
Anthony D’Esposito (NY-04) Dangerous Extremist

Anthony D'Esposito is the wrong choice for Long Island families. He is backed by Washington Republicans who oppose commonsense laws to keep guns away from violent criminals and will let assault weapons flood the streets. But they would criminalize the abortion, throwing doctors in jail for up to 5 years. And when asked if he would join the extremists in his party and override protections for New Yorkers? D'Esposito admitted he "probably" would, continuing to allow politicians to ban abortion access with no exceptions for rape, incest, or even if the woman's life is in danger, even in the state of New York. Laura Gillen would always put Long Island families before politics.

Anthony D'Esposito Is The Wrong Choice For Long Island Families. He Is Backed By Washington Republicans Who Oppose Commonsense Laws To Keep Guns Away From Violent Criminals And Will Let Assault Weapons Flood The Streets

D’Esposito Is Backed By Washington Republicans Who Oppose Commonsense Laws To Keep Guns Away From Violent Criminals

	[bookmark: _Hlk113978218]Contributions To D’Esposito’s Campaign From Republicans Who Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban 

	Date
	Committee 
	Party
	Amount

	7/28/22
	Ron Estes for Congress
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Loudermilk for Congress (Barry Loudermilk)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	RAPTOR PAC (August Pfluger)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Electing Majority Making Effective Republicans PAC (Tom Emmer)
	R
	$2,500

	7/28/22
	Land of Opportunity PAC (Bruce Westerman) 
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Honor Courage Commitment PAC (Tony Gonzales)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Creating Opportunities, Markets and Enthusiasm in Rural Kentucky PAC (James Comer)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Mr. Southern Missourian In The House PAC (Jason Smith) 
	R
	$2,000

	
	
	Total
	$10,500


[Federal Election Commission, accessed 9/13/22]

Ron Estes Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Estes voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

Barry Loudermilk Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Loudermilk voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

August Pfluger Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Pfluger voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

Tom Emmer Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Emmer voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

Bruce Westerman Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Westerman voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

Tony Gonzales Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Gonzales voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

James Comer Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Comer voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

Jason Smith Voted Against The Assault Weapons Ban. In July 2022 Smith voted against: “Passage of the bill that would prohibit the import, sale, manufacture, transfer and possession of semiautomatic assault weapons and large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would specify that the prohibition does not apply to weapons otherwise lawfully possessed on the date of enactment, most manually operated firearms, permanently inoperable firearms, antique firearms and certain possession by federal, state, local or campus law enforcement officials. It would require serial numbers for any such weapons and devices manufactured after the bill?s enactment to include the date of manufacture clearly engraved or cast by the manufacturer. It would prohibit any existing owner of semiautomatic assault weapons who is not a licensed importer, manufacturer or dealer, from transferring such weapons directly to another unlicensed individual or storing them where they would be accessible to an individual prohibited from possessing a firearm. It would extend existing law providing for the seizure and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition that are used or intended to be used in a crime to include large capacity ammunition feeding devices. It would allow law enforcement grants under the Byrne JAG program to be used for state and tribal buy-back programs for weapons and devices banned by the bill. It would require the Office of the Attorney General to establish and maintain a public record of the make and model of any semiautomatic assault weapons used in relation to a crime, including the circumstances of the crime and the outcome of any relevant criminal proceedings.” The bill passed by a vote of 217-213. [H.R. 1808, Vote #410, 7/29/22; CQ, 7/29/22] 

D’Esposito Will Let Assault Weapons Flood The Streets

LIHerald: “D’Esposito Isn’t Quite Ready To Turn His Back On Civilian Ownership Of Military-Grade Assault Weapons.” “But unlike many Democrats, D’Esposito isn’t quite ready to turn his back on civilian ownership of military-grade assault weapons. ‘I don’t think anyone and everyone should be able to purchase them,’ the councilman said, ‘but banning them across the board and painting all assault weapons with one broad brush is not the answer, either. There needs to be increased background checks. There needs to be a purpose’ to purchase it.” [LIHerald, 10/19/22]

But They Would Criminalize abortion, Throwing Doctors In Jail For Up To 5 Years. And When Asked If He Would Join The Extremists In His Party And Override Protections For New Yorkers? D'Esposito Admitted He "Probably" Would, Continuing To Allow Politicians To Ban Abortion Access With No Exceptions For Rape, Incest, Or Even If The Woman's Life Is In Danger, Even In The State Of New York

Anthony D'Esposito Is Backed By Washington Republicans Who Will Outlaw A Woman’s Right To Abortion – Criminalize It – Eliminating The Right To Choose For New Yorkers

Representatives Ron Estes, Barry Loudermilk, August Pfluger, Tom Emmer, Bruce Westerman, Tony Gonzales, James Comer, And Jason Smith Donated To Anthony D’Esposito’s Congressional Campaign…

[bookmark: _Hlk113978507]Representatives Ron Estes, Barry Loudermilk, August Pfluger, Tom Emmer, Bruce Westerman, Tony Gonzales, James Comer, And Jason Smith Donated To Anthony D’Esposito’s Congressional Campaign.

	Contributions To D’Esposito’s Campaign From Co-Sponsors Of The “Life At Conception Act” 

	Date
	Committee 
	Party
	Amount

	7/28/22
	Ron Estes for Congress
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Loudermilk for Congress (Barry Loudermilk)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	RAPTOR PAC (August Pfluger)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Electing Majority Making Effective Republicans PAC (Tom Emmer)
	R
	$2,500

	7/28/22
	Land of Opportunity PAC (Bruce Westerman) 
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Honor Courage Commitment PAC (Tony Gonzales)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Creating Opportunities, Markets and Enthusiasm in Rural Kentucky PAC (James Comer)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Mr. Southern Missourian In The House PAC (Jason Smith) 
	R
	$2,000

	
	
	Total
	$10,500


[Federal Election Commission, accessed 9/13/22]

…And Co-Sponsored The Life At Conception Act

2021: Tom Emmer Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Ron Estes Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Barry Loudermilk Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: August Pfluger Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Bruce Westerman Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Tony Gonzales Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: James Comer Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Jason Smith Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

The Life At Conception Act Was A Nationwide Abortion Ban

HEADLINE: “The Next Frontier For The Antiabortion Movement: A Nationwide Ban” [Washington Post, 5/2/22]

HEADLINE: “GOP Push For Nationwide Abortion Ban” [Newsweek, 7/15/22]

H.R. 1011, The House Version Of The Life At Conception Act, Had 166 Cosponsors, All Republicans. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

The Life At Conception Act Was Legislation That Declared “That The Right To Life Guaranteed By The Constitution Is Vested In Each Human Being At All Stages Of Life, Including The Moment Of Fertilization.” “declares that the right to life guaranteed by the Constitution is vested in each human being at all stages of life, including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at which an individual comes into being. Nothing in this bill shall be construed to authorize the prosecution of any woman for the death of her unborn child.” [HR1011, 4/23/21]

Cedar Rapids Gazette: The Life At Conception Act “Aims To Block Abortions At All Stages.” “The tweet was referencing Hinsons’s [sic] support of the Life at Conception Act, a bill introduced in the House in February 2021, Mathis’s campaign told the Fact Checker. It has not passed the Democratic-controlled House. Hinson is among 163 Republican co-sponsors of H.R. 1011, a proposal that guarantees a constitutional ‘right to life of each born and preborn human person.’ […] The bill’s language states this constitutional right is ‘vested in each human being,’ and does not indicate any exceptions in cases of rape, incest or when the pregnant person is at risk.” [Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7/11/22]

Cedar Rapids Gazette: “The Life At Conception Act, Co-Sponsored By Hinson, Would Outlaw All Abortions With No Exceptions In Cases Of Rape, Incest Or Risk To The Pregnant Person.” “The Life at Conception Act, co-sponsored by Hinson, would outlaw all abortions with no exceptions in cases of rape, incest or risk to the pregnant person. The bill in question does eliminate the possibility for criminal charges for individuals who receive an abortion, but it does not provide the same guarantees for others.” [Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7/11/22]

…And Co-Sponsored The Heartbeat Protection Act Which Would Criminalize Abortion For Providers

2022: Tom Emmer Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 705 – Heartbeat Protection Act. [H.R. 705, Introduced 3/22/21]

2022: Barry Loudermilk Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 705 – Heartbeat Protection Act. [H.R. 705, Introduced 3/22/21]

2022: August Pfluger Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 705 – Heartbeat Protection Act. [H.R. 705, Introduced 3/22/21]

2022: Jason Smith Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 705 – Heartbeat Protection Act. [H.R. 705, Introduced 3/22/21]

The Heartbeat Protection Act Penalized Abortion Providers Who Violated The Act With A Fine And/Or Up To Five Years In Prison. “1532. Abortions prohibited without a check for fetal heartbeat, or if a fetal heartbeat is detectable  ‘(a) Offense.—Any physician who knowingly performs an abortion and thereby kills a human fetus—  ‘(1) without determining, according to standard medical practice, whether the fetus has a detectable heartbeat;  ‘(2) without informing the mother of the results of that determination; or  ‘(3) after determining, according to standard medical practice, that the fetus has a detectable heartbeat,  shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both. This subsection does not apply to an abortion that is necessary to save the life of a mother whose life is endangered by a physical disorder, physical illness, or physical injury, including a life-endangering physical condition caused by or arising from the pregnancy itself, but not including psychological or emotional conditions” [H.R. 705, Introduced 2/2/21; Rewire News, Accessed 5/4/22]

His Supporters Want To Ban Abortion With No Exceptions For Rape, Incest, Or When The Mother’s Life Is At Risk, And Would Restrict Access To Birth Control  

Representatives Ron Estes, Barry Loudermilk, August Pfluger, Tom Emmer, Bruce Westerman, Tony Gonzales, James Comer, And Jason Smith Donated To Anthony D’Esposito’s Congressional Campaign…

Representatives Ron Estes, Barry Loudermilk, August Pfluger, Tom Emmer, Bruce Westerman, Tony Gonzales, James Comer, And Jason Smith Donated To Anthony D’Esposito’s Congressional Campaign.

	Contributions To D’Esposito’s Campaign From Co-Sponsors Of The “Life At Conception Act” 

	Date
	Committee 
	Party
	Amount

	7/28/22
	Ron Estes for Congress
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Loudermilk for Congress (Barry Loudermilk)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	RAPTOR PAC (August Pfluger)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Electing Majority Making Effective Republicans PAC (Tom Emmer)
	R
	$2,500

	7/28/22
	Land of Opportunity PAC (Bruce Westerman) 
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Honor Courage Commitment PAC (Tony Gonzales)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Creating Opportunities, Markets and Enthusiasm in Rural Kentucky PAC (James Comer)
	R
	$1,000

	7/28/22
	Mr. Southern Missourian In The House PAC (Jason Smith) 
	R
	$2,000

	
	
	Total
	$10,500


[Federal Election Commission, accessed 9/13/22]

…And Co-Sponsored The Life At Conception Act

2021: Tom Emmer Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Ron Estes Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Barry Loudermilk Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: August Pfluger Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Bruce Westerman Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Tony Gonzales Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: James Comer Was A Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

2021: Jason Smith Was An Original Cosponsor Of H.R. 1011 - Life At Conception Act. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

The Life At Conception Act Was A Complete Abortion Ban, Even In Cases Of Rape, Incest, Or When The Mother’s Life Is At Risk

HEADLINE: “The Next Frontier For The Antiabortion Movement: A Nationwide Ban” [Washington Post, 5/2/22]

HEADLINE: “GOP Push For Nationwide Abortion Ban” [Newsweek, 7/15/22]

H.R. 1011, The House Version Of The Life At Conception Act, Had 164 Cosponsors, All Republicans. [H.R. 1011, Introduced 2/11/21]

The Life At Conception Act Was Legislation That Declared “That The Right To Life Guaranteed By The Constitution Is Vested In Each Human Being At All Stages Of Life, Including The Moment Of Fertilization.” “declares that the right to life guaranteed by the Constitution is vested in each human being at all stages of life, including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at which an individual comes into being. Nothing in this bill shall be construed to authorize the prosecution of any woman for the death of her unborn child.” [HR1011, 4/23/21]

Cedar Rapids Gazette: The Life At Conception Act “Aims To Block Abortions At All Stages.” “The tweet was referencing Hinsons’s [sic] support of the Life at Conception Act, a bill introduced in the House in February 2021, Mathis’s campaign told the Fact Checker. It has not passed the Democratic-controlled House. Hinson is among 163 Republican co-sponsors of H.R. 1011, a proposal that guarantees a constitutional ‘right to life of each born and preborn human person.’ […] The bill’s language states this constitutional right is ‘vested in each human being,’ and does not indicate any exceptions in cases of rape, incest or when the pregnant person is at risk.” [Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7/11/22]

Cedar Rapids Gazette: “The Life At Conception Act, Co-Sponsored By Hinson, Would Outlaw All Abortions With No Exceptions In Cases Of Rape, Incest Or Risk To The Pregnant Person.” “The Life at Conception Act, co-sponsored by Hinson, would outlaw all abortions with no exceptions in cases of rape, incest or risk to the pregnant person. The bill in question does eliminate the possibility for criminal charges for individuals who receive an abortion, but it does not provide the same guarantees for others.” [Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7/11/22]

In Congress, D’Esposito Admitted He Would “Probably” Vote For A Republican Nationwide Abortion Ban, Continuing To Allow States To Ban Abortion In The Case Of Rape, Incest, Or To Save The Life Of The Mother. The Ban Could Even Send Doctors To Jail For Up To 5 Years For Performing Abortions

When Asked If He Would Vote For A 15-Week Nationwide Ban On Abortion, D’Esposito Said “Um, Probably” “The summer’s heated debates over abortion, meanwhile, seem to have faded to the point that Gillen’s Republican opponent, a former police detective named Anthony D’Esposito, was surprised to be asked about it, and didn’t have an answer ready: D’ESPOSITO: I would not support a nationwide abortion ban. Secondly, you know, the ruling by the Supreme Court was that you know, this gets kicked back to the States. Here in New York women's reproductive rights are protected. And they've been protected. Actually. Pretty confident. Don't quote me on this. You could do the research, but I think women's rights in New York had been protected prior to the Supreme Court getting involved. GOBA: Would you vote for a 15-week ban? D’ESPOSITO: Um, probably. GOBA: Because that’s kind of on the table right now. D’ESPOSITO: I am completely against late-term abortion. D’ESPOSITO SPOKESMAN: We’d have to see the bill. GOBA: It’s 15 weeks. SPOKESMAN: Yeah, I wouldn’t, like, quote anything. D’ESPOSITO: Yeah, I rescind what I say when I say ‘probably.” [Semafor, 10/24/22]

· Federal Anti-Abortion Legislation Introduced By Sen. Lindsey Graham Would Ban Abortion After 15 Weeks. “Senate Republicans led by Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) introduced federal anti-abortion legislation on Tuesday — the first of its kind since the Supreme Court overturned Roe v. Wade in June. The Protecting Pain-Capable Unborn Children from Late-Term Abortions Act prohibits abortion after 15 weeks of pregnancy and provides some exceptions in cases of rape, incest and to protect the life of the pregnant person. A physician who violates the law could face up to five years in prison.” [Politico, 9/13/22]

· Physicians Who Violated The Federal Abortion Ban Law Proposed By Sen. Graham “Could Face Up To Five Years In Prison.” “Senate Republicans led by Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) introduced federal anti-abortion legislation on Tuesday — the first of its kind since the Supreme Court overturned Roe v. Wade in June. The Protecting Pain-Capable Unborn Children from Late-Term Abortions Act prohibits abortion after 15 weeks of pregnancy and provides some exceptions in cases of rape, incest and to protect the life of the pregnant person. A physician who violates the law could face up to five years in prison.” [Politico, 9/13/22] 

· Sen. Graham’s Abortion Ban Legislation Did Not “Preempt Or Limit Any Federal, State, Or Local Law That Provides Greater Protections For An Unborn Child” Than Those Provided In The Legislation. “(g) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.— 21 ‘‘(1) GREATER PROTECTION.—Nothing in this 22 section may be construed to preempt or limit any 23 Federal, State, or local law that provides greater 24 protections for an unborn child than those provided 25 in this section.” [Senator Lindsey Graham, Protecting Pain-Capable Unborn Children from Late-Term Abortions Act, accessed 9/14/22]

· Vox: A National Ban Would Supersede Even Permissive State Laws In States That Have Been Working To Expand Access To Abortion. “The repeal of Roe v. Wade left the United States with a patchwork of sate laws governing abortion. In parts of the South, someone seeking an abortion would need to travel hundreds of miles to get one. But a national ban would supersede even permissive state laws in states that have been working to expand access to abortion. One estimate found that denying all wanted abortions would increase pregnancy-related deaths by 21 percent nationwide if there aren’t effective means for pregnant people to self-manage their abortions.” [Vox, 6/25/22]

After Roe V. Wade Was Overturned, States Were Able To Ban Abortion With No Exceptions. “The US Supreme Court has opened the door for individual states to ban or severely restrict the ability for pregnant women to get abortions. In 1973, the court had ruled in Roe v Wade that pregnant women were entitled to an abortion during the first three months of their pregnancy, while allowing for legal restrictions and bans in the second and third trimester. Now the court has overturned that earlier ruling, effectively making it possible for states to ban abortions earlier than 12 weeks. Abortion will not automatically become illegal in the US - but individual states will now be allowed to decide if and how to allow abortions.” [BBC, 6/29/22]

The Lack Of An Exception For Fetal Anomalies In Lindsey Graham’s Nationwide Abortion Ban Would Force Patients To Carry Pregnancies “Incompatible With Life” That Would Either Die During Birth Or Shortly Thereafter. “Unfortunately, many genetic and physical defects can only be detected after the 15th week of pregnancy. As The 19th reported in August, the earliest point when doctors can detect anomalies is between 15 and 22 weeks, when scans show fetal organ structures. Certain abnormalities detected at this stage, like Trisomy 18 and anencephaly, render fetuses ‘incompatible with life,’ meaning they will die during birth or shortly thereafter. At most, if carried to term, these children will live just for hours or days in immense pain. And continuing the pregnancy often puts the patient at heightened risk of medical complications. The lack of an exception for fetal anomalies in Graham’s bill is intentional. For years, the anti-abortion movement has sought to outlaw abortions due to fetal ‘disability.’ Before the Supreme Court overturned Roe v. Wade, at least nine states had passed these bans. Three states also gagged doctors from even raising the possibility of termination with patients after diagnosing fetal abnormalities.” [Slate, 9/14/22]

Lindsey Graham’s Nationwide Abortion Ban Would Put Patients At “Heightened Risk Of Medical Complications,” By Forcing Them To Carry Pregnancies With Genetic And Physical Defects That Were “Incompatible With Life.” “Unfortunately, many genetic and physical defects can only be detected after the 15th week of pregnancy. As The 19th reported in August, the earliest point when doctors can detect anomalies is between 15 and 22 weeks, when scans show fetal organ structures. Certain abnormalities detected at this stage, like Trisomy 18 and anencephaly, render fetuses ‘incompatible with life,’ meaning they will die during birth or shortly thereafter. At most, if carried to term, these children will live just for hours or days in immense pain. And continuing the pregnancy often puts the patient at heightened risk of medical complications. The lack of an exception for fetal anomalies in Graham’s bill is intentional. For years, the anti-abortion movement has sought to outlaw abortions due to fetal ‘disability.’ Before the Supreme Court overturned Roe v. Wade, at least nine states had passed these bans. Three states also gagged doctors from even raising the possibility of termination with patients after diagnosing fetal abnormalities.” [Slate, 9/14/22]
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