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Abortions on W/elfdr =

A< the heated debate over federal and state payment for
aboruons on welfare continues, we must examine the
claims of those who argue that Medicaid abortions
“help” the poor and that denial of such “benefits”
discriminates agamst low-income women. Paradoxically,
information from two staunchly pro-abortion groups
challenges these assumptions and raises serious questions
about the motives of many who support government-
funded welfare abortions.

Racial Bias

The 1975 1ssue of the Department of Health, Education
and Welfare's annual Abortion Surveillance summary
from the Center for Disease Control in Atlanta reports
that ¢ 1976 more than 33% of a milhon U.S. abortions
were performed on bhlacks and other racial minorities,
making the aggregate '76 legal abortion ratio for these in-
dividuals 530 abortions per 1,000 live births while the
corresponding figure for whites was 289 per 1000 Con-
sidering that a majonty of these minority women are poor
and that non-whites constitute only about 129 of the
nations's total pepulation, the enormous number of ron-
white children destroyed through government-subsidized
abortions becames tragically apparent

In the 32 <tates plus the Distriet of Columbia w hueh list

legal abortions by race. both Hawan and the [hstrict
report more than 55% of all abortions were on nanority
women in 1976 Indeed, Washington, 1D.C. had three
abortions for every live birth, mainly among the capital's
poor. black population. New York, New Jersy, North and
South Carolina, [llinois, Georgia, Louisiana, Maryland
and Virginia each show a legal abortion rate of over 35%
for non-whites during the same yea®. The Department of

Health, Educativn and Wellare candidly admits that this
shocking percentage continues to rise dramatically while
the “number of abortions reported ... was probably less
than the number actually performed’’ during 1976 and
currently

Planned Parenthood
Substantiates

Planned Parenthood, one of the nations’s biggest
operators of lucrative abortion clinics, substantiates of-
ficial statistics on the increase in abortions among the
poor and minorities. The organization’s educational af-
filiate, The Alan Guttmacher Institute, in the publication
Family Planning Perspectives for Oct. "74, reports a
“steady upward trend” in legal abortion and estimates
that of the 1.3 million reported abortions performed
during 1977, rates were three times higher for non-white
women, while Medicaid abortions per 1,000 patients were
triple the non-Medicaid rate. Furthermore, 39% of non-
whites had abortions compared with 23% of pregnant
whites.

Yet, in spite of this staggering evidence of the destruc
tion of U.S. racial minorities and the poor by means of
government subsidized abortion, Planned Parenthood
complains that almost 600,000 MORE “poor, rural,
voung and black women'” NEEDED abortions in '77
than actually obtained them. And this in defiance of over-
whelming evidence obtained by every poll and study on
the subject. that morally the majority of poor and non-
white women consistently reject abortion as an acceptable
method of birth control!

cont. page 3

A Final Solution for the Poor?

by Pat Nixon
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' ABORTIONS

‘I Resent Being Called
The Abortionist’

New York TIMES

ON WELFARE'--continued

Yet, in spite of this staggering evidence of the destruction of U.S. racial
minorities and the poor by means of government subsidized abortion,
Planned Parenthood complains that almost 600,000 MORE “poor, rural,
young black women” NEEDED abortions in ’77 than actually obtained
them. And this in defiance of overwhelming evidence obtained by
every poll and study on the subject, that morally the majority of poor
and non-white women consistently reject: abortion as an acceptable

method of birth control!

Minority Opposition

Dennis L. Cuddy, writing on this subject, notes that
“black American leaders like the Reverend Jesse Jackson,
whose mother had considered aborting him. and Dick
Gregorv have stated unequivocally that subsidies for
abortion on demand are nothing more than a calculated
program of ‘Black genocide’. And this situation is not
limited to Black Americans. Raoul Silva, President of the
California Pro-Life Council has denuumed Edmund
(Jerry) Brown, Jr., for ‘waging a war of genocide against
Blacks. Latins, and Indians.’ Describing the pregnancy
counselling and abortion programs run by Los Angeles
County, President Silva stated, "They offer abortions to
minority women who don’t even ask . and they get
teenage girls to decide for abortion before they're even
told that they're pregnant. That's hou they play the
genocide game in Los Angeles County lN‘atl Pro Life
Journal, Vol. No. 4 p. 5)

Noted American Indian physician, Ur Constance Red-
bird Uri told members of a state legislature that so far as
she could tell, the highest priority of the IS government
in family plannmg tor Indians i3 abortion and she
blamed this on “deliberate genocide' .

Of interest here is the fact that a statewide poll recently
conducted at the University of North Carolina showed
that “only 17% of those surveved who had less than a
high school education (presumably compa ﬁtwelv poorer)
were for state funding of elective abortions, ‘while 43% of
those surveyed who had a college edm.ﬁx’un (pre\umablv
comparatively richer) were in favor uf such funding.”
(Cuddy, 6)

Some family planners argue t,hat;,lg.nmance and
stupidity prevent the poor from weiﬁé“&h& light about
their need for abortion. But when on ers that
abortion is the only provision for the p(m ﬂlch funds

To the Editor: R
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When one considers that abortion is
the only provision for the poor for
which funds never seem to run out,
the evidence seems overwhelming
that the poor know full well what is
going on and while they may not be
able to fight it, they can go on refu-
sing to believe it. The 1978 Gallup
Poll showed that opposition to abor-
tion is stronger among Black Amer-
icans than it is among Catholics.

never seem to run out, the evidence seems overwhelming
that the poor know full well what is going on and while
they may not be able to fight it, they can go on refusing to
believe it. The 1978 Gallup Poll showed that opposition
to abortion is stronger among Black Americans than it is
among Catholics.

Note: For a fuller treatment of this subject and related

subjects, readers may wish to invest in T} Wiﬂ 1 Pro
Life Journal, available from: /%'i 0
Pro Life Publications, { > < \
P.o. Box 172, - )
Fairfax, Va. USA \% .;.
22030 \@ w7
This quarterly is $3.00 a yeaWssue.
(American) and the Fall '78 issue has several articles of
interest on this subject. 0O

Pat Nixon is the U.S. correspondent for the
_,H‘UMAN and works with Michigan Citizens
For Life.
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ession an apology."

stilce Byron White was quoted in a recent miniority opinion regard-

ing the Pennsylvania law.dealing withn' the ‘sustenuance of an aborted fetus

performs an abortion as "the
As a physician who performs many type of gyneccological surgery, ineluding abortions, I resent

being called the abortionist by anyone and find the term especially odious coming from a justice

The term abortionist has a derogaztory connotation--a relic of the past when

elective abortions were performed in the "back alleys" by individuals who were not physicians.

terminology or he has allowed (either
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New Jersey Right to Life Committee

105 Park Avenue, Iselin, New Jersey 08830

NEws TO0: State Right to Life Directors A
FROM: Chris Smith, Executive Director = ‘
RE: Media "Blitz" July 1977 \? v

~

s ™

If the right to life movement intends to balance the current barrage of
pro-abortion propaganda in the media largely spurred on by the Medicaid
controversy, its leaders must initiate a state by state media "blitz."

The immediate focus of the "blitz" should be on the recent U.S. Supreme

Court decisions and on federal and state efforts to stop Medicaid funding
of abortion.

Given the pro-abortionists uncontested supremacy at playing up the "hard
cases" so as to evoke pathos from a docile public, the right to life leadership
has no choice but to counter the rampant allegations of its opposition.

Failure to rise to this challenge and effectively utilize the media at this
juncture could have the effect of solidifying public sentiment against
"Hyde" type legislation and the human life amendment.

MEDIA TARGET: HYDE BILL VOTES

The Hyde bill is expected to emerge from the House/Senate Conference
Committee during the week of July 11. Your state committee should prepare
a press release either praising the action if it is favorable to right to
life or criticizing it if we suffer a loss.

A sample release is enclosed for your information.

Also enclosed, please find a listing of Associated Press and United
Press International outlets.

Find the AP and UPI listing for your state. Call them and ask for
the state editor. Introduce yourself as the spokesman for the state right
to 1life committee and tell him/her that you are available for comment
whenever an abortion news item breaks. Also inform the state editor of
the pending action in the House/Senate Conference Committee and tell him/her
to expect a release from your committee following the action.

] When something does happen on the national or state level, it is
imperative that your press releases be hand delivered to AP and UPI. The
resultant visibility of your comments in the next day's newspapers, and on

radio and television news programs, will make the trip to the wire services
exceedingly worthwhile.

Never count on any media calling you. It is your responsibility to
get the opinions and statements of your committee's spokesman to them!!!!!

One last item and this is a personal belief. It is my opinion that
the right to life movement will effectively utilize the media only when its
members pray to win the media. The power of prayer is infinite.



‘Abortion fight
again snarls

U.S. paychecks

WASHINGTON (#)—Almost a quarter of a million
federal employees aren’t sure they’ll get their full pre-
Christmas paychecks, as Congress continues to grap- |
ple with an abortion issue that has tied up money for
two of the government’s largest agencies.

A temporary resolution under which the employees
of the departments of Labor and Health, Education
and Welfare (HEW) had been paid expired at midnight
yesterday. It was passed early in November to ensure
that payrolls were met while the debate continued on
when the federal government should pay for poor
women’s abortions.

Unless the abortion disagreement is settled or a new
interim measure is passed by next Thursday, about
240,000 federal employees, including workers in 10
smaller agencies, will get one week’s pay instead of
two in checks scheduled to go out Dec. 13, a Senate
staff aide said.

The abortion issue is tied to the $60.2-billion appro-
priation for the two departments because HEW over-
sees Medicaid and other programs through which the
government last year paid about $50 million for about
300,000 abortions.

House Speaker Thomas “Tip” O’Neill told reporters
today that an interim measure, formally known as a
continuing resolution, would be considered by the

CONGRESS
Turn to Page 5A
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Of Abortion, the i’oor
And Our Humanity

To the Editor:

Your lead editorial of July 5§ “Will
Our Humanity Also Be Aborted?”
claims that “until the forces that have
. been so effective at diminishing the

scope of the Supreme Court's 1973

abortion decision mobilize on behalf

of poor women . . . the humanity of
their movement will remain in doubt.”

Not so. The pro-life forces that have

worked to “diminish the scope of the

Supreme Court’s 1973 abortion deci-

sion” contribute out of their pockets

to foundling hospitals, birthright clin-
ics, homes for unwed mothers and
the like (though much more can and

should be done). They do so out of a

conviction that the way to a better

“humanity”—again, The Times's word
. —is not to be found over the bodies

of millions of aborted fetuses. Surely

those who, like The Times, have a dif-

ferent moral conviction—that 250,000

to 300,000 poor women's abortions

every year will help solve society’s and
those poor women's problems — like-
wise should pay for that supposed
solution, It seems, therefore, that the
so-called moral onus of helping poor
women procure abortions now rests on

The Times and like-minded readers.

There may be many who agree with
the editoria] position of The Times

(though I am not one of them) and

who themselves should be willing to

pay for poor women's elective abor-
tions until such time as the Govern-
ment can be made to pay for them—

if or when that day ever comes. 1

suggest that the “humanity” of The

Times remains in doubt until it brings

its enormous influence to bear on
getting private money for poor women's

elective abortions, which The Times
evidently regards as a moral impera-
tive. Perhaps there are foundations
willing to step in on an emergency
basis to avert the illegal abortions you
so graphically predict and decry, The

Rockefeller Foundation or the Rocke-

feller Brothers Fund (or Ford or Car-

negie) could be approached. I can see
your headline now: “Rockefellers Fund

Abortions -for the Poor.” What a

triumph for humanity!

(Rev.) THoMAs H. STAHEL, S.J.
New York, July 6, 1977
The writer is an associate editor of
America magazine. ,
Y
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Minneapolis Tribune

Sun., Nov. 27, 1977

Federal employees’ abortions
are financed by public funds

Dy Elena O. De La Rosa

S'taff Writer

‘Governmental units have forbid-
den the use of federal, state, and
county money to finance most
abortions for welfare recipients —
but not for their own employees.

![he agencies pay into health plans
for their employees that will pro-
vide payments for abortions.

’I'he plans are available for the
families of the members of Con-
Bress, Minnesota Supreme Court
justices and county board members
who decided that welfare recipi-
ents could not receive publicly fi-
nanced elective abortions. They
also are available to families of

egislators who are expected to
decide next year whether public
funding should be restored for
elective abortions.

The federal government, Minneso-
ta, Hennepin County and Minne-
apolis pay about $36 million a year
leward the plans. All of them will
pay for medically necessary abor-
tions; most also cover elective
abortions.

Elective abortions are those in
which the woman decides she does
ot want a child. Medically neces-
sary or therapeutic abortions are
intended to save the mothers’
Jives.

Earlier this year a congressional
ban went into effect against the
use of federal money for abortions
- not needed for medical reasons. In
September the Minnesota Supreme
Court ruled that the state welfare
department could not paz for elec-
tive abortions because the depart-
ment did not follow proper proce-
dures for a public hearing before
adopting abortion-payment rules.

Also in September, the Hennepin
County Board said it would not
pay for elective abortions until the
Legislature or courts allow the use
of public funds for that purpose.
The state welfare department has
said it will seek resolution of the
issue by the 1978 Legislature, but
it appears likely the Legislature
will vote against restoring the
public financing of abortions.

Insurance company representa-
tives could not say what part preg-
nancy costs or abortions represent
of the total health care cost. But
excluding or including abortion
coverage from pregnancy benefits
would not have a heavy impact on

the rates, said Dave Schoeneck, a
spokesman for Blue Cross and Blue
Shield of Minnesota.

“Against the total health care cost
picture, this is one little part of it,”
he said.

(The governments’ costs for em-
ployee medical insurance can be
expected to increase by 15 percent
each year, according to health plan
representatives.)

In 1976, the most recent year for
which figures are available, the
federal government paid $13.4 mil-
lion to 17 health plans for medical
insurance for 35,630 federal em-

loyees in Minnesota, including

,000 retirees. All but 12 of the
plans, which are the smaller ones,
will cover therapeutic and elective
abortions. The 12 smaller plans
will not allow claims for elective
abortions. ;

The state paid $15.7 million in
1975-76 (October to September) to
two health insurance companies to
cover 43,845 state employees. In-
cluded in this group are the uni-
versity staff, legislators, judges
and dependents of members of
these groups. :

In 1977 the county will pay $2.9
million into four plans for 6,206
employees. Also for 1977, the city
will pay $2.8 million into three
health plans for 4,629 municipal
employees.

The amounts paid into the plans do
not include contributions made by
the employees for their depen-
dents. In most cases the employer
pays full cost of single coverage
and shares dependent costs.

Many of the representatives for
the health plans point out that
abortions, either elective or thera-
peutic, are not listed in health con-
tracts, but are included under the
category of maternity-related ser-
vices under ‘‘termination of preg-
nancy.” E

“When pregnancy is a covered
item, we start to talk of payment
through termination of pregnancy.
The delivery of a baby, an abortion
or a miscarriage — we don't get
into the position of trying to dif-
ferentiate in the different types of
termination,” said Schoeneck of
Blue Cross, a major insurer of Min-
nesota public employees.

One representative of a health plan
said the health groups have been

“receiving a lot of heat for cover-
ing abortions under the health
plans.”

“We don't exclude it (from cover-
age),” she said. “We don’t brag
about it either.”

Most groups will include abortion,
either therapeutic or elective, in
health plans as part of the preg-
nancy coverage, said Schoen-
eck.“We do write some plans that
exclude elective abortion, general-
ly only on request,” he said.

Information on the the number of
abortions performed and the total
spent for them under these insur-
ance policies could be gleaned
from insurance company records,
the company representatives said,
but would be costly and tlme con-
suming.

- Although employees are usually

covered for abortions, either thera-
peutic or elective, abortion records
indicate that only about 5 percent
of the women who receive abor-
tions file claims with their medical
insurance companies.

Five percent of the 200 abortions
performed monthly at the Midwest
Health Center for Women, 825 S.
8th St., are filed with medical in-

* surance companies, said Bob Mc-

Coy, codirector of the center.
“Most people pay cash,” said Mc-
Coy, and steer away from claim
forms that might identify the type
of procedure they received.

He said he believes that the per-
centage of women who file claims
against their insurance companies
probably applies to other clinics
that perform abortions.

Figures on the number of abortions
kept by a member of the state
Department of Health are obtained
from voluntary reports submitted
by doctors who perform abortions,
and should be about 90 percent |
complete, said Glen Clover, re-
search analyst with the depart-
ment.

There were 14,124 abortions —
11,109 of them on Minnesota resi-
dents — reported in Minnesota in
1976, according Clover.

Editor’s Note: Robert T. Smith is
on vacation. His column will be
resumed Wednesday.
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and the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization, Carter will return to
the United States.

Congress asks Carter to help
solve abortion funding dispute

Associated Press ’ ‘A/
Washington, D.C. 4’,
President Carter and the House
leadership Thursday were asked to
help resolve a congressional dis-
pute over abortion payments for
the poor. The stalemate jeopar-
dizes thousands of federal work-
ers’ pre-Christmas paychecks.

Meanwhile, House and Senate ne-
gotiators, who have been trying to
end the four-month-long dispute,
met once more but appeared to
make no progress.

Federal funds to pay for abortions
under the Medicaid program come
from the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare (HEW),
and the bill at issue provides ap-
propriations for HEW as well as
the Department of Labor and sev-
eral smaller, related agencies.

House Speaker Tip O'Neill said the
House would vote Tuesday on an
interim funding resolution to make

sure the disagreement does not in-
terfere with paychecks for em-
ployees in the affected depart-
ments.

Sen. Edward Brooke, R-Mass.,
asked that the House leadership
support an interim funding resolu-
tion with abortion payment re-
strictions similar to a proposal of-
fered by the Senate on Tuesday
but rejected by the House.

But O'Neill declined to become in-
volved in trying to settle the issue
and acknowledged that he is not
using the power of his office to

" push members one way or another.

“It’s a highly emotional, religious
issue. It's one I truly feel a fellow
has to vote his conscience on,” he
told reporters. O'Neill, who is a
Catholic, has stated that he op-
poses abortion.

Four House members who alsc op-
pose abortion wrote President
Carter suggesting that he inter-

vene on the side of strict limits on
government abortion payments.

‘The stalemate between the House
and Senate has gone on since July,
and “some extraordinary leader-
ship effort is required to move the
Senate toward a more realistic
posture,” the congressmen wrote.

The letter was sent by Reps.
James Oberstar, D-Minn., Henry
Hyde, R-Ill., Bob Bauman, R-Md,,
and Ron Mazzoli, D-Ky. \

If an agreement is not reached or
an interim funding measure is not
passed by Thursday, about 240,000
agency employees will receive
only one week’s pay instead of
two on Dec. 13.

The dispute is blocking a $60.2-
billion funding bill for the agencies
during fiscal year 1978 that pro-
vides the salaries and operating
expenses.
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Paying for abortions

So 30 percent in the Minnesota
Poll think that we who work for a
living should, through our taxes,
pay for their abortions: some be-
cause “a woman should retain con-
trol of her own body.” That’s hy-

pocrisy.

Their unwanted pregnancies are
proof that they themselves gave
up that control. Now they want to
control our bodies to make them
work to pay for the fun they had
in giving up control of their own.
No, thank you. — Walter K. Klaus,
Farmington.
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House
rejects
abortion
plan

By Betty Anne Williams
Associated Press

Washington, D.C.

The House rejected a compromise
Tuesday on government abortion
payments despite warnings from
bitter senators who said they had
yielded all they could in pursuit of
an agreement.

- Continuing the four-month-old dis-
pute could affect about 240,000
government employees whose pay-
checks are tied to the abortion
question.

An interim funding measure,
which was approved to forestall
any payless pay days, expires at
midnight tonight. But another
House vote was expected today on
approval of a third temporary
funding resolution so that the em-
ployees could continue to get paid.

The compromise language would
have permitted abortion payments
when a woman’s life would be
endangered by a full-term preg-
nancy, for treatment of .rape and
incest victims who report the inci-
dents to authorities and where a
woman would suffer severe and
long-lasting physical health dam-
age if the pregnancy were carried
to term.

The negative vote in the House
was 205-183. The Senate endorsed
the proposal 44-21.

At stake is a $60.2-billion appro-
priations bill for the government’s
major social service agencies, the
Labor Department and the Depart-
ment of Health, Education and
Welfare.

About 24-0. emp!dym
on the funding legislation for their
paychecks.

If the resolution for temporary
funding of the agencies passes the
House it probably will cover a
period through Sept. 30, 1978, the
date fiscal year 1978 ends.

Sen. Edward Brooke, R-Mass.,
who sponsored the latest Senate
compromise offer, said he would
“do everything possible” to pre-
vent another interim funding mea-
sure.

-Groups favoring abortion rights
quickly criticized the House ac-
tion.

Karen Mulhauser, executive direc-
tor of the National Abortion Rights
Action League, said the House de-
scribing the Senate compromise as
“too liberal” was “an utter dis-
grace.”

Rabbi Richard Sternberger, chair-
man of the Religious Coalition for
Abortion Rights, denounced the
House action as “unconscionable
and tragic.” The coalition is com-
promised of 25 national religious
organizations that support theop-

Abortion continued on pag;e 14A
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“ Hyde Amendment: House Insists on Strong Language

The U.S. House of Representatives, by simple voice vote, insisted on its
position respecting federal funding of abortion during consideration of the con-
ference report on the FY 1980 Labor-HEW bill. The House action, which occurred
late Thursday, August 2, just before the House recessed until September 5,
placed the focus of this year's appropriations battle over abortion funding
back on the U.S. Senate, where a vote is likely soon after the Senate resumes
session on September 5.

3 By insisting on the Hyde amendment on Thursday, the House of Representa-
tives strengthened the position of the House conferees on Labor-HEW, chaired by
William Natcher (D-Ky.). A House-Senate conference camnittee meeting on Monday,
July 30, designed to hammer out differences between the House and Senate versions
of the FY 80 Labor-HEW bill, resulted in resolution of every issue in disagree-
ment between the two bodies except the abortion language. Unlike past years,
when the House of Representatives has been forced to roll call votes on the Labor-
HEW/abortion language at every opportunity, the House insisted on its position by
voice vote without debate. In addition, no member of the House in support of the
Senate-approved compromise language even filed a motion that the House recede on
Thursday, a sign that the pro-abortion minority in the House was dubious about
its chances in a roll call vote.

The first meeting of Houag-—Senate conferees took place on Monday after-
noon, July 30. The abortion issue was finally taken ‘up late Monday evening,
s d

h the remainder of the bill.

In attendance were all 13 House conferees liste
(D-Wa.), Chairman of the 7, r—IﬁW'Sl’i“" mitte
(D-Fla.), Birch Bayh (D-In.), 'Ihanas Eagleton (D
Mark Hatfield (R-Ore.) and Harrison Schmitt (R-N. ‘)
language was brief, hlghhght.ecf‘z v the surprising assertion of Rep. David Obey
(D-Wis. ), the leading spokesman for the compromise language in the House, that in
his view the '"House of Representatives will not be turned around on this issue
this year." Obey argued that the Senate should recede and acknowledge that

~ efforts to achieve the compromise wording would only stall passage of the bill.
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Page Four

Foundation of America to provide abortions for poor
wamnen.  Those agencies which deny the right to life
of the children of the poor obviously possess the
means to finance this objectionable practice than-
sclves, yet still seek to involve the American tax-
payer in the victimization of poor mothers.

-

6) Specific information on flaws in the compromise
language (variously termed the "Michel" or "Obey"
amendment ) has been realized in the statistics cmana-
ting from the lealth Care Iinancing Administration
(See legislative Update, Vol. 1I, No. 2, for details).

By T r—

The August recess is a crucial period for maximum pro-life efforts on
behalf of the Hyde amendment in both the Labor-HEW and the Department of Delensc
appropriations bill. The llyde amendmnent can be preserved in 1979 if the maximum
effort is made over the next threce weeks.
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Department of Defense: Appropriations Subcommittee Adds Hyde lLanguage

The Appropriations Subcommittee on Defense issued a press relcase at
3:00 p.m. on August 2 giving notice of completion of its markup of the FY 1980
Department of Defense (DOD) appropriations bill. The 10-member subcommittcee
met in closed session as it worked on the FY 80 bill for the nation's armed
services and it was not until issuance of the press release that the sub-
committee's action on abortion language became public information. The defense
appropriations bill was amended to include abortion language conformming with
that passed by the House of Representatives for the FY 1980 Labor-HEW bill,
which reads:

None of the funds contained in this Act shall be used to
perform abortions except where the life of the mother
would be endangered if the pregnancy were carried to temm.

The addition of the abortion rider in the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee represents the first time restrictive language on this topic has been
included at the comittee level on this important bill. The FY 1980 language
represents a more restrictive position than that adopted by the Congress in 1978
when the Dornan amendment was first introduced as a floor amendment to the DOD
appropriations bill. While the Defense Appropriations Subconmittee met in closed
session throughout its markup of the FY 80 bill, it may be noted that the Sub-
coomittee includes the following members who have voted consistently pro-life in
1979: Daniel J. Flood (D-Pa.), Bill Burlison (D-Mo.), John Murtha (D-Pa.),

J. Kenneth Robinson (R-Va.) and Jack F. Kemp (R-N.Y.).

The bill now proceeds to the Full Appropriations Camittee which will
take up the measure in early September. Given the short time-span for consid-
eration of this bill, letters of support should be directed to all mambers of
Congress urging theam to establish a consistent policy regarding abortion funding
for military servicemen and dependents.  Ask your congressmen to support the
position of the defense subcommittece which held extensive hearings on the abortion
funding issue and, as the body closest to the subject, elected to include the 3
Hyde amendment for FY 1980.
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Medical School Discrimination Bill Passes Final llouse Hurdle

% On Friday, July 27, the U.S. Housc ol Representatives passed by voice

vote an amendment offered by Rep. Raymond Lederer (D-Pa.) to the Nurses Training
Anendments of 1979 to outlaw discrimination against applicants to medical schools
and residency programs on the basis of their personal views on abortion or sterili-
zation. The amendmnent passed the House without opposition and with the concurrence
of Rep. Henry Waxman (D-Ca.), Chairman of the Interstate and Iorcign Comerce
Subconmittee on llealth and the Environment. The Senate version of this bill,
passed on May 7, 1979, contained a nearly identical amendment offered by Sen.
Richard Schweiker (R-Pa.).
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After acceptance of the ILederer amendment, the Senate version of the
Nurses Training Amendments of 1979, S. 230, was taken up by the House as amended
and passed 314-6. House conferces were immediately appointed by Rep. Waxman
and the House-Scnate conference was held on Tuesday, July 31. Technical cor-
rections of the Lederer amendment, were made to bring it into conformance with the
Senate version which the conferees then approved. The legislation is expected to
be sent to the President for signature in early September. The Schweiker amend-
ment reads as follows:

B =

e

No entity which receives, after the date of
enactment of this paragraph, any grant, contract,
loan, loan guaraniee or interest subsidy under the
Public Health Service Act, the Community Mental
Health Centers Act, or the Developmental Disabili-
ties Service and Facilities Construction Act may
deny admission or otherwise discriminate against
any applicant (including applicants for internships
and residencies) for training or study because of
the applicant's reluctance, or willingness, to
counsel , suggest, recomend, assist, or in any way
participate in the performance of abortions or
sterilizations contrary to or consistent with his
or her religious beliefs or moral convictions.

Passage of the Nurses Training Amendments and the Schweiker-Lederer
anti-discrimination bill now brings to a close a two-year effort to eliminate
incidents of discrimination against applicants to a variety of medical programs
simply because of a professed opposition to the practice of abortion. As Rep.
ILederer told his colleagues on July 27, "Such discrimination serves no purpose.
Applicants should not be accepted or rejected because their personal beliefs
happen to correspond or contradict those of the admissions office. Applicants
should be accepted on the merits of being able to handle the work load of the
medical or nursing school."

Letters of thanks should be sent to Rep. Raymond Lederer (119 Cannon HOB3,
Washington, D.C. 20515) and Sen. Richard Schweiker (253 Russell SOB, Washington,
D.C. 20510). Friends of the right to life and pro-life organizations should pay
special attention to alerting potential medical applicants to the existence of
the anti-discriminatory language in this new legislation. As Rep. Icderer stated,
the purpose of the legislation is to "prevent medical schools from asking pro-
spective applicants what their views on abortion are."
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Soptember 11, 1973 -- Buckley offered on amendment to Netlonsl Blomedical Research Act (| 7724) pre-
hibiting resesrch or experimentation om living husaa hr:‘:r tefent, vhether before or sfter induced
® °

sbortion except if its purpose 1s the survival of that v infant, UKennedy offe s modifying
asendsent 1imiting the prohibition te & certsin tise spas, thus veskealag the prohibitica. Vete
recorded here is on Kennedy Amendsent. (passed $3-35; as smended, passed §8-8)

June 11, 1974 -- Helws Amendsent to Milltary Procuremeat Bill (S 3000) prohibiting federal funding of
abortions, etc. (defeated 64-17)

September 17, 1974 -- Bartlett Amendsemt to Labor/HEW Appropristiems BI1l (HR 15580) prohibiting
h:oul !unlll. of sbortion except such sbortioas to save the 1ife of s wother. (passed $0-34]

v sbertiems

. April l:‘)l!u -« Bartlett Amendment to Nurse 'l'nulu,.lunltl Revenus Sharimg and iult, Services
. o

prohibiting funds suthorized uader the Soc Security Act to be wsed to pey

Act (S
3 are necessary to save the life of the mother. (defested 84:38)

except such abortions

April 28, 1976 -- Helms moved to make his Humam Life Amendment the pemding business before the Semate.
{dateated 47-40)

June 28, 1976 -- Hyde Amendment to Labor/HEW Appropristioas Bill (WR 14232) prohibiting funding of
abortions. A second vote onthe same smendment occurred slmost lsmediately. [defeated $8-27)

August 15, 1976 -- Another vote om the Hyde Amendment. (defested $3-35)

. September 17, 1976 -- A final vote oa the u{« Asmendmont pnllut::’ funding of abortioas except where

the 11fe of the mother would be endangered Lf the fetus were carv te term. (Seversl pro-sbortioa
Senstors voted for this prohibition only becsuse they dida't want the Labor/HEW Appropristions Bill

delayed amy longer.) [passed 47-21])

. June 29, 1977 -- Vote on motiom !Llautnr Helms (R-NC) to sccept Hyde Amendmsnt to the Labor/HEW

Al proptlltlon S111 (HR 14232): ne of the funds comtsined in this Act shell be used to perfors
:d ;tlon: ::c;“ where the 1ife of the mother would be eadangeved Lf the fetus were carried to torm.”
afeate .

June 29, 1977 -- Vote om Semator Packwood Amendment(R-OR) to delete entirely smy limitation om fedor~
sl funding of sbortion. [defested 36-42)

June 29, 1977 -- Senator Brooke (R-MA) offersd mew lamguage: “"Nome of the fuads im this Act shall be
used to perform sbortions except where the 1ife of the mother weuld be sndemgered if the fotus were
carried to term, or where medically mecessary, or for the trestmest of rape or imcest victims. This
section does mot =roubl! the use of drugs or devices to prevent implemtation of the fertilized owmm.”
Then vote occurred on Senator Domeaicl's (R-MM) "ntloeu;’ dment™ to Brooke lamguage, attemptiag
to delete “medicslly necessary” exception. [defeated 59-38)

June 29, 1977 -- Vote then occurred on Brooke lamguage. [psssed 58-39)

August 4, 1977 -- Vote oa sotiom by Semator Schweiker (R-PA) to sccept Hyde Amendment. (Ses 19;)
[defeated 59-34)

August 4, 1977 -- Voto on motion by Semator Magmusem (D-WA) for semste to support the mew Magnus
Brooke language: "None of the funds in this Act shall be used te perform sbortioms except where the
11fe of the mother would be endangered 1f the fetus wers carried to ters, or ia the case of rm or
incest, or Lf the woman or fetus would suffer serious health damsge. Thls section does met prohibie
the use of drugs or devices to prevest implaatation of the fertilized svum.” [passed 60-33)

1977 -- Vote on motiom by Samator Schweiker (R-PA) te accept mew House lsaguage propesed
by Congressman Flood: "None of the funds comtsimed in this Act shall be used to rfors rtioas
ucc{t the l1ife of the mother would be emdangered 1f the fetus were carried to term. This
section does not prohibit payment for medical procedures, performed before the fast of pregmancy is
established, necessary for the prompt trestmeat of the victims of repe or st reported to & law
enforcement agency. r are payments prohibited for drugs or dovices te prevent lmplaatation of the
::r;uh:dsgnﬁl or for medicsl procedures necessary for the termimation of sn ectopic pregnancy.
e feate -

November 3, 1977 -- Vots om motiom by Semator Brooke (R-MA) to pass smew laaguage: "Nome of the funde
d i- this Act shall be used to perform abortioms except where the 1ife of the sother would
red If the fetus were carried to term. Or except for lcal procedures uonut{ for the
instances where severe snd lomg-lesting physicsl health
were carried to te Nor are rm.n prohiblced

October 27

be end

victi
damage to

for drugs or devices to prev avum, or
sary for the termination of Secretary shall promptly lssue resulatioas aad
:;!;:%hh procedures to ensure that the provisions of this sectiom sre rigorously enforced.” [passed

November 29, 1977 -- Vote oa motiom b - 4
i li-l.l o motion by Semator Helms (R-NC) to sccept Hyde Amendment. (See 19.)

November 29, 1977 -- Vote om motion by semstor Helms to sdd " “ to esen x
porting rape and incest. [defeated “-ﬂl X '".“""“ Se— e

Movesber 20, 1977 -- Vete on motiom by Semeter Broeke (R-MA) te sccept 1a
fuads ia this Act shall be used to perfors sbertions: ‘uu:l whore 'rl'lo :l':l:'..";':-': :ul" th“
odurn‘ i€ the fetus were carried to term; or sxcept for medicel procedures mecessary fer
the victims of rape or incest, whem such rape or incest has reported to & lew eafercement asgency
or public heslth service or ity equivelent; er t {n those Imstances where severe ond loag- lestisg
physical health Im’: to the mother weuld result I‘ the were carried teo term. MNer sre
::zun prohibited for drugs or devices te t""“ implentation of the fertilized ovum, or for

cal procedures }SS’__"YJ" the termination of en utqlc‘uwy. The Secretsry shell

“=d actshlish srocedures te easure provisiens of this sectiom are

20. September 16,
3101 (8 998),

oo
strued to incl shert ouzt whore the
44-41)

were carried to term.®

1978
. September 22, 1978 -
to Forelgn Alde Appr

Poace Corps volunteers.

[defont

fations Bill (HR 12931) deletin
(dofeated 32-30)

sor 'velated medicel cend
11fe of the mether would be endangered If the fetus

1977 -- Vete oa Senstor Hagletem (D-MO| N
ey tiat ‘...nlm: ¢ . ( l Amendagat to the ru.-.:{'u-uuuy Bemeflt

4 [t

fons’ sty bo con-

Vote on motion by Semator Imowye (D-HI) to ucoéc Senste Committee Amendment
g Mouse prohibition of abortion funding for

procedures meces-

12. Septesber 17, 1978 -- Vote on motiom by Semetor Hatch (R-UT) to include Hyde Amendment im the 1979
Ln‘olllll A'i:opthuon Pi11 (MR 1292 lx “Nomne of the funds provided Io; in this A:t shall be use:
ta perform abortions except where the 1ife of the mother would be endangered If the fetus were
carried to ters.” foated 55-30) Semator Thurmond (R-SC) them offered “compromise™ language
sllowing sbortion ing for 1ife eof the mother aand rape snd est instances. [defeated 66-19)
Senators » sting this tighter lsngsuge who had previously voted for "medically mecessary”™ abor-
tioas were: Byrd (B-Wv), Chiles (D-FL), Church (D-ID), Hansen (R-WY), and Munn (D-GA).
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HOUSE VOTING RECORD : 3

12378 5 6|78 o [Summar.

4 S
Willies L. Armstrong (CO-R) LS 2 0% 2 B
Max Baucus (NT-D) - o of-.(20f12)
Thad Cochran (MS-R) o ¢lmwe mwoluws o] (12 of 1Y
Willlem S. Cohen (ME-R) LR EEE RS B = | - (13 of 14),
Joha C. Culver (IA-D) - mvl- - W
H. Johm Heimz (PA-R) ¢ o|- ¢ - o|- v
Spark M. Matsumsgs (H1-D) oo o o e - ww
Joha Melcher (MT-D) s oo ¢ ¢ cjave o
Larry Pressler (SD-R) ¢ o o |o (15 of 15)
Donsld ¥. Riegle (MI-D) T e
Paul S. Ssrbames (MD-D) e oo o o . - o
Paul B. Tsomgas (MA-D) - < - |- (302 13)

lg!*
. Jure 21, 1973 -- Mogan Amendmsent te Legel Services Cor
sont of Legal Service lawyers es advocstes im pre-sbortion litigation. ([pessed 301-68 ' 7

reation BA1L (HR 7824) rnulel;-l invelve

1. Jume 21, 1973 -- Roncsllo Amendment to Natiomal Sclemce Foumdation Authorizatiom IulJUl 510

prohibiting experimentation on & human fetus wvhich ls outside the vomb of its mother a

& beating heart. ([pas

1974

prohibit

sed 208-73)

which has

April ﬂl 1974 -- Romcalle Amendsent te MNatiomsl Science Foundation Authorizatiom Bill (HR 13999
funding of research on & humen fetus which has been removed from the womb sad which hs

[} unl-’ art unless such research is for the purpose of imsuring the survivel of that fetus.

(passed 281-58)

4. l.l:‘.”. 1974 -- Froehlich Amendment te Community Services Act, sa aati-poverty bill iﬂ 14449) pro

ting the use of funds for medical assistance and supplies Im cases of abortiom.

passed 290-91

S. June 20, 1974 -- Roacallo Amendment te Laber/HEN Ap riations Bill (HR 15580) prohibiting fundl
dlnetl; or imdirectly teo ’ny for sbortions or ».Jm referral services, abortifacieat :.run orl

devices, otc. ([defeated 2

7-11%)

6. October 8, 1974 -- Froehlich Amendment to Nouse Committes R 1 1 Res. 98
e ect " (R i use Committes Reorgamizetion (M Res 8) teo creste a

s on sbort
refused to held hearings). ldo'uto‘ 193-

e

{:;l(pnpoud because House Judiclary Committee still

June 24, 1976 -- Hyde Asendment to Lebor/HEW Appropriatioms BIll (HR 14232) proilllu“,h‘nghf”
-187, .

for abortion. A second vote on the same amemdment occurred two hours later. [passed
Ipassed 223-150)

8. August 10, 1976 -- Another vote om Wyde Amendment.
9. September 16, 1976 -- A final vote onm the

Myde Amendment prohibiting funding of sbortioms except

where the 1lfe of the mother would be endamgered {f the fetus were carried to term. (S 1 pr
sbortioa cu’uu-u voted for this prohibition enly because ch:; llll't'vu: t::‘l.abgrnlﬂ.u:’r:

pristions B1

1-7

1 delayed any longer.) ([passed 256-114)

§ votes occurred ia Howse sa federsl shertion funding.



FIRST 1979 VOTE ON THE FEDERAL FUNDING OF ABORTIONS

June 27, 1979 - Vote on motion by Congressman Obey (D WI-7) to eliminate the following °
Hyde language from the 1980 Labor/HEW Appropriations Bill (HR 4389): Nome of the “unds
provided for in thig Act shall be used to perform abortions except where the life of
the mother would be endangered if the fetus were carried to term, and replace it with
the following compromise language presently in the Law: WNone of the funds provided
for in this Act shall be used to perform abortions except where the life of the mother
would be endangered if the fetus were carried to term; or except for such medical
procedures necessary for the vietims of rape or incest, whem such rape or incest has
been reported promptly to a law enforcement agency or publtc health gervtca, or except
in those instances where severe and long-lasting physical health damdge to the mother
would result if the pregnancy were carried to term when so determmnéﬂ by two physicianas.

e
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Nor are payments prohibited for drugs or devices to prevent the imp

fertilized ovum, or for medical procedures necessary for the termi

tation: \qf the

nation ofvah ectopic
tion ofah P

pregnancy. (Defeated 241-180)
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l6.Panetta _  3.Russo i 7.Markey - 3.Ambro + TI.Myers Myers + 7.Robingon +

17. Pashayan - 4.Dervinski *+ 8.0'Neill d.Lent + 2.Gray - B8,.Harris ”»

18. Thomas . 5.Fary +  9.Moakley *  5.Wydler + 3.Lederer + J9.Wampler *

19.Lagomarsino 6.8yde * 10.Heckler + 6.Wolff = 4, Dougherty + l0.Fisher .

20.Goldwater *+ 7.Collins - 1ll,Donnelly + 37 addabbo = S5.Schulze +

21l.Corman . =1 180 + 12.Studds = 8.Rosenthal - 6.Yatron + WASHINGTOW

ig.gaq{hccd + lS_.\'atu - 9,Ferraro - 7.BEdgar o "o .Pr;;chard -
.Beilenson = 10.Mikva -  MICHIGAN 10.Biaggi + 8.Kostmayer =~ 2.Swift =

24 . Wasxman - ll.Annunzio *+ T.Conyers - 11.5cn33.r > 9.5hu-c¢¥ + 3.Bonker, 3

25.Roybal 2% CraneuP. 2.Pursell - 12.Chisholm - 10.MeDade + 4.McCormhck =

26.Rousselot + 13.MeClory + 3. Wolpe - 13.Solarz = 1l.Flood nv 5.Foley %
27.Dornan * 14.Erlenborn * 4.Stockman nv 1l4.Richmond = 12.Murtha + 6.Dicks =

28. Dixon = 15.Corcoran *  5.Sawyer + 15.Zeferetti ¥ 13.Coughlin =By, 3

29.Hawkins ~ 16.Anderson nv 6.Carr - 1l6.Holtzman = l4.Moorhead ¥ >

30.Danielson = 17.0'Brien +* 7.Kildee + 17.Murphy nv 18, Ritter + WEST VIRGINIA
3l.Wilson, C.H. = 18.Michel * 8.Traxler + 18.Green = 16.Walker + .Mollo =

32.Anderson ~ 19.Railsback - 9.VanderJagt + ° 19.Rangel - 17.Ertel + 2.Staggers +

33.Grisham = 20.Findley - 10. Albosta + 20.Weiss - 18.Walgren - 3.Slack -

34. Lungren + 21.Madigan +  11.Davie + 21.Garcia = 19.Goodling + 4.Rahall »

3S.Lloyd = . 22.Crane, " D. * 12.Bonior + 2% Bingham - 20.Gaydos +

36 .Brown - 23.Price + 13.Diggs nv 23 Peyser - 2l.Bailey + WISCONSIN

1. Sewia + 24.Simon -  1l4.Nedzi + 24.0ttinger - 22.Murphy + I.Aspin 63

38.Patterson nv 15.Ford - 25.Pish + 23.Clinger + 2.Kastenmejer -

35. Dannemeyer + INDIANA 16.Dingell ~ 28.Gilman - 24.Marks - 3.Baldus >

40.B8adham + l.Benjamin + 17.Brodhead =  27.McHugh + 25. Atkinson + 4.Zablocki +

41.Wilson, Bob + 2.Fithian + l8.Blanchard =~ 28.Stratton + 5.Reuss =

42.Deerlin S JeBrademas - 1J.Broomfield * 29, Solomon + RHODE ISLAND §.Petrt .  *

43.Burgener 4.Quayle * 30.McEven + "1.5t. Germain + .Obe %

S.Hillia +  MINNESOTA 31.Mitchell + 2.Beard + 8.Rot &

COLORADO 6.Evans + I.Erda + 32.Hanley + 9. Sensenbremar:
1.Schroeder T 7.Myers * 2.Hagedorn + 33. Lee + SOUTH CAROLINA

2.Wirth 8. Deckard  + 3.Frenzel - 34.Horton - I.Davis - WYOMING
3.Kogovsek _ 9.Hamilton *+ 4.Vento + 35.Conable - 2.Spence + AL Theney 2

4.Johnaon L l0.sharp + 5.Sabo - 36.lLaFalce + 3.Derrick -

5. Xramer 1l.Jacobs " 6.Nolan = 37.Nowak + 4. Campbell *

; 7.Stangeland + 38.Kem + 5.Holland -
CONNECTICUT IOWA 8.0berstar + 39 .Lunsine - 6.Jenrette - D Democrat

ZI.Cottcr + 1.Leach = R Republican
~D°dd_ : - o. Tauke B MISSISSIPPI NORTE SOUTH DAKOTA

3.Giaimo - 3.Grassley % .Whitten + ..Jance:immmm - 1, Daschle - + = Pro-Life

4.McKinney - 4.Smith 2 2.Bawen *  2.Fountain - 2.Abdnor + Vote

5. Ratchford - S.Harkin - 3iMontgomery *  3.unitley = e SEmihare

6.Moffett - 6.Bedell + 4.Binson * . Xndvavk - TENNESSEE ion Vote

S.Lott +  5.Neal - T Quillen # I S0t
DELAWARE KANSAS 6.Preyer ~ 2.Duncan + Voting
4% Evans - "I1.3ebelius + MISSOURI 7.Rose - 3.Bouquard + I = Changed
2. Jeffries + ay - 8.lefner - 4.Gore * e -
3. ¥inn + 2.Young *  9.Martin - 5.Boner + o +
4.Glickman - 3.Gephardt * 10.Broyhill - 6.Beard +
5. Whittaker + 4.Skelton + 1ll.Gudger = 7.Jones ®
5.Bolling nv B.Ford "
§.0vleman * NORTH DAKOTA
7.Taylor * AL Andrews *
8.Ichord o
9.Volkmer *
10.Burlison b
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WILMINGTON — The twe dny In-
2 boy and a girl, each weighing
pounds i that, were doing wail, ;.

X the

ter's Intensive care mrsery. And
was the problem.
Both babies. were supposed o lnu
fered cardisc arfest and be:n
Sxpelled stillborn after injection of a*
hllm iull ,Jmo lhtlmheu‘
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umm b-ua hm both ;; them,

ﬂ‘m over for sdoption by
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m* ~ABORTION. Prem 1B -
htlifwﬂunmthonnid. Its
Beart stops beatipig. At the same time,
the salt m f contrac-

of more ¢~ the infant down in the woman's
Mmsln‘ply nnnor,' abdominal ares,. w,pmcnuw
”L uun lmﬂim'3 s '
hr'l:mu_d:uu "m mnanmonmmcnum
“the. ldlhl’m' mw‘dﬂlhcmﬁ'ﬂh
Said, -1 & petient is ob¥sd, that” muider in the death of an lufant
ber Derder to-examine ... DOrD live ““"‘ saline abortion.
we isumé patients are; Waddill, who examined the infant 30| ©
il period and likely  1hat 1t was dying, bes beed ﬁ:‘;:
).! Buterrorscan DY
" the and then of hav-
ﬁmm‘nﬂnu g tried to got wilhesses 10 agree on
"‘Muahwmhoﬂln-dnnlu acover stary:
defmlnunmo

, and DO replacament law hu:
,'dmu o S F

-

: mmmmmm.u- .

nmul:.um:mhmt:mm;
vestigation: ons that Chie
Attorney: General Joseph Ji

on their own power last .
Wilmington - Médical,

’Llfe despite aborti
mOral dﬂemma i

~ otomy ou a patient —
abdomen and

i bortlo

2™ thelr momm and so lhey hlve né’
ml names a3 yet; They are called Sal !
»lnd Salina by interns and nurses
Nip reference 1o the saline solution
that fafled to kflithem. * »

But the uences of fhese',
-oomons that didn't work. are rog,

The Delaware Attorne General's.

&omca ‘has subpoensed hdspital’ re-

cords and s Iucnlewln; staff in an
fnvestigation of allegations tliag the:

upon delivery, . was nof

* checked m’lly lor‘slgns of llfe '

rs «"‘“i.

LIon,

line

mu performed a hyster-

— opening her
and lifting the fetus cue. He
was alleged byvlm‘-wmhcw

A jury finished its seventlr day of
deliberation . without reaching &
verdict Friday. This is Waddill's sec-
ond trial on,the charges — a jury
rmumunaysmy-rmw“
on a verdict.

sm.mmonu-mmmcmunn

pressing marder and criminal|
abortion charges there against a

- doctor who administered saline at

the 25th week and delivered an in-
fant who iived 18 days.

Sketchy details

In such a charged legal atmospheret
as this, details of what happened at.
the o Medical Center have:
been hard (o come by. The hospital.
which serves ail of northerm Dela-
ware and was the site of 2,000 abor-
tions last year, acknowledged the twor
live births in a sketchy statement last
Monday. The.lnfants (both in good
condition) were described only as &
girl now about five weeks oid and a:
boy about 10 daysold.

By week's end. with Farnan's lnv»
tigation in full gear, the medical
center was unwilling even to recon-
firm its earlier report of the babies’
weights and developmental age at
burth. Drs. Johm M. Levinson and
Mobammed [mran, idenufied by"
sources as the physicians involved,
refused comment.

From unofficial sources, some de-
tails of the births and the investigs-
ton were available. The births were
broum to-light by local ant-abor-

ps, which hed been slerted
!:L person with strong anti-abortion
ws who works at the center.

Thé source inside the center alleg-
¢s that the infants '"‘l"h .:.l weeks u;nd
Fe ) nts them

‘. into the third mmeﬂu (The

= mmt first sald the infants were In
i “the fifth or sixth month, but it de-

clined to confirm that estimate when
chllhu.d.x
' The size and dnelwmnul age of
;the Infants will be pivotal to any
charges that may resuit.
. Fetal development can be dated to
“within a week by ultrasound exami-

- fiatioh (a proceduré in which sound

(wayes are used to measure the size of

“fhe fetus). However, sources allege °

’that ‘uitrasound' examinations
(which are considered an unneces-
sary expense under routine circum-
starices) were not done before the
two abortions that resulted in live
births.

‘ deéyond the 20th week. (

— e ——

“":1- . BJ

: A moral"'dllemma in Del.\

Alrcady nccordlng lo Jourca m prem conn d«:{slon Bu! are such

the medical community, the medical

aBortiond morally acceptable If the
—% - center has begun new ultrasound: resullhmcumescuve—md Hke

screening of wonien reqnesting abors - ty damaged — infant?’

* tions in the secofid {rimester ol preg-:

Births like the two af the medical

nancy, and it has turhed rlly mm ¢entér are rark but by no means

pregoancy lasts about 36 weeks.)
. lo- Wilmingion and beyond, the '
. cojncidence of two such live births -
In the space of @ month has posed for ~

Last week, although no - formal
announcement was the medi-
cal ceater began to require uitra-
sound examipations before late sec-
ond trimester sbortiohs and to turn
away women more than 20 weeks

| pregnant, according to two sources. |

Steps have been taken, In other |
words, t6 prevent any further accl-
defital ilve dellveries dnﬂu abor-
tions.

Omol!hcdunel that Farnan is
Investigating is that proper care was
pot given to one of the infants. One
of them, by the tenter’s own account,
vnhucnddudmdmuldolnn
plastic specimen far briefly before a
pulsating in its umbilical chord was

observed.

For Delawify Right-to-Life mem-
be rs, the incidents were a vehicle for
renewing their of all abor-
tions. Right-to-Life president Waiter

_(Continued on next page)
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full-term i, unprécedented. Accordlnu to Dr.
Willard Cates, chlef of abortion sur- '

vellldnce st the Center for Disease
C

\ public discussion an ethical problem blnh SLE
iinfants’ development was grossly, that long has troubled professionals. -
S underestimaied and that one, of.{ Voluntary abortions late In the. viving for any length of time are

second trimester (up to 24 weeks) are
cleari) iegal under a {973 U.S. Su-

rol in Atlanta, about 2 out of
saline uhomou result in a live

The.chances of u:h en Infant sur-

considerably less though, Cates said.
. In 1974, the latest year studied. there

Phlladolphln lnquirci‘

were 200 such unintended Mrths
nationally. Of that group. six sur-
vived early infancy and have 8 good
chance of growing to maturity f is

\

safe 10 assume that at jeast s1x infanis.

a year have been surviving abortions
since then, he said.

Ironically, the saline mmre'sb
supposed advantage over two oiher:

methods used late in the second tri-
mester is that |t alone kiils the fetus
before expuision.

The saline solution 18 injecied w as
o repiace some of the murturing
amniotic fluid of the mother's womb.

(See ABORTION on 7-8)

... 2 babies survive saline shots i
testlmony to unperfect procedure

Continued from M( page
Janocha said his tesching colleagues
at a private school for the retarded
were taking him and his cause a good
deal more seriously than they had
before.

Last week, most Wilmington doc-
tors were ducking even general ques-
tions about the significance bf the
twao live births. An exception was Dr.
John Gehret, a plm-s:ophn obstetri-
cian who did much of the drafting of._

Delaware's abortion law, Y

“There's a lot of logic fic to making 20
weeks the cutoff,” Gehret ssid in an
interview Thursday night. “For one
thing, that's when the woman begins

to feel the baby ... Also there's no.:

conce{vable way a 20-week infant can
De kept alive outside the womb... -
“I'm personally not-interested in
doing later abortions. They're kind
of revolting to mé: But I understand

ki aadi e LN

thc guy who $ays, They're legal —
someone’s going to do 'em — why not
offer them here ciose to the woman's
bome?' ™

Dr. Laura Tyret, vice president for
;medical affairs of the Planned:Par-
enthood Federstiod of America, said
Friday that she and her organization,
like Dr. Gehret, view the dangers of
late second-trimester uboruons with
some alarm. '

Plahned Parenthood’s own cllnla~
do not encotrage abortions except
for medicat reasons after 18 weeks, -

. Tyrer said. Early on in thé liber-
alization of abortion. policies, some
doctory advocated providing no lifé
support dssistance to the rare live
born infant. “Now we think that’s
very Inappropriate and does mnot
show proper. respect for humnn mo."‘
shesaid.

Many, medical e-nten around |

Comea o )

country are rolling the iimit for vol-
untary abortions back to 2 weeks;
said Dr. Cates of the Center for Dis-
esse Control, and some stales now
require by law that a pediatricien be
present in case of live birth for any
abortion later {n term.

But this approsch also bas {ts crit-
ics. Patrick A. Trueman, general
counsel for the Chi Ameri-
cans United for Life, an anti-abortida
group, sald it makes little sensé to
mave the limit back to 20 weeks, or
any such arbitrary number.

“That would be only minimal prog-
ress in my view,” he said Friday.

“It wasn't s0 many years ago thet
nobubybornn\enmnmn
was given a chance to survive. Now
we're down to 24 weeks. Wiiat do we
do when the technology is such that
we can keep them alive at 19 or 1€
. rweeks, or in vitro."



AC ACTION

High Priority Pro-Life Communication

-ALERT

July 2, 1979

PRO-LIFE VICTORY IN HOUSE -- ACTION GOES TO SENATE

YOUR HELP NEEDED TO SHUT OFF FEDERAL FUNDS FOR ABORTION
Senate Action Expected in Late Ju'1y

On June 27th the U.S. House of Representatives adopted strong Hyde language restricting the
use of federal funds for abortion in the FY 1980 Labor/HEW Appropriations Bill: '"Nome of
the funds contained in this Act shall be used to perform abortion except where the life of
the mother would be endangered if the fetus were carried to term.” By a vote of 241 to 180
the House fought off an attempt to weaken this language.

The ACTION NOW SHIFTS TO THE SENATE which is expected to vote on the Hyde language by late
July. Due to the wide margin of victory in the House vote, pro-life leaders on Capitol Hill
think that restoration of the Hyde Amendment to the law is a definite possibility -- but only
if a strong grassroots effort is made to break down the pro-abortion will of the Senate.
Tmmediately begin to institute this ACTION-ALERT. Please tailor your message to each of your
two U.S. Senators to his past voting record on federal funding (see enclosed U.S. Senate
voting record).

ACTION
REQUESTED

1. INSTITUTE LETTERWRITING ALERT

Use your telephone tree, bulletins, Letters to Editors, etc. to activate

as many pro-life persons as possible. Ask each to send a public opinion
telegram, mailgram, or letter (NOT a phone call) to their two Senators.

A Use one of the following messages for each, based on each Senator's previous
voting record:

TO PRO-LIFE SENATORS (All '"+'" Voting Record):
Please continue to support the Hyde language in the Labor/HEW Appropri-
ations Bill. I oppose the use of any of my tax dollars to pay for

; Z VORI abortions.
ol e\ TO _SENATORS WHO VOTED TO WEAKEN RESTRICTION (Mixed +/- Voting Record):
'% > I strongly oppose your votes to weaken the Hyde Amendment. None of my
ﬁé\hvﬂJ;j tax dollars should be used to pay for abortions.

TO_PRO-ABORTION FUNDING SENATORS (All "-'" Voting record):

I strongly oppose your continued support of federal funding of abortion-
on-demand. My tax dollars should not be used for abortions.

TO NEW SENATORS:

T strongly oppose the use of any of my tax dollars for abortions.

Please vote for the Hyde AmenZEght.

ACTION
REQUESTED

\2. ARRANGE MEETINGS WITH SENATORS :
Immediately call to request a meeting of key pro-life citizens with each
of your Senators. Try to meet with each as soon as possible,. but no later
than July 23. The purpose of this important face-to-face dialogue is to:

FOR PRO-LIFE SENATORS: THANK him for his past support, STRESS the need
for his continued support for the Hyde Amendment by referring to the

unacceptable language in the law which pays for thousands of abortionms,
AND OBTAIN his commitment to support the Hyde language again this year.

’ FOR SENATORS WHO SUPPORTED WEAKENING THE LANGUAGE: INFORM him that the
present language is unacceptable because thousands of abortions are
being paid for with tax dollars (see reverse), PROVIDE documentation
refuting the need for either a '"Health of the Mother'" or '"Rape/Incest"

i exception (see green enclosure from May 2, 1979 ALERT), AND REQUEST
his unwavering support for the Hyde Amendment to remove the federal
government from the abortion business.

FOR PRO-ABORTION FUNDING SENATORS: PERSUADE him that those Americans

who know each abortion kills an innocent human being should not be forced
to violate their consciences by the use of their tax dollars to pay for
abortions.

FOR NEW SENATORS: DETERMINE his position, then make appropriate points

listed above.

DEADLINE: ALL REQUESTED ACTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY JULY 22, 1979

National Committee For a Human Life Amendment, Inc.
1707 L STREET. N.W. SUITE 400 ® WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 e 202-785-8061
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& _ BACKGROUND INFORMATION FOR KEY LEADERS : !
Three years ago the U.S. Congress passed the Hyde Amendment (see wording on reverse). During
each of the last two years, the Congress passed weaker language which includes both a '"Health
of the Mother" and a "Rape/Incest' exception. These exceptions read as follows: "...or except
for such medical procedurecs necessary for the victime of rape or incest, when such rape or
incest has been reported promptly to a law enforcement agency or public health service; or ex-
cept in those instances where severe and long-lasting physical health damage to the mother
would result if the pregnancy were carried to term when 8o determined by two physicians."

It is alleged that this weaker language has resulted in a 99% reduction in the number of
federally funded Medicaid abortions. However, these exceptions must be removed and the Hyde
Amendment restored to the law for the following reasons:

I. Compromise Is Unacceptable When Dealing With An Inalienable Right. It is often
suggested that compromise is the essence of the legislative process in a democracy.
While the art of compromise might be appropriate when dealing with certain economic
and social goals, it ought not to apply to fundamental and inalienable rights such
as the right to life. This is one of the reasons that the founding fathers placed
such rights in the Constitution, i.e., to place them beyond the give and take, un-
certainties and turmoil of the ongoing legislative process. Unfortunately, the U.S.
Supreme Court has removed the unborn from the category of human beings who receive
constitutional protection for their fundamental rights and freedoms. However, those
congressmen who adhere to the role of government as articulated in the Declaration of
Independence must steadfastly vote to protect the inalienable right to life of all
innocent ‘persons, as their predecessors steadfastly voted to protect the inalienable
right to liberty. We should never have a public policy in America that legalizes and
pays for the killing of any number of innocent human beings however small or incon-
venient they might be.

II. The reported drop in federally funded abortions by 99% is not true. Our research has
revealed the following examples of discrepancies between figures on HEW's statistical
report versus actual experience with states obtaining or seeking federal reimburse-

ment:
NUMBER OF FEDERALLY FUNDED ABORTIONS - 1978
HEW Actual Reimbursement
Statistical Report Obtained or Will be Requested
Illinois 264 12,606
California 00 , 8,667
Massachusetts 24 1,457

This is not surprising when one reads Secretary Califano's letters accompanying the
figures. He points out all the figures are unaudited, that all states have an un-
limited time period to request reimbursement, and that some states are submitting
one set of figures for reimbursement and a second set for the statistical report on
federally funded abortions.

III. HEW Regulations Unchanged -- Potential For Massive Abuse Remains. The HEW regula-
tions, written to implement the abortion funding language currently in the law,
remain unchanged -- despite the excellent legislative history established in 1978
to persuade Secretary Califano to tighten them. Consider the following: :

a) "Medical Procedures' are interpreted to include abortionms.

b) Rape is interpreted to include statutory rape.

c) Reporting requirements for rape and incest victims are lax and ineffective:

1) anyone can report the crime up to two months later; 2) the report may be
made by mail; and 3) the report may be made after the abortion has been
performed. ;

d) The regulations fail to establish any procedures that require documentation
(medical records) to justify the need for abortions by the physicians who per-
form them. :

The potential for widespread abuse of the weak language passed into law last year,
and of the HEW regulations implementing that law, remains -- despite allegations

that major abuse has not occurred. A glimpse of what might happen is evident 1in

the breakdown of the figures provided by the state of Ohio. In six months, 697
abortions were performed for the stated reason of the 'Life of the Woman Endangered".
No other state even came close to matching this figure. It is difficult to imagine
that the lives of Ohio women are in greater danger due to pregnancy than the lives
of women in other states with similar populations.

IV. Secretary Califano Himself Is Clearly Concerned. In his testimony before the House
Appropriations Labor/HEW Subcommittee on March, 1979, Secretary Califano of HEW urged
that the health exception be eliminated. His administrations' position was challenged
by Rep. Smith (D IA-4), who said, "'So the difference between the administration and the

existing law is 385?" .Secretary Califano responded: '"That is one way to put it. There
are obviously some more fundamental considerations involved..."

YDE A 0 =

SPECIAL REQUEST FOR PRAYERS
Please request of all pro-life citizens their prayers on behalf of the unborn and for
those undergoing and performing abortions.
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fora Human Life
Amendment, Inc. :

CDAC ACTION NEWS

WASHINGTON RLPORT FOR CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT ACTION COMMITTEES
July 3, 1979

HYDE AMENDMENT PASSES FIRST HOUSE TEST
VOTE MARGIN DEMONSTRATES INCREASING PRC-LIFE STRENGTH

dn Wednesday, Jume 27, 1979, cthe U.S. House of Representatives voted 241-180 in favor
of the Hyde Amendment to the Labor/HEW Appropriations Bill. The Hyde Amendment reads:

"Nome of the funds provided in this Act shall be used to perform
abortions except where the life of the mother would be endangered
i1f the fetus were ca.m*ied to term. "

When the above language came to the floor of the House in the Appropriations Bill
it was immediately challenged by abortion advocate Rep. Louis Stokes (D-21lst, OH) who made
a motion to eliminate any restriction on the use of federal funds for abortions. The Stokes'
motion was defeated on a voice vote.

Then, Rep. David Obey (D-7th-WI), a persistent and clever champion of the weakest poss-
ible restrictions on the of federal funds for abortions, presented the NARAL-Planned Parent-
hood fall-back position. He made a motion to strike the Hyde Amendment and replace it with
the present language in the law which includes exceptions for health and rape/incest. The
Obey motion was defeated 241-180 -- a sixty-one vote margin! The Labor/HEW Appropriations

Bill, with the Hyde Amendment as an important and integral element, will now proceed to the
Senate where action is expected by the end of July.

USE CAUTION WHEN EVALUATING YOUR CONGRESSMAﬁ'S VOTE

A review of the season's first vote on Hyde reveals several congressman who, for the
first time, voted pro-life. THIS DOES NOT MEAN THAT THE CONGRESSMAN HAS BEEN WON OVER, {.e.,
that he will vote pro-life on all subsequent votes. Other factors may have been at work.

For instance, the congressman may have been: supporting the Committee language at this stage
in the process; or giving his pro-life constituents the first vote while fully intending to
vote for the "compromise" later; or voting with his pro-life constituents since there was
only one recorded vote this year. [Last year when the Hyde Amendment arrived on the floor,
there were two recorded votes -- the first to delete any restriction on funding; the second
to substitute the "compromise' language for Hyde. This provided several legislators with an
opportunity to give both sides a recorded vote, i.e., vote against the deletion of any
restrictions on the first vote for the pro-life constituent and then, turn around and vote
for the "compromise" language on the second vote for NARAL.] -

THE BOTTOM LINE:

Unless you have a firm commitment from your congressman to support the Hyde Amendment
throughout the entire session of congress do not assume that he will vote pro-life on the
next vote or on thogse votes which will occur toward the end of the process in September.

FIRST-RATE EFFORTS BY GRASSROOTS AND HOUSE PRO-LIFE LEADERS ASSURED VICTORY

The outstanding margin of victory which the pro-life movement achieved last week was
the result of a several months long campaign which saw efforts at the congressional district

level successfully joined at every stage in the process with a first-rate performance by
several key pro-life leaders on Capitol Hill.

Labor/HEW Subcommittee: The Hyde language was first placed in the appropriations bill at

the Subcommittee level due to the strong advocacy of Chairman William Natcher (D-2-KY).
Supporting Mr. Natcher were subcommittee members: Daniel Flood (D-11-PA); Edward Patten
(D-15-NJ); Joseph Early (D-3-MA); Robert Michel (R-18-IL); Silvio Conte (R-1-MA); and George
0'Brien (R-17-IL). Unsuccessful efforts to oppose its inclusion were led by Rep. Obey.

Appropriations Committee: Here, Reps. Obey and Bill Alexander (D-1-AR) led the effort to
replace the Hyde Amendmert with the compromise language. They failed in two successive
efforts (23-22 and 25-24). The victory was guaranteed by the efforts of Mr. Natcher, Mr.

Early and Mr. Joseph McDade (R-10-PA).
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Rules Committee: In the absence of a special Rule protecting the Hyde Amendment from

a polnt of order for legislating on an appropriations bill, the pro-life language would
have been stricken from the bill. Consequently, Mr. Robert Bauman (R-1-MD) successfully
orchestrated the achievement of a Rule. Rep. Joseph Moakley (D-9-MA), a Rules Committee
member, helped line up pro-life support among the Democrats. Again it was Mr. Obey who
made an attempt to obtain a Rule that would have hurt pro-life chances by helping the
NARAL-Planned Parenthood supported "compromise'. The Obey effort failed. In additionm,

Anthony Beilenson (D-23-CA) proposed an even worse Rule which also failed. Until he
entered the hospital, Rules Committee Chairman, Richard Bolling (D-5-MO), blocked the
Bauman effort.

Full House Action: As always, the single most effective congressman working to end

federal abortion payments was Henry Hyde (R-6-IL). Ably joining him this year as co-
sponsors and co-leaders of the Hyde campaign were: Harold Volkmer (D-9-MO) and Charles
Dougherty (R-4-PA). These three pro-life floor leaders spent several days before the
actual floor vote in an effort to persuade marginal members to vote pro-life. Mr.
Volkmer recruited and coordinated a Democratic team to secure the support of marginal
members. Helping were: Nicholas Mavroules (D-6-MA); Ron Mazzoli (D-3-KY); James
Oberstar (D-8-MN); Marty Russo (D-3-IL); and Bob Young (D-2-MO). Charles Dougherty
conducted an identical campaign among Republicans, whose team consisted of: Robert
Bauman; Robert Dornan (R-27-CA); David Treen (R-3-LA); Tom Tauke (R-2-IA); and Dan
Lungren (R-34-CA).

All of these members helped in one or more additional ways as well, such as sending
"Dear Colleague'" letters, speaking, handling the door, etc. Also helping were: George
0'Brien; John Erlenborn (R-14-IL); Robert Livingston (R-1-LA); Ron Paul (R-22- TX), Eldon
Rudd (R-4-AZ); Don Bailey (D-21-PA); Marilyn Lloyd Bouquard (D-3-TN); and Dale Kildee
(D=-7-MI).

Pro-Abortion Leadership: Leading the effort on the floor for total abortion funding was
Louis Stokes (D-21-0OH), and for the compromise language was David Obey. Joining them in
speaking in favor of abortion funding were: Ronald Dellums (D-8-CA); Millicent Fenwick
(R-5-NJ); Joel Pritchard (R-1-WA); Neal Smith (D-4-IA); S. William Green (R-18-NY);
Geraldine Ferraro (D-9-NY); Stephen Neal (D-5-NC); Don Edwards (D-10-CA); George Miller
(D-7-CA); John Seiberling (D-4-OH); Patricia Schroeder (D-1-C0); Paul McCloskey (R-12-CA);
Parren Mitchell (D-7-MD); Ted Weiss (D-20-NY); and James Weaver (D-4-0OR).

THIS VICTORY BELONGS TO YOU

For those of you who are continuing to work to fully develop your Congressional District
Action Committees or similar organizations, you should take great pride in this initial
strong pro-life vote in the House of Representatives. The Congress is responding to the
increasing number of Americans who, in a systematic and organized fashion, are getting

on record in opposition to abortion. To those who, for whatever reasons, haven't been
organizing along the CDAC lines, we urge you now to get involved or reinvolved in the
process -— because without everyone's help it is unlikely that all federal abortion fund-
ing will be ended and it will be impossible to pass a Human Life Amendment which wpuld
end the legal killing of 1.3 million American unborn children a year.

PLEASE SAY THANK YOU »

Please thank all pro-life congressmen for their votes and especially thank those who
assumed a leadership role. For those supporting us for the first time, include in your
thanks the hope that their vote represents a chinge in position and not just an isolated

act.

FINAL VICTORY DEPENDS ON YQOU

Where commitments cannot be immediately obtained from your congressman to support the
Hyde Amendment throughout the session, then you have until approximately mid-September to
further organize in order to achieve a level of strength that hopefully will persuade
your congressman to vote pro-life. Without a full scale effort on each of your parts,

we will not be able to restore the Hyde Amendment to the law and save so many thousands
of unborn children's lives.
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Hyde Amendment—
(Continued from Page 1)

are unaudited and many discrepancies have
been uncovered, showing that the actual
number of tax-paid abortions is much higher
than official figures indicate.

For example, HEW'’s statistical report lists
264 such abortions for the state of Illinois dur-
ing 1978, but the actual reimbursement sought
by the state was for 12,606. Similarly, 24 sub-
sidized abortions were shown by HEW for
Massachusetts, while the state claimed reim-
bursement for 8,667. HEW'’s report shows no
federally funded abortions for California in
1978, but the state claimed reimbursement for
1,457.

In letters from HEW Sec. Joseph Califano
accompanying the department’s figures it is
pointed out that states have an unlimited time
to request reimbursement and that some states
are submitting one set of figures for that pur-
pose and a second set for the statistical report.

Secondly, HEW regulations written to im-
plément the current abortion funding restric-
tion are extremely lax and the potential for
mass abuse remains. Funding is allowed not
only in cases of forcible rape but also in
‘‘statutory’’ rape cases. Reporting re-
quirements for alleged rape and incest victims
are ineffective in that anyone can report the
crime up to two months after its occurrence
and the report can be made by mail and may be
submitted after the abortion has been perform-
ed. Also, the regulations fail to establish pro-
cedures requiring documentation by physicians
to justify the need for abortions they perform.

Ohio’s figures show that abuse of the abor-
tion funding limitation is occurring. In six
months, 697 abortions were performed there
under the “‘life of mother’’ exception. No
other state even came close to matching this
figure. It is difficult to imagine that the lives of
Ohio women are in any greater danger from
pregnancy than those of women living in other
states with similar populations.

In writing to or speaking with their represen-
tatives and senators, pro-lifers should em-
phasize that while compromise might be ap-
propriate when dealing with certain economic
and social goals, it ought not to apply to fun-
damental and inalienable rights, such as the
right to life. It should never be public policy in
America to pay for the killing of any number
of innocent human beings, no matter how
small or inconvenient they may be. /

J

for life amendment \“{f‘,

The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod; the
nation’s second largest Lutheran denomina-
tion, has gone on record in favor of a Human
Life Amendment to prohibit abortion except
to save the life of the mother. The resolution
was adopted with little debate during the re-
cent biennial convention of the 2.7 million-
member group.

The synod has had an anti-abortion position
since 1971, but this is the first time members
have called for a Human Life Amendment.

Page Seven

tion of the Morgan Messenger.)

though that makes abortion right.

Using the logic of the ‘‘pro-choicers,”’

UO S0.

“Pro-choice” label inaccurate,
says newspaper editor

(Editor’s note: The following editorial by Editor Walt Olson appeared in the May 30 edi-

A new expression in the lexicon of pro-abortionists has popped up. It's called ‘‘pro-
choice.’’ In other words, those who favor abortion are said (o be ‘‘pro-choicers.”’

By such thinking, the anti-abortion groups are no longer pro-life,
‘‘anti-choice.’’ An article in the recent Redbook magazine kept referring to pro-choice as
something laudable. The article also indicated that 80% of the people favor abortion, as

More than 80% of the Germans thought Hitler was OK for awhile too. Just because a
majority of people approve of something doesn’t make it right.
one can pop someone on the/ﬁfd \Eﬁw; baseball
bat, kick someone in the shins, or even murder someone, simply beca

—\

they are

one has chéscn to
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Mission Possible n&eds
help to help others

As part of MCCL’s Mission Possible pro-
ject, youthful pro-life activist Andy Sondag
left Minnesota in mid-July to assist with
organizational efforts in Arkansas.

Sondag, 23, is a native of southern Illinois
and a 1978 graduate of the College of St.
Thomas. While a student he was active in Save
Our Unwanted Life (SOUL), a campus pro-life
group, and served a term as its president.

(SOUL, the Minnesota affiliate of the Na-
tional Youth Pro-Life Coalition has been pro-
vided rent-free office space by MCCL since its
inception.)

Andy Sondag

Since his graduation Sondag has volunteered
extensively in

Missouri Synod calls /. <.
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the right-to-life movement,
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assisting MCCL as a volunteer during this past
spring. He has spent much time in recent mon-
ths studying MCCL’s organization and learn-
ing the ins and outs of running an effective
corporation dedicated to securing the right to
life, information that will be helpful to Arkan-
sas pro-lifers, now in the initial stages of pro-
life organization.

In brief, the Mission Possible project in-
volves analyzing which states are potentially
pro-life but lack an organization capable of in-
fluencing the congressional delegation and
state legislature; raising money specifically for
a “‘sharing fund’’ for these target states; work-
ing with local leaders to formulate plans for ac-
tivating a strong pro-life group; providing mat-
ching funds and expertise to help target states
raise money to carry out their plans; and
following up with continuing help and com-
munciation with new state groups.

So far Mission Possible money has helped
pro-life efforts in eight states. Because current
resources in the Mission Possible fund are
committed to grants and loans already offered,
no such funds are available to offer Arkansas
pro-lifers when they reach the appropriate
organizational level. If you can help, please fill
out the coupon below and send it with your
donation. It must be remembered that
MCCL’s goal of a Human Life Amendment
will not be reached unless enough other states
can be helped to the necessary level of effec-
tiveness.
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TO THE EDITCR:

Regarding the Associated Press article, "Two State DFL Representatives May
Challenge Nolan Next Year."

Abortion should not be the basis of a challenge for Congressmen Richard
Nolan's 6th District congressional seat by DFL Representative Steve Wenzel
(AP story). Both men are pro-life.

Congressman Nolan is one of the few pro-life liberals in the U.S.
Congress. He has authored legislation to restore legal protection to
unborn babies, to help needy pregnant women and to improve conditions for
children and families.

He has repeatedly voted to reduce federal funding for abortion. In 1978,
it was only after 47 votes, during a long and bitter impasse between the
Senate and the House, that Congressman Nolan reluctantly supported a
compromise which was also agreed to by other pro-life Congressmen. They
settled for less than they wanted because they could see sympathy building
toward acceptance of more permissive language and because the paychecks of
thousands of families were being held up in the dispute.

This year, as last, Congressman Nolan voted for language which would
prevent federal funding for abortion except when the life of the mother is
threatened. He also supported an amendment which would have allowed
abortion only to save a mother's life, when rape and incest is promptly
reported or when two or more physicians will verify that to carry the
pregnncy to term will cause irreparable extreme physical harm to the
mother; this is also more restrictive than the present law.

Over the years the pro-life grade on Congressman Nolan's legislative
report card would be an A. That should be sufficient. He should not have
to score 100% to deserve the thanks of pro-life people. Liberal Democrats
face great pressure from many of their co-workers and supporters when they
identify with the pro-life position. We ought to appreciate those who do.
There is enough real opposition elsewhere.

Marjory Mecklenburg, President

Americen Citizens Concerned for Life



U.S., SENATE REJECTS HYDE AMENDMENT - CONFERENCE COMMITTEE SCHEDULED

On July 19, the Senate rejected the House-passed Hyde Amendment and substituted the weak
1977~-1978 abortion funding language that is currently the law. Due primarily to Sen. Schweiker
(PA), the Senate Appropriations Committee had reported out the House language as part of the
Labor /HEW Appropriations Bill. When the bill came to the Senate floor, a rather confusing
sequence of motions and substitute motions followed which resulted in five hours of debate and

three recorded votes.

First, pro-abortion dean Sen. Packwood (OR) moved to strike the abortion funding language
entirely and thus allow the use of federal funds for all abortions with no restrictions. Then
Sen. Magnusson (WA) offered a substitute motion to fund abortions for rape, incest or when
“medically necessary." Then pro-life Sen., Jesse Helms (NC) moved to amend the Magnusson motion
by striking out "medically necessary" and thus restrict abortiom !uuding to life of mother or

.rape and incest cases.

A motion to table the Helms motion failed 53-46. This in itself was a pro-life victory since
the Helms motion would have eliminated funding for "“medically necessary” abortions. Voting pro-
life against tabling the Helms motion were Minnesota Sens. Boschwitz and Durenberger. Following
that, a vote was taken on the Helms motion itself. This time the Helms motion was defeated
53-46, a pro-life loss. Minnesota Sens., Boschwitz and Dutnbctpt again voted pro-life for the
Helms motion on this vote. !

Then Magnusson agreed to allow Sen. Bayh (IN) to move the current (1977-1978) language (rape,
incest, life of mother and severe and longlasting physical health damage) rather than the "medi-
cally necessary" language. At this point, the Senate voted 57-42 to substitute that compromise
language, which the House rejected on June 27 by 241-180, for the Hyde Amendment. Voting pro-
life against substituting the compromise language, and thus for the Hyde Amendment, were Minne-
sota Sens. Boschwitz and Durenberger.

Although the Hyde Amendment lost the first round in the Senate, the vote against the current
compromise language was the largest since that language was first adopted in December, 1977, and
represented a retreat from last year's Senate position in favor of "medically necessary" language.

Only the first round in this year's federal abortion funding battle is over. The issue now
goes to conference committee and the House may vote again soon. If pro-life members of the
House and Senate hold firm there's an excellent chance that either the original Hyde Amendment
or other language substantially better than what is currently im the law can be adopted this

year,

PLEASE THANK MINNESOTA CONGRESSMEN ERDAHL, HAGEDORN, VENTO, STANGELAND AND OBER-
STAR AND SENATORS BOSCHWITZ AND DURENBERGER FOR SUPPORTING THE HYDE AMENDMENT.
THEY ARE UNDER TREMENDOUS PRESSURE FROM THE PRO-ABORTION LOBBY. URGE CONGRESS-
MEN FRENZEL, SABO, AND NOLAN TO SUPPORT THE HYDE AMENDMENT IN FUTURE VOTES.
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$73 Billion Labor-HEW Bill Passed: \@
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Senate Retreats from ﬁ)sition on Abortion

Recognizing the growing strength of the “right-to-life”
movement, the Senate has dramatically shifted its position
on federally funded abortions.

Its July 19 approval of an abortion provision signifi-
cantly more restrictive than the Senate position in past
years, represented a major victory for the anti-abortion
movement, which has vowed to expand in 1980 its 1978
efforts to defeat abortion-funding supporters at the polls.

Instead of approving all “medically necessary’” abor-
tions, as it has in past years, the Senate voted for the
compromise language in existing law, allowing payment for
abortions to save the life of the mother or prevent severe
and long-lasting damage to her physical health, and in
cases of rape or incest.

The action came on an amendment to the fiscal 1980
Labor-Health, Education and Welfare (HEW) appropri-
ations bill (HR 4389), which the Senate passed July 20.

The Senate’s strong pro-abortion-funding position in
the past has served as a counterweight to the House's tough
stand against all abortions not needed to save the life of the
mother. But this year senators were unwilling to take such
a controversial position just to give their conferees more
bargaining room. (Details of Senate floor action, p. 1532)

Pro-life forces predicted the vote would lead to further
tightening of the abortion limitation in existing law. “With
the House standing firm and a different set of circum-
stances in the Senate, we will move ahead on the Hyde
amendment,” said Jesse Helms, R-N.C. Rep. Henry J.
Hyde, R-Ill., sponsored the original anti-abortion
amendment.

“Pro-choice” supporters of abortion funding placed
their hopes on the Senate sticking with the existing com-
promise language in conference negotiations.

In other action on HR 4389, the Senate rejected at-
tempts to make major cuts in the funding levels reported by
the Appropriations Committee. It approved floor amend-
ments adding $258.6 million to the committee bill. The
total appropriation was $73 billion.

Unlike the House, the Senate rejected an attempt to
cut HEW spending by $500 million, with the savings to
come out of spending for waste, fraud and abuse. In 1978
the Senate approved a $2 billion waste, fraud and abuse
reduction. (1978 Almanac p. 105)

The House passed HR 4389 June 27. (Weekly Report p.
1287)

Senate Committee Action

The Senate Appropriations Committee filed its report
on HR 4389 July 13 (S Rept 96-247). It approved fiscal 1980
appropriations of $72.7 billion — $250.7 million less than
the House-approved total.

The difference between the two bills would have been
even greater if the committee had approved the House's
$500 million reduction in HEW spending for waste, fraud
and abuse. The total of line items in the House-passed bill
was actually $716.7 million more than the Senate commit-
tee total.

—By Harrison H. Donnelly
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“This shows the
strength of the
right-to-life move-
ment. People get '
panicky.” y
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Unlike recent previous years, the committee declined
to put liberalized abortion language into the bill, deciding
to let the House language allowing abortion funding only to
save the life of the mother remain in the bill.

—Sen. George McGovern,
D-S.D.

Department of Labor

The committee achieved a $53.3 million reduction in
the Labor Department appropriation approved by the
House by using different assumptions about the status of
public service employment programs. It approved basically
the same program level as the House for countercyclical
public service employment under Title VI of the Compre-
hensive Employment and Training Act (CETA). But it cut
$188 million from the House’s appropriation by using a
lower estimate of the number of workers on board by the
beginning of the fiscal year.

Similarly, the committee saved $200 million from the
House amount for the administration’s new private sector
initiative jobs program by assuming that it would get
started more slowly than the House had thought, and thus
spend less money in its first year. The committee’s recom-
mendation was $125 million.

The committee shifted much of the money it “saved”
to youth employment programs. At an increased cost of
$297.8 million, the panel restored cuts made by the House
in the administration’s budget request for youth employ-
ment and training programs and the Young Adult Conser-
vation Corps.

Department of HEW

Total spending for HEW was set at $60 billion —
$447.9 million below the House level.

The committee achieved a $34 million reduction in
spending by limiting total department payments for con-
sultants to $160 million. HEW had estimated it would
spend $194 million on consultant contracts. The committee
made clear that it did not like the way HEW had been
making increasing use of outside consultants to analyze and
evaluate programs. It said it was “unaware of any program
improvements that have been brought about by the depart-
ment’s large unnual investment in evaluation contracts.”

July 28, 1979—PAGE 1531
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Health

Taking all the HEW health programs together, the
committee added a total of $58.7 million to the spending in
the House bill. The biggest winner was the preventive
health programs of the Center for Disease Control. The
committee added $33.5 million, with the increases going for
formula grants to state preventive health programs, and for
immunization programs, rat control, venereal disease and
lead-based paint poisoning prevention and health
education.

The National Institutes of Health (NIH), on the other
hand, tared less well, losing $13.3 million from the House
bill. While the committee added $38.8 million for the
National Cancer Institute, it made large cuts in research on
arthritis, metabolism and digestive diseases, allergy and
infectious diseases.

Like the House, the committee turned down the ad-
ministration’s request for an immediate end to capitation
grants to health professions graduate schools. But it funded
. them at a level, $72 million, that was $16.4 million below
the House appropriation.

Education

The committee reduced the House appropriation for
federal assistance to public elementary and secondary
education by a total of $228.4 million. Only handicapped
education, among the major aid programs for local public
schools, escaped a cut.

The committee approved the House amount for the
basic Title I program for assistance to schools providing
compensatory education to children from low-income back-
grounds. But it cut $145.8 million from a new program of
extra aid to schools with many poor children.

Noting ‘“‘the apparent lack of progress being made by
the bilingual education program,” the committee cut $14.3
million from the House amount for schools educating
children from non-English-speaking backgrounds.

A $52 million reduction in the impact aid program was
achieved by sharply cutting “B” payments for children
whose parents either lived or worked on federal property.
Some of the savings were shifted to “A” payments for
children whose parents both lived and worked on federal
property.

Federal assistance to school districts undertaking ra-
cial desegregation also was cut. Noting that many schools
receiving the aid had been desegregated years before, the
panel cut §37.6 million from grants to schools under the
program, known as emergency school aid.

However, the committee provided increased funds for
handicapped education — $1.05 billion — by adding to a
program encouraging schools to help preschool handi-
capped children.

Funds for a number of higher education programs were
reduced. However, an apparent $726 million cut in Basic
Educational Opportunity Grant (BEOG) funding was a
bookkeeping difference with the House, rather than a
change in the real spending level. The House's position was
that the large leftover funds from the program in previous
years had to be reappropriated, while the Senate committee
said a new appropriation was not necessary.

Welfare

The biggest change made by the committee in the
welfare area was the restoration of a program for Cuban
refugees that the House had wanted to end.
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The bill did not contain $149 million sought by the
administration for Indochinese refugees, because of the lack
of authorizing legislation, The committee, noting that po-
tential costs of refugee assistance could go as high as 31
billion in five years, said the United States should “‘resist
efforts to admit larger quotas of refugees until other coun-
tries have demonstrated their willingness to do their fair
share.”

Related Agencies

The committee set up a possible conflict with the
House over the issue of emergency funds to help poor people
heat their homes this winter by providing $250 million for a
program the House had refused to fund.

The emergency fuel funds would be distributed by the
Community Services Administration, which had run a
similar program in past years. Criticism of waste in the
program led the House to reject funding, despite fears of a
heating oil shortage and rising prices next winter,

The committee said the help should be concentrated
on the elderly poor.

Senate Floor Action

The Senate passed the $73 billion appropriations bill
by a vote of 67-20 July 20 after two days of debate. (Vote
199, p. 1567)

Abortion

As observers had predicted, the election loss of Edward
W. Brooke, R-Mass. (1967-79), proved to be a crucial factor
in the Senate'’s change of position on abortion.

The reason Brooke’s absence had an important effect,
even before another conference struggle with the House,
was that the Appropriations Committee did not take a
strong pro-choice stance before the issue came to the
Senate floor. In the past, Brooke, who was ranking member
of the Labor-HEW Subcommittee, was able to win commit-
tee approval of a liberalized abortion provision allowing
“medically necessary” abortions.

This year, Richard S. Schweiker, R-Pa., an abortion
opponent, was ranking member of the subcommittee, and
both the subcommittee and full committee were unable to
agree on an abortion provision. So they brought the House’s
tough anti-abortion limitation to the floor.

That meant pro-choice senators had to ask their col-
leagues to vote directly in favor of liberal abortion policies,
rather than just voting against tighter abortion restrictions.
This proved a serious weakness.

Bob Packwood, R-Ore., probably the most outspoken
defender of abortion funding in the Senate, moved first
July 19 to remove all abortion restrictions.

Then Appropriations Committee Chairman Warren G.
Magnuson, D-Wash., who really wished the whole issue
would go away and leave his bill alone, proposed an
amendment to insert the Senate-approved language of
1978, aliowing medically necessary abortions.

Supporters of the Magnuson amendment concentrated
on attacking what they saw as the unfairness of denying
poor women a chance to have a procedure that women with
money could have easily. Lowell P. Weicker Jr., R-Conn.,
argued that under the restrictive House provision, *“‘the
Constitution now will only apply to the wealthy; if you can
afford this procedure, you are free to choose.”
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But opponents responded that the moral issue of the
death of unborn children overrode other considerations.
“Show that an abortion is not the deliberate termination of
an innocent human life, and this argument can be settled.
If you want to talk about civil liberties, let us talk about the
civil liberties of that unborn child,” said Helms.

Helms then proposed an amendment to delete the
“medically necessary” exemption from the Magnuson
amendment, leaving only abortions to save the life of the
mother and in cases of rape or incest.

Pro-life forces appeared to be on the way to an even
more significant victory when the Senate rejected an at-
tempt to kill the Helms amendment. Packwood’s motion to
table it was rejected 46-53. (Vote 187, Weekly Report p.
1489)

However, it soon became clear that a sizable group of
senators wanted neither the Magnuson nor the Helms
approach, but the compromise position reached in previous
years, allowing abortions when two doctors found that
continued pregnancy would permanently damage the
mother’s physical health as well as when the mother's life
was endangered and in cases of rape or incest.

After Birch Bayh, D-Ind., promised to offer that posi-
tion as an amendment, the Senate rejected the Helms
amendment 46-53. The Senate then adopted the Bayh
compromise amendment 57-42. (Votes 188, 189, Weekly
Report p. 1489)

Interviews after the vote showed that the reluctance of
senators to take a controversial position for tactical pur-
poses, and the growing strength of the right-to-life move-
ment, contributed to the Senate’s changed position.

In the past, the chief significance of the Senate’s strong
pro-choice stand was that it gave added negotiating power
against the House's anti-abortion position. But this year a
large group of moderates and liberals, satisfied with the
compromise position, was unwilling to take a politically
dangerous position just to give conferees another bargaining
chip.

“It’s asking a lot to ask them to vote that way for
tactical reasons. They want to keep the policy in current
law,” said Adlai E. Stevenson, D-Ill.,

Gaylord Nelson, D-Wis., up for re-election in 1980, said
he had already gone clearly on record in favor of the
compromise position. Noting that the subtleties of parlia-
mentary tactics often escaped constituents, he asked, “How
do you justify supporting something else from what you've
said you support?”

“If you're always adopting a position for bargaining
purposes, then you're never saying what you really think.
This is an issue where you ought to say what you think,”
said Daniel Patrick Moynihan, D-N.Y.

The growing strength of the right-to-life movement
clearly was another factor in the vote. Noting that in the
past a majority of the Senate had backed the strong pro-
choice position for tactical reasons but did not do so this
year, Schweiker said, ‘“T'wo years ago they were willing to
do that. But [this year] they decided not to put themselves
at risk. The Senate has gotten the message from the grass
roots,” he said.

“This shows the strength of the right-to-life movement.
People get panicky,” conceded George McGovern, D-5.D.,
also facing re-election in 1980.

Busing

The Senate also voted for tight restrictions on HEW’s
involvement with another controversial social issue, busing
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years almost every
major school dis-
trict in the country
will have a racial
composition fairly
close to that of D.C.
— 96% minority

and 4% white.” . ,
—Sen. Thomas F. y “ ¢
Eagleton, D. Mo. g ‘; ; /

for purposes of desegregating schools. But, unlike the
abortion amendment, on busing the Senate had taken the
same position several times in the past.

The reaffirmation of its position came on a vote on a
Paul E. Tsongas, D-Mass., amendment to allow HEW to
order restructuring of school grade systems to achieve racial
balance. The amendment, which continued the existing
ban on busing, was tabled 58-35. (Vote 191, p. 1566)

Tsongas’ amendment was actually the same as the first
anti-busing amendment adopted by the Senate, in 1975.
The original amendment, offered by Majority Leader Rob-
ert C. Byrd, D-W.Va., prohibited HEW from ordering
busing to achieve racial balance. But HEW interpreted the
Byrd amendment as allowing it to order school districts to
restructure their grade systems in such a way as to bring
students from different racial neighborhoods into the same
schools. Congress didn’t like that idea, and in 1977 prohib-
ited use of the restructuring techniques. (Congressional
busing prohibitions, Weekly Report p. 1415)

Tsongas argued that HEW needed to have some tools
to achieve the equal opportunity goals of the 1964 Civil
Rights Act. Unable to use busing, HEW was helpless
without the ability to force restructuring, he said. The
existing ban “eliminates all ready mechanisms to achieve
racial integration in the schools in this country,” he argued.

Opponents of the amendment responded that HEW
would use the restructuring authority to renew its busing
orders. They warned that it would further aggravate the
“white flight” that is making big-city schools overwhelm-
ingly black. “Within a few years almost every major school
district in the country will have a racial composition fairly
close to that of the District of Columbia — that is, 96
percent minority and 4 percent white,” predicted Thomas
F. Eagleton, D-Mo.

Worker Safety

The Senate approved three amendments to restrict the
activities of federal job safety and health inspectors.

The first, offered by Dale Bumpers, D-Ark., freed shell
dredging and the surface mining of sand and gravel, lime-
stone, surface clay, colloidal phosphate and stone from the
worker training requirements of the Mine Safety and
Health Act. Bumpers argued that the requirement for 24
hours of safety training for each worker was unnecessary
and expensive.

Human Resources Committee Chairman Harrison A.
Williams Jr., D-N.J., attempted to lessen the effect of the
amendment by offering a substitute to loosen, but not
eliminate, the training requirements, His amendment, to
spread the required hours of training over six months
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instead of the existing two months, was tabled 59-35, after
which the Bumpers amendment was adopted by voice vote,
(Vote 190, Weekly Report p. 1489)

However, the Senate did accept a modified version of a
Frank Church, D-Idaho, amendment to limit Occupational
Safety and Health (OSHA) inspection of small businesses.

Church’s amendment exempted from OSHA regula-
tion businesses with 10 or fewer employees, if they were in
industries with low overall injury rates. Non-hazardous
industries were defined as those with seven or fewer occupa-
tional injuries for every 100 employees each year.

Church argued that exempting firms in relatively safe
industries would take a heavy burden off of small business
and allow OSHA to concentrate on dangerous occupations.
But opponents pointed out that the industry classifications
used in the amendment would lump safe and hazardous
businesses together, thus leaving workers in some very
dangerous jobs unprotected.

The Church amendment survived a challenge to its
germaneness by a 54-38 vote. (Vote 195, p. 1566)

Schweiker then offered a substitute that retained the
basic substance of the Church amendment while adding
another qualification and giving OSHA authority to con-
tinue inspections in certain situations. It required that each
small business seeking an exemption submit evidence that
its workers had not lost more than six workdays in the
preceding year because of occupational injuries. It also
authorized OSHA to inspect small businesses to advise the
employer, or when a worker had complained about condi-
tions, or when a serious accident had occurred.

After Church’s move to table the Schweiker amend-
ment was rejected 31-61, the amendment was adopted by
voice vote. (Vote 196, p. 1566)

The Senate also approved, without opposition, a
House-passed amendment to prohibit OSHA from inspect-
ing businesses within six months of the time they had been
inspected by a state occupational safety and health agency.

Public Service jobs

Responding to growing fears of a recession, the Senate
rejected a move to eliminate 100,000 countercyclical public
service jobs under Title VI of the Comprehensive Employ-
ment and Training Act (CETA).

Lawton Chiles, D-Fla., proposed an amendment to
reduce Title VI funding by $505 million. The effect of the
amendment would have been to accelerate the process of

reducing the number of jobs, already under way, so that by

the end of fiscal 1980 there would have been only 100,000
jobs, instead of the 200,000 recommended by the Appropri-
ations Committee.

Opponents said the amendment would cut back on a
major anti-recession program right before an expected
increase in the unemployment rate. But supporters said the
worst of the recession would be over before the additional
job cutbacks began to take effect.

The Chiles amendment was tabled on a 50-43 vote.
(Vote 194, p. 1566)

The Senate approved, however, a Henry Bellmon, R-
Okla., amendment to prohibit Title VI jobs in areas with
unemployment rates below 4 percent.

Quotas

As it did in 1978, the Senate approved an amendment
to prohibit HEW from enforcing racial or sexual quotas in
admissions to educational institutions.
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S.I. (Sam) Hayakawa, R-Calif., first proposed a
broader amendment, which would have banned enforce-
ment of racial or sexual timetables, goals, ratios or other
numerical requirements as well as quotas.

Hayakawa argued that the ratios and goals ordered by
HEW were really the same thing as quotas. “What it boils
down to is treating some people more favorably and others
less so because of their skin color,” he said.

But the majority of the Senate, while willing to go
along with the Supreme Court ban on racial quotas in
admissions, was unwilling to negate ratios and goals used in
affirmative action strategies. So Jacob K. Javits, R-N.Y.,
proposed a substitute amendment to prohibit only the
admissions quotas, leaving the other affirmative action
policies alone.

The Hayakawa amendment was rejected easily, 18-70.
The Javits amendment then was adopted on a 72-17 vote.
(Votes 197, 198, p. 1566)

Other Amendments

By voice votes July 19-20, the Senate approved the
following amendments affecting the money totals in the
bill:

® By Edward M. Kennedy, D-Mass., to add $12 million
for the National Health Service Corps, $200 million for
health planning and $7.5 million for the primary care
residency program.

® By Javits, to add $10 million for adult education of
Indochinese, Soviet and other refugees.

® By Eagleton, to add $400,000 for the Inspector General
of the Community Services Administration (CSA).

© By Charles McC. Mathias Jr., R-Md., to add $2
million for population education.

® By Kennedy, to add $12 million for local initiative
efforts of the CSA.

® By Harrison “Jack’ Schmitt, R-N.M., to add $8 mil-
lion for social and nutritional programs for elderly Indians.

@ By Malcolm Wallop, R-Wyo., to remove the $75 mil-
lion ceiling on training funds for Title XX social service
programs.

® By Donald W. Riegle Jr., D-Mich., to add 33 million
for alcohol and drug abuse education.

® By John Melcher, D-Mont., to add $3.7 million for the
National Center for Appropriate Technology.

The following amendments were rejected by roll-call

votes:

® By Robert Morgan, D-N.C., to eliminate $30.3 million
for improvement of basic education; rejected 30-63. (Vote
192, p. 1566) :

@ By William V. Roth Jr., R-Del., to reduce the HEW
appropriation by $500 million, with the reduction to come

out of programs containing waste, fraud and abuse; tabled.

53-41. (Vote 193, p. 1566)

Provisions

As passed by the Senate, HR 4389 appropriated the
following amounts:
. Senate-passed

Amount

House-passed
Amount

$11,358,695,000 $11,183,225,000

Agency

Department of Labor
Department of Health,
Education and Welfare
Health Services
Administration

1,318,343,000 1,342,642,000
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House-passed

Senate-passed

Agency amount amount
Center for Disease
Control 264,915,000 298,415,000
National Institutes .
of Health 3,381,030,000 3,367,757,000
Alcohol, Drug Abuse
and Mental Health
Administration 715,267,000 715,267,000
Health Resources
Administration 440,017,000 645,648,000
Assistant Secretary
for Health 270,431,000 281,948,000
Health Care Financing
Administration 20,704,900,000 20,721,400,000
Education Division 12,787,965,000 11,669,303,000
Social Security
Administration 15,101,281,000 15,169,281,000
Special Institutions 191,932,000 191,932,000
Assistant Secretary for
Human Development 5,492,936,000 5,595,573,000
Departmental
Management 262,460,000 262,460,000
Less waste, fraud
and abuse — 500,000,000 0
Less consultant
reduction 0 —34,000
Total, HEW $60,431,477,000 $60,227,626,000
Related Agencies 1,283,294,000 1,548,394,000

Grand Total $73,073,466,000 $72,959,245,000

s 4
“tegislative Provisions
Abortion. Prohibited the use of funds in the bill to pay
for abortions, except to save the life of the mother, in cases
of rape or incest, or when two doctors found that continued
pregnancy would result in severe and long- lastmg damage
to the physcial health of the mother.
Bustngr=Proited the Ge-0t-fmds in the Bill to
require, directly or indirectly, the busing of any student
beyond the school nearest to his home; included within the
scope of the prohibition busing to implement desegregation
plans involving pairing, clustering and other methods of
restructuring grade levels among schools, with the excep-
tion of magnet schools.

Safety and Health., Prohibited the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) from issuing
civil fines for first-time health and safety violations of a
non-serious nature, unless the establishment involved was
cited for 10 or more violations on first inspection.

@ Prohibited OSHA from issuing civil penalties for non-
serious violations by an employer of 10 or fewer employees
if the employer was making a good-faith effort to eliminate
a hazard found by a consultant.

@ Iixempted from OSHA regulation all farms with 10 or
fewer employees that did not maintain a labor camp.

® Prohibited OSHA from restricting work in an area
because of potential dangers from hunting or recreational
shooting in the area.

@ Prohibited the Mine Safety and Health Administration
from enforcing training requirements in the shell dredging
industry or in the surface mining of sand, gravel, stone,
surface clay, colloidal phosphate or limestone.

® Prohibited OSHA from inspecting businesses with 10
or fewer employees, if they were in industries with injury
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rates of less than seven per 100 employees and if the
business itself had not lost more than six workdays in the
preceding year because of job-related injuries; allowed
OSHA to continue to provide consultation services and to
make inspections on the basis of an employee complaint.
@ Prohibited OSHA from inspecting any business within
six months of the time the establishment had been investi-
gated by a state safety and health agency, with certain
exceptions, including cases of fatality or catastrophe.
Jobs. Prohibited use of funds for countercyclical pub-
lic service jobs in areas with unemployment rates below 4
percent. ]

/~ :
House Passes 3-Year:, =/

Health Planning BillN__

The House July 19 passed a three-year, $1.2 billion
extension of the federal law designed to cut down on excess
hospital beds and underused, expensive health services
such as open-heart surgery teams.

A House-Senate conference on the reauthorization (HR
3917) was scheduled July 27. The Senate passed its version
of the federal health planning system reauthorization (S
544) May 1. (Weekly Report pp. 968, 1086)

The only major amendment added by the House to the
committee bill would severely limit a “trade-off”” procedure
that opponents said was critical to the health planning
process.

The planning process centers on- approval by state
planning agencies of proposed new medical services, based
on recommendations of local planning units. In some in-
stances, state agencies have made their approval of a
proposed new service subject to certain conditions, such as
guaranteed access by all doctors in a community to a major
new piece of diagnostic equipment.

However, David E. Satterfield IIl, D-Va., argued that
some state agencies had been improperly setting conditions
that had nothing to do with the medical need for a specific
service. His amendment, adopted by voice vote, limited
approval (“certificate-of-need”) decisions to questions di-
rectly related to medical need for the proposed service.

The House rejected 203-211 a Richardson Preyer, D-
N.C., amendment that would have permitied the agencies
to continue the broader trade-off procedure, as long as the
criteria for the decisions were published and subject to
public comment. (Vote 327, Weekly Report p. 1490)

$1.2 Billion Authorization:

Other Amendments

In other action, the House rejected 135-274 a Robert L.
Livingston, R-La., amendment that would have converted
local planning agencies to public units. Most are now
private corporations. (Vote 328, Weekly Report p. 1490)

It refused on a standing vote to require local plans to
explain what effect, if any, they would have on the medical
ethics embodied in the Hippocratic oath. The House then
defeated 55-364 a motion by the amendment’s sponsor, Ron
Paul, R-Texas, to recommit the bill to committee with
instructions to add the ethics amendment. (Vote 329,
Weekly Report p. 1490)

The House passed the bill by a 374-45 vote. (Vote 330,
Weekly Report p. 1490) i
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US.Paid Aborticns for-

\?00“ Tavored by Bmwn

BY LARRY STAMMER

Times Stall Writer

MURPHYS. Calif.—Gov. Brown
declared Friday that the government
should pay for abortions of low-in-
come women who desire them.

In his strongest statement yel on

the controversial subject, the gover-

nor, a former student at a Jesuit se-
minary, told reporters:

“I think there should not be discri-.
mination based on wealth, I think the
government shouldn’t encourage
abortion, but I think that on the other
hand it shouldnt penalize women
who, after consultation with their
doctors. . . find that (the decision) is
right by their own conscience.”

The governor's remarks were made
in an interview with several reporters
during a flight from Sacramento to
this Calaveras County town where he
attended graduation ceremonies for
69 members of the Califorma Conser-
vation Corps.

Noting that he differed with Pres-
ident Carter, who is opposed (o
government subsndxcs for abortions,

’

Brown said, “It would be inappropri-
ate for povernment to penalize people
for making a choice that many Amcr-
icans bclieve is their rlght and is con-
sistent witi their beliefs.”

The povernor also noted that many :
of the same people who oppose abot'~
tion do so at a time when family plan-
ning in high schools, for example, is
limited.

“If they single out poor wamen and
say your adult (welfare) program
cannot include aborlion, they are in
effect saying only the rich and tlie
highcr-income people in the socicty
can have an ahortion,

“If abortion is wrong then it shoul&
be wrong for everybody,” Brown said.

He added, “If the policy of the
United States is to allow i(, and the
Supreme Court rules that, then how
can one make a dnsuncuon based on,

. income?”

He concluded, “What's nght |s
right and hLas not‘nng to do with how
much income you have.” 7

iy
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he Humanity of

The pages of The Washington Post
{and most newspapers, for that matter)
have been crowded with editorials, car-
tocrs and columns deploring congres-
sicnal action withhelding fcderal funds
foz gtorticns. One would think that
these of us who are trying to preserve
tha right to life of the unborn are heart-
lessly cruel zedlots, unthizking and un-
caring about the human problems in-
volved in unwanted pregnancies.

It is mere than a matter of emphasis
{pregnant woman vs. unborn child). It is
rather a question of fundamental
valiues, the nature of human life itself
and the government's essential role in
p-cicciing the innocently weak and de-
fenseless acainst those who hold the
power of life and death over their lives.

First and foremost, it is essential to

focus on just what an abortion 1s: the .

Xi!linz of human life. If I believed that
the unkorn was less than human, that
the fetus was some sort of tumor—a
coliection of rancomly multiplying
celis—then all the reasens for Killing it
would make some sense. But medical
science tells us u}e unborn is human

life. An editorial in the September, 1970
California Medicine, the official journal
of the California Medical Association,
says:

. “Since the old ethic has not yet been
fully displaced it has been necessary to
separate the idea of abortion from the
idea of killing, which continues to he
socially abhorrent. The result has been

The writer is e Republican rcpre-
sentative from Illinois.

a curious avoidance of the scientific
fact which everyone really knows, that
human life begins at conception and is
continuous whether intra- or extra-
uterine until death. The very considera-
hle semantic gymnastics which are re-
quired to rationalize abortion as any-
thing but taking a human life would be
ludicrous if they were not often put
forth under socially impeccable aus-
pices.”

If abortion is a good, or even a neu-
tral act, then some rational argument
can be madae on its behalf. On the other

/

hand, if it is the killing of an innocent
(although possibly inconvenient) hu-
man life, then have we really moved
very far from Dachau?

That the unborn is a human life is a
biological fact, not a theologiczl one.
Dr. Bernard Nathanson, former direc-
tor of the Center for Reproductive and
Sexual Health in New York, which is
described as “the {irst—and largest—
abortion clinic in the Western World,”

has had an interesting change of heart

and, although he still supports abortion
in some cases, his comments are worth
pondering:

“We must courageously face the fact
—finally—that human life of a special
order is being taken. And since the vast
majority of pregnancies are carried
successfully to term, abortion must be
seen as the interruption of a process
that would otherwise have produced a
citizen of the world. Denial of this real-
ity is the crassest kind of moral evasive-
ness.” '

The argument is often made that the
so-called Hyde Amendment denies to
poor women the ability to obtain an

“

abortion readily available to middle<lass
and wealthy women., The ability of
women to pay for their abortions doesn't
make the killing of their unborn chil-
dren any more proper. The real question
Congress must face is whether the. tax-
payers shall pay for the killing.

To those who say we are seeking to
impose our religious concepts upon oth-

Taking Exception

ers, I can only say that the command-
ment against killing has been a part of
the criminal law of every civilized state
for centuries. Religion indeed says
“Thou shalt not kill,” but it is biology,
not religion, that teaches us that a fetus
is human life—not potential human
life, but human life with potential!

Abortion is violence. There ought to

"be human answers to the human prob-
* lems of unwanted pregnancies. The

woman's “right to choose” ought to
remain fully valid until she conceives—

and then there is a victim whose “right

to life” deserves consideration. Ac-
tually, birth is simply a change of ad-
dress. :

I should like to share with you the
views expressed nearly 40 years ago
during World War 1! by Dr. Joseph D.
DeLee, a leader in modern obstetrical
practice, which was printed in the 1940
edition of the Yearbook of Obstetrics
and Gynecology:

“At the present time, when rivers of
blood and tears of innocent men,
women and children are flowing in

“most parts of the world, it seems a!most

silly to be contending over the right to
life of an unknowable atom of human
flesh in the uterus of a woman. ¥

“No, it is not silly. On the contrary, it
is of transcendent importance that
there be in this chaotic world one Ligh

spot, however small, which s safe -
- against the deluge of Immorality ard

sayagery that is sweeping over us. That
we, the medical profession, hold to the
principle of the sacredness of human
life and of the rights of the individual,
even though unborn, is proof that hu-
manity isnot yet Jost...”




Poor federal finances figured
in abortion votes, senators say

By Carl Griffin Jr.
Staff Writer

State and local governments are in

better shape than the federal gov-

ernment to finance abortions, Min-
nesota’s two U.S. senators said
Wednesday, and that’s one reason
why they voted last week to re-
strict federal funds for abortions.

Although the trend in recent years
has been for the federal govern-
ment to assume more social serv-
ice financing, DFL Sens. Hubert

Humphrey and Wendell Anderson
said there are limits on how much
the federal government can spend.

“Right now, the state of Minneso-
ta has a surplus, while we (the
federal government) have a defi-
cit,” Humphrey said at a Minneap-
olis press conference. (In Minneso-
ta, it is estimated that there will be
a $25 million to $30 million sur-
plus over the next two years.)

He said the Wisconsin state gov-
ernment now has a $500 million

surplus.

“It was a no win situation for us
to vote on,” Sen. Humphrey said.
“But I voted exactly the way I
wanted to vote. I don’t feel that
abortions should be used promiscu-
ously as a birth control method.”

Anderson said that his decision to
vote for the restriction was a diffi-
cult one. He acknowledged, how-
ever, that his vote on the issue

Senators continued on page 5A






Humphrey, Anderson and poor women

When the Supreme Court last month restricted the
effect of its 1973 landmark ruling on abortion,
Justice Harry Blackmun described the action as
“almost reminiscent of ‘Let them eat cake.’ ” What
the court had said, in effect, was that although all
women have a right to have an abortion, that right
doesn’t really apply to women too poor to afford
an abortion.

Last week the U.S. Senate, saying much the same
thing, voted to deny federal funds for elective
abortions for poor women. Supporting that posi-
tion, we note sadly, were Minnesota Sens. Hubert
Humphrey and Wendell Anderson, whose political
careers have usually reflected more concern for

those less fortunate than most of us.

The result of the Supreme Court ruling and the
legislation now making its way through Congress
will be to deny many poor women the freedom of
choice that was provided by the 1973 court ruling.

Women with money will still have that choice.

Many poor women will have that choice taken
away. Some, in desperation, will seek illegal, back-
alley abortions. Some will have unwanted children.
In either case, such women will be denied the
opportunity to exercise the constitutional right
provided four years ago. They will be second-class
citizens. And the votes of a male-dominated Senate
will have helped put them in that class.






© Women

Continud from page 1B

o | the Abortion Rights Council, said
. the groups also will call for the
| resignation of Joseph Califano,

. secretary of the federal Health,

| Education and Welfare Depart-
¢ ment, claiming he advocates the

selling of welfare mothers’ babies.

Ms. Rasmussen said Califano was

““callous” to suggest that the gov-

- ernment might consider giving
¥ *“money to families who adopt un-
- - wanted children of the poor.

The women said they will call at-
ention to the fact that Humphrey
: ‘and Anderson “turned their backs”
.*;on at least 300,000 poor women.

(There are 300,000 Medicaid abor-
‘tions, costing $50 million, per-
- formed yearly. Medicaid abortions
| represent about one-third of the

¢, ' nation’s abortions.)

Ji” s

: 3‘ %“Anderson and Humphrey voted
“’ : iwnth the majority in the e to
¥

ent of rape or incest vic-

y 'E:m m@ﬁ;’:cessary, or for

;i, ‘The women said the amendment
.7~ would create an “intolerable dou-
ble standard” in health care, with
' the poor women being unable to
| receive elective abortions.

Humphrey, whose ‘“name was al-
ways synonymous with civil
rights” erred when he voted with
'Anderson on the amendment, said
. "the women. They speculated that

Humphrey deviated from his oth-
-.erwrse “unequaled” record be-

cause of pressure from Anderson.

1 ’Califano has said that the govern-
"%tment has given preliminary con-
1""“*E'F’sideratlon to providing federal
. grants to state and private adog-
z{&ﬁon agencies and paying cash su
% sidies to less-affluent families who
-» adopt children unwanted by wel-
.fare mothers.







Sat., June 18, 1977 _

i
% 4A. ' Minneapolis Tribune
' Continued from page 1A su
!bén enforced because of a court =l
linjunction. The U.S. Supreme
| Court is expected to rule soen on
| the issue.

Medicaid funds are now used to ;| C
pay for 300,000 abortions a year,
'at a cost of $50 million. $

|

~Conceding that under the su-
1mme court decisions a woman (
\ a right to an abortion,” said

| Rep. Henry Hyde, R.-Ill., sponsor
|of the prohibition amen ent,
“the question is whether taxpay- "
ole‘rs should pay for such an abor-
tion.” :

'Hyde said that he was dismayed
'by the “schizophrenia” of some
‘pro-abortion advocates who
\worked to save whales, dolphins
and bald eagles, but also advocated
“the calculated killing of innocent,
inconvenient human beings.

nents of the amendment said
that it discriminated against the
poor. “This amendment condemns
to death poor women who, if
they i:ve birth, would die, and
who have a right to live,” said
Miss Holtzman. “I'm talking about
11 and 12-year olds, victims of rape
and incest,” she added.

Miss Holtzman also said that: “If
there were 417 women in the
House, instead of 417 men, we
wouldn’t be making this decision
today.” However, 6 of the 18
women in the House voted to sup-

port the amendment, and one a
|stained.

'The debate on the abolition of quo-
‘tas was briefer and less eqotional.
‘The debate involved the federal
?government'sm ;fﬂrmative actlioln

ram, which requires recipi-
P Rts of federal funds, such as it i
versities and medical institutions,
to take affirmative action to re-
' move obstacles to the employment,
‘g:omotion or admission of mem-
\ rs of minority groups.

The abolition was introduced by
‘John _ Ashbrook, R-Ohio, and
‘amended by Robert Walker, R-Pa.,
‘and Elliot Levitas, D-Ga. It provid-
'ed that no federal funds could be
W’ . promulgate or implement
an order designed to achieve com-
pliance with any “ratio, quota, or
other numerical requirement relat-
ed to race, creed, color, national
origin or sex.”

“The issue here is really whether
ou are pro-quota or anti-quota,”
\Walker said. “Goals, timetables,

" whatever you call them are really

|quotas, and they are discriminato-
ry.” "



.HEW Secretary Joseph A. Califano
'lobbied against the Walker amend-
'ment, saying it would halt much of
the progress made in civil rights in
the last 15 years. He expressed
concern about the agency’s ability
to enforce anti-discrimination pro-
visions in the Civil Rights Act of
1964 and the educat on amend-
ments of 1972. ,

Heﬁ%’s how Upper dewest repre-
sentatives voted on the abortion -

.

Mlanmu—Democrats James Ob-
erstar and Bruce Vento, yes; Dem-
ocrat Richard Nolan, no; Democrat
Donald Fraser did not vote. Repub-
licans Albert Quie and Arlan
Stangeland, ’}/es, Republicans Bill
Frenzel and Tom Hagedorn did not
vote.

North Dakota—Republican Mark
'Andrews, yes.

'South Dakota—Republican Larry
{Pressler, yes; Republican James
| Abdnor did not vote. i

IWiseomﬂn—Demoemt DavidJ
'Obey, no; Democrat Alvin Baldus,
did not vote.

gRight to Life group

!cheers fund-cut vote
’ Associated Press

| Clalﬂn a major victory for their ,

| cause, elegates to the National: ';
Right to Life Committee conven-

| tion broke into wild cheers Thurs- :

| day after the U.S. House of Repre-

- sentatives voted to cut off federal

1 money to pay for abortions.

Chalrman Carolyn Gerster, who
'interrupted a morning session to
; announce the news from Washing-
i ton, said the reaction was “relief,

| exuberance and unbridled joy. I've
| never seen such joy.” ‘

: ' Anti-abortion advocates are ‘“‘very,
- very hopeful the Senate will ap-
- prove the same passage,” she said.
' “We knew that groups like Zero
. Population Growth and Planned
' Parenthood were calling out all
' their forces to get rid of the abor-
gicl»lxa;prohibltnve language in the

Ma]orlty rule discussion set

The St. Paul Militant Forum will
sponsor a discussion session con-
cerning the majority-rule move-
ment in South A titled “‘Sow-
eto—-One Year Later: The Free-
tﬁﬂ e in South Africa,” at

8 p-m y at Reformation Lu-
| theran Church, 100 N. Oxford St.,
i g‘t! Paul. A $1 donation is request-
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Senate limits abortion funding

By Eric Pianin
Staff Correspondent

Washington, D.C. '

The U.S. Senate Wednesday voted to impose limits on the
use of Medicaid funds for abortions for poor people, al-
though it stopped far short of the House’s recent decision
to totally ban the use of federal funds for that purpose.

Minnesota’s two DFL senators, Hubert H. Humphrey and
Wendell Anderson, voted with the majority to impose the
limitations, as a rider to a bill appropriating about $60.6
billion for the Departments of Health, Education and Wel-
fare (HEW) and Labor.

On a crucial question, the Senate voted 56 to 42 against an

< -

amendment, offered by Sen, Bob Packwood, R-Ore., to
eliminate the limitations on the use of federal funds for
abortions that werg added to the bill last week by the
Senate Appropriations Committee.

Humphrey and Anderson voted against the Packwood
amendment. :

The senate later voted 56 to 39, with Anderson and Hum-
phrey voting with the majority, to slightly broaden cir-
cumstances under which a pregnant woman could qualify
for Medicaid funds for an abortion.

This compromisé provision, offered by Sen. Edward
Brooke, R-Mass., states that none of the funds appropriat-
ed for HEW shall be used to perform abortions ‘‘except

where the life of the mother would be endangered if the
fetus were carried to term, or where medically necessary,
or for the treatment of rape or incest victims.”

The provision also would allow the use of federal funds
for drugs or devices, such as the so-called “morning-after
pill,” to prevent implantation of the fertilized ovum.

Humphrey said late yesterday that he feit the Packwood
amendment “went too far” and that the Brooke compro-
mise was a “reasonable provision.”

““It takes care of the types of abortions that I think can be

justified on a medical basis,” Humphrey said. “I've had to

HEW continued on page 5A



Anderson
defends vote
on abortion

By PAT MARX
Minneapolis Star Staff Writer

U.S. Sen. Wendell Anderson yes-
terday defended his vote Wednes-
day on the abortion question, a
vote which some DFLers said
could hurt his chances fog election
| and split the DFL Party.

Anderson and Sen. Hubert Hum-
phrey both voted with the Senate
majority to limit the use of federal
funds to pay for abortions for poor
women.

“I don’t suggest that my position
is the best one, but I did what I
think (is) right,” Anderson said in
a telephone interview. “It is al-
ways extremely difficult to deal
with an issue which has religious
overtones and I wish public offi-
cials wouldn’t be put in the posi-
tion of voting on them.”

Anderson said he discussed the
issue with Humphrey and several
other senators before voting, but
Anderson said “I voted on my
own.”

Two Democratic National Com-
mittee members from Minnesota,
Earl Craig and Koryne Horbal, la-
br.led the senators’ votes a “betray-
a .!l

ANDERSON, who arranged his -

own appointment to the Senate in
December, faces election in 1978.
The abortion issue may cause him
serious problems, particularly from
the party’s vocal pro-abortion
forces.

“I'm puzzled,” Anderson said of
Craig’s and Ms. Horbal’s reaction
to the vote. ~

_“My position is broader than
what the Carter-Mondale position
was and I didn’t hear them criticiz-
' ing that,”” Anderson said. “Why
didn’t Ms. Horbal speak out when
their (Carter-Mondale) position
was more different from mine?”’

Anderson said that he was allied
with liberal senators like Edward
Kennedy, D-Mass.,, and Edmund
Muskie, D-Maine, and “it would be
difficult to say they are not con-
cerned with poor people.”

Craig, who had not spoken pub-
licly on the abortion issue before
this week, accused both Anderson
and Humphrey of discriminating
‘against poor women in voting
against amendments which would
have allowed Medicaid payments
for abortions.

Anderson said the issue will be
resolved in a conference committee
and he said he fears the Senate’s

“moderate” position is threatened
because of stiff House opposition
to any form of government pay-
ments for abortion and the opposi-
tion of pro-abortion forces, who
apparently are not willing to com-
promise their position.

Anderson declined to discuss the
political implications of his vote,
saying “I’ll let others concern
themselves with that. I did what I
think was right.”







Local/Family
Comics/TV-

"= Trbune »

Abortion votes hurt DFL fund raising

By Steven Dornfeld
Staff Writer

The current fund-raising effort of
the state DFL Party has been ham-
pered by the recent votes of Min-
nesota’s two U.S. senators against
financing abortions for indigent
women, the party’s chairman con-
firmed Wednesday.

Chairman Rick Scott said the abor-
tion votes cast by DFL Sens. Hu-
bert Humphrey and Wendell An-

derson have been criticized by a
number of DFL sympathizers who
have been asked for contributions
during the party’s current Dollars
for Democrats fund-raising drive.

Scott indicated that he is pleased
by the progress of the drive, but
said of the abortion votes, “They
have had an impact — I can’t say
that they haven’t. We’ve had some
people who made pledges who
now say they can’t give us any
money because of the votes.”

A newsletter of the DFL Feminist
Caucus that was to be placed in
the mail later this week includes a
copy of a letter to Scott from a
party member from Washington
County. In that letter, the party
member says he was not aware of
the Humphrey and Anderson votes
at the time he made his pledge.

“I intend to increase my political
contributions this year, but they
will go to the DFL Feminist Cau-
cus,” the party member goes on to

say. “They will know which poli-
ticians deserve my support.”

The feminist caucus has been a
potent force within the state party
and one of its founders, Koryne
Horbal, has been sharply critical of
the two senators’ votes. Ms. Hor-
bal, a member of the Democratic
National Committee from Minne-
sota, described them as ‘“outra-
geous” and predicted that Ander-

DFL continued on page 2B
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son will encounter election prob-
lems next year as a result.

Janet Sigford of Roseville, coor-
dinator of the caucus, said yester-
.day that the votes have resulted in
w members and financial sup-

%rt for the group.

-Lin its current fund-raising effort,
‘the DFL is soliciting contributions
~from about 46,000 supporters.

Throusﬂtheﬁntﬂxwoeklotthe
fund ve, Scott said yesterday

the part &M es tor about
- half ot lts $1

Soott said that in addition to the
 Humphrey and Anderson abortion
’ votes the party is receiving com-
plaints about President Carter’s ef-
; forts to hold the line on farm price
rsupportl, the DFL-controlled Leg-
! islature’s decision to tax a portion
uof public pensions and what some
.consider the inadequate level of
““education aid approved by the Leg-
<:islature.



Genocide, not abortion

A recent political cartoon in the
Tribune depicted Uncle Sam refus-
ing, for teoconomy reasons, to give
mone poor women see
abordzms, From my experience in
having worked in large Southern
regional hospitals, I have quite an-
other concern about using tax mo-
nies for abortions for poor moth-
ers.

I found among many personnel so
much resentment against T
women having babies that there
wasageneralwillin ess to sup-
rrt such funding to pay

the abortiom than to support
the children on welfare.” The
name for abortion for that reason
is “genocide.”—Rev. L. J. Murtagh,

Wilmont, Minn.






$3-million abortion fund announced

Associated Press

New York, N.Y.

The Planned Parenthood Feder-
{ation of America is trying to raise
$3 million to establish a fund for
lawsuits and other actions involv-
ing the availability of abortions for
poor women under Medicaid and
other state programs.

Called “The Justice Fund,” the
campaign will support pending
litigation as well as new lawsuits
to test those areas left unanswered
by recent U.S. Supreme Court de-
cisions. It also will provide infor-
mation and educational services to

the public regarding the issue.

The fund is being set up because of
a recent supreme court decision
that states have no legal duty to
pay for abortions when the lives of
mothers are not endangered. The
court also ruled that public hospi-
tals cannot be forced to perform
abortions for women who want
such operations but cannot afford
to pay for them. v

.State medicaid programs, through

public hospitals, + provided abor-
tions last year for about 300,000
poor women, according to Planned
Parenthood statistics.

/
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~Los Angeles Times

. WASHINGTON—The Carter ad-
~ministration, grarpling with the
“political and social consequences of
.'a new congressional ban on Medic-
-aid abortions, is considering a se-
‘ries of abortion alternatives—in-
cluding cash payments to families
“who adopt unwanted children of
the poor. v

~ Joseph Califano, Health, Educa-
~tion and Welfare secretary, said
_yesterday that the administration
“will unveil its complete proposal in
~mid-July.

* CALIFANO TOLD a group of re-
~.porters that President Carter and
-Vice-President Walter Mondale
“discussed abortion alternatives

with him at a meeting last week.

He said they asked him to sug-
gest possible alternatives the gov-
ernment could pursue if Congress
voted to end federal payment for
most abortions for the more than 4
million indigent female Medicaid
recipients.

Medicaid is a federal-state
health-care program that provides
free medical services to low-in-
come persons and their depen-
dents.

With the administration’s bless-
ings, both the House and the Sen-
ate recently passed leﬁislative
amendments prohibiting the use of
public funds to pay the cost of
abortions for welfare recipients.

Unlike the House, the Senate

alternatives to aborti

Wednesday approved an amend-
ment that allows payment for
abortio'l'ls that are “medically nec-

essary.

CONGRESS ACTED after the
Supreme Court ruled the govern-
ment was not constitutionally re-
quired to pay for medically unnec-

essary abortions.

President Carter and administra-
tion officials repeatedly have ex-
pressed their philosophical opposi-
tion to abortions and the use of

public money for them. “We have -

said time and time again that we
do not believe that this is some-
thing public money should be spent
for,” Califano said.

The HEW secretary said the fed-
eral government had several alter-
natives to paying the costs of vol-
untary abortions—such as sex edu-
cation, family planning and facili-
tating adoptions.

Califano said preliminary consid-
eration has been given to providing
federal grants to state and private
adoption agencies and pairlng some
form of cash subsidy to less-afflu-
ent families who adopt children
surrendered by welfare mothers.

to do it, I

“HOW WE'RE tfoin
ifano. “We

don’t know,” sai

don’t know enough about it yet to

decide which way we're going
80-" e , ]

Already contained in HEW
1978 fiscal budget is $35 million
for an Alternatives to Abortio
program. Included is a $14-millio
increase for community heal
centers; $10 million for f
planning projects; $5 million f

ulation research and $4 million |
or research in foster care and
adoption. " ‘

Federal and state governments |
spend nearly $50 million each year
to pay for more than 300,000 Med-
icaid abortions, about a third of the
abortions

the United States.
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. .CONFEREES AGREE ON HEW MONEY ITEMS WITH BIG HEALTH INCREASES (p.l1)
———> ABORTION ISSUE CONTINUES TO DELAY HEW APPROPRIATIONS MEASURE (p.1) ?
. .CALIFANO AGREES WITH TALMADCE, TO REVISE REORGANIZATION PLAN (p.2)
. .HEW REGIONAL REORGANIZATION CENTRALIZES AUTHORITY IN WASHINGTON (p.2)
. .KENNEDY FINISHES WORK ON HIS HEALTH COST CONTROL AMENDMENTS (p.3)

**House and Senate conferees quickly agreed last week on dollar
figures in an HEW appropriations bill that provides $6.24 billion for
health programs during fiscal 1978 although final agreement on the bill
has been delayed by continued controversy over an abortion amendment.
The health outlays would be $709.8 million over Carter Administration
budget figures but all indications are that President Carter will sign
the measure. The health program total is $213.9 million over the
House bill, $199 million under the Senate bill. Although the President
earlier had threatened to veto a bill higher than the House measure,
HEW now admits that its estimates for welfare and Medicaid were too
high by some $1.4 billion. Downward revisions by alert Senate HEW,
subcommittee staffers, concurred in by House conferees, ave resulted
in a bill that, with an HEW total of $55.9 billion, actually is $1l.36
billion under the House figure. Senate staffers say the reason for
reduced spending is a decline in the growth rate for Medicaid costs
and recipients from nearly 19 percent over the last several yegrs to e
less than 14 percent in fiscal 1977 and 1978. Reasons for the trend
appear to be reductions in eligible populations and cutbacks in state
programs.

**With Chairman Daniel Flood (D-Pa.), of the House Appropriations ]
HEW Subcommittee taking a hard stand against a more liberal Senate pro-
vision, House and Senate conferees were unable even to come close to
agreement on an abortion provision in the HEW money bill last week.
Another try is set for this week but Flood made clear he and his House
delegation won't have anvthing to do with a Senate version permitting
federal funds K to be used for "medically necessary" aborticns. Flood
called it a "loophole you could drive a truck through." Meanwhile,
President Carter reaffirmed in a Mississippi town meeting last week

nis view that the federal government should not pay for abortions un-
less the mother's life is in danger,

Your News and Service Bureau in the Nation’s Capital
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CALIFANO TELLS TALMADGE HE'LL WITHDRAW In a bid to defuse an esca-

CONTROVERSIAL QUALITY ASSURANCE NOTICE lating cgnirontation wigh
- R Chairman Herman Talmadge

(D-Ga.) of the Senate Fi-
nance Health Subcommittee, HEW Secretary Joseph Califano has assured

the Senator that he plans to revoke a controversial June 28 "Federal
Register" notice defining the responsibilities of the Assistant Secre-
tary for Health (ASH) regarding quality assurance. Talmadge had
written Califano a letter protesting that the notice appeared to re-
establish duplication that creation of the new Health Care Financing
Administration "was supposed to eliminate" (WRMH 7-4-=77).

Califano told Talmadge in a July 20 letter that the notice "never
reached my office for review or approval," adding "It was prematurely
published without proper clearance under the pressure of time to put
HCFA into place. I intend to revoke that notice and to publish a new
functional statement." The Secretary assured the Senator..that. "HCEA
must have clear responsibility for the formulation and administration
of quality assurance and health care financing standards" under its
jurisdiction. He stressed, however, that "it is equally critical" that

ASH bring its expertise to bear on formulation of standards, necessitat-

ing a policy coordinating staff to aid in providing guidance for HCFA.

While Talmadge won that one, he did not appear to get the support
he had expected from the General Accounting Office on another complaint.
At a hearing by his health subcommittee last week on Talmadge's conten-
tion that the Department reorganization would result in too many super-
grade jobs, GAO produced a requested report on the subject. 7The report
sald essentially that it's too early to draw conclusions on overlapping
of functions between HCFA and PHS, and noted that HCFA's requests for
supergrade jobs has been cut in half since the initial proposal "and
some reductions have occurred since the subcommittee questioned the
matter." Califano proclaimec the GAO report a victory, instantly issu-
ing a statement expressing pleasure that GAO said his reorganization
"should result in improved management of the programs through better
coordination of efforts and exchange of information."

CALIFANO REORGANIZES A reorganization of HEW regional offices an-
nounced last week by Secretary Califano is a
HEW REGTONAL OFFICES clear move to strengthen central departmental
control over health and other HEW pollcy as
it is interpreted by the 10 offices. The reorganization is, in Cali=
fano's words, "intended to provide clear and direct accountability be-
tween the program people in the field and their respective headquarters
program offices in Washington.” »

Regional Health Administrators, for example, will report directly
to the office of the Assistant Secretary for Health in Washington,
rather than through the regional administrator. The same goes for
other regional offices, including the Health Care Financing Administra-
tion representative. An indication that the move will be welcome in
Congress came last week during House debate on a bill to extend certain
health laws for one year. Chairman Paul Rogers (D-Fla.) of the House
Commerce Health Subcommittee COhbldlned thact conferees on the bill were
concerned that regional offices are managing grant and contract opera-

tions in such a way as to limit the Bureau of Health Manpower s authority.

ar
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KENNEDY CALLS FOR TIGHTER R_"EVENUE CAP, Sen. Edward Kennedy's
. S T (L-Mass.) alternative to

TTAT. ¥ ISTRU 1 R
MORATORIUM ON NEW HOSP*_‘_'!\_.____LOI\ RUCTION HEW's cost control bill, -

completed last week, calls
for an immediate moratorium on all hospital construction and major

equipment purchases and slaps a 7 percent cap on revenue increases.
While Kennedy's amendments reflect a stricter regulatory stance, the
tighter controls would be accompanied by an expanded exceptions process

to allow some revenue increases and capital expansion. Kennedy's
Human Resources Health Subcommittee will consider HEW's bill and his
amendments at markup sessions beginning today in an effort to push a
bill out of full committee before the August recess.

On the House side, Ways & Means Health Subcommittee Chairman Dan
Rostenkowski (D-I1ll.) ha= tentatively scheduled markup sessions for
this week. Last week's scizduled meetings were cancelled. It was
clearfrom a staff briefing of the subcommittee that members have de-
voted little if any time to studying the issues raised by HEW's bill.

Rep. Paul Rogers (D-Fla.), Chairman of the Commerce Health Subcom-
mittee, will attempt to sgueeze in markup sessions this week. Rogers'
single day of hearings on his cost control amendments (H.R.8121) re-
vealed that HEW views his bill as unnecessarily complex and adminis-
tratively unworkable.

ELSEWHERE ON CAPITOL HILL:

--Two Medicare reimbursement measures are slated for consideration
this week by the House Ways & Means Committee. Legislation to expand
Medicare coverage in the renal disease program (H.R.8423) is expected
to pass easlily cespite criticism of the increasing program costs. A
more controversial mezasure provides Medicare coverage of physician
extender services in rural health clinics (H.R.8422). Amendments are
expected during full committee markup to add urban medically under-
served areas to the bill. The Senate version (S.708) was the subject
of hearings last week by the Senate Finance Health Subcommittee whose
chairman, Sen. Herman Talmadge (D-Ga.), indicated the proposal would
probably emerge as an amendment to a House-passed tariff bill to
~assure its speedy passage. =

--Legislation to extend Public Health Service Act programs for one
year (H.R.4975) is on its way to the White House for President Carter's
signature. The Senate agreed to the conference report on July 15 and
the House agreed on July 20.

--House and Senate conferees on the '‘Agricultural Appropriations bill
have agreed to drop House language to prohibit the FDA from imposing a
saccharin ban before Sept. 30, 1978. The conferees sald they had suf-
ficient assurances from health subcommittee chairmen that saccharin
bills would be "promptly brought" to the floors of each chamber. The
conferees also agreed to House provision of §$100,000 for saccharin
research by the FDA.

--Concerned with the explosion of technology in the health field,
Sen. Edward M, Kennedy held hearings last week to explore the impact
on health care of technology transfer. While there is criticism that

technology transfer is slow between "bench and bedside," Kennedy con-
tended that "others leap intoc appiication too quickly."
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BRIEFLY THIS WEEK:

--Responding to complaints from state and local government -groups,
President Carter has ordered a "zero-based" review of all federal assis-
tance programs that require the submission of plans. "The federal re-
qguirements for state, regional and local plans are unnecessarily
numerous, and often overlap each other or conflict with local programs,"
he said in a July 19 memo to department and agency heads. Under OMB's
direction, each department will review its plan requirements and an
interagency task force will recommend to the President which provisions
should be eliminated, consolidated or simplified. The recommendations
are due Nov. 30.

--A White House reorcanization plan is eliminating the Office of
Drug Abuse Policy but DUr, Peter fourne, friend and confidant of the
President who has headed ODAP since the Carter Administraztion took over,
remains as a Special Assistant to the President. In a statement,

Bourne said he will devote his afforts primarily to "health and inter-
national human needs areas, as well as continuing to coordinate the
federal effort in drug abuse with my increased staff."

--The Consumer Price Index for medical care services rose only 0.7
percent in June, the same as the overall CPI for the month and the
smallest medical care services increase this year. Hospital service
charges and physicians' fees rose by the same margin.

--Many state officials are resisting implementation of the 1974
health planning program, according to a recent study released by HEW,
The survey of six states found officials spending much of their ener-
gies trying to minimize any erosion of their authority by the planning
program. Copies of "Evaluation of the Impact of PlIS Programs on State
Health Goals and Activities," are available from HEW's Health Resources
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville MD 20852,

-=Dr. Julius Richmond, new Assistant Secretary of HEW for Health,
has formally named Dr. Joyce C. Lasof as his deputy for programs.
Director of the Illinois Department of Public Health from 1973 until
last February, she will be particularly occupied with disease preven=-
tion programs and those dealing with health care services for the poor
and minorities.

--HEW's Center for Disease Control says a recently completed survey

shows more than 105 millic: Americans have access to fluoridated water.

CORRECTION: An item on page one of the July 4 issue of WRMH states
that President Carter wa:s "actively opposed for the Presidency by AMA.,"
In a letter to the editor, an AMA spokesman has pointed out that the
American Medical Political 2ction Committee (AMPAC) restricte itself to
Congressional races and "does not involve itself in Presidential cam-
paigns." ’
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SPECIAL REPORT £

Conference Agreement on HEW Health Appropriations for Fiscal 1978

The following table includes figures over which there has been =
disagreement between the House and Senate bills. The figures all are
tentative because the conferees remain in disagreement over the abor-
tion amendment and other "language" items. However, no changes in the

following figures are expected bhefore final conference agreement. ~§
(Figures in millions) Conference Agreement Compared With: 3
Agreement Budget House . Senate ¢
HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION %
Genetic Info. & Counseling 4 + 4 + 4 -1 !
Maternal & Child Health: ;|
Grants to states 332.5 +17.5 +17.5 ~17.5 ¥
SIDS Info. dissemination 3 + 1.3 b U5 IREE e | &
SIDS Research & Training 29.4 * B + 6 T.r .6 &
Family Planning 135 +11.4 +11.4 -5
Hypertension 11 + 2 + 1 -1 :
Home Health Services 6 + 3 - 2 + 1 !
|
Hospitals & Clinics 0.2 +35 +35 r39,5 ;ﬁ
Construction & Modernization F] +15 +15 -45 g
Emergency Medical Services 42,6 ° + 9 + 3 r 2.4 =
Venereal Disease 32 +14 + 5 -5 g
Immunization 23 + 4 - 1 — 3
Rat Control 13 -— - -1 2
Lead Paint Poisoning Prevention 105 3 + 1.8 38 = 1.8 43
Disease Surveillance 53 - .6 = 2.1 + 8
Health Education B -~ 2,6 = 2.5 +. 2
NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH F
1
Cancer 867.1 +48.2 +35.2  -52.9 o
Heart & Lung 445.6 +42 &3 =10, 4: :
Dental Research 61 + 3 + 2 = 2
Arthritis, Metabolism, Digestive 258.5 +41.5 +21 -14.5
Neurological & Stroke 177 +15.5 + 2 - 2 ;|
Allergy & Infectious Diseases 151 %56 + 4 » 1 a
General Medical Sciences 230.4° =105 + 5 - 4.6
Child Health & Human Development 165.3 +. 9,5 + 245 i
Aging 3 sl b =2 + 2
Eye Institute 85 +20 - +10
Environmental Health Sciences 63.5 S - F Bi6 i

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR !/EALTH

Health Education & Promotion 1s5 + 1.5 + 1.5 -1
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SPECIAL REPORT (Cont.)

(Figures in millions) Conference Agreement Compared With:
Agreement Budget House Senate

ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE, MENTAL
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

Mental Health:
Community Programs, First Year 26.4 +26.4 + J. 6 -

356 J
Financial Distress e il LI w 1.8 4
Alcoholism: =
Community Programs, Project 5
Grants 78.8 +10 + 3.8 - 3.8 i
. - S
HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINTSTRATION -
National Health Statistics 35,3 + 5 - . 1,7 b
Health Planning 145 +20 il o B 7%
Special Medical Facilities 1.8 + 1.8 + 1.8 -- i
Health Manpower:
MOD Capitation Grants 201 +-5.6 ~ +19 C
VOPP Capitation Grants 18 +18 = -= -
Public Health Capitation CGrants 5.9 + 5.9 - - !
Health Teaching Facilities 8.5 + 8.5 et 4 e i
Student Loans 20 +20 +10 -6 w%
Hlth. Service Corps Scholarships 60 +20 + 5 =15 &
Interdisciplinary Training 3.5 + 3,5 + 3.5 = 1.5 5
Health Professions Startup 2 + 1 + 1 - i
Financial Distress 3 + 1 L ! A -
Nurse Capitation CGrants 30 +30 - 2 - b
Advanced Nurse Training 2 +12 + 2 - £
Nursing Student Loans 22.5 +22.5 + 2.5 - k4
Public Health Adm. Traineeships 1.5 + 1.5 + g8 C SRS 3
SOCIAL & REHABILITATTON SERVICE i
Maintenance Assistance 6,300 -305.8 -285.8 - "~
Medical Assistance 10,750 -1,066 -714.4 -
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION Z
Supplemental Security Income 4,500 =500 -500 e i
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Lawyers for Americans United for Life Legal Defense
Fund are defending the Hyde Amendment, which cut off federal
funds for abortion, in two cases before the Supreme Court.

The Court agreed Feb. 19 to hear a New York case,
McRae v. Secretary of HEW, in which federal Judge John
Dooling declared the Hyde Amendment unconstitutional and
issued an injunction against it. AUL has been representing
Congressman Henry J. Hyde, author of the amendment, Sen. Jesse
Helms and former Sen. James Buckley, as well as a guardian
for unborn children in this case since October 1976.

The Supreme Court will hear the McRae case at the same
time as an I1linois case, Williams v. Zbaraz, in which the
AUL Legal Defense Fund is defending the Hyde Amendment and an
I11inois Taw restricting abortion funds. The Court had agreed
to hear the Williams case last fall.

Judge Dooling issued an injunction against the Hyde
Amendment in January, but it did not go into effect until
Feb. 19 when the Supreme Court denied requests from the
federal government and AUL to leave the amendment in effect
until the full Court has had a chance to review the issues
involved and decide the case.

Judge Dooling's decision held that, under the Medicaid
Act and under the constitution, the federal government must
fund all abortions deemed "medically necessary" by the
doctor performing the abortion. AUL general counsel Patrick
Trueman criticized this ruling, noting that, "At least one
prominent abortionist testified before Judge Dooling that
anytime an abortion is wanted, it is medically necessdry.".

"Judge Dooling's ruling, now in effect, will also
1ikely result in forcing all states to fund Medicaid
abortions, even though 41 of them have restricted such
payments," said Trueman.

In ruling the Hyde Amendment unconstitutional, Judge
Dooling held that Congress must remain "neutral" between
childbirth and abortion, and if it funds one it must fund
the other.
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Judge Dooling also ruled that the Hyde Amendment violates the
First Amendment which guarantees "free exercise" of one's religion.
Because certain "mainstream" religions allow abortion as a matter
of personal choice and in some cases, according to Dooling, may
even "mandate" abortion, "To deny necessary medical assistance for
the lawful and medically necessary procedure is to violate the
pregnant woman's First...Amendment rights," Dooling held.

Dooling, however, rejected arguments of plaintiffs American
Civil Liberties Union and Planned Parenthood that the Hyde Amendment
is an "establishment of religion” in violation of the First
Amendment. The plaintiffs attempted to show that the Hyde Amendment
was an establishment of Catholic doctrine.

Judge Dooling, in his decision, wrote, "...[T]he spokesmen of
religious institutions must not be discouraged, nor inhibited by the
fear that their support of legislation, or explicit lobbying for such
legislation, will result in its being constitutionally suspect."”

The Supreme Court has indicated that oral arguments in both
the McRae and Williams cases will be held in April, with AUL's
brief due March 18. AUL Chairman Dennis Horan has announced that
AUL Vice-Chairman Victor Rosenblum, a professor of constitutional
law at Northwestern University, will present oral arguments before the
Supreme Court.
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o RS expected to rule on the motion within the next two weeks, and
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sty el ¥ SR abortion funding until the Supreme Court reaches a decision, which
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Hyde amendment battle looming i
over Medicaid, Defense budgets \°

In a developing story of a divided Carter
Administration and a new strategy by the
nation’s major pro-abortion organizations,
the annual battle over the Hyde amend-
ment has begun in the 96th Congress with
an additional focal point: women in the
military. While President Carter has
repeatedly stated his opposition to the use
of federal funds for abortion (A stance he
reiterated as recently as March 24 at a
town meeting in Elk City, Oklahoma),
Department of Defense (DOD)-officials
have been testifying before key
Congressional subcommittees in recent
weeks against restrictions on DOD ap-
propriations for abortions for ser-
vicewomen, military wives and depen-
dents. ;

National pro-abortion organizations, in-
cluding NARAL, the National Abortion
Rights Action League, and the Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, have
forged a coalition viewpoint with the
military on deletion of the current abortion
restrictions from FY 1980 DOD ap-
propriations. The January-February issue
of the NARAL newsletter lists DOD ap-
propriations as the top ‘‘pro-choice”
priority in 1979. This new, ‘‘uneasy alli-
ance’’ between the pro-abortion lobby and
DOD officials was first expressed in the
Carter Administration’s FY 1980 Budget
request, submitted to Congress on January
22, 1979. The President’s budget statement
recommended deletion of the anti-abortion
language originally offered by Rep.
Robert K. Dornan (R-Ca.) in August of
1978.

Meanwhile, pro life lobbyists scanned an’

early May markup session for FY 1980
Labor-HEW appropriations. Hearings
were held in the Labor-HEW ap-
propriations subcommittees of the U.S.
Senate and House of Representatives on
March " 28 and April 24, respectively.
Earlier, HEW Secretary Joseph Califano
testified  before the same House sub-
committee that current Health Care
Financing Administrations statistics show
99% reduction of lederal support tor abor-
tion under the FY ‘79 “Michel amend-
ment.”” That amendment, first adopted in
1977 and re-enacted on October 13, 1978,

allows fodera’ o hur<ement for abhor-
Jﬂ & . ¢ L el e
Pro life analysts, while recognizing

Caltane’s vigorous  efforts to  enforce
LCunglessiotia e Wi Wi abwrtaon
funding, have questioned the value i ad
mittedly umaudited’ statistics in the up-
coming Hyde amendment debate
Ironically, Secretary Caihtanos Clowe
scrutiny of Medicaid abortion claims has
sharpened the growing consciousness of
the Administration’s inconsistent handling
of the Department of Defense Appropria-
tions issue. g

Testimony submitted before the Senate
Labor-HEW appropriations subcommittee
on March 28 noted the fact that the HCFA
Medicaid ‘abortion statistics omitted
figures for Florida, New York and several

states funding most or all abortions under
court order. Most significantly, states
may file for reimbursement oi abortions
performed in 1978 under federal guidelines
many months after the fact. Represen-
tative William Natcher (D.,KY ' chairman
of the House Labor HEW appropriations
subcommittee, questioned Leonard
Schaeffer, HCFA administrator. on March
22 about his agency’s confidence in the
state statistics. *‘I have to tell you frankly,
Mr. Chairman, that our confidence was
shaken early on,”’ Schaeffer responded

Lieutenant General Paul Myers,
Surgeon General of the Air force, told the
House Appropriations Subcommittee on
Defense in March that female service
members view the DOD anti-abortion
restriction as a “*health entitlement loss ™
Myers specifically cited the exclusion of
abortion funding for genetic defects as a
‘*‘tragic aspect of the law.” In addition,
Myers charged that any increase in the
number of ‘‘pregnancies carried to term
by active duty members...will have an ad-
verse impact on the noneffectiveness
rate’’ for female servicewomen Myers
also spoke circumferentially of abortion
resulting in “‘cost savings'' to the military.

Similar themes were echoed in the
testimony of Vernon McKenzie. Acting
Assistant Secretary of Defense, who told
the House subcommittee on March 24 that
no fully reliable date on reduction of the
number of abortions performed under the
Dornan amendment were available He
noted that the U.S. Navy charged abortion
recipients outside the 50 states for non-
funded abortions on a prepaid basis of $175
for a first-trimester abortion and $405 for a
second-trimester procedure.

The March 23 edition of Planned Parent-
hood-Washington Memo, published by the
Alan Guttmacher Institute, quoted high
Pentagon officials as saying the anti-
abortion legislation ‘“‘certainly sets back
efforts to bring more women into the
military.”” The Planned Parenthood ar-
ticle offered the view that “‘funding for
abortions for military women may replace
funding for poor women as the hottest
abortion-related issue facing the 96th
Congress this year ™

An Associated Press account of Pen
tagon testimony before the Senate Armed
Services Manpower Subcommittee noted
that at leas! some serv s aner st aboned
with a ohild were iransterred
back to the United States earlier than ex-
pected because they did not qualify for the
housing they nesded o ki ne get
adeguaic el carv g g b ob-
server on Capitol Hill remarked w the
irony involved in the new DOD strategy of
the pro-abortion lobby, remarking ‘‘the
pro-abortion organizations have spent
years rebuking the pro life movement on
just such issues as child care and housing.
Now when these inadequacies can be used
as an argument for restoration of abortion

Continued on page 5
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