January 22, 1990 LB 769

i ssue. As | recall, the current |aw does have a provision for

\:;,,(l],lbn?' ssi on dof gvithnce l?jy affi davitft(ljdt he court. Thereason
i ntroduced this amendnent is twofold. t
debated LB 769, at least nmy thrust and argu%'%sé o%eﬁq’e\%PFP \/\Xavse

the concern that the N nnesota Federal Court had in aqards o
the workability of LB 769, | think at that tine we di'Sclased the

general feeling that certainly in an ideal situation parents
shoul d be notifred or involved in the decision-naki ng process

involving their daughters n an abortion situation. | think
everybody generally feels that in an ideal situation ;p t hat
woul d be best. However, there were sone probl ens ina]\ti nnesot a

that cane about because of the court systenis sonewhat inability
to deal with the judicial bypass provisions of the Ninnesota
law. I n fact, what has happened in N nnesota generally iIs that
the vast majority, since parental notification was introduced in
N nnesota, the vast majority of cases that were prought before
the court systemin Ninnesota were approved, or the petitions
for an abortion wereapproved. |n fact, the statistics that I

have indicate that between 1981 and 1985 there were 3,573
petitions for abortions by minors in Nnnesota gnd . of those

all but nine were accepted by the courts. |p those particul ar
cases, and in the Ninnesota situation, of course, what is
required is that a petition be filed, that the m nor appear In
court and that the judge make a determination as to whether or
not that minor ought to have an abortion, or | think the
Ni nnesota law is whether or not it is inthe pest jnterest of
that minor that she have an abortion, Insome, npst of the
cases fell, apparently fromthe information | have, frgﬁ on  ihe
issue on maturity and that sort of thing. |t seenms to ne that
the experience in N nnesota, one of the only states that has
parental notification, is to the effect that the judicial bypass
procedure is, what we <call in legal parlance, just a summary
proceeding, where the judges in alnbst every case have found
that an abortion should be granted. Therefore, the judicial
bypass, if it is the intention of this bill, this bill to
stop abortions of mnors, it appears as if in Rl?,nnesota that has
not been the experience, that the judicial bypass is under
Ni nnesota | aw, at | east their reading  of the law,. a
constitutionally required procedure, that it is just that, 'just
a constitutionally required procedure. It really doesn' t...it
isn't subst anti ve. It really, the debate, the abortion debate
apparently does not follow that mnor into the courtroom because
the courtroomor the situation or the courts have approved
al nost every abortion. Therefore, it seemed to ne |ast year,
and it seens to me now, that what we ought to do js simply do

8588



