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of legislation, the court also found that the experience of
going to court for judicial authorization subjected the minors
to a great deal of stress and that some cons idered t he c o u r t
proceedings more difficult than the abortion itself. The cour t
found that the two-parent notice requirement affected many
minors l i v i ng i n single-parent homes who had notified the
custodial parent and minors living in two-parent homes who
voluntarily consulted with one parent. These minors either had
to notify the second parent or go t h r oug h t he c ourt bypa s s
proceeding. The court found that either option was emotionally
traumatic and interfered with the communication v olunt a r i l y
i n i t i a t e d b y t he mi no r . The court noted that these instances
were n ot un co mmon and wer e sup p o r t e d by the fac t that
approximately 20 to 25 percent of minors who went to court were
accompanied by or indicated that they had consul te d wi t h o n l y
one p a r e n t . Many of the judges who heard bypass petitions
testified that they felt the procedure was traumatic for the
m inors a n d d i d l i t t l e g oo d . Dr. Hodgson, one of the plaintiffs
testified that there was no benefit whatsoever to t he l aw and
the law had created nothing but problems, and the circuit court
g oes on and on and o n an d J u dge Lay i n h is d i sse n t i ng op i n i on
emphasizes the problems. He states in his dissent, there is
more than a little irony in the majority's assumption t ha t t h e
state promotes family integrity by forcing minor children to
locate and inform noncustodial parents of their decision.
Approximatel y 4 2 pe r c en t o f a l l mino r s i n Ni nn e s o ta d o n o t l i v e
with both biological parents. He goes on t o say, f a r f r om
promoting the integrity and independence of the family unit, the
state is interfering in familial communications in a way that
would be unimaginable in any other context. To justify this
i nte r f e r ence bas e d on the purported rights of noncustodial
parents is spacious. And then he goes on to s ay what I ' v e sai d
over a n d over and t hat is t hat th e City o f A kr o n c ase
i nval i d a t e s a 2 4 - h ou r n o t i c e p ro v i si o n , invalidates a 24- hour
notice provision and finds it to be unconstitutional. A nd I ' m
not going to sit here and speculate on what the United States
Supreme Court is going to do with this case, but I would suggest
to you that if y ou read the case and if you read the other
decisions, it seems.

. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR ASHFORD: . . .highl y u n b e l i e v a b l e t o m e t h a t t he Supreme
Court i s go i ng to uphold it under current law. We had an
excellent opportunity to im pr o ve t h i s bi l l by put t i ng
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