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OEO, HEW Funds Were Used--

Center Brings Suit to Ban Imposed Sterilization
And Medical Experimentation On Poor People

Kennedy’'s Senate Health Subcommittee Hears
Facts Surrounding Sterilization of Relf Girls

On July 10, ar the invitation of Senator Edward Kennedy, members of
the Reif family testified before the U.S, Senare Subcommittee on Health
in Waskingron, D.C., regarding the three Relf sisters’ receipt of periodic
infections of the experimental birth control drug Depo-provera and the
subsequent surgical sterilization of fowrteen-year-old Minnie and twelve-
year-old Mary Alice,

Accompanying the Relf’s wes Southern Poverty Law Center general
counsel Joe Levin, whose statement of the facts surrounding the family s
experience with the Monigomery Family Planning Clinic depicted for the
Subcommirtee a portrait of disregard by welfare workers for the legal
rights of the supposed beneficiaries of social services.

Levin testified as follows:

On June 14, 1973, Mary Alice Relf,
age iwelve, and Minnie Relf, age four-
teen, were surgicaliv sterilized in 2
Montgomery, Alabama hospital.

These tubal sterilizations tock place
under the direction of the Family Plan-
ning Ciinic of the Montgomery
Community Action Committee, an
OEO-funded project.

In addition to Minnie and Mary Alice,
the Relfs have one other daughter,
Katie, who is seventeen years of age.
When Community Action moved the
Reifs to a public housing project in
1971, the Family Planning Service be-
gn the administration of birth control*
injections to Katie, According to Mr. =
and Mrs. Relf, no parental permission
was sought or given.

At a lzter date, the clinic began the
administration of the szme shots to the

iwo ysunger girls. HEE e !
In March. 1973, Katie Relf was taken E o v &
to the Family Planning Clinic for inser- Pl g 2 :

tion of an intra-uterine birth prevention k LS A
device (TUD). Once aguin. her parents

say, they were not asked if they had any
cbjection. After arriving at the clinic,
Katie did object to the procedure. But  Ala.
she was told by the nurse that she need-

Twelve-year-old Mary Alice Relf, left, and her sister, Minnie Lee, two of 11 minor girks
who were sterilized by a federally funded family planning program in Montgomery,

Absence of Constitutional Safeguards
Violates Poor People’s Legal Rights

Federal antipoverty funds, poured by the Office of Economic Oppor-
tunity and Department of Health, Education and Welfcre into thousands
of community welfare agencies nctionwide, have been used ro steriiize
young girls and to administer experimental drugs to unsuspecting poor
people.

Bur no guidelines regularing these sensitive and controversial activities
have ever been distributed to the local agencies by OEQ or HEW. Thus
poor people who are the supposed beneficiaries of federal antipoverty
programs have been denied due process, equal protection, and — in
thousands of instances — the ability to have children.

The Southern Poverty Law Center's lawyers first discovered this situation when we
were asked to represent two young black girls who has been surgically sterilized,

g without their knowledge or consent, by
the Family Flanning Clinic of the
Mcatgomery Commurity Action Com-
mittee — a local organization {unded by
OEQ, (See other story this page.)

We filed a lawsuit in federal court in
Montgomery against the Clinic. the
doctor who had performed the opers-
tions, and OEO as the agency with
ultimate responsibility. News of our suit
made an aroused public aware for the
first time that federal funds were being
used to sterilize minors and other poosr
people who were unable to give inform-
ed consent.

Immediately after the lawsuit was
filed, the director of HEW — which had
since taken over funding of the Montg-
omery C ity Action C ittee
— suspend=d all funding, thereby depriv-
ing the city’s poor of other vital services
not al issue. A telegram to the director
from Southern Poverty Law Center
President Julian Bond was instrumental
in getting all funding reinstated except
that for sterilizations.

Subsequent investigation by the
Center's lawyers revealed that untl
May, 197], surgical sterilizations had

ed it, and the IUD was implanted.

not heer permitted by OEO; and that

On June 13, 1973, a Family Planning
nurse picked up Mrs. Relf and the two
younger gitls and transported them to a
doctor's office. Mrs, Rell understood
that the girls were being taken for some
shois. She thought the shots were the

same a3 thoss all three children had
been receiving for some time.

Neither Mrs. Relf nor the girls spoke
with anyone at the office. From the
doctor’s office the children and their
mother were trunsported to the hospital
where the girls were assigned 4 room.

It was at this time that Mn. Relf,
who neither reads por writes, put her
mark on what we later learned was an
suthorization for surgical steriiization.
Mrs. Relf was then escorted home.
Minnie and Muary Alice wers left by
See Relf, Poge Four

after the restriction was lifted — and
until this very day — the federal agency
has faded to provide guidelines to safe-
guard the legal rights of poor people
receiving counsel from OEQ-funded
birth vontrol agencies.

See Legal Rix!{u, Pige Four



' New Investigations, Evidence,Related

Cases Grow Out of the Center’s Efforts
ToEnd Federally Funded Medical
Experimentation On Poor People

THE CHRJSTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR

FRIDAY, JULY 13, 1973

Kennedy blasts experimentation

By Jack Waugh
Staff correspondent of
The Christian Science Monitor

Washingtoa

Massachusetts Sen., Edward M.
Kennedy =at at a table away from the
Lonnie Relfs of Alabama.

All their lives they had lved worlds
apart. The Senator had never known
anything but wealth. The Relfs had
never known anything but poverty.
The Senator is white. The Pelis are
black. The Senator lived all his Lfe
near enormous power. The Relfs
have always been powerless,

And there they all were in the
Senate committee reom united in one
anger.

The Relfs’ two young daughters,
Minnie, 14, and Mary Alice, 12, had
been sterilized June 14 by an agency
of the federal government. Mrs. Reif
has signed a paper with her signature,
an X, permitting the surgery. But she
says she had no idea that is what the
paper said.

Lawyers from the Southern Poverty
Law Center in Montgomery, Ala., are
helping the Reifs sue the government
for $1 miilion.

Senator Kennedy, outraged, has
called it ‘‘one of the really tragic
experiments of all ime," and intends
to sece legislation passed that will
never let it happen again.

Did she understand?

The Relf case has exploded In both
Alabama and Washington into a ma-
jor cause celebre that raises gques-
tions about racism, welfare practices,
constitutional rights, and medical
ethics.

For weeks Senator Kennedy's Sen-
ate subcommittee on health had been
looking into the issue of blomedical
research and the protection of human
subjects. And the Relf case landed in
the middle of that.

At the legal fulerum of the case is a

fi®

Sterilization case
ignutes controversy

yuesuon: Did Mrs. Relf, an llliterate,
really understand why she was sign-
ing a paper with her ''X"*7

The poverty lawyers say she didn't
understand. She says she didn't. Offi-
cials at the Community Action Com-
mittee in Montgomery, Ala., said she
did.

And everybody says the situation ls
dynamite,

The Justice Department is in-
vestigating. The U.S. Department of
Health, Education, and Weifare
(HEW), which now funds such activi-
ties, Is investigating and indeed, has
cut off all funds until new guidelines
can ba drawn. And the Otffice of
Economic Opportunity, which has
had administrative control of ster-
{lization programs, 18 investigating
sterilizing activity not only in Ala-
bama but around the country.

Guidelines in question

HEW officials estimate that in 1972
at least 16,000 women and more
than 8.000 men were sterilized by the
government. Of these, 365 were mi-
nors.

The outery rising agninst the prac-
tice of sterilizing any minor in-
voluntarily is likely to lead to strong
legislation out of the Kennedy sub-
committee. And certalnly to a tight-
ening of guidelines.

Politics has into the p

Ehe Netw Hork Times

Sterilizing the Poor
Exploring
Motives And
Methods

MONTGOMERY, Ale. — The South
ROt & new caunse céidbre last week
when the Department of Justice and
the t of Heaith, Education
and Welfars began investigating a fed-
erally funded family-planning clinic
kere that sterilized 11 giris, all minors,
10 of them black and some retarded.

The investigation, t,ccompln.ied by a
nationwide freeze on all money allot-
!cﬁ !ur luch su:;u:al pmcedu.res. ml-

t the

went beylmd Alabama.
In the last 15 months, it was dis-
d, other Goverr d
birth controi ciinics around the coun-
try have sterilized at least 80 other
minors. There are 3,260 clinics in all,
most of them serving the poor.

A racial and regiona! breakdown of
the additional  sterilizations was not
available. But for the moment, that
could wait,

The portent of the siluation hers
provided all the controversy necessary.
The Montgomery sterilization not only
raised old questions about racism and
government involvement in the popu-
Jation fight, but also raised rew gues-
tions about constitutionai rights, medi-
cal ethics and welfare theories.

Senator Edward M. Keanedy, Dem-
ocrat of Massachusetts, announced
that his subcommitte= on health would
hold hearings this week, aside from the

with charges that there already were
guidelines, drawn last year, but bot-
tled up by the White House until after
the election. The charge 1s that if they
had been let out, &8 community action
groups around the country wanted,
they might have prevented the ster-
1lization of the Relf girls and others.

‘The two Relf daughters, and their
older sister, Katie, had been recelving
injections of the experimental birth-
control drug, depoprovera, for
months from the OEO Community
Action Clinic in Montgomery.
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alrsady underway.
State. Representative Julian Bond of
recalled that the Nazis had
also sterilized members of minorities
and the mentally incompetent,
How did it all ha
Surgical sterilization is generally
anent and frreversible, the most
foolproof birth control method. For
both men and women, the operation in.
volves a small incision and the tumning
off or severing of reproductive tubes.
Ouily women require hospitalization.
Federal regulations permit the use
of Government money for voluntary
sterilization. But the regulations are
not completsly clear regarding sterili-
zation of minurs and the ily in-

WEDNESDAY,JULY 11, 1973

As for rules and regulations drawn
up by the 50 states, most permit steri=
lization operations and the use of Fed-
eral funds for them as long as patients
are mentally competent aduits and as
long as they submit veluntarily to sur-
gery. In the last year, about 16,000
women and 9,000 men have been steri-
lized by public clinics at their own re-
quest, joining seven million other
Americans.

Some states also permit the sterili-
zation of minors, with parental conm-
sent. And & number of states permit
courts to order the sterilization of in-
sane or retarded persons.

As for Alabama in particular, it per-
mits voluntary sterilization of adults
and court-approved sterilization of the
mentally incompetent. There is also an
Alabama law that permits parents to
authorize surgery for their children,
though the law does not spacifically
cover surmical sterilization.

This law is the basic cause of the
current furor in Montgomery.

Two of the 11 girls sterilized here
wers 12-year-old Mary Alice Relf and
14-vear-old Minnie Lee Relf, the young-
est of six children of Lonnis and
Minnie Reif, an illiterate black couple
living on food stamps and $156-a-
month welfare checksin a $25-a-moath
public "housing apariment on the
southwestern edge of this Deep South
capital city.

The |it!s were cperated on several
‘weeks ago after their mother signed
her “X™ on a surgical consent form
brought to the Relf apariment by two
nurses from a local family-plannirg
clinfe. Mr. Relf was not home at the
time, and when he later went to the
hospital to visit his daughters, he says,
he was told visiting hours were over.

Mrs. Relf, who speaks haltingly and
“thinks" she is about 50 years old.
says she thought she was authorizing
birth control shots for her daughters.
The sisters had been receiving anti-
conception llml.s for some time.

Did hospi i, including the
white surgeon, nsk any questions?

“No," Mrs. Dixon says.

Mr. Relf, 55 years old and too crip-
pled by a car accident to work. cons
tends that there was & misunderstand-

mg.

With the help of the Southern Pov-
erty Law Center, & nonprofit Mont.
gomery organization that helps the
poor in legal matters, he has filed a
million-dollar damage suit against the
clinic and asks that safeguards be es-
tabltshed to protect other miners {rom

competent and, indeed, have [

luntary sterilization.
In c ding that the sisters did

Iy been hotly debated,

For example, Dr. Warren Hern of
Denver, the former chief of program
development and project evaluation for
the agency's family planning division,
says he drew up a set of regulations in
1971 that would have prevented the
Montgomery controversy.

“But,” he adds, nﬂer 1 had 25,000

Washington crisd ‘politics’—{ could
never find out just who—and ordered
all of them tucked away in a ware-
house. Inmathcy'n;uﬂmm"

of Montg Y situe
ation, the H.E.w. Secretary, Caspar
W. Weinberger, has ordered still an-
other set of Government rules drafted.
The frozen funds may then be released.

not understand the meaning of sterill-
zation, the suit asserts that Mary Alice,
born with a speech impediment and
without & right hand, is retarded. And
what of Minnie Lee, the more articu-
late of the sisters? What does she
think, with her child-bearing atnlity
gone forever, removed beyond the
reach of even a favorable court decl-
sion and the million doilars?

The other day, Minnie Lee had this
exchange with one of her father's law-
yers, Morris Dees:

Q. Are you ever going to get mar.
ried? A. Yes.

Q. Are you going to have any chil-
dren? A. Yes,

Q. How m.nf? A. One.
Q. A boy or & giri? A. A little girl,
—B. DRUMMOND AYRES Ir.
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Sterilized: Why?

Mary Alice Relf. now twelve, is
mentally retarded, has a speech defect.
and was born without a right hand. She
has a sister named Minnie, 14, and as
they grew old enough 10 attract boys.
welfare workers steered them to a fed-
erally financed family planning center
in Montgomery, Ala. where they re-
ceived injections every three months of
a drug called Depo-Provera, which was
being tested as a contraceplive.

Last month, shortly after the drug
was banned because of undesirable side
effects. two nurses paid a visit (o the
shabby apartment where the Relfs live
on 3150 menthly welfare payments.

BT f ww s Tt

MARY ALICE & MINNIE RELF AT HOME
A question of consent,

Lonnie Relf. 56, a former field hand
who has been unemploved since he was
lamed in an auto accident four years
ago, was away from home, but his wife
Minnie recalls that the nurses told her
the girls would have to go to the hos-
pital for more shots. They said she must
sign a paper. so she marked a surgical
consent {orm with an X. The girls were
taken to the Professional Center Hos-
pital. kept avernight, and then sterilized
next day by tubal ligation.

“1 didn’t want 1t done. and I'm still
upsel.” Lonnie Relf testified last week
before a Senate subcommittee, chaired
by Edward M. Kennedy, which is press-
ing for a bill to tighten controls on
Government medical experimentation.
Relf's wife agreed: “! was mad |
wouldn't have let them do that.”

The family planning center has in-
sisted that the operation was properly
explained 1o Mrs. Relf, but she denies
this. Had she then given a valid. in-
formed consent. and did she have the
legal nght to do s0? Or, more broadly.
what right does the Government have
to perform such an operation?

When the Office of Economic Op-
portunity set up its family-planning pro-
gram in |967. the regulations stated that
“no project funds shall be expended for
any surgical procedures intended 1o re-
suit in sierilization or to cause abor-
tions,” To help poor people prevent un-
wanted births, the ban on funds for
voluntary sterilization was quietly
dropped in 1971—the OEO financed
some 16,000 of them last vear—but no
rules were ever promulgated. A set of
guidelines was drafted and printed, bar-
ring sterilization of anyone who did not
have “the legal capacity to himself con-
sent to the procedure,” but afier an ob-
scure controversy within the Adminis-
tration. the guidelines were sent to.a
warchouse. Thus the use of federal
funds for sterilization was left in a kind
of legal vacuum

.. .WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 1, 1973 g

“ Sterilization of Bzaek‘. of 2 'Stirs Aiken,

and the next day her Fallopian :
tubes were snipped x
‘The operation was

3
&
3
g
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g
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dtically performed on poor
ack women.

. The disclosures are causing

widespread outrage and have

prompted the filling of lawsuits

and the issuance by Caspar

W. Weinbe Secre of

TRET,
th, Educaticn and Weifare,

of new guidelines on involun- *
. Sizat

warv sterii Marietta Willlams, 20, with two of ther three children in 8.C, She was sterilized
T Baby Still Hospitalized by Dr. Clovis H. Plercs after he deliversd her third child, a boy, about & month ago.

L not help Mrs.
"Ji!l‘.lil‘;f’.ﬂil“ﬂ . - Just after the Alahama case, Last dyu:&nmﬁw &
e e e e ruch led 0. lewkult by e (% aette stadiad the ppte || JCENTER WILL REPRESENT
falized, dehyirated With a0 I ey e s et 1 Nowty, | [00% 0a birth control of 1800 || SOUTH CAROLINA
testinal disorder that keeps him RS th blacks, mandomly selected by WELFARE MOTHERS
— any oral pour- Carolina in behalf of Nial Ruth icomputer. More than 80 per LS :
fshment. She is woodering Cox, who was steri seven  cent of the men interviewed Among the discoveries made
shout his future and her own.  YETS 180 5:* said she b mw sterilizacion, 50 |§ after the Southemn Poverty Law
e o ey e, eld st e oy g ode bl e pas || Comors s, spint HEW a0
{ cannot have any children?® wear off.” Fears Reaction OEO was filed, was news that an
she said the other day, repeat- - Residents Angered John Robbins, diresor of obstc_tnc:.u.n in Aiken, South
ing a sentiment expressed over So that when the - Aiken  (he Parerthood Fed- Carolina, had pressured welfare

and over again in this part of -
the country, whers & woman's'™
greatest gift is still thought to

situntion broke, television crews
and reporters swarmed. into
town. This influx has angered

ba her fertility. many of whom are
Several wa:{suo.uu.c.m( supporting Dr. Pierce in letters

Brown, a white welfare mother 10 newspapers and to Mrs.

of four, publiciy i Beown.

that Dr. Pierce

£
E

board Dr. Dari said he
was © these
disclosures would do to the

ation control movement.”

her baby will be delivered now watchdog group.
a doctor in Augusts, Ga., Dr. R. Archis Ellis, Commis-
t 20 miles from Alken.  gioner of Social Services for
Defended Policy South Carolina, said his kavesti-
I afier the complai 3“""’“ L Woud ‘""P"p;.,"‘m'ﬂ'“'
was made public, Dr. Pierce de- ¢\ "yt " County Hospital to
bress and sid Shat he id ye. determine ¥ wny swere per.
press 3 e
quire welfare mo « formed for

jes in Ridgefield, NJ.

“Many b!.:ymn still hold the
mistaken belief that it is Ameri-
Toe disclosureof the steriliza- .. winority tRAE T

tions here, fallowing that ofthe  tribute most to this country's
population

totaled $50,000 in the last
months.

had reported the doctor's ulti-
matum—io be sterilized or find
anothet doctor—but that no in-
vestigation had been made.

J. Sam Nesbit, the adminis-
trator of Aiken County Hospi-
tal, was not available to com-
ment on earfier statement
that he saw nothing wrong with
Dr, Piesce's practice.

One person who is highly
critical of Dr. Pierce's methods

sterilization of two youngblack  growing
girls 1n Alabama earlier, has lﬁ;jlsdum-" o
& many eTICADS,
rocked Aiken, a quiet town best D e
known as a genteel retrear for muuwﬁ‘m“‘de’fm‘h‘“" and
| 5 " of black
jthe rich to train and breed genocide, are nodding ther
thoroughbred horses. heads knowingly. _

ntrary

Il'-l.llr :, 28 nw:l“t.
ppened in Aiken. It's a dis-
grace and = shame.” ghe said.
stzufogerclini:hadmad

mothers-to-be into consenting to
be sterilized befure he would
accept them as Medicaid patients.

The Center recently agreed to
_represent several of the victims of
this practice, and have added to
its suit a class of plaintiffs who
because of pressures imposed by
doctors or clinics are unable to
give consent freely. Constitu-
tional guidelines would prohibit
such pressures.

THE
NATIONAL OBSERUER,

Was Sterilization of
Black Teen-Agers
Too Hasty?

By J. M. McFadden
FRoM MONTGOMERY . ALA.

Does a parent have the right to steri-
lize n child even If the danger of youthiul
unmarried pregnancies seems imoninent?

black teep-age girls who say they were
sterilized without proper consent

The sult was riled by the Southern Pov-
erty Law Center [The Natlona! Observer,
Aug. 5, 1972]. The suit asked a halt to all
sterilization by welfare agencies scross
the country “except under Constitationally
acceptabie safeguards.’

No such safeguards were observed, lhe
nn.rwm 2 narse from :m“umt-m
it“l%. Lonnie B’;It on June 13 (o repeat
earlier urging that her two daughters be
starilized,

g

Question of Informed Comsent

“Boys were hanging around the girls,”
the sut says, and the weilare people “feit
the post convenient method for the agen-
<y 10 prevent pregnancy was steniliza-

Tre suit alleges that the father, who
might have . Wis Dever con-
sulfted: the mother, who dida't ubder-

PARRS e o



RELF, Contiruied from Puge One

themselves in a ward. Minmie and Mary
Alice said that neither had seen the
physician who was to perform the
operation, and that neither had been
told what was going to happen to them.

The next morning, children
were placed under a i heti

very existence; and they are easily
“coerced” into doing what the welfare
peopktewmmendtothm.lthlmy
sop ional
ooercm., but it is extremely effective.
One must ask whether or not the
hospital, the doctor, the nurses, and the

and surgically sterilized. Mrs. Relf and
the girls stated that at no point prior to
the operations did they see or talk with
the doctor who performed the opem-
tions o1 any other physician, and that at
no time prior to the surgery did any
physician discuss with them the nature
or consequences of the surgery to which
Minnie and Mary Alice were about to be
subjected. The girls were released from
the hospital after three days.

On the afterncon of the day Minnie
and Mary Alice were taken to the hospi-
tal, the same Family Planning nurse had
returned to the Relf home and attempt-
ed to rake Katie 1o the hospital. Katie
locked herself in her room and refused
1o go.

I was told by persons who spoke with
the Director of the Clinic and the nurse
on the day of the surgery that the
reason for the operations was the
existence of new poticies which prevent-
ed nurses from going out into the
c y to admini shots and
birth control devices; that boys were
“hanging around”™ the girls and that the

simplest way (o insure against preg-

nancy was sterilization.

1 decline to engage in debate over the
relative merits of sterilizing children. I
see no justification for permanently
depriving any child of his or her right to
conceive, regardless of the child's pre-
sent mental or physical condition; nor
do 1 believe that agencies, by committes
or other means, have the right to
sterilize any person, regardless of age,
unless that person, intelligently and
with full and complete knowledge of
the consequences, desires to be per-
manently stripped of the abdity to
create life. Passing the age of 21 is not
necessarily a barometer for measuring
the ability of an individual to

anesthesiologist would have as quickly
participated in the sterilization of a
“paying customer.” Would this medical
complex have permitted a middleclass
white or black parent to 50 easily sign
away his child’s ability to procreate?
Wouald the middle-class parent, absent
the kinds of dependency pressures
exerted on & welfare family, have even
considered surgical sterilization for his
children? I believe this Subcommittee
will find that the sons and daughters of
middle America are pot sterilized, re-
gardless of their physical or mental
condition. It is the “free clinic” patient
who is fair game for this most final of
birth control methods.

I recently spoke with an employee of
the agency who wrote the proposal
which will provide HEW funding for the
Montgomery Family Planning Clinic. In
response to a remark of mine condema-
ing sterilization of minors, he asked if [

Untl Jameary, 1971, Mr. & Mr.
Lonnie Relf and their six children lived
in & two-room wooden shack in rural

Alah:

would also be opposed to sex educati
in the schools since minors are affected
there, It is this apparemt complete in-
ability to draw lines to make distine-
tions, to instinctively recognize the
difference between a birth control pill
and surgery which forever halts the
ability to participate in conception,
which frightens me.

Strict Guidelines Essential

Sterilization is not “birth control™
when applied to minors and incom-
petents — it is mayhem, and it must be
stopped now. The strictest guidelines
for sterilization should be established
and distributed to all agencies, hospitals,
or individuals who in any way partici-
pate in federal or state funded steriliza-
tion programs.

I have every reason to believe that

hend the significance of sterilization.

In order to begin to understand why
it happened (o these children I think
one must examine-the social services
system under which they and their
family exist. They receive $156 per
month from the Alabama Department
of Pensions and Security; they receive
food stamps; they receive subsidized
medical assistance; and, [ am sure other
aid unknown to me at this time.

In other words, each member of this
family lives his or her existence under a
every week by some social service per-
son who either functions under the
direction of the state or federal govern-
ment or whose salary is paid, directly or
indirectly, through some combination
of local, state and federal funding.

They are surrounded by a welfare
state upon which they depend for their

what happened to the Relfs is not un-
common; that for some time now OEO-
funded and HEW-funded family
planning projects have been securing
sterilization operations for the minor
children of poverty-stricken families,
and | know that the decisions about
who shall or shall not receive this so-
called service must have been based
upon only the most general criteria.
Surely there are as many different pro-
cedures for determining who gets~
sterilized as there are clinics offering the
service.

A look into this whole field of benefi-
cent government medical services and
the treatment accurded poor peopk in
the administration of such services, &
long overdue. On behalfl of the Relf
family and the thousands of other
families who require governmental
assistance in order to fulfill the most
basic needs of life, I imploce you to give
this matter your closest attention.

10 be protectad.

brte as much &9 you can. Thank you.

The Center's efforts to ban federsily financed starilization and medical experimentation on
poor people without constitutionally scceptable mfeguards of their legel r:dm may
ultimately cost as much as §50,000. But this costy p
mmnmmmmm.hmummdmn

Your support will make it possibis for us to continue this sifort with vigor: plesss contri-

0$10 %/ 850

SOUTHERN POVERTY LAW CENTER FUND TO END

STERILIZATION AND DRUG EXPERIMENTATION
Donations 1o the Southern Poverty Law Center are tax-daductible.

0% Oof

erciosed.

Name
Addrees

City

State

THE SOUTHERN POVERTY LAW CENTER
119 South McDonough Streat
Montgomary, Alsbema 36101

Both p unable to read
or write, Mr. Relf unable to earn wages
because of severe injuries received in an
auto accident, the family has seemingly
always been dependent for their survival
upon public assistance.

Then the Montgomery Community
Action Committee decided: to give the
Relfs a fresh start in'a new environment,
and moved them to & welfare apartment
inside the city. But to this day, virtually
everything they own or enjoy is theirsas
a result of charity — from furniture pro-
vided by Goodwill Industries to. feod

acquired with food stamps. Their only
income is their welfare check; medical
care and other essentials are all provided
by one or another puhlically funded
agency.

Social workers literally run the Relfs’
Lives; in that context one might aimost
expect their legal rights to be over-
looked.

Such was the case when two of the
Relf children were surgically sterilized
earlier this year. The Southern Poverty
Law Center's suit in federal court seeks
to vindicats the Relfs for this injustice,
and thereby protect the rights of ol
poor people.

LEGAL RIGHTS, Contimued from Page One

We learned also. that prior to their
operations, our clients had been admin-
istered periodic injections of the
experimental birth control drug, Depo-
provera. Neither the girls nor their
parents had ever been advised that the
drug was not available to the general
public, and that they were guirea pigs in
a federally sponsored study; nor,
according to the Relfs, was parental
consent for the injections ever sought or

- given.

A callous disregard by government
officials for the humanity and legal
rights of poor people, similar to that
which made possible a federally financ-
ed study in Tuskegee, Alabama, of the
effects of syphilis on subjects denied
medical treatment, has resulted in the
use by public clinics of many experi-
mental drugs whose effects are not
known.

Depo-provera was withdrawn last
spring even from experimental distribu-
tion because of tests linking it with
cancer in laboratory antmals. (1t was be-
cause the drug was no longer available
that the Family Planning Clinic decided
that the girls should be sterilized.)

Our invesiigation further uncovered
information that OEO had in fact deve-
loped guidelines to be followed by local
agencies performing ical steriliz-
ations after May, 1971. Early in 1972,
25,000 copies of these OED guidelines
were published and prepared for distri-
bution; but it is alleged that someone in
the Nixon administration, concerned
about the sensitive nature of federally

suit in Montgomery federal court, sub-
mitted administrative claims for
damages to both agencies, filed & new
lawsuit in federal court in Washington
against the directors of the agencies.

This suit asks the court to prohibit
spensorship by OEO and HEW of surgi-
cal s:enl.innons of minors and other

ble of giving & d
oonum umﬂ constitutionally accept-
able guidelines are made available to
local clinics. It also seeks prohibition
against the distribution by poverty pro-
gram agencies of experimental drugs and
devices (including, but not limited to
experimental birth mntml mllemls]
uniil similarly id pro-
tecting the legl] nghu of poor people
are produced.

We ask that the sgencies be ordered
to develop suck guidelines within a
reasonable time: and that in the event
such guidelines are not developed, the
court itsell dictate guidelines which
would guarantee that poor people,
dependent on government health care,
cannot be used by federal agencies as a
class of helpless research subjects.

General funding of HEW and OEO is
not affected by the carefully drawn
requests for injunctions in the lawsuit.
Medically approved drugs and services
mmm ﬂrrihble to poor people only ir-

and el'.-‘
d:ugs are under attack.

The Center’s victory in this crucial
lawsuit would guarantee that no poor
person wh,o cannot fully understand the

funded sterilization, ordered the gmd.c-
lines locked in a warehouse during the
Presidential election year. There they
still remain.

R izing that ulti si
bility for what had bmdmwwr
clients lay with the directors of OEO
and HEW in Washington,. D.C., our
lawyers determined that oaly from
those agencies’ headquarters could the-
reliel we were seeking be forthcoming.
Accordingly, we moved to dismiss the

imp of p sterilization
surgery and pve informed consent
would ever suffer the consequences of
such surgery. It would further protect
the legal right of poor people to be
given full information regarding risks
that may be involved m tmplmg un-
tested experimental

and drugs. No agency funded by the
federul government could ever again
subject poor people without their know-
ledge to potentially dangerous medical
care.
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