
California State Senator Nancy 

Skinner introduced SB 1142, which 

according to her webpage, 

[W]ould establish a first-of-its-kind fund 

composed of state and philanthropic 

dollars that would significantly increase 

funding for abortion services for low-

income Californians and for out-of-state 

residents who may come here for an 

abortion. The landmark bill would also 

create a comprehensive webpage for 

those seeking reproductive services in 

California, regardless of where they live. 
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Please allow me to translate that for you: 

 State and philanthropic dollars: that's a euphemism for corporate grants combined with taxpayer 

money 

 Abortion services: the surgical and/or chemical procedures which disrupt human lives in the zygotic, 

embryonic or fetal stage of development 

 Low-income Californians and out of state-residents: basically anyone from anywhere with no money 

who wants to terminate the unborn 

In other words: CA wants to be a leader in the business of terminating the offspring of poor people, 

whether they live there or not. 

Governor Newsom also signed Senate Bill 245, named the Abortion Accessibility Act, which prohibits 

insurance companies from charging a co-pay or deductible for abortion procedures.  They are 

marketing it as "ensuring equitable, affordable access."  Sounds like a good thing... until you realize 

they are making money specifically terminating the offspring of poor people.   

Florida Passes Anti-Grooming Bill 
You might have heard it called the “Don’t Say Gay” bill, but the Florida’s Parental Rights in 

Education Act in reality just prohibits discussions about sex or gender identity between adults and 

children ages 4-8 (pre-K to 2nd grade) in school, and if those conversations do take place, that it can’t 

be hidden from the child’s parents.   

Contrast that to LAUSD’s position: “The parent’s rights end at the schoolhouse door.” 



We know many parents are 

struggling to jettison their controlling 

behavior in favor of putting the 

outcome in their child’s hands.  Just like their 

children, Mom and Dad are learning a new skill, 

so that means a lack of proficiency in the 

beginning.  It’s completely understandable that 

some parents would fall back on old habits that can 

produce quick results.   

But we would be remiss not to point out that the 

“just do what I say” method does absolutely 

nothing to develop and mature the adolescent 

brain.  In fact, it uses up one of a limited number 

of opportunities your child will have to make that 

process happen. 

Think about it this way:  Let’s say between puberty 

(about 13) and brain maturation (at 25), your child 

gets 100 chances a day to connect their behavior to 

their consequences (its significantly more, but stick 

with me for the purposes of this illustration).  Let’s 

say Mom or Dad use up about 20 of those chances 

telling your kid to brush his teeth, finish his 

homework, get off the phone, etc.  Teachers use up 

another 50 a day working on material that (to your 

child’s brain) will only seem important until the 

test.  Then a few more opportunities are sacrificed 

just trying to fit in, or gain approval from his/her 

peers.  And finally, at the end of the day, the hours 

playing video games or on social media depletes 

whatever chances are left to make connections, or 

strengthen the ones they have.   

Now imagine that cycle is repeated 5 days a week, 

for 9 months of the year.  Thousands of 

opportunities to develop sound reasoning abilities 

just gone.  The maturation process is complete by 

25, and the brain doesn’t get additional surges of 

neural growth after puberty.  There’s no time 

extension available.  Whatever you have at that 

point, is all there is. 

Maybe thinking of it that way, coach, will help you 

stay motivated to make the most of those daily 

reasoning opportunities you’re allotted!   
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Call 1-501-358-1172 or email 
justask@PositivelyWaiting.com 

Virtual meetings are also an option! 

Basically, the money the "pregnant person" 

would pay for the procedure — which might 

cause them to rethink their decision — is now 

waived by the state.  It’s just a coincidence that 

whenever the government provides a service 

free-of-charge the number of people who will 

engage those services always increases.   

So even if the "pregnant person" doesn't pay for 

the abortion, the federal government does.  

Billions of dollars a year get poured into the 

coffers of the organizations which then 

"donate" a lot to people to promote 

"Reproductive Care" -- another euphemism for 

ending the life of the unborn. 

CA Minors can already abort without parental 

notification or consent, so any kid being sex-

trafficked who gets pregnant, can now abort in 

CA at taxpayer expense.  All generously 

supplemented by philanthropic corporations 

who want to “eliminate poverty” the way 

Sweden “eliminated” Down’s Syndrome. 

Well done, CA, well done. 


