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 Madam Chair and members of the Education Committee, for the record my name is 

Melissa Clement  C-L-E-M-E-N-T and I am the President of Nevada Right to Life. I am also the 

mother of 3 children in Nevada elementary, middle and high schools. In both roles, I am very 

invested in this topic and I am very opposed to AB230.

PLANNED PARENTHOOD PUSHING SEX-ED

Planned Parenthood is driving this issue. It is their number one legislative goal and as such 

their lobbyist presented this bill to you today. Planned Parenthood has a vested interest in the 

outcome of this bill that is frankly at odds with the views of most Nevada parents. Recent 

polling is absolutely clear that the majority of Americans support at least some restrictions on 

abortion, speci"cally : (1) Americans have serious qualms about late-term abortions, (2) a 

majority of Americans oppose partial-birth abortions, and (3) Americans want parental 

noti"cation. 

 With the grisly news emerging from the trial of Philadelphia abortionist, Dr. Kermitt 

Gosnell, it's not hard to see why the majority of Americans support at least some restrictions 

on abortion. Planned Parenthood is losing the battle for the hearts and minds of Americans, 

especially young Americans, and that is why they are aggressively trying to reverse the 

popular trend against their extreme "Abortion-on-demand-and-without-apology" position by 

taking over sex education in Nevada's public schools.

 On an international, national, state and local level, Planned Parenthood exists primarily 

to promote access to "abortion-on-demand-and-without-apology". They refer to their agenda 
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as "reproductive rights," but Planned Parenthood was not at all concerned about 

"reproductive rights" or any other "health-care rights" of the women who suffered under 

Kermit Gosnell's frightful malpractice in Philadelphia. The Pennsylvania Planned Parenthood 

affiliate admitted to receiving numerous complaints about Gosnell. Complaints that they did 

not pass on to law enforcement or health department, and now a jury deliberates the death 

penalty for Kermit Gosnell because of his malpractice. 

 Just like with any other issue or bill, you need to examine who benefits. Planned 

Parenthood has a financial interest in promoting sex and of greater concern, abortion. 

How do I know this? The most recent Planned Parenthood Annual Report reveals the 

following: The most recent Planned Parenthood Annual Report reveals the following:

• Total number of abortions in 2010 – 333,964. This makes Planned Parenthood the 

number one abortion provider in the country. It equates to one life lost every 94 

seconds at a Planned Parenthood facility. 

• At going rates for abortions at 10 weeks that represents an annual revenue stream of 

at least $150.6 million.

• One in nine women coming through the doors of Planned Parenthoods across this 

nation will have an abortion.

• While Northern Nevada Planned Parenthood facilities merely refer to abortionists, 

two facilities in Las Vegas perform abortions.

 There have been several recent cases where Planned Parenthood personnel in other 

states knew that a child was under-age, yet did not pursue mandatory reporting for possible 

child abuse.  Currently, Nevada does not protect its underage girls. While there is a law on the 

books that requires ONE parent be NOTIFIED about an underage girl (as young as 11 or 12 

even) getting an abortion, PLANNED PARENTHOOD of Nevada challenged that law and got it 
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declared unconstitutional in the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals. My 14 year old daughter could 

get a surgical abortion, a fairly major medical incident, and I would not even know she had 

gotten it. 

 By the way, this law has been found constitutional by the US Supreme Court and 

merely requires an administrative "x. If this committee really cares about  Nevada students, 

perhaps you could "x this, this session. I would be more than willing to offer amendment 

language to achieve this important protection. 

 Planned Parenthood is an organization that stands between parents and the health 

and safety of their underage daughters should not be involved in sex education.

 Planned Parenthood lobbies against basic health and safety regulations of abortion 

clinics. We have seen in Gosnell’s house of horrors, how dangerous that is.

ABSTINENCE PLUS = ABSTINENCE BUT...

Although this bill recognizes the “importance of abstinence as the most effective method of 

preventing an unwanted pregnancy or a sexually transmitted disease,” this is listed in the bill 

after “methods of contraception” which makes one wonder which is considered more 

important to the bill authors. From testimony in the other house, it appears that this will be 

and Abstinence But curriculum: “Abstinence is the only effective protection from pregnancy 

and STDs, BUT we know many of you won’t abstain so let’s talk about contraception. This state 

sponsored speech will be interpreted as “everyone else is doing it.”  Imagine if we used this 

type of reasoning when educating our K-12 students on alcohol, cigarette or drug use and 

abuse? We, as adults, understand that children will be happier, healthier and safer when they 

are chaste. We as adults, should do all we can to support that very basic, medically accurate 

fact.
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SAFE SEX

Just a few years back, these same groups were advocating for safe sex. You will notice it is now 

called safer sex. Why? Because there is no such thing as safe sex. While condoms and dental 

dams can protect against HIV/AIDS, they do not provide the same level of protection from 

HPV. Increase in HPV (not preventable with condoms) has resulted in increases in cervical 

cancers in women. We are now seeing the exact same thing in head and neck cancers. Most 

head and neck cancers are caused by tobacco and alcohol use, but researchers believe that up 

to 80% of oropharyngeal cancers in the U.S. are due to infection with the HPV virus.  HPV-

related head and neck cancer occurs in both people who smoke and those who do not 

smoke.   (John Hopkins Head and Neck Cancer Center) The number of oral sex partners seems 

to play a role in the risk for contracting the HPV virus. In one study published in The New 

England Journal of Medicine in 2007, "ndings demonstrated that a high lifetime number of 

oral sex partners (at least six partners) was associated with an increased risk for oropharyngeal 

cancer (OR=3.4; 95% CI, 1.3-8.8). (HemOnc Today) Our students deserve to know that this 

promised protection can not be guaranteed.

OTHER PROBLEMS WITH THE BILL

• AB230 does not specify age group so we must assume that it is K-12.

• Section 1, Line 12-13 “instruction must include comprehensive, and as applicable, 

medically accurate, information regarding....”What does that mean? Does that allow 

trustees to ignore inconvenient truths like abortions hurt women and girls? Given 

the fact that a Florida lobbyist for Planned Parenthood testifying before some of your 

Florida colleagues, was unwilling to state that a baby born alive after a botched 

abortion had the right to life-saving treatment, the “medically accurate information, 

as applicable” is troublesome to say the least.
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• AB230 does not speci"cally exclude abortion counseling so we must assume that it is 

included. 

• The addition of a “spirituality or community life” representative that can take the 

place of someone from a religious profession or background is a real concern. 

Parents and students from several religious backgrounds will no longer be 

represented on the commitee that decides the contents of this curriculum.

• Parents need the added protection provided by an opt in program. As anyone with 

an eight year old boy can attest, permission slips have a 50-50 chance of making it 

home in a backpack. Whether the parent agrees or disagrees with the sex ed 

program, it is imperative that the parents are informed so that they are prepared for 

questions and discussions. 

PROCESS

My last set of concerns relates to process. It is my understanding that an interim study group 

looked at this issue to develop this bill. My concern is that we were not contacted and I am 

unaware that any crisis pregnancy centers, maternity homes or pro-life advocates were 

consulted. Also, were our state’s religious leaders - most speci"cally from the Roman Catholic, 

LDS and Evangelical Christian churches - included in these discussions? These are major 

stakeholders in this issue and it is my belief that they have been excluded. 

 Additionally, this is a major change in the implementation of sex ed, especially for the 

rural counties. Yet both the assembly and senate committees on education have no rural 

representation. As such, the rural counties are under-represented and under-informed.

 If Nevada Right to LIfe were the driving force on such a bill, there would be justi"able 

questions from those who disagree with our perspective. Same goes for Planned Parenthood.
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