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Dear Madam Chair:

We are disappointed that you elected not to respond to the concerns raised in our letter
last month regarding the dangerous actions of the Panel’s Majority to date, and our request for an
investigative plan and clear rules to guide our work. We write now to request that you set a date
for an initial organizational meeting of the Panel and, at that meeting, hold a Panel vote on the
rules and the investigative agenda outlined below and attached to this letter.

The House Majority should not use this Panel as a political weapon to harass or
intimidate healthcare providers, medical students, patients, and the scientists who are working to
increase our understanding of diseases that impact all Americans. The complete exclusion of
Democrats and the lack of any investigative plan or rules to guide our work are extremely
problematic. Taxpayer-funded congressional investigations must further legitimate legislative
aims. None have been articulated or explained with regard to this Panel’s work.

Exclusion of Democrats and Continued, Dangerous Demands

In your January 22 letter, you stated that our staff has been invited to “comment on, to
improve, or to reconfigure the language of any and all of the Panel’s document requests.” In
fact, we have been given copies of those document requests only after they have already been
sent out, making the invitation to provide feedback a hollow one at best. Moreover, the
suggestions that we have made — most importantly, that you not request the names of
researchers, healthcare providers, residents or medical students, and patients — have been
1gnored.

After the first letters went out in December, we asked for a meeting to discuss what the
Panel would be investigating and how the document requests fit into that plan. To date, your
staff has refused to explain what allegations or issues are being investigated, why particular
universities, healthcare providers, or other entities have been contacted, and how the information
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being requested fits into the investigation. We have asked repeatedly to participate but have
been excluded from discussions with recipients of the document requests.

During a meeting with your staff on January 15, we asked that the Panel not seek the
names or other personally identifiable information of researchers, healthcare providers, residents
and medical students, or patients and that, before issuing more requests or demanding
compliance with the existing requests, the Panel put in place clear rules to protect individual
privacy and security.

Six days later, you sent out twelve more document requests to public and private
universities seeking, among other things, organizational charts identifying clinical and
supervisory personnel involved in fetal tissue research. It is our further understanding that, even
after we made that request, your staff has threatened compulsory process if recipients do not
provide the information that you have requested.

Rules to Ensure Accountability and Protect Privacy and Security

Under H. Res. 461, the Select Panel must operate within the rules of the Energy and
Commerce Committee. Those rules do not provide any guidance on how your proposed
“working groups” or “working sessions” will be managed or how the Panel will safeguard any
sensitive information that is requested or gathered in the course of our investigation.

Some of the information that you have requested — for example, names and
communications of medical students, healthcare providers, and their patients — is the type of
information that is generally protected from disclosure by state and federal laws such as the
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (HIPAA) and the Family
Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA).!

It is not clear why this particular information is being requested and how, if at all, it
furthers any legitimate functions of the Panel. At the same time, the information that you are
requesting — whether released to the public by accident or on purpose — puts people’s privacy and
safety at risk. There are no rules currently in place that prevent members or staff of the Select
Panel from releasing this information once it is received.

We think it is critically important for the Panel to adopt rules that prevent collection of
certain information and otherwise allow for the redaction of personally identifiable information
before it is produced. Attached to this letter is our proposal, which will help limit and safeguard
any sensitive information that we receive. Adopting and publishing these rules may also help

| Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-191, 110 Stat.
1938 (1996); Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974, 20 U.S.C. § 1232g. While
these laws allow disclosure in certain limited circumstances, any such disclosure is usually
permitted only after significant preconditions have been met — including, for example, notice to
affected parties or entry of appropriate protective orders before the protected information is
disclosed. See, e.g., 45 C.F.R. § 164.512(e)(1)(i1).
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obtain voluntary cooperation in the Panel’s work, thereby eliminating the need for and expense
of compulsory process.

Our proposed rules also set out a process for convening the “working group” or “working
sessions” that you are proposing. Existing House and Committee rules ensure equitable
treatment of all members. They provide witnesses with a basic understanding of their rights and
what to expect when called to appear. The rules also require transparency and public
accountability, and provide very limited circumstances — instances where matters being
discussed would endanger national security, compromise sensitive law enforcement information,
risk defaming any person, or violate a rule of the House — for conducting committee business in
non-public, executive sessions. The resolution creating this Panel calls for a full and complete
investigation, a report on our work, and vests us with deposition authority. These are all
hallmarks of a process governed by clear rules, not an ad hoc, informal process that can be
operated as suits the unilateral interests of the Chair.

Therefore, to the extent that you plan to conduct this investigation through “working
groups™ or “working sessions,” we believe that it is incumbent on you to set out the specific rules
that would govern any such meetings. Those rules should be agreed to in advance by the
Ranking Member, and provided to all of the Panel’s members and individuals being asked to
appear. If the Chair and Ranking Member cannot reach agreement on rules to govern any
particular working group or session, the Panel has ample tools at its disposal under existing
House and Committee rules and should use those instead.

Our rules also ask that you seek concurrence of the Ranking Member or a Panel vote
before issuing subpoenas. We understand that the resolution establishing the Panel grants you
unilateral subpoena authority. Until recent rule changes made under Republican leadership,
issuance of a subpoena required agreement of a chair and ranking member or committee vote.
Those basic steps — which governed Democrats and Republicans alike — ensured sufficient,
good-faith efforts to obtain voluntary compliance with congressional requests and adequate
debate and discussion before issuance of a subpoena. For these reasons, we urge you to seck the
concurrence of the Ranking Member or a vote of the Select Panel before issuing any subpoenas.

We believe that our proposal ensures a more transparent and balanced investigation,
which is something that the American taxpayers deserve. We are hopeful that you and the other
Republican Members of the Panel will support these rules and ask that you hold a vote at the
Panel’s initial business meeting.

Proposed Investigative Plan

The resolution creating the Select Investigative Panel sets out several broad categories of
potential inquiry. Thus far, invoking this resolution as empowering the Panel “to investigate
issues related to fetal tissue research” but without any further explanation of what we are
investigating, you have issued thirty two document requests,
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These letters seek information about how fetal tissue is obtained and are clearly designed
to pursue the inflammatory allegations that have sprung out of the deceptively-edited videos of
anti-abortion activist David Daleiden, who is now under indictment by a Texas grand jury. Nota
single request asks why fetal tissue research is important, or how it has helped advance our
understanding and treatment of a range of diseases and conditions. Any objective and balanced
inquiry into fetal tissue research must consider its past and possible future benefits. Yet your
initial actions indicate that the Panel Majority plans to ignore these critical questions.

We have asked repeatedly that you share your investigative plan and work with us to
create a balanced approach that also reflects meaningful involvement and input of the Panel’s
Democratic Members. To date, you have refused to do so. We are therefore attaching our

proposed plan.

We understand that Republican and Democratic Members may not agree regarding the
topics that this Panel should address. But taxpayer-funded congressional investigations should
strike an appropriate balance between the interests of its Majority and Minority Members, who
may be pursing different priorities on behalf of the Americans that we serve. We therefore ask
that you include our proposal in an overall investigative plan for the Panel and for a vote on the
plan at the Panel’s initial business meeting.

We look forward to discussing our proposals with you in the near future.

Sincerely,
an Schakowsky Jerrold Nadler
Ranking Member Member
Select Investigative Panel Select Investigative Panel
P aua, HéRI
Diana DeGette Jackie Speier
Member Member

Select Investigative Panel

» M&m CLQLMM\

7 ene onnie Watson Coleman
Member Member
Select Investigative Panel Select Investigative Panel

Select Investigative Panel



Proposed Select Investigative Panel Rules’

1. Documents:’

a. Access: All members and Committee staff of the Select Investigative Panel
(“Select Panel”) shall have equal and timely access to all requests for documents.
Such members and staff shall also have timely and equal access to documents
received by the Select Panel.

b. Copies: Anyone being asked to provide documents to the Select Panel shall be
asked to provide the majority and minority an identical set of documents.

c. Release: The chair shall notify the ranking member at least five business days
before any documents or portions of documents received by the Select Panel are
released to the press or the public.

2. Protections for Individual Privacy and Safety

a. The Select Panel will not request, or subpoena documents that reveal, patient
information, including the names of individual patients or any other personally
identifiable information, medical histories, diagnoses, or treatments.

b. The Select Panel will not request, or subpoena documents that reveal, the names,
contact information, or any other personally identifiable information for
healthcare providers, clinical or supervisory personnel/staff, residents or medical
students, researchers, or scientists.

c. To the extent that any document responsive to a Select Panel request includes
information that is protected from disclosure by federal or state privacy laws
(including HIPAA or FERPA), such protected information may be redacted by the
person or entity producing the document prior to its production to the Select
Panel. Neither the majority nor minority shall be given information that has been
redacted from a document unless both the majority and minority are given that
information at the same time.

d. Where the chair and ranking member agree that there is a compelling need for the
Select Panel to obtain information that is otherwise protected by these rules, they
may request such information by providing written notice and an explanation of a
compelling need for the Select Panel to obtain the information to the person or

'"These rules augment rules and protocols of the House and of the Energy and Commerce

Committee. These rules apply only to the Select Investigative Panel. They are not applicable to

or binding on the Energy and Commerce Committee or any of its subcommittees and expire

when the Select [nvestigative Panel ceases to exist under Sec. 6 of H.Res. 461.

*For purposes of these rules, the term “document” is as defined in the instructions on

“Responding to Committee Document Requests™ of the Energy and Commerce Committee.
Proposed Rules Page 1 of 2



entity from whom the information is requested. If produced to the Select Panel,
such information will not be disclosed publicly without prior notice to and written
consent from the person or entity that produced it.

e. Anyone asked for documents or information by the Select Panel majority or
minority will be provided with a copy of these rules.

3. Working Groups

a. Notice: The date, time, place, and subject matter of any working group shall be
provided to all Select Panel members at least one week in advance of the
convening of the working group.

b. Procedures: Specific rules applicable to each working group shall be agreed to by
the chair and ranking member. At a minimum, those rules shall explain the
amount of time and order in which Select Panel members will be recognized for
questioning, the process for selection of majority and minority witnesses, whether
the “working group” will be open to the public and transcribed or not, and the
basic rights of any witness/panelist appearing before the Select Panel. The
applicable rules will be provided to all Select Panel members at least three
business days in advance of the convening of any working group.

c. Equal Participation: No working group may be convened unless notice and an
equal opportunity to participate has been afforded to all members of the Select
Panel.

d. “Working Group™: For purposes of these rules, the term “working group” means
any meeting convened as part of the investigation and study authorized by H.Res.
461 and shall include, for example, “working groups,” “working sessions,”
“forums,” or “roundtables.”

4. Subpoenas

a. Ranking member concurrence or Select Panel vote: In the event that the ranking
member does not concur with a proposed action of the chair under this section, a
vote of the Select Panel shall be held at a business meeting in order to resolve the
matter.

Proposed Rules Page 2 of 2



Proposed Investigative Plan
Democratic Members of the Select Investigative Panel
Energy and Commerce Committee

On October 7, 2015, the House passed H.Res. 461 and created this Select Investigative
Panel of the Energy and Commerce Committee to study, among other things, all “relevant
matters with respect to fetal tissue procurement,” and “Federal funding and support for abortion
providers.” In conducting Panel business, the Chair has represented the Panel as “The Select
Panel on Infant Lives.”

The Panel has been directed to conduct an investigation and issue a final report as well as
any interim reports it deems necessary. To accomplish this task, the Panel will hold hearings and
use other tools available under the existing rules of the House and of the Energy and Commerce
Committee.

The Panel will reach conclusions based on an objective review of the facts, and will treat
witnesses or others called upon to participate in our investigation fairly and in a manner that
safeguards their privacy and safety. The Panel will request information in a responsible manner
and appropriately limit its requests to information needed to meet a stated investigative purpose.

As described in more detail below with regard to the Panel’s study of matters related to
fetal tissue procurement, Federal support and funding for abortion providers, and infant lives,
this investigation will include:

e The benefits of fetal tissue research. No investigation of fetal tissue research is
complete without full consideration of why this research is important and how scientists
use these cells to develop vaccines and seek treatment for a host of ailments that afflict
millions of Americans, ranging from vision loss and neurological disorders to cancer and
HIV/AIDS. The Panel will explore unique aspects of fetal tissue, which divide rapidly
and adapt to new environments easily, and how research using these cells enhances,

among other things, our understanding of cell biology, human development, and fetal
growth and anomalies.

e The range of critical, life-saving services that reproductive healthcare professionals
provide. Healthcare professionals who provide safe and legal abortion services in this

country also provide a wide range of other reproductive healthcare services such as
family planning and counseling, birth control, screenings for cancer, and testing for
sexually transmitted infections. Any examination of Federal funding and support for
abortion providers must consider the range of other critical, life-saving services that these
reproductive healthcare professionals provide. The Panel will examine the importance of
reproductive healthcare on the health of women and their children, and the practical and
legal implications of legislative efforts targeting abortion and abortion providers.

Democratic Plan Page 1 of 8



What is really needed to protect infant lives. Any serious consideration of what is
needed to protect “infant lives” must consider the full range of issues that impact the

health of women and their families before, during, and after a pregnancy. The Panel will
examine how programs designed to provide healthcare, food supplements, and
educational opportunities are faring and whether additional congressional support is
needed.

The conspiracy to attack women’s healthcare. This is not the first time that anti-
abortion activists have tried to entrap Planned Parenthood; and it is not the first time that
they have used doctored audio or video recordings as “evidence” of their inflammatory,
false allegations. In fact, this has happened at least nine times in the last fifteen years.
Public policy should not be governed by false, manufactured allegations and this Panel
will examine the impact that this coordinated effort has on women’s access to healthcare.

Protecting patients and providers from violence, harassment, and intimidation. No
woman should be afraid to go to her doctor, and no healthcare professional should have
to risk being killed for ensuring that women get the healthcare that they need. The Panel
will examine the history of violence against healthcare providers and patients and
whether existing laws and law enforcement efforts are sufficient to protect women and
their healthcare providers.

Matters Related to Fetal Tissue Procurement

Uses and Benefits of Fetal Tissue Research

This is not the first time that fetal tissue research — and the scientists performing this

important work—have come under attack. Following the Supreme Court’s 1973 decision in Roe
v. Wade, moratoriums were placed on the study of fetal tissue at several different times, as anti-
abortion activists portrayed fetal tissue as part of a “so-called ‘abortion mentality’ that
‘dehumanized’ the fetus.”! However, after a blue-ribbon advisory panel, convened under
President Ronald Reagan in 1988, voted overwhelmingly in favor of allowing fetal tissue
research, the moratorium was finally lifted.

Any objective investigation of issues related to fetal tissue procurement must include an

examination of why this research is being conducted. The Panel’s investigation will examine the
uses and benefits of fetal tissue research, including how scientists use these cells to develop
vaccines and seek treatments for a host of ailments that afflict millions of Americans, ranging
from vision loss and neurological disorders to cancer and HIV/AIDS. The Panel will explore
unique aspects of fetal tissue, which divide rapidly and adapt to new environments easily, and
how research using these cells enhances, among other things, our understanding of cell biology,
human development, and fetal growth and anomalies.

! Rachel Benson Gold, Dorothy Lehrman, Fetal Research Under Fire: The Influence of Abortion
Politics 21 FAMILY PLANNING PERSPECTIVES 6-11 (1989).
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In the course of its work, the Panel will seek information and testimony from scientists
involved in fetal tissue research, as well as individuals impacted by their work. The Panel will
also explore how Mr. Daleiden’s allegations of unlawful fetal tissue sales and congressional
investigations have affected their work, whether they have been the target of violence,
harassment or intimidation, and whether enhanced security measures have been necessary to
address any threats against them.

The Conspiracy to Attack Women’s Healthcare

This Select Investigative Panel was established following release of secretly-recorded and
deceptively-edited videos created by David Daleiden and the Center for Medical Progress (CMP)
that purport to show Planned Parenthood engaged in the unlawful sale of fetal tissue. Republican
lawmakers have seized on these videos to launch a series of investigations against Planned
Parenthood, including this one.

Three House Committees — Energy and Commerce, Oversight and Government Reform,
and Judiciary — already investigated the allegations raised in Mr. Daleiden’s videos and found no
evidence of wrongdoing by Planned Parenthood. Not one of these investigations questioned or
investigated Mr. Daleiden, despite requests from Democratic Members that they do so. Nor have
any of these investigations paid any attention to the devastating consequences that these baseless
attacks have on women’s access to critical healthcare.

Mr. Daleiden is now under indictment by a grand jury in Texas as the result of an
investigation that was supposed to indict Planned Parenthood. Republican Lt. Gov. Dan Patrick
— an outspoken opponent of abortion and Planned Parenthood — asked for the investigation to
look into wrongdoing by the nation’s leading provider of reproductive healthcare. But after an
exhaustive review of the actual evidence, the grand jury cleared Planned Parenthood of
wrongdoing and, instead, returned criminal indictments against Mr. Daleiden and one of his
associates at CMP. Yet even after these indictments were issued, Republican Members have
continued to cite to the videos as support for their ongoing attack on women’s healthcare.?

This is not the first time that anti-abortion activists have tried to entrap Planned
Parenthood; nor is it the first time that they have used doctored audio or video recordings as
alleged “evidence” of their inflammatory, false claims. In fact, this has happened at least nine
times in the last fifteen years:

? Rep. Marsha Blackburn, New Video Raises More Questions About Big Abortion Business
Practices (Feb. 3, 2016), http://blackburn.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID
=397866.
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o In 2000, video falsely claims Planned Parenthood sells fetal tissue for profit’

e In 2002, telephone “sting” recordings falsely claim Planned Parenthood conceals
the sexual exploitation of children*

e In 2008, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood condones statutory rape’

e In 2009, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood evades informed consent laws®

e In 2010, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood coerces women to have
abortions’

e In 2011, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood condones sex trafficking®

e In 2012, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood encourages sex-selective
abortions’

e In 2013, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood conducts illegal abortions'®

e In 2015, videos falsely claim Planned Parenthood sells fetal tissue for proﬁt”

Indeed, Mr. Daleiden’s specific copycat tactics and claims revisit those of an alleged
“whistleblower” who, fifteen years ago, secretly recorded videos to falsely allege that Planned
Parenthood sells fetal tissue for profit.'> Then — as now — the false “evidence” sparked
Congressional and law enforcement investigations. The case against Planned Parenthood

* Tony Pugh, Secret Videos in Abortion Wars are Nothing New, MCCLATCHYDC (Aug. 20,
2015) http://www. mcclatchydec.com/news/nation-world/national/article31660535.html.

* Pro-Life Group Launches Undercover Sting, FOX NEWS (May 31, 2022),
http://www.foxnews.com/story/2002/ 05/31/pro-life-group- launches undercover-sting.html. See
also Memorandum from George Grob, Assistant Inspector General for Evaluations and
Inspections, Dept. of Health and Human Services (Apr. 25, 2005),
http /loig.hhs.gov/oei/reports/oei-02-03-00530.pdf.

> Ryan Grim, Behind the Assault on Planned Par enthood, HUFFINGTON POST (Feb. 25, 2011),
http://www. huffingtonpost.com/2011/02/24/planned-parenthood-funding n 827886.html. See
Also, Transcript, Live Action Video Footage (Feb. 13, 2011), available at
http //big.assets.huffingtonpost.com/Indianapolis.pdf.

Transcrlpt Live Action Video Footage (Feb. 13, 2011), available at
171ttp ://big.assets.huffingtonpost.com/ Omlttmgfootage pdf.

Id

8 Devin Dwyer, Abortion Activists Attempt to Discredit Planned Parenthood with Second Video,
ABC NEWS (Feb. 4, 2011), http://abcnews.go.com/print?id=12831614.

? Laura Bassett, Sex-Selective Abortion Ban Fails in House as Live Action Releases Second
Video, HUFFINGTON POST (May 31, 2012), http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/05/31/sex-
select1on—abort10n vote-fails-house-gop n 1559827.html.

1 Simon Maloy, Live Action’s Latest Abortion Clinic Undercover Video a Bust, MEDIA
MATTERS FOR AMERICA (Apr. 28, 2013), http://mediamatters.org/blog/2013/04/28/live-actions-
latest-abortion—clinic—undercover/1 93812.
' Dave Levitan, Unspinning the Planned Parenthood Video, FACTCHECK.ORG (July 21, 2015),
http /www . factcheck.org/2015/07/unspinning-the-planned-parenthood-video/.

Supm n. 3.
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collapsed, however, when the alleged “whistleblower” featured on the secretly-recorded video
admitted under oath before Congress that he had lied."

In each of these instances, Planned Parenthood has been cleared of wrongdoing when the
facts are revealed. Often, however, the exonerations do not get near the attention of the initial
false allegations and, even when confronted with the actual facts, continued claims of
wrongdoing by Planned Parenthood persist.

This pattern — the manufacture of false “evidence” by anti-abortion extremists and the
reflexive rush from lawmakers to investigate (and often condemn) Planned Parenthood —
warrants serious investigation. Congressional and law enforcement investigations of Planned
Parenthood that repeatedly have been proved baseless have cost millions in taxpayer dollars.
More importantly, they have diverted time and resources that would otherwise go to healthcare
for American women and their families.

The Panel will examine the history of smear attacks against Planned Parenthood —
including investigation into Mr. Daleiden and the Center for Medical Progress — and how
legislative and law enforcement officials have responded to these attacks. The Panel will also
examine how these false campaigns have affected reproductive healthcare providers and their
patients, including the impact on access to care, whether they have been the target of violence,
harassment or intimidation, and what (if any) enhanced security measures have been necessary to
address any threats against them.

In the course of its work, the Panel will seek information and testimony from Mr.
Daleiden and others who have been involved in campaigns against Planned Parenthood and other
reproductive healthcare providers. The Panel will also hear from organizations and individuals
adversely impacted by these persistent attacks — including fetal tissue researchers, healthcare
providers, and patients — as well as legal experts and law enforcement officials.

Federal Support and Funding for Abortion Providers

Life-Saving Healthcare Provided by Planned Parenthood and Others

Healthcare professionals who provide safe and legal abortion services in this country also
provide a wide range of other reproductive healthcare services, including family planning and
counseling, birth control, screenings for cancer, and testing for sexually transmitted infections.
Funding for these services is threatened or lost when funding for Planned Parenthood and other
reproductive healthcare providers is reduced or eliminated.

When targeting abortion providers for unfavorable legislative action, lawmakers refuse to
consider the broader health consequences of their actions. This is starkly apparent in Texas

13 Fetal Tissue: Is it Being Sold in Violation of Federal Law?: Hearing Before the Subcomm. On
Health and the Environment of the H. Comm. on Commerce, 106™ Cong. 72 (2000).
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where — in their zeal to drive Planned Parenthood out of the State — the Republican-dominated
legislature eliminated funding for any clinic associated with an abortion provider and passed
regulatory requirements that single out abortion clinics and doctors (commonly referred to as
TRAP — Targeted Regulation of Abortion Providers — laws).

Texas’s defunding decision slashed the State’s family-planning budget by two-thirds.'* Tt
eliminated programs that help pay for physician visits, ob/gyn care, and cancer screenings. Two
years after these budget cuts, the State’s women'’s health program served less than half as many
women as it had before the cuts.'® The Legislature’s own researchers predicted that defunding
would result in an additional 20,000 unplanned births and cost more than a quarter billion dollars
in federal and state Medicaid support.'® After political uproar over the cuts ultimately required
the Texas legislature to restore funding, the State has struggled to find sufficient, qualified
healthcare professionals to rebuild the network that it destroyed.

Texas’s TRAP law has similarly dire consequences for women’s health. That law
requires doctors who perform abortions to have admitting privileges at nearby hospitals. Under
the law, abortion clinics must meet standards for ambulatory surgical centers. These
requirements are burdensome and costly, and serve no legitimate health or safety purpose. The
Supreme Court will consider and rule on Texas’s law this term.'” If enforced, the law would
reportedly result in the closure of 30 of the State’s 40 abortion clinics.!® This would leave only
10 clinics to serve a state with 26 million people.'’

As this experience shows, any examination of Federal funding and support for abortion
providers must consider the range of other critical, life-saving services that these reproductive
healthcare professionals provide as well as the network of legislative efforts that now threaten
access to these services. This Panel will therefore investigate:

e the importance of access to the full range of reproductive health services,
including family planning and counseling, sex education, and birth control;

e the importance of access to life-saving preventive care, including screenings for
cancer and testing for sexually transmitted infections;

" Wade Goodwyn, Texas Tries to Repair Damage Wreaked Upon Family Planning Clinics,
NPR, (Jan. 29, 2016), http://www.npr.org/2016/01/28/464728393/texas-tries-to-repair-damage-
wrought-upon-family-planning-clinics.

P 1d

 1d.

17 Adam Liptak, Supreme Court to Hear Texas Abortion Law Case, NEW YORK TIMES (Nov. 13,
2015), http://www.nytimes.com/2015/11/14/us/politics/supreme-court-accepts-texas-abortion-
law-case.html.

%rd.

" James McAuley, Texas’s TRAP for Women, WASHINGTON PosT (July 18, 2013),
https://www.washingtonpost.com /blogs/post-partisan/wp/2013/07/18/texass-trap-for-women/.
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e the importance of access to safe and legal abortion services — what it was like for
women in America before abortion was safe and legal and what it would mean to
return to those days;

e the concerted legislative effort to enact laws and regulations that threaten or
eliminate women’s access to this critical care; and

e the impact that shuttering clinics — through defunding or targeted regulatory
requirements — has on women’s health.

In the course of its work, the Panel will seek information and testimony from healthcare
providers and their patients — doctors and women who experienced what it was like in the days
before abortion was safe and legal, and those who seek to provide or obtain critical reproductive
healthcare today. The Panel will also hear from researchers, public health and legal experts
about the importance of reproductive healthcare on the health of women and their children, and
the constitutional and other legal implications of legislative efforts targeting abortion and
abortion providers.

Violence Against Abortion Providers and Patients

Since abortion was recognized as a Constitutional right in this country, doctors and
patients have been murdered, clinics have been vandalized, and ongoing threats have put doctors,
scientists, and their families in fear for their safety.’ Over the past six months — and in the
aftermath of Mr. Daleiden and CMP’s release of their highly-edited and inflammatory videos in
July — the FBI has reported a rise in attacks against Planned Parenthood clinics and others.?!

The day after Thanksgiving, an anti-abortion extremist murdered three people, injured
nine others, and terrorized providers and patients at an abortion clinic in Colorado Springs. A
law enforcement official said that the shooter used the phrase “no more baby parts” to explain his
attack, and the gunman later admitted his guilt in open court, proclaiming himself a “warrior for
the babies.””

No woman should be afraid to go to her doctor; and no healthcare professional should
have to risk being killed for ensuring that women can get the full range of safe and legal

2% Liam Stack, 4 Brief History of Deadly Attacks on Abortion Providers, NEW YORK TIMES
(Nov. 29, 2015), http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2015/11/29/us/30abortion-clinic-
violence.html?_1=0; Fetal Tissue Research Under Threat, NATURE (Dec. 7, 2015)
http://www .nature.com/news/fetal-tissue-research-under-threat-1.18967.
*! Emily Crockett, Attacks on Abortion Providers Have Increased Since the Planned Parenthood
Videos, VOX (Nov. 28, 2015), http://www.vox.com/2015/11/28/9810572/abortion-attacks-
5)1anned-parenthood-colorado.

? Richard Pausset, Suspect in Colorado Planned Parenthood Rampage Declares ‘I'm Guilty’ in
Court, NEW YORK TIMES (Dec. 9, 2015) http://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/10/us/colorado-
planned-parenthood-shooting. html.
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reproductive healthcare services that they need. These Americans — like all others — deserve the
support of their federal government against acts of violent extremists.

This Panel will investigate violence against abortion providers and patients, the steps that
law enforcement agencies have taken and should be taking to investigate and bring to justice
those who commit violent acts, and whether existing laws provide sufficient protection and
support for women and their doctors.

In the course of its work, the Panel shall seek information and testimony from healthcare
providers and patients affected by extremist violence, researchers and legal experts who have
long studied and tracked anti-abortion extremists and groups, and law enforcement officials.

Enhancing Infant Lives

Any serious interest in protecting “infant lives” must consider the full range of issues that
impact the health of women and their families before, during, and after a pregnancy. Our interest
in protecting infant lives cannot, and should not, begin and end with childbirth.

According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, a woman’s health is the
most important factor for pregnancy-related health outcomes.”® Good pre-conception health and
healthcare and appropriate prenatal care during pregnancy improve birth outcomes. Pregnant
women also need financial security and stability, warranting examination of current federal
support and laws, including the lack of a clear prohibition against discrimination or requirement
of reasonable workplace accommodations for pregnant workers.

Women and families also need adequate support following childbirth. This Panel will
investigate how programs designed to provide healthcare, food supplements, and educational
opportunities have fared since 2010, including the Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP)
and Medicaid, the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children
(WIC), the Title V Maternal and Child Health Block Grant program, Early Head Start, and the
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood Home Visiting (MIECHV) program. The Panel will also
consider the needs for additional federal funding and support.

> CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PREVENTION, MATERNAL AND INFANT HEALTH,
available at http://www.cdc.gov/ reproductivehealth/maternalinfanthealth/.
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