January 25, 1990 LB 769

Labedz uses to justify 769 as constitutional also |eaves piact

factual findings that the bill does nothing for famly
comuni cation, does nothing for mnors, and does not improve

famly relations, the very reasons, supposedly, soughtto be

acconpl i shed by the bill. Those factual determinations, baaed
on health careprofessionals and the judges who have, In fact,
heard these cases in M nnesota, have been unrefuted,

unchallenged, and are part of the record that Senator Labedz
uses to justify 769. That, in fact, means that the 8th Circuit,
it seens to ne, was subtly saying that al though 769 may, in
fact, be constitutional, it is stupid. Itis stupidin the
sense that it does not neet and there is no evidence to suFl)gort
ohents

that it meets the objectives supposedly cited by its prop

and there is a large body of evidence that it s jnjurious to
the interests of kids and of fanilies. There are also specific
problens inside the bill that have never been addressed.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR LANDI "..". For exanple, it is clained by the proponents of
this measure that there are no costs to_ pursuing parental
notification. We have in our statutes a $75 fee or rather cost

bond that i's required in a case. Thereis no place jn LB 769

where this is waived. This standard statutory obligatjon of a
$75 cost bond. as far as | can tell on the reading of "this bill,

still remains in place. In other words, the proponents who gay
there are no costs sinply aren't telling us the truth. apother
problemwith the bill is that it says that there yj be

notification, and that notification can pe in the form of
specific restricted types of mail that you ang | are  famliar
with. It does not say that upon nmailing the notification the
doctor nust wait for thereturn of the mail.

PRESIDENT: Time.

SENATOR LANDI S: I n fact, Senator Labedz has said
the doctor need not wait for the return of the mtatht bBter'htal?Ss
not clear on the bill. |f you are a doctor at risk here, aren't
you inclined to wait for the return of the restricted majl
whi ch can be weeks, which can then prejudice the child's healath
because the farther you nove along in either childbirthor in
the giving of an abortion, the risks in any sjtuation increase
the further in the gestation period you are. Tpatremains
uncl ear on the face of the bill. Third...
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