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RI  LUTION

BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Dircctors of the National Right

to Life Committee at its meeting of August 15-16, 1981, reaffirms
its efforts and support in achieving the ultimate goal of the pro-_
life movement: the passage and ratification of a mandatory

Human Life Amendment,

The Board of Directors of NRLC endorses and supports the
statutory concept to protect the unborn child as embodied in
S.B. 158 and H.B. 900. We urge immecdiate consideration and passage
of this legislation by the full Senate Judiciary Committee and
the Congress of the United States.

The Board of Directors of NRLC further urges consideration
of the following concepts for inclusion within such statutory
provisions to further strengthen the protection of the unborn child:

1. Removal of the provision to limit lower Federal Court

review;
2. To provide for direct Federal pfotection for the life
of the unborn child;

3. That a statutory basis be established emphasizing

the concept that Congress can independently interpret
the Constitution and that the Constitution protects
: the lives of unborn children as persons;
4. That the concept of cohcoption should be defined

as fertilization.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Chairman of the Board of NRLC
promulgate this resolution to every member of Congress and to
1 P2 1 13 ‘

I JRTHER RESOLVED that immediate passage of a Human Life
Statute is urged upon the U.S. Senate and the U.S. House of
Representatives recognizing the necessity of continued effort

necessary to sccure the passage of a lHuman Life Amcendment.









WHO'S WHO -- THE LEADERS, THEIR ORGANIZATIONS, THEIR STANDS

BARRETT, Joseph. LIFE Political Action Committee. Washington, D.C.

Mr. Barrett has a wide-spread and well-deserved reputation for political
acumen in his work to elect pro-life candidates to state-~level offices.
He has been particularly effective in developing and encouraging pro-
life candidates within the Democratic party.

BROWN, Judie. American Life Lobby. Stafford, Virginia - Washington, D.C.

Mrs. Brown, after working as Public Relations Director for the National
Right to Life Committee for 3 years, left and founded A.L.L. Her group
has grown rapidly in two years to become the largest grassroots pro-life,
pro-family organization in America with nearly 100,000 donor/supporters.
She is nationally recognized for her expertise in the Govermnment's anti-
life, anti-family programs, their funding, and on the insidious effects
of Planned Parenthood's pro-abortion counseling and programs.

BROWN, Paul. Life Amendment Political Action Committee. Washington, D.C.

Mr. Brown founded LAPAC after seeing the ineffectiveness of the pro-life
movement's political efforts prior to 1977. Primarily as a result of his
leadership and LAPAC's training seminars and programs, the pro-life move-
ment made significant gains in 1978 and 1980 elections. His political
savvy is well-known as is his ability to motivate the traditionally Demo-
cratic, Catholic, ethnic voter to switch parties for a pro-life candidate.

DUGAN, Rev. Robert. National Association of Evangelicals. Washington, D.C.

As Director of the Office of Public Affairs for the NAE, Rev. Dugan has
supervised the distribution of educational materials on government and
legislation to ministers and churches and works to assist churches and
church groups on matters pertaining to the Federal government.

ENG®T-, Randy. U.S. Coalition for Life. Export, Pennsylvania.

Internationally recognized expert on U.S. Foreign Policy and U.S. Aid pro-
motion of population control and financing of abortions and sterilizations,
etc., in the third world. She is also the President of the Michael Fund,
which provides grants for research into birth defects with a positive, pro-
1i1 4 o

GERSTER, Carolyn. National Right to Life Committee. Washington, D.C.

As Director to the National Board of the NRLC and Past President of the
organization, Dr. Gerster has worked within the organization building
support for the Human Life Statute. Gerster is also well known for her
involvement in the O'Connor nomination struggle.
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wom7®w - MARCARET. Life Advocates. Houston, Texas.

Founder of Life Advocates in 1970, she has worked and built the organi-
zation into the only state-wide group with complete statewide represen-
tation. Their newsletter has a wide national distribution due to her
excellent reputation for thoroughness and accuracy.

MACKEY, JOHN P. Ad Hoc Committee in Defense of Life, Washington, D.C.

An attorney, he gave up his law practice to work full time in the pro-life
movement. He has more (perience work’ ; and lobbying on Capitol Hill tt
any other member of the pro-life movement, and is known by Members of
Congress to be politically astute and pragmatic.

MARX, FATHER PAUL. Human Life International. Washington, D.C.

As a pioneer in the field of Natural Family lanning, Father Marx is known
and respected all around the world for his work. Fr. Marx founded the

Human Life Center at St. Johns University and has now moved to a new founda-
tion to better reach his international audience.

NORRIS, M 3AY. Christian Family Renewal. Clovis, CA - Washington, D.C.

One of the first national leaders in the pro-life, pro-family movement, ‘
Dr. Norris began the first totally pro-life newsletter in 1971. He has
a world-wide reputation and following. Well known lecturer.

PHILLIPS, HOWARD. Conservative Caucus. Vienna, Virginia.

Known as the 'father of the New Right,' he runs the largest grass-roots
organization in the conservative movement. He is well known for his
political acumen and has been a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

SCHEIDLER, JOS¥PH. Pro-Life Action League. Chicago, Illinois.

He is the President of the largest coalition of pro-life organizations in
I1linois and founder of PLAL, the leading group involved in non-violent
direct action. Supported the HLS from its inception.

vtion £ | 1, Mi: s .

Founded, in 1976, the largest media-monitoring group in the U.S. 1Is a
nationally recognized spoke 1 for the organizations involved in the
"Better TV" movement, working with 'ad agencies and network reps.
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WILLKE, DR. J.C. National Right to Life Committee. Washington, D.C.

Long recognized as one of the outstanding educators/lecturers in the
pro-life movement, he became President of the NRLC in 1980. Because of
the structure of NRLC, however, no President can speak totally for the
group. NRLC supports the HLS.

YOUNG, REV. CURTIS. Christian Action Council. Washington, D.C.

Became Executive Director of the CAC in 1978 and has spearheaded a drive
for the establishment of crisis pregnancy centers in the Protestant com-
munity. Is a consistent supporter of the HLS.






WHO'S WHO ~- SUPPORTING THE HUMAN LIFE STATUTE:
PARTICIPATING GROUPS IN THE HUMAN LIFE STATUTE COALITION

ABBOT LOOP CHRISTIAN CENTER. Anchorage, Alaska.

A center devoted to the care of unwed mothers and families in distress,
with statewide contacts, representatives and counselors. They are the
pre-eminent Christian service and counseling service in Alaska.

ALABAMA CITIZENS CONCERNED FOR LIFE. Mobile, Alabama.

The only state-wide pro-life organization in Alabama serving primarily
as an educational and information-distribution center, coordinating
state-wide pro-life activities and major liaison with national groups.

BIBLE MORALITY, INC. Elmwood Park, New Jersey.

A conservative Christian group, similar in its approach to that of
Moral Majority, with its focus on state and local issues. It has a
large state-wide following and affiliated organizations in many Eastern
states.

CALTIFORNTA FAMILY WOMEN. San Jose, California.

Its state-wide organization encompasses more than 10,000 concerned
Christian women. Focus is on state pro-family issues.

CATHOLIC PARENT TEACHER GROUPS. Hillsborough, California.

-

A loose coalition of lo activists throughout Southern California
working primarily on the elimination of value-free, a moral, sex-
instruction programs.

CATHOLIC PHARMACEUTICAL GUILD. Buffalo, New York,

A nationwide organization of Catholic Pharmacists with educational and
action activities designed to promote the proper use of drugs, pharma-
ceuticals and medical devices in the treatment of all members of the
Human family. Estimated membership: 10,000.

CATHOLIC PHYSICIANS GUILD. Bﬁffalo, New York.

CATHOLIC TRUTH SOCIETY. Washington, D.C.

A recently organized group with only a small constituency at this point
dedicated to the proper explanation and interpretation of Catholic doc-
trine by the mass media.

CATHOLICS FOR CHRISTIAN POl I'ICAL ACTION. Washington, D.C.

Headed by Gary Potter, thi group disseminates legis?tive and political
reports through its natior ., monthly newsletter.
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CONCERNED CHRISTIAN MOTHERS. Miami, Florida.

A state-wide organization of Christian families reaching throughouf
Florida with a primary purpose of securing passage of pro-life, pro-
family legislation in Florida and at the Federal level also. -

CONCERNED CHRISTTANS FOR GOOD GOVERNMENT. Atlanta, Georgia.

Statewide organization with over 1,000 'legislative leaders' throughout
Georgia working mailing with the State legislature, but also with the
Georgia Congressional Delegation, for pro-family legislation.

CRISWELL CENTER FOR BIBLICAL S™™MTRR, Dallas, Texas.

The center has a tremendous national following due in part to its
t° ze-times-weekly radio programming.

EPISCOPAL RIGHT TO LIFE. Phoenix, Arizona.

A national group working with the Episcopal Church in America to advance
and strengthen pro-life doctrine within the Church.

FAM-PAC. Sunnyvale, California.
One of the largest pro-family political action committees in California
working to elect qualified pro-family, pro-life candidates to both State

and Federal offices within the state.

FAMILY LIFE COALITION. Skaneateles, New York.

A state-wide organization with a large following. Its purpose is the
monitoring and influence ofpro-family legislation within the State.

FOR LIFE, T»~. Minneapolis, Minnesota.

A center designed to produce and distribute pro-life educational materials
which is known throughout the world for the quality and number of its works.

HUMAN LIFE INTERNATIONAL. Washington, D.C.

speclailzing 1n tne teachlng and promotlon oI Natural ramilly Pilanning
techniques and practices, particularly in Third World countires.

TOWA PRO-LIFE ACTION COUNCIL. Des Moines, Iowa.

The state-wide pro-life organization for Iowa, with local organizations
in nearly every community and boasting a total membership of over 50,000.
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LAPAC of <QUTH MAKOTA., White, South Dakota.

A state-wide pro-life political action committee with local chapters
all across the state. Its effectiveness was proven in 1980 when it was

the deciding factor in the election of GOP Senator James Abdnor.

LEAGUE OF CATHOLIC LAYMEN. Clovis, California.

Affiliated with Valley Christian University, LCL is dedicated to train-
ing young Catholic men and women in the basic tenets of the faith. It
is developing an outreach program which will shortly include chapters in
every state of the union.

LIBERTARTANS FOR TTFE, Wheaton, Maryland.

An organization within the Libertarian Party to preserve and promote
1 2 basic Libertarian party principles on life issues. It has a
membership’ exceeding 5,000.

LIFE ADVOCATES. Houston, Texas.

The largest pro-life organization in Texas with local chapters in every
community and a nationally-recognized newsletter with a circulation of
over 100,000.

L A FOR LIFE. Torrance, California.
A national organization dedicated to the propagation of pro-life infor-
mational and educational materials in order to reinforce 1life tenets

within the Lutheran Church in 2 rica.

METHODISTS FOR LIFE. Wheaton, Maryland.

A national organization with a paid newsletter circulation in excess of
5,000 with phasis not only on national legislative issues but also in
the areas of counseling, care and concern for troubled families.

MOTHERS ORGANIZED FOR MORA: Y. Millbrae, California.

ving educational curricula within the state.

NEBRASKA COALITION FOR L. . Gretna, Nebraska.

The statewide pro-life organization it represents over 200,000 Nebraska
families and has chapters in every major community.
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ODESSANS FOR LIFE. Odessa, Texas.

A small group with a number of highly-motivated and effective leaders
who have succeeded in overcoming Planned Parenthood's activities in
their own city and assisted in the effort in neighboring counties.

PARENTS AND CHILDREN TOGETHER. St. Davids, Pennsylvania.

An organization dedicated to research in the field of educational and
curriculum materials, the potential detrimental effect on children and
means for their improvement.

DARTNTQ RTAUTQ St. Louis, Missouri.

A st te-wide organization with over 3,000 families active in educational
activism at the local level as well as providing leadership and informa-
tion on abortion and related pro-life, pro-family issues.

PARENTS RIGHTS ORGANIZATION. Cincinnati, Ohio.

With over 4,000 family subscribers, it is the largest pro-life organiza-
tion in Ohio. It has a national constituency through its excellent news-
letter. It works for the preservation of parents' rights in education,
concerning abortion and in the distribution of contraceptives.

PENNSYLVANTANS FOR HUMAN LIFE (Potter Cc"“+x). Coudersport, Pennsylvania.

This is a county chapter of the statewide organization numbering over 40O
families in the area surrounding Pittsburgh. Its local programs are a
model for others to follow in local activism.

PRO-LIFE CD 11. Belmont, California.

A local organization serving the 11th Congressional District of (¢ ~iforn:
publishing a newsletter for its 400 family members that is widely distri-
buted throughout the district.

PRO-LIFE COUNCIL OF CONNECTICUT. West Hartford, Connecticut.

The state-wide pro-life organization in Connecticut with chapters in every
{
)

3

life pro-femily legislation in the State House.

RIGHT TO LIFE OF KANSAS. Wichita, Kansas.

With membership in excess of 10,000 families, RTLK is the state-wide pro-
life organization in Kansas. It has an excellent newsletter, 'alert' sys-
1 1| and telephone tree which are effective in its state-wide legislative
efforts.
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fc¢ sing on an amendment Hatch intorduced on September 21, and
which, to date, has garnered little support. Hatch told the Ass:
ciated Press that anti-abortion activists regard his amendment as
a "sell-out," and conceded that the disagreement over his propor 1
is mainly due to the lack of 2/3 support to pass an amendment in
this Congress.

But despite Hatch's professed inability to get his amendment
through the Senate, the hearings dragged on, and the HLB continued
to languish in committee~-until Helms' bold move.

Now that the HLB is about to go onto the Senate calendar, the
whole picture has changed. The bill is on the move. A Senate vote
may he ‘~“inent. It's time for pro-lifers to press for passage of
this c¢ricical legislation.

At this point, two actions are needed:

o Write Sen. Helms and thank him for reintroducing the
HLB as S. 1741 (Address: The Honorable Jesse Helms,
4213 Dirksen Senate Office Bldg., Washington, DC -20510).

O Generate mail to your Senators, alerting them to the
fact that the HLB will soon be on the Senate calendar
and asking them to vote for the measure (Address: The

Honorable , United States Senate, Washington,
DC 20510).

Your letters are crucial. Senator Helms has made a Senate vote
on the HLB possible. It's now up to us to tell our Senators that we
want the bill passed.
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H.R. 900--HUMAN®LIFE BILL

SCOPE: This fact sheet will examine H.R. 900 which seeks to
define the beginning of human life as existing from the moment
of conception. The bill was introduced by Representative Henry
Hyde and Representative Romano Mazzoli in the House and Senator
Jesse Helms in the Senate.

Executive Summary

This bill defines human life as existing from the moment of conception. It
thus brings 1ife from the moment of conception under the protection of the
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments. It prevents the courts from interfering with
the enforcement of this provision by State law or municipal ordinance.

Status

This bill was introduced on January 19, 1981 and was referred to the House
Judiciary Committee. No hearings or action have been scheduled.

Background

The controversy on abortion has occupied a large role in American political
debate during the past decade.

Abortion is most generally defined as the expulsion of the human fetus from
the womb prematurely. There are various classifications of abortions (e.q.,

/-
ing the tetus 1n the womb by direct use of instruments or the use of a chemical
(e.g., "medication") that kills the fetus and/or causes it to be expelled.

Prior to the middle 1960's, the abortion question played a minor role in
legislative debate. The general pattern of the laws in the individual states
was a prohibition on abortion to preserve the life of the mother. During this
time period, certain groups (e.g., Planned Parenthood, World Population, the

This fact sheet was prepared at the request of a member of the Republican Study Committee. The views contained in it
shouid not be construed as being the views of the Republican Study Committee, its officers or its members.

ROOM 433, CANNON BUILDING, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 (202/225-0587)



I

23

srican Civil Liberties Union) began pushing for the introduction of "liberal"
legislation on abortion which would relax restrictions on abortions in the

states.

On January 22, 1973, the U.S. Supreme Court in a decision (e.c., Roe v.

Yade, Roe v. Bolton) struck down state rec  ctions on abortion. “The decision
prohibited the states from any compelling interest in the protection of the
fetus until it was "viable" or "capable of meaningful life". The sicnificance
of the decision was to allow "abortion on demand" during the first six or seven
months of pregnancy. The states were effectively excluded from protecting the

life of the unborn.

Supporters of the richts of the unborn strongly criticized the Supreme Court
decision on constitutional as well as moral grounds. A movement becan very
soon to seek support for a constitutional amendment protecting the richt to
life of the unborn and overturning the Supreme Court decision. Orcanizations
such as Planned Parenthood and the National Organization of Women defended the
decision maintainino that it upheld "freedom of choice," gave the vioman the
right to control her own body, and would prevent unwanted children from coming

into the wvorld.

When the federal government allowed Medicaid funds to be used for abortions,
Papresentative Henry Hyde offered an amendment to the Department of Health,
cuucation and Welfare Appropriations bill prohibiting such funds to be usec

for abortions under Medicaid. Medicaid paid for about 250,000 abortions a

year. Former HEW Secretary Joseph Califano established that the Hyde Amendment
had cut abortions by ninety-nine percent. (About sixteen states continued to
use their own funds to pay for abortions once the federal funds were restricted).
The restriction only allowed federal funding for abortions if the life cof the
mnther was in dancer. Present law allows such funding except if the life uf the

moun—r is in danger, or if there is a case of rape or incest that has been proptly
repor ved to a law enforcement agency or public health service.

Since the Supreme Court decision in 1973, it has been estimated that eicht
million abortions have occurred in the United States.

On January 15, 1980, U.S. District Judge Johr F. Dooling, Jr. ruled that Congress
had no right to place limits on the use of federal funds for abortions and thus
declared the Hvde Amendment unconstitutional.

On June 30, 1980, the U.S. Supreme Court in Harris v. McRae, ruled 5-4
reversing the ruling by Judce Dooling and declared that the Hyde Amendment did
A

on the poor (e.¢., wome a,
does not constitute discrimination as long as it is relevant to the achievenent

of a legitimate government objective, namely that of protecting potential Tlife.

Pro-abortion groups strongly criticized the decision as limiting the richt of
abortion and penalizing poor women who would not be able to exercise the richt
of having an abortion without the assistance of federal funds.

Proponents of the right to life hailed the decision as a blow to abortion on
demand but stressed the necessity of eliminating abortion on demand by con-
stitutional amendment. Dr. John Wilke, President of the National Right to

Life Conference, stated at that time:




The Supreme Court has given its sanction to what the
Congress of the United States, the several states and

the people of this nation have believed all along: The
expenditure of public funds for abortion on demand is a
choice that citizens in a democratic society must remain
free not to make. 1t is a victory for the poor, who will
not now be subjected to the bleak rationale that abortion
is less expensive than caring for their children.

Dr. Mildred Jefferson, then President of the Right to Life Crusade, declared
the decision as a victory for “poor people who have had no defense against the
social planners who are carrying on a class-war against the poor with the
government funding of abortion."

While proponents of the right to life have made gains in both houses of Congress
proponents and opponents generally agr  that as of now the necessary two-thirds
vote for a constitutional amendment would not be available. President Ronald
Reagan and Secretary of Health and Human Services Richard S. Schweiker have
endorsed a constitutional amendment to protect the right of the unborn. Presi-
dent Reagan met with leading opponents of abortion after the March for Life on
January 22, 1981..

One of the problems pro-life advocates have with the 1973 Supreme Court decision
is that the Supreme Court did not treat the unborn as "persons" and thus focused
on a woman's right to privacy as the major thrust in declaring state restrictions
on abortion unconstitutional. One theory holds that, until a constitutional
amendment is passed by Congress and ratified by the States, the future harm caused
by the Supreme Court decision could be limited by a statutory definition declaring
that 1ife begins at conception. This would mean that an unborn fetus would be,

by Taw, a "person" and abortion would then constitute "the taking of human life."
Abortion would thus lose its constitutional protection.

This theme is pursued in a recent article in Human Life Review (Spring, 1981)

by Stephen H. Galebach. In noting the protection of human .iie in the Fifth
Amendment ("No person shall be...deprived of life, liberty, or property without
due process of law" and the Fourteenth Amendment "...nor shall any State deprive
any person of 1ife, 1iberty, or property without due process of law") he states:

These provisions reflect the belief, expressed in our
Declaration of Independence, that the right to life is
sacred and inalienable. Whether unborn children enjoy
those rights to Tife already contained in the Constitu-
tion depends on how Tife is defined. 1f Tife beainc nnly

..... FPuos U wsuL Ul uedLiun 1ur Liiuse brancnes ot the
federal government that enforce the Fifth and the Four-
teenth Amendments.

Galebach asserts that determining when Tife begins is an 1nappropriate task

for the courts but an appropriate task for the Conaress. He writes that the

y .ult of the 1973 abortion decision by the U.S, ¢ Court would have been
entirely different if any government had been able to examine constitutionally
when life begins and to resoive that question in favor of unborn children. Thus,
he reasons, if any branch of the federal government had been able to declare
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thet the urhorn are human heines, then any state could use that declaration
as a ccmpelling state interest for prohibiting abortions. Since Congress has
the power to enforce the Fourteenth Amendment, he acdvocates trat Conaress can
lecislate protection for the unborn by defining the unhorn as human life
subject to the protection of the Fourteenth Amendment. He concludes his
aroument :

A1l the constitutional considerations succest that
Congress would be v:ell vithin the bounds of its
authority were it to pass a Fourteenth Amendment
enforcement statute defining "person" and "life"
to include the unborn. The relative competence
of the courts and Congress to decide when Tife
becins suggests that Cenoress not only can do this,
but should...By takinc this initiative Concress
could put an end to the ¢creat anomaly of our country's
abortion policy since R~ v. Wade, a national policy
founded on a non-answer v the most fundamertal question
underlyinc any ahortion policy.

(Conoressional Record, January 19, 1981, S?87- S294)

Provisians

1. Addition of Chapter 1C1 to Title 42 of the U.S. Code as an amendment.

‘e

2. Chance declares Concress "finds that present-day scientific evidence
indicates that a sionificant Tikelihood that actual human life exists from

ccnception.”

3. In addition, Conaress finds that "the fourteenth amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States was intended to protect all human beings."

4, Congress declares that for the purpose of enforcing the obligation of the
States under the Fourteenth Amendment not to deprive persons of 1ife without
due process of lav, a definition is given of human life as existing “from
conception, without recard to race, sex, ace, health, defect, or condition

of dependency;"

5. The term "person" shall include all human life as defined in the bill
(e.qg., from conception).

6. Courts are prohibited frcm issuing any restraining order, temporary
) it in a »wh” " m™ ot
l !
(A} protects the rignis or numan persuvns vetween conception and birth, or
(B) prohihits, Timits or requlates
(1) the performance of abortions, or
(2) the provision at public expense of funds, facilities, personnel,
or other assistance for the performance of abortions.

7. If any provision of the act or the application to any person or circumstance
is determined by the courts to be invalid, this decision shall not affect the
validity of the remainder of the act.

Political Significance

The Tecislation has been criticized hy pro-abortion groups as a legislative
means to destroy the richts cranted in the Supreme Court cdecision pernitting

4

w
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abortion. Some pro-abortion groups have gone so far as saying that the measure
could eliminate the use of birth control devices. While some see ‘it as too
specific, others see it as too vague (e.g., Would an abortion be a violation

of civil richts laws and thus be prosecuted by the Department of Justice?).

Some pro-life people have been critical of the statute approach feeling it
vill divert time and energy away from the major legislative goal of the pro-
1ife movement--a constitutional amendment to prohibit abortion.

However, in defense of the statute, it is clear that the Tlaw would protect

a certain class now unprotected by the law (e.g., the unborn) and it vould

be up to the courts to determine more complex applications of the law. If
these problems of vagueness are an issue, it could also be sufficiently amended
in committee or on the floor to clear up uncertainties.

The bill avoids the debate over "fertilization" versus "conception" by using
conception as it seeks to eliminate abortion on demand. It would turn further
action on the abortion question to the state legislatures but would define
life in a federal statute so that states could not permit by Tlaw abortion on
demand. (Abortion by private groups would still be allowable unless the state
in its own capacity decided to act against private groups; the state or city
could not promote abortion as part of their public policy).

There are certain things the human 1ife bill will not do. It will not affect
the policies of the Food and Drug Administration on new drugs. It does nnt
outlaw any birth control device. (It should be noted that Representative -
Hyde, the chief sponsor of the Human Life Bill, in the Hyde Amendment added
to the appropriations bills for HEW, now HHS, an exception in these cases:
"nor are payments prohibited for drugs or devices to prevent implantation of
the fertilized ovum."). It will not imprison womer seeking abortions since
women in the law would not be treated as criminals but as victims. It is
designed to prevent surgical abortions or abortions on demand. It will not
affect miscarriages which are not considered abortions.

Rather than divert attention from the move to adopt a constitutional amendment
prohibiting abortion, this statute could highlight and bring into the public
forum the crucial question in the whole right to life/abortion debate--the
question of the value of life. The end result of the pro-life movement is
to end abortion. It would be easier to do so by statute (a majority vote in
both houses) than by a constitutional amendment (two-thirds vote in both houses
and ratification by three-quarters of the states). The debate over the human
life bill is Tikely to hi 1ight interest in the whole question of the value
of human 1ife and whether abortion is the deliberate taking of human life and

1 ' ‘

Concervative Concerns

1. Members of Congress supporting the protection of human life have also

been concerned with the strong efforts of groups like the National Organization
of Women and Planned Parenthood to promote abortion on demand. Conservatives

< ‘his trend as destroying human 1ife and weakening the family structure by

] ing tt value of human life and respect for the human per¢ 1. A definition
of human life would assist in battle against abortion on demand. Representative

Hyde in introducing the bill noted:






life rather than animal or vegetable. It is not a tumor;

it is not a chicken; it is not a diseased appendix, but

it is a human life of a ' 'y fragile and vulnerable sort.

Given time and nourishment which the mother's body provides

it will become a little boy or girl and ultimately an adult
person...0Once fertilization has occurred all of the "ingre-
dients" are present for this human being other than, as I

have said, time and nourishment. Birth really is just a change

of address.

5. The definition of life would keep the issue in the hands of the Congress,
the representatives of the people, rather than allowing the courts to make

such judgments.

6. Fundamental issues of American society and the future of the United States
are involved in whether the U.S. should have a policy which allows abortion

on demand or leaves vague the question of when life begins. In defending the
right of 1ife philosophy, Representative Henry Hyde made these points in his
thoughts on the pro-life movement in a speech at Georgetown University (October,

1979).

The Issue of the Right to Life deals with the most
defenseless, voiceless, and vulnerable of human
beings: the unborn.

Abortion doesn't really happen to a woman, it
happens to an unborn child, and every abortion is
over somebody's dead hody.

Pro-choice? There is no choice at all for the
victim. The choice is how we shall kill the unborn
child...A lot of babies die by chance, but I don't
know of any that oucht to die by choice.

[ am going to use logic and science and persuasion
to let people know that it is the business of law
to protect the weak from the strong.

Those who are in favor of abortion suffer from a
failure of imagination. 1[I wonder if any of them
ever wake up at three in the morning and think
about what they are doing, think about what they
have done, think about the ineffable waste of human
Ti1 : :

Alchemy used to be taking a base metal and turning
it into gold. Now we have taken what used to be a

crime and turned it into a moral right.

Child abuse reached its ultimate in abortion.
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We think a lot more of animals than we think of

unborn children. The snail darter is protected ‘
by law as one of the endangered species. The

dolphin, the white whale, the furbush Tousewort

are too, and yet, the unborn child hasn't got any

protection at any time during the nine months of

gestation, should the mother desire an abortion.

But the child has a moral right to Tive, and,
getting on firmer ground, a civil right to be
treated as a human being before birth.

* % *¥ *x Kk * %k * Kk &

Donald J. Senese
April 24, 1981







COMMFNT ON SEPTEt~"" ~° 1am1 N, \L COMMITTEE
FOR ~ ....JAN LIFE T woWSLor o ANALYZING
HATCH AMENDMENT 1.u. oww. 110.

Submitted by American Life Lobby

The headings of the September 14, 1981 comment sheet are reproduced herein
and A.L.L. comments are made on the N.C.H.L.A. comments.

Heading definition:

While the tch Amendment is called a Human Life Amendment, it does nothing

to protect human life other than give the Congress and States power to

restrict abortions. Unfortunately, it does not give any affirmative protection
to human life. It does not give personhood to the unborn. It leaves untouched
the "right to privacy" as defined by the Roe v. Wade decision which would in
practice permit abortion on demand to continue in the future no matter what
laws might be passed under the Hatch Amendnment.

The amendment does state that there is no right to an abortion guaranteed by
the Constitution, but it leaves untouched those rights which have been used to
establish abortion on demand as a constitutionally guaranteed right, and those
rights, (the right to privacy and the right against self incrimination and the
presumption that an abortionist is doing good when he performs an abortion)
would continue to permit abortion on demand in spite of the Hatch Amendment.
For this reason, it is believed incorrect to state that the Hatch Amendment
would reverse Roe v. Wade.

While the amendment purports to give Congress and the States the power to
restrict and prohibit abortions, since the amer ent does not close the loop-
holes which now permit abortion on demand, we would continue to have abortion
on demand. The only differenc * 1 | be a slight change in operating procedure
by the abortionists to cleverly use the right to priv y and the right against
self incrimination and the presumption that an abortionist is doing good when
he pe orms the abortion to continue to give us abortion on demand.

N.C.H.L.A.: IT AVOIDS "STATES RIGHTS"

A.L.L.: The amendment does not avoid States Rights. The amendment is a states
right amendment. The slightly redeeming feature is that the amendment also
permits Congress to legislate in the abortion area, but this is not an avoidance
of states rights.

N...H.L.A.:

A.L.L.: To quote the polls which show that one-third of the people support
abortion on demand, a minority oppose all abortion, and to allege that the

ba ince of power is held by those who oppose only some abortions, is to enter a
quicksand. The public is not going to vote on this amendment. The legislators
are going ' vote on this amendment, and the election results of the past few






N.C.H.L.A.: EFFECT

A.L.L.: As explained in detail elsewhere, the Hatch Amendment would leave
us with abortion on demand in spite of any laws that might be passed by
Congress or the States, because it leaves undisturbed the abortionists
shield of the right to privacy, (from the Roc v. Wade case) the right
against self incrimination (from the Fifth Amendment) and the presumption
that the abortionist was doing good and can only be convicted if he said
that he intended to break the law (United States v. Milan Vuit~h [1971]).

N.C.H.L.A.: ABORTIFACIENT

A.L.L.: Under the Hatch Amendment, abortifacients will be impossible to
prevent, because they will be marketed to serve other purposes and then used
for abortions.

N.C.H.L.A.: SOCIAL RAMIFICATION

A.L.L.: The premise that the longer abortion on demand continues, the more
acceptable it becomes, does not seem to be correct. There is no indication
that abortion is more favored by the public now then previously. Certainly
the momentum in elections and in the various legislatures is pro-life. It
appears that something like the Hatch Amendment is the only thing that could
interrupt what seems now to be a fairly constant movement in the direction
of pro-life by the legislatures of the U.S.

# i #

This paper has been prepared with the guidance and direction of Robert L.
Sassone, Attorney at Law, on Thursday, October 15, 1981.

(Mrs.) Judie Brown
President, American Life Lobby
















































For Immediate Release
April 26, 1982

COALITION WHITE PAPER DOCUMENTS AMERICAN PRELATE'S CHARGES

AGAINST USAID POPULATION CONTROL PROGRAMS

Export, PA ..... The U.S. Coalition for Life has released &8
White Paper documenting earlier charges made against the Department of
State's Agency for International Development by cardinal Terence Cooke
of » York at the Vatican's World Synod on the Family in October of
1980. Charging that USAID'S population control programs abroad in-

volvaed "coercion and pressure’, the American prelate later faced

counter-charges by pro-abortion advocates of speaking out in an "intem-

perate” and "irresponsible" manner. The USCL White Paper titled The

International Population Control Machine and the Pathfinder Fund, which

backs the Cardinal's accusations, is expected to reopen White House and

Congressional debate on the funding of anti-life activities under

Title X of the Foreign Aasistance Act.

According to USCL National Director, Randy Engel, USAID haa devel-

oped an elsborate, buresutic maze designed to circumvent Congressional

1 iibitions related to abortion and sterilization funding. "The pri-
mary purpose of our investigstion,' Mys. Engel said, " was to documegyt
in explicit detail exactly how USAID manages to illegally "launder"
American tax dollars into anti-life projects in developing nations
through the use of third party agents.”

‘We selected the Pathfinder Pund as s prototype USAID anti-life

€o1 t because of its speclal commitment to abortion and coercive means

of population control,” the USCL director explained. "Also, we felt
sure that our documents linking the Pathfinder Fund with the birth con-
trol battle in Italy and with anti-Catholic propaganda in the form of
s spera booklets called "photonovellas” would send shock waves right

t gh Congreas to the White House,” Mrs. Engel stated.

ADD 1/UsSCL

cording t;: the U‘.‘;CL White Pap¢
will have received more that $76 mil!
despite the fact that the Pathfinder
regulations and prohibitions includir
sterilizstion and the sanctity of per
freedom. "No one is fooled, except,
can people,” Mrs, Engel warned, "wher
between 90 - 98% of its funding faom
a private agency."
The USCL demand for s Congressio
Fund and similar agencies such as the

tion Activities (UNFPA) 1is directed at

Foreign Assistance Act debate both t
"We intend to mount an internat
resources around the world to bring
control machine to a screeching halt
ning with an immediate cut off of fu
two of USAID's biggest anti-life fau
Copies of the USCL White Paper

available from the USCL, Box 315, Exp
- 30 -

* These materials are available to m

Contact person: USCL Director, Ra
(412) 327-7379 or

84, the Pathfinder Pund
itle X funds from USAID
7iolation of all Title X
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October 30, 1981

Honorable Ronald Reagan
President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

On behalf of all the participating organizations of the Human Life Statute
Coalition, we, the undersigned, are pleased to present you with this 'status
report' on the Human Life Statute (HLS) and a summary of the aspects which
need to be considered for its passage and a Presidential endorsement of it.

The HLS Coalition was founded last month as a recognition by leaders of the
pro-life movement that there is not sufficient support in the U.S. House of
Representatives nor in the U.S. Senate for the passage of any version of a
Human Life Amendment.

The impetus for the formation. of the HLSC came with the introduction of the
Hatch "compromise" HILA. It is the sentiment of the members of the HLSC

that the Hatch proposal is nothing but a resurrection of a long-abandoned
"states' rights" approach to the abortion problem--one which would immediately
set the pro-life movement back eight years! Since there are not enough votes
for any real HLA, any Senator who feels he can obtain enough votes for passage
apparently must be willing to "compromise" an HLA into meaninglessness so as

to attract the unscrupulous votes of those who would normally vote pro-abortion.

If progress is to be made toward the protection of the preborn child, the best
immediate hope is in the passage of the Human Life Statute. The recent parlia-
mentary maneuver by Senator Jesse Helms, which will allow the U.S. Senate to

b; 1ss the Judiciary Committee and consider the HLS directly, is extremely
encouraging and certainly sets the stage for a renewed effort for the HLS.

(See CONGRESSIONAL REACTION at Tab D.)

At the time of the Coalition's "announcement” press conference, the number of
participating organizations had reached 70. As of this writing the list has
grown to over 80 and is still growing. The list includes all but three of the

reservations about the wording of the bill; and, National rro-LlIe roiltvical
Action Committee, which is currently favoring the Hatch proposal. (See WHO'S
WHO -- SUPPORTING THE HLS; NOT SUPPORTING THE HLS, at Tabs B and C.)

Of the politically-oriented organizations, within the New Right and elsewhere,
none ! re endorsed the Hatch Amendment while a few have announced their support
for the“HLS.









WHO'S WHO: SUPPORTING THE HUMAN LIFE STATUTE

CpApme® NARAANTZATTONS OF ™H® WIMAN TTRE STATUTE COALITION

AD HOC COMMITTEE IN DEFENSE OF TTFE. Washington, D.C.

One of the oldest pro-life organizations in the nation, the Committee has
over 50,000 individual and group members and is well known for its bi-weekly
newsletter LIFE LETTER and its legislative effectiveness.

AMERICAN LIFE LOBBY. Stafford, Virginia - Washington, D.C.

A.L.L. has grown rapidly over the past two years and is the largest
grass-roots based pro-life orgamzation in the United States with nearly
100,000 donor/supporters.

CHRISTIAN ACTION COUNCIL. Washington, D.C.

CAC is the largest national Protestant pro-life organization with affiliates
in all of the 50 states. 1Its newsletter is widely distributed and its goals
include the passage of the HLS, a Human Life Amer ° ent and the establishment
of Crisis Pregnancy Centers within Protestant organizations nationwide.

CHRISTIAN FAMILY RENEWAL.  Clovis, California - Washington, D.C.
One of the largest national groups with over 150,000 supporters nationally,
CFR works for pro-life, pro-family and pro-God solutions to permissive

sex education, easy availability of abortions, and related family issues.

CHRISTIAN VOICE. Washington, D.C. - Pacific Grove, California.

A registered political lobby with a national membership exceeding 187,000
it seeks conservative Christian political goals ineluding educational and
: ly issues such as abortion restriction and the return of prayer to
public schools.

CO"""TION FOR DECENCY. Mobile, Alabama.

Founded by now-Senator Jeremiah Denton, the Coalition publishes a newsletter
reaching over 50,000 subscribers nationwide. The Coalition seeks to remove
objectional programming from public media.

AL.___ Vienna, Virginia.
One of the largest "new right" political or, .izations, it serves over

380,000 supporters nationwide and has affiliates in all 50 states with
field directors covering all of the U.S.



WHO'S WHO -- CHARTER ORGANIZATIONS OF THE HUMAN LIFE STATUTE COALITION

TTTT AMEND 7T TOLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE. Washington, D.C.

The oldest and largest pro-life political action committee, it is well-
known for its campaign effectiveness, winning in 9 out of 10 U.S. Senate
races in which it was involved in 1980.

LTRR PQTTTTOAT. ACTION COMMITTEE. Washington, D.C.

As the second-la: 2st pr« .ife PAC, it concentrates on state-wide
elections for botn Cabinet and Legislative posts and has a national
membership in excess of 20,000.

LIFE ISSUES IN FORMAL EDUCATION (L.I.F.E.) Stafford, Virginia.

The youth division of the American Life Lobby, with contacts in all of
the 50 states, working to instill and promote respect for life not only
on college campuses but within high schools as well.

AT A R AAY A Smemmem i 4 e mmm o —— o -

Tupelo, Mississippi.

With over 150,000 members, NFD is far and away the largest and most influ-
ential organization in the field working to remove objectionable program-
ming from the public media.

PRO-LIFE ACTION LEAGUE. Chicago, Tllinois. .

A national organization with a following exceeding 50,000 dedicated to
countering the influence of Planned Parenthood and the closing of abortion
clinics through pro-life activism.

L H FAMI. __S. Clovis, California.

National org ization with a newsletter circulation of 80,000 designed to
work with youth within the family group to combat the effects of value-
free sex instruction and lax moral standards in the schools and communities.

SANCTITY OF LIFE FOUNDATION. Washington, D.C.

A newly-formed national organization with the purpose of distributing
a parish bulletin insert on the life issues each month. Insert circ ion

! ( . Y.

U.S. COALITION FOR LIFE. Export, Pennsylvania.

An international research orgaization dedicated to the elimination of fund-

. for abortion from U.S. and other sources f foreign aid, and to expunge
anti-life population planning from U.S. Foreign policy. It is the research
arm of the international pro-life movement.







Pn-TELT AMERI- A’S CHIWDFE.EN, Inc.

Education Research and Publications

ANITA BRYANT . BOBBIE AMES
Founder April 1, 1982 Research & Publications

Office of Adolescent Programs
Dept. of Health & Human Services
Humphry Building

200 Independence Ave.
Washington, D. C. 20201

Gentlemen:

We have read about the new title 10 regulations, and we are encoursrad
regarding your new regulations to involve parents in the crucial maccers
re. :ing to their teenagers. However, we would be much happier if the
notification were not ~fte» **~ fact. We do not take lightly either the
giving of prescription arugs, or the use of birth centrol devices. It
seems to us that to notify parents ten days after such decisions have been
made is still usurping the rights of parents.

We would like to see the regulations stronger and more specific.

Sincerely,

‘

/ "/44,(/( W, ;,,4/%‘

Bobbie Ames
Director of Research

BA:sh ,

cc: President Ronald Reaganb////
Senator Jeremiah Denton

P. 0. Box 839 e 5266 Citizens Parkway  (205) 875-4567 e Selma, AL 36701






REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENTS

To: Officer-in-charge
Appointments Center
Room 060, OEOB

Piease admit the foliowing appointments on April 27 ,19. 82
for Morton C BRlackwel] of Office of Puhlic Liatson
{NAME OF PERSON TO BE VISITED]) (AGENCY)

WILLKE, John
CURRAN, Gary
GEMMA, Peter
FIORE, Charles
GALLAGHER, Mark
OHLHOFF, Ernest
FAUCHER, Sandra
MACKEY, John
JOHNSON, Douglas

MECKLENBURG, Marjorie
DEVINE, Don

BROWN, Paul

SWOAP, David

ANTT™RSON, Carl

MEETING LOCATION

Buildin — — Requestedby 1 1

Room No 194 Room No.___ 191 Telephone 2657

Time of Meetin - Date of request_ApPr. ~°° 1982

Additions and/or changes made by telephone should be limited to three (3) names or less.

APPOINTMENTS CENTER: SIG/OEOB — 395-6046 or WHITE HOUSE — 4566742

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE ssF 2037 (05-78)





















MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 30, 1982

FOR: MARISE DU °*
FROM: STEPHEN H. GALEBACH
SUBJECT: Synopsis of Anti-Abortion Bills Now <

Pending in Congress

l. S.2148 —-- "Helms Super Bill"™ -- Includes basic provisions
of Human Life Bill, S.158, which would make a finding recognizing
that the life of each human being begins at conception, and would
legally recognize unborn children as "persons®™ within the meaning
of the due process clause of the 14th amendment. §S.2148 also
contains a proscription on federal funding and other financial
support for abortions,

., S.2372 -- "Hatfield Bill" -- Contains findings that "it
is a fundamental principle of American law to recognize and
affirm the intrinsic worth of all human life,”™ and that “"unborn
children subjected to abortion are living members of the human
race." Also contains prohibitions on all federal funding and
support for abortion, similar to the Helms Super Bill. Finally,
it contains a provision encouraging the Supreme Court to
reconsider Roe v. Wade, by providing that if any state passes an
anti-abortion law which is based on the findings of the Hatfield
bill, and such law is struck down by a lower federal court, there
shall be right of direct appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court,

3. Various forms of Human Life Amendment -- Would prohibit
abortions nationwide, by recognizing the personhood of unborn
children from the moment of conception.

4, Hatch Amendment -- Provides that a right to abortion is
not secured by the Constitution of the United States, and that
the Congress and the several states are empowered to restrict and
prohibit abortions.

5. Bill to provide aid for unwed mothers -- Senator Denton's
bill amending the Adolescent Family Life Program authorized up to
: 27 7 -7 *-=2neg-3

7 r 1
services,™ not to 1nciuae wircu control devices, and the other
two-thirds of the funds are earmarked for "care services," i.e.,
facilities to care for unwed teenage mothers during the course of
their pregnancy. This bill could provide funding for a large
number of homes for unwed mothers. Congress is now considering a
proposal to appropriate $10.3 million for this program,









Jack Klenk
Republican Study Committee
October 27, 1982

TAMING TTTLE X, ROUND TWO: A PROPNSAI

TO PROHIBIT ABORTION-RELATED SERVICES

With its promulgation of new regulations for the Title X family
planning program, the Reagan Administration has signalled its determin-
ation to take charge of a Federal program that Qas notoriously out of
control. This change of direction is a welcome and significant
improvement, important not only for its break with the abuse-riddled
policies inherited from past administrations, but also for its declaration
of independence from the vested interests that have both dominated and
benefitted financially from the status quo ante.

The first round of regulatory reform sidestepped the all-important
question of abortion-related services (i.e., counseling and referrals).
Although the Administration may have considered it tactically prudent to
defer this issue, the immediate result of the announced new regulations
1s varying degrees of dissatisfaction all around. Although the changes
are relatively modest, Planned Parenthood and its allies in the family

planning industry, Congress and the media correctly understand the Adminis-

principle, they bellowed with rage at the Administration's affrontery. OCn
the other side, the Administration's prolife constituency, while applauding
both the challenge to Planned Parenthood and the substance of this 1nitial

regulatory change, generally wished the reforms had gone further.
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Certainly, Planned Parenthood and the other organizations that
have enjoyed free run of the Title X program since its inception will
contest the initial regulatory reform in court. Ironically, the relatively
modest first step may prove more difficult to defend on the basis of
authorizing legislation than would an outright prohibition of abortion-
related services.

This memo urges the'Reagan Administration to make such a prohibition
its next priority in the overhaul of Title X regulations. Legal‘authérity
already exists; the language and history of the Title X law authorizes
such a prohibition,.which would merely return the program to the purpose
Congress originally intended for it. Without such a prohibition, the
most flagrant abuses will continue. Furthermo?e, without this prohibition,
the kind -of positive groups that the Administration should encourage to
participate in the Title X program will continue to be excluded from it.
The inclusion of snch groups méy- will determine the succesé or failure-bf

reform over the long haul.

1. Statutory authority to prohihit abortion se: ¢ s,

The Administration has statutory authority -- both statutory language

and legislative history -- to nrnhibit abortion counseling and referral .

counseling and referrals.

(a) Section 1008 prohibits abortion involvement

In 1970, Congress attached the '"Dingell Amendment" (Sec. 1008) to the
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(b) Section 1001 d~~s not includ: ion services vithin +ha

scope of Title X services

The provision of abortion-related services exceeds the authorization
"t law., The ope~—"¢g sectiqn of the Title X law, Sec. 1001,
authorizes family planning serﬁice expenditure only for ''the establish-
ment and éperation of voluntary family planning projects which shall
offer a broad range of acceptable and effective family planning methods
and se ‘ices (including'natural family planning methods, infertility
services, and services for adolescents)."

These family planning activities do not include abortion services.
The conference report that accompanied Title X was at pains to emphasize

the exclusion of abortion from covered family planning services:

It is and has been he intent of both Houses that the funds

preventive family planning services, population research, infertility
services and other related medical, informational and educational
activities. The Conferees have adopted the language contained in

Section 1008, which prohibits the use of such funds for abortion,

in order to make clear this intent.'* (Emphasis added)

* Committee on Conference, U.S. House of Representatives, 91st Congress,

"Family Planning Services and Population Research Act of 1070,'" Report
No. 91-1667.
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1 the financial resources to avail herself of the full range of protected . oices
. .« . Although government may not place obstacles in the path of a woman's
exercise of her freedom of choice, it need not re )jve those not of its own

creation. Indigency falls within the latter category."
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RECOMMENDATIONS F R THE REAGAN

ADMINI TRATION

1. Immediately review all Title X Regu tions and Guidelines, and identify

provisions that require abortion-related services.

2. On the authority of the authorizing legislation,
(a) delete or revise all provisions requiring (or which have been
interpreted to require) abortion-related services; and
(b) draft new provisions that prohibit abortion-related services, exc t

in cases where the mother 1life : endangered.

3. Clearly define the scope of covered family planning services, in such a

way as to exclude abortion services.

4. Revise eligibility standards, in order to permit the qualification of

nonabortion agencies such as Birthright and natu 1 ° 1ly 1~ ning cent s.





