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have left it l'i ke that. But there is somethingin me
that...that won't allow that in this particular instance. |
don't know what it is. put, at any rate, | am opposed to the

anendnent that we have |abored over because what it does is
i npi nge on a doctor's judgnment. Hereis what wehave done with
the law as it would stand if it' s enacted in its presentform
A young lady cones in for an abortion, she doesn't knowthe law.
She doesn't know to say that she has been the victimof abuse of
the kinds that would allow a physician to forego giving

notification. She doesn't even know that notification fust be
given to her parents or whoever that person would be. So she
enters the office and the physician says, | cannot performthis
abortion without your parents or your guardian pej ng notified.
And she begins to talk about her condition. She has pains. She
i s hemorrhaging and the doctor says, well|, |et ne exanine you.
So the doctor perforns the examination and says, we have a very
serious medical problem here but | still have to notify your
parents because this problem as serious as it does. not
allow me to say, as a physician, that it wll actually result 1n

your death prior to my giving notification,sol cannot use my
judgnent as a physician. Were | unencunbered by this

law that
the Legislature put on the books, | would performthe abortion
because it is an immediate and grave ris to your health.
Perhaps your pelvis will be thrown out of whack. perhaps some

organ will be damaged. Perhaps your ability to have children in
the future will be destroyed. But that is not a threat to your

life and under this bill that is the only circunstance under
which | can performthis abortion without giving that
notification, and | have to doit |n person or by certified
mail. And Wlththe amount of time that' t akin | 't

can't treat you. You have to go sorrepl ace eI se to see it you
can find somebody. But then something may rise up in the doctor
and the doctor will say, first do no harm The doctor s
obligation is to tréat. Fajlure to treat does harm

jurisprudence in this country makes people liable for that whi ch
they onit to do that they ought to do in the sameway they are
liable for doing that which they shoul d not do and 1n this case
it is an "ought to do" rather than a mandated "shall do" because
the "ought" iI's based on a moral and ethical and professional

obligation to treat those who need immediate treatnent. If
sonebody came |nto a phySICI an's office with a severe
laceration, it's not | e threateni ng bu} |t's considered an
enf"gency, it could resu inanin ectl S not

and al t hough the person rray not die alinb could be Iost so tdh
performance of whatever services are necessary will be
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