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Ms. Karen A. Cross
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Dear Ms. Cross:

Enclosed please find my completed questionnaire for the 2010 election cycle.

If you have any questions or require more information, please call me at (732) 673-5939.
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Alan Bateman
Congressional Candidate, NJ-4

Enc.
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committee, inc.

April 22, 2010

Alan Bateman
PO, Box 205
Colts Neck, MNJ 7722

Dear Mr. Bateman,

Please complete our enclosed guestionnaire for the 20110 elaction cycle. |t covers a
broad range of right-to-life issues which may be considered by Congress, ncluding

coveral new ones. It is important that we have up-to-date information on your position
on all of thesa issUes.

Enclosad I8 a seli-addressed envelope for your convenienca. Questionnaires can be

faxed to 202-393-5433. However, please return the orginal, signed, dated guestionnaire
to me by May 6" at:

Mational Right te Life Committesa
542 10" St NW
Washinglon, DC 20004

Responsas lo the questionnaire will be shared with key pro-life leaders in your state. In

addition. the infermation wea oblain from this guestionnaire may be shared with pro-life
volers in your area.

Infarmation en right-lo-life issues is available on aur website:
W nirlc.org

If you have any questions, please feel ree to call us at 202-626-B838.
Sinceraly,

ﬂamn_'ﬁ. Cross
Paolitical Directar

Enc.



Aeant Baremand e |

national
RIGHT TO LIFE

committee, inc.

CONGRESSIONAL CANDIDATE QUESTIONNAIRE, FEBRUARY 2010

ABORTION

The Mational Right to Life Commiise (NRLC) believes thal
unborn children should be protectsd by lew, and that abartion
should be permitted only when necessary to prevent the
dsath of the mother. Undar what circumstances, if any, do
you balleves that abortion should be legal?

{a) E Cinly to prevent the death of tha mother (the NRLC
postion)

{bl___ To prevent the mother's desth, in cases of incest
commithad agamst & mingr, and in repored cases of forcbis tepe

(=] Other (pleass suplain),

For your information:  fn every guestion befow, a8 “yes®
response indicates agreemed with the position of NRLC.

ROE V. WADE

In lts 1873 rulings in Foe v Wads and Dos v Balion, the
U-s Supreme Courl creafed a "righl lo abortion” for any
reason unlil “viabilty® {into the sixth month), and for any
*healih” regsons — Incleding “emotional” health -- even during
the finalthrearmanths of pregnancy, These rulings invalidated
the sbortion tawe thal wersin effect in sl 50 slates ad the
e In the 1882 ruling of Casey v Planned Farenthood,
the Supreme Court reaffirmead the “core holdings® of Roe
Wade, but sdopted a new standard of review under which
any rasiriction deemed to ba 2n "undue burden” on gcoess
to sbortion would ba strick down.

(1) Do you support the reversal of the Roe v Wads
and Doe v. Bolton decisions, so that elected legisiative
bodies may once agaln protect unborm children by
Hrfting or prohibiting abortion?

YES _E__ HNO
“FREEDOM OF CHOICE ACT” (FOCA)

Pro-aboriron - members of Congress, and President Barack
COtama, have proposed federal legisistion called the
“Fresdom of Choice Act” (FOCA), As introduced in past
congrassas, this legislation would invabdale wirtuslly =l
siatz and faders! lsws fimiting sboricn, Including the fadersl
Fartial-Birth Abortion Ban Act and state laws requirmp waiting
periods or parental notification,

{2) Would You vote ageinst the “Freedom of Chotes Act”

or any other propoaed federal laws that would [imit the
authority of legislatures (o restrict abortion?

ves X o

THE PAIN OF UNBORN BABIES

There = now ovenwhelming sclantific evidence thatl abortion
methods used by tha fifth month (and perhaps earler) such
as the “ditgtion and evacuabion” (dismembermeant) method,
and the partial-birth aboron method, cause excruciating
pain o the unboen chikd

(3] Would you support legislation fo strictly limit
abortion at least from the point in development that
evidence suggests an unborm child has the capacity 1o
sxperlence paln’?

ves X no___

ULTRASOUND INFORMED CONSENT

Many women who underge abortions latar regrat that they
wenz not given full informetion aboul their unbarn child
beforehand

{4) Would you support federzl legisiation, suth as
the Ultrasound Informed Consent Act {H.R. 849 in the
11ith Congress] to requira that bafore an aboriion is
parformed, the aborfionist must perform an elitrasound
and display the ultrasound Images for the mother, so
that she may view the imagea?

YES ! HO

PROTECTION OF HUMAN EMBRYOS
BAN ON HUMAN CLONING

The right to kfeof human beings must be respacied at every
stage of thelr biclegical development  Human individuslz
who are af the embryonic stags of developmant should naot
be uzsd for hamful or lethal madical exparmeniabion. This
applizs equally to human beings whether their fves ware
b=gun by in vitro fertilization, by sematic call mickear ransfer
{hurman cloning), or by some olher laboralony technigue
MNRLC opposss harvesiing stem cells from living human
embryos, since ihis killz the embryos.

Mate: MRLC is NOT eppesed io other rasearch on stem calls
that are obtained wihoui killing embryas — fof axample,
stemn cells hamvesied from umbikcal cosd blood and from
sdult tissues

(5] Wil you vote for measures to pratect living hurman
embryos from being used for medical experiments thal
would harm or kili them, Including so-called "embryonic
stem cell research” that would require the killing of
human  embryos, regardless of the methed wsed {o
creats these human embryos?

YES K MO
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Human eloring is & process (lechnically kngwn as "somatic
cell nuclear fransfer”) in which genstic material fram cne
person 15 artificially transferred into & human or animal egg
cell, therety beginning the (ife of 2 new human individual wiho
has only one parent and whe s genstically nearly dentical
to thal parenl NRLC believes thet human [ife at every
siape of bivlogical development 5 deserving of respect and
protection regardless of the ciumstancas under which that
human Iife was cieated

K has been proposad to create human e through cloning
far the purpose of deslructive expariments on those humans,
resulting in their deaths, 2 process somelimes referred to as
“tharapeutic cloning * In Congress, the Stupak-WWamp Human
Clonlng Prohibition Act (111th Congress, HR. 1050} would
prohibil the use of somatic call nuglesr ransfer (cloning) to
create any humans, including human embryos

(8) Would you support a legal prohibifion on all human
claning {i.e. the creation of hurman embryos by cloning),
along the lines of the Stupak-Wamp Human Cloning
Prohibition Act (H.R. 1050)7

ves X NO

As an altermative to & genuing ban on all human claning,
some members of Congress have proposed lagislation that
wald pammit the use of cloning fo create human embryos to
be used in madical researchizo-called "therapeutic claning™),
but maks i unlsnaful 1o implant such an embrye into.a ulerls,
Thess bills ars somelimes mislssdingly referred to as "bans
an reproductive clening,” but they reslly do not ban buman
cigning =t &l — rathar, thay ban the survival .of human clonss
Such & bill would impose & legal mandate that every human
chane muslt be killed or ellowed to die

MNRLC strongly opposss such “clone and kill” leglskation
Cme examphe of such a bill was H.R. 2560 (110th Congress),
which wgs defeatad by the House of Represenlativas on
Jung €, 2007 (House roll call no. 438)

(7] Would you oppose “clone-and-kill™ legislation {La.
legislaticn that would permit the creastion of human
embryos by cloning bul prohibit allowing such human
clones to live past a defined point of development]?

ves ¥ no

ABORTION FUNDING

The "Hyda Amendment™ prohibifz faderal Medicald mongy
frowm Bginig used to pay for sborfians or for healith care plans
tnat include abodtion, axcept o seve the life of the mother, o
in caszs of rape o incest,. Bacauss the Hyde Amendment i=
eftached tothe annual appropristions bill for the Departmenl
of Healih and Human Servicas, it is currently necessary far
Congress to rensw it every year, I this annual renawal was
aver blackad, ihe federsl Madicaid program would revert (o
& poficy of paying for abartian on demand

&) Would you voteto renewthe current Hyde Amend memnt
policy withoot weakening amendments ¥

ves ¥ no__

{3} Would you vote for legislation 10 make the curren!
Hyde Amendment policy permanent, so that it would
no longer be necessary for Congress to renew it every

yeary
ves_ X no_

The District of Cofumbia iz a federal jurlsdiction. Articks | of the
Canstitution provides thal Congrass has cornplete legislative
authorily over the District, and Congrass approves the entine
Dislrict budgst in an annual appropriations kil In Dacember
2009, al tha urging of President ODbama, Congress approved
an appropriations bill that confgined a clause thal effectivaly
repsgled a ongstanding ban on govemnment funding of
abartions in the District

{10} Would you vole for legislation that would restore the
previous pro-life policy, under which any gowvernment
tunding of abortions In the District would be prohibited,
except to save the life of the mother, or in cases ol rape

or incest?
YES E Ha

On February 28, 2008, during considerstion of legislation
to reauthorze and recodify all federslly funded Indian
heslih programs, the U.S. Senate adopied an amendmeant
fo permanently prohibit thess programs from  providing
aborfians, except to prevent the death of the mathes, ar bn
cases of raps and incesl (Vitter Amandmeant o 5, 1200)
Howraver. that bill diad without ecliar in the Houss

{11} Would you voies for legislation to pemmanently
prohibit the providing of elective abortions in federally
funded lndizn health programs?

ves X_No__

Longstanding federal law prohibits performance of abordlons
at U.5. mifitary facilities, even i privately funded (axcapt to
sgave the life of the mother, orin cases of rape oF incest)

{12} Would you vote against any attempt to wesken or
repeal this pro-life policy?

YES & NO

Tile X ("Titke 107} of the Public Health Servics Ac provides
more fhan 5300 milion annually for granis to sisie eng
privets entities for “family. planning” pregrams.  Although
federal law does not permil such funds to bé wesed directly
to pey for abortions, large amounts of Tile X funding go i
organizations (such a3 Plannad Pareénthood) Bt apersis
abortan alinics

{13) Would y ou supportlegislation to make organkzalions
that operate abortlon clinics (not bona fide hospliaks)
ineligible for Tile X funding, along the fines of H.R.
814 (H11th Congress), the Tile X Aborion Providsr
Frohibition Act?

ves X_No__

]
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ABORTION IN HEALTH INSURANCE

Drring the 111th Congress, President Obarsa and some
key Demcerats in Congrees Rave pushed for enactmant of
haalth care msfructuring legisfation that would have resufted
in direct federal funding of atortion, federal subsklies for
private insurance plans that cover aboriion, and fadersal
regulstary mandates o expand access to aborlion, among
other pro-abortion provigions, Howevar, on Movamber 7,
2003, tha House of Represantatives, by & biparisan wvois
of 240-134, adoptad the Stupak-Piis Amendmant, which
removed the pro-abortion provisions from one major wersion
of the health care legilstion.

(14) With respect to any health care restructuring
legistation, would you vate for language, aleng the lines
of the Stupak-Fitls Amendment, that would cover all
provisions of the legislation with strong prohibitions on
federal subsidies for abortion and insurance plans that
cover abortion, and strong guarantess against fadaral
pro-abortion regulatory mandates, on a permanent basiz
(Lo, without requiring that Congress rensw the pro-ifo
restrictions on an annual basis)?

ves X no

{15} Would you oppose any “hesith care raform™ bl
that does NOT contdln language, slong the lines of
the Stupak-Fitts Amendment, that woold cover ail
provizions of the legislation with strong prohibltions on
federal subsidies for abortlon and for insurance plans
thiat cover abortion, and guarantees ageinst federal pro-
abortlon regulatory mandetes, on a permanent basis?

ves X wo
FOREIGN AID FOR ABORTION

The LS. spends roughly $6350 million annually for birth-
cantral programs overseas.  Unpder President Reagen,
Gaorge MW Bush, and George W Bush, axscutive orders
aolisciively referned to as the “Mexico Chly Policy™ esteblished
that in order 1o ba eligible for LLS. pepulation-control funds,
& private oversess organization must sgres nat to perform
ghartiens (excapt to save the life of the mather, or in cases of
rape or incest) or Io "actively promaks sbortion a2 a method
of family plannirg.” . Howsvar, in Janeary 2009, President
Obama overiurned this pro-life policy by executive order.

{ig}) Would you suppor legislation to reinstate the
Nlexica City Policy, and would you appose any legislation
that would prohibit & future president from reinstating
the policy by exscutive order?

‘r’EE_xf_ NO__

PARENTAL NOTIFICATION/CONSENT
FOR MINORS' ABORTIONS

Lanws are already Ineffect in about half the states that reguine
notification or conzant of st least one parent {or authorzation
by & judge)} before an abortion can be performed on & minor.

However, hese laws sre often circurresnted by minors
who cross state nas in ondar 10 evade parental natification
raguiramants {often with the sid of clder bayfriends, abortion
clinic staff, or othar adults tacking parentsl authorty). The
Child - Interstate Abartion Motifeation Act (CLARAY (HE
634 in the 111th Congress) would require any aborbonist,
encountering a miror chent from another stats, to nolily one
parant bafore perfomming an sbortian, UnbEss presantad witn
authorization from 2 court, o in cases of ife endangenmert,
or in cases of sesual or physical sbuse or neglect by a parent,
in which caze the approprale state sgency miest be notified
[nsl=ad of 2 parent. The bl waold lso make i an offanse
1o transpodt 8 minor scrcas siste lines to evade a paranial
irvvolvement requirsment.

(17) Would you wots for the Child Interstate Abortion
Matification Act, and oppose weakaning amendmants?

YES E MO
“EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT™ (ERA)

The proposed "Equal Rights Amendment” (Slso called the
"Wiomen's Equafity Amendment) (H.1. Res. 61 in tha 1116
Congress) would armend the fedaral Constitution to invalidats
eny law or governiient policy thet diserimminates “on aceount
of sex” In some of the states that have almady added
similar provisions to their atsle constiutions, caurts have
u=ed them fo invalidets limits on abortion. For exampls, the
Mew Masxdoo Supreme Court in 1898 unsnimoushy ruled tha
the Mew Mexico ERA raguired state funding of aborlicn

MALC oppases tha federal ERA unisss this *aborion nawtrad
amendment is added 1o ensure that the ERA Wl not changs
ghartian pelicy |n either direction; "MNaothing in this artick fihe
ERA] shail be construed to grant, securs, or deny any right
releting to shortion or the furding thereal”

{18) Would you wole against the proposad fedaral ERA, iF it
does not contaln this “ebortion-neutralization™ amendmenty

‘r’EEEM{]

EUTHANASIA ISSUES

From ifs incepiion, the pro-ife movement has been as
dadicated to pratecting people with disabiliies and oider
people from ewthanasie as it has been to protecting unbaom
children from sbortion.

INVOLUNTARY EUTHANASIA

Some hospitals have implermentad formal palicies authorizing
denial of lfasaving medical treatment against the wili of 2
patient or the paient's family If @n ethics committas thinks
the pafient's so-called “quslity of fe" is unacteptabls, even
though the patient and family disagree. The fedars] Patient
Satf-Determinration Ad currently requires health cara facilities
recabving Medicare or Medicaid to ask patients on admiasion
whether they heve an advance direciive indicating thelr
desire to receive or refuse lifesaving trestmant undear certain
clroumstances,
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