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in 1983, with the Eighth Circuit's opinion, that injunction,
quite frankly in my opinion,was of no effect whatsoever, gng
this is law that can be enforced, requires notification g one
parent . Why do we notify one parent instead of two? | {hink
the best reason, the best reason is found in the majority
opinion, in the Hodgson case, which is the Ninnesota case,

wherein it says the court also stated that the effect of
conpelling a mnor, and this is a nmgjority opinion referring to

the federal court...lower court case, the trial court, gnq thi s
is what the trial court concluded. The court also stated that
the effect of conpelling a minor, inthis gjtyation, to share
i nformati on about her pregnancy and abortion decision with both
parents can be harnful, particularly when the minor ¢cgomes from
an abusive, dysfunctional fanily. Thi s, of course, is what
we've been talking about for “four days, the abusive,
dysfunctional fam ly. The court found that 20 to 25 percent of
m nors who went to court notified one parent, gl untarily; and
that mnors who ordinarily would notify one parent night be
di ssuaded from doing so by the two parent requirenent. S ou
have a rather innocuous and ironic result that a m nor m'gchty go
through the judicial bypass proceeding, which is a quite route
to an abortion, in Ninnesota anyway, because that m nor does not
want to notify both parents. However, if she did want to notify
both parents, if she had a one parent requirenment, gheobviously
could do that anyway. So by notifying just one parent we are
actual ly enhancing the opportunity of "that ‘'minor girl to have 4
dialogue with the parent that she trusts. and hopeful |y that
di al ogue could result in other decisions being made, carrying
the fetus to term, and putting the baby up for adoption.” |t
we' re trying to harnonize and bring the famlies together, |
really wish you would pay attention to this amendnent, because
this is a good one. The Ninnesota court, both the majority
opinion and the dissent, poth conclude that there are very
significant problems with notifying both parents. |t we notify
one parent we are m&ing good, solid public policy. It is
clearly constitutional and what is nbst.  and what is even mae
conpelling, it's current law, it's current |aw today. \yedon't

have to change the |awat all to require one arent
notification. VW don't have to go throug%four days of debate

when we got it here in 28-347. g5 | really, if we' re going to
deal with 769 and not with 28-347, which is the | aw on the books
today, let's at |east ppke it consistent withcurrent |aw,
consistent with what the judiciary concluded in the Hoddgson
case, be consistent with what Judge Urbom andsomeof the
concerns he had in his opinion, inthe o case, and nmake a
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