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that if they are receiving. . .that the costs nmay not be quite gg
much as were originally because there are other progranms out
there that some of those people would be under. The question
is, to the body, whether or not we' re going to sinply be so
narrow on the topic and tal k about sinply parental notification,
or we're going to take a nore, as people in the body have tal ked
about earlier, an adult, papture look at the whole problem of

si tuati ons. _ 1f you think with the fact that ar ent al
notifications will, in fact, decrease abortions, then yoB might
come to the conclusion that if abortions...if the nunber of

pregnanci es stay the same, and the nunber of abortions decrease,
we may have a nunber of more young women going to term, and

there will be more teen nothers. And | know there are studies
that show in some states, during some vyears, that has not
happened. But | have not seen ever a study that says
nationw de, or in a state, gver a period...protracted period of
time that has been the case, becauseit's not. And we' re

basically saying if we' re going to take responsibility on the
one side, you cannot, you cannot ignore Phe other Side. | ye
had so many senators come up and say, Sepator Bernard-Stevens,
why don't you put this apendnent on another bill; | could
support it on another bill. And you kind of look at the
senators a little bit and you kind"of smile and say, if you can
support it on another bill, why not sup;;ort it onthis bill.
does not change 769. It does not nake 769 unconstitutional. It
inno way affects 769. |t sinply broadens the picture. Som
peopl e say, Senator Bernard-Stevens, if this amendnent is agreet?
to, it may hurt 769. | don't believe so. | {phink some nembers
who are supporting 769, who woul d not support it because of the
amendnent, were what | would call cheap supporters. | gyspect
you' d have an equal number of people Who zre not necessarily in
favor of 769, who would be in favor of the bill, if we can’take
care of some of the other problens of teen pregnancies, in ¢5¢¢
| know that to be the case. This anendnment will not hurt 769.
Twenty-five votes with this amendnent on another p; are the
same 25 votes on this bill. Thetopic is here, the linkage is
clear, | wouldlike to have a chance tg discuss the bill by
suspension of the rules. W can get into nore discussion on how
much it would cost and the other "paraneters when we get to that

point. | would yield the rest of ny t{ine, at this time, to
Senator Schimek.
PRESI DENT: You have a little I ess than a m nute.

SENATOR SCHINEK: Nr. President and nenbers of the body, |
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