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·nal:ional 
R~GHT TO LIFE 

com~illczcz, Inc. 

To: All NRl.C Chapters 

. Fl'an: J.C. Willke, M.D., President 

Suite 402, 4191th Street, N.W. 
Washington D.C. 20004 - (202) 631-4396 

Re: Proposed Health an~ Human Services Regulation 

Date: February 25, 1982 

Enclosed is a copy fran the Federal Register of the family planning regulation 
which Health and Human Services Secretary Richard Schweicker has proposed. 
Fr001 its date of Feb. 22 until April 23, 1982, written eatments will be collec
ted. These will be individually read and tabulated as pro and con for this 
proposed nJle. 'l'he fo1pact of thh; input will be very important as to whether 
this propoSlxl rule w.Ul be pranulgate<l as is, or be rrodified in minor or major 
ways. 

Be sure ~hat this st.ril<cs at a vital organ in the anti-family, pro-abortion 
canplex of this nation. The current activities of roost federally funded family 
planning clinics provide a fertile seed bed for abortion. The Planned Parent
hood ~pparatus will be organizing and getting tens of thousands of letters 
written 'fron private individuals and clinic groups opposing this. 

Pro-life and pro-frunily groups should be getting just as many letters in. 

Your rm,--ponse of &upport for this "proposed rule" can take any fonn and enpha
size any•.aspect. It can cane fran a Right to Life group, a church group, an 
individual, an organization. Each letter will be counted as a "yes'' or "no" 
and the "l.vQte" r~ordeQ, w the number rather than the length is essential. 
You may.say the. regulation soould be stricter or rmre lenient, wt while such 
variations will be reported, the "yes" or "no'' is the bottan line. · 

I'm enclosing my letter to Secretary Schweiker for ideas, but not to be copied. 
(Yours soould go to l&µ-jory Mecklenwrg.) 

May I strongly suggest that your chapter generate an ab&>lute minirnlln of ten 
letters in support and hopefully 50 or rmre. Ranember, if they arrive after 
April 23rd they will not be counted. 



national 
RI.GHT TO LIFE 

comm·ittc:c:, inc. 

January 28, 1982 

'lbe Hooorable Richard S. Schweiker 

Suite ,02, ,19 7th Street, NW. 
Washington O.C. 2000, - (202) 638,,396 

Secretary, Department of Health and H1.1Ila.Il Services 
200 Independence Avenue, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20045 

Dear Secretary Schweicker: 

'1be National Right to Life cannittee does not have an official policy on 
contraceptipn per seas our interests extend only to the protection of life 
after it has begun. We nl.11lber among our menbers large numbers who both 
approve 2fl1d disapprove of contraceptives. 

We do bave .a very strong conviction, -universally held througoout our rmvanent, 
that p~ents of minor daughters should be informed prior to an abortion. 

While not official policy, this same conviction is part of our manbers' think
ing on the dispensing of prescription drugs and devices to minors. 

The prime question is not. that of dispensing contraceptives, for sane of our 
people \\QUld be pemlissive of dispensing non-prescription condans, .foam, etc. 
Rather, !tis a question of the dispensing of medically ,hazardous drugs and 
devices without parental kno~ledge or consent . 

. ·• ,, ' ; 

I pel"S)nally lmow of~ 18-'year-old girl, given the "pill" at a family planning 
clinic, who diectof a stroke, al!rost certainly fran the pill. She was buried 
wit!x>ut ber parents lmowing the cause. The IUD is known to produce pennanent 
sterility in a distressing number of cases. 

• • I ' ~·. 

The total law and tradit;on ,of this -nation bas been to recognize parents' 
rights over medically hazardous ~reatment of their children. We strongly 
support this legal tt"a?itio~. 

_, . .· 

If the state wishes to grant to unanancipated minors the right to obtain 
contraceptives at state expense it may apparently do so. But even granting 
such a sx:ial intrusion into the iniegrity of the family, the goal of pro
viding contraceptives for mioors can be accanplished by ~er means. 

There is absolutely no justification in violating another major parental pre
_rogative by usurping their right to detennine what medical treatment their 
children receive. 



• 

'lbe Honorable ~Ucha.rd _S. Sctnveicker· 
January 28, 1982 
Page '1\-.o 

We therefore strongly urge you at this t:ime to require parental notification 
whenever any unanancipated minors are given prescription devices or drugs at 
family planning clinics. · 

Respectfully subnitted, 

J.C. Willke, M.D. 
President-

JCW:sb 
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February 3, 1983 
With the law. An estimated 548,000 are de- ronmental, and recreational .. recom- uations In an effort to determine tile 
Unquent, the vast portion of them doubtless mendatlons of the Commission's com_. need for future coiiimerctal expansion, 
because of · nonfeasance-aa opposed to prehenslve master plan. The need to rehabilitation, and environmental en-

. those who have decided to be defiant. preserve and "'rotect the river's natu-·. hancement of the ri.ver. Simply sta•...a No one can say how many of the half-mil•· -" -
lion who haven't registered are college stu- ral beauty and recr~atlonal uses was, ft Is time to take the euesswork out of . 
dents. But there Is not the sllahtest reason and Is, vitally important. . the use of one of our greatest natural 
under Ood's blue sky why those who are In It Is precisely for this reason, Mr. resources. 
school and using federal money should Speaker, that I am today Introducing Sixth, the Secretary of the Army Is 
expect loans and rrani. to continue. legislation to Implement the major en- required to submit to Congress annual 

A number of colleges have sliOlfled will- vfroninental, recreational, and navfga- recommendations to be undertaken to 
lngness to comfort the poor lads who are ti na1 d ti t f rth· fn cut off from the federal Treasury by provld• 0 recommen a ons ae O Increase the capacity. of specific locks 
Ina tuition money from their own loan the Commission's master plan. The throughout the system through ·non• 
funds. we ·trust the alumni of Institutions · need for action to provide for the man- structural and minor structural meas
·that decide to abet the dtsregard of the law agement of the magnificent resource la ures This requirement will provide 

· -ater today than ever before. That la · • will convey their oplnfons firmly. ...~ the necessary maintenance of these 
. There Is nothing oppressive or repressive why I am particularly pleased that my expensive locka and dams to prevent 

about the proposed regulation. The only good fl'.fend, the distinguished Senator premature major repair 0 ~ replace• 
strange element Is that anyone believes It Is from Minnesota (Mr .. BosCHWITZ), will ment. 
strange. soon Introduce similar legislation In Finally, and probably most bnpor-

CFrom the New York Dally News, Jan. 23, the 0ther body. · t t th 1 ..1-1 ti th A true balance among the three an • e ea&.Ma on approves e 
19Q3l master plan as a_ guide for future 

PRIVILEGB AND DuTY major uses of the river; commercial water policy on the Upper Mississippi 
navigation, environment, and recrea• ·River system. Without a doubt, polfcy
tlon Is essential to maintain the fnteg- making groups within the system are 
rity of this resource for future genera- In need of a management guide for di• 
tlons. My bill will accomplish this Is In rectlon In bnplementlng programs 
several ways. 

"The United States government Is saying 
bluntly that taxpayer funds will not be used 
to provide a college education for students 
who do not comply wltJi the Selective Serv
ice registration requirements." That's how 
Education Secretary T. H. Bell described a 
proposal to cut off federal loans -to youn1 
men who fall to register with Selective Serv• 

First, funds are authorized to allow which affect future gen«;ratlons. 
the Secretary of the Army to provide · . Mr. Speaker, this legislation differs, 
for the engineering, design, and con- from my previous legislation by having 
structlon of a second lock at locks and the benefit of experience. The new 
dam 26, near Alton, Ill. This authorl• legislation Is a correlation of letters 
zatlon will allow commercial navlga• and recommendations from conatftu• 
tion the oppartunity .to transport, ents and represetktatlves of the major 
without bottienecks, the goods and groups which use the river or Its re
services necessa,ry to the peopie of the sources. 

· Ice. We couldn't have said It better our: 
selves. · 

There's a simple principle Involved here: 
Citizenship In this great country brings cer
tain privileges-and responslbllltles. U 
young men want the prlvllege of getting 
low-cost, taxpayer-funded · college · loans, 
then they damn well ought to Uve up to 
their duty to obey the law.e 

Midwest. . It Is absolutely necessary for this 
Second, funds are authorized to body to act In a sensible, fair way In 

allow the Department of the Interior dealing with the future management 
to undertake a habitat rehabilitation of this valuable resource. The time has 
and enhancement program · for the come where we can no longer afford to 
natural and recreational resources of manage thla resource without provtd-

' · GUNDERSON UPPER MISSISSIPPI . 
RIVER SYSTEM MANAGEMENT 
ACT 

the river system. Decades of com.mer• Ing for all of Its uaea. I am askfnc my 
HON. STEVE GUNDERSON clal use have taken their toll on the colleagues, on behalf of every resident 

or wiscoNsm habitat of the Mississippi River. To • of the Upper Mississippi River system, 
remedy this situation and to Insure to Join with me In recognfztng the mul• °' THE'I'h Hodus1: ~FbllEPRES~

1
A
9
Tl
83

VES that it does not recur, the habitat re- tlple use concept of this river system.e 
ura ai,, re rua111 "• · habllltatlon program In my bill would 

• Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, establish: First, a program of rehablll• · 
the value of the Mississippi River tatfon and enhancement of fish and SHOULD PARENTS KNOW? OF 
system has long been recognized by wildlife resources; second, a long-term COURSE THEY SHOUID 
the people of the Upper Midwest. And resource monitoring program: and 
one of the true ~lesslngs of the mighty third, a computerized Inventory and 
Mississippi Is fts:multftude of uses. In · analysis system. · -
fact, the Upper Mississippi River has Third, the Secretary of the Army fa 
the distinction· of carrying two con- required to establish and seek Federal 
gresslonal mandates-one for national funding for a program that would fa
waterway transportation and the cllitate the productive uses of dredged 
other as a national fish and wildlife material from the river. Such material 
refuge area. has a variety of uses outside the river's 

In an attempt' to reconcile the Vaf· flood plain Including landfill, concrete~ 
lous uses of the Upper Mississippi beach sand, and as a soil conditioner: 

· River system, Congress created the . Fourth, the- legislation would give 
Upper Mlsalsslppl · Rlver Basln Com- the Secretary of the Interior the au
mission to develop a comprehensive thorlty to bnplement a program of rec• 
master plan for future utilization of reatlonal projects along the Upper 
this portion of the river. Mississippi River system and to assess 

The Upper Mississippi River Basin the economic benefit of ·those recre
Commlssfon published a comprehen~ atlonal activities. . Enhanced recre• 
slve _master plan for the balanced man- atlonal oppartµnftles are not only im• 
agement ·of the Upper Mississippi portant to the users of the river 
River system on January 1, 1983, pur- system, but to thousands of small busl• 
suant to the mandate In Public Law nessmen along the system as well. 
95-502, the Inland Waterways Author• . Fifth~ funds are authorized to 
lzatlon Act of 19'18. · permit the Department of the Army 

Exactly 1 year ago today, I came to monitor traffic movements so as to 
before this body to Introduce legisla• verify lock capacities, update traffic 
tlon to Implement the ecological, envl- , projections, and refine economic eval• 

HON. LARRY McDONALD 
or CSOllOIA 

IN THE HOUSE OJ' RJ:PRESDTATIVU 

Thursday, Februa111 J, 1983 

e Mr. McD.ONAID. Mr. Speaker, 
Georg!! Orwell's "1984" has not quite 
arrived In the United States, but it Is 
not for lack of tryfng. by some of the 
bureaucratic folks who always know 
what. la best. for you. Symptomatic-of 
the tbnes, however, Is the current con
troversy over whether parents have a 
right to know when their minor chil
dren request birth control Informa
tion. My strong belief Is that parents 
do have a right to know, since they are 
responsible for the behavior of their 
children until · they are no longer 
minors. Paul Howle wrote an excellent 
column discussing this subject In the 
Atlanta Journal of Monday, J(Uluary 
17, 1983.1 commend ft to the attention 
of my colleagues. 

The article follows: 
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(From· the Atlanta Journal, Jan. 17, 19831 be boya and gtrla will be girls and who are 
SHOVJJ> PAJU:lffS KMow? Or COURSS .]:'HEY parents to Interfere? 

SaoVJ.D • over there are those narrow-minded, .re-
<By Paul Howle> presslve, Ignorant old frumps who•stlll have 

America keeJ)II 88klng herself the silliest the nerve to believe that mothers and fa
queatlona: Should children be allowed to ob- thers should have more control over their 
serve a moment of silence In school? minor children· t1'an some social agency 
' Are manger scenes on the courthouse d~a ... -e that. Just who do these paren•· lawn unconstitutional? ,.u, .. 
Quick. somebody-pasa a law. Frame- an think they are? They act as If they had 

amendment. Write a regulation. some sort of special stake In their children's 
· The latest allly question Is this: Should lives. 

the parents of minor female children be In• Now tell me, why shouldn't parents know 
formed when their daughters are given pre- what their children are up to? Because par
acrlptlona for birth-control devices. . ents are yucky? Because It's none of their 

What a question. Well, of course they . business? Well, the reason most often cited 
ahould. Is because the parents might actually have 

Thia question la Just like the others. None the nerve to say, "No." . 
of them should ever have been asked and Then, the experts say, the kid is rolng to 

• only people with nothln&' In the world con- go out and Do It anyway and get pregnant 
· structlve to do would dream of maklna an because she Just couldn't "communicate" 
Issue over them. with her parent■. 

But on to the gory detalla: The govern- It takea one hell of a · lot of nerve to say 
ment says federally funded family plannlnr · "no't to children these· days. Everybody 
agencies have to notify parent.a when t.een• from the Civil Liberties Union to Planned 
agers receive prescription birth control Parenthood will come down on you. You 
product■. A rroup called Planned Parent- aren't communicating, they will aay. You 
hood haa declared Itself officially outraced aren't relating. · 
and haa asked a federal court to stop the But to say that parents should not be In• 
government from enforclnr the rule. • formed of the evidence of sexual activities 

So the battle lines are drawn. ~ by their minor children because a lot of the 
On thla side are those with-It people children are rolng to be bad anyway Is like 

whose task In life Is to know what'• good for saying there•• no sense In swatting flies be
ua. They know, for Instance, that boys will cause you can't ever get rid of them an. 

'· 

/ . 

Yea, bad things will continue to happen. · 
There will be cockroaches In the silverware 
drawer, murders, earthquakes, dandruff, 
famine and plague-and pregnant 15-year
olda. 

Yes, kids will be kids and nothing will ever 
stop that. But many a grappllne session In 
the back seat of a Jalopy haa been cut short 
by the thoueht of what Mama would say. 

To l'ecognlze the lnevltablllty of sexual ac
tivity among youngsters Is one thine. To Im• · 
pllcltly sanction It by sendlne children the 
message that they might as well go ahead 
because It ii Inevitable, la another. 

The point Is, that until that Brave ·New 
World arrives when all babies are conceived 
In Pyrex cylinders and raised by an allknow
lng state, parents are the best thing we 
have. 

Parents, like any other category of our 
falllble species, have bhelr faults .. But by 
and laree they do pretty well when you let 
them. Most of the ones I know love and care 
about their children and have spent a ereat 
deal of time and money and effort In trying 
to bring them up to lead good and useful 
lives. 

The plain fact Is that It Is the parents' ab
solute and Inherent right to know what coes 
on In the lives of their minor children. It ls . 
their right even If a thousand social aeen• 
cles fret that they will not react In the ap, 
proved way.e 

.. 
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MAILGRAM 

Honorable Richard Schweiker 
Secretary 
Department of Health & Human Services 
Washington, D . C. 20201 

April 29, 1982 

We the undersigned pro-life, pro-family groups are very concerned 
about the April 28th New York Times article that reports that DHHS officials 
may be caving-in the proposed Title X regulations requiring parental no
tification of minor patients when prescription birth control drugs or de
vices of any kind are dispensed. 

We urge you to immediately issue a point by point repudiation of this 
article which we hop e is inaccurate . 

We request at the earliest date a meeting with you and Title X pro
gram officials concerning the many problems we see in that program in
cluding, but not limited to, the totally inade quate report by the D epart
ment to the House Appropriations Subcommittee concerning DHHS actions 
during the ten months since GAO Report HRD 81-68 dated June 19, 1981. 

Judie Brown - American Life Lobby 

Paul Marx, O.S . B . - Hum an Life lnt'l. 

Bobbie H . Ames - Protect 
America's 
Children 

Jame1:> L . Deger - Life Issues 
in Formal 
Education 

James Wright - Family Protection Lobby 

Connaught Marshner - Nat'l. Pro-Life Coalition 

Gordon Jones - United Families of America 

Murray Norris - Christian Family Renewal 

Paul Brown - Life Amendm e nt PAC 

Alicia Pitzer - Eagle Forum 

J e an Bingham - United Families 
of Maryland 

Joan Solms - Family Life Lea gue 

Joseph Scheidler - Pro-Life Action Le ague 

John Beckett - Interce ssors for Am e rica 

Olga Fairfax - United Methodists for Life 

Howard Phillips - Cons ervative Caucus 

·• ... ( .: 

Gary Jarmin - Christian Voice 

Lorraine Syms - Pro-Family 
Forum 

·; ~; 
:• · ·~: i; 

·---=====-------
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THB NEW YORK TIMBS, W BDNBSpA Y, A PRIL ze;_ j9aj . 

Birth-ControfRU1e1
1 

-May Be Modified 
WASHINGTON, April 'J:l (AP) - age 35 who smoke, Planned Parent-

lbe Reagan Administration's pro- hood maintains. IUD's, which present 
posal to require notification of parents the risk of infection in the Fallopian 
when minors receive contraceptives ·tubes, are seldom prescribed for ado-
at clinics that receive Government lescents who have not been pregnant. 
funds may need refining so it will not Diaphragms pose no health risks ex-
be an undue burden on the clinics, an cept those associated with pregnancy 
official of the Department of Health from contraceptive failure, the organ. 
and Human Services said this week. ization says. 

J lbe Administration is also prepared ' The Secretary of Health and Human 
. to reconsider whether the rule ought Services, Richard S. Schweiker, has . 

to apply to intrauterine devices as emphasized that the Administration 
well as to b~trol pills, accord- has been criticized from all sides for 
ing to Marjory Mecklenberg, Deputy advancing the regulation. One side, 
Assistant Secretary for Population Al- which bas said the proposal is too 
fairs. weak, would prefer an outright r&-

She described those issues as two of quirement that parental permission -
the major difficulties spotlighted by be given before those under 18 could 
the public debate over what some of receive contraceptives. 'The other side · 
its detractors have termed the squeal contends that the regulation ls an at. 
rule. tempt to h:hpose a national moral 

Since the proposal was announced standard and maintains ~t it will not 
Feb. 19, the department bas received deter teen-agers from sexual inter-
more than 40,000 letters. They have course but will drive many who would 
not been sorted, so it is not known how otherwise seek contraceptives away = are from those convinced the from clinics, resulting in more un-

ation will lead to more unwanted · wanted pregnancies and in abortions. 
pregnancies and abortions, as family- · 
planning agencies and other critics • · · ~ - · · ·-- · ·- - · ... 
coot.end, and how many think it ls &J>-
propriate Federal action to insure ' 
parental responsibility and control, as 
its supporters maintain. 

Mrs. Mecklenberg said in an inter- -
view after the 6Cklay period for public · 
comment closed late last week that 
she was optimistic that an evaluation 
of the responses could be completed 
before the summer was over. 

Even without a review of the letters, 1 

problems with the proposal have be
come clear . . 

Mrs. Meckleoberg said that one fear · : 
was that the regulation would prove · 1 

expensive in practice. Clinics would ! 
have to notify parents within 10 days 
of giving a prescription contraceptive 
such as birth-control pills or IUD's to 
those under 18. 

The clinics would also have to follow 
up to make sure the notices had been 
received. Exceptions would be 
granted only in cases where there was 
evidence that a teen-ager might suffer 
~calbarm. 

"We do need to look into the whole 
record-keeping or verification proce
dure," Mrs. Mecklenberg said. Noting 
that the object was "to make it possi
ble for clinics to operate without an 
undue burden," she said, "We need to 
take a good hard look at that and 
whether it is workable." 

The other problem area she cited 
was "the question of IUD's -whether 
there are significant health risks with 
IUD's to have it included." 

Planned Parenthood, a leading oJ>-
pooent ol.the regulation, has-cited ·, - - - ~ 
Government's own statistics showing , 
that the risk of death from pregnancy 
and childbirth is greater for teen-
agers than the same risks from birth-
control pills or IUD's. The risk of 
death from pregnancy and childbirth 
among adolescents is 11.1 per 100,000 
live births, compared with 0.8 per 
100,000 for IUD users, 1.2 for nonsmok-

· ing users of pills and U for users of 
pills who smoke. 

About 95 percent of teen-agers re
ceiving prescription contraceptives 
are given birth-control pills. The 
health problems associated with the 
pill are concentrated in women over 



national 
RIGHT TO LIFE 

committee, Inc.-
Sult• .-02, 419 7th Street, N.W. 
Waahlngton O.C. ~ - (202) 638-4396 

To: Board of Directors and State Offices 

From: J.C. Willke, M.D., President 

Re: "Schweiker regs" -- For your information only 

Date: February 15, 1983 

The long-awaited "Schweiker" regulations on parental notification have been 
issued and prarptly challenged in court by Planned Parenthocx:1, where a 
preliminary injunction has been issued. If Planned Parenthood fails to stop 
then at that level there will be an intensive effort to have congress reverse 
them through statute. Anti-family groups are at present making an intensive 
effort to change the minds of congressmen on this. 

First and fo:tenost, whenever one of us is asked as a right to life person, we 
rrust begin by stating that the National Right to Life Ccmnittee has no opinion 
on contraceptives as such. OUr board has taken no position on the contraceptive 
aspects of these regs. NRLC does oppose abortifacients and this can be stated. 

Before the rced.ia and as president of NRLC I have stated .the above and then noted 
that we do have a strong position on parental-nofification prior to abortion -. . "" 
and that a similar position on the dispensing of hazardous prescription drugs 
(the Pill) and devices (the IUD) is alnost universally held by our rrembers. 

As private citizens we can have an opinion on these regs. I am a physician 
and sex educator, as you lcrxM. As such I have enclosed a paper with sore 
background information. If you as private citizens agree with my personal 
position, please understand that ~re is an urgent need that your senators, 
your congressman, Mrs. Margaret Heckler, newly-appointed secretary of HHS, as 
well .as Mrs. Margie Mecklenburg, director of the Office of Adolescent Pregnancy 
Programs and Deputy Assistant Secretary for Population Affairs, receive letters 
supportive of these new regs. Governrrent officials are being innundated by 
criticism by our enemies. Perhaps your church or other groups may be interested 
and could begin to get a volune of letters in. 
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11 Scl"tNeiker Regs on Infonning Parents" 
Background Infonnation · 
by J.C. Willke, M.D. 

The oontraoeptive pill is covered by this reg. The IUD is oovered by this 
reg. The diaphragm is covered by this reg. The condan is not covered by 
this reg. Foams, jellies, etc. are not covered by this reg-. -

The media seems to be at great pains, as do Planned Parenthood and all of our 
enemies, to try to oover up the fact that non-hazardous, non-prescription 
devices such as condans, foams, etc. will still be able to be dispensed by 
such clinics witmut parental notification under this reg. It is quite clear, 
therefore, that if the nore hazardous prescription types are in fact strongly 
discouraged because of t.hi.s parental notification, the clinic still has 
available the wide-open option of giving out the other types. 

What I personally do is speak to this as a physician, not as an official of 
NRIC. I enphasize the fact that the contraoeptive pill is truly a hazardous 
drug. In my CMn counseling practioe, I knew of one seventeen-year-old girl, 
given the pill by Planned Parenthood, \lI'lk.na.\1n to her parents, wtx:> developed 
severe headaches. Returning to Planned Parenth:x>d, she was told to continue 
to use the pill. She had a fatal stroke. Her parents buried her without 
knowinq that she had been given the pill by Planned Parent.mod. In my own 
practice while on call in the emergency roan several years ago, I had another 
young lady in her early twenties who came in with a massive pulnonary blocx:1 
clot which destroyed one entire lung. Except for emergency treatment, she 
\\Ould have died. That lady ncM gets short of breath going up one flight of 
steps. My point made here, and each of you may at times want to make that 
point, is that these drugs are-hazardat!'s. - -/Ir ret)Ort ·fast ·year in the Journal - .. .. 
of the American Medical Association stated that nore wanen die fram the pill 
than fran pregnancy and delivery. · 

The intrauterine device is also hazardous. One type,· the Oalkon shield, has 
been taken-off the market because of the serious infections it caused. All 
other types of IUDs cause chronic, lo.v-grade inflamation within the cavity 
of the uterus. In a measurable nll'llber of cases, these cause scarring and 
blockage of the tubes with pennanent lifetime sterility. The FDA notified 
all practicing physicians scree years ago that, if they were to insert an IUD 
into a we.man, they were required to specifically infonn her that "this might 
make her sterile." My usual statement is that this devioe should not be on 
the market, entirely aside from its abortifacient action. 

Diaphragms happen to be prescription items. Planned Parenthocxi is making 
quite a fuss about saying that these are non-hazardous. That is true. What 
has been used nost? overwhelmingly the pill and a small percentage of IUDs. 
The diaphragm is seldan used by minor teenagers who have not had babies. 

(rrore) 
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I tell about aoother case involving an IUD. A sixteen-year-old girl cane -
to my office shortly before I left practice. Unknc:Mn -to her parents, the 
local Planned Parenthood had inserted an IUD into her. She had developed 
a fever, severe lower abdaninal cranping and a foul vaginal discharge. 
ReturninJ to the Planned Parenthood office« she was told that it should be 
left in and that everything would be all right. I renoved the IUD. It was 
followed by a gush of pus. This young lady was in bed and septic for al.roost 
a week before we could control her infection. I seriously doubt, after that 
massive infection which involved her uterus, tubes and ovaries, whether that 
young lady will ever be able to bea:xre pregnant. Again, her parents did not koow 
that this had been inserted into her until I told them. 

One other aspect of the type of "contraceptive" used is this. There is a 
far higher VD rate arcong those who use the pill and IUD, a far lower rate when 
the oondan and/or foam is used. 

Their chief argurrent is that the pill and IUD are nore effective. Recall that 
the IUD constitutes only 5% of the total "contraceptive" use in this nation 
and a considerably smaller percentage in nuliparas (th::>se ·who have not had a 
baby), bein:J used nostly in multiparas (one or nore babies). Also note that the 
underaged teenager, hiding this fran her parents and engaging in episodic 
coitus only, is sarething less than the person to be faithfully taking a pill 
every day., Yes, the pill is nore effective when taken r~larly, but the 
condan-and foam are the only effective rreans for the unplanned intercourse. 

On the surface of it, Planned Parenthood tells us that, if we only had nore 
sex education and all of these young people knew what to do, a much higher 
percent would use contraceptives and therefore there \t.Ould be fewer pregnancies. 
What they fail to tell is ~t~consi~tl~ twQ-thirds of prenarital coitus-.. -. , 
in teenagers does not involve any-contraceptive use and that only 10% of the 
total do not use contraceptives because they do not knCM about them or because 
such were unavailable at the time • . 
Another dynamic is this: here we have a young unemancipated teenager who, 
barraged by media and her peers, is weakening on her previous resolve not to 
have pranarital sex. She knc:Ms that her parents and her church would not 
approve. She very likely has a strong feeling that this is oot the thing to 
do. At this point into her high school classrocm cares a lady fran Planned 
Parenth:xx:1 who explains that "the decision, my dear, is really up to you. 
If you are going to be sexually active, _you must be responsible and not 
get pregnant." After that ~s the detailed instructions on what to use. If 
they "get caught," of oourse Planned Parenthood can fix that problem up too, 
and behind her parents' backs, of course. Here we have a real authority 
figure who is openly condoning such activity and a co-conspirator in -it. This 
may be all the push she needs to get her started. It's also quite likely 
that if the push went the other way--discouraganent, notification (while still 
having condan.s, etc. available, which she and he certainly koow about)--that 
a significant number would decide oot to jump in bed together. 

This nation has had ten years of the type of sex education pushed by Planned 
Parentlx>od. D.lrinq this time all of the family deterioration indices are 

·-
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going up and of_f the graph. The percent involved in pranarital sex is r1.su1g, 
the rilltlber of pranarital pregrlahcies still increases, -abortions are going up, 
divorces are increasing, etc. I usually say that it seens tone that this 
teaching has had a gcxxl IlDl am has absolutely failed. Might we not reassess 
this type of Planned Parehthood education qJld note that rather than being part 
of the solution it may in fact be part of the problen? 

Finally, Barbara's story is worth recounting. What if a driver's education 
teacher in a high scoool told his students that he tmderstood that they would 
all speed, that they would all run red lights. &It then he would teach them 
all of the various techniques to keep fran getting caught. Having gone through 
all of those techniques, he then would reassure them that if in fact they did 
get caught, they s!'x:,uld c:x::ire to him, for he knew how to get their tickets 
fixed. She asks, "Hc:M long would he stay teaching in that high school?" The 
analogy is direct. The exact sane technique is used by Planned Parenthood. It 
is a failure philosq,hy. our kids deserve better. 

Much of the above is not the direct business of our Right to Life organizations. 
I give it to you as a sex educator. If and when you, as private citizens or 
as manbers of other groups, can use sare of the above information, feel free. 

-- . .. 
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Parents still -love th~ir children enough. to car~· . · · · · 

• " , , • • • • l _., \t . ' f • ~• ·,, , • • • 

--- - - get their ears pierced would not write to more secure knowing that, at last, the ., all-for-y9u spirit,. Planned Parenthood told 
. _oppose knowing who gives.their daqhters government offered_ a rule to uphold family busy people that if they signed a signature . 

By ~~ter Marr_ Ana Wablb 

· !n a world where univenal atatemenis 
can be dangerous, I still believe that par• . . ' 
ents love their children. · . 

Thus, I listened with disbelief when 
televisi911 reporter Chr_is Smith of W•TEN, 
Albany, reported that 80 percent of.the 
more than 100,000 letters received by the 
Department of- Health ·and Human Services 
(HHS) on parental notification, opposed it. 
Smith cited Anita Boles, the Local PWUled 
Parenthood rep, whom, she reported, even 
told her she bad been in. eointact with · · 
Washington that very day. . 

As I lilteaed, I felt that gut reaction we 
all get when we bear a lie. One need not be 
George Gallup to quesUon any implication 
that parents wish to abrogate their respon
sibility for their children. Certainly the 
same mothers and fathers who do not object 
to being consulted before their daughters 

·prescripUon drugs and when. . unity rather Ulan to drive1a wedge into it. , authorization form, PP would write letters 
InvesUgation proved.gut.reaction right. · Mack adtnitted letters opposed the rule in their name to editors and legislators "on 
Despite what Planned Parenthood told too. Teenagers,' for example, opposed the appropriate family planning and reproduc-

the media, Russell Mack, spokesman for . · rule just as they oppose parental notifica• ' tive choice issues." . · • . •-
HHS, called Planned Parenthood's assess- - tion when they break the law, skip school or Now aside from the fact that a- letter 
ment "pure speculation." • fail a c~urse. Some opponents called the using a s~ture canhrould-have to be 

Mack explalned that while-HHS re- . . regulation "~scriminatory," since it ap- invalid since you'd have to be crazy_ to sign 
ceived more than 120,000 letters in reaction plies only to girls. That logic, of course, the card in, the first place, the existence of 
to the regulation requiring federally funded would also caU pregnancy a form of dis- . this ~rvice calls into question any letter 
clinics, such as Planned Parenthood, to ' criminati9!1_-f . . · . , -; . -- · expressing the Planned Parenthood line. 
notify parents when they giv_e their teens · The B~ spokesman also noted that • ·The.fact t~t many of the opposing_ 

' and pre-teens ~rugs, there was no way much of the·opposing mail came on form letters came as form letters gives more · 
anyone could declare that eight out of 10 . letters, requiring just a signature. That credence to my gut reaction that voters do 
letters opposed the rule. . . ' r~velation makes all anti-rule letters sus• not oppose the regulation which-opponents 

Mack also not~ that the letters ex- · " pect, given , ''public affairs" service pre,. , have called the "snitch rule." 
pressed different opinions. Some people vided by node other than Planned Par,. . Americans may be polarized on abor-
wanted parents to-be notified before a clinic enthood itself. · · ·· ; • · :- , .. · tion and sex education. They are not , 
gav~ children drugs and expected clinics to You see, a little more than a year-ago, polarized, however, on the fact tbat they. . 

· conform to standard legal and medical PlaMed Parenthood ·announced its letter- . love °'eir children enoqb to care about the 
_ practi~e in tbe United States. Others felt writing service. In a McDonald's we-d~lt- . · medical treatment they receive. 
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Of Sex and Liberals 
By Margaret O;Brien Steinfels and Peter Steinfels 

- . 
Why do liberals panic when faced 

with cenain aspecta of sexuality and 
social more11? · Mention the · word 
"chastity" and they get all nervous 
and gigly. This, at least, bu been a 
common rmpc:me to the Reagan Ad
mlniltratlon'a proposal n,qulrtna 
parental notification when adoles
cents obta1D prescription contracep
tives from federally funded clinics. 
Demographic evidence may suggest 
that reducing the extent of adolescent 
aexuaJ activity, not aex education or 
contraceptives, is the key to control
lin& teenage pregnancies. Yet the idea 
that public policy might be designed 
to inhibit adolescent aexua1 activity is 
somethifll liberals cannot discuss 
calmly; it is easier to buff about Moral 
Majoritarians. Has some profound lib,.' 
eral taboo been offended? 

This seems odds in view of Uberal
ism 'sown proclivities. While comer
vatives tend to see the status quo as a 
reflection of unchangeable human na
ture, liberals have insisted that the 
status quo c:an always be modified by 
social and environmental influences. 
~ut when It comes to adolescent sex, 
liberals act as though they are con
fronted with an unalterable law of 
buman nature, indeed an uncontrolla
ble force of the natural world. To sug. 
gest tbat current trends toward 
earlier and pester sexual activity 
8lllOD& adolescents might be curbed 
and reversed is as ridiculous as King · 
canute's ordering the tide to halt. Bet
ter, liberals suggest, to limit the dam
age by providiJl8 contraception and 
abortion as easily as possible. 

In another way, to be sure, liberals 
recognize that the extent of adolescent 
sexual activity rather than being a 
natural fact ta u "artificial" as our 
need for Sony Walkmans, designer 
jeans, and other appurtenances of our 
culture. As Qlle group providing con
traceptive information to teenagers 
puts it: "Current American culture in- · 
jects sa into advertising, books, 
magazines, television. movies and : 
popular eongs ...• From the sugges
tive to the blatantly erotic, sexual con
tent or cmnotatioa pervades the mass 
media and inundates our teenagers.•• 

1be Moral Majority couldn't have ' 
expressed it better. Conservatives, · 
however, still entertain the idea that 
IOIDethiDg can be done about advertis
ing, books, TV, movies, and song 
lyrics. 'Ibis "something" usually in
volves moral exhortation, boycotts, 
cemorshlp in ICbools, rating systems, 
and soc:iaJ pressures. With the poal
ble exception of censorship, liberals 
think that these responses are fine 
when applied to South Africa, infant 
formula, and racial prejudice; when 
applied to adolescePt aex, they are • 
positively preposterous. 1be only aJ. 
ternatlve ls to accept the status quo. 

In this case, "accepting the status 
quo" ts exactly what the conserva
tives oppose. In their eyes, departing 
from the usual practice of requiring 

parental consent for prescription 
drup helps to legitimize the sexual 
"option," as the famlly-planniJl3 pro
fessionals like to call it. Nobody can 
prove that, just as nobody can prove 
that Harvard's holding stock in COI'J» 
rations doing business in South Africa 
belps legitimize apartheid. In the real 
world, sexual activity, like all kinds of 
other things, is influenced by so many 
different factors that It ls impossible 
to i!lolate and measure the Impact of a 
single change in public policy. 

Tbe same thing ls true about the con
servative argument that excluding par
ents from the process of providing ado
lescent contraception ls one more fac-

tor undermining parental authority 
generally. Uberals, to be sure, favor 
parental involvement in sex education. 
Wise parents begin when their children 
are young. moving steP by step from 
hamsters to mommies and daddies. But 
liberals balk at the idea that public 
pollc:y might invest this friendly per
suasion with, yes, parental authority. 

Yet the conservative argument, on · 
both counts, makes sense. To some un
known, immeasurable degree, a p~ 
pow like the Administration's would 
probably delegitimize adolescent sex
ual activity and relegitimize parental 
authority. The honest liberal response 
ought to"t,e-that sucb111tiffuse~r- - ?--

taio gain isn't worth the pregnancies 
that will result when, faced with the 
prospect of parental notification, acer-
tain proportion of adolescents decide to 
forego CODtraception but not sex. And 
the honest conservative should reply, 
"We're willing to risk more pregnan. 
cles In the short run in order to create a 
social climate where the level of ado-
lescent sexual activity, and of preg. 
oancles as well, ls lower in the long 
nan." 

"But why," the honest liberal then · 
asks, "are you starting here, with con
traceptive services?" 

"We start wherever we can," says 
the bonest conservative. "When we 
threaten to boycott 1V, you act out
raged. When we complain about rocJt 
lyrics, you sneer at us as prudes. O.K., 
where would you start?" 

And the honest liberal says ... 
Well, wbat does the honest liberal 

say? 

Margaret O'Brien Steinfels is author 
of "Who'• Mindin, the Children? The 
Hutory and Politics of Day Care in 
America." Peter Stein/els, executive 
editor of Commonweal magazine, is 
author of "The Neoconservatives." 
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From wire services 

WASHING TON - A proposal that parents be notified 
whenever federally funded family planning clinics give 
prescription contraceptives to teen-agers has been en
dorsed by the U.S. Catholic Conference. 

Father Daniel F. Hoye, USCC general secretary, said 
the fact that no such requirement existed previously was 
"a national scandal." 

The regulation, proposed by the Department of Health 

I 
and Human Services, would implement legislation ap
proved by Congress last summer seeking "family_partici

. pation" in government-funded family-planning programs. 
The rule would require family planning agencies · 

, receiving federal funds to notify parents within 10 working 
days after teen-agers receive prescription drugs or birth 
control devices. 

In his comments, Father Hoye noted that the proposal 
has been attacked as an intrusion into private matters . 

"In our view, exactly the opposite is the case," he 
said. "The very existence of~ federal program for 
providing these drugs and devices indicates a highly 
questionable intrusion into family life on government's 
part." 

Father Hoye urged two changes in the proposal. First, · 
he said, parental notification should take place before teen
agers receive the prescription drugs or devices rather than 
after. One purpose of the rule, he noted, is the need to raise 
possible "contra-indications" against the use of such drugs 
or devices by particular individuals. 

The second change recommended by Father Hoye was 
that the name of the prescribing physician or ca~e worker, 
or both, be made available to the secretary of Health and 
Human Services as part of the parental notification · 
process. That, he said, would "ensure the accountability of 

• family planning agencies participating in federal pro-
•· grams.''. 
( In his comments on the proposal Father Hoye_ also 

) 
notectthat the USCC, public policy arm of the U.S. bishops, 
belleves that "contraceptives should not be provided to-

~ teen-agers as a matter of government policy.•: He said the 
USCC further bolds that ''abortion and sterilization should 
be absolutely excluded from any governmental program." 

hi tile absence of parental notification, he said, "teen
agers are completely at the mercy of family planning 

• 
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currently, c~~ lcs like the one advertised above can deal with a girl without her parents' knowledge 

operatives whose ideology of social engineering and popu~ 
lation control blinds them to what is really in the best 
interests of the teen-agers themselves." 

· He added that without notification parents are left to 
cope with the "medical or psychological complications" of 
their children's use of contraceptives and sexual activity 
and are forced to deal with pregnancies that result from 
the "contraceptive failures" which he said are common 

. among teen-agers using contraceptives. 
. Father Hoye also rejected the claim by opponents of 

the regulation that it will result in more teen-age pregnan
cies and abortions. 

, 

He said there is no clear evidence to demonstrate the 
truth of that claim. "Indeed, there is no clear evidence 
demonstrating that federal family planning programs as 
currently administered have been effective in reducing the 

. rate of teen-age pregnancy," he said. · · 
He said the family unit, ~ore than "any merely 

· technological solution,•~ is best equipped to help children 
develop long-range goals. personal discipline and a sense of 
self-worth that can discourage teen-age pregnancy. 

qf~{g-z_ 
April 25, 1911% 
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'Letters ~ the Editor 
.·· . 

Parents' Responsibility for Children 1.· 
I . . . ,. 

The lssue-dlscusse<I In Burt Schorr'• nancy. ~_wed<'lrr, _gn .. and 
April 2 Section· 2 article-of .providing birth unwed-m~welfare-mo~food are _ 
control prescriptions and devices for ml· . not accep~bstltutes for· contracep
n9rs · without parental· Involvement ts . tion. •,,., . · . · -: .. . _.. : ; 
rather strange In vfew of the fact that --ifyoWlf girls are too frighten.ed ~ pa•, 
those wne parents would be called to as• rentill, notWcatlon, "I'll tell your ~er 
swne responsiblllty for a minor's parti.cl· what you have been , doing," to \ llllt 
patlon In vandalfsm, thefl or alcoholism .. A Planned Parenthood much venereal' dis· 
parent wbo ·ts required fca- an ear-plerclnr ease will not be discovered and treated. 
ts· often not required for the much more se- This will result In a great lncre~ In ste
rtous matter of abortion. Parents have rillty ~ other .sertous .tx>nditlops lJJ bo~ 

• been manipulated Jonr enougll by Just SJJCh ' boys and rtrls, lncre•. fetal : and. ·aew, 
a double sUutdard and they ouitit to stand · born death, and Increased cJeath from ec• 
up for the authQrtty that roes with respon· ·. · topic pregnancy. . .. : J , · : · :· 
siblll_cy. . . . ' ' ' _. ' . ·suzE'M'it AuC-lCY . 

, On the other hand, maybe we Just need New Windsor, ·N.Y. . .. 1 

to Jower th~ are of .majority-say . to . · · : . * • . • ~. . · 
twelve .. The~ adults wouldn't even .~ve ·to. , ... - wb~i-~ :i/'ll IP¥ tfl· · 
WQl'JY ~bout slOliJ!r m~•'.l';ci~ -~~~flrn.': ~'.l~ 
N"wton Centre, MU$. ·· ~ .-. · them the t a ~ ; · 

· • * • ,. ager's lunch hour abortion. These same In· 
You report that Dr. WIiliam Glover as- -dtvlduals, however, do want the parents 

• serts the propo.w is based on ~pUons notified when the · IUD perforates the 
that chlldren are the prpperty-of their par- · uterus or the lunch hour abortion winds up 
elits and parents wUJ react to. the lnforma• :. belJlr ~ explora\oi)' lapa~ornj;f·~ 
tlon they receive In a manner that w111 ·be · ,, then, · ~tastrophlc hospital '.bm,f tart tn
ln the teen·arei:'s best lnteresL Dr •. Glover. volved and pie parents, o, cou;se-; ~ ~ez. · 
then. asserts that such assumpUons are pected to J>;lY tllem. ,► ,,1.: .=If·' ' .. . - ·, .-:.. . . 
"IDltenable.'' I most adamantly assert that · Many obstetricla.ns_ ~and= l)'JlecolQIIJts · • 
th~ ~ptlons 'arf'lnf!nltely more tena• -~ _notall,'~t lm~~Y._the~• · 
ble than .the assumption {If µte ~ . r . • tty of the ~OIi$ .mad. . . J t.!)' .Jeen:ii . ..bi.' . · 
vtN\µtal children are the property of ·the collat,oration with their ~ ec;tqto !' ; 
stat, lDd ·u,e state ls beUerJrepared to · ~ttlon. ~lors:,.We}~l' .thaf' · : 
CQunsel chlldren In matters sexual t,e:" 1 know their ciaupters Mfer. than'.ueie .- . . _ ~ 
havlor thaJJ ue parents. • ': : .··. • dlvldU!lls ilo . and ~ti. 'iboul(''b1f iln! 

·.. . ' ,· ; , JACKN:~y . vblv~·w~ cnac1al , declsloris ~i~ ~ 
Bl~; Ind. •.·_, ... ·.:;'., .. -. their dau,h~rs• rep~Uv,(u~tl~ ; 

: · .. , •1. ' .. -· ,., , ✓ - 1 • ·, are at stake. . _.-. ,_; · :: .. .-. \•::•,~.• .r ... · · 
'· .. :' .. ·,:- • •-;.:.~·-.' · .'. \ . . -· ' · . . , ·,: ~mmwJBirui~f' ·N.If · ' 
,I. prefet-thai }'OUJIC · people wait ror mar- . · · · ' '>. . · ,~; . · ·· ni' ! 
~ for .sexual activity, but U they do not .. ' · ' · 1 

• • • -· • · 

wilt,t ,& _ prefer, •them :to N contraceptive · · 
hetp.rillier than to rt.sit extra•marttaJ Pref· Laude 

'-..:::---:.• •;:-;. • J .• ·- , • • 
: • '"~· !. 
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[ 1\'/TED F:lll/LIES OF :t.lJERICA 
Jeremwh A. Denton. Chairman of the B uard 

l/;14 FOR IMMEDIATE RELF.ASE 
Contact: Gordon Jones 

FACTS SHCW '!HAT I PARENTAL IDI'IFICATION I REX;S \·TILL REDUCE TEEN PP.EX;Nru\CT 

WASHHmDN, D.C., 16 February 1983-"Judge Werker is simply 
wrong," the Executive Director of United Families of America said 
today. "Judge Werker is entitled to his opinions about what will 
happen if these regulations go into effect, but his opinions 
should not be .allo.ved to outweigh the facts in the case," said 
C-0rdon Jones, referring to the temporary injunction against 
Department of health and Human Services regulations issued on 
Monday. The regulations require that federally-funded fa.P.\i.ly 
planning clinics notify the parents of minor children when the 
children receive prescription birth control drugs and devices. 

"Although the facts are limited, what facts we have clearly show 
that the effect of requiring parental involvement in teenage 
'family planning' lowers pregnancy and abortion rates. It does 
not increase them, as the opponents of the federal regulations 
fear." 

'lne facts Mr. Jones referred to were contained in a report from 
the Utah Bureau of Health Statistics. These statistics clearly 
show that, when parental involvement is required, teenage 
pregnancy rates go down , not up. For example, the teenage 
pregnancy rate in Utc;h_haq ~ go:i.i:lg up cons-i-stently until 1981, 
when Utah's Parental Consent law went into effect. Under the 
operation of that law, the trend was reversed, and pregnancy 
rates fell in 1981 to levels even lCMer than 1979. 

Utah's law requires _parental permission before minors can receive 
birth control information or devices, or abortion services. 
Although it applies only to tax-funded clinics, the effect of 
Utah's law has been to sharply reduce the usage of 'family 
planning' clinics by t eenagers in general. In 1980, 2,789 
teenagers used these clinics. In 1981, usage dropped to 1,138. 
"If the critics of these requlations were correct," said Mr. 
Jones, "we would exp:ct pregnancy rates to increase . In fact, 
they declined." 

T'ne exact figures, f or girls 15-17, are as follows : 

1979 

1980 

1981 

43.8/ 1,000 

45 .7/ 1,000 

42.1/ 1,000 

- 1 -
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Teen-Age Pregnanc,· Risk Cit.ed 

Jucl-ge Bars Birth Control Notification 
By Philip J. Hilts 

WaahlflJIOO Poat Star! Writ.er 

A federal judge in New York ye -
terday barred the government from 
putting into effect a rule that would 
require family planning clinics to no
tify parents when their children have 
received contraceptives. 

finds that the regulations constitute 
a blatant disregard' for one of the 
main purpo es" of the family plan
ning law as passed by Congre ... 

Health and Human Service!; De
partment officials had no comment 
yesterday, but the ~rneriran Civil 
Liberties Union, which·1)fought suit 
on behalf of the state of New York 
and the New York he;ilth depart -
ment, said the ruling probably will 
block impk:mcntation of the regu
lation nationally. 

that receive federal funds to mail a 
notice to parents within 10 days of 
prescribing a contraceptive to any
one 17 or younger. The three con• 
traceptives included in the rule are 
the pill, the diaphragm and the in
trauterine device. 

U.S. District Court Judge Henry 
F. Werker granted a preliminary in
junction against the rule, saying it 
would lead to an increase in teen~age 
pregnancy. 

"The parental notice requirement 
is invalid because it contradicts and 
subverts the intent of Congre:::.," 
Werker said in his ruling. "The court 

The rule requiring notification of 
parents was scheduled to go into ef
fect Feb. 25. It would have required 
. ome 5,000 family-planning clinics 

The notification rule has been op
posed by numerous health and civil 
libertieR groups. It has generated 
more mail than any other proposed 
regulation in the department's his
tory. Reagan administration sup• 
porters, however, say parents have a 
right to know what their children are 
doing, and the government should 

See NOTIFY, AG, Col. 1 

Judge Blocl{s 
Birtl1 Co11trol -- ·-Notificatio11 

NOTIFY, From Al 
not be providing contraceptive:; to 
their children secretlv without the 
parents' knowledge. · 

Werker Mid in 20-pagt' 11jlinion 
that it was unneressan· Lo consider 
deep con, titutional qlll'.s tiuns on the 
matter, since the law it.-;elf and the 
documents surrounding it made 
clear that Congn',-, rwwr int ended 
to make parental notifira tion man
datory. 

He also called one HHS argument 
"fatuous" and another "nothing more 
than an exercise in mere sophistry" 
when the agency claimed that it was 
not mandating family participation 
in contraception with this rult·, but 
only facilitating it. 

At the same time tht· ruling came 
in New York, other suits trying to 
stop the regulation had reached var
iou stages in iurl.3 in Tennessee, 
West Virginia and the District nf Co
lumbia. 

In ari:1m1t•n t before U.S. Di;:trid 
!'11ur1 ,Jud~t· Thomas A. Flannen· in , 
t ht· I )1,-1 nl't of Columbia J~1hn 
'.\ il'lcl . a11 attorney for family plan
nmg group~ :eeking to throw out the 

_nt•w ..rwe.,..J aid the regulation "bla
tantly contravenes" the law and 
would cause :33,000 teen-agers na
tiormide to become pregnant. 

!\ield~ said HHS bowed to "po
litical pres:ure" from opponents of 
family planning in proposing the reg
ulation. 

B 111 Tht'•tdore C. Hirt, an attorney 
for I lw government, told Flannery 
that r ht- rPgulation was a "reasonable 
method" of implementing the law 
and that the government did not be
liPve "there will be these dire con
~equenrcs" of increased pregnancies 
as a re ul t of the notification re
quirPment. 

"l'arents have an interest in know
ing what medications their minor 
children are taking," Hirt argued, 
saying that interest "could not he 
ovPrlooked." 

ln rcspon~e to a question by Flan
nery, Hirt aid that before the rule 
was implemented 40 states had reg
i~tered objections to it and no state 
lrnd t, ild HI!~ that it favored the 
rnlt-. 

--.. 
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Heckler s~~ritches Siand 
" • - • . .,, '° • • • I ~ 

1
0111_1,~,_if~~_pa~~~~1~ of 
,teen c~~tr<:1ce11t1,1e use 
I WASHING;ON - Ma rgar.f't · the White House liaison . for the 

I
I Heckler . President Ronald Rea - gmups that favor restricting abor-

gan's nominee to_ head the Depart- lion. ' 1And she said she Is now part 
ment of Health and Human Ser- of the President's Administration 

I 
vices. now supports an Admlnls- and she is going to follow the Pres!- . 
tratlon-backed regulation requir- dent's policies." · 
Ing family -planning clinics to no- Aides to Heckler contend there 
ttfy parents of minors receiving Is a difference between one's own 
contraceptives. · .~ · · · . · · ,1ews as a member of Congress and 

The decision rcp~esents a the position that one sup~rt.s as a 
switch for the former Massachu- mem ber of an .Admlnlslratlon. MARGARET HECKLER ... held fund-raiser 
setts congresswoman, and Is likely Heckler could not be reached for 

~

.to provoke some questions during comment yesterday. · 
her confirmation hearings In the . ~ , :· 
- · t f eeks · . · He·ckler s confirmation hearings -nex ew w . . # 

=:, .'.·; - • · · In the Sena te have been delayed be-
1: 1:: . .. She Is prepared to carry out cau~ of her desire and that of the 
I the policy of the Administration," White House that she wipe out a 
t said Robert Fouts. a press spokes- SI 90 .000 campaign debt amas!-ed 
I man for Heckler. · during her unsuceessful campaign 
1 

• • ( for a ninth term against Democrat -
On Jan. 21. Heckler met at tht ic Rep . Rarney Frank. . 

White House with 23 leaders of · 
groups opposed to abortion, in a lfrcklcr was forced to run 
session attended by Reagan . . against Frank when the two were 

. .. _ • put In the same district by reappor-
-Durlryg that meeting she Ind!- , t ionrgtIJ.l. ..- _ _ _ _ : j cated . sHe would support the _Ad- · Ht'C'kler held a fund-raiser la st 

ministration on the Issue. Last Th• sd t t... H d Cl b t 
' · h inci:f a rou of House ur ay a • ,e arvar u a 

l 
year.$ e Jo g P which she raised well over 
mem~rs who oppo~_the rule. $J OO 000 di t Id ·h . , - -.. . . _ . . accor ng o a es. " o 

_ "U was Jn response to a ques- said she is cJosc to paying off her 
·: 11onontheregu1atlonfromDr. Jer- ,debt. - ' •· • l 

ry Falwell." said Morton Blackwell, • · - BENJAMIN TAYLOR 

- . ··"· - . 
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J~remia!J, A. Denton Jr. 

Parents Ought to Know 
Notice to Taxpayers • Increasing millions find ------------

A portion of yottr tax dollars will be u ca themselvts exposed to vene- Takinbcr Exception_ 
brain hemorrhages. Its relation 
to cancer is confusing. • . • It 
will be years before its real im
pact is known" [Feb.15, 1981J. 

to make sex counseling and prescription real diseases such as herpes. 
birth control drugs and devices available to • Increasing numbers of 
your minor children at no cost and without illegitimate children are handicapped in thl•ir 
your knowledge. This is the only notice you early lives as their unwed mothers face the ditfi-
will receive. cult problems of raising children alone. 

How would parents react if they found that • S·x:ial costs escalate as single mothers join 
notice on their income tax fonns? It is an en- the welfare ranks and poorly reared children 
tirely accurate statement of prevailing federal grow into problem citizens. 
laws, regulations and practice. Parents are sim- _ • Most tragic of all, the toll of human unhap-
ply not told when big government counsels and pines; continues to grow. 
equips their children for sex. That sex is beautiful, joyful and powerful is 

At long last, in 1981, Congress did mandate not at issue here. No one opposes teen-agers' re-
that federally funded "family planning" pro- reiving information to help them place it in per-
grams "to the extent possible ... shall encour- spective. Indeed, parents have a special right 
age family participation" in the provision of and duty to provide such information, a duty 
contraceptives to minors. shared by the clergy and physician•'. 

Accordingly, on Jan. 26, 1983, the Depart- What is at issue is the role the federal govern-
ment of Health and Human Services took a ment has been playing in facilitating and encuur• 
small step toward involving the parents by issu- aging adolesrent sexual activity with-
ing a regulation requiring that parents be noti- out parental knowledge or participa-
fied within 10 days after their minor child re- tion. Millions of parents angrily resenl · 
ceives prescription contraceptives from a fed- the violation of their right to know 
erally funded clinic. This regulation is a sensible what is said and given to their children 
step to chip away at the "Berlin Wall," as then by the government through entities 
HHS secretary Richard Schweicker character- like Planned Parenthood. Moreover, 
i7.ed it, that government has erected between the "family plann~ indus!,D' down- · 
parents and their children. plays""ine health mksfor teen-age girls 

In at.tacking the regulation, the ... family plan- wing prescription contraceptives. 
ning industry" and many newspapers claim, Cliniai provide the pill and intrauter-
without credible evidence, that informing the ine devices with insufficient regard for 
parents will increase the number of adolescent the potential harm to the bodies of the 
p~ and abortions. The "industry" ac- recipients. 
cepts the ~ rate of teen-age sexual ac- Articles in The Post itself have de-
tivity as unalterable if not desirable. It conve- scribed the dangers of these drugs and 
nientJy ignores the fact that, ever since the fed - devices. For example: 
eral government got involved, virtually every "According to a number of scien-
problem that the family planning formula of tists familiar with research on oral 
counselors and contraceptive service providers contraceptives, there is no lunger 
is suppooed to prevent has grown much worse: any doubt that the pill's side effects 

• Teen-age pregnancy rates continue to rise; include potentially fatal diseases: 
abortion among teen-agers ha<. skyrocketed. heart attacks, strokes, blood clots, 

"A leading patholq{ist [Dr. Prabodh K. Gupta, 
,Johns Hopkins School of Medicine! says, "There 
is no safe IUD and urges the nearly 3 million 
women ll'!ing them to find another form cl con
traceptive because they cause infertility and life
threatening infections" [March 4, 1981J. 

Yet children as young as 13 years old, and per
haps younger, are expected to decide without the 
help of any responsible adult,-except, cl course, 
the "family planning professional" -whether to 
use those dangerouc; drugs and devices. 

Research has shown that, when adolescents 
communicate with their parents about sex and 
sexuality, they are more likely to postpone sex
ual activi ty. Those who are sexually active after 
talking with their parents are far more likely to 

use contraceptives consistently and 
carefully. The fact is that the increase 
in premarital adolescent pregnancy is 
only the most obvious symptom of a 
deeper societal problem, a dramatic 
increase in illicit and ill-advised sex
ual activity among very young teen-
age boys and girls. ..,,.,_ "- -

A government policy that oontinues 
to wink at such activity, using tax
payer dollars to pay for contzaception 
for any adolescent who solicits it and 
withholding that information from 
parents, fails to pay even token respect 
to the overall emotional and physical 
health of the child, to the values of the 
family and, most important, to the 
rights and duties of parents. 

The writer, a Republican senator 
from Alabama, is chairman of the 
subcommittee on aging, family and 
human services. 
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COntr:aceptive Notificati,bn Rule Barred'j 
1 

. . I 

Sima.i-e..m Wuhington 
I .,. \q.'\_ ~ · I • 

Coadaued From Paae 1 ........ Jinn.a , 
WAS~I •• •14-Attomeya 

for twt. ~'Clll'PotutJoos 
urged a F;,;:tDday'to block 
new ~ . •llatiooa that 
~d reQ-~fy. parents 
~u,;:u ---- gontracep-uves to paticllf.1 Ullljef . of 18 . 

After hea.rlo& tw~ bouJ'a of pral argu
ment, Judge~/'.. F1anoery of the 

' United States District Court here said 
he would rule later,~ week oo the re
quest for a prelli:niniaiy Injunction.· 

The re&Ula~:8,J diapute 1n the case 
here are UM, · p tbe ones chal-
lqed In N9- York, but the plaintiffs 
are differeo~:_, Rltf "JJa - ~ 'here were 
filed by Che~· ' .Peder-
.atiml ·ol. ' . onal 
Pamily· . tive 
Health .• :~ , • 

The pl•lotiffl---~t famlly. 
planning clloka ~ the naUon. The 
decision by Judo llenty F. _Werker of 
the United States l;>istrtct CoL:It in New 
York does n_ . requlre the court here to 
reach a similar result . 

\ 

'Right lo Set Conclitioos' 
Theodore C. Hirt, an attorney for the 

Federal Government, told Judge Flan-
nery tlijat the plaintiffs here had no 
slandln& to challqe the regulations 
~use, he aaJd, they would not~ ln
Jured by thetQ. Further, be said: ~~ 
Government Ls providin& ~U'&ceptive 
services. It bu a rtpt to set CXIQdttlo.os 
on tho6e semces ... 

Plaruied Parentllood clinics 
withdraw from the Federal 
forgo FederJl) QlQQfY aDd 
traceptlves "~ 
philosophy," Mr:JDrt 

John W. Nieldi J, 
the National ~ 
Reproductive 

"[Vthene ' 
clearly 
and w 
h 

~· 
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U.S . OE:~ARTME:NT Of" HEALTH AN:: HUMJ...N Sl:RVICCS 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Monday, January 10, 1983 

Clci:-~ dei ?.cal - (202) 245-63~3 

Health and Human Services Secretc!ry Ri::nard' Schweiker announced 

today his intention to ~ublish final rules i~~lernenting a 1981 O:nnibus Budget 

Reconciliation Act provision \o.'hich cail~ f or cr1cc,uragement of family 

participation in the t:~. f of f1: de ri1ly-fu ndC' d fo r.. ily ~-lc nning services. 

The rules \o.'D:Jld r c::.::.1 ire that fa mi~.Y r-•ii:r !r,ir1~ proj ects and clinics 

receiving federal fu n~s un der Title l of tnc ~JL1i c Health Service Act 

no tify a parent or 9u 2:·d~ cn of unemcn ci:-~~?c ::.inors a9 ed 17 or younger 

v,ithin ten days after :rie.) g·;v e the mir,cr· c ~rescnp.ion contra ceptive 

drug or device. Clir. ics ~·ould Jdv ise m~~.b rs of ti ·, is notific2. .. ion r :':'. quirement 

prior to provi~ing services. 

"This de p.:rtrnent •·,cs c de- -:: ;· res pon sibili :v tQ protect thr:: health a.od 
,... - ~ -- - - --

safety of minor adol es:~n :s w~o 2.re given p~es:rip tion birth control drugs 

or devices paid for ~i:1 tcx?aye r doll2.rs," sai d Secretary Schweiker. 

"As Congress rec c?ni :ed in its 1931 legislation , when Title X-funded 

clinics provide prescr ~~ : i on contraceptive~ :o minors , family involvement is 

an important protection f or our children. 

"While this rule does not mandate family participation, 

its reat benefit is that it will provide an opportunity for g . 
family involvement where parents were previously kept in the 

dark. This will help remove a barrier between parents and 

adolescents, thereby encouraging more communication in many 

families. The new rule strikes a reasonable balance between 

the need to make federally-funded family planning services 

available to adolescents and the rights of parents in matters 

involving health of their children." 



.,. .,, -. 
~ 

- {. -

~ proposec rult en ca re ~t~l ~ct ~fic~: ;: - ~~s ~J~7ished for ~ublic 

comme:nt on February 22, . 922 . Cv er 120,00J ~r:i\'iCu als end organizations 

commented on the proros~l . 

"i•,'e carefully consider ed ell the issues ,-cisc~ by the public comments, 

and carefully weighed :ne mfr its of each bcfcre deciding on the final rule , " 

said Schweiker. He no:ed tha: publication of the rule in the Federal Register 

will be acco~panied by srecific resocns =s :o ~ssu es raised in the public 

corrrnents. 

The parentcl 11c-:ificc:t~on requi•·E::1e:1: .,.,~Jid not cpply to the giving 

of bi r:h contro i inf c r.T,c ti on, counse 1 i :19 or n :m prescription contraceptives 

to minors, nor would it a~pl y to the dispensing of drugs to treat sexual ly 

transmitted diseases. 

Exceptions to parental notificat ~J n wi ll be allowed if the head of th~ 

clinic finds that noti~ying the parent would result in physical harm to the 

child. 

One change made c:s a result of the public cor.::nents r,as to define 

"parent or guardian" as be-i ng one such person who lives with the minor or 

exerci~es ordinary pare;i:al functions. An other change from the original 

proposed rule clarifies how notification is tc be handled--it will be done 

by certified mail or other simi1nr form of dcc~mentation. 

The rules now go :J :he Offi ce of M~Gage~ent a~d Sudget for review 

before -i:-ub licatio n i n : t: e :edera l Regist~:-. 

... 
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Judge bars 'squeal rule' 
at birth contfol clinics 

NEW YORK (UPl)-A federal Judge plied : "We're very Jaw-abiding citizens." 
Monday temporarily prohibited the govern- At the Justice Department, there was no 
ment from requiring clinics to tell parents word on whether there would be an appeal. 
when their teenage daughters get birth The New York state Health Department, 
control pills or devices, saying the rule . various health groups and state Atty. Gen. 
actually would increase pregnancies. , Robert Abrams argued the regulation would 

· The controversial regulation covering reverse progress in reaching adolescents 
health clinics that get federal funds was to who need family planning services and in 
take effect Feb. 25, bul U.S. District Judge "stemming the tide of unwanted adolescent 
Henry F. Wener enjoined the Department pregnancies." 
of Health and Human Services from enfor- Werker agreed, saying statistical and 

. cing the rule until a trial is held. medical evidence shows the requirement 
"The parental notice requirement is in- would deter youths from obtaining family 

valid, because it C<'-tradicts and subverts planning services. 
!~e intent of Con~ress,'' Werker said. EVEN WITHOUT birth control, be obser-

Co!'Ilmon sense dictates but one con- ved, "adolescents will not abstain from 
c_lus1on.: The deterrent effect of the regula- sexual activity." 
bon :,yill

11 
cause increased adolescent preg- In Washington, Rep. Henry Waxman [D., 

nanc1es. Calif.], chairman of the health subcommit-
THE REGULATION bas been attacked tee that oversees fami1y planning pro

by a number of family planning and medi- grams, hailed the rulin~. 
cal groups, as well as state ag~ncies, which · "The proposed rule IS bad law and bad 
have argued it would discourage teenagers policy and will result only in more teena~e 
from seeking birth control. pregnancies and more abortions," he said 

The requirement, branded a "squeal in a statement. · 
rule" by Its opponents, orders clinics re- "TODAY'S COURT decl1lon wlll mean 
ceiving federal funds under the family plan- that family planning programs will still 
ning law to tell parents WlliRin 10 worJac reach adolescents--end can still safely pre
days when their daughters age 17 or youn- vent pregnancies," Waxman said. He pre
ger get prescriptions for birth control pills, dieted the rule would be quashed perma-
diaphragms or intrauterine devices. nenUy. 

- . . . 

. . . . •.· . ·, . . ~· .. ' 

. ' . - . ... .. . . 

. . . -
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The Reagan administration argues that About 5,000 clinics nationwide would be 
parents have a right to know what their covered by the role, and family planning 
children are doing and claims the rule · ·II officials say the regulation could affect .. · 
justified by Congress' declaration it wants more than 400,000 teenage girls. - · · 
to encourage "family participation" in birth The regulation also has been challenged 
control decisions. in a lawsuit by Planned Parenthood in . • 

Claire del Real, a representative for the Tennessee, one by the American Civil Lib-
Health and Human Services in Washington rti u · · w t v· · · and l t 
said officials would have no comment until e es ruon In es rrgirua; n wo l • 

suits by Planned Parenthood and the Na-
they receive the New York judge's order. 'tional Family Planning and Reproductive 

ASKED IF IT would be obeyed, she re- Health Association in Washington. 

l 
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Ban on 1'otice of Contraceptives 
Applies lVationivide, Judge Says 

By Philip J. Hilt~ 
Washlnil,On p.,,, St4 II Wrlur 

A federal judge in New York yesterday barred 
the government from putting into effect anywhere. 
in the United States it new rule requiring parent
al notification when teen-agers get contraceptives 
from federally funded clinics. 

U.S. District Court Judge Henry F. \\'erker al. o 
ordered the Department of Ht:n lth and Human 
Services to send notice~ to all it ;, regional offices 
warning them not to put the new rule into effect. 

The judge granled a temporary injunction 
Monday barring the drpartmrnt from putting the 
rule into effect, but -it w:1,- unclear whether the 
order would extend beyund \\"erker· New York 
district. 

Yesterday the judge cleared up any doubt, rul 
ing that the temporary injunction applie to the 
HHS secretary personally, ns the one responsible 
for promulgation of the rule. Wcrker said he 
would hold in contempt an~·o1ie who tried to put 
the rule into effect. 

A Justice Department spokt-sman said the gov
ernment would abide by the judge·s ruling, while 
appealing the order as M>lll1 a · po1:,sible. A hearing 
on whether to make the injunction permanent is 
scheduled for the . irst week of March. If, as ex 
pected by both sides, the judge issues a perma
nent injunction, the Jus~epartmaai is pee.-

pared to appeal on an expedited basis to the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Second District. 

The new rule was scheduled to go into effect 
Feb. 25. It would affect between 4,000 and 5,000 
federally funded family-planning clinics, requiring 
them to notify the parents of anyone aged 17 or 
younger who receives prescription contraceptives 
from the clini('s. 

One little-noticed provision of the new rule 
would change the way teen-agers pay for the con
traceptives. Under current law, teen-agers can get 
them fret • or at reduced price if they can qualify 
n~ having a low income. Under the new rule, in
rnnw of 1 IH· tl•en-ager's family would he judged 
rather than the income of the teen-ager. 

Judge \Verker said in his Monday ruling that 
this would deter teen-agers from middle-income 
families from getting contraceptives at the clinics. 
They would cost more and parents probably 
would have tu be contacted to determine the fam
ily income. 

The rul ing in New York came on two suits 
agninst the federal government-one from the 
State of ew York and the state health depart
ment. represented by the state attorney general, 
and a . econd class-action group represented by 
the American Civil Liberties Union. 

There are . imilar suits in at least three other 
l11risdict.io1}~. 

..~ -. '"lit 
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U.S. Plans to Appeal Ruling 
On Teen-Ager Birth Control . - .. .. 

WASHING TON, Feb. 16 (AP) - The 
Reagan Administration plans to appeal 
a Federal court ruling that blocks a re
quirement that pare11ts be told when 
yowig women receive prescription con
traceptives at federally subsidized 
clinics. 

The so-called "squeal rule" was to 
have taken effect Feb. 25. 

Thomas R. Donnelly Jr., Acting Sec
retary of Health and Human Services, 
announced today that the appeal of Fed
eral District Judge Henry F. Werker's 
ruling would be filed with the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Secooc 
Circuit in Manhattan. 

..,.. _ · --.:.. ---... ... 
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FOR RELEASE ONLY UPON DELIVERY 

STATEMENT OF 

RICHARDS. SCHWEIKER 

SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT 

OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

BEFORE THE 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON HEALTH AND THE 

ENVIRONMENT 

FEBRUA~ 9, 1982 

. -. -.. --------··- . --~-~-



• • • • " • - ~ .. . •• _;l,,?-.,. "''•' V• ~ •, . .,;..\...,.;._~,.::)~- ~- ..... """tl1.".l,•.~,...•..;,.::.at:.:.,.;,., ,_,_ -.,,,- ..• ,..,_. • -- ••••• :.w•J . .,,,:... ••• . ,• ,: ... . ·.-,..,: .. , . . •.· ' .. .,. . 
. . . 

. .... ;; ·~ ~- ·. : :· ,,. .·: ,· .:: .. ··- .-:. •, . ... . :· - : .. -;?. ·. 
. . . ·:- . .. . 

. - -. . .. ;·_ :::-~ -\ · -· .. :· ·:: ':· . . _:: . 

' :. · .. ·.:. :· .. . . ' 
. . .... ... - . 

. . 
-.... <: ~ .. -~·-: _.- . ···. '.•· . ~- - : ... . 

·. ·· . . . ··:·.-. : 

:;_ ; SEC R ETA'R Y'S STATEMENT B EFO R.E THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON HEALTH ...... . -• 
~ ·;= ANO lHE ENVIRONMENT (HOUSE ENERGY/COMMERCE) 2/9/82 
·- r -_. . . . ~- --:i 
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: i t 
:: ~MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE: 

., 
~ !'. TiiANK YOU FOR lli E OPPORTUNITY TO APP EAR BEFORE YOU 

. '. TO DISCUSS TiiE NEED FOR PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT IN MATTERS . ~ ~,i . - ·-
{;RELATING TO ADOLESCENT SEXUAL ACTIVITY AND PREGNANCY, 
: I 

.· ,, PA RT I CU LA R LY MATTER S AF F EC Tl NG lli E H EA LT H OF A D O L ES C EN TS. 

MR. CHAIRMAN, THE FAMILY UNIT HAS ALWAYS BEEN lliE 

·coRNERSTONE OF OUR SOCIETY. INDEED, PARENTS HAVE THE . 
I 
PRIMARY RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE EDUCATION, HEALTH, SAFETY 

. ! 

. I , 

. iAND GENERAL WELL-BEING OF THEIR CHILDREN, WITH SUPPORT 

,FROM CHURCHES, SCHOOLS, AND OTHER COMMUNITY INSTITUTIONS ,. 
f 

·THE FOCUS OF MANY GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS ALSO 

. ·RECOGNIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF lHE FAMILY -- HEAD START, 

. :CHILD ABUSE PREVENTION AND TREATMENT, CHILD WELFARE l . 
\SERVICES, AND TiiE FOSTER GRANDPARENT PROGRAMS ARE 

]JUST A FEW _EXAMPLES. 
; 
~ OUR SOCIETY RECOGNIZES THAT IN A LL MATTERS AFFECTING 

.TiiE LIVES OF OUR CHILDREN THERE SHOULD BE INVOLVEMENT 

_OF FAMILY AND PARENTS; A RECOGNITION WHICH IS SHARED 

-~ :-- ··~··- .•. """". • :- ,._~ ~ ...... .. ..... ___ __,.... __ -· -------- - .. . ·-- . . __ . __ :, __ . _ _:•~ .. =-=--:::! .. ·_:~ .. -":"" =..:.:.:-:-·: ·.· ·: . . - ~· ··.-.·-·:·· .. -· .. -- . ... . ·• .. 



. BY· GOVERNMENT. BUT THERE HAVE BEEN EXCEPTIONS TO THIS 

GOVERNMENT RECOGNITION OF n-lE IMPORTANCE OF THE FAMILY. 

JN SOME AREAS THE GOVERNMENT HAS APPEARED 10 TAKE THE 

POSITION -THAT FAMILIES ARE NOT IMPORTANT AN~ ARE NOT TO 

B E I NV O L V ED. 0 N E OF THO S E AR EA S I S TH E PROV I S I ON OF 

. FAM I l Y P LA N N I NG S ERV I C ES FOR A DO L ES C ENT S. 

WITH RESPECT TO ADOLESCENT SEXUAL ACTIVITY, GOVERNMENT 

PO LI CY HA S EV O L V ED I N A D I R EC TI ON OF D EA LI NG W I TH 

ADOLESCENTS OUTSIDE THE INSTITUTION OF THE FAMILY. THAT, 

. I BELi EVE, HAS BEEN A MISGUIDED POLICY. 

FOR THAT REASON, I AM PLEASED THAT CONGRESS TOOK 
. ~ 

. STEPS LAST YEAR TO MOVE BACK TOWARD INVOLVING FAMILIES. 

TH E I MP O RT AN C E OF TH I S AP PRO AC H I S B EST ST AT ED I N TH E 
; 

· ADOLESCENT FAMILY LIFE STATUTE PASSED BY CONGRESS LAST 

. ; 

, • :, 
. ~-

' 

YEAR. THE STATUTE STATES: 

"TH E CONG R ES S F I N D S THAT ••• P R EV EN Tl ON OF A D O L ES C ENT 
., 

SEXUAL ACTIVITY AND ADOLESCENT PREGNANCY DEPENDS 

PR I MA R LI Y U PON D EV EL OP I NG STRONG FAM I LY VA LU ES 

AND CLOSE FAMILY TIES, AND SINCE THE FAMILY IS 

THE BASIC SOCIAL UNIT IN WHICH THE VALUES AND 

r ------ · .. --~--- -----.----•- -
---.: r A"""""!~-"C'~ - -• • .• •- • .- --:: - - •·• ""'." . : .- • . . • • •··••• .- "I--;", • 



· ATTITUDES OF ADOLESCENTS CONCERNING SEXUALITY AND 

PREGNANCY ARE FORMED, PROGRAMS DESIGNED TO.DEAL 

WITH ISSUES OF SEXUALITY AND PREGNANCY WILL BE 

SUCCESSFUL TO THE EXTENT THAT SUCH PROGRAMS 

ENCOURAGE AND SUSTAIN THE ROLE OF THE FAMILY IN 

DEALING WITH ADOLESCENT SEXUAL ACTIVITY AND 

ADOLESCENT PREGNANCY." 

TiilS SAME POLICY THRUST WAS ESTABLISHED BY CONGRESS 

LAST YEAR IN THE FAMILY PLANNING PROGRAM BY THE 

AMENDMENT WHICH REQUIRES FAMILY PLANNING GRANTEES TO 

. ENCOURAGE FAMILY INVOLVEMENT. THESE ACTIONS BY CONGRESS 

. AR E OF V I TA L I M PO RT AN C E PA R Tl CU LA R LY I N LI G HT OF TH E 

POTENTIAL HEALTH HAZARDS ASSOCIATED WITH CONTRACEPTIVE 

USE AND PREGNANCY. 

A S PA RT OF TH E I MP L EM ENT A Tl ON OF TH E AD O L E 5 C ENT 

FAMILY PROGRAM, WE PLAN TO FUND DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS .. 

· i W H I CH W I LL U S E A S A F O CU S TH E FAM I LY I N EF F O RT S T 0 .. 
,_ IMPROVE PREGNANCY OUTCOMES AMONG TEENAGERS. WE PLAN 

TO ENCOURAGE THE I NVOLV EM ENT OF BOTH SEX UAL PARTNERS 

SO THAT RESPONSIBILITIES ARE SHARED. 

• •••- • • v,. - . .,., · - • - ,.. --.,_~•--· - -
.. ~~-~":"!" ..... • .~----~• . · ~· ··- - ··-• •• .. . - ...... :" • . . .. ::.~-· .. 
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' THE STATISTICS ON TEENAGERS WHO ARE SEXUALLY _ACTIVE, 

AS WELL AS THOSE WHO ACTUALLY BEAR CHILDREN, ARE OF 

SERIOUS CONCERN. THE RISK OF MATERNAL DEATH FOR 

ADOLESCENT MOTHERS IS HIGHER COMPARED TO WOMEN IN THE 

20 TO 24 YEARS OF AGE BRACKET. THE RI SK OF COMPLICATIONS 

0 F P R EG NANCY A ND CH I L D B I RT H I S A LS O H I G H ER. 

ONE CAN TAKE SMALL COMFORT IN THE FACT THAT SEXUALLY 

ACTIVE TEENAGERS ARE MORE LIKELY TO USE CONTRACEPTIVES· 

TOD A Y THAN TEN Y EA R S AG O. TH I S A LS O P R ES ENT S U S W I TH 

·A NEW PROBLEM FOR THESE TEENAGERS -- A POTENTIAL HEALTH 

· .PROBLEM ASSOCIATED WITH PRESCRIPTION CONTRACEPTIVES. 

I AM DI .STURBED THAT WE HAVE NOT PAID ENOUGH ATTENTION 

TO THE HEALTH CONSEQUENCES FOR ADOLESCENTS USING BIRTH 

CONTROL PILLS OR I.U.D.s AND THAT WE HAVE NOT PROVIDED 

. ·PARENTS WITH AN OPPORTUNITY TO INTERACT WITH THEIR 
• ,; 

CH I L D R EN ON TH I S I MP ORT ANT D EC I S I ON W H I C H AF F EC TS TH EI R .... 
: iHEALTH AND W ELL-B El NG. I AM CONCERN ED A BOUT TH IS NOT 

: 0 NL Y A S A PA R ENT, BUT A LS O A S TH E S EC R ET A RY OF TH E 

. FEDERAL DEPARTMENT RESPONSIBLE FOR lliE PUBLIC'S HEALTH. 

. : • ... ,· • '.~ •, • • . . . ~ . -. 
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: :; WHILE MEDICAL STUDIES HAVE INDICATED THAT THE USE 

·. 0 F TH E P I LL OR I. U. D. I S SA F E FOR MO ST WO M EN , TH EY HA V E 

. . A LS O CA U Tl ON E~ U S A BOU J TH E HA RM FU L S I D E EF F EC TS OF 

THESE ME'FHODS FOR SOME WOMEN. THE SIDE EFFECTS OF 

' USING BIRTH CONTROL PILLS INCLUDE BLOOD CLOTTING, 

INCREASED RISK OF STROKE, STIMULATION OF GROWTH OF 

BENIGN TUMORS OF rnE UTERUS AND BREAST, AND AN INCREASE 

IN FIBROCYSTIC BREAST DISEASE. rnE USE OF I. U. D. s 

INCREASES THE RISKS OF ECTOPIC PREGNANCY, INFECTION OF 

THE OVARIES AND FALLOPIAN TUBES, AND MAY INCREASE THE 

DIFFICULTY OF CONCEIVING AFTER DISCONTINUANCE. . 

PHYSICIANS PRESCRIBING THESE METHODS THEREFORE ADVISE 

. WOMEN TO PAY CLOSE ATTENTION TO ANY CHANGES IN THEMSELVE 

AND TO OBTAIN REGULAR MEDICAL CHECK-UPS. 

A DO L ES C ENT G I R LS . WHO R EC EI V E P R ES C R I P Tl ON D R U G S O R 

-~OM FAMILY PLANNING CLINICS WITHOUT INVOLVE-
·., 

.!MENT OF THEIR PARENTS MAY BE PARTICULARLY VULNERABLE TO 

ANY OF THESE NEGATIVE SIDE f.FFECTS. MANY OF THEM ARE SO 

YOUNG AND INEXPERIENCED THAT THEY DO NOT UNDERSTAND WHAl 

. : · "'l"' _ .. -. ,. .,-:-~-~ .• ... , .. ______ -;_ .. ,-_,...,. ____ _ • _ __ ._ - -··- ·--- ... , • • .,. .... . . · - ---- • . . .. .. . ... . _ ' 



· CONSTITUTES A POTENTIALLY DANGEROUS SIDE EFFECT FROM 
. 

~ USING BIRTH CONTROL PILLS OR I. U. D. s. SINCE A HIGH 
.. ? 

, P RO PO R Tl ON OF A DO L ES C ENT S DO NOT R ETU RN TO TH E FAM I Ly 

·. PLANNING_CLINIC AFTER THEIR INITIAL VISIT, THEY MAY NOT 

RECEIVE THE MEDICAL ATTENTION THEY NEED IN ORDER TO COPE 

WITH ANY OF THE POSSIBLE SIDE EFFECTS. FURTHERMORE, 

SINCE THEY DO NOT HAVE TO INVOLVE THEIR PARENTS IN THIS 

PROCESS, THEY MAY ALSO BE LESS LIKELY TO INFORM THEIR . 

FAMILY DOCTOR THAT THEY ARE NOW USING ORAL CONTRACEPTIVE' 

. 0 R I • U. D. s. A S A R ES U LT, BY I S O LA Tl NG TH EM S EL V ES FR OM 

·. THOSE WHO ARE THE CLOS EST TO TH EM AND MOST ABLE TO HELP 

-'. TH EM MON I TOR A NY OF TH E PO S S I B L E S I D E EF F EC TS OF TH ES E 

.PRESCRIPTION METHODS,THEY ARE VULNERABLE TO SUFFERING 
: , . . 

.UNNECESSARILY FROM THE SIDE EFFECTS OF TiiE PILL OR I. U. D. 

ANOTHER PROBLEM FOR THE ADOLESCENT USING THE PILL 
I 

IOR I.U.D. IS THAT SHE MAY DISCONTINUE USING ANY 
I 
jCONTRACEPTIVES IF SHE APPEARS TO BE EXP ERi ENC ING ANY 

. REAL OR IMAGINED SIDE EFFECTS. IF THE PARENTS OF THAT 

CHILD WERE INVOLVED FROM THE VERY BEGINNING, THEY MIGHT 

.,. ·--··---~- -~--.-~------·-- --·--·--·••'"- ••"-••··- -·· - . .. .... · - . .. .. . . 

I' 
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.l BE ·ABtE TO HELP HER TO EVALUATE THE ACTUAL HEALTH EFFECTS 
. ff 

; . 
. ; QF CONTINUED USE OF THAT PRESCRIPTION METHOD OR HELP 

. TO DECIDE WHETHER OR NOT TO REMAIN S EXUA LL Y ACTIVE AT 

THAT Tl ME. 

FINALLY, ONE OF THE MAJOR REASONS FOR CONTRACEPTIVE 

FAILURES AMONG TEENAGERS IS THAT THEY DO NOT USE THEM 

CONSISTENTLY. A FEW STUDIES HAVE SUGGESTED THAT 

ADOLESCENTS FROM FAMILIES IN WHICH THE PARENTS 

COMMUNICATE OPENLY WITH THEIR CHILDREN ABOUT SEX ARE 

··- MORE LIKELY TO USE CONTRACEPTIVES CONSISTENTLY IF THEY 

' ARE SEXUALLY ACTIVE. 

THESE HEALTH RISKS ARE UNDERSCORED BY THE FINDINGS 

· ; OF A RECENT STUDY WHICH INDICATED THAT OF THE 641,000 

ADOLESCENTS AGED SEVENTEEN OR .YOUNGER RECEIVING 

. CONTRACEPTIVE SERVICES FROM FAMILY PLANNING AGENCIES 

. ·: . I ' N 1 97 8, 8 0 ~ 0 R MOR E T HA N A HA L F M I L LI ON , C HO S E A 

: ; P R ES CR I P Tl ON M ETH OD SUCH A S TH E P I LL OR I. U. D. 

NOTWITHSTANDING THE SIGNIFICANT HEALTH IMPLICATIONS 

OF ADOLESCENTS USING PRESCRIPTION BIRTH CONTROL DRUGS 

AND DEVICES, FEDERAL POLICY HAS NEGLECTED PARENTAL 

· ·1·•· ·•· · ·•· · .... __ __ ~- _,..._._ ___ ______ _____ __ ___ ··~·-· · ••· ·-·--·· ··· 
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. RESPONSIBILITIES. IN EVERY OTHER AREA OF THEIR 
,-

. } 

CH I L D R EN S I LI V ES PA R ENT S AR E I NV O L V ED A ND H ELD 
~: .; : · ... 

- • RESPONSIBLE. PARENTS MUST GIVE WRITTEN PERMISSION 

}I BEFORE A- CHILD CAN GO ON A SCHOOL TRIP, AND MUST EXPLAIN 

WHEN A CHILD IS ABSENT FROM CLASS FOR EVEN ONE DAY. IT 

' 
1

1s PARADOXICAL THAT WHEN IT COMES TO PRESCRIBING DRUGS 

'. AND DEV IC ES WI TH POT EN Tl A LL Y S ER IOU S HEAL TH CONS EO U ENC ES j 
! 

·, FEDERAL POLICY HAS NOT RECOGNIZED PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT 
I 
1

AND RESPONSIBILITY. 

·,l ALMOST EVERYONE WOULD AGREE IN PRINCIPLE THAT 

PARENTS OF UNEMANCIPATED MINORS SHOULD BE INVOLVED IF 
-- '! 

~THEIR CHILDREN ARE USING PRESCRIPTION DRUGS OR DEVICES 

t.WHICH MAY BE HARMFUL TO lHEIR HEALTH. PARENTS SHOULD 

, KNOW WHEN ONE OF THEIR CHILDREN AGED 17 AND UNDER IS 

' BEING GIVEN A PRESCRIPTION DRUG OR DEVICE SO THEY . 
. ~ CA N B E AW A R E OF ANY R I SK TH EI R C H I L D I S TAK I NG. C R I Tl C S • 
~MIGHT SAY THAT INSISTING ON PARENTAL NOTIFICATION AND 

' I NV O L V EM ENT I S I MP RA C Tl CA L B EC A U S E SOM E T EE NAG ER S M I G H 1 
-

RISK BECOMING PREGNANT RATHER THAN ADMIT TO THEIR 

.. PARENTS THAT THEY ARE SEXUALLY ACTIVE. 

. · • - - ·-···.··-· .. ------·--··----·---- -- -···------, ... . ...... . • · . . . 
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. -. ''. \:· ; · WHILE I CAN UNDERSTAND THIS CONCERN, THE DATA AND 
' : .. .._. 

f .· THE . 
. ... . . . ; ANALYSIS FROM A RECENT STUDY BY/ALAN GUTTMACH'fR INSTITUT~ 

- . i . 
·_- .. ... : = ·.~ 

_ SUGGESTS THAT THE OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF TEENAGERS 

: CURR EN TL Y R EC E'I VI NG ASS I STANCE FROM FAM I LY PLAN NI NG 
. f/ 

;CLINICS WILL CONTINUE TO USE CONTRACEPTIVES. ACCORDING 

1TO THEIR STUDY, ONLY 41 OF ADOLESCENTS 17 OR YOUNGER WHO 

RECEIVE PRESCRIPTION DRUGS AND DEVICES FROM FAMILY 

PLANNING CLINICS SAID THAT IF THEIR PARENTS HAD TO BE 

[NOTIFIED, THEY WOULD CONTINUE TO BE SEXUALLY ACTIVE BUT 

~: NOT USE ANY METHOD OF CONTRACEPTION. TiiEREFORE, RATHER 
' i 

'_ THAN PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT DRIVING ALL. TEENAGERS AWAY 
. .., 

; FROM U S I NG CON 1R A C EP Tl V E M ETH O D S , A S S OM E C R I TI C S 

. MIGHT CHARGE, ONLY 41 EV°EN THOUGHT THIS WOULD BE THEIR 

' · . . 

. · ·:REACTION. 

IN ADDITION, PARENTAL NOTIFICATION IS NOT UNPRECEDENT6 

~ PR ES ENT LY _.10 ~ 0 F A LL FAM I LY P LANN I NG A G EN C I ES R EO U I R E 
'·! • 
: PARENTAL CONSENT OR NOTIFICATION FOR PRESCRIPTION . i 
- . 

, CONTRACEPTIVES PROVIDED TO PATIENTS 17 OR YOUNGER, AND 

20S HAVE SUCH REQUIREMENTS FOR TEENAGERS 15 OR YOUNGER. 

·t- ........ _ ___ ---~-----~-· --- - ------- - -•-....---- . .• . , • - ... . -



;. 

:- IT MIGHT ALSO BE NOTEWORTHY THAT IN THE LATTER CATEGORY 
.7 • , 

. . . ).· 

:: 251 OF HOSPITALS REQUIRE PARENTAL CONSENT OR NOTIFICATION 
. ~--

. COMPARED TO PNLY 31 OF PLANNED PARENTHOOD CLINICS. : ·•. . _. ~ 

,, 

·+ FINALLY, MR. CHAIRMAN, I WOULD LIKE TO NOTE THE 

,,~EVIDENCE WE HAVE ON THE ATTITUDES OF PARENTS TO 

'ADOLESCENT SEXUAL ACTIVITY. A 1978 REPORT BY THE H. H. S • 
. ' 

I 

; INSPECTOR GENERAL TO SECRETARY CALIFANO REPORTED THAT 

i 90S OF PARENTS SURVEYED RECOGNIZED IT AS THEIR 
1 
l 
jRESPONSIBILITY TO SEE THAT THEIR TEENAGE DAUG~TER, IF SHE 

.. '. t . 
jWERE SEXUALLY ACTIVE, RECEIVE CONTRACEPTIVE INFORMATION. 

,:. IN ADDITION, ALMOST ALL PARENTS CONTACTED SAID THEY WOUL 

NOT OBJECT IF THEIR TEENAGE DAUGHTER ASKED TO GO TO A 
·= 
i 

, !FAMILY PLANNING CLINIC. SOME PARENTS, HOWEVER, WOULD 
. :: i 
f PREFER TO SEND A SEXUALLY ACTIVE DAUGHTER TO A FAMILY .. 
' 
iPHYSICIAN OR A SPECIALIST; SOME WOULD TELL HER WHAT IBEY 
\ 

" . KNOW AND DISCUSS THE SITUATION WITHIN THE FAMILY; AND 

:~OTHERS WOULD CHOOSE A FAMILY PLANNING CLINIC IN THE 
. : -

F I R ST P LA C £. 

THEREFORE, CONTRARY TO THE ARGUMENT THAT SOME WOULD 

MAKE THAT PARENTS CANNOT BE TRUSTED TO EXERCISE MATURE, 

··~· .... -.... -... - ·---~-----~---____ .,... ____ ..,_ ---- ---· ·· ····· .... .. .. . 
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~ PR'U.DENT JUDGMENT, THE EVIDENCE WE HAVE IS THAT PARENTS 
. . -": 

·. ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE HEALTH OF THEIR CHILDREN, WANT . 
. _:: TO BE INVOLVED, AND WILL WELL CARRY OUT THEIR PARENTAL 

, R ESP ON S 1-8 I LI TY. 

'.·J ·., 
. -~ 

WE CANNOT AND SHOULD NOT IGNORE THE HEALTH AND 

; W ELL - B EI NG OF O U R C H I L D R EN BY LOOK I NG TH E O TH ER WA Y 

· W H I L E TAX PAY ER S I MON EY P RO V I D ES PR ES C R I P Tl O N D R U G S A ND 

, DEVICES WITH POTENTIAL HAZARDS AND SIDE EFFECTS. WE 

/MUST USE EVERY OPPORTUNITY AVAILABLE TO US TO BRING 
i 

: ABOUT COMMUNICATION BETWEEN PARENTS AND THEIR CHILDREN. 

THANK YOU. 

,, 

-- ·· ·• · ·· · - ·····---· · s • . • -· · -------- · · - · - -· ·· · - · -· · · - · • . 
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TO:. 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 

March 8, 1983 

ANSON FRANKLIN 

MORTON C. BLACKWELL 

We sent 
files 

you what we had in the 
and got from the pro-life 

groups. The HHS bureaucracy just 
came through with their packet. 

From what HHS sent 
attached which may 
you. 

.. ...... .. .. 

I selected the 
be of use to 
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Teen-agers and Birth Control 
GEORGE F. WILL 

V ictoria Will is two years old and per
fect. That is, she is perfectly like a two

year-old, which means she has the executive 
disposition of Lady Macbeth: 

Me: "What is your name?" 
She: "No!" 
That word will stand her in good stead 

in about 15 years. Until then I live in 
blissful ignorance of the special tribula
tions of a parent of an adolescent daughter. 
But as a citizen as well as a father, I favor 
the Department of Health and Human Ser
vices' rule requiring federally funded birth
control clinics to notify parents whose 
daughters 17 or under are receiving pre
scription contraceptive drugs or devices. 

Opponents call this the "squeal rule," 
implying that it is dishonorable for the gov
ernment to codify the fact that parents have 
an interest in knowing ofa minor daughter's 
receipt of prescription materials related to 
sexual activity. Notice, the rule does not 
require parental permission. A child may 
need parental consent even to take a school 
trip to the zoo, but the HHS rule requires 
only parental notification, and only after 
prescriptions have been filled. 

Civil Liberty: A civil liberty, correctly 
understood, is a liberty central to the func
tioning of democracy. The American Civil 
Liberties Union evidently thinks it is a civil 
liberty for children to be given federally 
subsidized contraceptive measures and 
counsel, in secret. In response to an ACLU 
suit, a judge has blocked implementation of 
the rule, arguing that it would lead to an 
increase in teen-age pregnancy and thus 
constitute "blatant disregard" for Con
gress's intent in supporting family-planning 
clinics. Arguing against the rule in another 
court, a lawyer said it would cause 33,000 
such pregnancies annually. Amazing, how 
folks can know these things. 

It is devilishly difficult to prove cause
and-effect relationships between social poli
cies and social changes. But this is clear: the 
problem of teen-age pregnancy has grown 
as contraceptives and sex education have 
become increasingly available. I am not say
ing the availability caused the growth. But it 
would be rash to say the availability is irrele
vant. And many of those who today are 
predicting with such certitude awful results 
from the HHS rule predicted that teen-age 
pregnancies would decline as contraception 

80 

and sex education became more available. 
Supporters of the rule note that prescrip

tion birth-control measures can have serious 
side effects. Opponents reply that pregnan
cy is more dangerous than contraception, 
especially to adolescents. That is true, but 
hardly an answer to this argument: in a 
society where most schools will not give a 
child an aspirin without parental consent, 
parents have the minimal right to be notified 
after a minor daughter has received a drug 
related to sexual activity. Besides, adoles
cents have a third choice between contra
ception and pregnancy. It is continence. 

Opponents of the rule say it constitutes 
governmental intrusion into family rela
tionships. But surely the government sub-

Adolescents have 
a third choice 
between contraception 
and pregnancy. It 
is continence. 

verts family relationships when it subsidizes 
5,000 clinics that purvey to children medi
cal treatment and counsel on morally im
portant matters, and do so without inform·
ing those who have legal, financial and 
moral responsibility for children-parents. 

Opponents say that if parents are told 
that their minor daughters are on the Pill, 
some daughters will be deterred from seek
ing contraceptives, but will be no less sex
ually active. This is true. But the law that 
the HHS rule implements does not say that 
all values shall be sacrificed to the single 
aim of reducing pregnancy. Indeed, the 
law stipulates that subsidized clinics must 
"encourage," to the extent practical, "fam
ily participation." Again, the HHS rule 
does not require parental participation. It · 
does not, for example, require that parents 
accompany the child to the clinic. It does 
not even require that contraceptive drugs 
or devices be withheld until parents are 
notified. It requires only that parents re
ceive after-the-fact information that par
ents can act on as they please. It is hard to 
imaginr a more minimal compliance with 

Congress's mandate to "encourage" paren
tal participation. The rule is just an execu
tive-branch attempt to balance the various 
values Congress affirmed. 

It has provoked a disproportionate re
sponse. The New York Times has editorial
ized against the rule at least six times, de
nouncing it as "cruel." The Times says the 
rule would increase bureaucracy, which in 
this case the Times is against. The Times 
says the rule is an example of intrusive 
government, which in this case the Times is 
against. (Force busing? Fine. Parental noti
fication of drugs prescribed for unemanci
pated minors? Too intrusive.) Why such 
uproar over a halfhearted rule that barely 
constitutes compliance with Congress's un
exceptionable affirmation of parental in
volvement? Perhaps the decay ofliberalism 
into a doctrine of"liberation" has led to this 
idea: even children must be "liberated," 
even from parental knowledge of even their 
sexual activities. Perhaps the extreme indi
vidualism of today's liberalism finds "re
pressive" even restraints associated with a 
collectivity as basic as the family. 

The Rule: Many opponents of the rule 
seem to think that realism consists of accept
ing as irreversible the recent increase in teen
age promiscuity. (Be honest, readers: how 
many of you think the value-laden word 
"promiscuous" is illiberal?) Granted, gov
ernments can do nothing to make teen-agers 
less sexually ardent. And when traditional 
mores·are dissolving as fast as ours are, try
ing to arrest the dissolution with a law is like 
trying to lasso a locomotive with a thread. 
However, policy need not passively reflect 
and accommodate itself to every change, 
however destructive. It need not regard so
cial change as a process that is or ought to be 
entirely autonomous, utterly immune to the 
influence of judicious interventions. The 
HHS rule is such an intervention. 

Law should express society's core values, 
such as parental responsibility. If HHS's 
mild rule is declared incompatible with 
pllblic policy, what, for goodness' sake, is 
that policy? What values does it affirm, or 
subvert by neglect? HHS's rule at least does 
not express complacent acceptance of the 
inevitability of today's rate of teen-age sex
ual activity. Obviously the trend is against 
sexual restraint. But as has been said, a 
trend is not a destiny . 
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