

91-3°

and value of each human lif

>See PRO- LIFE WIN Page 1 "

. Bottom: To you, and to your loved ones, a
-Blessed Christmas.
Madonna and Child in soft blue printed on
ivory textured paper with matching envelope.

Jesus was born the Lord of Life, yet
mankind sought to destroy Him even at

His birth. Trying to kill the King of Kings,
Herod murdered all the baby hoys in
Bethlehem. But God warned Joseph in
a dream, saying “Escape! Save the Child's

The gentle sounds of animals, lhe pungenl smell
of hay, the cozy warmth of swaddling clothes in
the manger where He lay, *The tenderness of
Mary’s touch, the lullabys she'd sing, gave poverty
an ellegance for Chnst (he newbom King. *But

d him, injustice, sin 2nd

Life so precidus;'life. so ‘new, Little *~
Baby, who are you? I am Jesus, born:

16 give my life for all that they mlght .

Tive. A gift reflected in each birth,.a’
gift from God to all the-éarth.

* a Blessed Christmas.,

Bottomi: To you and to your lnved ones, W

e

Inside: May the celebration of the’ oo e
birth of the Infant Jesus remind us* | .-~ W
of the dignity and valie of each . ( -i- - -
human life. Christmas Blessings! - . -

life!” And Christ was spared.
Like Joseph, we are also called to “Save
the child’s life!"” May the love we share

greed; this fleeting hour of safety would be lost in
the world’s great need. *Avoiding pain and anguish
was never in God's plan, because He sent His
Infant Son to live and die for man,

FUND-RAISING PRICES

for each precious and irreplaceable life A .
100 - 499 packages ... $1.95 each |  God creates, help us to truly celebrate His  Right: May the celebration of Christmas remind D¢ep green ":,k with "mghl'ghﬁ-n" -Call TOLL FREE
500-999 packages .. $1.85 each | life this Christmas and throughout the us that the circumstances of birth cannot reduce :’:Sl”’:’“"" poper maiching “torpl. h 4
Over 1000 packa $175 each | Ne¥ Year. the value of each precious life. To you and o your pe. - L o"place ‘your charge order’
Over packages . $1.70 eaci Right: Have a Blessed Christmas loved ones, a Blessed Christmas! T " or for information or samples .
. . Please add $15.00 shipping Holy Family presented in deep green ink on  Brown and peach ink on ivory textured paper with i 1.800.942.5433
for every 100 packages ordered. ivory textured paper with matching envelope. h lop " . AR A
. Whether for personal use or fund-raising, our Pro-Life cards are the perfecl choice! Five beautiful card designs SHIP TO: ’ o e 0
to choose from - all produced using the highest quality materials. If you're looking for a sensitive, beautiful NAME - L M R

way to spread the message of Life, we have the cards for you. Together, we can "“Celebrate a Pro-Life Christmas!”

Cards are packaged 12 cards and 12 envelopes (all 1 design) per package. ADDRESS N — i I -
* PRICB $4.00 per package. Payment MUST accompany your order {check, money order or MCIVISA), CITY . — : M
- ORDER WITH CONFIDENCE - SATISFACTION GUARANTEED! STATR ZIP
HOW MANY ITEM NO. TOTAL PRICE : ! ’
Lt 911 Blue Mad and Child - COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING FOR CREDIT (‘ARD ORDERS
: 912 Holy Family % $10.00 Minimum Please % - - : s i
] 01.3 Friendly Beasts {Please give ALL the numbers on your credit card. We cannol pmcess your on‘ler wllhou( lheml)‘
N | : 91-4 Baby and Roses Credit Card No. . . : =
o e : 91-5 “'See what love” . Expiration Date:
U Please help with $3.00 shlpplng per order $3.00
: ’ TOTAL AMOUNT
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enthood which has
e Tltle 10 funds rather

) tall{mg about "the physxc1an patient
-»relatlonshlp, :they were forced -to
,-acknowledge that, “smce chents at

. selors or; u‘rses allowing doctors to
dlscus abortlon had little practlcal
t

4bjected that the President’ s,
il

d leave the gag rule in’

'pubhc in.the" state

_ nine months of pregnancy, for any- -

“Bigger & Better]

' Only $.50 each-

that - they were 'promotmg ‘the
. amendment -as a *'pro-life” amend-
ment, The Tell The': ruth Campatgn_
will work to ensure that the facts on
what ‘the amendment« would mean

The amendmeént would place in’
the Arkansas 'State Constltutlon
abortion- o~ demand throughout the )

reason. It would rohibit state inter-
ventlon “for any reason through ‘the
sxxth month of pregnaricy- and for
“health” of:the ‘mother -

pro- abortlon
_ptaeed on the’

Pre dent George Bush

The ‘President’s memo. “sent a
bowling ball through the middle of
Congress, a Wyden aide said.

“Sad Day” for Pro-Aborts

Lobbyists for -both- sides sur-
rounded the House chamber during
both the Nov.- 6 and the Nov. 19
votes. Pro-abortion :-leader Rep. -
Patricia -Schroeder - (D-Co.) com-
plained to a. reporter that “the
White ‘House..is working it very
hard. They’re grabbing ‘everybody.
by the lapels as. they walk ofl the
[House] floor.”- .. "~

The Baltimore Sun reported that
some -House' members; .decided ., to’
oppose the bill- after the [NRLC] s
. made the'vote a key.to.its vatmg of»
* members of Congress,

' bor Babies

| Christmas ’Sbecial
|Tees only: §5.95
, sw%uts- 1$10.95

{ Abortion stops
a beating heurt.

Visunalize

HILD...
CHOICE?

-«
+ {includes.photo of unborn baby)

- PRECIOUS FEET .
~LAPEL PINS™

- 2. Who decides? How about the

Wholesale or: Customized orders for RTL qroups. (512)-225-3437

TOP TEN REASOHS
TO BE PRO-LIFE:

10 Planned Parenthood is actually
.Planned Barrenhood. -
‘9. It's a child, not a chonce.

: 8. Abortion stops a beating heart.
7. Babies, babies and more babies.
6. A person's a person no matter .

_ how small. .

" 5. Be a hero save a whale,

save a baby go to jail.
4. Abortion: the ultimate child abuse.

- 3. End the American holocaust.

SHIPPING'
Please add $3.50
r?( e orders $7.00
stickers/pins: $1.00
- Adult: S,M,LXL,XXL
Youth 6-8,10-12, 14-1

- XXL add $2.00

unborn child?
1. Have.you ever seen Molly Yard‘l

""Style T.ow
TO ORDER:

Send donation to:
PRO-LIFE MOVEMENT
" 833 N. Si, Mary's St. :
Sun nnlonlo. TX 78205

. VISA /MC
1-800-726-7105

(orders only please)

..‘
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PERSONAL AND CONFIDEWTIAL

To: Governor Sununu

From: Douglas Johnson, NRLC
(202) 626-8820, (301) 439-9087, fax (202) 347-3668

Date: Wednesday, November 13, 1991, 1 p.m.
Re: Vete of DHHS appropriations bill (H.R. 2707)

We can't thank you enough for everything you've done on this matter. We
were also very impressed with the efforts of Gary Andres and his staff
leading up to the Nov. 6 House vote.

My purpose here is to share some recent intelligence and to cohvey to you
two tactical recommendations:

(1) The veto message should speak ONLY of the Title 10 issue. The
"forward funding” issue should be addressed in separate personal
letters from the President to those Republicans who desire
presidential validation of their votes against "forward funding."

(2) The veto should be delayed until the last possible day (Nov. 20).

The House Democratic leadership is attempting to execute a trap on the
"forward funding" issue. We must sidestep this trap.

The following information was conveyed today, through an intermediary, by a
lobbyist for one of the biggest "child-welfare" lobbies. (This source
happens to be pro-life.) Right now the House Democratic leadership is
systematically calling various health, education, and welfare advocacy
organizations and telling them that unless the veto is overridden, the $4.3
billion in "forward funding” will be dropped from the bill. Naturally, that
prospect is alarming to many organizations committed to the affected
programs, which include education, child care, NIH, Tow-income energy
assistance, refugee assistance, and the like. This pro-life staffer
suggested that if the veto message itself objects only to the Porter
Amendment, that would pretty much pull the rug out from under the Democratic
leadership strategy.

[As explained below, Rep. Natcher's staff believes that the $4 billion may
indeed be dropped, despite Natcher's own preference for simply dropping the
Porter Amendment. Senate Chairman Harkin and ranking Republican Specter
have already publicly urged that at least part of the money should be
dropped, rather than the Porter Amendment (see Congressional Quarterly
Week ly Report, Nov. 9, page 3280.)]

An "abortion only" veto message is further dictated by feedback we are
getting from a growing number of more-or-less pro-life Democrats, who are

suggesting that they will/may vote to sustain the veto if the Title 10 issue
is the ONLY issue on which the bill is vetoed, but will NOT vote to sustain
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CONFIDENTIAL MEMO ON THE D.H.H.S. VETO, PAGE 2

if the veto message also objects to "forward funding." Rep. Oberstar has
explicitly stated this position in the Congressional Record of November 8
(attached). Kildee is telling us the same. In addition, the following
pro-life Members are among those who are saying things like "my vote may
depend on what the veto message says"-- Hertel, Byron, Perkins, and Traxler.
An abortion-only veto message would also give us a better shot at Murtha,
Russo, and perhaps Rostenkowski, among others. '

It would be a shame to give these Members any pretext for voting to
override-- to say nothing of Democrats who voted with us on Nov. 6 but who
may be shaky.

It is my understanding that the “forward funding” provisions, while
objectionable to the President, would not provoke a veto taken alone.
Therefore, I surmise that there is no absolute necessity for referring to
the “forward funding” issue in the formal veto message.

Yet, I understand that some of the Republicans who voted against the
conference report would like the President to "validate" their basis for
voting against the bill. We certainly do not want to lose any of these
votes. 1In order to meet their needs, without playing into the Democratic
leadership's hands, how about sending personalized letters from the
President to those individual Republican Members, reiterating what a
terrible budgetary practice "forward funding" is, commending them for
objecting to the practice and voting against the bill on that basis, etc.--
and then keeping the formal veto message confined to Title 107

As to timing, a pro-life lobbyist spoke yesterday to a pro-life senior
staffer to Chairman Natcher's DHHS subcommittee. The staffer said that if
the House sustains the veto, it would be Natcher's preference to immediately
drop the Porter Amendment and re-pass the bill as quickly as possible.
However, the staffer fears that the pro-abortion Democrats may use their
majorities in the Democratic Caucus and the Rules Committee (and the Senate)
to instead enact a second bill that will drop the forward funding provisions
but again include the Porter Amendment. This staffer argued that delaying
he veto as long as possible, thereby pushing the override vote as close to

t
Thanksgiving as possible, will strengthen Natcher's hand in seeking to
jettison the Porter Amendment. :

Thank you for your consideration of these recommendations. I will continue
to convey to Gary Andres information on individual House members as we
obtain it.

*okkkkRER

P.S.-~ Prior to the 1990 election, you told us that Mr. Zeliff had
committed to you that he would vote to sustain vetos on abortion issues.
This will be his first opportunity to honor that commitment. Please note
that in the Nov. 9 Portsmouth Herald (attached), Mr. Zeliff stated that he
opposes Title 10 rule “and would vote against it if the issue ever came
before him and was not tied to any spending bill," but he did not say
explicitly what he intends to do on the veto override vote.
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CONSIDERATION OF THE CON-

FERENCE REPORT TO HR.
2707, LABOR.-HHS-HDUCATION
APPROPRIATIONS

: $PTECH OF )
( HON. JAMES L. OBERSTAR

1N THE HOUSE OF SEFRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, November 8, 1851

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the confer.
enca report that the House considers today is
the single most important piecs of legislation
affecting the wellbeing of alf Americans.
There is funding in thie $205 billion bili foe
health maintonance and bhealth research;
there is funding for quality of life programs
sych as LIHEAP anergy assistance, child cere,
job training, and safety, and thera is funding
through Head Start and ¢hapter 1 to edueate'
America’s young people to help create &
better future. _

This legisiation 1s the yardstick by which we
measura our degree of care for our fellow cit-
zens, Thera ar¢ & number of programs in this
. bili that | have vigorously supported through-
out my service in the Cangrass. 1 fought for
tunding for library services when the Reagan
administration proposad the elimination of this

program, ! fod the fight against reductions in
the LIHEAP energy assistance program, as |
have dono eince the inception of LIMEAP, and
! have continuousty supported incraasad fund-
ing for cencer tesearch, especially breast
cancer research. All of these programs re-
ceive important kevels of funding in this bill, .

Most of ‘my eolleagues know my personedl
and intense reason for supporting incressed
tunding for breast cancer ressarch: The loss
of my wile, Jo, t0 the relenticss advancs of
this disease. | remain desply distressad and
offended by Searataty Louls Sullivan concam~
ing breast cancer research. Earller this year,
Secretary Sullivan wrote: “The $50 miliion eaf-
mark for breast cancer research and the doe
velopment of a test for eardy detection of
ovarian cancer is unnacessary.” | will not ba
detemed from my mission to assure increased
funds for breast cancer research, to provide
women and sclentists with the resources they
nead to fight this disease which has reached
epidemic proportions, & disoass which robs’
chitdfen of motherty lave, guidance, and sup-

port.

There &, howover, one offending proviskm
concaning the prohibition of funds to be used
toenfmmtmoxfeguhﬂm

to tha fioor this bik with the necesaary ooree-
" tve | will support the veio ¥ the
President atates ﬁatm finds anly

ing contained In this conference report. | wilt
not support & Ve I the Prealdent is critical of gy
wmmﬂnmwummm

jon of -this appropriations dill. The

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ~- Extensions of Remarks

HDUBS congresstonal lialson staff have Said
that the President needs encouragement to
veto this bill becauss of the offending titls X

- provisions, and today | am offering that en-

couragement, but only on the ﬂila X issus and

no othet,

DAIRY LEGISLATION (H.R. 2837)
HON. E de la GARZA

_ -OP TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES

Priday, November §, 1881

Mr. 08 LA GARZ2A. Mr. Speaker, | risé to
advisg the Memberg of the HMouse regarding
anticipated floor action on H.A, 2837. .

The bil may be considered on the floor of
the House during the week of November 11.

it Ia my intengion, on behalf of members of
the Committee on Agricuiture, 1o ask that an
amendment in the nature of a subsiitute be
made is order as origing! text during the bill's
consideration. As Members of the House hava
not had an opportunity to sce this amend-
ment, 1 am having it prirted in tha CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD,

The Rules Committea has announced that it
intends o meet during the wesk of November
11 to consider granting & rula o provide for
the consideration of M.R. 2837, and that #
may be kclined to grant & modified rute. Cone
sequently, the Ruiss Committee has gise an
rounced that any Member who wishes o offer
an amendment to the substitute emendment

. tust submit 55 copias of his o hor amend-

mant, together with & brief explanation, to the
Rules Commiitee nct later than 5 pm. on
Tugaday, November 12, 1991,

Coples of the substitute-amendment will be
made avaiiabie In the oftice of the Committes
on Agriculiure in room 1301 of the Longwarth
House Office Building.

Mr. Speaker, g3 many of my colleaguss are
aware, the Committes on Agricutture reported
H.R. 2837 in July of this year with an amand-
ment in the natwe of & substitute. Since the
administration throatened to veto that legisia-
tion, many of the members of 6w sommitiee
hava involved themssives in- & sincers eifort
1 devalop & compromise that wouid mest the
concerns expressed by the edministration,
Tha substitute printed in today’s Raocﬁa rep-
fesents the product of our efiorts, -

-The substituta amendment would estahtlsh

e minimum support price at $11.10 par hun-

dradweight end would require the Secretary of

.- Agriculture to implament & voluntary milk diver. -

sion program when surplius production is ox-
peotad to exceed certain lovels. -

Mc.Speaku.lemcoﬂeagues for thokr .
, codperation In this procedure.

- mmomhunmd-mw
. tute for HUAL 2837-that: may be mede in-

order as. orginal: taxt for the purposs of

amendment dwing m bill's eondderahon—-
" {ollows:

Auzxpuziee 1w THE NATURR ov;ertm
70 H.R. 2837, A8 REPORTED—OITERTD 3T

T, Mm DR 1A GARZA

Strike all after the enac%!u clt.uae snd
fnaert the foliowing: - -

SECTION 1. SHORT I1TLE AND TABLE CP CON-~
' m Sion® Trrie.—This Act mey.de cited

“Dalry Production Bt.abmuots Act
o( 1991" B

November 8, 1991

(b) TaxLx OF CONTENTS.-The table of con-
tents for 8 this Act Is as follows:

Sec, 1, Short title and table of contents.

Seo. 2, Findings,

Seac. 3. Policy and purpose.

8ec. 4. Price support rate and program oper-
ations,

8ee, 3. Manufacturing allowance.

Bee. 8. Surplua reduction program.,

Sec. 7. Advisory board of milk producers,
processors, and marketers.

Bec. 8, Disposal of excess purchases of mitk
and ok products.

- Bec. §. Livestock aector enhancement.

8ee. 10, Amendment to milk markem
" ovders,
Beg. 11. Dairy cattle export progranm. )
8ec. 12. Frotactlon for women, infants, and
- childran participating in WIC,
Sec. 13. Modification ¢f dairy termination
prograny
SEC. 8 FINDINGS.

Congress inds the foliowing:

(1) Milk and mitle products are basic foods
and a valugble part of the human diet ss &
primary sourco of required nutrients, such
ag calelum,

(2) The production of milk and milk prod-
ucts playzs a significant rele in the econtmy
of the United States, in that—

(A) milk and milk producta are consumed
by miilions of people n the United States
every day; anid -

(B} the production of milk pnd milk prod:
ucta Lvolves tens of thousands of milk pro-
ducers and employs hundreds of thousands
of persons in the handiing, processing, snd”
marketing of milk and milk products,

¢8) Milk producers heve s relatively limit-
¢d abllity to protect themselves from price
risk because milk Is a highly peﬂshable
commodity.

O In ths absence of ‘an effective price
mpport program for milk, producer prices
for milk in future yeurs may becone too un.
stable to maintain an economically healthy

dalry sector. .

¢$) Mil% and milk products move in inter-
state and foreign commerce, and milk and
milk products that do not move {n interstate
or foreign commerce directly burden or
sifsct interstate conunerce,

(3) The problems currently facing milk
producers disrupt the orderly exchiange of
milk and milk products in interstate som-
mares and, becauss they affect the nationsl
publie interest, burden and obstruct the
normel ehannals of interatate commerce,

{7 The measures inittated by the amend-
ments mads by this Act, inciuding the sur-
plug redustion program, ara needed to—.

(A) ensure consumers of a reliable and
ldequ“a supply of pure and wholesome
milk and stk products at reasonable prices:

"(B} respond adequataly to eurrent and sn- -
ticipated future zupply &nd demand imbal-
ances regarding milk and milk products and

(C) ensure & level of farm income for milk
producers adsguate. to- maintsin productive
eapacity sutficient to meet: wmnud eon-
sumer needs.

(8).. The. mbmhme.nt of an’ advisciy
board of milk producers, processors. and
marketers is vital to the success of the price

-support and surplus reduction programs in

that the board will provide milk producers,
processors. abd marketers a role in deter.
mining how the problems sffecting the
dalry industry will be addressed,

93 A viabils national strategy for-mprov-
ing profitability for mile producers should
include & program (0. &ssist producers to
reduce their production costa through the -
adoption of Improved and sustainable dairy

" producticn practices, -such #a rotatlonal
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Congressman visits coast

By Christopher Comfort i
Herald Staif Writer

NEW CASTLE — U.S. Rep. Bill 8
Zeliff, R-N.H,, said he expects the [
U.S. House and Senate will vots on a
bill 10 extend unemployment benafits
sometime before the end of the [
month, . i .

Oa a visit to the Seacoast that inw
cluded an appearance at the town's |
Recraation Center Friday, Rep, Zeliff ;
said & bill affecting thousands of gut- §
of-work New' Hampshire residents: §
-—whose unemployment ¢hecits fan out- iR
"“last ‘month may be. completed ‘and S
ready for'a legislative action before J
| the recess for the Thanksgiving SN
] holiday, " g

“The American people want us to
solve this,” hesaid, There arethree alv
ternative proposals being explored to

d

Rep. Bill Zeliff

political ball

determine how to fund a bill that
would ereate 2 10 1o 135 week éxten-
sion of unemployment benefits, Rep.
Zelitt said, | . .
President Bush, opposed to the $6
billion price tag of an unemploymens
benefits . extension package that
passed the House and Senate earlier
, this fall, vetoed the bill.
<. Rep. Zeliff said he would supporta
proposal to make cuts in U.S. foreign
aid to fund an unemployment benefits
extension, He defended his opposi-
tion to the 36 billion bailout, saying
he voted against it because there was
no fanding,

"“In Congress we'te twelling people
we'rs going 1o vote for an increase in
unemployment protection but there
was no funding,” Rep. Zaliff said; He
referred to the issue as a “polirical
football and an. embarrassment” and

Speaks in New Castle

blamed both parties for the dslay in
solving the matter,

Rep, Zeliff sajd helping the unem-
ployed whose benefits have expired
“will take care of the effect but not the
cause.” He said the government nesds
to address the country’s unemploy-
ment risis by creating “a job growth
agenda.”

Fle said the passage of a highwa
bill would help spark jobs thrcugg
projects like the widening of Route

101 and other state roads, He pointed

to the development of Pease Air
Force Base, the expansion of the port
of Portsmouth, and job security for
the employess of the Portsmouth
aval Shipyard as ways to insure the
economic survival of the region.

Zelif? o Pago A8

‘ger takes new position

992 — one day after his majority vote from selectmen, which in return
vith Ogunauit. nromnead & arann AF nitivane tm laviaak o cnaa?d

1t A e e me =

< NOV 13’91 11:53 PORTSMOUTH HERALD 603 436 18988 | LR
e mee e TS Post-lt brand fax transmittal meme 7671 | #efpages > ) s
~1° Bomtdid V| edicrord L o Ifchicer
Zeliff labels FrizEair
A . . ‘ Bebl ;oS | NG 7oN p"“"”gﬁ-@ - /T
. Y ey L 202-R37-%p5 | w2l - g5FO
benefits bill

&
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) growth),” ke said,

."’

.-y

by W

}EISIS ptnuur gie uoGiuCI OUE S 10— would have done the same thing,"” tie e cenier, ot sthe cownterweight as n
. thing he could have done would have said, noting ihat he relies on the judg---passed by, the steel pirders.

Rep. Zeliff said he favors the ex-

- panston of the port of Portsmonth;

. Which is currently being considered

by state legislators for a

- $16.5-millios project to add a pier at
the one-pier facility. S
“Ithink the expansion of the port is

wrong that legishators have lo voié on -

pnckages.. |

of opportunity (for economic

biling counselors from q&cus'sir'ngm,_,, rule‘p‘m—bibilion because he disapreed
abortions at federally-funded family . with a funding proposal contained in
plansing clinics, Rep. Zeliff said i's 'that bi), ‘ )

issves that arc'tied in with funding = -aSttimef voted againstit and the
Rep. Zeliff voted in favor of a bilj -Safd- e contained tanding
one of the plums, one of e nugeets calling for $204 D 1 funds.for Programs that“cuthe heck outoflow
hiealth education and tabor programs,. eome fuel assistance”, he said.

. . The bill also contained the prohibi- - * He said he is opposed o the gag
In response to a question regarding o of the gag role. Rep. Zeliff, a pro-. wle and would vote against it if the

aisappearan

BARRINGTON, R.1. AP) — The
suspect in the killing of a missing
Barrington family* already is being
keld in prison on charges related to
the family’s disappearance, authori-
ties said.
ileanwhile, the state medical exa-
miner said one victim, lawyer Ernest
Brendel, died from wounds inflicted
by an arvow, .

Aitorney Genera) James E. O'Neil
offered no timetable on -when addi-

his vote Wednesday for the prohibi- choice Republican, had previously* jssue ever came before hi ‘tiomal charges migln be filed against
~ tion of the so-calied “gag role” proii- ¥oted aginst 2 bitl containing the gag’; T any spendiag bill, e man police call their only suspect:

" have hers, been about fhe board’s

OGUNQUIT-

“Theve’re no hard feelings and never bgunquil in “lip top shape.” . -

‘ .

_decision,” he said, . hon will be working to obtain federal _

—* Chicago PD
In the next six weeks, Mr. Mcha- Ch arged “’ith

N k 4
Like Ogunquit, the town of Bridg- disaster fonds for the storm that hit usmg tor tare i
ton, which has a year-round pepula- the wown two weeks ago, as.well'as,. CHICAGO (AP} — A disuict
- ton of 4,400 and a summer popuia- - continving preparation of next year's police commander and two detec-

tion of more than 25,000, is a resont municipal budger.

connusity. Lass. year, Mr. McMahon, the: ¢

T lives

were suspended after they were

harged Friday with using excessive

“Here in Ogunguit we have the Board of Selectmen and the Budget - force foHowing allegations they tor-
ocean, there they have lkes and Commitles, administered a -budget® ‘jyreg ‘suspects.

mountains,” said Mr, McMahon, who that reflected o significant decmgs__e-" - . Ithe charges are susiained follow:-

‘added it was coincidental that he was  in municipal spending, !
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d2-year-old invesiment advise
Christopher 1. Hightower, .
© ""We're going to proceed very
methodically. We're complefing the
investigation,”” he said Friday.
Brendel, 53, his wife, Alice, 46,
and danghier Emily, 8, disappenred
Sept. 20. Their bodies were found
Thsday in shallow graves in a field
near their house in this- affluent

Providence suburb. .

Alice and Emily Brendei: were
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Mccupied a separate grave, police -
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ABORTION IS NOT FAMILY PLANNING
- COALITION

Novermber 4, 1891

Dear Member of Conresé:

Wa, the undersigned natlonal grassroots organizations, want you to know
that we consider the uUpcoming veis on the LaborHHS Appropriations bill (HA

2707) to be the most imgggan% gro-life vote of this sesslon.  Our voting records
and our grassroots activites wi reflect the Importance we assign to this lasue.

© As you may be aware, language was insarted Into this bill which would
block enforcemerit of the regulations maintaining the Title X (federal family
planning) program's staiutory separation. of abortion and family pianning
methoda. From lts incaption, this family planning program was intended 10
promote pravantiva famity planning options.” This was made crystal clear in its
Y670 statute and conference report. ‘These common sensé reggilgtions were
necassary only when It became clear that taxpayer funding was Deing used to
funnel tens of thousands of women and young girls to abortion clinics each
year.

Planned Parenthood, the Nation's Ieading abortion provider and leading
recipient of these funds, has spant millions of dollars to convince you that this
ig not an aportion issus -- this, from an or anization whose abortion to prenatal
care ratlo 18 32:1 (according to 1988 statistics). While it has marketed the "frae
speach” argument quite aggressively -- and misleadingly -- it has not digclosad
the fact that It stands to lose $37 miliion dollars a year, should aboriion
promotion be axcluded from the Title X program. As Planned Parenthocd

pushes tha “free spesch” button publicly, it quietly demands that our m${nggrg
nay milllons and nﬁm of dollars 1o --:-ﬂ, ;, abortion promotion through
abortion referrals, counseling tor abortion, scheuln? clients for abaortion,
arranging transportation to abortion clinics, and abortion follow-up.

We ask you to oppose this eonferance report untll the offensive abortion
is removed from it will ldar every vota for it a vote 1ot
promotion_in._tamily planni h_our memuoarg  tax
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Potomac Telephone Company 1991
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SEE ACTION INDEX

@ c&P Telephone

‘A Bell Atlantic Company

"

_ To advertise in the Genuine C&P Yellow Pages
. call ourauthorized sales representative at 301-590-2400

»ABORTION .
ALTERNATIVES
\BORTION INFORMATION

~. Free Pregnancy Tests
‘Personal Counseling:
Cghol HIII crlola Pregnancy Center

Somheast Crisls Pro%nan Conm
220 Highview Place S. i .

Northwest Pregna Ciner
131414&1&% m s

.Forestville Pregnancy Center }

483-160&

-'We Can Help You Cope’ N

546-1019

. sredssy

S ; Wil You Wit S
B -No Appolntment Neoessary

. ‘; Information About

. .Birth Control Parenﬁng B
-~ ‘Abortion Adoption :
Support Sves - Referrals For Svcs

$ 546-1019 -

© . . FREEPREGNANCY.
1 TESTING .. -

7610 Pennsylvania Av Forestville-- 301 423 6600

\DOPTION OPT IONS

5123 Montrose Rd Rockvitie —-——-—301 881-2229

!IRTHRIGHT
* Pregnan Related Services
. Hotline 800 848-LOVE (5683
I’ Alexandria VA 703-370-4774 -

323D-B Duke St Alex=-==s===cccccne 703 370-4774

" ABORTION ASSISTANCE & REFERRAI._"
- |TRUST - '

- ABORTION _ ABORTION -
"ALTERNATIVES (Cont'd) - ' ALTERNATIVES (Cont’d)
- ; CAPITOI. HILL CRlSIS PREGNANCY — FREEDMAN ALANH
CENTER . . A‘I'I'OFINEY ATLAW.

L IVATE ADOPTIONS :
BIRTH PARENTS 1 ADOPTING FAMILIES

) 6856 Eastern AV NW --------s<seieen-s-722-1671 |

, SOUTHEAST chs PREGNANCY

ALTERNATIVES TO
i .- "ABORTION

All Services Are FREE
-1 Pregnancy . Screening
" Health Care Referrals & More

(202) 574-3880 - - *
574-3880

1.1 1-800-676-8606
()ounselmg B

" p-ABORTION SERVICES

- ABORTION ASSISTANCE
. &REFERRAL TRUST

- o REFERRAL FOR ABORTION, BIRTH
. CONTROL, TESTS - PREGNANCY, VD,
AIDS, PAP, MAMOGRAM, SONOGRAM
STERILIZATION, WOMEN CARE o
o Financlally Assists Proven Poor
, e Counselin &Heproductlve Ed

o(:omplete onfidential Ig
(N on-PromICharIta le roeServloo)

ToII Free-DiaI Q08 Then--zee-=---- 800 676-8606

s (c«mnueduenpaoi)' i

* Call ybur C&P busmessofficc
for YELLOW PAGES dargctoﬁgs;

220 Highvi PISE

Flnd -Where to Buy It’ in the
C&P Yellow Pages

. Newcomer to town? Use the - _
C&P YELLOW PAGES to locate
new dealers to serve you
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~ BIRTH.CONTROL '
PREGNANGY TESTING & couuseuuq

"o GYNECOLOGICAL EXAMS e VASECTOMY = =
VD SCREENING & TREATMENT FOR WOMEN and. MEN

SE HABLA ESPANOL

e CONVENIENT @ AFFORDABLE CONFIDENT|AL o
. HEARING IMPAIRED TTY 4834781 . o
| D c. | {.'z o e MD

Q Street, N.W. ~ - 483 . Landover: - 773 5601 Fairfax Clty 385 3404
16th. Street, N. W 347-851_2;; Rockwlle BT 1. 7676 -
Penn. Ave., '§,E.‘. '581-5710° - Sllver Sprlng =~ '588-7933 - - - -~ Baileys X- Rds 820 3335 :

o NSE HABLA':E‘SPANOLN

659

SERVING THE METROPOLITAN -
.+ AREAFOROVERISYEARS. . - ..

Bl PRIVATE ENTRANCE [l
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A _14: ABORTION

Hnllcrest

Women’s Surgi-Center, PC

- Abortion

General Anesthesia & Local Anesthesna_ [T
First-Trimester & Second-Tnmester‘ el

Early Pregnancy Tests .
Female Sterilization

SE HABLA ESPANOL

Potomac, Tefephone Company 1991..

ABORTION
SERVICES (Cont'd)

_ ALEXANDRIA womeu’{s"liul.m wmc’"}

FIRST TRIMESTER ABORTION -
LOCAL & GENERAL ANESTHESIA
_By Gynecologists & Anesthesquqgists
. SEEOQURAD .

UNDER CLINICS

101 S Whiting St Alex --=-==e=<-=-= 703 370-0550 |

cA 'S CENTER

CAPIIOL WOMEN'S CENTER . o770

COMMONWEALTH WOMEN'S cume

916 W Broad St Fals Church ——— 703 533-3700
(See Our Ad Next Page)

HILLCREST WOMENS SURGI-CENTER .
3233 Pa Av SE — 584-6500-
(See Our Ad This Page)

METROPOLITAN FAMILY PLANNING

INSTITUTE

5625 Allentown Rd Camp springs ~301 423-3313

METROPOLITAN WOMEN'S HEALTH

CENTER 1647 Benmng Rd NE 399-7790
(See Our Ad This Page)

NOVA WOMEN'S MEDICAL7%ENTER

3233 PENN SYI.VANIA AVE

15 YEARS OF SERVICE TO;WOMEN IN THE COMMUNITY

(202) 584-6500 (202) 829-5620

7603 GEORGIA AVE., N.W..

gz ‘ : -E’l lN BALTIMORE CALL (301) 661-2900

9900 Main St Fairfax —— 280~1500
(See pur Ad This Page) .
' - PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF -
' - .JMETROPOLITAN WASHINGTON
y SEE OUR AD THIS HEADING
Landover Ma|l l ----- 773-5601 |
4701 h Rd Rockvile 468-7676
8605 Cameron St Sll Spr-- -
. 2811 Penn Av SE--
N 1701 Q St NW --=-~
1108 16th StNW=--
‘B | 10875 Main St Fairfax
: 5622 Columbia Pk Banleys X
- | ; :

Health Center

- -Abortion Services
== Pregnancy Testing
- Birth Control
- Obstetrics & Gyn o
.= VD Testing & Treatmeut
- - TubalL;gauon R
-C ounseling.
. ~-Sonogram
c- Colposcopy

CONFIDENTIALITY AND CARE
~ BY PHYSICIANS ~

. D.C. 1647 BENNING RD, ‘N E

- 202-399-7790

LAUREL 9811 MAI.LARD DR.
BALT. WASH, PKWY, TORT. 197

 301-498-2103 @

C.APITOL WOMEN’S
= . CENTER "~

. @ Same Day. Gynecologlcal Services, ®
7: ® 1st & 2nd Trimester Abortion Services
) Tubnl L!gauon/S!enlxzauon . '
Nurse Practitioners -

Gyn Clinic -

Vaginal Infections -

VD, herpes, chlamydla
. veneralwans .

uoensedByDCGonsumer S Co
& Hegulatory Aftalrs PROFESSIONAL

" CONFIDENTIAL CARE .

* ‘e ABORTION SERVICES - - .

202-3382772] %, Z: ] A

_ MON THRU SAT.__

h’lj mw%mngsmm
: msumcr:,\ccr:mn

1339 22ND ST., N.W.
‘WASHINGTON, D.C.

NOVA WOMEN'S _
_ MEDICAL CENTER

WW%««@W%W

-'e GYN CLINIC BY
NURSE PRAOTI'HONERS
- ® VASECTOMY - -
... e SEX COUNSELING
~#- & VD, CHLAMYDIA, ~ -
- HERPES TESTING &
7 TREATMENT FOR ME
& WOMEN

e CONFIDENTlALITY RESPECTED

703-280-1500 [

9900 MAIN ST. SUITE 305 FAIRFAX, VA.
HOUR ANSWERING SERVICE -
. OPEN MON - SAT

LOCAL & GENERAL
5 = . ANESTHESIA
“o'SONOGRAPHY . . .
" » PREGNANCY TESTING
& COUNSELING ~ - .
* BIRTH CONTROL SERVICES .
o CERVICAL CAPS
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' SEE ACTION INDEX

WE ARE HERE TO HELP

Abortlon % STRICT CONFIDENTIALITY *

WEEKD%YS & SATURDAY

o —

Metropolitan

Family Planning Institute, Inc.
. CAMP SPRINGS
301474-5300 - 301 423-3313

Princeton Executive Square 5625 Allentown Road, .
o Suite 203 Camp Springs, MD 20746 . -

COLLEGE PARK -

5915 Greenbelt Road =
College Park, MD 20740 - )

COMPLETE GYNECOLOGICAL SERVICES °

WITH OVER A DECADE EXPERTENCE SERVIKG THE COMMUNITY

WITH BOARD CERTIFIED GYNECOLOGISTS, PROFESSIONAL
AND CARING STAFF

© JustMinutes
. FromVAWI
Wilson Bridge

 ABORTION—ACCOUNTANTS 15 A

Commonwealth|-
b~ -Women’s Clinic-
o ABORTION SERVICES “A PERSONAL

(LOCAL & GENERAL ANESTHESIA)
CHOICE”

. PREGNANCY TESTING
© TEEN PREGNANCY PREVENTION i
© FULL SERVICE GYN.CLINIC BY NURSE PRACTTHONERS - Counseling done
on an individual basis,
AL CARE &

o COMPLETE VD TESTING & TREATMENT
PROFESSIONAL & CONFIDENTIAL CARE -
- PRENAT,
ADOPTION REFERRALS

. AT AN AFFORDABLE COST
(PARENTAL OR SPOUSAL CONSENT NOT REQUIRED)

703 533-3700 @

: . . " ; CONVENIENT LY LOCATED TO 1-66 AND METRO
EMERGENCY 24 HR ANSWERING SERVICE 1@ e e 3T s crt .
ABORTION ‘ }ACCOUNTANCY y ACCOUNTANTS ' (Cont’d) n T
SERVICES (Contd) © ~~ SCHOOLS - Prince George's
0 . 9LHOUOLS " BUSINESS FINANCIAL SERVICES ~ ReproducuveHealﬂl Services
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF METROPOLITAN See “Schools — _Busmess & " 5 JOHN PINEAU ACCOUNTANT , + & 2nd TRIMESTER
WASHINGTON 18 16 St ~— 347-8500 Secretanal" INDIVIDUAL & gggsgmnon G SAB no RYTON
Our A . 7
p e o e oteminpte,,
73 Rgs R tle 301 434 }ACCOUNTANTS s [z Pmaion s oSl B Froo rognancy Tesing
WASHINGTON SURGI"CL'NIC THE s : ‘r.:; -:| @ Business Appraisal-Buyer Or Sefler - *, .| <} o Fomily Planning Clinic .
1018 220d St NW ————= 659-9403 Abramsan & Abramsan’ . - - .= - 7] @ invertment Counsating e o Woman Clinicion
{See Dur Ad.Page 13) o 5;194% Ad Under CPAS, - . 244~ 2522 Va----: 703 379-6626 ¢ Gynecology. Services
PR . e fe Conﬁdenftah
»ABRAS'VES : ACCOUNTING DEPARTMENT THE Business Soluuons Inc 1900 L St Nw —— 466-3740 . Cﬁnﬁ’:/mg, m:y
A & R TOOL & EQUIPMENT RENTAL-SALES -G ' Taxessrn 3“3&5' "ﬁsTAa?g;jen::mhon - %’f{ﬁg‘w@mﬁéw 301 652- 9100 | # SE HABLA ESP ‘
7131 Lee Hwy Flls Ch ~——rreree—e————703 532~ ssoo MC Accepted . St _ o FREE PILLs wm-: vIsIiT
ARNOLD FACTORY SUPPLIES INC . Lswe Wit 244-9353 | Cost ‘“””"""9 Software & Services For SAFEAND COMPASSIONATE CARE
3M Industrial & Marine Abrasives - Do i
1800 § Hanover St Balto " Kccounting Office Inc 450 Virginia Av W - 857-3686 ;ﬁ:ﬁa"b‘ Branch Way 301 670-0858 -Since 1974 . .
Tol Free il 1 & Then —B00 325-9944 Accaunting Softare Consulants ., 06 COMPUTER ACCOUNTING SERVICES =] 13014342300 &
NORTON ABRASIVES Aimen & Associates Inc 3401 36th St NW— 363-4362 12X Preparation - me?';g,;” romesses - $ 74 41 1 Riggs Rd., Riggs BU”dms
oo SALES OFFICE BIL CONSULTANTS 1030'35th St NW <~ 289-6200 ‘Gorporations - Payroll : : "Z""“"”"" Md -
nggml\gl:a nﬁ“&ﬂn . 215 363-2755 (See Our Ad'This Page) 12706 Keswick Ln Bowie - 301 464-2912 . ]
' _ACCOUNTING ey :
READ PLASTICS INC
| sefnces GBS g y " b
3M ABRASIVES - o . : 1.1 71 | ¥ Ives our sma us‘ness
Sheets - Rolls - Belts - Discs - _ . NET
amscoTcHBAmee | | - more than an accounting service.
SURFACE CONDITIONING PRODUCTS ,
Hand Pads - Discs - Belts - Folls -® Financial counselmg from a small business speclahst .
1233 Wilkins Av Rockvl--=--------- 301 881-7900 -® Guaranteed tax return preparation- - .- oowerm
RENTAL TOOLS & EQUIPMENT CO INC . ¢ Easy-to-use récordkeeping system . .
Bladensburg 4900 Upshur St 301 864-5100 — - ® Tax planning and advice :
Silver Spring 9710 Capitot View Av—-—301 585-5040 5;@% - ® Personal attention, reasonable cost
Upper Matiboro 5301 Chrysler Way ——301 627-3800 o

Fairfax 8301 Lee Hwy Fairfax 703 573-7786
ROBERTS OXYGEN COMPANY INC

15830 Redland Rd Rockville 301 948-8100 SURTURED RECORD
4811 Stamp Rd Marlow Heights-——-—301 899-6400 . ) X st
2929 A Eskridge Rd Fairfax -—————~——703 698-5322 QUNTANTS B

SOURCE THE WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS . AND MR A

7305 Boudinot Dr Springfield -—— 703 644~ 5460 -
SOURCE THE WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORS B ORMATIC
12096 Conway Rd Beltsville Md 301 490-8280 02) 289-6200
SOURCE THE WHOLESALE DISTRIBUT
9205 Venture Ct Manassas Park: 703 330-9446
}ABSORBENTS '
GLOBAL CLEANERS Lo
3700 Martin Luther King Jr Av ss 561—3500
> AC C| D ENT : PERSONALIZED SERVICE
DEAAMCTT ; SPECIALIST TO BUSINESSES
-g—:ge—lg%%@w . GOV'T CONTRACTORS &
AR AL 4 i : NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS
gg%ngmgfgamﬂmgﬂ_ 703 938-7620 | ® Financlal Statements e General Ledger -
FARE INC 4716 PontsC St College Park —301 982-2093 | & 2:;"':“"""” : ;‘;V:l:"*s‘mms
T‘Ttlgflﬁ!r: §£§Mﬁﬂ“§£‘ﬁ!§u§m Inital .- - | @ Tax Plannlnn . Tax Preparation
Analysis By Computer Aid s 301 649 2722 kN it
612 Kenbrook Dr Siiv - =
fer Sprng 703 691-9166
’ACCORDIONS - 4020 UNIVERSITY DR FAIRFAX VA

202 857-8438

655 15TH ST. N.W. WASH.,

ACCORDION SALES-MERV CONN
1015 Noyes Dr Silver Spring 301 565 2054

' GENERAL BUSINESS SERVICES -

PR "
* General Business Semces, Inc.
. 7134 Columbia Gateway Dr.
' Columbia Md 21046.

A (301) 290- 1040

I

,..‘
‘t**i"

ACCOUNTANTS (Cont’d) ACCOUNTANTS (Cont’g) .
FRA o - KAMEROW WILLIAM J & ASSOC-*
2912'1(1,,. St E\:,(_E_____.__.__ 332"8108 12069 Tech Rd Silver Spring 301 680 8900
DON RICHARD ASSOCIATES OF KNG R o Alewandi 703 548-7200
: See Our-Ad Under Emplaymenl Agenaes ﬂﬁ&c:ﬂ‘:gna 1511 K St NW - 337-2670
A e — 463'7210 4520 East-West Hwy Bethesda 301 652-9100
e aengen | N;’vc'a‘“ 291-2500 Maver Hoffman McCann 919 16th St NW — 775-8635
’ rgia Bv : MCCALEB JOHN B ASSOCIATES .
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT & .5 Hawthom Ct Rockville ——— 301 340-8505
" . IREPORTING SYSTEMS INC - McGuinness Michael 2550 M St Nw - 452-6098
. Taxes Prepared at your Premises :
25YrsExp ® Bo%éll(rkeeplnyg @ Acct'g e Taxes .RElD & FEV!I‘EGI%%?IINDE gggmgeﬁme &
2800 Sherman Av NW----=-----=--------| 265-4721 " ACCOUNTING SERVICES TO
Financial Solution Intemational-Fsl . SMALL BUSINESSES
4801 Massachusetts Av SO 1440 Fai St NW 483-7463

Washn ton Tel N --223 2153
A VICES Reid & Ferguson Company

%1440 Fairmont St NW 483-7463
34 Columbia Gateway Dr. HEN
F oo ola Satewey 301 290~ 1040 ) ROWAN CAPITAL INC E
"2, “(see Ourr Ad This Page) i Z;ggﬁf"fll. ’;gﬁgfem;mﬂ Semces -
’ JANKOWSKI-CABADING &COINC ERT YT I
4311 Hamitton St Hyattsville' 301 699-0133.  1%® 16th St NW - 234 9126
Johnson & Johnson-1926 Benmng ‘Rd NE—-- 397-7048 - (Conbmed Next Page)
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Northwest mncyc«mr -, SupponSm Referrals For Sves All Services Are FREE . - . 1-800-676-8606
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COR of Metropoh_ﬁ '/Washmgton, D C Inc.

ABORTION

- BIRTH CONTROL =
PREGNANCY TESTING & GOUNSELING_

e GYNECOLOGICAL EXAMS o VASECTOMY
VD SCREENING & TREATMENT FOR WOMEN and MEN
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® CONVENIENT e AFFORDABLE e CONFIDENTIAL
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WASHINGTON
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ABORTION SERVICES

GYNECOLOGY e BIRTH CONTROL
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ABORTION ’

‘ o — ﬁ-l SERVICES (Cont’d) -
W | : ALEXANDRIA WOMEN’S HEALTH CLINICT
: FIRST TRIMESTER ABORTION

’ LOCAL & GENERAL ANESTHESIA
Hl“Cl’CSt o

UNDER GLINIGS
‘ . Omen S Surgi Centel', PC {101 S Whiting St Alex --=-=-=e=s=-=s 763 370-0550
' CAPITOL WOMEN'S CENTER 353-2772
Abortion | |[™%as
! L , | %‘i%”&«"ﬂ%%%%vﬁa 533-3700
General Anesthesia & Local Anesthesia o T%ff?@”;’:i‘:‘;ﬂ 584-6500
First-Trimester & Second-'l'rimester R METROPOLITAN FAMILY PLANNING
) 7 5625 Aumownndampsamos;;ln 423-3313
| Early Pregnancy Tests P .
: NOVA WOMEN’S MEDICAL CENTER
Female Sterilization P S a8 2301500
i SE HABLA ESPANOL PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF
15 YEARS OF SERVICE TO WOMEN IN THE COMMUNITY ’ | |METROPCLITAN WASlllNGTON

(202) 582-6500 (202) 829-5620 )/ | .saeeumwsﬂeeowe

3233 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. 7603 GEORGIA AVE., N.W.

E3aY
Landover Mall ---

: ’ ggg gndoloh Rds‘Rndmlle st m:i?g
v meron St i -
B=N IN BALTIMORE CALL (301) 661-2900 e s
3\ - ' 1
. 5622 Columbia Pk Balleys X-Rds<======== §20-3335

i e T CAPITOL WOMEN'S
Metropolltan LI 7 UCENTER
° o 1t 20f Toimener Aboraon Serice
W()mell S ‘ AR ® Tubal Ligation/Sterilization
Local And General Anesthesia Precnmmung

Health Center §|&=5-

. -Abo : Uicensed By D.C. Consumer =y |5
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Information THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 25, 1991 11 0CT25 P2: 01

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ROGER B. PORTER A4/

SUBJECT: Abortion Statistics

In light of the attention on abortion counseling in recent
weeks, I thought you might find interesting some data on
abortion, recently released by the Centers for Disease Control.

In 1988, the most recent year with reliable statistics,
there were 1,371,285 legal abortions reported, compared to
3,909,510 births, or 352 abortions for every 1,000 live births.
This ratio has varied by less than three percent for every year
since 1980.

Not all states report data on age, education, and marital
status of women obtaining abortions, but the available data

~ suggests:

. Women between age 20 and 24 accounted for one-third of all
abortions, the greatest share of any age cohort. The
ratio of abortions to live births is highest among women
under the age of 15 (949 abortions for every 1,000 live
births), however this group accounts for less than one
percent of all abortions. The next highest rate is among
women age 15-19 (624 abortions for every 1,000 births).

. Twenty percent of women who obtained abortions were
married; 80 percent were not.

. A majority (56 percent) reported it was their first
abortion; 26 percent reported one previous abortion; 10
percent two previous abortions and 5 percent reported
three or more previous abortions.

. Black women were more likely to obtain an abortion than
white women; there were 259 abortions for every 1,000
white births and 489 abortions for every 1,000 black
births.

. Abortion rates were highest in the District of Columbia
(more abortions than births), California (628 abortions
per 1,000 births), and Rhode Island (537 abortions per
1,000 births.) Rates were lowest in Wyoming (49 abortions
per 1,000 births), South Dakota (80 abortions per 1,000
births), and Idaho (105 abortions per 1,000 births).
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MEMORANDUM THE CHIEF of STAFF
has seen
TO: LEIGH ANN METZGER
FROM: MIKE PAULEY (essr kel _coith LA4M at veee)

DATE: OCT. 10, 1991
RE: GEORGETOWN SITUATION

As per your reguest, I have summarized below the current
controversy surrounding the formation of a "pro-choice" student
group on the campus of Georgetown University.

Background

On February 22, 1991, Georgetown University’s Dean of Student
Affairs, Jack DeGioia, issued a statement announcing his
decision to grant "University benefits" to a student group
called "G.U. Choice" that advocates legal abortion.

This decision essentially puts "G.U. Choice" on the same level
as other major student groups like the College Republicans, the
International Club, or the Debating Society. It means the
group c¢an receive funding, office space on campus, access to
University vans for transportation, and many other services and
facilities at Georgetown.

"G.U. Choice" had previously existed for several months on
campus under the different name "Hoyas for Choice." It did not
receive University benefits as described above.

Church and Public Reaction

Dean DeGioia’s decision was supported by University President
Rev. Leo O’Donovan, S5.J., but it sparked a firestorm of protest
both within and outside the University community.

The Catholic Archbishop of Washington, James Cardinal Hickey,
issued a statement calling Georgetown’s decision "regrettable"
and labeled it "inconsistent with the aims of an institution of
higher learning that has a Catholic identity."

In addition to heavy coverage in the campus press, the "G.U.
Choice" controversy was reported in the i
Washington Times, imes, and nearly avery major
Catholie paper in the country.

President O’Donovan and Dean DeGioia defended their decision,
claiming "G.U. Choice" was not a pro-abortion group, but rather
a "discussion group" that would provide a forum for students to
exchange different viewpoints on abortion.
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This argument did not hold water. At the first meeting of
"G.U. Choice," they featured a lobbyist from NARAL who
encouraged students to lobby for the pro-abortion "Freedom of
Choice Act" on Capitol Hill.

This action and others inspired the nation’s largest national
Catholic newspaper, Qur sSunday Visjitor, to write an editorial

entitled "“Hoya Shame," which stated, in part: "Let us be
blunt: G.U. Choice is not a debating society. It is an
advocacy group. Georgetown’s eagerness to accept the term

"choice" to mean discussion... suggests a najivete unbecoming of
an institution of higher learning." (March 24, 1991).

One of Georgetown’s most famous graduates, Patrick Buchanan,
wrote in the Washington Times, "On Feb. 22, America’s oldsest
Roman Catholic wuniversity... declared its moral neutrality
toward the killing of the unborn." (April 8, 1991).

Crganized Opposition
Subseqgquent to the Feb. 22 decision, three major groups have

formed that have launched an organized effort to pressure
Georgetown to reverse its decision.

(1) Georgetown Life Advocates -- this group consists primarily

of younger alumni and current students. It has printed up
"protest postcards" that have flooded President O’Donovan’s
office. The group has also sponsored protests and 1is

coordinating letter-writing and telephone calling campaigns.

(2) Committee for Georgetown Values -~ organized by prominent
alumnli who are now lawyers, doctors, professors, clergy, and
public officeholders. The Co-Chair of the group is Congressman
Henry Hyde. It also includes Oscar-award winner William Peter
Blatty (author of The Exorcist); columnist Patrick Buchanan;
former Georgetown University President Rev., William A. Ryan,
S.J.; theologian Rev. Thomas King, §£.J.; and former President
of 8t. Louis University Rev. Daniel ¢, O’Connell, S.J.

The Committee has conducted letter-writing campaigns
specifically targetted towards the G.U. Board of Directors, the
Board of Governors, high donors, and over 3,000 of the most
prominent alumni of the University.

(3) Georgetown Ignatian Society =~ formed by several young
lawyers and pro=-life members of the Georgetown faculty, the
Ignatian Society has established a trust fund called the
"Georgetown Ignatian Fund." They are advocating that
foundations and high-dollar donors to Georgetown refrain from
contributing to the University and instead send their donations
to the Ignatian Fund. The money will then be held in escrow
until Georgetown reverses its decision on "G.U. Choice."
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Upon reversal, the money will be donated to the University. If
the school does not reverse the decieion, the money will be
given to the campus Right to Life group and other religious
groups at the school.

The most prominent action by the Ignatian Society has heen the
filing on ©Oct. 1, 1991 of a canonical lawsuit against the
University. The suit was filed by over 1,000 Georgetown
students, alumni, and faculty members with the Cardinal
Archbishop ©f Washington, James Hickey. The suit calls for the
catholic Church to "remove the Catholic status of Georgetown
University," with the result being that Cardinal Hickey would
take over direct control of campus mninistry and the numerous
campus chapels.,

Cardinal Hickey has 90 days to make a ruling on the canonical
lawsuit. Whichever way he rules, the case will probkably be
appealed to the Vatican Congregation for Cathollc Education and.
then to Pope John Paul II.
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The Georgetown Ignatian Society
*To further the vision of John Carroll®
\SE OCTOBER 1, 199 Box 25316
Georgetown Station

~ Washington, DC 20007-8316
GEORGETOWN'S CATHOLIC STATUS THREATENED

Over 1,000 Catholics, alumni and students today petitioned the Catholic Church to remove the
Catholic status of Georgetown University. One consequence of this action is that the Cardinal
Archbishop of Washington could take over direct control of campus ministries and chapels.

The unprecedented petition was submitted, pursuant to Canon Law, after exhaustive attempts
{o persuade Georgetown's Jesuit president, Leo O'Donovan, to reverse hig 2/22/31 decision to fund,
support and provide office space to *GU Choice®, a pro-abortion advocacy group which participates
in the defense of abortion clinics. - .

Escalating the Georgetown controversy to national significance for higher education and .
America's Catholic colieges, the petition is based on the Pope's new "Apostolic Constitution®, The
Constitution, which went into effect this year, intends to govern all colleges and universities that call
themselves "Catholic™; affirming that the Catholic hierarchy has authority to direct these schools with
respect to their Catholic identity.

The petition was submitted with elaborate supporting statements by prominent theologians,
including the president of another Catholic college, who expressed his concern that the unchecked
erosion of Georgetown's Catholic identity could harm the credibility of all Catholic educational
institutions. Marquette and Catholic University have refused to fund pro-abortion groups, citing their
allegiance to the Catholic Church,

In February, Archbishop James Cardinal Hickey of Washington, 19 whom the petition was
formally submitted, declared that Georgetown's 'regrettable’ decision was "inconsistent with the aims
of an institution of higher learning that has a Catholic identity.”

The "GU Choice" decision has provoked rare public division within the Jesuit community. In
June, Georgetown's annual alumni reunion weekend was marred by controversy as President
O'Donovan was forced to defend his decision at every event. Within the past week, over fifty
prominent alumni, including author/director William Peter Blatty and former Jesuit presidents of St.
Louis and Georgetown universities, mailed a letter to 3,200 alumni, asking that they protest the "GU
Choice” funding decision and consider suspending or redirecting their donations.

If Hickey rules unfavorably on the petition, or fails to obtain a reversal of "GU Choice"
funding within 90 days, the petition will be appealed to the Vatican's Congregation for Catholic
Education or directly to John Paul II.

Gabrgemwn is the oldest Catholic university in the United States, the flagship of the Jesuit
educational system and one of only three Pontifical Universities in North America.
CONTACTS :

Background:  Prof, Richard Alan Gordon (202) 966-7501
Ann Sheridan (202) 7232001
Legal: Manuel Miranda, Bsq. - (202) 887-0353(W) 625-0823(H)

Students; Sean Keely (202) 333-3094
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 2, 1991

THE CHIEF of STAFF

MEMORANDUM FOR ANDY CARD X has seen
FROM: EDE HOLIDAY ){JL
SUBJECT: Correspondence from Cardinal O'Connor -- Oregon's

Medicaid Waiver Application

Cardinal O'Connor's letter to Governor Sununu was written in
response to the State of Oregon's proposal to expand Medicaid to
all state residents living below the poverty line while limiting
the number of reimbursable medical services to a list of priority
services. The state-wide "rationing" plan requires Medicaid
waiver approval from the federal Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA).

O'Connor also attached a copy of a longer letter from Bishop
James Malone to Secretary Sullivan that is highly critical of the
Oregon plan. Secretary Sullivan has not yet responded to the
letter, in part because HCFA is still reviewing the Oregon
proposal, but also because Sullivan is reluctant to give the
appearance of direct secretarial involvement at this early stage
of a Medicaid waiver decision. Sullivan's office assures me,
however, that a brief response to Malone acknowledging his letter
is forthcoming, and they will share it with us.

HHS does not expect a final decision on the Oregon proposal until
early next year. But Sullivan's office has not ruled out the
possibility that a final decision could be delayed even further.
In any case, the final decision is certain to attract national
attention.
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AC HAS SEEN

Flls ™ il wS CARDINAL'S OFFICE

1011 FIRST AVENUE
New YoRrk, NY 10022

September 16, 1991
BY FAX

Dear Governor Sununu,

I am deeply concerned about the State of Oregon’s intention to
reguest a waiver from the federal government in order to implement a
Medicaid rationing program. I strongly support the comprehensive
letter addressed by Bishop James Malone to Secretary Louis Sullivan,
August 6, 1991. Bishop Malone is Chairman of the Domestic Policy
Committee of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops. I will
not attempt to report the details or the arguments Bishop Malone
presents, but simply express my personal alarm over the Oregon
effort, and single out a few examples of its potential impact.

The Tist of health services to be excluded is extremely
worrisome. Even more frightening, however, is that the plan would
deprive the poorest of the poor of necessary health care services.
In addition to 1imiting critically necessary medical services for
poor women and children, the Oregon plan proposes to increase
subsidies for abortion.

1 see the proposal as the beginning of a Tong-term effort to
use the "quality of 1ife" as a determinant of who receives care and
who does not. It ultimately amounts to "the survival of the
fittest". Further, I see 1t as the beginning of infanticide, and as
a way of trying to rid Oregon of AIDS. Persons with AIDS, and
especially babies with AIDS, would be frighteningly vulnerable.
Finally, I consider it of a piece with Oregon’s strong effort to
pass euthanasia and assisted-suicide legislation. In my judgment,
to permit this kind of program as a model for the states is to
reverse radically everything this nation purports to belijeve.



I understand 1t 1s the ultimate goal of the State of Oregon to
expand Medicald coverage to all parsons whose income falls below the
poverty level. That is a laudable end, except that I understand
that the very class that it proposes to cover will be covered in
other ways, at Teast on a "phased-in" basis. Even if this is not
the case, however, the proposed rationing program 1s, in my
Judgment, an unjust and inappropriate means to achieving that end.

I strongly urge that the request for the waiver be denied.

Faithfully,

E Gk o

chbishop of New York

The Honorable

John H. Sununy

Chief of Staff to the President
The White House

Washington, DC 20500
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E , 2 Department of Social Development and World Peace
:=‘|l & Office of Domestic Soctal Developmant

CONFERENCE 3217 iz Sweet N.E. Woatington, DC 20017-1184 (202)841:3183  FAX (3021541-3322 TBLEX 7400424
August 6, 1991

Secretary Louis W. Sullivan

Department of Health and Human Servicea
200 Independeance Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20410

Deaxr Secretary Sullivan:

The United States Catholie Conference, the public policy arm
of the nation’s Roman Catholie bishops, urges you to deny
Oregen’s request for a waiver to implemant its Medicaid rationing
proposal. The details of the plan aze now clear and final actien
Ras been taken by the Oregon lsgislature; we understand that the
waiver raguest (s irminent. '

As you know, the U,S, bishops called for a national health
insurance program in 1981, and we continue to support universal
access te health cara 33 a basie human right. We can appraciate
and even applaud Ozagon’s plan to expand Medicaid coverage to all
persons with incomes bHelow -he povarty level.

Good interticns, however, cansnot Justify Oregon’s proposed
intenticnal rationing of health care for the poor. The proposal
is inequitable in concept, arbitrazy and capricious in effect,
violative of the purposes o2 the Medicaid program, and cruelly
lifa~threatening for the mose vuinarable of tha state’s children.

Tha Fgopcsa; Is Furdamentally Inaequitable in Concept

The Oregon proposal to fund only certain health services
from a list developed by the state is a zadically rew rationing
concept. Unlike the rationing familiar to us in moments of
national crisis, this plan is to be applied, not to all citizens
of Oragon, but only to its poor. While in future years the
listings may be used to establish minimum for those with
private insurance, Ozegon now plans to use tﬁom as the maximum
£overaqe for the poor under the Medicaid program. It is only .the"
poor and most vulnarable -- those eligible for Medicaid -- whosge
health care is to be ratiocned. For more than one hundred and
$ixty thousand poor women and children currently covered by
Medicald, the plan would take away medical ceoverage for over 120
medical conditions, almost one~fifeh of the treatments in :
Oregon’s medical listings.

This fuandamental inequity is exacerbated by the proposed
double standard within the Medicaid eligible population. Tha
Oragon plan would initially exempt tens of thousands of Medicaid
recipients whe are aged, blind, and disabled from the rationing
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scheme. Their medical care actually constitutes more than two=
thirds of the statu’s total Medicaid bill and is the fastest
growing part, while care for children on Medicaid comprises less
than 15 percent of Qregon’s Medicaid budget. While the
Conference does not think Oregon’s plan ls appropriate for any of
the state’s poor, it would not be eut of place to observe that
these insulated groups are far more politically well-organized
than are poor women and ekildren,

The Effect of the Proposal is Arbitrary and Capricious

In its 1991 Report to the Governor and the Legislature, the
Oregon Health Services Commission wrete:

Thezefore, the Commission defined basic health care in terms
Of society as a whole: Basic health carze is a niaimum below
which no person should fall. Given this definition, the
Commission went further to dascribe basic in terms of
ssgential and very important cstegories of health services.
All of the "easential' gervices and most of the "very
important” must be included in a basic health care package.

Despite its own Commission recommendation, the Oregon Legislature
did not agree to provide tkig "basie health care." The
Législature approved only a partial listing of covered services
And excluded eight "essential® health services e~ ineluding seven
in the "acute fatal"” and "chronic fatal" categories == and more
than fifty “very important" health services.  Even within the
conceptual structurs of the Oregon plan, its failure to fund
basic health care is drbitrary and capricious. It is a product
of political and fiscsl considerations, not good medicine,
Justice, or sound social policy.

Ozegon’s ability to fund even this level of medioal care
Beyond nest year remains in serious doubt. The actuarial section
6f the Commigsion report ackrowledges that by the and of the
£izat yesr (1982-93) of the plan enly aixty percent of the
expectead participants will be enrolled. Fiscal estimates for the
fizst year included that 8ssumption. Only three years later is
the program "expected to rsach a steady-states of enrollment.,.”
Thus, maintenance of the initizl level of covered services in
Oregor will require infusiens of funding in the second, third,
and subsequent years far above the already increasinagly high
levels of medical inflation. - Yet, Oregon has adopted a new
Ballot Msasure 3 which will acutely limit state funding for human
resources and will make increased Medicaid funding in coming
years very difficult., In coming years, the QOregon Legislature
may exclude more and more "essepntial" and "very important" health
Services and further erode "basic health care” for Medicaid
Participants, primarily women and children.
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The Oregon proposal is an axperiment, applying an untested
seriea of hypotheses, the opinions of eleven Commission members,
and the legislature’s fiscal constraints to the health, well-
being, asd even life-ande-death decisions for hundreds of
thousands of poor Oregeanians. There ia no generally accepted
scientific or medical method for achioving Oregon’s purpcoses in
the listings, and Cregon’s chosen method has never been tested.
To develop its scheme, the Commission compared benefits,
trsatments, and ocutcomes across widely differing kinds of medical
conditions, and thern quantified them in a highly aovel =-- hut
completely untested ==- mgthodology. The state now proposes that
its initial experiment be substantially funded with federal
Medicaid dollars and applied, in lieu of the current standazd of
"all medically necessary care and services," ¢¢ non-consenting
poor woman and childrea. . '

The zisks of trading the current standazd of “all medically

.necessary caré and services" for the proposed rationing scheme

was underscored in the lLegislature’s rejecticn of proposals to
apply the same listings to the nhealth insurance programs of state
employeas and members of the Legislature themgelves.

Use of the listings alsc threatens traditional medicine’s
focus on the care and cure of individual patiaents. It would
shift us from patieat-centered to procedurs-driven medical
practice. It would take away individualized medical decisions
about what {8 good or even life-saving for a particular patient
and substitute in its place a genreralized determination of what
sasms to be goed for some avaraged population.

The listings thus also threaten to change the traditional
relaticnship between physicians and patients, at least for poor
patients. Many doctors already refuse tc participate in Medicaid
bacatse of underfunding of services. These radical and pervasive °
changes in medical practzice could seriously aggravate the current
shortage of doctors and other providers in Medicaid by
substituting the political judgments underlying the listings for
the medical judgments of individual physicians. The losers,
again, would be poor women and children.

Pinally, the arbitrariness of the state proposal is
highlighted by the legislaturae’s decision to incresse subsidies
for abortion, funded only frem state funds under this plan but
expanded now to additional thousanda of persons, in lieu of
funding life-saving health care for the poor in Oregon. -

The Proposal Violatas the Purposes and Térms of the Medicaid Law

The purpose of the Medicaid law is to enable the states to
fuznish "medical assistance on behalf of families with dependent
children and of aged, blind, or disabled individuals, whose
income and resources are insufficient to maat the costs of
necessary medical serxrvices..." The clear purpose was to provide
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medical coverage to the two groups singled out since the
Cepression for special government care and protection: poor
families with children and the aged, blind, and disabled. In the
interim, Congress has adopted a number of mandates and options
focused on expansion of covearage for both groups. These _
culminated in the 1990 law that will insure coverage of all poor
children by the year 2001.

Oregon’s propesal wouid now reverse that ;onq-standing
federal policy, On the one hand Oregon protects the politically
moxe powerful group of elders and persons with disabilities from
drastic benefit cuts while, on the other, 4t subjects the more
vulnerable group of its pcorest women and children to the state’s
untested and procrustean plan, The additien of other poor
persons te the reduced benefits scheme cannet be justification
for exposing the poorest women and children to the broad dangers
inherent in this untried plan.

Secondly, not only deoes the proposed plan not provide the
bagic health care recommended by Oregon’s own Commission, but it
totally discards the provision of medically nacessary cara and
services requizred under the Medicaid law and protected for years
by both Congress and the courts.

Thizdly, Oregon’s poor children have little to gain and mueh
to lose under the proposal. The Medicaid amendments of 1989 and
1990 have entitled all poor children to all medically necessary
cars and services. All states, including Oregen, must extand
coverage to all poor childzen under age 19 on a phased~in basis,
covering ali children up te age 9 by the first year of Oregon’s
proposed expariment and to age 12 by the time of its full
irplementation. It is these younger children who have the most
costly health naeds, the most to gain by congresaional nandates,
acd the most to lose in Oregon’s schexe. JIn fact, almest every
pregnant woman and child under six with family incomes under 133%
of the poverty line and evezy poor Ozegon child under nine losas
essential and very important, even life-s2aving, medical care.
under the plan.

Recently Congress expanded the proviaion of medical care to
children in America by revising the Medicaid early and pericdic
screening, diagnostic, and treatment provisions. Congress
required every state to provide covarage to eligible children
undar age 21 for virtually all Medicaid benefits racognized undey
federal law and needed to correct or ameliorate defecta and
physical and mental illneases and conditions discoverad in
scraening. Oregon proposes te aliminate these protections and
services to its poor children. < T

Furthesrmoze, while Oregon protests that its plan is intended
to penefit poor wemen and children, it proposes to eliminate the
medically needy program for pragnant women and children under age
18. This provision was designed by Congress specifically to
assist women and children whose incomes exceed eligibility
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standards but who have medical problems qivin? rise to excessive
mecical costs. Oregon would strip them of thls medical coverage.

Finally, the radically eéxperimental and untested nature of
Che Oregon proposal threatens the health, well=-peing, and lives
of hundreds of thousands of poor Orsgonians, its poorest women
and children and thousands of others. Both ethics and public
policy dictate that éxperimentation involving human subjects,
Such as research under the Medicaid program, be subject to strict
controls. 1In aach such case, the gevernment must exergise
@xtreme care to analyze whether the risks invelved in the
éxperiment are ocutweighed by the benafits £o thoge javolved, The
government must alsc establish safeguards to protect the rights
and welfare of the subjects of all such demonstrations.

This Conference repeatedly has insisted that research and
exparimantation on lNuman subjects be allewed only when the
expariment has the informed consent of the subjects; or, in the
card of those unable to coasent, when the experiment (1) may
enhance the well heing or meet the health needs of the subjects;
or {2) will pose no added risk of suffering, injury or death to
the subjects; and (3) can be expacted to davelop knowledge that
cannot be obtained by other means,

The state of Oregon dces not argue that the women and
childrea whe will receive less care under the proposed rationing
plan will receive any benefit, yet one must presune that those
8ame pregnant womer and childran will suffer from the denial of
what Oregon itself says avre "essential" and "very important®
health care services.” The potential danger to patients tc be
treated under the Oregon proposal becomes clsarer when we realize
that the legislature Zound it racessary to exempt heaith care
providers from malpractice suits based on denial of necessayry
caxe that is "belew the cutoff line" applied to the liastinga.

In this case, the vast majority of the subjects of the
Oregon piar will be children incapable of veluntary consent to
the expariment., A humane medical ethic suggests that children
should not be subiected to an experimental plan unless the
research might benefit them as individuals, Before allowing
states to subject children to sueh experimentation, the federal
goverament then has & particulariy heavy legal and athical
responsibility te protect their healtkh and lives,

Furthermora, beforxe allowing states to impose deductions,
o8t sharing, or similar charges on their Medicaid patients,
federal law requires the Secretary to ensure that the new co-
payments do not become a barrier to access -to necessary care or
result in injury to Medicaid pasiaents. Even more rigorous
protections must be appliad to a waiver request that would
exclude more than 120 nealeh services from the Medicaid program -
- O& require the poor to purchase them from their own funda, the
most diract form of "ecast sharing" imaginablal '
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The Proposal Threatens the Lives of Oregon’s Most Vulnerabla
Children :

While expanding abortion services, Oregon’s propesal
directly tesminates access to caze to 120 health services for a
hundred and sixty thousand poor wemen and childraen auzrrently ‘
covered by its Medicaid program, This is more than just an
experiment in health cazs financing or an alteration in the
funding strusture of the state program. JIn fact, the plan could
result in federally sanctiocned medical neglect leading to the
deatks of poor women and childran. One suoh example occurs in
the case of extremely premature and low birthweight newborns,
vhoge survival has been given low priority in the state’s
listings. In the case of these young children, individualized
medical and ethical decisions should be made by appropriate
family members and professionals. Instead, Oregon proposas an
dutoratic, cost-based, and formula-triggered denial of funding
gortﬁreatment and thus sentances these childrean to almest certain

eath.

. In view of the numerous moral, ethical, and policy
imperatives against the kind of experimentation proposed for the
poor of Oregoa, the Roman Catholic Bishops of this nation must
cppcse the Oregon expariment. We urge you to deny the waiver
requasted by the staze and to retain the protections and benefits
of the current Medicaid statute,

Sincerely yours,
e W. Malme

hop James W. Malone

Chairman
Domestic Folicy Committee

€¢: Hornorable Lloyd Bentsen
Ronorable Henry A. Waxman
Dr. Gail Wilensky
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(Quayle Cites Need to Reassure
GOP’s Abortion-Rights Backers

Party’s ‘Big Tent’ Stressed; Convention Fight Feared

By Dan Balz

Washington Post Staff Writer

Vice President Quayle said yesterday the
1992 Republican Party platform may have
to include language to send a message “with
great clarity” that those who support abor-
tion rights are welcome under the party’s
‘big tent.”

Quayle said he does not believe the party
should change its position, which in the 1988
platform opposed abortion and called for a
“human life” amendment to the Constitution.

But reflecting concern among Republican
strategists, he sounded a conciliatory note
to abortion-rights advocates within the par-
ty, who have argued that the GOP faces
serious defections next year if it maintains
its past position.

“It’s necessary to restate the president’s
viewpoint, very clearly, and that is that we
ire a party that is diversified, we are a par-
ty that though we have a position on abor-
;ion, that those who disagree with us should
10t feel excluded because of that issue,”
Quayle said during a lunch with reporters in
ais office.

“We do, in former [Republican National
Committee| chairman Lee Atwater’s words,
offer the party as a big tent,” he added, “and
therefore that message has to be clear.”

Republicans on both sides of the abortion
issue are angling toward a clash at next sum-
mer’s convention in Houston, with abortion
opponents vowing to resist any effort to di-
lute the platform language and supporters of
abortion rights calling for language that re-
flects the diversity within the party.

Quayle said he did not have a final an-
swer, but made clear he recognizes the po-
litical danger of standing pat. “How we do
that [recognize the big tent philosophy|
within the platform, the preamble to the
platform or whatnot, that remains to be
seen,” he said. “But that message will have
to be articulated with great clarity.”

The vice president, who has acted as the
administration’s chief liaison to conserva-
tive groups, added, “How we go about com-
municating that beyond =aving it, we'll have
to resolve that.”

Quayle's comments retlected the fear
among party strategists that the abortion
issue could- result in Republican defections
next year among suburban women, especially
in such major battlegrounds as California. But
GOP strategists also argue that President
Bush risks the wrath of antiabortion activists
within the party if he reverses his or the par-
ty’s position on the issue.

Quayle said he believes the differences can
be resolved. “I've talked to too many people
on the other side of the issue,” he said. “Peo-
ple in responsible positions said there's no

use having this fight, let's make sure the big
tent concept issue is agreed to.”

Quayle also said that in the wake of the
furor over bounced checks and overdue res-
taurant bills in the House, he would step up
the administration’s effort to promote term
limits for members of Congress, saying,
“This is an idea whose time is long overdue.”

The bounced-check issue, Quayle said,
underscores the problem in Congress. “The
heart of the system is that incumbents . . .
feel they are above the law,” he said. “They
exempt themselves from the law.”

Testing themes for Bush’s reelection
campaign, Quayle said that the field of Dem-
ocratic candidates lacks foreign policy ex-
perience and that Democrats are moving
toward “isolationism,” which he said is dan-
gerous in a changing world.

“The Democrats out there are only going
to talk about domestic policy,” he said. “And
I'm telling you there’s another part of that
equation that’s important to the American
people, and that is how would a president
conduct foreign policy.”

Saying the administration would resist
calls for sharp cuts in the defense budget
now that tension between the United States
and Soviet Union has been dramatically re-
duced, Quayle said of the Democrats, “If
they didn’t know what to do during the Cold
War, I'm not sure they’d know what to do
after the Cold War.”

Quayle said any saving that results from
changes in U.S. defense strategy should be
used for deficit reduction or tax cuts, not
for additional domestic spending.

But in response to Democratic charges
that the middle class has suffered econom-
ically under more than a decade of Repub-
lican rule in Washington, Quayle offered
only a tepid defense. Asked if he believes,
as Democratic presidential candidates
charge, that middle-class Americans are
worse off now than they were four years
ago, he replied, “I hope not.”

He added that he believes the job market
is better now than it was during the late
1970s, but said the administration is still con-
cerned about the slow pace of the recoverv.
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By ROBIN TONER
Specialte The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Oct. 8 — Vice Presi-
dent Dan Quayle, a staunch opponent of

i.lggallzed abortion, said today that the

ded o0 send a

Party

by rfmg signmal in 1992 that it i3 a *“big

“dent” withb room for differing views on
*abortion.”

-wSuch a signal could come in the par-

J¥'s platform, he suggested.
~~-~Mr, Quayle, in a funcheon with re-
porters, said he did not believe that the

party needed to change the strict anti- |.

abortion position that was in its I588
platform. But he said that position
needed to be balanced with some ges-

ture acknowledging that there was
room for other points of view within the
party. . .

The Vice President’s remarks re-
flect a careful repositioning begun by
Lee Atwater, the late Republican na-
tional chairman, alter the 1989. Su-
preme Court decision in Webster v,
Reproductive Health Services, That de-
cision, which allowed states to enact
further restrictions on abortion, galva-
nized supporters of abortion rights,
many of them Republicans,

A ‘Diversified’ Party:

The party platform now says ‘‘the
unborn child hag a fundamental indi-

| Space for Allin Abortion Debate, Quaylé Saiys

vidual right to life which cannot be
infringed” and calls for an amendment
{0 the Constitution to overturn Roe v.
Wade, the 1973 Supreme Court decision
recognizing a constitutional right to
abortion. . . -

“It’s not necessary to change thé
position,” Mr. Quayle said today when
asked about the plaiform. “But it is
necesgsary (o restate the President's
viewpoint very clearly, and that ia that
we are a party that is diversified, We
are a party that, though we have a
position on abortion, that those who
disagree with us should not feel exclud-
ed because of that {ssue.”

The Vice President added that the

“big tent” approach first arti

THE NEW YORK TiMES NATIONAL WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1991

by Mr. Atwater "has to be clear."

“Now, how we do that within the
platform, the preamble to the platform,
or what not, remains (o be seen,” he
sald. '‘But that message will have to be
articulated with great clearness,”

‘Mr. Quayle later said he was not
necessarily calling for “big tent” lan-
guage within the platform ‘“‘How we go
about communicating that beyond say-
ing it, we'll have to resolve that,” he
said.
- Mr. Quayle opposes abortion except
in cases of rape, or Incest or when (he
life of the woman I8 endangered.

Support for Term Limitations

In a wide-ranging Interview, Mr.
Quayle also said he Intended to cam-
paign for measures to limit Congres-
sional terms, and belleved that voters

were | ly Interested in that issue.

**Jt's more than bouncing checks and
free lunches,” Mr..Quayle said, refer-
ring (0 two recent furors on Capitol
Hill. "It goes to the heart of the system
itself.” .

With re-election rates of 96 percent,
House members “feel that they're
above the law,” Mr. Quayle asserted.

Democrats have controlled the
House since 1854, and many of them
complain that term-limitation propos-
als are an effort by Republicans to

accomplish the kind ‘of wholesale] .

change they have been unable to gain
at the ballot box. But Mr. Quayle said
the movement had strong bipartisan
support. ! '

The Vice President also.said the na-
tion needed to proceed cautiously when
it came to cuts in military spending.
And he scoffed at the forelgn policy

credentials of the five major Demo- " *
cratic Presidentiat candidates,‘argying .

that Democrats ““just have a ladé® of
understanding and comprehension for
the importance of national security,
what it means, how to handle it, how to
deal with it.” -

When asked if he believed the middle
clasg was struggling and worse off than
it was four years ago, which is a per-
sistent charge from the Democrhts,
Mr. Quayle replied, “I hope not."” "}
He added: *1 belleve that the middle
class still is benefited by the tax cits
that have been implemented. 1 tfjnk
that the job market Is certainly better
today than it was in the late 1970's.put
there is some genuine concern Sput
there and that's one of the areas we're
going to have to continue to addreg'."
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

DATE: October 7, 1991

TO: - LEIGH ANN METZGER

FROM: GOVERNOR JOHN H. SUNUNU

Let's talk about the Georgetown decision.

Attachment



CARDINAL'S OFFICE
1011 FIRST AVENUE
NEwW YORK, NY 10022

30 September 1991

Dear Mr Doo]ey,

'In 1989, by unanimous vote, the Roman Catholic B1shops of the Un1ted -
States passed a.resolution on abortion which stated, in part '

- . At this.particular time, abortion has become the
fundamental human rights issue for all men and women of " '
good will. The duty to respect Tife in all its stages and =
espec1a11y in the womb is evident when one appreciates-the

. unborn child’s membership.in our human family, and the _
grave consequences of denying moral or legal status to any
class of human beings because of their age or cond1t1on of:
dependency.

Moreover, in a letter dated June 21, 1991, our Holy Father, Pope John
Paul II, wrote a letter to the bishops of the wor]d following the
extraord1nary consistory on threats to human Tife. In that letter, noting the
"serious and disturbing phenomenon of the widespread destruction of so many
human lives", the Pope stated:

[N]Jo less serious and disturbing is the blunting of the
moral sens1t1v1ty of people’s consciences. . . . In order
to break this vicious circle, it seems more urgent than
ever that we should forcefully reaffirm our common :
teaching, based on sacred Scripture and tradition, with
regard to the inviolability of innocent human 11fe

Further, the Holy Father notes in his Apostolic” Const1tut1on, "Ex Corde
Ecclesial” that "Catholic teaching and discipline are to influence all
university activities" and that any official action or commitment of the
university is to accord with such teaching and discipline. I find myself
unable to reconcile the Georgetown administration dec1s1on with th1s

statement.



-- Page Two --

Finally, His Eminence, James Cardinal Hickey, has called..it

J( 'y

"inconsistent" with the aims of an institution of higher learning that has a -
Catholic identity to allow.a group like "G.U. Choice" access to un1vers1ty t

facilities, office space and funding.

In my judgment, the decision of Georgetown University’s Adm1n1strat1on to

grant university benefits to "G.U. Choice™ is in serious and irreconcilable
conflict with these and numerous other expressions of the Church’s grave
concern over the very issues which concern the Committee for Georgetown
Values. As an alumnus of Georgetown, I share your severe disappointment over
the administration’s decision and profound anxiety over its implications for
what we have always wanted to believe Georgetown represents. As a Churchman,
I find it extreme]y difficult, if not impossible, to equate the
administration’s decision with the spirit of Church teaching.

I am therefore h1gh1y encouraged by the 1n1t1at1ve of the Committee for
Georgetown Values and join you and other alumni in urg1ng reversa] of the
administration’s decision.

Please cont1nue to keep me informed of" your efforts and of how you
believe I can be of help. Be assured of my prayers. And may the Lord of Life
bless us all.

Faithfully in Chr1st

_@J [l

Archbishop of New York -

Mr. William T. Doo]ey, Jr.

Chairman, Committee for Georgetown Va1ues
Post Office Box 23776

-Washington, D.C. -20026-3776

cc. James Cardinal Hickey
Father Leo 0’Donovan, SJ



Schroeder and Levine Amendments Are Extreme,

Seek To Enshrine A Right To Abortion

During House floor action on the Omnibus Crime Bill (H.R. 3371)-- .
expected during the week of October 14 -- it appears that at least one amendment
will be offered to turn certain non-violent pro-life protest activities into new
federal crimes.  Such federal intervention is unwarranted and highly
mappropnate :

The amendments in question have been filed with the Rules Committee by
Reps. Schroeder and Levine (amendments no. 96 and 104 respectively). Both of
these amendments would amend a federal civil rights law-- the so-called "K.K.K.
Act" (Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code)-- so that a person who
"intentionally prevents an individual from entering or exiting” a "medical -
facility," by "detaining the individual" or by “obstructing, impeding, or hindering
the individual’s passage," is guilty of a federal crime. Under the Levine
Amendment, a first offense would be a misdemeanor, while subsequent offenses
would be felonies, punishable by imprisonment of up to three years and fines up
to $250,000. Under the Schroeder Amendment, even a first offense would be
subject to these felony penalties.

In addition, under both amendments "any person aggrieved by a violation"
would be granted a private cause of action, and would be able to collect damages
and attorneys’ fees.

Thus, under these amendments, sit-ins and similar forms of protest,
currently handled under local and state trespass or disorderly conduct laws, would
become federal crimes. The proponents of such legislation say that it is necessary
to impose federal penalties on such protesters in order to protect a "fundamental"
federal constitutional right, the "right" to abortion on demand.

It is clear, in fact, that winning a back-door congressional endorsement of
Roe v. Wade is a major goal underlying these amendments. The Schroeder
Amendment is identical to H.R. 1703, introduced by Mr. Levine on April 10,
1991. Mr. Levine’s introductory remarks appeared in the Congressional Record
under the headline, "ABORTION IS A CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED
RIGHT IN THIS COUNTRY." Mr. Levine stated:

... Traditionally, Federal criminal sanctions have been imposed, in
addition to any State sanctions, where important federal rights are
involved... The precedent for this remedy is clear. First, the
issue involves rights protected by the Federal Constitution: the
right to freedom of choice.



Opposition to extreme proposals, such as those advanced by Reps.
Schroeder and Levine, does not in any way constitute an endorsement of illegal
activities. State and local jurisdictions have historically enforced trespass statutes
and other applicable ordinances.

Enactment of the Schroeder or Levine amendments would amount to a
congressional endorsement of the discredited legal doctrine that abortion on
demand is a "fundamental right" protected by the federal Constitution. If you
believe that there is no such fundamental federal constitutional right to abortion
on demand, if you believe that Roe v. Wade was wrongly decided, if you believe
that states should be able to regulate matters pertaining to abortion, then you
should oppose the Schroeder and Levine amendments.

Even Members who favor Roe should oppose these amendments, because
they unfairly single out one type of non-violent political demonstration for
draconian federal penalties. Persons who engage in non-violent "sit-ins" on
issues such as AIDS, animal rights, or nuclear power will not be subject to
federal penalties, these being reserved only for those who protest against
- abortion. '

This disparity is further underscored in Mr. Levine’s amendment, which
explicitly exempts persons engaged "in any labor relations activity” from the
prohibitions of the amendment. In other words, no federal offense whatever
would occur if a nurse seeking a pay raise engaged in "physically obstructing,
impeding, or hindering the ... passage" of a woman seeking an abortion-- but if
a pro-life nurse engaged in precisely the same behavior while seeking to save the
life of an unborn child, he or she could be sent to the federal penitentiary for
three years. ‘

Therefore, please allow state and local jurisdictions to enforce their own
laws without unwarranted federal intervention. The Schroeder and Levine
amendments are unnecessary and inappropriate, and should be opposed.
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AMENDMENT TO H,R. 3371
OFrerep BY MRS. ScHROEDER OF COLORADO

Add at the end of subtitle A of title XVII the following:

SEC. __ . TITLE 18 AMENDMENT.

(a) OFFENSE.--Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following: |
" '§248. Interference wfth access to or egress from a medical

facility

"'(a) Whoever, other than an agent of a medical facility

or a law enforcement officer acting within the scope of such

officer s official authority, intentionally prevents an
individual from entering or exiting that medical facility'by
phyéically--
"'(1) detaining the individual; or
"'(2) obstructing, impeding, or hindering the
individual’s passage,
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 3

years, or both.

""(b) Any person aggrieved by a violation of this section
may in a civil action under this title obtain appropriate
relief (including injunctive relief), and éhall be awarded a
reasonable attorney's fee as a part of the costs.

“(c) As used in this section--
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2
"'(1) the term "physically’ does not include speech;
and |
"'(2) the term ‘medical facility  includes a
hospital, clinic, physician’s office, or other facility
which provides health or surgical services. ’.
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.--The table of sections at the
beginning of chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following new item:

'7248. Interference with access to or egress from a medical
facility, °,



_ AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR, LEViNE
Add at the appropriate place the following: (- (:> L/’

SEC. AMENDMENT
(3) OFFENSE -- Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, 1s amended

. by adding at the end of the following:

"248, Preventing access to or egress from a medical facility

(a) Whoever, other than an agent or employee of a medical facility or a
law enforcement of ficer acting within the scope of such officer's official
authority, intentionally prevents or attempts to prevent an individual from
entering or exiting that medical facility by physically-- :

(1) detaining the indiviudal; or

(2) obstructing, impeding, or hindering the individual's passage,
shall be fined or imprisoned not more than 1 year, or both.

(b) Whoever has a previous conviction for a Section (a) offense, and
who commits a second or subsequent such offense, '
shall be fined or imprisoned not'more than 3 years, or both,

(c¢) Any person aggrieved by a violation of this section may in a civil
action under this title obtain appropriate relief (including injunctive
relief), and may be awarded a reasonable attorney's fees as part of the
costs. .

(d) This section shall not apply to any labor relations activity or any
activity taken by individuals in support of a labor relations activity.
This includes but is not limited to any activity which would be protected
by 29 U.S.C. Section 157 et. seq., including actions taken by individuals
1n support of such activity, without regard to whether the medical facility
is an employer as defined in 29 U.S.C. Section 152(2). If a state or lcoal
jurisdiction or other employer entity not covered by 29 U.S.C. Section
152(2) is subject to laws, regulations, or policies which protect labor
relations activities other than those set forth in 29 U.S.C. Section 157
et. seq., this section shall not apply to activities protected by such
laws, regulations, or policies.

(e) As used in this section-- v

(1) the term 'physically' does not include speech; and

(2) the term 'medical facility' includes a hospital, clinic,
physician's office, or other facility which provides health or surgical
services and engages in interstate commerce."

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT --The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new item: "248 Preventing access to or egress from a wedica]

facility."
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cellence in the gymnasium. Gregg coached how to end it. Thank you for listening to
freshman basketball at Dominican for 23 me. )
years and this year, his second vear as varsity
coach, led that team to become the WISAA A BILI, TO MAINTAIN THE CUR-
class A champions. RENT FEDERAL-STATE FUND-
Former students, colleagues, and education  ING RATIO FOR CERTAIN FOR-
administrators all testify to the professionalism  MULA GRANTS
and enthusiasm he has shown throughout his

25 years at Dominican. He has proven to be HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL

an exceptional role model not only for his stu- OF NEW YORK

dents, but for his fellow educators as well,
As a former high school classmate of N THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Gregg's, | am very glad he chose teaching as . Wednesday, April 10, 1991
a career, so he could share his wisdom and  Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, today, ! am in-
knowledge with our Nation’s youth. troducing in the House of Representatives a

Mr. Speaker, it is with my deep respect and  bill to maintain the current funding ratio for
thanks that | offer my congratulations to Justice Assistance discretionary grants at & 75
Gregg. | wish him all the best for the future, percent Federal share and 25 percent State
and hope he continues to inspire the students share. This funding ratio would be maintained
of Dominican High School for another 25 for fiscal year 1992 only; after that, the grant
years. program must be reauthorized. This is a com-
‘ . panion measure to S. 623 which was intro-
A PRAYER FOR OUR TROOPS ON c“i:acrzﬂ 1bg 1S§g1a\tor PauL SiMon of . lllinois on

As Senator SiMON stated when he intro-

THE PERSIAN GULF
duced the bill, “the Department of Justice
HON. LOUISE M. SLAUGHTER . through the Bureau of Justice Assistance, dis-
OF NEW YORK tributes block grant funds to. support many
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES antidrug abuse efforts cammied out by State
: ; and local faw enforcement agencies.”
Wednesday, April 10, 1991 Unless this legislation is enacted, the fund-
Ms. SLAUGHTER of New York. Mr. Speak- jng formula would be 50 percent Federal and
er, since the August 2, 1990, Iraqi invasion of 50 percent State. ‘This would result in New
Kuwait, we all have lived in the shadow of York State having to come up with substan-
war. Throughout this difficult time of uncertain- tially more funds at a time when money Is. ex-
ty, | have appreciated the many calls and let- tremely fimited and violent crime is on the rise.
ters from constituents expressing their person- Of course, the effect would be similar on other
al views on the pressing questions of war and States as well.,

peace. One particularly thoughtful and moving It is my hope that when funding for the
letter from Joe Ventrice, a Vietnam veteran Bureau of Justice Assistance is reauthorized
from Corfu, NY, included a prayer which | next year, the funding formula can receive
would like to share with my colleagues in Con-  ¢arefui consideration by the Congress. In the
gress. Now that the war in the Persian Guif meantime, | urge all of my colleagues to join

has been concluded and we begin the task of in cospon'son'ng this corrective legistation.

building a lasting peace in the region, Mr.

Ventrice’s prayer for peace is particutarly s

poignant. _ ABORTION IS A CONSTITUTION-
A PRAYER FOR OUR TROOPS ON THE PERSIAN ALLY PROTECTED RIGHT . w

Gurr *THIS COUNTRY .
Oh almighty and eternal Lord, please J———
bring 2 swift and peaceful settlement to this HON. MEL LEVINE
horrible war that is sacrificing so many lives OF CALIFORNIA
for no justifiable reason. Please, in your in- THE TIVE
finite wisdom, bring this madman to his N - HOUSE OF mu SENTA s
senses and make him realize that human Wednesdaey, April 10, 1991

gf)er 1§‘,%‘6’§ hd tmsgctl; atgyago ;seolglzo ofm gi; Mr. LEVINE of California. Mr. Speaker, § can
. think of few issues which divide the American
wars, please try to end this war before all public as much as the issue of abortion. The

our loved ones are lo
conflict. ¢ lost In another bloody debate over whether or not a woman should

Lord, please give our troops the wisdom to legally be able to terminate a pregnancy gen-
think before they do anything that would erates strong emotions from people on both
endanger themselves or anyone else. Lord, sides of the issus, and the controversy will no
you helge?hm; th{%llxshittrll:s jtlmgtlg tot ;net- doubt rage on for years.
nam and the horrible sigh 0 lace;  But whether one supports @ woman's. right
Please also help. our troops in the Gulf, so 44 choose, there is one fact that cannot be

they may know that you'll always be with . . s
them, no matter what the odds or circum- denied: abortion is a constitutionally protected

stances. Give them a sign of your great and "ght in this country. That means that any
infinite power. Please show all the leaders Woman who decides to terminate a pregnancy
of this world that peace is a much better can, with certain limitations, enter a medical
way of life for everyone. I believe that you facility to obtain an abortion.
and only you can make this peaceful solu-  However, every day opponents of abortion
tion possible by Instilling in Saddam Hus- and family planning gather for the express
i‘;ﬁl‘n“;“l’s“:&w&%‘fgg and wisdom that all *his purpose of intimidating and hamassing women
Ay 8 b CestroyiDg  4ring to see their doctor and to deny women

the lives of people throughout his country . o .
and the other countries who are trying to the:r. consm_utlonally guaranteed right tp repro-
turn back his oppression. ductive choice. -

Please Lord, help everyone who has any-  Such anti-abortion groups, such as Oper-

thing to do with this war and let us know ation Rescue and Lambs of Chris;_ seek to

confront, embarrass, ridicule, and threaten
women at one of the most difficult times in
their lives. These guardians of public morality
oppose not only abortion, but all forma of birth
control and sex education.

Abortion is a complex issue about which
people have deeply feit views. In many cases
those who oppose a woman's right to choose
to have an abortion do so out of religious con-.
viction. | respect their views and their right to
them.

.But in recent years a more dangerous and
violent strain has developed in the so called
right-to-life community. This group of extrem-
ists uses force and violence to deny afl
women their rights not only to abortion but to
sex education and family planning in any form.
They are vehemently oppased to allowing
women access 10 the health care of their
choice, just as segregationists in the 1950's
wera vehemently opposed to allowing African-
Americans access to education and voting
booths.

In the South, in the early 1960's, peopla
similarly opposed to individual freedoms
bumed crosses, bombed houses, destroyed
churches, and killed those who sought to ex-
ercise their constitutional rights. | am deeply
concerned that legacy of hate and violence
may be alive and well among the followers of
the anti-abortion movement. :

At its core, however, the issue here is not
one of choice, but is instead one of violence
and protecting the rights of women. Since
1977, there have been at least 829 violent
acts occuring at family planning clinics. These
include bombing, arson, kidnapping, assault
and battery, and death threats.

This is America in 1991. it is not Birming-
ham, AL in 1963. It is not Salem, MA in 1692,
and we must not allow these hate crimes to
continue. .

Legislation | will infroduce will provide Fed-
eral guarantees that these women are no
longer victimized. It is known as the Freedom
of Access to Clinic Entrances Act of 1991.

My bill will establish criminal penalties for
interfering with access to or egress from a
medical facility. Violators will be subject to
felony prosecution and a prison term of up to
3 years and a fine of up to $250,000.

Traditionally, Federal criminal sanctions
have been imposed, in addition to any State-
sanctions, where important Federal rights are
involved, or where interstate criminal activity is
involved. Congress took similar action during
the civil rights era, when certain regions of the
Nation were unwilling to protect the rights of
black citizens. ’

The precedent for this remedy is clear. .
First, the issue involves rights protected by
the Federal Constitution: the right to freedom
of choice. Second, there is clearly interstate
activity involved because much of the clinic vi-
olence is masterminded by national networks
headquartered in the East. In one incident in
Monterey, only 6 of the 104 individuals arrest-
ed were local residents.

Third, although many State and local offi-
cials have been courageous in protecting
women and the staff of these heaith facilities,
there have been too many instances when
local officials have refused to enforce the law
rigorousty. Furthermore, this bill has been very
carefully drawn to avoid penalizing activities
which are protected by the first amendment.
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Abortion protesters have every right to
make their views known, to picket, leaflet, and
speak out. They do not have the right to phys-
ically prevent other individuals from exarcising
their Constitutional rights. There they cross
the line between legitimate protest and crimi-
nal behavior, )

| want to stress that this is not a victimless
crime. When patients are held in a clinic, as
they were in Monterey, for. 6 hours, the
damage done is serious. In one case in Dale

"City, a woman who was suffering a miscar-

riage was bamred from the clinic doors and
had to be driven 15 miles to another facility
for medical treatment. if a medical emergency
occurred in a clinic being blockaded, serious
injury or death could result if a patient could
not be transferred to a hospital. )

These incidents occur across the country.
In Ohio, a volunteer at a family health clinic
was knocked down, and kicked fepeatedly by
violent protesters as she attempted to enter
the clinic during a blockade. In Minnesota,
several policemen received emergency room
treatment after being injured by anti-abortion
demonstrators blocking a clinic. One officer
was unable to return to work for 3 weeks due
to a severe leg injury. In Maryland, a woman
collapsed after clinic blockaders, occupying a
multitenant facility, prevented her from enter-
ing the building to keep an appointment with
her psychiatrist. )

Passage of this legislation will send a clear
message to anti-cheice groups that violence
against women will not be tolerated. | invite
and encourage my colleagues to join me in
cosponsoring this crucial measure. -

HONORING THE CITY OF SANTA
FE SPRINGS 1991 CITIZENS OF
THE YEAR

HON. ESTEBAN EDWARD TORRES

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 10, 1991

Mr. TORRES. Mr. Speakaer, it is my pleasure
to rise today to recognize three special indi-
viduals from my congressional district. Mr.
Richard Landis is the recipient of the Busi-
ness/Professional Citizen of the Year Award.
Whereas, Manuel and Maggie Hernandez are
the recipients of the Residential Citizen of the
Year Award. All three will be honored at a
special luncheon hosted by the city of Santa
Fe Springs on Tuesday, April 23, 1991.

CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 1891 RESIDENTIAL CITIZEN
‘OF THE YEAR: MANUEL AND MAGGIE HERNANDEZ
My good friends, Manuel and Maggie Her-

nandez have lived in the city of Santa Fe

Springs for over 35 years. Manuel Hernandez

was born in Chicago, IL and moved to Califor-

nia in 1944, After graduation from Garfield

High School in 1948, he enlisted in the U.S.

Army. Maggie Hernandez was born and raised

in Los Angeles, CA. She attended Our Lady

Queen of Angeles High School.

Manuel and Maggie Hernandez married on
February 23, 1952 at Our Lady of Guadalupe

.Catholic Church in the city of Los Angeles.

They were married by Father Berry Brennan.
The maid of honor was Ms. Francis Moreno,
the best man was Mr. Joe Chavez. Together
they have four children, Gail Lorraine Hernan-
dez, Cathy Ann Hernandez, Manuel Joe Her-
nandez, Gerald Anthony Hernandez and
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Denise Hernandez Vega. They have seven
grandchildren.

Manuel and Maggie Hernandez have been
extremely involved in their community. Both
are active as Friends of the library, General
Planning, The Sister City Committee, Commu-
nity Playhouse, the Santa Fe Springs Beauty
Pageant, Santa Claus Floats and at St. Pius X
Church.

Manuel is a self-employed businessman in
the city of Santa Fe Springs. He is currently
the chairperson of the Traffic Commission,
treasurer of the Lions Club, a member of
plumbers local No. 78, and a member of the
California Contractors Association. He is a
member of the Knights of Columbus and is in-
volved with the city’s parks & recreation de-

. partment. .

Maggie is also quite active in the communi-
ty. She currently serves as the chairperson of
the Santa Fe Springs Sister City Committee, is
a member of the Friends of the Library,
member of the Women’s Club and the Beauti-
fication Committee, and she is a member of
the Congressional Award Council for the 34th
Congressional District.

CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 1991 BUSINESS/PROFES-

SIONAL CITIZEN OF THE YEAR: MR. RICHARD LANDIS |

Richard Landis is a native of California. He
has been employed as an area supervisor for
the Santa Fe Springs drive-in theatre and
swap meet operation for over 20 years. He
supervises a management staff of 200 individ-
uals. Additionally, Mr. Landis supervises the
Santa Fe Springs Sweeping Service, a compa-
ny that provides a service for construction
clean-up. At the corporate level, he is.involved
in locating and researching acquisitions and
new businesses. _

He is currently the chamber/league network
coordinator for the Business Emergency Pre-
paredness Network and a member of the leg-
islative committee. He is past chamber/league
president, member of the board of directors,
and vice president of special events. Other
past chamter/league activities include: Sacra-
mento Field Trip Committee chairman, Busi-
ness and Industry Security & Safety Commit-
tee, and a member of both the Ambassador
Committee, and President’'s Committees.

Mr. Landis is an extremely active force in
the community. His present and past commu-
nity involvements include numerous Santa Fe
Springs Chamber of Commerce & Industrial
League, Inc. committees. Further, he has also
been active in numerous city committees,
service clubs and community organizations.
Landis is the cument Rotary Club president
and is past chairman of the Adopt-A-Class
program.

To date, he serves on the board of directors
for the California Swap Meet Owners Associa-
tion and from 1987-89 he was a member of
the Southern Advisory Committee—Theatre
Association of California. Mr. Landis is also an
active volunteer - with the Shepherds Heart
Ministries, a nonprofit Christian Corp.

He and his wife, Denise, and three children,
Michael, Jennifer and David reside in the city
of Arcadia. ' .

Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, April 23, 1991,

‘the city of Santa Fe Springs will honor these

outstanding citizens for their unselfish dedica-
tion to their community. | ask my colleagues in
the House of Representatives to join with me
and the city of Santa Fe Springs in saluting
Manuel & Maggie Hernandez, 1991 Residen-
tial Citizens of the Year and Richard Landis,

- April 10,1991

1991 Business and Professional Citizen of the
Year.

DIRE EMERGENCY SUPPLEMEN-
TAL/DAIRY PROVISIONS

HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 10, 1991

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker,
1 rise to comment on the deletion of the dairy
provisions offered by Mr. LEAHY in the Senate
to the dire emergency supplemental appro-
priations bill. | am extremely disappointed
these needed provisions were deleted. The
dairy farmers in my district have been
wracked by falling prices, which are currently
one-third below the level they were receiving
just 1 year ago. These operators are not mar-
ginal producers; they have weathered signifi-
cant market changes over the past decade.

. These are solid family farmers. But with prices

as low as they are currently, these farmers
have ditficulty even cash-flowing so they can
continue in operation until prices rise.

The administration’s threat to veto legisla-
tion providing temporary relief to dairy farm-
ers, who form the backbone of American agri-
culture, is a clear-indication of the priorities of
the White House. Spending $200 million for
Turkey is an administration priority while provi-
sions that cost nothing but enable a family
farmer to make a meager-fiving are not.

Sending $55 million to Jordan, which did
not support us in the Persian Gulf is a priority
with the White House, while providing a fair,
shake for our own dairy farmers is not.

Spending $283 million to rebuild the Rocky
Flats nuclear weapons plant is 'a priority with
this administration, while increasing prices for
grade B milk producers by 50 cents per hun-
dredweight is not. . .

Mr. Speaker, the administration, milk proc-
essors and marketers in the Southeast, and
the Farm Bureau all opposed the Leahy provi-
sions, modest though they were, | frankly do
not understand the motives of these groups.
Prices at the retail level for mitk and other
dairy products are the same as they were 2
years ago when farmers were getting $13 to
$15 per hundredweight. Why haven't we seen °
prices drop at the retail level.

| also question the motives of the Washing-
ton Post and others in the eastern liberal es-
tablishment who have started a vendetta
against this country’s farmers. These powerful
forces are taking on an issue that they obvi-
ously know nothing about. | can sympathize
with efforts to keep large corporate farms
from feeding at the Federal trough. But the
Post, in its overzealous attempt to wade into
agricultural policy, apparently can't tell a
family farmer from a large agribusiness.

This dairy provision deals with the needs of
the small producers in the Upper Midwest,
New England, and other areas where family
farmers are struggling to survive. This is only
a temporary measure that is needed- and
should be passed. It will buy us some time so
we can-address a flawed system on a more
long-term basis. . . .

Mr. Speaker, the family farmer who cares -
for his cows and never sees the inside of a
corporate boardroom is the loser here today.



Schroeder and Levine Amendments Are Extreme,

Seek To Enshrine A Right To Abortion

During House floor action on the Omnibus Crime Bill (H.R. 3371)--
expected during the week of October 14 -- it appears that at least one amendment
will be offered to turn certain non-violent pro-life protest activities into new
federal crimes. Such federal intervention is unwarranted and highly
inappropriate. '

The amendments in question have been filed with the Rules Committee by
Reps. Schroeder and Levine (amendments no. 96 and 104 respectively). Both of
these amendments would amend a federal civil rights law-- the so-called "K.K.K.
Act" (Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code)-- so that a person who
“intentionally prevents an individual from entering or exiting" a “medical
facility," by "detaining the individual" or by "obstructing, impeding, or hindering
the individual’s passage,” is guilty of a federal crime. Under the Levine
Amendment, a first offense would be a misdemeanor, while subsequent offenses
would be felonies, punishable by imprisonment of up to three years and fines up
to $250,000. Under the Schroeder Amendment, even a first offense would be
subject to these felony penalties.

In addition, under both amendments "any person aggrieved by a violation”
would be granted a private cause of action, and would be able to collect damages
and attorneys’ fees.

Thus, under these amendments, sit-ins and similar forms of protest,
currently handled under local and state trespass or disorderly conduct laws, would
become federal crimes. The proponents of such legislation say that it is necessary
to impose federal penalties on such protesters in order to protect a "fundamental”
federal constitutional right, the "right" to abortion on demand.

It is clear, in fact, that winning a back-door congressional endorsement of
Roe v. Wade is a major goal underlying these amendments. The Schroeder
Amendment is identical to H.R. 1703, introduced by Mr. Levine on April 10,
1991. Mr. Levine’s introductory remarks appeared in the Congressional Record
under the headline, "ABORTION IS A CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED
RIGHT IN THIS COUNTRY." Mr. Levine stated:

... Traditionally, Federal criminal sanctions have been imposed, in
addition to any State sanctions, where important federal rights are
involved... The precedent for this remedy is clear. First, the
issue involves rights protected by the Federal Constitution: the
right to freedom of choice. '



Opposition to extreme proposals, such as those advanced by Reps.
Schroeder and Levine, does not in any way constitute an endorsement of illegal
activities. State and local jurisdictions have historically enforced trespass statutes
and other applicable ordinances.

Enactment of the Schroeder or Levine amendments would amount to a
congressional endorsement of the discredited legal doctrine that abortion on
demand is a "fundamental right" protected by the federal Constitution. If you
believe that there is no such fundamental federal constitutional right to abortion
on demand, if you believe that Roe v. Wade was wrongly decided, if you believe
that states should be able to regulate matters pertaining to abortion, then you
should oppose the Schroeder and Levine amendments.

Even Members who favor Roe should oppose these amendments, because
they unfairly single out one type of non-violent political demonstration for
draconian federal penalties. Persons who engage in non-violent "sit-ins" on
issues such as AIDS, animal rights, or nuclear power will not be subject to
federal penalties, these being reserved only for those who protest against
abortion.

This disparity is further underscored in Mr. Levine’s amendment, which
explicitly exempts persons engaged "in any labor relations activity” from the
prohibitions of the amendment. In other words, no federal offense whatever
would occur if a nurse seeking a pay raise engaged in "physically obstructing,
impeding, or hindering the ... passage" of a woman seeking an abortion-- but if
a pro-life nurse engaged in precisely the same behavior while seeking to save the
life of an unborn child, he or she could be sent to the federal penitentiary for
three years. -

Therefore, please allow state and local jurisdictions to enforce their own
laws without unwarranted federal intervention. The Schroeder and Levine
amendments are unnecessary and inappropriate, and should be opposed.
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AMENDMENT TO H.R, 3371
OFFerep BY MRS, SCHROEDER OF COLORADO

Add at the end of subtitle A of title XVII the following:

SEC. ___ . TITLE 18 AMENDMENT.
(a) OFFENSE.—-Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘'§248. Interference with access to or egress from a medical
facility
""(a) Whoever, other than an agent of a medical facility
or a law enforcement officer acting within the scope of such
officer ' s official authority, intentionally prevents an
individual from entering or exiting that medical facility by
phyéically--
"'(1) detaining the individual; or
"1 (2) obstructing, impeding, or hindering the
individual’s passage,
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 3

years, or both.

"' (b) Any person aggrieved by é violation of this section
may in a civil action under this title obtain appropriate
relief (including injuncEive relief), and shall be awarded a
reasonable attorney's fee as a part of the costs.

"“(c) As used in this section--
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2
1 ""(1) the term ‘physically’ does not include speech;
2 and | J
3 "(2) the term ‘medical facility’ includes a
4 hospital, clinic, physician’s office, or other facility
S which provides health or éurgical services. .

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT. --The table of sections at - the

[~4]

7 beg1nn1ng of chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, is
8 amended by adding at the end the follow1ng new item:

‘248, Interference with access to or egress from a medical
facility. ’,



AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR, LEVINE

Add at the appropriate place the following: L_ <:> L//

SEC. AMENDMENT
(a) OFFENSE -- Chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, 1s amended

. by adding at the end of the following:

"248, Preventing access to or egress from a medical facility

(a) Whoever, other than an agent or employee of a medical facility or a
law enforcement of ficer acting within the scope of such officer's official
authority, intentionally prevents or attempts to prevent an individual from
entering or exiting that medical facility by physically-- '

(1) detaining the indiviudal; or

(2) obstructing, impeding, or hindering the individual's passage,
shall be fined or imprisoned not more than 1 year, or both,

(b) Whoever has a previous conviction for a Section (a) offense, and
who commits a second or subsequent such offense,
shall be fined or imprisoned not 'more than 3 years, or both,

(¢) Any person aggrieved by a violation of this section may in a civil
action under this title obtain appropriate relief (including injunctive
relief), and may be awarded a reasonable attorney's fees as part of the
costs. '

(d) This section shall not apply to any labor relations activity or any
activity taken by individuals in support of a labor relations activity.,
This includes but is not Timited to any activity which would be protected
by 29 U.S.C. Section 157 et. seq., Including actions taken by individuals
in support of such activity, without regard to whether the medical facility
is an employer as defined in 29 U.S.C. Section 152(2). If a state or 1coal
jurisdiction or other employer entity not covered by 29 U.S.C. Section
152(2) is subject to laws, regulations, or policies which protect labor
relations activities other than those set forth in 29 U.S.C. Section 157
et. seq., this section shall not apply to activities protected by such
laws, regulations, or policies.

(e) As used 1n this section--

(1) the term 'physically' does not include speech; and

(2) the term 'medical facility' includes a hospital, clinic,
physician's office, or other facility which provides health or surgical
services and engages in interstate commerce."

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT --The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 13 of title 18, United States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new item: "248 Preventing access to or egress from a pedica]

facility."
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cellence in the gymnasium. Gregg coached how to end it. Thank you for listening to
freshman basketball at Dominican for 23 Mme.
years and this year, his second vear as varsity
coach, led that team to become the WISAA A BILL TO MAINTAIN THE CUR-
class A champions. RENT FEDERAL-STATE FUND-
Former students, colleagues, and education  ING RATIO FOR CERTAIN FOR-
administrators all testify to the professionalism MULA GRANTS
and enthusiasm he has shown throughout his

25 years at Dominican. He has proven to be HON. CHAR]_ES B. RANGEL

an excepti is stu-
ptional role model not only for his stu OF NEW YORK

dents, but for his fellow educators as well. TTVES
As a former high school classmate of IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA

Gregg's, | am very glad he chose teachingas ., Wednesday, April 10, 1991
a career, so he could share his wisdom and Mr. RANGEL Mr. Speaker, today, | am in-
knowledge with our Nation’s youth. troducing in the House of Representatives a

Mr. Speaker, it is with my deep respect and bill to maintain the current funding ratio for
thanks that | offer my congratulations to Justice Assistance discretionary grants at a 75
Gregg. | wish him all the best for the future, percent Federal share and 25 percent State
and hope he continues to inspire the students share. This funding ratio would be maintained
of Dominican High School for another 25 for fiscal yaar 1992 only; after that, the grant
years. program must be reauthorized. This is a com-
. panion measure to S. 623 which was intro-
A PRAYER FOR OUR TROOPS ON ;!;ced by Senator PAuL SiMON of lilinois on

THE PERSIAN GULF arch 12, 1991, :
As Senator SIMON stated when he intro-

HON. LOUISE M. SLAUGHTER . fivauth the Bureau of qemio e o Sustice

OF NEW YORK tributes block grant funds to. support many
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES antidrug abuse efforts carried out by State
‘Wednesday, April 10, 1991 and local law enforcement agencies.”

Unless this legisiation is enacted, the fund-
Ms. SLAUGHTER of New York. Mr. Speak- ng formula would be 50 percent Federal and
er, since the August 2, 1990, Iraqgi invasion of gq percent State. This would result in New
Kuwait. we all have lived in the shadow of York State having to come up with substan-
war. Throughout this. difficult time of uncertain- tially more funds at a time when money is ex-
ty. | have appreciated the many calls and let- remely limited and violent crime is on the rise.
ters from constituents expressing their person- - Of course, the effect would be similar on other
al views on the pressing questions of war and  States as well.
peace. One particularly thoughtful and moving 4 ig my hope that when funding for the
letter from Joe Ventrice, a Vietnam veteran pyreau of Justice Assistance is reauthorized
from Corfu, NY, included a prayer which I neyt year, the funding formula can feceive
would like to share with my colleagues in Con-  ¢areful consideration by the Congress. In the
gress. Now that the war in the Persian Guif meantime. | urge all of my colleagues to join
has been concluded and we begin the task of |, cospon.soring this corrective legistation.

building a lasting peace in the region, Mr.

Ventrice’s prayer for peace is particularly .

poignant. -ABORTION IS A CONSTITUTION-
A PRAYER FOR OUR TROOPS ON THE PERSIAN ALLY PROTECTED RIGHT. N

Gurr - THIS COUNTRY ’
Oh almighty and eternal Lord, please
bring a swift and peaceful settlement to this HON . MEL LEVINE
?ombl;a wa;r that is sacrificing so many lives OF CALIFORNIA
or no justifiable reason. Please, in your in- THE TIVE
finite wisdom, bring this madman to his N HOUSE OF REPRE SENTA s
senses and make him realize that human Wednesday, April 10, 1991

life means so much to all people of this My, | EVINE of California. Mr. Speaker, | can
gg;gplvg;ygjysgo oY povs In so Ny think of few issues which divide the American
ore public as much as the issue of abortion. The

our Ioved ones are lost in oody
conflict. s another bl debate over whether or not a woman should

Lord, please give our troops the wisdom to legally be able to terminate a pregnancy gen-
think before they do anything that would erates strong emotions from people on both
endanger themselves or anyone else. Lord, sides of the issus, and the controversy will no
you hel(;;e‘g!hm?1 thx;%llxshitlt\le hlmtle:ls '?t :rlet- doubt rage on for years. '
nam an € horrible sights 0 1ace; But whether one supports a weman's right
please also help. our troops in the Gulf, 50 13 chogse, thera is one fact that cannot be

they may know that you’ll always be with e o e
them, no matter what the odds or circum- denied: abortion is a constitutionally protected

stances. Give them a sign of your great and ght in this country. That means that any
infinite power. Please show all the leaders Woman who decides to terminate a pregnancy
of this world that peace fs a much better can, with certain limitations, enter a medical
way of life for everyone. I believe that you facility to obtain an abortion.
and only you can make this peaceful solu~  However, every day opponents of abortion
tiomn t%osskigle by instilling in Saddam Hus- and family planning gather for the express
i‘;mng A n&"’éﬁfgg andt\;lul;dgogx :’g"" :rn ‘1‘1‘1‘: purpose of intimidating and harassing women
any ut cestroy trying to see their doctor and to deny women

the lives of people throughout his count N AN .
and the other countries who are trying rtg thelr. constlt_lmonally guaranteed right to repro-
turn back his oppression. ductive choica. )

Please Lord, help everyone who has any-  Such anti-abortion groups, such as Oper-
thing to do with this war and let us know ation Rescue and Lambs of Christ seek to

confront, embarrass, ridicule, and threaten
women at one of the most difficult times in
their lives. These guardians of public morality
oppose not only abortion, but all forms of birth
control and sex education.

Abortion is a complex issue about which
people have deeply felt views. In many.cases
those who oppose a woman's right to choose
to have an abortion do so out of religious con-.
viction. | respect their views and their right to
them. :

.But in recent years a more dangerous and

violent strain has developed in the so called
right-to-life community. This group of extrem-

ists uses force and violence to deny all
women their rights not only to abortion but to
sex education and family planning in any form.
They are vehemently opposed to allowing
women access 0 the health care of their
choice, just as segregationists in the 1950's
wera vehemently opposed to allowing African-
Americans access to education and voting
booths.

In the South, in the early 1960's, people
similarly opposed to individual freedoms’
bumed crosses, bombed houses, destroyed
churches, and killed those who sought to ex-
ercise their constitutional rights. | am deeply
concerned that legacy of hate and viclence
may be alive and wall among the followers of
the anti-abortion movement, -

At its core, however, the issue here is not
one of choice, but is instead one of violence
and protecting the rights of women. Since
1977, there have been at least 829 violent
acts occuring at family planning clinics. Thesa
include bombing, arson, kidnapping, assault
and battery, and death threats.

This is America in 1991. it is not Birming-
ham, AL in 1963. It is not Salem, MA in 1692,
and we must not allow these hate crimes to
continue. .

Legisiation | will introduce will provide Fed-
eral guarantees that these women are no -
longer. victimized. It is known as the Freedom
of Access to Clinic Entrances Act of 1991.

My bill will establish criminal penalties for
interfering with access to or egress from a
medical facility. Violators will be subject to
felony prosecution and a prison term of up to
3 years and a fine of up to $250,000.

Traditionally, Federal criminal sanctions
have been imposed, in addition to any State
sanctions, where important Federal rights are.
involved, or where interstate criminal activity is
involved. Congress took similar action during
the civil rights era, when certain regions of the
Nation were unwilling ta protect the rights of
black citizens. ) ’

The precedent for this remedy is clear. .
First, the issue involves rights protected by
the Federal Constitution: tha right to freedom
of choice. Second, there is clearly interstate
activity involved because much of the clinic vi-
olence is masterminded by national networks
headquartered in the East. In one incident in
Monterey, only 6 of the 104 individuals arrest-
ed were local residents. . .

Third, aithough many State and local offi-
cials have been courageous In protecting.
women and the staff of these health facilities,
there have been too many instances when
local officials have refused to enforce the law -
rigorously. Furthermore, this: bilt has been very
carefully drawn to avoid penalizing activities
which are protected by the first amendment.
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Abortion protesters have every right to
make their views known, to picket, leaflet, and
speak out. They do not have the right to phys-
ically prevent other individuals from exercising
their Constitutional rights. There they cross
the line between legitimate protest and crimi-
nal behavior.

| want to stress that this is not a victimless
crime. When patients are held in a clinic, as
they were in Monterey, for 6 hours, the
damage done is serious. In one case in Dale
City, a woman who was suffering a miscar-
riage was barred from the clinic doors and
had to be driven 15 miles to another facility
for medical treatment. If a medical emergency
occurred in a clinic being blockaded, serious
injury or death could result if a patient could
not be transferred to a hospital. i

These ‘incidents occur across the country.

. In Ohio, a volunteer at a family health clinic

was knocked down, and kicked repeatedly by
violent protesters as she attempted to enter
the clinic during a blockade. In Minnesota,
several policemen received emergency room
treatment after being Injured by- anti-abortion
demonstrators blocking a clinic. One officer

was unable to return to work for 3 weeks due’

to a severe leg injury. In Maryland, a woman
collapsed after clinic blockaders, occupying a
muititenant facility, prevented her from enter-
ing the building to keep an appointment with
her psychiatrist.

Passage of this legislation will send a clear
message to anti-choice groups that violence
against women will not be tolerated. 1 invite
and encourage my colleagues to join me in
cosponsoring this crucial measure.

HONORING THE CITY OF SANTA
FE SPRINGS 1991 CITIZENS OF
THE YEAR

HON. ESTEBAN EDWARD TORRES

OF CALIFORNYA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 10, 1991

Mr. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure
to rise today to recognize three special indi-
viduals from my congressional district. Mr.
Richard Landis is the recipient of the Busi-
ness/Professional Citizen of the Year Award.
Whereas, Manuel and Maggie Hernandez are
the recipients of the Residential Citizen of the
Year Award. All three will be honored at a
special luncheon” hosted by the city of Santa
Fe Springs on Tuesday, April 23, 1991,

CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 1991 RESIDENTIAL CITIZEN
OF THE YEAR: MANUEL AND MAGGIE HERNANDEZ
My good friends, Manue! and Maggie Her-

nandez have lived in the city of Santa Fe

Springs for over 35 years. Manuel Hernandez

was born in Chicago, IL and moved to Califor-

nia in 1944. After graduation from Garfield

High Schoal in 1948, he entisted in the U.S.

Army. Maggie Hernandez was born and raised

in Los Angeles, CA. She attended Our Lady

Queen of Angeles High School.

Manuel and Maggie Hernandez married on
February 23, 1952 at Our Lady of Guadalupe
Catholic Church in the city of Los Angeles.
They were married by Father Berry Brennan.
The maid of honor was Ms. Francis Moreno,

_the best man was Mr. Joe Chavez. Together

they have four children, Gail Lorraine Hemnan-
dez, Cathy Ann Hernandez, Manuel Joe Her-
nandez, Gerald Anthony Hernandez and
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Denise Hernandez Vega. They have seven
grandchildren.
Manuel and Maggie Hernandez have been

extremely invoived in their community. Both -

are active as Friends of the library, General
Planning, The Sister City Committee, Commu-
nity Playhouse, the Santa Fe Springs Beauty
Pageant, Santa Claus Fioats and at St. Pius X
Church. T ]
Manuel is a self-employed businessman in
the city of Santa Fe Springs. He is currently
the chairperson of the Traffic Commission,
treasurer of the Lions Club, a member of
plumbers local No. 78, and a member of the
Califoria Contractors Association. He is a
member of the Knights of Columbus and is in-

volved with the city's parks & recreation de-
. partment. ’

Maggie is also quite active in the communi-
ty. She currently serves as the chairperson of
the Santa Fe Springs Sister City Committee, is
a member of the Friends of the Library,
member of the Women’s Club and the Beauti-
fication Committee, and she is a member of
the Congressional Award Council for the 34th
Congressional District.

CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 1991 BUSINESS/PROFES-

SIONAL CITIZEN OF THE YEAR: MR, RICHARD LANDIS .

Richard Landis is a native of California. He
has been employed as an area supervisor for
the Santa Fe Springs drive-in theatre and
swap meet operation for over 20 years. He
supervises a management staff of 200 individ-
uals. Additionally, Mr. Landis supervises the
Santa Fe Springs Sweeping Service, a compa-
ny that provides a service for construction
clean-up. At the corporate level, he is invoived
in locating and researching acquisitions and
new businesses.

" He is currently the chamber/league network
coordinator for the Business Emergency Pre-
paredness Network and a member of the leg-
islative committee. He is past chamber/league
president, member of the board of directors,
and vice president of special events. Other
past chamter/league activities include: Sacra-
mento Field Trip Committee chairman, Busi-
ness and Industry Security & Safety Commit-
tee, and a member of both the Ambassador
Committee, and President's Committees.

Mr. Landis is an extremely active force in

the community. His present and past commu-
nity involvements include numerous Santa Fe
Springs Chamber of Commerce & Industrial
League, Iric. committees. Further, he has also
been active in numerous city committees,
service clubs and community organizations.
Landis is the cument Rotary Club president
and is past chairman of the Adopt-A-Class
program. . :

To date, he serves on the board of directors
for the California Swap Meet Owners Associa-
tion and from 1987-89 he was a member of
the Southern Advisory Committee—Theatre
Association of California. Mr. Landis is also an
active volunteer with the Shepherds Heart
Ministries, a nonprofit Christian Corp.

He and his wife, Denise, and three children,
Michael, Jennifer and David reside in the city
of Arcadia. ‘ o

Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, April 23, 1991,
the city of Santa Fe Springs will honor these
outstanding citizens for their unselfish dedica-
tion to their community. | ask my colleagues in
the House of Representatives to join with me
and the city of Santa Fe Springs in saluting
Manuel & Maggie Hernandez, 1991 Residen-
tial Citizens of the Year and Richard Landis,

- April 10,1991

1991 Business and Professional Citizen of the
Year.

DIRE EMERGENCY SUPPLEMEN-
TAL/DAIRY PROVISIONS .

HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON |

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 10, 1991

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker,
| rise to comment on the deletion of the dairy
provisions offered by Mr. LEaHY in the Senate
to the dire emergency supplemental appro-
priations bill. | am extremely disappointed
these needed provisions were deleted. The
dairy farmers in my district have been
wracked by falling prices, which are currently
one-third below the level they were receiving
just 1 year ago. These operators are not mar-
ginal producers; they have weathered signifi-
cant market changes over the past decade.

. These are solid family farmers. But with prices

as low as they are currently, these farmers
have difficulty even cash-flowing so they can
continue in operation until prices rise.

The administration’s threat to veto legisla-
tion providing temporary relief to dairy farm-
ers, who form the backbone of American agri-
culture, is a clear-indication of the priorities of
the White House. Spending $200 million for
Turkey is an administration priority whils provi-
sions that cost nothing but enable a family
farmer to make a meages-diving are not. -

Sending $55 million to Jordan, which did
not support us in the Persian Gulf is a priority
with the White House, while providing a fair.
shake for our own dairy farmers is not.

Spending $283 million to rebuild the Rocky
Flats nuclear weapons plant is a priority with
this administration, while increasing prices for
grade B milk producers by 50 cents per hun-
dredweight is not. .

Mr. Speaker, the administration, milk proc-
essors and marketers in the Southeast, and
the Farm Bureau all opposed the Leahy provi-
sions, modest though they were. | frankly do
not understand the motives of these groups.
Prices at the retail level for milk and other
dairy products are the same as they were 2
years ago when farmers were getting $13 to
$15 per hundredweight. Why haven't we seen ~
prices drop at the retail level.

| also question the motives of the Washing-
ton Post and others in the eastern liberal es-
tablishment who have started a vendetta
against this country's farmers. These powerfut
forces are taking on an issue that they obvi-
ously know nothing about. | can sympathize
with efforts to keep large corporate farms
from feeding at the Federal trough. But the
Post, in its overzealous attempt to wade into
agricultural policy, apparently can’t tell a
family farmer from a large agribusiness.

This dairy provision deals with the needs of
the small producers in the Upper Midwest,
New England, and other areas where family
farmers are struggling to survive. This is only
a temporary measure that is needed- and
should be passed. It will buy us some time so
we can-address a flawed system on a more
long-term basis. . - .

Mr. Speaker, the family farmer who cares -
for his cows and never sees the inside of a
corporate boardroom is the loser here today.
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Press Release From the Chairman

The following press release was
issued by Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly, chair-
man of the Republican National Coali-
tion for Life, on August 27, 1991:

Ann Stone Chooses Democratic Allies

Ann Stone’s appearance on
national television at a pro-abortion
rally in Wichita, Kansas on Saturday,
August 24, suggests she is more
comfortable with liberal Democratic
Dukakis supporters.

Ms. Stone, who chairs Republi-
cans for Choice, spoke at a gathering in
Wichita with numerous pro-abortion
leaders such as radical feminist Eleanor
Smeal, former president of the National
Organization for Women, and Kate
Michelman, spokesman for the National
Abortion Rights Action League.

Commenting on Stone’s appear-
ance with people prominent in the

‘‘We are working to re-elect our
pro-life President, George Bush, on
the same platform that proved so
successful in 1988.”’

== Phyllis Schlafly

liberal wing of the Democratic Party,
Phyllis Schlafly, chairman of the
Republican National Coalition for Life
said, ‘“That was a very un-Republican
thing for her to do. After all, the
Republican Party has grown by leaps
and bounds precisely because millions
of former Democrats believe that a

liberal feminist pro-abortion minority
has taken over the Democrat Party.”’
Republicans for Choice is trying
to strip the Republican Party of its pro-
life platform plank, and Ann Stone is a
fundraiser for the attempt to do that.
““The Republican National
Coalition for Life represents the
majority of real Republicans who want

a clear difference between them and the
party of the Michelmans and Smeals.”

‘Ann Stone seems to have made
her ‘choice’ to spend her time with pro-
abortion Dukakis Democrats. We are
working to re-elect our pro-life Presi-
dent, George Bush, on the same
platform that proved so successful in
1988,”” Mrs. Schlafly said.

Republican Party Will
Stick to Its Principles

Marylin Shannon, National
Committeewoman for Oregon and
member of RNC/Life’s Board of
Directors, recalls a conversation she
had with the late Lee Atwater, former
chairman of the Republican National
Committee, which sheds new light on
the so-called ‘‘big tent’’ theory that has
been so ballyhooed in the press.

Atwater spoke with pro-abortion
supporters who were demonstrating in
front of RNC headquarters in Washing-
ton on January 22, 1990, but he did not
encourage their position. According to
Marylin, Atwater said he told the
demonstrators: ‘“The heart and soul of
the Republican Party is pro-life. Our
last three platforms make this state-
ment.”’

Marylin relates what Lee further
told her in a telephone conversation the

next day: ‘‘Yesterday, [ was returning
from the Y and saw a crowd in front of
the building. Frankly, at first I thought
they were pro-lifers since they were in
town for their annual march. When I
realized it was pro-choicers I decided to
greet them anyway. When I said that
the Republican tent was big enough for
them, I meant they could come in and
participate with us. I did not mean they
would become the ring leaders.”

Marylin asked him, ‘Do you
think there are any plans to change the
pro-life plank in the 1992 platform?’’
Atwater answered, ‘‘No, Marylin, there
are no plans to change the pro-life
plank. You have to help me on this.”
Indeed, the Republican Party needs our
help in its efforts to remain true to its
pro-life position. Lee Atwater would
want it that way.
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California -- In a special election
on May 14th, pro-lifer Dean Andal was
elected to the California State Legisla-
ture from the 26th Assembly District,
winning a 56% margin in a district that
has 57% registered Democrats.

Mary Ellen McCaffrey, president

- of the California Pro-Life Political
Action Committee, said: ‘‘In a star-
tling victory for pro-life forces, Dean
Andal’s decisive win shifts California
legislative power in our favor.”” The
election of the pro-life candidate killed
the California Democratic Party’s
hopes for a two-thirds majority in the
Assembly and for a reapportionment
gerrymander that would have increased
pro-abortion strength.

Also significant was the election
of pro-lifer John R. Lewis in the 35th
District, by a three to one margin, and
pro-lifer Tim Leslie in the 1st District,
with 54.7% of the votes, to the Califor-
nia State Senate. Lewis will fill the
seat left vacant by Governor Pete
Wilson’s appointment-of John-Seymour
to the U.S. Senate after Wilson was
elected Govemnor last November. The
two senatorial candidates were opposed
by pro-abortion candidates backed by
Republicans for Choice.

Georgia -- In June, a federal
appeals court upheld a 1987 Georgia
law that requires a minor to notify a
parent or guardian before having an.
abortion. In 1988, the law was
amended to require that an adult
accompany the minor to the clinic.
Planned Parenthood argued in the suit
that the Georgia law placed an undue
burden on minor girls. The court

Around the Nation

disagreed and lifted a preliminary |
injunction against the law.

Maryland — The Washington
Times, July 23, 1991, reports that
Maryland state officials ‘‘confirmed
yesterday that abortion opponents had
gathered more than enough signatures
to force a 1992 referendum on Mary-
land’s new abortion law.”’

In February of this year, the
Maryland General Assembly passed a
liberal abortion law that allows a

* woman to seek an abortion in most

instances. The law also calls for a-
minor’s parents to be notified if she
seeks an abortion. The Times reports
that pro-lifers have called the notifica-
tion clause ‘‘a sham, noting that the
doctor who performs the abortion could
get around it simply by deciding that
the girl is mature enough to decide for
herself.”’ '

The law, which was to go into
effect in July, will now be put on hold
until after the referendum is held on
November 3, 1992. Both sides of the
issue predict that the 16-month referen-
dum campaign could cost at least $1
million to as much as $6 million.

Michigan -- Pro-Life Republican
businessman John Jamian defeated his
pro-abortion Republican opponent in a

special election on Tuesday, August 27.

Jamian won a resounding victory over
his female opponent, Kelly Allen, with
3,301 votes to her 2,575.

Abortion was a key issue in the
campaign and Allen played up her pro-
choice position as she worked to win
the open seat.

The election of Jamian, 37, of
Bloomfield Hills to the Michigan
House of Representatives gives
Michigan's pro-life Governor John
Engler another strong supporter in the
Legislature.

Michigan -- In June the Michigan
House of Representatives overwhelm-
ingly voted to remove a stipulation in
the Michigan parental consent law that
requires public schools to tell students,
without the consent or knowledge of
their parents, how to get an abortion.

The bill had been previously
approved by the Michigan Senate and
pro-life Governor John Engler (R) is
expected to soon sign the bill into law.

Wisconsin -- Republican pro-
lifer Reny Liebner reports that the
delegates to the Wisconsin Republican
convention in June passed a strongly
worded anti-abortion resolution. The
Milwaukee Journal stated that the
resolution ‘“defined abortion as the
taking of human life and called on the
U.S. Supreme Court and elected ’
officials to ‘recognize the rights of
unborn children, beginning with the
right to life.” >’

In contrast, last year’s convention
had approved a resolution that merely
supported ‘strong restrictions on
abortion’’ and pro-abortionists were
able to push through a platform plank
that stated that the Republican Party
‘‘encompasses a great diversity of
views”’ on abortion. The Journal
commented, ‘‘Because platforms --
unlike resolutions -- are only voted on
in election years, that plank remains in



effect.”” However, the 1991 pro-life
resolution is a sign of changes to come
and demonstrates that pro-lifers are
effectively advancing our cause.

As Reny Liebner relays, the pro-
abortion delegates “‘tried to table the
pro-life resolution and failed. They
also tried to change the rules so that the
table would not require a two-thirds
majority but only a simple majority.
That failed also. We are happy for our
victory.”” The 1991 convention also
passed a resolution supporting parental
consent on abortions.

“In virtually every race in
which Democrats and
Republicans have fielded
candidates of equal
strength, the pro-life posi-
tion has been found help-
Sul, not harmful, to the
candidate who embraced it
and refused to compro-
mise. Newspaper and
other public opinion polls
consistently show the pro-
life position helps a candi-
date either moderately or

dramatically » _cal Thomas, “‘Is
Pro-Life Position Proving Harmful to
Republicans?”’ The Washington Times, July
29,1991.

Coalition Building

Democrats Switch Parties

Executive Director Colleen Parro
shares the following messages as
examples of the mail she receives from
former Democrats in support of RNC/
Life:

““I switched parties a few years
ago precisely for that reason [pro-life].
I think being pro-life has given the
Republican Party an edge, and made
them a winner. I will not vote if I have
to vote pro-abortion whether it’s for a
party or a man or woman. Life is
precious to me. . .."" --Mrs. Delores
Thoele, Teutopolis, Illinois

““To whom it may concern. Let it
be known that we former Democrats are
now members of the Republican Party.
We do not wish the pro-life plank in
the Republican Party to be watered
down or dropped. We are fed up with
the liberal, misguided politicians. That
is the reason we support conservative

‘Republicans. Do not desert us or else

we will not bother to vote.”” --C. M.
Santos and Family, Oakland, California

Florida State Representative
Joins RNC/Life

RNC/Life chairman Phyllis
Schlafly recently received a note from
Representative Chance Irvine of Orange
Park, Florida. In it she says, *‘In 1990
I had a primary with a pro-choice
opponent who was attractive, well

educated and a member of the school
board. I won with 57% of the vote.
This issue [pro-life] did not hurt my
campaign; in fact, it probably helped.
Please add my name to the list of
Republican office holders who support
the pro-life movement.”

We are delighted to add Repre-
sentative Irvine to the list of more than
2,000 public and party office holders
who have signed the RNC/Life Pledge
supporting the pro-life plank in the
Republican National Platform.

Texas Coup

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS --
RNC/Lifers scored a brilliant coup ata
Bexar County fundraiser here on
Saturday, August 10, 1991.

The Republican Party in San
Antonio and Bexar County hasa
dedicated hard-core pro-abortion group
that sponsored a Republicans for
Choice booth at the annual Party fund-
raiser, a ‘‘County Fair’* held in a park.

Pro-Life Republicans, with only
10 days notice, organized a fabulous
Republican National Coalition for Life
booth, complete with overhead RNC/
Life banner and Domino’s Pizza for
sale. Over 100 supporters turned out
wearing white polo shirts emblazoned
with the RNC/Life logo and white
skimmer hats also bearing our name.
Attendees battled the Texas heat with
red, white, and blue fans sporting the
slogan ‘‘I am a fan of the Republican
National Coalition for Life.”” 4

Republican pro-life leader John
Harris pulled it all together and distrib-
uted lots of Statements of Intent in the
process. He reports that our booth had
receipts that day that out did the pro-
abortion choicers five to one!

John has shown us all how to
make RNC/Life the most effective
grassroots force the Republican Party
has ever seen. Our chapters around the
country will certainly want to duplicate
his efforts.

Let us know how you are putting
RNC/Life on the map in your area!



Young Republicans Vote Overwhelmingly for ’88 Platform

Contrary to initial press reports,
the Young Republicans overwhelmingly
reaffirmed their support for the 1988
Republican National Platform, includ-
ing its pro-life plank.

Biased reports in the press gave
the impression that the YR’s had
abandoned their pro-life stance. Subse-
quent public statements by Ann Stone
and her cohort in Republicans for
Choice, Congresswoman Susan
Molinari (R-NY), that the YR’s had
“‘defeated’’ a pro-life plank caused
many Americans to believe it actually
happened.

The real story is that the YR’s
resoundingly defeated a pro-abortion-
choice minority report on the floor and
overwhelmingly passed re-adoption of
their former platform--a duplicate of
the 1988 Republican National Platform
which, among other things, says that
the ‘‘unborn child has a fundamental,
individual right to life which cannot be
infringed.”’

Phyllis Schlafly, chairman of
Republican National Coalition for Life,
has written to Ms. Molinari asking her
to correct the erroneous statement she
made in a story published in Roll Call,
a publication popular on Capitol Hill.
Roll Call quoted Congresswoman
Molinari as making the following
statement on ‘‘Off the Record,”” a Fox

Network television program, on July
21: ““The Young Republicans in this
country . . . passed an anti-pro-life
plank . .. And now it’s time to sit back
and see what the old Republicans do.”’
In her letter, Mrs. Schlafly said,

¢¢ ‘Old Republicans’ have vivid
memories of Republican candidates
who tried to appease or ape the Demo-
crats. We believe that the way to
victory is to stand firmly for principle
and for a clear difference between us
and the Democrats.”

College Republicans
Overwhelmingly Pro-Life

WASHINGTON, D.C. -- The
College Republicans voted almost
unanimously to re-adopt their pro-life
platform plank at the CR national
convention in June in Dallas, Texas.

Tony Zagotta, national chairman
of the College Republican National
Committee, recently issued a press
statement in which he said that mem-
bership in College Republicans is at an
all time high. He accused pro-abortion
Republicans who do not support the
national platform of spreading mislead-
ing information about abortion, young
people and the Republican Party.

In the July 18, 1991, press
release, Chairman Zagotta refuted
claims by Republican pro-abortion
activists such as Ann Stone and Con-
gresswoman Susan Molinari (R-NY)
that the GOP’s anti-abortion position is
hurting the Party among young people.

““Don’t buy the lie,”” Zagotta said. He
pointed out that the ‘largest voting
block for George Bush was made up of
young people between the ages of 18
and 24.”

““We have over 100,000 members on
more than 1100 campuses across the
country, and we are attracting new
members at a record pace. Our recent
49th biennial convention in Dallas
was the largest in our history. At our
convention . . . the assembled del-
egates overwhelmingly reaffirmed the
CRNC’s traditional pro-life stance. A
resolution stating our opposition to
abortion and support for pro-life
legislation was adopted by a nearly

unanimous vote.’’ - Report on the
College Republican National Convention, June
15, 1991, Dallas, Texas.
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{HE CHIEF of STAFF
has seen

To: Governor Sununu

From: Douglas Johnson, NRLC

Date: October 2, 1991

Re: House vote on foreign aid authorization bill (HR 2508)

For your information, I am faxing a copy of a background paper that we
disseminated yesterday to the press, in anticipation of today's House vote
on the foreign aid authorization bill (HR 2508?. As you know, the bill
contains language that would nullify the Mexico City Policy and eviscerate
the Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion law.

FHERFHE
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Sulto 500, 419 Tth Stroot, N.W.
Washington, D.C, 20004-2293 — (202) 626.6800 (FAX) 737.9189 or 347.5807

committee, inc.
PRESS BACKGROUNDER: Tuesday, October 1, 1991

ABORTION ISSUES OM THE FOREIGN AID AUTHORIZATION BILL {HR 2508)

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Douglas Johnson, NRLC Legislative Director
(202) 626-8820, (301) 502-1170

SUMMARY: The House of Representatives will take up the conference report on the
foreign aid authorization bill (HR 2508) on Wednesday, October 2, with Senate -
action likely to follow soon thereafter. The National Right to Life Committee
(NRLC) 1is opposed to HR 2508 because it contains provisions that would nullify
the two major pro-life policies that govern overseas “population assistance"
programs administered by the U.S. Agency for International Development {USAID):
(1) the "Mexico City Policy," which prohibits funding of private organizations
that "perform or actively promote abortion as a method of family planning in
other nations," and (2) the Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion law, which denies funding
to organizations that support coercive population-control programs, such as the
United Nations Population Fund (UNFPAJ.

THE PRESIDENT'S POSITION: President Bush has sent several personal letters to
Congress explaining his reasons for supporting these two pro-life policies, The
President's position was reiterated in the Office of Management and Budget's
June 6 Statement of Administration Policy on HR 2508, which said, "The President
has indicated he would veto any legislation presented to him containing such
provisions." There is no doubt that the President's veto will be sustained. On
June 12, 1991, 200 House members voted in favor of the Mexico City Policy, and
188 members voted against a pro-UNFPA provision.

In a letter to Congress dated June 26, 1990, the President said, "Weakening of
the Mexico City Policy would result in renewed U.S. funding of organizations
which promote abortion, or which campaign to legalize abortion as a method of
family planning in less-developed nations... I strongly support population
assistance, so long as U.S. funds are directed to those organizations which
promote contrageption, rather than those which condone or encourage abortion or
coercive measur'es."

FUNDING FOR FAMILY PLANNING: Critics of the current policies will seek to frame
the votes on these provisions as pro or con "family planning." In fact,
however, the amount of money appropriated for family planning is not the
disputed issue. As USAID has confirmed on many occasions, neither the Mexico
City Policy nor the Kemp-Kasten Amendment has reduced funding for family
planning by even one dollar. These policies have resulted in removal of funds
from a few organizations that are committed to promoting abortion as a method
(or "backup method") of birth control, but these funds have been re-programmed
to about 400 other family planning agencies that stick to contraception.

NRLC takes no position on contraception. For years, NRLC has annually informed
Congress of its neutrality regarding increases in population assistance funding,
since the funds are currently covered by the pro-life policies.



(/:ICTL Z2—21 WED & IS2 F.G83

ABORTION ISSUES ON THE FOREIGN AID AUTHORIZATION BILL, PAGE 2

THE MEXICO CITY POLICY

The Mexico.City Policy-- so called because it was announced at a 1984 conference
on population control in Mexico City-- is one of the most important anti-
abortion policies ever adopted by the federal government. The policy provides
that U.5. "population assistance” funds may go only to those private
organizations that do not “"perform or actively promote abortion as a method of
family planning in othér nations.® '

Opponents of the Mexico City Policy have characterized the policy as
“prohibiting funding to orgamizations that counsel for abortion.” Some
journalists have adopted this formulation, but it is both misjeading and
inaccurate, because: (1) the organizations that have been denied funding under
the Mexico City Policy do much more than "counsel for" abortion-- they actively -
promote the legalization and utilization of abortion as a birth-control method;
and (2) the USAID contract that enforces the policy explicitly permits "passive"
counseling and referral for abortion in those few Third World nations in which
elective abortion is legal.

USAID enforces the policy through a contract that spells out in detail what
activities are prohibited. Moreover, the exact parameters of the policy have
been carefully delineated in extensive litigation (see below). Activities
clearly prohibited include performing abortions, lobbying to legalize elective
abortion, or propagandizing for abortion as a method of family planning, except
that abortions and abortion referrals to save the life of the mother, or in
cases of rape or incest,k are explicitly permitted under the AID contract.

Also, USAID has also clearly stated that grantees are completely free to treat
women who suffer complications from abortions performed by other agents,
contrary to suggestions by some pro-abortion polemicists.

Prior to the adoption of the policy, certain organizations that received large
portions of their budgets from USAID openly campaigned for the legalization of
abortion, and the utilization of abortion as a birth-control method, in many
Third World nations in which abortion is currently illegal., Two such
organizations, the Planned Parenthood Federation of America (PPFA) and the
London-based International Planned Parenthood Federation (IPPF), lost their
USAID funding because their commitment to such abortion~-promoting activities was
incompatible with the Mexico City Policy. But, as USAID has repeatedly informed
Congress, every dollar denied to these corganizations has been re-programmed to
other orqganizagions that have aqreed to stick to contraception. The vast
majority of foreign family planning agencies {about 400), including half of all
- IPPF affiliates, complied with the policy and are receiving funds. ,

LEGAL STATUS: The U.S. courts of appeals for the District of Columbia and for
the Second Circuit upheld the Mexico City Policy as consistent with the Foreign
Assistance Act and the Constitution. On June 3, 1991, the U.S. Supreme Court
let stand the Second Circuit ruling.

The U.5. Solicitor General's brief to the Supreme Court is a succinct,
authoritative statement of what the Mexico City Policy does and does not
require; it is available upon request from NRLC.

H.R. 2508 PROVISION ON THE MEXICO CITY POLICY: HR 2508 [Sec. 165] would create
a new section 104(b)(5) of the Foreign Assistance Act that would prohibit the
President from subjecting private or multilateral organizations to requirements
pertaining to population assistance that are more restrictive than those applied
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ABORTION ISSUES ON THE FOREIGN AID AUTHORIZATION BILL, PAGE 3

to sovereign governments. The sponsors of this language have acknowledged that
it has a single intended effect: to overturn the Mexico City Policy.

This language is functionally identical to the 1990 Mrazek Amendment, which
President Bush discussed in a June 26, 1990 letter to House members. The
President observed that "there are numerous reascns why such a distinction
[between private organizations and sovereign governmenis] is appropriate. For
example... some private organizations are actively engaged in undermining the
anti-abortion laws of less-developed nations, and the U.$. should not support
organizations that engage in such activities."

THE XFMP-KASTEN AMTI-COERCYON LAW AND UNFPA

The Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion provision has been carried on foreign aid
appropriations measures since 1985. The Kemp-Kasten law denies U.S,
"population assistance" funds to "any organization or program which, as
determined by the President of the United States, supports or participates in
the management of a program of coercive abortion or involuntary sterilization."

The Kemp-Kasten Amendment does not merely prohibit the use of U.S. funds inm
coercive programs. Rather, it states that any organization that supports a
coercive program is ineligible for U.S. funds. There is a big difference.

In effect, the Kemp-Kasten Amendment requires the President (or his delegate,
USAID) to make two distinct determinations each year: (1) Is China's program
"a program of coercive abortion or involuntary sterilization"? And, if so, (2)
does the UNFPA support, or participate in the management of, that program?

Beginning in 1985, AID has each year formally determined that coercive abortion
and involuntary sterilization are pervasive in China's program, and that UNFPA's
role in that program makes U.S. funding to UNFPA impermissible under the Kemp-
Kasten Amendment. USAID's determination was challenged by the Washington-based
Population Institute, an organization that receives substantial funding from
UNFPA. In 1986, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, in an
opinion written by Tiberal Judge Abner Mikva, ruled that the USAID
administrator's sworn explanation "of how UNFPA's activities in China aid the
aspects of China's program that Congress condemned amply supports his conclusion
that funding UNFPA is prohibited by the [Kemp/Kasten] amendment." [Population
Institute v. McPherson, Civil Action No. 85-6042, August 12, 1986, p. 23. The
complete decision is available on request.]

For 12 years, top UNFPA's officials have praised and defended China's population
program, and held it up as a model for other less-developed countries, For
example: in 1983 China’s family planning minister received the U.N.'s top award
for population control. On May 24, 1989, UNFPA Executive Director Nafis Sadik
said at a Capitol Hill forum: “The UNFPA firmly believes, and so does the
government of the People's Republic of China, that their program is a totally
voluntary program.” On November 21, 1982, in an interview on CBS Nightwatch,
Sadik said: "The implementation of the policy [in China] and the acceptance of
the policy is purely voluntary. There is no such thing as, you know, a license
to have a birth and so on."

[A factsheet documenting UNFPA's extensive participation in China's program 1s
available upon request. See also the attached letter from USAID to Congressman
Chris Smith (R-NJ}, dated June 19, 1991.]
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[UNFPA officials also sometimes say that the agency "does not support abortion
programs.”  This is doubletalk. China's program is an “abortion program" on a
massive scale, Moreover, the UNFPA has for years been funding numerous studies
in which Third World women are given the French drug RU-486 to induce abortions,
which is certainly an "abortion program."]

It is important to note that all funds withdrawn from UNFPA since 1985 have been
re-programmed to other family plamning agencies. USAID has provided specific
listings of where the money has gone, and these are available upon request.

H.R. 2508 PROVISION ON THE U.N.F.P.A. Under HR 2508, the UNFPA would receive
up to $20 million, to be held in an account co-administered by the U.S.
representative to the United Nations. The representative would have to sign
sz gn ?hecﬁgecific projects on which the U.S. funds could be spent, which could
not be in China.

This language would gut the Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion law, which requires every
organization to choose between supporting coercive programs and receiving U.S.
funding. The bill would allow the UNFPA to "have it both ways." The UNFPA
would regain U.S. funding, while continuing to participate in China‘s brutal
program.  Indeed, the UNFPA ceuld directly participate in any degree of
coercion in China or any other nation, so long as the U.S. funds were used only
for the enumerated permissible purposes in nations other than China.

On November 19, 1989, the President vetoed the original FY 1990 foreign
operations appropriations bill because it contained the Mikulski Amendment, a
provision to restore funding to the UNFPA under "money~tracking" requirements
similar to those contained in HR 2508. In his veto message, President Bush
pointed out that the purpose of the Kemp-Kasten law was never merely to keep
U.S. funds pristine by somehow technically seqregating U.S. dollars from

coercive programs. Rather, the law was written, as the President said, to "tell
all family planning organizations that they must refrain from supporting
coercive programs, or the United States will direct its resources to aiternative
organizations which respect the fundamental principle of voluntariness."

The President also said that "the so-called Mikulski Amendment... would fatally
weaken the integrity of the Kemp-Kasten anti-coercion provision by earmarking
funds for the United Nations Fund, the only organization that has ever been
determined to violate that provision... The Mikulski Amendment is rendered no
more acceptabld by a clause which requires the Fund to keep its books in a
manner so as to prevent the direct flow of United States assistance to the
particular foreign government." These objections logically apply to the
language of HR 2508 as well.

The conference committee added a provision making the UNFPA's dispersal of the
U.S. funds for specific projects contingent upon prior approval by the U.S.
representative to the United Nations. But by the time this provision would
come into play, the U.S. would have already consiqned millions of dollars to an
account co-administered by an organization that participates in a program of
coercive abortion and involuntary steriiization.

HR 2508 also would require the UNFPA to refund the U.S. money if it exceeded a
five-year $57 million "cap" on participation in China's program. But the
UNFPA program in China was extended for five years, and pegged at $57 million,
in 1988~- over the objections of the U.S. delegate. HR 2508 would
retroactively bless this five-year extension, and reward the UNFPA for ignoring
the U.S. objections.
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THE CHIEF of STAFF

To: Governor Sununu has seen

From: Darla St. Martin, Associate Executive Director, (202) 626-8814
Douglas Johnson, Legislative Director, (202) 626-8820

Date: September 12, 1991
Re: Kassebaum Amendment to Labor/HHS appropriations bill

Some of the press accounts of yesterday's Senate action on parental
notification are misleading. ~The Kassebaum Amendment, which was approved
92-8, is not a "classic compromise,” nor a slightly imperfect version of
parental notification. Rather, it is a pro-abortion decoy that succeeded
beyond its sponsor's hopes, due mainly to a serious misjudgment by

Sen. Nickles. (The Kassebaum Amendment surfaced late-- the actual
language was not made available until she offered it on the floor, less than
an hour before the vote.)

In Juiy, NRLC strongly supported the Coats Amendment to the Chafee bil1l

(S. 323). At NRLC's request, Sen. Nickles agreed to offer a nearly
identical amendment to the DHHS appropriations bill. Both the Coats and
Nickles amendments would require organizations that receive Title 10 funds
to notify one parent or guardian before performing an abortion on an
unemancipated minor, EXCEPT in cases in which (1) the physician certifies a
life-endangering emergency, or (2) when the minor says she would be at risk
of physical or sexual abuse-- but in these cases the agency must notify
state child abuse authorities. Under Coats-Nickles, federally funded
agencies would be exempt only in 16 states that have laws in effect that
require parental notification or consent, or authorization by a state judge,
for an abortion.

The Kassebaum Amendment exempts not only these 16 states, but also 25 other
states that have only invalidated parental notification laws on the books,
or that have laws that actually authorize doctors to routinely abort minors
in secret. Thus, the Kassebaum Amendment would have no application whatever
in 41 states, and in most of these states, organizations receiving Title 10
funds routinely abort minors in secret.

In the other 9 states, the amendment would have little if any practical
effect because of its expansive loopholes. It empowers “counselors" to
waive parental notification if they believe the minor might suffer
"emotional harm," and such judgments are subject to review by no one,
Sen. Kassebaum explained that those so empowered would include "a school
guidance counselor, social worker, and counseling-certified member of
the clergy."”

The Kassebaum Amendment also explicitly authorizes an aunt, uncle, or
grandparent to authorize an abortion without notification of a parent, in
any case whatsoever, whether or not they have any supervisory relationship
with the child. (Sen. Kassebaum did not explain why an aunt or uncle should
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have the power to waive the rights of a parent.) And there are other
loopholes as well,

Yesterday evening, the Senate first rejected the NRLC-backed amendment -
offered by Sen. Nickles, 55-45. That was regrettab]e but not catastrophic.
Sen. Coats then began to point out the locpholes in the Kassebaum Amendment,
but Sen. Nickles interrupted to say that he intended to support the

Kassebaum Amendment as "better than nothing" and "I hope that the Senate

will agree to it by an overwhelming vote." The 92-8 vote followed immediately.

We believe that it is very unfortunate that Sen. Nickles fell into Sen.
Kassebaum's trap. He thereby legitimated her amendment and inadvertently
provided political cover for many pro-abortion senators who had voted
against the Coats and Nickles Amendments (e.g., Sen. Wofford).

Some pro-abortion lobbyists are feigning opposition to the Kassebaum
Amendment, but in fact they recognize it as a useful ploy. ATl but 8 pro-
abortion senators voted for Kassebaum, and that would not have occurred if
the pro-abortion lobbyists had not spread the word that they would not
score a vote for Kassebaum as an "anti-choice" vote.

We believe strongly that enactment of a federal law that places aunts,
uncles, grandparents, and "counselors" on the same footing as parents would
be worse than no law at all. It would be a step backwards. It would
undercut ongoing efforts in the state legisiatures to enact legislation that
insures some involvement by at least one parent in a daughter's abortion

~ decision, with only carefully defined exceptions.

When Rep. Waxman's Title 10 bill comes before the House in a few weeks,
Congressman Bliley will offer a bona fide parental notification amendment,
essentially the same as Coats-Nickles. We expect that Waxman or his
surrogate will propose a phony alternative along Kassebaum's lines.

We ask that the President explicitly endorse the Bliley Amendment, and that

the White House make it clear that proposals such as Sen. Kassebaum's
undercut, rather than advance, parental rights.

Thank you for your consideration of these pointé.
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Teen's death

after abortion
brings suit

By LARRY PERL
Joumal st woter o

A doctor has been accused In a lawsuit o

\elte een-ager bieed to death after "ne%

Y P g her uterus during an abordiop

when she was nearly five months pregnant. - .-~
- The malpractice suit claims that on the evening of .
March 1; 1989, Dr. Gene Crawford punctured 16-year-

‘old Erica Kae Richardson's uterus and cervix — then left
her “bleeding to death’” or an operating table in his Lau-

_rel office for four hours, without monitoring vital sigxs.

At 10:45 p.m., Crawford carried Richardson to h
ﬁm:'.n.car and toid the aunt to “'take [her| home and put
er to bed,” the suit states. It says that “'at the very minj-
mum,"” Crawford should have told the aunt to hospitalize

.the youth. The aunt, deciding that her niece needed
«“amergency yeatment,” drove to Bowie Health Center,

where Richardson was rushed into the emergency room
at L1 p.m., in respiratory arrest, and died shorily after
midnight, the suit states, The suit claims that Crawford
“knew or should have known that an abortion at [19
weaks of] pregnancy posed medically, well-known se-
vere, life-threatening risks . . . " Crawford wouldn't com-
ment,

County police investigated the incident, bug didn™t file
criminal charges and referred the case to a county grand
jury, wtich took no action, said Maj. James Ross. Dr. Ann
Dixon, departy chief state medical examiner, said the
death was "quite unusual,” but accidental, It was
by 2 perforated uterus that led to an air embolism — bub-
ble — that traveled to the heant, she said. Dixon also
cited internal bleeding as a factor, but said she didn't
think the bleeding was enough to cause death.

David Simpson, a former assiscant state's attorney
who flled the suit last week on behalf of Richardson’s
mother, said he will try to prove that Crawford was gross.
ly negﬂﬂﬁem. the same criterion for manslaughter. The
suit is filed with the Heaith Claims Arbitration Board in
Baltimore — the required first stop for all medical mal-
practice claims — and seeks “in excess of $10,000."

Richardson's mother, Ryvette Richardson-Smith, re-
ferred questions to the amorneys. Simpson’s colleague,

Donald McLaughiin, said Riggardson's atum‘.F ng‘se
C A AT .‘x.'if...,‘.“. L RAY S ...‘-.:. T ST Y] mte.
g 13{gs0f ST  SISTRTS, ey hz ve'a

| pplasoncily ;

VELY. S ) o Crarey, 4 registered nurse,
took Richardson first to Washington Hospital Center,
which wouldn't perform the abortion hecause Richard-

Had ¥

F.B83

eeJ

“aunt's |
Consent "
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J-—=An outraged. mom. sued a :
millon claiming a teacher helped her daughter get an’
abertion — without her knowledge: 7 =7 5 v it «

;|last ‘spring and went to her
‘|homeroom teacher, “Marilyn
.| Forhan, 41, for I}‘elp_,_ said‘ t,h_g

-t "The suit said the géacher'-

daughter . had “an abortion
:funtil~ the'> youngster=-began

1 --“Marilyn Forhan, further, om Cha
counseled E.L.G. not to dis-(1!3V€ an abortion.” ;-

i1lesz1e

!‘\\e;\\-;'\@\\w\' LR TY\C\.&U\&\S‘

/WEEKLY WORLD NEWS
/ WY §00,000

-7
/

APR 8 1986
- Bumpeurs

"By GLORIA MILLER 5251 1310 5 5

-or= VIFginia Preston said she wasn't awar

e her 14year-old |

bleeding three days later and
had to be taken to.a hospital in
Thermalite, Calif, wfaan -
‘% The teenager. (identified as
“E.L.G.”) _becamé.. pregnant

fawsuit st
. +“Marilyn Forhan counseled
E.L.G. te ‘have anabortion,”.
according to court documents. .

close her pregnancy to her
mother.” ~..-.0.. .= .-

i

‘|made “arrangements for the’

abortion at the nearby Chico!
Feminist . Women's Health
Center and drove the teen to

jand from the-clinic, .7 ;.4

The teacher lied to Mrs.

was on that.day, saying she
would be home late because
she was going to baby-sit for a
friend, the suit claims. .

. By-counseling her daughter

10 have an abiortion, Mrs, Pres-
. . o . .

‘ton"said, the-teacher violated -
her- *strongly “held - personal °
beliefs . . “that a parent; not a

teacher or school district, has .
the primary ‘responsibility to
instill.. values :‘and :personal |
philosophical .views “in“her .
Child.™ st i bty i oo

-State law'in California al-.
lows miners to have abortions _
wigmqt consent of their par-
en ..-:._: - o R

PO

Y- N

e -y

xe,

L&

- ‘And it is legal for a school to 3~

excuse a student from class to *

. el

Preston about where the teen”

F.Ga4a

.

(s
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Suite 500, 419 7th Street, N.W,
' Washington, D.C. 20004-2293 — {202) 626-8800 (FAX) 737-9189 or 347-5007

committee, ing.

The Lack Of Parental Involvemerit:
Real Consequences

The personal experiences of Dawn Ravenell, Rachel Ely, Myoshi Callahan, Holly Trimble, and
Teresa Wibblesman Fangman are testaments to the very real tragedy that a decision made without the
benefit of parental involvement can become for a teenager who is confronted with the frightening and
stressful fact of an unexpected pregnancy. Their experiences illusicate all too well some of the physical,
emotional, and psychological dangers to the adolescent who makes the abortion decision without any
parental involvement.

Dawn Ravensll, a 13-year-oid girl from Queens, New York, died tragicelly in 1985 after undergoing
a legal abortion, According to the abortion clinic records, Dawn awoke from the anesthesia during the :
middle of the abortion and began gagging and choking before going into cardiac arrest. A plastic airway
wag inserted in her throat and she was again sedated. In the recovery room after the abortion, she awoke,
began gagging on the unremoved airway, and weat into cardiac collapse. She was rushed to a New York
hospital where che later died. In 1990, a jury awarded $1.225 million dollars to her family. The Ravenell's
said they pursued the suit not for the money bus for justice. "I wanted to be sure that another child would
not suffer the way Dawn did," Mrs, Ravenell said.'

New York has no parental involvement law so Dawn’s pareats were never told about their
daughter's pregnancy or abortion. "It was a horrible situation,” said the family attoraey, Thomas Principe.
"Here you have a frightened kid in what was really an abortion factory. She was treated like a piece on an
assembly line. '

Rachel Ely was a 17 year-old, unmarried high school student who was afraid to tell her parents that
she was pregnant. Rachel had an abortion on the advice of & % school counselor without her parents’
knowledge. Scveral days after the abortion, Rachel became quite il and went to another doctor. Thinking
the symptoms were not related, she did not tell the doctor about the abortion. Rachel was left permanently
paraplegic, forced to use a wheelchair, from a condition later found directly attributable to & post abortion
surgical infection. Rachel had not been told that there are alternatives to abortion. Had her parents known
their daughter was pregnant, they would have provided her with the alternatives of keeping her child, or
placing the child for adoption. Had Rachel’s parents known of the abortion, they would have raised the
possible:l relationship between the abortion and Rachel’s symptoms so that she could get proper treatment
quickly.

Myoshi Callahan was 15 when she had an abortion without her parents’ knowledge or consent. At
the clinic, she received no counseling whatsoever and felt her only choice was to have an abortion. Asa
result of the side effects resulting from the abortion procedure, Myoshi had to have a hystercctomy. Myoshi

 has since told both parents. They have grieved with her for the loss of life and for the ordeal that their
daughter went through alone. Myoshi now has no doubt that, if parental involvement in her decision had

! Hetrmann, "$1.225M awarded in girl's abort death,* New York Dully News, Tucsday, December 11, 1990, p. 13, See atwo, Carillo,
*$1.2M won't bring her back," New York Post, Tuesday, December 11, 1990, p 1.

!

! Brief Amici Curiae of Focus On The Family, Hodgson v. State of Minnesots, No. 88-1125 and §3-1309 (1989), at App. la.
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been mandatory, she would never bave had an abortion.? She deeply regrets that ber pareats were not
involved. ' |

Holly Trimble was 16 when she became pregnant and decided to have an abortion. Holly’s main
purpase for the abortion was so that she would not have to tell ber parents about her pregnancy. She did
not want to hurt them. Because she did sot want to hurt them, Holly also could not talk to them about the
turmoil of her abortion. Today, Holly deeply regrets her decision. She is certain that, had she been exposed
to information about the development of the unborn child at the time of ber decision, she would have chosen
to carry her baby to term.?

Teresa Wibblesman Fangman was 16 when she learned she was pregnant. Teresa received no
alternatives counselling and decided to abort her baby, primarily because she was afraid to tell her parents
of her pregnancy. She did not want them to know she had disappointed them. The abortion exacted an
extreme emotional toll. Five years later, Teresa's 15 year-old sister, impregnated on a date rape, went to her
parents for help. With their support, she decided to carry her baby to term and then place the child for
adoption. Teresa is convinced that, if she had known at the time of her abortion decision how supportive
her parents would be to an unexpected pregnancy, she would not have had an abortion.*

" Parental involvement in an adolescent’s decision-making process helps ensure that the girl is fully
aware of the attendant physical, emotional, and psychological risks of an abortion and that these risks are

minimized or avoided. Minimiziog and avoiding such risks can only be beneficial to the adolesceat, her
family, and to society as a whols. N
National Right to Life Committee
- State Legislation Departraent
January 1991

21d.at App. 2a.
3 1d. at App. Sa.

4 1d. at App. 3a.
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National Chairman

(618) 462-5415

For Immediate Release COLLEEN PARRO
Executive Director

(214) 387-4160

PRO-LIFE REPUBLICANS ANNOUNCE SUPPORT

Phyllis Schlafly, chairman of the Republican National
Coalition For Life, today released an impressive list of hundreds
of Republican public and party officeholders who have signed a
Pledge "to work to reaffirm at the 1992 Republican National
Convention the Party's principled commitment 'that the unborn
child has a fundamental, individual right to life which cannot be
infringed.'

The Republican National Convention will open in Houston on
August 17, 1992. With George Bush the presumed nominee,
Republican fundraiser Ann Stone and ex-Republican Mary Crisp (who
chaired John Anderson's independent candidacy in 1980) have
threatened a battle to remove the pro-life plank from the
Platform.

The Republican National Coalition for Life was formed to
defeat this effort.

"Millions of Americans crossed over to the Republican Party
in 1980, 1984 and 1988," Mrs. Schlafly said, "to separate
themselves from the liberal policies of the Democratic Party.

(more)



-- page two
The voters of all ages responded to principled leadership in the
Republican Party. The Republican Platform was ratified by the big
majorities that elected Ronald Reagan and George Bush."

"Support for George Bush is highest among young people
between the ages of 18 and 24," Mrs. Schlafly said. In national
conventions this summer, both the College Republicans and the
Young Republicans overwhelmingly endorsed the 1988 Republican
National Platform, including its pro-life plank.

Mrs. Schlafly said, "The post-Webster elections show that the
worst position a political candidate can take about abortion is to
change or water down his or her p;o—life stand. The Republican
Party Platform has proved beyond a doubt that it is a big national
winner. If it ain't broke, don't fix it!"

Citing a Gallup poll released in February, Mrs. Schlafly
pointed out that the vast majority of Americans oppose at least
95% of the abortions that take place in the U.S. each year, and
that 77% of Americans believe that abortion takes a human life.

In the most comprehensive survey ever done on abortion-
related issues, the Gallup poll showed that 6.8% of Republicans

and 5.4% of Democrats who identify themselves as "strongly

pro-life" also say they would withhold their vote from a candidate
who disagrees with them on abortion. In contrast, only 2% of
Republicans and 4.3% of Democrats who identify themselves as
"strongly pro-abortion" say they would withhold their vote from a
candidate who disagrees on abortion.

.The Gallup survey shows that, regardless of a Democratic
candidate's position on abortion, he is more likely to be defeated
by a pro-life Republican than by one who is pro-abortion/choice.

(end)
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Phyllis Schlafly
Gary Bauer
Beverly LaHaye
Morton Blackwell
National Committee, VA
J. Patrick Rooney
Marylin Shannon
National Committee, OR
Jerome A. Urbik

U.S. SENATE

Sen. William Armstrong, CO
U.S. Senate (ret.)

Sen. Conrad Burns, MT
U.S. Senate

Sen. Dan Coats, IN
U.S. Senate

Sen. Larry Craig, ID
U.S. Senate

Sen. Jake Garn, UT
U.S. Senate

Sen. Jesse Helms, NC
U.S. Senate

Sen. Gordon J. Humphrey, NH
U.S. Senate (ret.)

Sen. Trent Lott, MS
U.S. Senate

Sen. Bob Smith, NH
U.S. Senate

Sen. Strom Thurmond, SC
U.S. Senate

U.S. HOUSE
Rep. Richard K. Armey, TX

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Joe Barton, TX

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Sonny Callahan, AL

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Philip M. Crane, IL

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Duke Cunningham, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. William Dannemeyer, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Tom DeLay, TX

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. John Doolittle, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Robert K. Dornan, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. John J. Duncan, TN

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Bill Emerson, MO

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Tom Ewing, IL

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Jack Fields, TX

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Newt Gingrich, GA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Mel Hancock, MO

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. James V. Hansen, UT

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. J. Dennis Hastert, IL

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Wally Herger, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Clyde C. Holloway, LA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Duncan Hunter, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Henry Hyde, IL

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. James Inhofe, OK

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Sam Johnson, TX

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Jon Kyl, AZ

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Bob Livingston, LA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Jim McCrery, LA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Bob McEwen, OH

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Raymond McGrath, NY

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Ron Packard, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Matthew J. Rinaldo, NJ

U.S. House of Representatives

For Life

ENDORSERS (partial listing)

Rep. Norman D. Shumway, CA

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Chris Smith, NJ

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Charles Taylor, NC

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Barbara Vucanovich, NV

U.S. House of Representatives
Rep. Vin Weber, MN

U.S. House of Representatives

Hon. Jack Kemp, MD
U.S. Secy of H.U.D.

STATE PUBLIC AND
PARTY OFFICIALS
Sen. John Amari, AL
State Senate
Spencer Bachus, AL
State Party Chairman
Rep. Jim Carmns, AL
State House of Representatives
Carolyn P. Castleberry, AL
Tax Collector, Evergreen
Faye C. Cochran, AL
Hale County Tax Assessor
Dr. O.R. Corfman, AL
Lauderdale County Chairman
Robert B. Comelius, AL
State Committee
Rep. Johnny L. Curry, AL
State House of Representatives
Guy Deavours, AL
State Committee - Co. Chairman
Charles Dettling, AL
State Committee
Sen. Larry Dixon, AL
State Senate
Brent A. Dollar, AL
Winston County Chairman
Anita P. Folmar, AL
Perry A. Hand, AL
Alabama Highway Director
Rep. John H. Hawkins, Jr., AL
State House of Representatives
Perry Hooper, Sr., AL
National Committee
Hon. Guy Hunt, AL
Governor
Larry W. Jones, AL
State Committee
Henry M. King, AL
State Committee
Sen. Albert Lipscomb, AL
State Senate
Rep. Bob McKee, AL
State House of Representatives
Judy McLemore, AL
State Committee
Rep. Steve McMillan, AL
State House of Representatives
Rep. Mike Mikell, AL
State House of Representatives
Rep. Albert G. Morton, AL
State House of Representatives
Mary H. Owen, AL
Walker County Chairman
Wanda L. Parker, AL
State Committee
Melba R. Peters, AL
State Committee
Jim Allen Randall, AL
State Committee
Louise H. Sahag, AL
State Committee
Rep. Allen Sanderson, AL
State House of Representatives
Annette Skinner, AL
Shelby County Tax Collector
Albert Lee Smith, Jr., AL
State Committee
Terry A. Smith, AL
State Committee
D.L. Stiefel, AL
State Committee
Harry W. Turner, AL
State Committee
Rep. J.E. Tumer, AL
State House of Representatives
Flora R. Upshaw, AL
State Committee
Sen. Jabo Waggoner, AL
State Senate

P.O. Box 618
Alton, IL 62002

Sen. Paul Fischer, AK
State Senate
Rep. Loren D. Leman, AK
State House of Representatives
Rep. Terry Martin, AK
State House of Representatives
Rep. Michael Miller, AK
State House of Representatives
Rep. James E. Zawacki, AK
State House of Representatives
Rep. Stan Bamnes, AZ
State House of Representatives
Lavern Biesterveld, AZ
State Committee
Donald Brown, AZ
State Committee
Rep. Dave Carson. AZ
State House of Representatives
Wesley Darby, AZ
State Committee
Virginia Evers, AZ
Joan Ferrin, AZ
President Mesa RWC
Trent Franks, AZ
State Committee
Frances Greer, AZ
Yavapai County Chairman
Karen Johnson, AZ
District Chairman
Rep. Leslie Whiting Johnson, AZ
State House of Representatives
Leola Lundell, AZ
President, Graham County RWC
Sen. Lester N. Pearce, AZ
State Senate
Jay H. Platt, AZ
Apache County Chairman
Ford Rodza, AZ
State Committee
Kenyon Udall, AZ
Graham County Chairman
Myma Udall, AZ
Apache County Chairman
Rep. John T. Wrzesinski, AZ
State House of Representatives
Barbara Alby, CA
Vice Pres., CA Repub. Assembly
Jo Ellen Allen, CA
State Committee
Gail Colaco, CA
State Committee
Donna Ellis, CA
State Committee
Warren Fain, CA
State Committee
Assemblyman Gil Ferguson, CA
State Assembly
Robert F. Fortin, CA
Ventura County Chairman
Assemblyman Nolan Frizzelle, CA
State Assembly
Greg Hardcastle, CA
Vice Pres., CA Repub. Assembly
Sara DiVito Hardman, CA
State Committee
Jack Holt, CA
State Committee
Dorothy Hughes, CA
2nd Vice Chairman, Orange County
Timothy Irving, CA
State Committee
Assemblyman Ross Johnson, CA
State Assembly
Assemblyman David Knowles, CA
State Assembly
John Knowles, CA
Glenn County Chairman
Carol LeBlanc, CA
State Committee
Sen. Bill Leonard, CA
State Senate
Assemblyman John Lewis, CA
State Assembly
Mural F. Logue, CA
State Committee
Deborah Maher, CA
San Bern County Committee
Assemblyman Richard Mountjoy, CA
State Assembly
Sara C. Nelson, CA
Gilroy City Council
Assemblyman Pat Nolan, CA
State Assembly
Kim Pattison, CA
State Committee



Sergio Picchio, CA

State Committee
Sen.'Donald A. Rogers, CA

State Senate .
Assemblywmn Andrea Scastrand CA

State Assemibly:
Richard Staats, CA

Pres., CA Repubhcan Assembly
Monica Valladares, CA

State Committee” -
Assemblyman’ Phillip Wyman CA

State Assembly -
Sharon E. Bath, CO :

President, Front Range RWC
Don Hodel, CO

Former Secy of Energy & Interior
David Stiver, CO

District Chairman
Rep. Richard F. Davis, DE

State House of Representatives
Rep. Benjamin Ewing, DE

State House of Representatives -
Rep. Vincent Lofink, DE

State House of' Representatives
Jason Miko, DC

Executive Dir/CRNC-
Tony Zagotta, DC

Natl Chairman; College Repubhcans
Ann- Blackburn, FL

State Committee ~ - -
Kenneth L. Connor, FL

State Committee
Anna Mae French, FL

Lauderdale B.T.S. Commissioner
Larry Gilbert, FL .

Sheriff, Oksloosa County
Jean Hansen, FL

Broward County Chairman -
Van Poole, FL

State Chairman
Dorothy Torma, FL

Councilwoman Oakland Park
Rep. Carlos Valdes, FL .

State House of Representatives
Rep. Daniel Webster; FL

State House of Representatives
Rep. Stephen R. Wise, FL

State House' of Representatives
Brant Frost IV, GA

State Committee

‘Pam Glanton, GA

Clayton County School Board
David C. Gresch, GA
Secretary, State CR’s
Rep. Jack Kingston, GA
State, House of Representatives
Carolyn. Meadows, GA
National Committee

Rep. Anne Mueller, GA

State .House of Representatlves
Ed Silas, GA .
Chatham County Commissioner
Marilyn F. Harrison, HI
National Committee
Hal Jones, HI
National Committee
Clifford Adams, IL’

Township Chairman, Downers Grove

Franklin C. Beach, IL
Rockford Alderman
Mildred Bury, IL
Tazewell County Board
Rep. Dan Cronin, IL
State House of Representatives
Rep. Lee Daniels, IL
State House of Representatvies
Rep. DeLoris Doederlein, IL
State House of Representatives
Fred E. Doederlein, IL
Kane County Board.
Sen.. Laura-Kent Donahue, IL
State Senate
Sen.: Walter W. Dudycz, IL
State Senate .
Sen. Forest D. Etheredge, IL
State Senate
Rowland Hoffman, IL
Tazewell County Chairman
Sen. George Ray Hudson, IL
State Senate
Doris C. Karpiel, IL
State Senate
Sen. Roger A. Keats, IL
~ State-Senate
Sen. William F. Mahar Jr., IL
State Senate
Rep. Thomas J. McCracken, Jr., IL
State House of Representatives
Rep. N. Duane Noland, IL
State House of Representatives
Rep. Bemard E. Pederson, IL
State House of Representatives
Rep. Edward Petka, IL -
State House of Represenmtlves
Sen. James "Pate” Philip, IL.
State Senate .
Rep. Penny Pullen, IL
State House of Representatives
Sen. Robert M. Raica, IL
State Senate

Rep. Robert P. Regan, IL

State House of Representatives
Sen. Harlan Rigney, IL

State Senate

_Hon. George H. Ryan, Sr., IL

Secretary of State
Sen. Jack Schaffer, IL
State Senate
Rep. James R. Stange, IL
State House of Representatives
Larry Wennlund, IL
State House of Representatives
Sen. Frank C. Watson, IL
State Senate -
Dorothy Winston, IL
East Peoria RWC
Rep. Brian Bosma, IN
State House of Representatives-’
Rep. Lawrence L. Buell, IN
State' House of Representatives
Richard Clark, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
Rep. Jack L. Cottey, IN
State House of Representatives
Beulah Coughenour, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
William Dowden, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
Kenneth Giffin, IN
City/County Councll-Indpls.
Holley Holmes, IN
City/County Council: “Indpls.
Sandra Houlihan, IN
President Allcn County Council
Rep. Dennis Kruse, IN .
State House of Representatives
Michael L. Lawson, IN
President, Lawrence YR’s
David McGrath, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
Sen. James Merritt, IN
State Senate
Beverly Mukes-Gaither, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
Rep. Frank Newkink, Jr., IN
State House of Representatives
Betty Ruhmkorff, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.
Thomas Schneider, IN
Mayor of Lawrence
William Schneider, IN
City/County Council-Indpls.

~ Sen. John Sinks, IN

State Senate
Scott Smith, IN
Regional Director YR's
Sen. Richard ‘Worman, IN
State Senate
Sen. Thomas Wyss, IN
State Senate
Rep. Roy L. Brun, LA
State House of Representatives
Sally S. Campbell, LA
Vice Chairman, Republican Party
Carolyn Gifford, LA
- State Committee

- Haywood H. Hillyer IlI, LA

National Committee
Mary Landry, LA
State Committee
Ginny Martinez, LA
National Committee
Sandy McDade, LA -
State Committee
William Nungesser, LA
State Chairman
Walter Reed, LA
District Attorney
Joan Rondeno, LA
State Committee .
Marilyn Thayer, LA
Pres., LA Federation Rep. Women
Sam Varmado, LA
State Committee
Susan Blount, ME
Vassalboro Town Treasurer

" Carolyn Cosby, ME

Cumberland County Chairman
Donald Folkers, ME
State Committee -

- Linda Bean Folkers, ME

- State Committee
Peter Gross, ME
Cumberland County Committee

" Ann Marie Leight, ME

Pres. Knox County RWC
Dennis Leight, ME
Knox County Chairman

'Doris Pike, ME *

Cumberland County Committee
Caroline Volle, ME
Cumberland County Secretary
Paul Volle, ME:
State Committee.
Richard Andrews, MD
State Commlttee
Hon. William J. Bennett, MD
Former Secy of Educatlon
Mark Bilby, MD
State Committee

Michael Burns, MD
Executive Dir. State Party
Dr.-Donald Devine, MD
Former Dir U.S. Office/Per Mngmt
Samuel Logan, MD
State Committee
Robert-Menas, MD
State Committee -
Robert Morrison, MD
State Committee
Charles Serio, MD
State Committee
Robert Weiss, MD
State Committee
Rep.; William Constantmo, Jr., MA
State House of Representaxxves
Rep. John R. Driscoll, MA
State House of Representatxves
Sen. Edward Kirby, MA
State Senate
Ryan Ambrozaitis, MI
Youth Chairman/State Party
Andy Anuzis, MI
State Committee
Cathy Braun, MI -
.County Committee
Jeff Bright, MI
State Committee
Keith Butler, MI
Detroit City Council
Sen. Douglas Carl, MI
State Senate -
Thelma Castillo-Dominguez, MI
Hispanic National. Committee
Jim Crawford, MI
Lansing City Counecil
Sen. Doug Cruce, MI
State Senate
Ron Dahlke, MI
State Party Treasurer
Rep. Walter J. DeLange, MI
State House of Representatives
Betsy DeVos, MI
5th District Chairman
Hon. Dick DeVos, MI
State Board of Education

Jeanne Fitzgerald, MI

President Livonia RWC
Michael Flory, MI

Chmn-Teenage Repubhcans
Hank Fuhs, MI

State Party Secretary
Steve Gagne, MI

Iron Falls County Chairman
Sen. Robert Geake, MI

State Senate
Rep. Philip E. Hoffman, MI

State House of Representatives
Glenn D. Hop, MI

State Committee

" Rep.. Jack Horton, MI

State House of Representatives
Susan Johnson, MI
State Committee
John Macropol, MI
State Committee
Rep. Jim McBryde, MI
State House of Representatives
C.W. McClellan, MI
State Committee
Sen. George A. McManus, Jr., MI
State Senate .
Suzanne Miller, MI
State Committee
David Morrill, MI
State Committee -
Rep. Michael Nye, MI
State House of Representatives
Rep. Margaret O’Connor, MI
State House of Representatives
Lola A. Peterson, MI
State Committee
Sen. Dick Posthumus, MI
State Senate ‘
Robert Romeo, MI
State Committee
Scott Schultz, MI
Ingham County Chairman
Larrain Thomas, MI
State Committee .
Thomas E. Thompson, MI
State Committee
Rep. Timothy Walberg, MI
State House of Representatives
Jack Walker, Jr., MI
State Commiittee
Dorothy Webster, MI
State Commiittee
Sen. Jack Welborm, MI
State Senate
Nancy Welsh, MI
Genessee County Chairman
Eleanor Whitson, MI
VP/MI Republican Women'’s Fed.
David Yardley, MI
Vice Chairman Young Republicans
Charles Yob, MI
National Committee
Evie Axdahl, MN
National Committee



. Francis Graves, MN

National Committee
Hon. JoAnn Growe, MN

Aroen Hills City Council Member
Rep. Phil Krinke, MN

State House of Representatives
Duane McCarty, MN

County Commissioner
Sen. Barbara Blanton, MS

State Senate
Sen. Buddy Bond, MS

State Senate .
William C. Denny, Ir., ‘MS. .

State House of Representatwes .
Jim Ellington, MS

State House of Representatives
Marion Falster, MS

Pres. Hinds County RWC

- Evelyn W. McPhail, MS

State Chairman Rep Party
Clarke Reed, MS -

State Commlttee )
Sen. Vincent Scoper, Jr.,” MS

State Senate .
Rep. Ken Stribling, MS .

State House of Representauves,
Ann Wilson, MS .

National Committee
Rep. W. Todd Akin, MO

State House of Representatives
Rep. Laurie Donovan, MO

State House of Representatwes
Rep. George R. Engelbach, MO

State House of Representatives
Rep. Martin Hohulin, MO ‘

State House of Representatives
Earlene M. Judd, MO .

Comrmtteewoman, 1st District
Leroy John Judd, Jr., MO.

Senatorial District Commxttee
Rep. William C. Linton, MO

State House of Representatives -
Jean H. Matthews, MO ‘

Committeewoman/Florissant Twp.
Rep. Joseph R. Ortwerth, MO |

State House of Representatives .
Rep. Delbert L. Scott; MO .

State House of Representatives
Rep. Donald Steen, MO

State House of Representatives .
Rep. Todd Smith, MO. :

State House of Representatxves
Rep. Merrill M. Townley, MO .

State House of Representatlves '

* Jeanne Amsberry, MT ’
Pres., MT Federation. Rep Women

Betty Babcock, MT ..
Dir/State Fed of Republlcan Women
Hon. Allen E. Kolstad, MT
Lieutenant Govemnor.

Rep. Thomas, Lee, MT .

State House of Representatwes
Rep. Char Messmore, MT'

State House of Representatlves
John Nehring, MT.

Gallatin County Chairman .
Rep. Thomas Nelson, MT. .

State House of Representatwes

Elizabeth Paulsen, MT

State Fed of Republican’ Women .
Sen. Tom Rasmussen, MT =
State Senate . .,
Rep. Jim Rice, MT. . . -
State House of Representatwes s
Sen. David Rye, MT : !
State Senate = = .
Rep. Norm Wallin, MT o
State House of Representatwes '
Robert Clements, NE.. .. ",
Cass County Cha.mnan s
Judy M. Cresanta, NV -
National Committee. .
Richard Haas, NV~
State Committee . .
Brenda Harrison, NV.
State Committee
Judith Moss, NV . .
School Board/Sparks
Kenneth Sawyer, NV
State Chairman. . :
Assemblywoman’ Gaylyn Spnggs NV
State Assembly - ;

Bonnie Weber;, NV,

State Committee = . '
Rep. Harry Accomero, NH . .
State House of Representatives -

Philip. Daigneautt, NH :
County Committee

. Edward Fitzgerald, NH

County Attorney . -
Rep. Peter Jay Zahuchuk Jr., NH
State House of Representatlves -
Anthony Bucco, NJ
Freeholder - Morris County .
Assemblyman Jack- Colhns, NJ
State Assembly. . .
Sen. John H. Dorsey,,NJ .
Minority Leader, State Senate
Assemblywoman Clare Farragher, NJ
State Assembly

Assemblyman Chuck Hardwick, NJ
State Assembly

Patric Hyland, NJ
Freeholder’

Robert Morris, NJ.
Mantoloking Chairman

Peter O’Hagen, NJ :
Freeholder - Morris County

John O’Keeffee, NJ
Freeholder - Morris County

Assemblyman Gary Stuhitrager, NJ
State Assembly -

Denis Dillon, Esq., NY .

District Attorney, Nassau County

John Doyle, Jr., NY
‘Brighton Town Board
Peter King, NY
County Coinptroller
Joseph Mondello, NY
Nassau County Chairman
Jeffrey Vogt, NY .
Chautauqua .County Comn‘uttce
Rep. Michael P. Decker, Sr.
State House of Representatives
Rep. Theresa Esposito, NC
State House of Representatives
Sen. James S, Forrester, NC.
State Senate g
Rep. Charlotte Gardner, NC
State House of Representatives
Rep. Joe H. Hege, IJr., NC
State House of Representatlves
Melvin S. King, NC
Alamance County Chairman
Rep. Bradford V. Ligon, NC
State House of Representatives
Rep. Coy C. Privette, NC - . -
State House of Representatives
Paul "Skip" Stam, Jr,, NC
Wake County Committee .
Rep. Peggy A. Wilson, NC
State House of Representatlves
Peter Witteveen, NC .
Guilford County Chairman
Gary D. Zaetz, NC .
Wake County Committee
Sen. Duane Mutch, ND
State Senate
Bunny Chambers, OK .
State Comnuttee Secretary
Sen. Thomas Cole, OK
Exec. Dir., NRCC .
Rep. Carolyn Coleman, OK
State House of Representatwes .
Rep. Mary Fallin, OK . R
State House of Representatwes
Linda Harrison, OK - . ..
District Committee -
Sen. Howard Hendrick, OK.
State Senate- .
Rep. Charles Key, OK Co
State House of Representatwes
Victor Rivera, OK
County Chairman -
Richard Roberts, OK - - :
Washmgton County Commlttee »
Mary Rumph, OK:: - oo

National Committee . . . * .,

Brent Schvaneveldt; OK ... .-
National Vice Chmn _C_Rs L

"Rep. Raymond -Vaughn Jr.,

State House of Representatwes “
Thomas- Bxuley, OR '
Former Statc Chairman : .
Linda Brown, OR .
2nd District Chairman
Sen. Jim Bunn, OR
State Senate .,
Anita Conn, OR'
Coos County Committee
Arthur Crino, OR :
1st District Chmrmnn
Larry Farrs, OR - .
Lane County che Chmn
Michael Hamilton, OR Co
Yamihill County Chnu'man G
June Hartley, OR =~ . c
Malhuer County Chmrman

Ellen Husel, OR

Jackson County Chau'man
Lon Mabon, OR -
Sth District Chairman |,
Robert Sampson, OR, . ..
Lane County Chairman -. .
Marge Woodall, OR |
State Committee
Donald R. Wyant, OR -
National Commiittee
Rep. Thomas Armstrong, PA .
State House of Representatives
Rep. Jerry Birmelin, PA ..« ..

State House of Representatives .. -

Jeff Burkholder, PA ...
Ex. Bd -PAYR's . .

James Huber, PA . RrT
County Commissioner. ., . .-
Rep. John A: Lawless, PA .
State House of Representatives

Rep. Dennis E. Leh, PA

+ - State. House of Representatives..- : :*+

Rep. Marin Mele, PA .
State House of Representatives
Rep. Joseph R. Pitts, PA
State House of Representatwes
John Wise, PA
Butler County Clerk of Courts
Lourdes Ramos, Puerto Rico
Puerto Rico YRs
Rep. Ken Corbett, SC
State House of Representatives
Rep. Michael L. Fair, SC
State House of Representatives
Rep. Terry Haskins, SC
Minority Leader
State House of Representatives
Rep. Thomas G. Keegan, SC
State House of Representatives
Raymond P. Litts, SC
Greenwood County Chairman.
Joyce Parks, SC
Elmer Rummmger, SC
Rep. Lewis R. Vaughn, SC
State House of Representatives
Rep. Carole C. Wells, SC '
State House of Representatives
Timothy Amdahl, SD ‘
Commissioner School/Public Lands
Sen. Richard G. Belatti, SD
State Senate
Rep. T. Loren Christianson, SD
State House of Representatives:
Rep. Elmer Diedtrich, SD
State House of Representatives
Rep. Randall D. Frederick, SD
State House of Representatives
Rep. Larry E. Gabricl, SD
State House of Representatives -
Sen.- Harold Halverson, SD -
State Senate - Pres. Pro Tempore
Rep. Marie C. Ingalls, . SD
State House of Representatives
Sen. William J. Johnson, SD
State Senate .
Rep. Howard L. Kennedy, SD
State House of Representatives
Rep. Harvey C. Krautscheur, SD
State House of Representatwes .
Rep. Alice Kundert, SD C
-State House of Representatwes
Rep. Charles Mateer, SD - :
State House of Representatives .
Rep. Kenneth McNenmy, SD -
State House of Representatives .
Hon. George Mickelson, SD
Governor
Hon. Walter D. Miller, SD
Lieutenant Governor - .
Sen. Roger A. Porch, SD
State Senate
Rep. J.E. "Jim". Putnam, SD
State House of Representatives - .-
Rep. Thomas G. "Torchy" Ries, SD
State House of Representatwes- '
Rep. Lola Schreiber, SD: i
State House of" Representatwes
Rep. Mike Shaw, SD
State House of Representatives . -
Sen. James L. Stoick, SD
State Senate - Ma_;onty thp
Rep. Robert Weber, SD. -
State House of Representatlves S
Rep. Della M. Wishard, SD.. . ¢
State House of Representatives: . -
Rep. Royal J. "Bud" 'Wood, SD -
Speaker, House of Represcntatives'
Rep. Richard H. Nuber, TN
State House of Representatwes
Sen. Lou Patten, TN T
State Senate S
Rep. Bobby Wood, TN Ce
State House of. Representatives-;:
Emest Angelo, Jr., TX . . - = &
National Committee ~ . - :
Hon. Jerry Bartos, TX - -
Dallas City Council .-. @ :+
Steve Bartlett, TX W
Former Member of Congress
Rep. Bill Blackwood, TX: -
State House of Representatlves L
Bill Borden, Jr., TX it
State Commlttce

- Janet Born, TX

Jackson County Chaxrman
Glenn Box, TX - :
Dallas City- Council. . .
Hon. Earl Bullock, TX ...
Dallas CountyClerk -
Penny Butler, TX
National Committee
Karen Cameron,. TX .
State Committee . : .
Rep. Ben Campbell, TX .
State House of Representatwes
Rep. John Carona, TX .
State House of Representatwes- L

Coleman Carter, Jr.; TX

Polk County Chairman
David Childs, TX
Dallas County Tax Assessor



Fran Chiles, TX

Former National Committee
Deanne Clark, TX

Castro County Chairman
Inez Clayton, TX

Borden County Chmrman
Al Clements, TX

State Commxttee
Robert Driegert, TX
- State Committee
Jim Duvall, TX

Hays County Chmrman
C.E. Ebner, TX

Newton County Chmrman
Neloa Eppes, TX .

State Committee
James Evans, TX

Terry County Chmrman
Janelle Evans, TX -

State Committee
Sarilee Ferguson, TX

State Commiittee
Sarah Fleming, TX C

Red River County Chairmén
Joel Franke, TX

Washington County Chairman

John Gill, TX
Briscoe County Chairman - -
Gloria Goodrich, TX
Taylor County Chairman
J. Randall Grimes, TX :
Williamson County’ Chau'man
Beth Halbert, TX -
Hale County Chairman
Nell Hardy, TX,
Delta County Chauman
* Rep. Will Hamett, TX

State House of Representatxves 3

Sen. Chris Ha.rns TX

State Senate -~ ¢
Larry Hatfield, TX

Tom Cotton County Chmn. -
Rep. Talmadge Heflin, TX

State House of Representatlves )

Patricia Henningsen, TX
Childress County Chtnrman
Sue Hershey, TX o
Dallam Cournty Chairman
James T. Hickey, TX .
Sheriff, Corpus Christi
Rep. Fred Hill, TX -
State House of Representatwes
Rep. Jim Hom, TX - -

State House of Representatxves -

Allan Horton, TX
McLennan County Chau'man
Joyce Hugman, TX -
State Committee
Amanda Innis, TX
State Chmrman CRs-

Commissioner Jim- Jackson, *TX .

. Dallas’ County Commission
Nancy E. Judy, TX - -

Dallas County Commxssxonor .

Rep. Ted:Kamel, TX:
State House of Repxesentatxvcs
Barbara Kasmiroski, TX
McLennan County Secrctaxy
Leon Kelley, TX -
State Committee .
Don Kent, . TX :. -
State Committee - -
Scott Kurth, TX. . ~
State ‘Committee.
John Langhoff, TX --
DeWitt County Chau'man
Sen. John Leedom; TX" -
State Senate . .
Bill Leftwich, TX o
Jeff Davis County Chmrman
Wilda Lindstrom, TX
State Comrmttee ERUE
Bill Long, TX = -
Dallas District Clerk

Jerry Madden, TX:  « =~ =i

Collin County Chairman
Rep. Kenny Marchant, TX

State House of - Represenmhves -

Barbara Martin, TX -
State Committee
Debbie Maxwell, TX -

Yoakum County Chmm SR

Bill Melton, TX "
Dallas County Treasurer-
Dr. Jimmy Morgan, TX
State Committee .. - -
M. Patricia Musgrave, TX
State Commiittee " -
Rep. A. R. (Augie) Ovard, TX
State House of Representatlves
Rep. Carolyn Park, TX::
State House of Repmsentatwes
Beverly Parks, TX: '~ -
Hamilton County Chau'man
Jay Patterson, TX.:
State Committee -

Lo

Wilson Petefish, TX "
State Committee
Floyd Petty, TX :
Gillespie County Chauman -
Mary Pluff, TX -
State Committee
Darryl Pool, TX
State Comrmttee
Terese Raia, TX *
Vice Chmn - Fort Bend County
Diane Rath; TX . *
State Commxttec '

‘Rep. Glenn A. Repp, TX

State House of Representatives
Roland Rich, TX - o
Angelina County Chairmian
James Rominger, TX
Stephens County Chau'man
Gay Rowe, TX
President Odessa RWC
Rep. Dan Shelley, TX .
State House of Representatlves
Rep. John Smithee, TX

State- House of Representatwes :

Richard Stadelmann, X -
State Committee © =

George Strake, Jr., TX
Former Secretzuy of Stite -

Former State- Party Chairman .

Rep. M. A. Taylor, TX

State House of Representatives

Rep. William Thomas, TX

State House of Representatwes' '

Don Truman, TX

Victoria County Chalrman
John Vance; TX -

Dallas County District Attomey
Jim Vaughn, TX- "

State Committee -
Charles Walker, TX

Jefferson Cotinty Chau'man
Gayle West, TX.

State Vice Chairian

Harriette Williford Whatley, TX

Freestone County Chamnan
Spencer Wolfe, TX

Howard County Chairman-'-
Thurl Wood, TX

Orange County Chairman’
Rep. Gerald "Jerry” Yost, TX -

State House of Representatxves
Rep. David Adams, UT

State House of Representatwes n

Rep. Jeff ‘Alexander;, UT -

State House of Representanves s

Rep. Lee Allen, UT

State House of Représentatives -

Rep. Irby Arrington, UT

State House of Representatwes o

Sen. Delpha Baird, uT
State Senate - e
Rep. Rob Bishop, UT

State House of Representatxvesv_' :

Rep. Stephen Bodily, UT

State House of" Rep:esentatwes« -

Rep.-Richard J.'Bradford, UT -

State House of Representatlves v

Rep. Glen E. Brown;: UT’
State House of Repmsentatwes
Rep. Melvin Brown, UT .

State House ‘of Représentatives ' )

Rep.-R: Lee Ellertsorni; UT

State House of Repmsentatxves

Rep. R. Mont Evans, UT '

State House of Representatwes ‘

Rep. Christine'R. Fox, UT

State House of Representatwes

Rep. Lloyd Frandsen, UT"

State House of Representanves -

Rep. Kevin Gam, UT.

State House of Representativés '

Rep. J. Brent Haymond, UT

State House of Representatwes_ .

Zenda Hull, UT R
National Comnuttee R
Rep. Fred Hunsaker; UT

State House of Repmsentatlves s

Rep. J. Reese Hunter, UT

State House of Repnesentatwel .

Rep. Jerrold Jensen, UT ° -
State House of Repmsentatlves
Rep. Brad Johnson; UT :

State House of Representatwes A

Rep. Donald R. LeBaron, UT

State House of - chmsenumves e

Rep. Nancy Lyon, UT*

State House of Representatxves -

Sen. LeRay L. McAlhster,
State Senate. - o
Rep. Merrill Nelson, UT -

State House of Representatwes S

Rep. Norm Nielseén, UT

State House of Representatwes -

Hon. Val Oveson, UT
Lieutenant Governor
Rep. Dan Price;'UT -

State House of Representatlves

(Limited space prevents.complete- state listings.)

Rep. Ray Short, UT

State House of Repxesentatwes
Rep Robert Slack, UT

* State House of Representatxves
Rep. Ann Smedley, UT

State House of Representatives
Richard Snelgrove, UT

State Chairman = "
Rep. Phil H. Uipi, UT

State House of Representatives -

Rep. John L. Valentine, UT

State House of Representatives

Rep. Michael Waddoups, UT -

State House of. Representatives

Rep. Bill Wright, UT. -

State House of Representatxves‘

Helen Blackwell, VA~
State Comnuttee ;]

Marilyn Caro, VA '
State Committee -

Dr. Gary Crum, VA
State Committee

_ Janet Daugherty, VA

Prince Wa. County Committee
Sen. Mark Earley, VA

State Senate -
Kevin Gentry, VA

Fairfax District Chairman ) h

William Hurd, VA
State Committee
Anne Keast, VA
8th District Chairman
George Lukas; VA
County Committee =
Craig Markva, VA
Fairfax County YR Chzurman
Steve Mullins, VA '
Fairfax County Committee
Richard Overy, VA"~ ;
James County Committee '
Bobby Puri, VA
State Chairmhan/CR’s
Edward Rollins, VA *
Eva Scoft, VA' '~
State Committee -
Robin Spraggs, VA
Executive Dir/YR
Michael Thomas, VA
State Committee
Michael Thompson, VA
State Committee
Forest Waller, VA
State Committee _
Sen. Ann Anderson, WA
State Senate

"Sen. Ellen Craswoll WA

State Senate

“Nickie Dickinson, WA

State Committee
Rep. Steve Furran; WA

State House of Representatl\;os

Rep. Harold Hochstotter, WA

State House of Replesentntwes

Jacqulysi Holy, WA
Lincoln County Chmrman
Tom Johnson, WA .
State Committee

TIrene Kulilmana, WA

State Committee ' -

.Allan' Mack, WA =~ e
Stevens County Commxssxoner . ’

Cathy Mickels, WA -
State Committee .~ !
Rep. Mike Padden, WA

State House of’ Representatwes

Janet Shaw, WA
- Acotin County Chmrman

Mary Sheffels, WA' " ', ’

State Comnuttee

" Sen. Linda Smith, WA

State Senate -
Marcella S. Smith, WA‘

National Comnuttee Lo
Rep. Duane Sommeis, WA

State House of Repmsentatwes
Don Top, WA -

State Committee -~
Dr. John Vasko, Jr.; WA

State Committee SR
Jun Youngsman, WA ST

Mary Buestrin, WI'
Past President WFRW

Sen. Carol Buettner,WI o

State Senate -
Rep. Mar¢ C. Duff Wl

State House of Representatwes
Rep. Stephen eresc,‘Wl .

State House of Reprcsentntwes
Rep. Eugene Hahn," WI-

State House of Representatlves “ o

Sen. Richard Kreul, Wl
State Senate ‘
Rep. Rudy lebaugh WI

State House of Repnesentatwes

Rep. Susan Vergeront, WI -

[

State House of Representatlves

oy .‘A'. .
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Ann E. W. Stone, VA
CHAIRMAN

Chitt Sobel, NJ
NATIONAL FINANCE CHAIRMAN
Herb Barness, PA

NATIONAL FINANCE CO-CHAIRMAN

Hersh Kozlov, NJ
GENERAL COUNSEL
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Republican National Committee :

310 First Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

February 28,

Dear Clayton-*

Nc 7 tha' you've had an opportunity to settle
into to your rew position as Chairman of the
Republican National Committee, I wanted to send you
a note of congratulations.

Republicans For Choice is the nation's largest
pro-choice Republican political organization. We
have more than 300 Republican Party and elected
officials on our Advisory Board and are working hard
to change the Republican Party platform on the issue
of abortion at the 1992 convention.

In keeping with basic Party principles, we
oppose government interference in our private lives.
We believe the decision to choose an abortion must
be made by the individual, not the State.

I hope that we can count on you to follow the
lead of the former chairman, Lee Atwater, who
recognized that the Republican Party is a "big tent"
that must accommodate the pro-choice majority.

I look forward to working with you in the
future and wish you the best of luck in your new
position.

Again, congratulations!

Sincerely,

2t

Ann E. W. Stone
Chairman

AL__—

P.S. When you were chosen as the new Chairman, we
sent out the enclosed press release -- thought
you might like to see it.

Not printed at Government expense. B All enclosures are paid for by Republicans for Chojée and not authorized by any candidate or candidate’s committee.
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committee, inc.
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: )
Thursday, July 25, 1991 Douglas Johnson, Legislative Director

(202) 626-8820

HOUSE~-PASSED N.I.H. BILL WOULD REQUIRE FEDERAL FUNDING OF

TRANSPLANTS FROM ABORTIONS-- MARGIN IN§UFFICIENT T0 OVERRIDE VETO

WASHINGTON -- The House of Representatives today approved an omnibus
authorization bill for the National Institutes of Health (NIH) (HR 2507) that

contains language to overturn the Bush Administration's policy against federal
funding of transplantation of tissue taken from aborted fetuses.

The Bush Administration has threatened to veto the bill, based on the fetal-
tissue section and other provisions. The bi11 passed by a margin of 274-144,
which was five votes short of the two-thirds majority that would be necessary to
override a presidential veto. (To override a veto requires a vote of two-thirds
of the members present and voting-~ which on this occasion would have been 279.)

"It is unworthy of us, as a nation, to kill our unborn children and then
cannibalize them for spare parts," said NRLC Legislative Director Douglas
Johnson. "Instead, NIH should increase its research on perfecting alternative
sources of fetal tissue, such as cell cultures begun from spontaneous abortions
and tubal pregnancies."

all "fetal tissue research," but -this is inaccurate. The current policy
prohibits NIH from utilizing tissue from induced abortions for transplantation
into human subjects. NRLC supports this policy. The current policy also allows
transplantation of tissue taken from spontaneous abortions and from ectopic
pregnancies, or from cell cultures begun from such sources. NIH continues to
fund such non-abortion-dependent research, and NRLC supports such research.

Much recent press Coverage of the Administration's fetal-tissue policy has been
heavily unbalanced, typified by a lengthy and entirely one-sided article that
appeared on the Federal Page of today's Washington Post. 1In addition, the bill
benefited from prominent and very favorable coverage of its "women's heatth"
provisions on all four major television networks the night before the vote.
These provisions are unrelated to the fetal-tissue controversy.

Another section of the bill would remove the authority of the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, or the President, to block federal funding of any
type of human experimentation on ethical grounds, if such experimentation is
approved by ad hoc “ethics boards. " The Justice Department stated that this
provision is unconstitutional].

The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) is the nation's major pro-1ife
organization, representing some 3,000 Tocal pro-life organizations.
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FOR IMMﬁhﬁATE RELEASE: ' FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:
Monday, June 3, 1991 - Douglas Johnson, Legislative Director

(202) 626-8820, (301) 502-1170

SUPREME _COURT LETS STAND PRO-LIFE “"MEXICO CITY POLICY,"
CUTTING OFF FUNDS TO ORGANIZATIONS THAT PROMOTE ABORTION OVERSEAS

WASHINGTON-~ The $330 million “"population assistance" program will continue
to support only organizations that promote hontracéption, rather than those that
promote abortion, under an action today by the U.S. Supreme Court.

The Court refused a request by the Planned Parenthood Federation of America
to review lower court decisions upholding the Reagan-Bush "Mexico City Policy,"
which denies U.S. population assistance funds to organizations that campaign to
Tegalize abortion in Third World nations, or that otherwise "perform or actively
promote abortion as a method of family planning” overseas. Abortions to save a
mother's life, or in cases of rape or incest, do not violate the policy.
In most Third World nations, abortion is illegal, with narrow exceptions.

deay's Supreme Court action was applauded by National Right to Life
Committee (NRLC) Legislative Director Douglas Johnson, who said, "Abortion stops
a beating heart, and our tax doilars should not go to organizations that promote
abortion as a method of birth control."”

Pro-abortion members of Congress have repeatedly attempted to overturn the
policy, but President Bush has personally promised to use his veto power to
defend it. According to the U.S. Agency for International Development, which
administers the program, the Mexico City Policy "has not reduced our total
family planning assistance by even one dollar. The withheld funds were
reprogrammed to other family planning programs [which agree to promote
contraception but not abortion]."  About 400 family planning agencies worldwide
are receiving family planning funds under the Mexice City Policy, including the
Planned Parenthood federation for Latin America, according to AID.

The National Right to Life Committee (NRLC) is the nation's major pro-life
organization, representing about 3,000 local chapters. NRLC takes no position
on contraception, and has not opposed increases in "population assistance”
funding so long as current pro-life policies govern the funds.

Factsheets on the history and effects of the Mexico City Policy, including
statements by President Bush, are available upon request from the NRLC Federal
Legislative Office, (202) 626-8820, fax (202) 347-3668.
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