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Back Up Your Birth Control!

March is Back Up Your Birth Control Month and the
start of Planned Parenthood of North Texas' EC
Education Campaign. PPNT wants to increase
attention to emergency contraception (EC) and its
availability in PPNT clinics by letting women know
that they can still “stop the clock” even after
unprotected intercourse.

EC has been around for many years, but it is still one
of health care's best-kept secrets. \WWomen need to
know that EC is available in all PPNT clinics, without
the hassle that could be encountered at a regular
doctor's office or in a pharmacy.

EC is a concentrated dose of regular birth control
pills. When taken up to 72 hours after unprotected
sex, it can help prevent unintended pregnancy by
75-89%. It has no known serious side effects and,
unlike mifepristone (RU-486), cannot end an existing
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pregnancy. Use of EC could help prevent 1.7 million
unintended pregnancies in the U.S. each year,
including at least 500,000 of which would end in
abortion.

YOU CAN HELP!

PPNTis looking for supporters to
hand out our ECwallet cards.
Help spread the wor d about the
use and availability of EC. Give
these cards to anyone and
everyone you see! If you would
like to help, contact Jessica
Leinwand at (817) 882-1155 x2230
or email info.public@ppnt.org.




South Dakota Bans Abortion

On March 6, South Dakota Governor Mike Rounds
(R) signed a law banning virtually all abortions in
the state. The bill does NOT include exceptions for
rape, incest, or the health of the woman and
applies to all stages of pregnancy. The law is a
direct challenge to Roe v. Wade, the U.S.
Supreme Court decision that stated the
fundamental right to privacy is “broad enough to
encompass a woman's decision whether or not to
terminate her pregnancy.” At least nine other
states are considering similar bans. Planned
Parenthood will challenge the ban.

Congress PassesBudget
Bill Cutting Medicaid,
Other Social Services

On February 8, President Bush signed into law a
bill (S 1932) that will cut vital services to vulnerable
families by $40 billion over five years, including a
nearly $5 billion cut to Medicaid. These cuts will
not be used to reduce the deficit or to offset
hurricane recovery efforts, but instead will offset
the costs of pending tax cuts that will mostly
benefit wealthy Americans.

Additionally, the bill will no longer require states to
provide family planning services through Medicaid
and will allow states to charge co-pays for
prescription contraceptives, for the first time since
the program began.

Women comprise 70% of Medicaid beneficiaries
over the age of 14 and often depend on family
planning services as their only regular medical care.

New Justices Fill U.S.
Supreme Court Vacancies

John Roberts Replaces Chief Justice
Rehnquist

The U.S. Senate voted 78-22 on September 29,
2005, to confirm John Roberts as Chief Justice of
the United States, replacing former Chief Justice
William Rehnquist who died on Sept 3, 2005.

Both Texas Senators Kay Bailey Hutchison and John
Cornyn voted in favor of Roberts who began his
term on the Court in October. PPNT opposed
Roberts' nomination because he refused to clearly
state his views on the right to privacy and other
issues significant to the progress of women.

Samuel Alito Approved to
Replace Justice O'Connor

The U.S. Senate voted 58-42 on January 31, 2006,
to confirm Samuel Alito to replace Justice Sandra
Day O'Connor who retired. The vote was one of
the closest votes in history, and both Texas
Senators Kay Bailey Hutchison and John Cornyn
voted to confirm Alito to the position. Alito began
his term on the Court in February. PPNT opposed
Alito's nomination because of documents that
revealed his opposition to abortion, including Roe
v. Wade. PPNT was also concerned due to Alito's
previous rulings in cases concerning other
important civil rights.

U.S. Supreme Court
Casesto Note

Supreme Court Will Review
Federal Abortion Ban

On February 21, the U.S. Supreme Court
announced that it would hear arguments in
Gonzales v. Carhart, a case challenging the first
federal ban on abortion practice. The ban, passed
by Congress and signed by President Bush in 2003,
would prohibit abortions as early as 12 to 15
weeks in pregnancy that doctors say are safe and
necessary to protect women's health. The ban
would encompass procedures used in more than
90% of abortions performed before the fetus is
viable to live outside the womb. The Court is set
to hear arguments in the fall of 2006.

The stakes in this case are extremely high. The
federal ban includes no exception for a woman's
health and imposes an undue burden on a
woman's Constitutional right to choose to have an
abortion before the fetus is viable. Just six years
ago, the Supreme Court struck down an almost
identical ban because it did not have a health
exception, and Justice O'Connor's was the critical
vote.

Two other federal courts have also struck down
this same ban due to its lack of a health exception.
On January 31, the federal 2nd Circuit Court of
Appeals issued a 2-1 decision declaring the federal
abortion ban unconstitutional in National
Abortion Federation v. Gonzales. On the same
day, a three-judge panel on the federal 9th Circuit
Court of Appeals unanimously ruled against the
federal ban in Planned Parenthood Federation
of America v. Gonzales.

Court Dodges Key Issue of Health
Exception in Notification Case

On January 18, the U.S. Supreme Court issued a
decision in Ayotte v. Planned Parenthood of
Northern New England, a case from New
Hampshire challenging a parental notification law
that lacks a health exception for minors in medical
emergencies. Two lower courts had ruled the law
unconstitutional because the health of minors was
not protected.

The Court unanimously decided to send the case
back to the federal 1st Circuit Court of Appeals so
that court could reconsider its decision to strike
down the entire law for lack of a health exception.
The Supreme Court declared in this case that the
lower court could either (A) decide to keep the
overall restriction in place if it carved out the
exception to protect young women's health and
safety that had been excluded by the New
Hampshire legislature or (B) again strike down the
entire law.

Although the Supreme Court ultimately rejected
this law because it jeopardizes young women's
health, their decision did not end future high court
actions that could drastically alter this precedent.



