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Executive Summary

The great 17th century political philosopher, Thomas Hobbes, famously argued that the life of man was
bleak—"“solitary, poore, nasty, brutish, and short.” Men are driven by the desire for power, and the fear of
other men’s power, to consent to a “social contract” with the powerful, sovereign Leviathan. Today, our
culture has consented to a new Leviathan. Under the guise of the pursuit of equality, Planned Parenthood has
leveraged women’s fears against them.

As Planned Parenthood prepares to celebrate its centennial anniversary in 2016, evidence is increasing that
the abortion giant’s future will be defined by an intentional and purposeful increase in its abortion business,
and an aggressive take-over of the U.S. abortion “market.” Coinciding with Planned Parenthood’s heightened
focus on expanding its already substantial abortion business is a notable decline in Planned Parenthood’s
number of overall patients and its non-abortion services.

Central to Planned Parenthood’s abortion-centric plan are its new “mega-centers” (centers or offices of at
least 10,000 square feet) that have opened in at least 19 cities since 2004. In this report, AUL documents that:

¢ Planned Parenthood’s mega-center expansion strategy coincides with its deliberate increasing focus on abortion as a core
service.

¢ The number of abortions performed by Planned Parenthood has increased along with the addition of the mega-centers by
more than 70,000 abortions annually.

* Planned Parenthood mega-centers strategy coincides with its increasing share of the abortion market: from performing 20
percent to at least 32 percent of all abortions in the United States.

* Planned Parenthood’s roll-out and expansion of its mega-centers strategy has occurred even while its overall client base has
declined by nearly 10 percent.

* Many of Planned Parenthood’s non-abortion services (including cancer screening and other preventive services) have
simultaneously declined by more than 50 percent.

* Mega-center expansion coincides with increased taxpayer funding of Planned Parenthood; the over half a billion dollars a
year that Planned Parenthood now takes from the taxpayer represents over 40 percent of its overall revenue.

* Planned Parenthood’s mega-center and abortion-centric trajectory has been expedited under the leadership of current
Planned Parenthood Federation of America President, Cecile Richards.

* Mega-centers effectively cement Planned Parenthood’s abortion-centric business model.

* Planned Parenthood’s mega-center focused business model preys on competitors and undermines its legal arguments
against medically appropriate health and safety standards.

* Planned Parenthood has often sought to deceive local communities to hide its plans to open mega-centers.

This report — the third installment in Americans United for Life’s ongoing expose of the nation’s largest
abortion provider1 — spotlights the increase in Planned Parenthood mega-centers and reveals what these
centers mean for Planned Parenthood’s indisputable status as America’s largest abortion provider, as well as
for the women targeted by the abortion chain and for American taxpayers who are forced to underwrite its
increasingly abortion-centric agenda.

! See THE CASE FOR INVESTIGATING PLANNED PARENTHOOD, (Americans United for Life 2011), available at http://www.aul.org/aul-
special-report-the-case-for-investigating-planned-parenthood (last visited Jan. 30, 2015) and THE PLANNED PARENTHOOD EXHIBITS
(Americans United for Life 2012), available at http://www.aul.org/planned-parenthood-exhibits/ (last visited Jan. 30, 2015).
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I.The New Leviathan

Non est potestas Super Terram quae Comparetur er
“There 1s no power on earth to be compared to him.” Job 41:24
Frontispiece of the original Leviathan

The great 17th century political philosopher, Thomas
Hobbes, famously argued that the life of man was
bleak— “solitary, poore, nasty, brutish, and short.”
Men are driven by the desire for power, and the fear
of other men’s power, to consent to a “social
contract” with the powerful, sovereign Leviathan.

Today, our culture has consented to a new Leviathan.
Under the guise of the pursuit of equality, Planned
Parenthood has leveraged women’s fears against
them. Perpetuating Hobbes’s dark portrayal of the life
of man, Planned Parenthood is able to position itself
as a place offering peace. The new Leviathan is born.

However in reality this new Leviathan is not peaceful.
Planned Parenthood is seeking to expand their
control. Evidence is increasing that the Leviathan’s
future will be defined by an intentional and
purposeful increase in its abortion business, and an
aggressive take-over of the U.S. abortion “market.”
Coinciding with Planned Parenthood’s heightened
focus on expanding its already substantial abortion
business is a notable decline in Planned Parenthood’s
number of overall patients and its non-abortion
services.

Americans United for Life is exposing the darkness
driving this new Leviathan. We are releasing a report

examining the central strategy forming Planned
Parenthood’s abortion-centric plan: they are focused
on building “mega-centers,” which are centers or
offices of at least 10,000 square feet. Since 2004,
Planned Parenthood has opened new “mega-centers’
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in at least 19 cities.

This report will spotlight the increase in Planned
Parenthood mega-centers and reveals what these
centers mean for Planned Parenthood’s indisputable
status as America’s largest abortion provider, as well
as for the women targeted by the abortion chain, and
for American taxpayers who are forced to underwrite
its increasingly abortion-centric agenda.



States with Planned Parenthood Mega-Centers

Il. The Rise of Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Centers Coincides with Tremendous Growth in
Planned Parenthood’s Abortion Business and Taxpayer Funding, Even While the
Organization’s Overall Client Base and Non-Abortion Services Decline

Under the Planned Parenthood Federation of America (PPFA) umbrella, there are 64 Planned Parenthood
affiliates which operate approximately 700 centers in the United States." Since 2004, PPFA affiliated “mega-
centers” (centers or offices of at least 10,000 square feet) have opened in at least 19 cities in 14 states.’
Without exception, each of these Planned Parenthood mega-center clinics performs abortions. The vast
majority are open at least 6 days a week.




A. Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Center Expansion
Coincides with Planned Parenthood’s Deliberate
Increasing Focus on Abortion as a Core Service

Since it entered the abortion business in 1970, PPFA
has intentionally and exponentially expanded this
highly profitable segment of its operations. Notably,
PPFA’s increasing focus on abortion will likely
continue.

A legal complaint filed against the State of Texas
confirmed that the current directive for all of Planned
Parenthood’s affiliates are that they must be abortion
providers to be part of PPFA:

Plaintiffs all are affiliates of, or ancillary
organizations of affiliates of, Planned
Parenthood Federation of America (“PPFA”),
which also advocates for women’s access to
comprehensive reproductive healthcare,
including abortion, and requires that its
affiliates do the same. PPFA does not provide
abortion care itself, but its member affiliates
offer that service throughout the United States
and as of January 2013, all member-dffiliates
will be required to do so."

In a 2010 lowa Public Radio interview, Barbara
Chadwick, Director of Patient Services of Planned
Parenthood of East Central lowa, acknowledged that
increasing abortions as a “core service” is part of
PPFA’s strategic plan.

NARRATOR: It’s the goal of Planned
Parenthood to expand abortion services at its
clinics nationwide over the next 5 years.
CHADWICK: We have been looking at initiating
an abortion service as a core service of all
Planned Parenthoods, part of the Federation’s
strategic plan for 2015.2

PPFA’s intentional increase in its abortion business is
not limited to expanding the number of its clinics

*

where abortions are performed. Individual clinics are
also allegedly under orders to increase their abortion
numbers.

Abby Johnson, the former director of Planned
Parenthood’s Bryan, Texas clinic, has stated that her
assigned budget always included “goals” for abortion
services.> In 2009, when her clinic was given an
increased abortion quota, Ms. Johnson said that her
superiors gave her “the clear and distinct
understanding that | was to get my priorities straight,
that abortion was where my priorities needed to be
because that’s where the revenue was.”*

B. Planned Parenthood’s Abortion Numbers Have
Increased with Addition of Mega-Centers

Both in terms of raw numbers and as a percentage of
its operations, during Planned Parenthood’s current
mega-center expansion, the growth of its abortion
business has been dramatic. Coinciding with its mega-
center expansion, Planned Parenthood now performs
over 70,000 more abortions each year, 200 more
abortions each day, than it did in 2004.

In 2004, PPFA reported that its centers performed
255,015 abortions.” Over the last decade, the
burgeoning abortion business at Planned Parenthood

Planned Parenthood Abortions
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centers has continued to grow. After opening at least
14 mega-centers, PPFA reported its centers
performed a record-high 333,964 abortions in 2011.°
Moreover, PPFA’s most recent annual report
documents that its abortion numbers remain
consistently high, having performed 327,653
abortions in 2013.”

During Planned Parenthood’s mega-center expansion
phase, the percentage of patients for which it
performed abortions climbed from 8.7% in 2004 to,
by its own admission, 12.1% in 2013.

C. Roll-out of Planned Parenthood Mega-Centers
Coincides with Its Increasing Share of the
Abortion Market

Planned Parenthood’s roll-out of its mega-center
business model directly corresponds with Planned

in the Unated States that year,
Planned Parenthood performed nearly
one out of every three (32%).

U.S. Abortionsin 2011

Parenthood’s obvious and dramatic increase in its
share of the overall abortion market over the same
time period. Since 2004, as Planned Parenthood has
announced, built, and opened its mega-centers,
Planned Parenthood’s share of the U.S. abortion
market increased from 20% to over 30%.

In 2004, Planned Parenthood clinics performed
255,015 of the estimated 1,222,100 abortions
performed® in the United States,® or one out of every
five abortions that year (20%).

By 2011, the latest year for which national data is
available, Planned Parenthood performed a record
333,964 abortions™ Out of the estimated 1,058,500
abortions in the United States that year,"* Planned
Parenthood performed nearly one out of every three
(32%).



Planned Parenthood's Increasing Share of the Abortion Market
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While national data is not available beyond 2011, the
decades-long decline in the number of abortions can
reasonably be expected to continue. By 1990, the
annual number of abortions in the U.S. had more than
doubled® since 1973 when the Supreme Court
decided Roe v. Wade'? and Doe v. Bolton,” striking
down abortion regulations nationwide. After peaking
in the early 1990s, however, the number of abortions
has steadily declined.'® In fact, by 2011, the number
of abortions performed in the United States was
lower than it was in 1975.

A contributing factor to the lowered number of
abortions is the 1992 Supreme Court decision in
Planned Parenthood v. Casey."” Although not
overturning Roe, the Casey court acknowledged a
state’s interest in protecting women through the
enactment of abortion regulations and restrictions.
Research has shown a correlation between the

enactment of laws regulating abortion, like those
requiring informed consent and parental involvement,
and the reduced number of abortions.*®

If law influences the number of abortions, the U.S.
abortion figure can be expected to drop further.
According to the pro-abortion Guttmacher Institute,
Planned Parenthood’s former research affiliate,*® “an
unprecedented wave of state level abortion
restrictions swept the country over the past three
years.”? The 205 abortion restrictions Guttmacher
identified as having been enacted between 2011 and
2013 exceeded the total number enacted during the

entire previous decade.”

Meanwhile, PPFA annual reports document a
consistently robust abortion business. Its recently
implemented abortion mandate, requiring all Planned
Parenthood affiliates to perform abortions, suggests
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that its abortion business will continue to grow in
spite of the national decline in the number of
abortions.

The increase in Planned Parenthood’s abortion
numbers runs sharply counter to the decades-long
national decline in abortion. Planned Parenthood is
becoming more abortion-centric with each passing
year, and its mega-centers strategy appears to play a
key role in this calculated and profit-driven
transformation.

D. Planned Parenthood’s Rollout and Expansion of
its Mega-Centers Has Occurred Even While Its
Overall Client Base and Non-Abortion Services
Have Declined

During this era of unprecedented expansion into
mega-centers, Planned Parenthood’s client base, as a
whole, has stagnated and even recently declined. In

its 2005-2006 annual report, PPFA reported that
2,936,328 clients were seen at its centers in 2004.%
Since 2007, PPFA’s annual reports have typically
claimed “around 3,000,000” clients annually.?® PPFA’s
most recent report estimates its clinics saw only 2.7
million patients in 2013, a nearly 10 percent decline in
patients served.”

E. Planned Parenthood Slashes Cancer Screening
and Preventive Services

In contrast to its growing abortion business, during
the era of mega-center expansion, cancer screening
and prevention services at PPFA’s centers have been
cut by more than 50 percent.

The decline includes “Breast exams/breast care”

services. These services have undergone steep cuts
even after Planned Parenthood unleashed a vicious
firestorm against the Susan G. Komen Foundation in
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2012 when the cancer research foundation notified
Planned Parenthood that its clinics were not eligible
for new grants. An important fact often ignored in the
media coverage of the “controversy” was that
Planned Parenthood clinics failed to meet the Komen
Foundation’s newly established grant standards,
which were designed to better serve women.

As was publicly explained by the Komen Foundation,
the organization “made the decision to implement
stronger performance criteria... to minimize
duplication and free up dollars for direct services to
help vulnerable women... Consequently, some
organizations are no longer eligible to receive Komen

25 Komen’s new grant standards were

grants.
designed to give money on an “outcomes based
strategy” that Planned Parenthood’s “pass through”

clinics failed to meet.

Planned Parenthood, however, blasted the cancer
research as having “succumbed to political

pressure.”?®

Planned Parenthood’s phony narrative
overshadowed the truth and continues to be repeated
in the media today. A 2014 article in the Los Angeles
Times, for example, exclaimed that “[t]he Susan G.
Komen Breast Cancer Foundation committed one of
the great PR faux pas of the decade in January 2012,
when it summarily cut off funding to Planned
Parenthood in what appeared to be a bow to anti-

abortion crusaders.”?’

Although the Komen Foundation was “dismayed and
extremely disappointed that actions [it took] to
strengthen [its] granting process [were] widely

d 728
’

campaign29 ultimately resulted in lowered grant

mischaracterize Planned Parenthood’s bullying

standards so that Planned Parenthood clinics could
continue to receive money from Komen. Further,
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Planned Parenthood also reportedly raised over $3

million in 3 days on the “controversy.”*°

Yet, despite the continued grants and a fundraising
boom, Planned Parenthood’s “breast health services”
have plummeted. Ironically, as these services drop
year after year, Planned Parenthood continues to
disingenuously spotlight “breast health services” as
one of its top achievements.

F. Planned Parenthood’s Non-Abortion Pregnancy
Services Plummet

Adoption referrals at PPFA centers have fluctuated
from year to year, but are always far below the
abortions it performs. For its last five reported
“service” years, Planned Parenthood’s abortion-to-
adoption ratio is 201 to 1.

The contrast between Planned Parenthood’s life-
ending and life-preserving pregnancy-related services
grows even more pronounced when the sharp

decrease in prenatal services is also considered.
Planned Parenthood’s prenatal services/clients have
decreased by an estimated 80% since Planned
Parenthood’s mega-center expansion began in 2004.*"

According to its most recent annual report, abortions
were 94% of its pregnancy-related services (abortion,
adoption referral, and prenatal services). For an
estimated 98.5% of the pregnant women who
received a pregnancy-related service at a PPFA center,
that service was abortion.>?

G. Mega-Center Expansion Coincides with Increased
Taxpayer Funding of Planned Parenthood

Corresponding with Planned Parenthood’s mega-
center expansion strategy and growing abortion
business is an increase in Planned Parenthood’s
taxpayer funding. PPFA affiliates’ reported revenue
from taxpayer dollars has increased from $272.7
million in its 2004-2005 fiscal year, to an average of
$536.6 million in each one of the past 4 years.>

Planned Parenthood's Burgeoning Tax Revenue
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Timeline of Planned Parenthood Mega-Center Openings

Planned to
> 2004 > 2005 > 2007 - 2009 2010 > 2011 > 2012 > 2013 OBSTSIH
eCalifornia  ¢Washington *Michigan e Colorado eFlorida *Colorado eMinnesota ¢Nebraska eTexas *New York
eSanta Ana  eYakima ¢ Kalamazoo eDenver e Sarasota ¢ Colorado o St. Paul elincoln eFort Worth  eQueens
*New York elllinois ¢ Massachusetts Springs eNebraska ¢Oregon s Texas
eSchnectady e Aurora e Worcester *New York eOmaha o Springfield eSan Antonio
¢ Albany
*North Carolina
¢ Fayetteville
*Oregon
e Portland
eTennessee
* Memphis

According to PPFA’s most recently released annual
report, 41% of Planned Parenthood’s $1.3 billion in
revenue came from the American taxpayer.

Notably, two-thirds of Planned Parenthood’s mega-
centers opened after President Barack Obama was
elected in November 2008. President Obama and his
Administration have actively thwarted efforts to
reduce Planned Parenthood’s taxpayer funding or to
redirect taxpayer funding away from the abortion
chain.

For example, in 2011, faced with an impending
government shutdown over funding disagreements,
President Obama reportedly told Speaker of the
House John Boehner that his openness to discussion
on one particular point, de-funding Planned
Parenthood (something the House of Representatives
had already voted in favor of after yet another
scandal at the abortion chain was exposed),**

”3> Evidently, President

amounted to “Nope. Zero.
Obama would rather have the government shut down
than negotiate any cuts to Planned Parenthood’s

taxpayer funding.

In at least six states that have sought to end taxpayer
funding of Planned Parenthood and other abortion

e Texas
*Houston

providers, the Obama Administration has reacted by
either withholding or threatening to withhold federal
funds from the state (Indiana and Texas), or by
actively undermining state law through direct federal
contracts with Planned Parenthood and other
abortion provider entities in the state (New
Hampshire, New Jersey, North Carolina, and
Tennessee).*

H. Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Center and
Abortion-Centric Trajectory has been Expedited
Under Cecile Richards’ Leadership

A noticeable surge in Planned Parenthood’s mega-
center and abortion-focused business model has
occurred under the leadership of PPFA President,
Cecile Richards. In the nine years that Ms. Richards
has been at the helm, 15 Planned Parenthood mega-
centers have opened. Planned Parenthood centers
now perform 63,000 to 69,000 more abortions
annually than they did in 2005, when Ms. Richards
assumed the presidency.

Notably, under the reign of Cecile Richards:

* Planned Parenthood’s share of the U.S.
abortion market has increased by 12%.
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* Planned Parenthood’s overall patients have
declined by 13%.

* Planned Parenthood’s cancer screening and
prevention services have been cut by more
than 50%.

* Planned Parenthood’s prenatal services have
decreased by 70%.

Already deep in the abortion business, PPFA’s new
mandate that all affiliates must perform abortions
was issued during Cecile Richards’ rule.

While the facts show that under her leadership
Planned Parenthood has radically transformed into
Abortion Inc., Cecile Richards has been actively
engaging in a misdirection campaign.

For example, on February 21, 2011, after Cecile

Richards appeared on Joy Behar’s talk show to discuss

potential cuts to Planned Parenthood’s federal

funding. Ms. Richards stated, “If this bill ever becomes

law, millions of women in this country are going to

lose their health care access, not to abortion services,

to basic family planning — you know, mammograms,

cancer screenings, cervical cancer...”?’

Redirecting taxpayer dollars away from Planned
Parenthood to healthcare providers that do not run
an abortion business is not, as Ms. Richards
suggested, synonymous with cutting funding for
healthcare services.

Perhaps even more glaring: no Planned Parenthood
clinic provides mammograms, as Ms. Richards (at a
minimum) implied. As Planned Parenthood’s

president, Ms. Richards must be well-aware that none

of her clinics nationwide are even authorized to
provide mammograms.® Yet she deceptively chose

mammograms as the first example of services that
would be “lost” if Planned Parenthood lost federal
funding.

Why lie? Taxpayer funding is obviously critical to
Planned Parenthood’s business, as it amounts to 40%
of its revenue. The truth about Planned Parenthood’s
increasing abortion-centric nature as it cuts other
services and overall clients decline would be unlikely
to garner support for keeping her abortion business
on the government dole.
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Ill. Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Centers Demonstrate Its Growing Emphasis on Abortion

A comparison of data from state health departments, reports from Planned Parenthood affiliates, and analysis
from the pro-abortion Guttmacher Institute establish a connection between the new mega-centers and the
increase in Planned Parenthood’s share of state abortion markets. In some instances, Planned Parenthood
affiliates’ explicit statements reveal its increased focus on abortion as the centerpiece of its future business
plans. In addition, the trends documented by Guttmacher Institute substantiate that Planned Parenthood’s
mega-centers (and similar facilities) are a growth segment for the abortion industry.

A. Case Study 1: Planned Parenthood of the Rocky

Mountains Abortion Numbers and Percentages Abortions at Planned

Increase After Opening of Two Mega-Centers in Parenthood ROCkV Mountains
Colorado 11000

Planned Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains (PPRM) | 10500

has opened at least 2 mega-centers, one in Colorado § 10000

Springs in 2008 and one in Denver in 2010. Trends g 9500

seen at these centers parallel trends observed

nationally: growing numbers of abortion patients, but 9000

a decrease in the overall total number of patients. 2008 2009 2010

2011
2012

Prior to the opening of the new mega-centers, PPRM
announced in its 2005 annual report, “simply put, we
have changed.” PPRM noted that after “strategically
examin[ing]” its operations that it had “shift[ed] to a
more businesslike approach.” PPRM elaborated that
its “bottom line” focus was central to its mission: “We

A significant part of this intentional transformation
was the pending addition of the two abortion-
performing mega-centers.

believe our adaptive response...vigorously protect[s] Not surprisingly, with its new “businesslike approach,

both our bottom line and our ability to ultimately bottom-line” focus, and “expanded” centers, PPRM'’s

. . abortion business has increased. Both in terms of
fulfill our mission.

numbers of abortions performed and the percentage
of its overall business that abortion represents,

In order to protect and strengthen our dual bottom line abortion is a growing part of PPRM.

of margin and mission, Planned Parenthood of the Rocky
Mountains began a major agency-wide change initiative three In 2005, PPRM operated 31 health centers in five
years ago. Utilizing the internal expertise of a broad cross-

section of staff, we strategically examined our operations and
shifted to a more businesslike approach. We have significantly | 7% of its total clients.> Since 2010 (when its second

states that performed 8,280 abortions, representing

mega-center opened), while operating only 29 clinics

« We expanded, relocated and upgraded our health centers | . ooem has consistently performed more
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than 10,000 abortions annually.* PPRM provided
abortions to 10% of its total clients in 2012.°

Importantly, PPRM is performing more abortions
despite the decreasing overall number of abortions in
the states it operates abortion centers.®

Reflecting the national trend, simultaneous with its
abortion business growth, PPRM’s overall client base
and non-abortion services, such as cancer screenings,
have steadily declined.

B. Case Study 2: Planned Parenthood Mega-Center
in Minnesota Performs Nearly Half the Abortions
in the State

Planned Parenthood appears to be building an
abortion monopoly in Minnesota. A Minnesota Health
Department report documents that Planned
Parenthood was the state’s top provider of abortions,
performing 4,370 abortions in 2013—nearly half of

*

the 9,903 abortions reported in the entire state.’

Only one of the 18 Planned Parenthood centers in
Minnesota advertises that it performs abortions,
while the other 17 only advertise abortion referrals.?
That abortion-performing clinic is the 46,000 square
foot facility that Planned Parenthood opened in St.
Paul in December 2011.°

Planned Parenthood’s mega-center appears to be
solidifying its abortion business in Minnesota despite
a continuous decline in the state’s overall number of
abortions.

C. Case Study 3: Planned Parenthood of the
Heartland Boosts Abortion Numbers in Nebraska
Even As Total State Numbers Decline

Planned Parenthood of the Heartland (PPH) is a large,
multi-state Planned Parenthood affiliate that is the
product of recent mergers among and consolidations

14000 -

Planned Parenthood's Minnesota Abortions Increase as
Total Abortions Drop Across the State

12000

10000 -

Abortions

¥ Planned Parenthood abortions
Non-Planned Parenthood abortions

B Total Abortions in Minnesota

2008

— |

2012 2013
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Planned Parenthood Abortions Increase in Nebraska as
Total Abortions Decline

3000
2500
2000

1500

Abortions

1000

500

B Planned Parenthood of the Heartland
abortions

B Total Nebraska abortions

of smaller local affiliates. PPH has opened two mega-
centers in the past 5 years: the Omaha Northwest
Health Center in 2011, and the Lincoln South Health
Center in 2012."° While PPH reports only its total
number of abortions across the entire affiliate,** the
State of Nebraska maintains detailed statistical
reports on abortions occurring within the state.

PPH now operates two of the three abortion clinics in
Nebraska, and its center-specific abortion numbers
can be inferred from county-level abortion incidence
reporting by the Nebraska Department of Health and
Human Services.'” The Nebraska health department
reports from 2009 to 2013 show Planned
Parenthood’s inferred Nebraska abortion numbers,
the total in Lancaster County (Lincoln) and Douglas
County (Omaha),*® increasing every year after the
opening of the two mega-centers.

During this 5-year period, Planned Parenthood of the
Heartland increased their abortion numbers in
Nebraska by over 20%. In the same time period, total
abortion numbers in Nebraska dropped by nearly
15%. Growing its abortion business despite a
statewide decline in abortion, Planned Parenthood

increased its share of the Nebraska abortion market
from approximately 44% before opening its mega-
centers to performing nearly 64% of the abortions in
Nebraska in 2013.

D. Case Study 4: Massachusetts Mega-Center Plans
Explicitly Include Expanded Access to Abortion

In some regions of the country, Planned Parenthood
has not shied away from publicizing its intentions to
expand abortion through the opening and operation
of mega-centers. For example, in 2008, a $6.25
million tax-exempt bond was issued on behalf of the
Planned Parenthood League of Massachusetts (PPLM)
to purchase and demolish a building in Worcester and
to erect an 11,000 square-foot mega-center in its
place.’® When it announced the project, PPLM’s press
release was explicit that “[t]he new location will allow
Planned Parenthood to expand access to abortion

»15

care. PPLM even crassly referred to its abortion-

expanding mega-center as “an investment in the City

of Worcester.”*®
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E. Pro-Abortion Guttmacher Institute Data
Substantiates that Planned Parenthood’s Mega-
Centers are a Growing Segment of the Abortion
Industry.

Although much of the abortion-related data and
analysis reported by the pro-abortion Guttmacher
Institute is driven by ideology, some important
insights can be gleaned from the information it tracks
and disseminates. Guttmacher’s data concerning the
number and type of abortion providers in the U.S.
substantiates that clinics such as Planned
Parenthood’s mega-centers are a growing segment of
the abortion industry.

For many years, Guttmacher has observed that U.S.
abortions are concentrated among a small number of
large providers—facilities with large abortion

17 Notably, Guttmacher data documents

“caseloads.
that these large abortion caseloads are often reported
as what it classifies as “non-specialized” clinics or
“clinics focus[ed] on contraceptive and family

planning services.”

While Guttmacher’s threshold for a “non-specialized”
clinic is that more than 50 percent of patient visits are
for non-abortion services, abortion is often a
substantial focus of these clinics’ operations.'® These
“non-specialized” clinics are, in fact, often performing
as many abortions as what Guttmacher would define
outright as an “abortion clinic.” As Guttmacher
explains:

[E]lven though a majority of patient visits to
[“non-specialized”] facilities are for other
services, some non-specialized clinics are
similar to [what Guttmacher classifies as]

abortion clinics in that they have large abortion
caseloads.”

In 2011, 81 “non-specialized” clinics each performed
1,000-4,999 abortions annually.”’ Guttmacher also
identified another five “non-specialized” clinics each
performing 5,000 or more abortions for the year.21

While not every identified “non-specialized” clinic
may be affiliated with Planned Parenthood (and some
Planned Parenthood clinics may also meet the
Guttmacher “50% of patients” threshold to be
classified as an “abortion clinic”), the documented
growth of Planned Parenthood’s share of the abortion
market is similar to the increase in the market share
of these “non-specialized” facilities. In 2011, “non-
specialized” facilities accounted for 31% of all
abortions performed nationwide,22 which was an
increase from 2008, when Guttmacher reported that
“non-specialized” facilities performed only 24% of
abortions.”*

Planned Parenthood’s mega-centers exemplify the
trend documented by Guttmacher. Larger facilities,
advertising abortion services at least 6 days a week,
and designed for large annual abortion caseloads.

The full impact of Planned Parenthood’s mega-center
business model is not yet known. Guttmacher only
provides national data through 2011.
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IV. Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Center Focused Business Model Preys on Competitors,

Undermining Its Rote Legal Arguments Against Medically Appropriate Health and Safety

Standards

Planned Parenthood routinely files lawsuits against medically appropriate health and safety standards, arguing

that any resultant decrease in local abortion providers

results in greater driving distances and costs for women

and that any decrease in the number of easily accessible abortion providers is an unconstitutional burden on

women. However, these arguments are proven both duplicitous and cynical by Planned Parenthood’s

business model—including its aggressive mega-center
abortion providers out of business.

A. Planned Parenthood’s Aggressive, Abortion-
Focused Business Model Aims to Shut Down its
Competition

Planned Parenthood’s roll-out of its mega-centers and
intensified focus on its abortion business have
resulted in the closure of competing abortion
providers. Evidence suggests that Planned
Parenthood’s expansion of its abortion business is not
focused on expanding access to abortion but is
instead aimed at achieving dominance in the abortion
market.

For example, in Washington state, Planned
Parenthood’s mega-center expansion led to the
closure of the Cedar River Clinics’ Yakima clinic
(originally called the “Feminist Women’s Health
Center” (FWHC)) which had operated for over 30
years. A co-founder of the now-defunct FWHC clinic,
Beverly Whipple made no bones about Planned
Parenthood’s role in the clinic’s closure: “We would
not be closing today if Planned Parenthood had not
started providing abortion services in the same town
where we have been providing abortion care for 30
years."1 Ms. Whipple further asserted that “[i]n
starting to provide abortion, [Planned Parenthood]
[was] NOT responding to a local need. Their actions

expansion—that has, in fact, put smaller, non-affiliated

»2 Rather than

expanding access to abortion in Yakima, Planned

did NOT expand access [to abortion].

Parenthood was instead eradicating the competition
and asserting its own financial and business interests.

What happened in Yakima, Washington is not an
outlier. In 2008, the Wall Street Journal interviewed
independent abortion providers about Planned
Parenthood’s ongoing expansion strategy.> Amy
Hagstrom Miller, who was identified as operating
abortion clinics in both Texas and Maryland, voiced
deep frustration over Planned Parenthood’s evolving
business model: "This is not the Planned Parenthood
we all grew up with ...they now have more of a
business approach, much more aggressive."*

Recently, some former Planned Parenthood affiliates
have balked at the national organization’s efforts to
expand its abortion business at the expense of other
providers. For example, in 2012, a former Planned
Parenthood clinic in upstate New York dropped its
affiliation with the national chain over Planned
Parenthood’s new mandate that every affiliate
perform abortions because, as the New York clinic’s
CEO explained, “There's no need for us to be
duplicating services that are already adequately and
well provided locally.””
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B. Taxpayer Dollars and Tax Exempt Status Fuel

Planned Parenthood’s Take-Over of the Abortion presumably lower relative to similar for-profit
Market employers. And its affiliation structure
provides many of the benefits of a franchise
PPFA’s ability to open mega-centers and to take-over operation—well-developed trademarks and

the abortion market has been enabled by both its concomitant goodwill, financial and medical

X . X management procedures, marketing, sales
receipt of taxpayer funding and its tax-exempt status.

. .« e 6
assistance and training...

Planned Parenthood clinics have a distinct
competitive advantage by belonging to a federation.
Examining how state regulation impacts the supply
and demand of abortion, Alliance Defending Freedom
(ADF) attorney Steve Aden has observed:

The competitive benefits of PPFA’s affiliate structure
are bolstered by its taxpayer funding. An article
published at RH Reality Check, an abortion advocacy
website, identifies as a major factor contributing to
Planned Parenthood’s competitive edge over “smaller
By empowering [Planned Parenthood centers,” such as the now-closed FWHC in Yakima, is
Federation of America] to negotiate for that Planned Parenthood “receive[s] federal

. 7
medical supplies and medications as a large- funding.”
volume provider, inventory costs are
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The Wall Street Journal similarly reported that Ms.
Hagstrom Miller, whose clinics do not receive the
government grants or tax-deductible donations that
Planned Parenthood does, “[said that] she [could not]
match the nonprofit's budget for advertising or clinic
upgrades.” Ms. Hagstrom Miller unflatteringly
compared Planned Parenthood to “other big national
chains,” alleging that "[t]hey put local independent
businesses in a tough situation."®

Mr. Aden explains how Planned Parenthood’s non-
profit status results in an even greater competitive
advantage than its already significant edge from
soliciting tax-deductible donations:

Its non-profit exemption, in addition to enabling its
affiliates to solicit private tax-deductible contributions,
allows it to operate free of federal, state, and local
income and excise taxes on income from clinical
services, and in most jurisdictions has probably granted
it exemptions from real property taxes on owned
property.9

C. Planned Parenthood’s Mega-Centers Allegedly
Designed to Attract Higher Paying Clients

Planned Parenthood’s competitors have also
highlighted another trend inherent in Planned
Parenthood’s mega-center business model — one that
runs directly counter to its deceiving self-portrayal as
an advocate for poor women. Claire Keyes, an
independent abortion provider in Pittsburgh, said of
Planned Parenthood’s shift to mega-centers in urban
areas, "They've made a decision to go after the young
and the hip and the affluent...".*°

“[Planned Parenthood’s] Aurora, lllinois mega-center,”
explained the Wall Street Journal, “typifies” what it
considered Planned Parenthood's “balancing act in

21

reaching out to clients.” The Aurora abortion mega-
center “is located on the wealthy side of town amid cul-
de-sac subdivisions, across from a bank, but it's also
convenient to Aurora's significant population of poor

and uninsured families.”*!

In Denver, “similar dynamics
are at work,”** where (as discussed above) Planned
Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains has announced an
intentional “businesslike approach” and “bottom-line”

focus.

D. Planned Parenthood’s Legal Arguments Clash
with Its Actions.

Planned Parenthood has an apparent schizophrenic
philosophy on abortion clinic closures. When an
abortion clinic closes because it fails to comply with
medically appropriate health and safety standards,
Planned Parenthood argues that such diminished
access to abortion creates an undue burden on
women. However, where Planned Parenthood’s
business strategy is responsible for a clinic’s closure,
the abortion giant’s verdict is that their actions are
simply good business.

In its lawsuits challenging health and safety standards
for abortion providers, Planned Parenthood
consistently argues that any closure of existing
abortion facilities decreases abortion access and
constitutes an “undue burden” on women seeking
abortions in those states.™

For example, in Texas, where Planned Parenthood
already operates multiple mega-centers and is
planning an additional mega-center in San Antonio,
the abortion chain filed a lawsuit against a 2013 state
law mandating that a physician performing or
inducing an abortion have admitting privileges at a
local hospital and requiring that abortion-inducing



drugs, such as RU-486, be administered only in the
manner approved by the FDA.™ In its motion for a
preliminary injunction against the enforcement of the
law, Planned Parenthood argued, in part:

There are currently only five Texas cities where
a woman can get an abortion after 15 weeks; if
the [law] takes effect, there will be three. And
those health centers that can continue to
provide abortions will be forced to serve more
women with fewer physicians.15

Notably, Planned Parenthood has made similar claims
in its challenges to admitting privileges requirements
in Alabama®® and Wisconsin.’

Conversely, when not challenging medically
appropriate standards of care in federal or state
courts, Planned Parenthood has characterized its own
mergers and consolidations (i.e., operation of fewer
centers of clinics in fewer locations) as a means of
making the organization more “efficient” and even
enabling the organization to expand its services."® No
mention is made of the decreasing numbers of
abortion providers in this context. Clearly, when
Planned Parenthood evaluates its own business plan,
any resultant decrease in either Planned Parenthood
clinics or non-affiliated abortion facilities, especially in
smaller towns and communities, is seen as a good
business decision for the abortion giant and not as an
impediment to women seeking abortions.
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V.Facing Opposition, Planned Parenthood Has Often Sought to Deceive Local Communities and

to Hide Its Plans to Open and Operate Mega-Centers

Not surprisingly, Planned Parenthood’s mega-center expansion efforts are often not welcomed by the

communities and citizens affected. Rather than deal honestly with communities and confront local

opposition, Planned Parenthood has instead responded with diversionary and often dishonest tactics.

A. Aurora, lllinois: Planned Parenthood Misleads
Zoning Officials

In early 2006, Planned Parenthood acquired property
in Aurora, lllinois, under the name of a subsidiary
called Gemini Office Development, Inc.? Planned
Parenthood intended to build a 22,000-square-foot,
$7.5 million abortion mega—center2 and community
education center.’?

When seeking permits from the city, Planned
Parenthood hid behind Gemini Office Development,
Inc., (“Gemini”) listing it as both the property owner
and the tenant on various forms” and indicating that
the building would house a for-profit “medical office
”> At a November 2006 meeting with the
Aurora Planning and Development Committee during

building.

the permit process, representatives of Gemini were
specifically asked if the building was being built for a
specific client. In response, Gemini misled the
committee by asserting that they were in negotiations
with a client, but did not yet have a lease.’ Relying on
the information provided by Gemini, the committee
approved its petition for a permit, and construction
began on the center.’

On July 27, 2007, the Chicago Tribune broke the story
that Gemini was a subsidiary of Planned Parenthood
and that the “medical office building” was actually a
new Planned Parenthood mega-complex.® The paper
guoted Steve Trombley, president of Planned

Parenthood Illinois as saying, "Frankly, I'm surprised
we were able to keep it a secret for so long... We
didn't want anything to interfere with the opening ...
and, at this point, | don't anticipate anything will stop
that from happening."®

Government officials involved in the permit process
were understandably displeased that they were
misled regarding the planned tenant for the building
and indicated that their decisions regarding zoning
would have been affected had they been given full
information.'® Residents of Aurora were also
disappointed that the true nature of the building was
being hidden from them, denying them the
opportunity to voice their opinions on an issue that
would affect their daily lives and businesses.™

After learning of Planned Parenthood’s deception
during the permit process, a coalition of Aurora
business owners and families sought to challenge the
legitimacy of the permits on the basis that Planned
Parenthood made fraudulent representations on their
building and zoning applications.”? Several lawsuits
were filed, but eventually Planned Parenthood was
granted approval from city officials. The center
opened on October 2, 2007." And though the center
has been in operation for more than seven years, the
legal challenges to Planned Parenthood’s duplicity
continue.™
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B. Colorado Springs, Colorado: Planned Parenthood
Deliberately Hides Involvement

A similar story unfolded in Colorado Springs. “Rather
than the property being bought under [Planned
Parenthood’s] name... a group named Majors
Property LLC is listed as the owner for [the abortion
mega-center at] 3480 Centennial.”*”
the executive director the Colorado Springs
Osteopathic Foundation, with which Majors Property
negotiated the sale, said in an interview that she did

not know that Planned Parenthood was involved. “We
»16

Doris Ralston,

thought it was a real estate firm or developer.

When asked about the situation, a Planned
Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains (PPRM)

A A
Parenthood mega-center in St

Sl b

spokesperson “declined to elaborate on the
connection between the [Majors Property] LLC and
Planned Parenthood.” However, she stated it was her

’ “"

organization’s “protocol and customary practice not

to unveil construction details for competitive reasons”
and that “it is our responsibility to protect the privacy
of our business partners so they and their families are
not susceptible or inclined to unnecessary

attention.” *’

C. Fort Worth, Texas: Construction Workers and
Local Leaders Outraged by Planned Parenthood’s
Duplicity

In late 2011, Planned Parenthood announced that as
part of a $21.5 million campaign, it would be building
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a new regional health center in Fort Worth, Texas.” In
its announcement, Planned Parenthood stated the
new center would be three times as large as their
current building, but that it “[could not] disclose the
exact location” of the new center because of
purported safety concerns.™

Unbeknownst to area residents, Planned Parenthood
was setting up shop next to one of the nation’s
premier adoption organizations, the Gladney Center
for Adoption.zo As seen in other areas where Planned
Parenthood has built new mega-centers, it used a
shell company to purchase the property and apply for
the necessary permits.”*

The identity of the true owner and the building’s
intended purpose as an ambulatory surgical center
capable of performing late-term abortions were not
only hidden from the general public, but also from the
various contractors and subcontractors that were
involved in the center’s construction. When word
inevitably leaked out, construction was delayed as
several contractors and subcontractors immediately
withdrew from the project, citing their deep respect
for the sanctity of human life.?> Fort Worth pastor Al
Meredith condemned Planned Parenthood for not
disclosing to its contractors what they were building,
saying, “You don’t honor other people’s convictions
by sneaking this by them... you don’t hoodwink
people into building something that violates their

conscience.”

While Planned Parenthood was building the expensive
Fort Worth center, it simultaneously closed down six
local family planning clinics, none of which performed
abortions, citing a lack of funding.’* Despite the
opposition, controversy, and construction delays
surrounding the project, the Planned Parenthood

*

Southwest Fort Worth Health Center opened in late
2013.”
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Conclusion

Bigger centers with a bigger abortion focus—Planned Parenthood has an “abortion plan” of epic proportions.
Already the nation’s largest abortion provider, Planned Parenthood is aggressively positioning itself to take
over the abortion market. With the unwitting involvement of American taxpayers and an increasingly myopic
focus on its financial bottom-line, Planned Parenthood’s abortion mega-centers are helping to make its
monopolistic aspirations a reality. The New Leviathan has been born.
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