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Some critics of New Jersey’s bill that would allow adoptees to learn the names of their biological parents feel that the bill’s passage could make some pregnant women lean toward abortion.

The New Jersey State Assembly approved a law this week that will allow adults who were adopted as infants to obtain a copy of their birth certificate that shows the names of their biological parents.

A spokesman for the Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Newark, Jim Goodness, told CBS New York that Catholic charities promise anonymity when they arrange adoptions.

But the bill’s advocates have been fighting for 31 years to give adoptees the right to learn their biological parents.

Now it has to go in front of Governor Chris Christie, who has not indicated his intentions for the bill. Michael Drewniak, a spokesman for Christie said, "Like all bills, this one will receive careful review by the governor’s counsel’s office."

Marie Tasy, executive director for New Jersey Right to Life, said to NJ.com, "This bill is poorly drafted, and contains multiple flaws the consequence of which could be devastating and ultimately harm the institution of adoption."

The governor has an adopted sister, something the bill’s advocates are hoping will make him more sympathetic to their position. But Christie is a practicing Catholic, and the New Jersey Catholic Conference has been vocally opposed to the bill.

Most social conservatives are opposing the bill saying it violates the privacy of women and a very personal decision. According to the Statehouse Bureau, New Jersey Right to Life — with the American Civil Liberties Union and New Jersey Bar Association — proposed an alternative measure that creates a “confidential intermediary” as a way for adoptees to reach their birth parents.

According to thedefendersonline.com, there are loopholes in the bill. One allows birth parents who gave a child up for adoption before the bill was passed to maintain their anonymity. Birth parents have one year after the bill’s enactment to send a notarized letter requesting that the state registrar remove their names and addresses from the original birth certificate. Parents who place a child up for adoption after the law takes effect would have an opportunity to submit a document stating their wish not to be contacted.
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25 Tuesday, 07 June 2011 20:40 

PAadoptee 

If abortions did go up (which they won't) than i think people should remember that abortion and adoption are SEPERATE ISSUES. the reason abortions haven't gone up in open records states is OBVIOUSLY because thier are some women who can mentally handle abortion and some who can't. and OBVIOUSLY Adoption Legistlation dosen't have that kind of power over thier descision's when it comes to LIFE and DEATH. so shut-up already please. that argument is played-out and very 70's sounding, And the privacy issue, THEY DONT WANT PRIVACY the church does, they make a billion trillion gazillion every year off adoption and probably think this will screw up their cash flow. its always seems to be money..What ever happen to making laws based on right and wrong?? And treating people equally?? this whole "issue" makes me sick. im gonna go cry myself to sleep again at 26 years old trying to picture my mothers face.

Reply 

Some more Catholic views on genetic and biological origins... 

24 Monday, 23 May 2011 19:28 

Gaye Tannenbaum 

How can the Catholic Church condemn technology that severs biological ties between parent and child while defending the same severing in adoption? 

http://www.catholicleader.com.au/news.php/features/surrogacy-leads-to-confusion_54691 

In response to a bill that would decriminalize surrogacy. 

"The bill redefines the meaning of parenthood, creating a legal construct completely divorced from biological realities." 

"All surrogacy is disrespectful of the dignity of the child in his or her origins and has the potential to be the source of confusion of personal identity for the child in the future." 

"Parenthood is completely divorced from biological reality and made into a purely legal construct determined by the desires of adults." 

"The importance of our biological origins, embodied in our genetic connections to earlier generations, is so well attested today that it is difficult to imagine why a government would produce legislation which is so dismissive of this reality." 


Why indeed.

Reply 

Adoption Bill 

23 Monday, 23 May 2011 15:42 

Connie 

I am writing to ask you to sign the Adoption rights bill S 799/A1406. I am a mother whose son was taken from her at his birth, when I was 16 years old. It was not my choice. My son finally found me 26 years later. At last he knew his origins. Every human being has the right to know who they are, where they came from, DNA has come a long way. Why hold out on vital information when it WILL be available to everyone in the near future.

Reply 

NJ Adoptee Human Rights bill 

22 Monday, 23 May 2011 11:02 

Sandy Beal 

I am an adoptive parent, and I have supported what Maine passed for legislation from the beginning. Allowing an adoptee to an original birth certificate is a basic human and civil right, in my opinion. Maine's law became effective 1/1/2009 and there have been no reported cases from all the fears that were raised by the Catholic Church of what would result if the legislation were enacted. I urge the governor of NJ to sign this bill. It is the right thing to do.

Reply 

The Catholic Church's view on genetic origins... 

21 Sunday, 22 May 2011 16:15 

Gaye Tannenbaum 

"Heterologous artificial fertilization violates the rights of the child; it deprives him of his filial relationship with his parental origins and can hinder the maturing of his personal identity. Furthermore, it offends the common vocation of the spouses who are called to fatherhood and motherhood: it objectively deprives conjugal fruitfulness of its unity and integrity; it brings about and manifests a rupture between genetic parenthood, gestational parenthood and responsibility for upbringing. Such damage to the personal relationships within the family has repercussions on civil society: what threatens the unity and stability of the family is a source of dissension, disorder and injustice in the whole of social life." 

RESPECT FOR HUMAN LIFE 
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith 

Given at Rome, from the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, February 22, 1987, the Feast of the Chair of St. Peter, the Apostle. 

Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger Prefect (now Pope Benedict XVI) 
Alberto Bovone Titular Archbishop of Caesarea in Numidia Secretary

Comments (1) 

Confidentiality for birth mothers is a myth 

20 Sunday, 22 May 2011 13:37 

Judy Foster 

The Catholic Conference says they promised us confidentiality. They didn't do that very well...the nurses and doctors all knew, and they treated us like scum. Just read “The Girls Who Went Away” by Ann Fessler for accounts of over 100 women who surrendered babies to adoption pre Roe-v-Wade. 

My daughter's adoptive parents always knew my name, because Catholic Charities gave it to them. Many adoptive parents know their child's birth parent's name because it was left on the adoption decree or given to them at the time of the adoption. So how could they say they promised us confidentiality? 

The Catholic Conference by opposing this legislation is perpetuating the guilt and shame that they laid on us. We no longer have to be afraid to acknowledge our children. Society will not stone us. Even the Church will grant us pardon. The Adoptees’ Birthright Bill frees us all…birth parents and adoptees…from the stigma of “illegitimate birth” and state intervention in such a private matter. 

Governor Christie, please sign the Adoptees' Birthright Bill and restore the right of adult adoptees to have a copy of their original birth certificate. The world will not end.

Reply 

Sign without delay 

19 Sunday, 22 May 2011 12:55 

Patrick McMahon 

Any rational person can look at all the statistics: When access to original birth certificates is restored, abortion rates do not go up; adoption rates do not go down; state records offices are not overwhelmed; promises of confidentiality do not exist. 95-98% of first parents are open to contact; lives are not ruined. The adoption industry has not collapsed in Oregon, Maine, New Hampshire, and other states where rights have been restored. 

But beyond that, as an adopted person, I have a basic civil right to the true information of my birth. As a human being, I have a basic right to know who I am. State governments no longer need to legislate either.

Reply 

NJ Adoptee Human Rights Bill 

18 Sunday, 22 May 2011 11:54 

Rep Bobbi Beavers, Maine Legislature 

Maine passed the Adoptee Human Rights bill (adult adoptee access to their original birth certificates) in 2007 without any cost to the state government, other than a temporary clerk the first effective day, January 2, 2009. In fact it brought revenue into the state from 40 states and 3 foreign countries, through the nominal fee for an uncertified copy of the original birth certificates requested. None of the horror stories predicted by opponents have come about in the nearly 2 and half years the law has been in effect. It is a basic human right to know your origins, if you so choose. May Governor Christie sign this bill - it is the right, just and compassionate thing to do.

Reply 

Restore equal rights 

17 Sunday, 22 May 2011 09:40 

Ann Adornetto 

Once again, those who are making billions of dollars through adoption are confusing the issue. This bill is about giving adoptees the right to own their birth certificate. The one that contains the TRUTH about their birth. If Gov. Christie has any compassion and honest relationship with his sister, he will want her to be treated with equality, not discrimination, regardless of what the Catholic Church says. I too am a practicing Catholic. Their real concern is not whether abortions will increase, fact show us they decrease well below the national average. Their only concern is to keep their money maker process in tact. Same with NJ Bar Assoc. as they make millions each year in the adoption process. Gov. Christie, vote yes to this bill and begin equal rights for adoptees.

Reply 

Do the right thing, sign the bill................ 

16 Sunday, 22 May 2011 09:35 

Timothy Carroll 

I am writing to implore you to sign the Adoption rights bill S 799/A1406. My wife is an adoptee. She was born in New Jersey and adopted in New York 44 years ago. In all that time she has had absolutely no clue about her biological origins, as the law has prevented her from finding out any information. When we go to visit my family on holidays and other family get-together, it tears me apart me to see the envy and void she experiences when she sees me with my siblings. My brother and sisters share a past, funny stories of our parents and our childhood and we laugh and cry about it. My wife Theresa has nothing like that. She reminds me how fortunate I am and the thing most of us take for granted; our biological families. She said to me one night, "You don’t know how lucky you are. You and your brother and sisters all look like each other. . When I look in the mirror, I don’t see anyone but me. I don’t know who I look like". Governor, my heart broke into a million pieces right then. It struck me how unnatural and cruel this was. This poor girl has a biological mother somewhere, possibly siblings, and is not allowed to find them. It seems heartless, the antithesis of democracy and humanity. 
My wife also has a bevy of health concerns including a painful condition called Fibromyalgia.. When doctors ask her about disease and family history, she draws a blank. There is no way to compare her medical problems to anyone else, as there is no genetic roadmap. We are in limbo in preventative medicine and what the future may hold, another perk most of us take for granted.. 
Mr. Christie, I know you are under extreme pressure from adoption groups and the Catholic Church to not sign this bill. My wife and I are both Catholic. The Church is were I first learned the values of love and FAMILY so it baffles me that the Church is fighting to keep families apart.. This law will allows biological mothers the option to remain anonymous. It is the fair and right thing to do for everyone. I am asking and hoping you to do the right thing here. 
Thank you for your time and consideration...

Reply 

Ulterior motives 

15 Sunday, 22 May 2011 08:55 

Pete Franklin 

If Chrisite vetoes this bill will someone please report the real reasons lawyers and priests want secrecy to remain in adoption! hint: did you know adoption was de-regulated in NJ in the 90s so the lawyers could get a piece of the pie...did you know NJ was the last state to modifiy its charitable immunity laws so NJ was a great place to hide naughty priests. Sect 7 of the bill protects these criminals anyway.

Reply 

Adoptees' Birthright Bill 

14 Sunday, 22 May 2011 08:03 

Pam Hasegawa 

Advocates of adopted adults' right to their original birth certificate upon request of the state registrar have a clear mission: Adopted persons permanently severed from their family of origin -- by a law written to protect adoptive families from birth parents -- want the same right to our birth identity that non-adopted persons have. 

Your article says, "Some critics of New Jersey’s bill that would allow adoptees to learn the names of their biological parents feel that the bill’s passage could make some pregnant women lean toward abortion." 

Feelings are not facts. The national abortion rate declined 9% between 2000 and 2005, while in Alabama and Oregon, both of which implemented access laws in 2000, the rates declined 16% and 25%, respectively. How do those statistics indicate that abortions will increase if this legislation passes? 

In addition to learning the names of their original parents, the Adoptees' Birthright Bill will also allow adoptees to know their own names at birth. What a concept! 

Adopted adults will also be able to ascertain where they were born, as NJ law allows the judge, at the request of adopting parents, to have their place of residence listed as the child's birthplace on the amended certificate. 

The purpose of a birth certificate is to record a birth. While the short-form certificate issued to everyone born in NJ comprises only the child's name, place (true or false) and date of birth, the long-form certificate includes the parent/s' names as well, unless an unmarried mother declined to note the name of the child's father. 

When the constitutionality of the TN access law passed in the mid-1990s was challenged by opponents, the decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals (6th Circuit) said, "First, we note our skepticism that information concerning a birth might be protected from disclosure by the Constitution. A birth is simultaneously an intimate occasion and a public event--the government has long kept records of when, where, and by whom babies are born. Such records have myriad purposes, such as furthering the interest of children in knowing the circumstances of their birth." 

Primary documents, such as the statement to the 1940 bill sealing records, relinquishment documents and adoption decrees, indicate that opponents' arguments are based on the false premise that relinquishing parents were either promised or guaranteed confidentiality from their own children. When the facts are known, this premise is shattered. 

Since 1940, surrender documents have required the relinquishing parent/s to promise not to try to locate the child or new family, as the aforementioned bill statement says the law was written to prevent the birth parent from reaching out to her child and to "protect" adoptive families from the parent who relinquished. 

Ironically, the headline, "Sponsors of the NJ adoption rights bill hoping for Governor Christie's approval" has no follow-up whatsoever in the article. Not a single sponsor or advocate of S799/S1399/A1406 was contacted for comment. Was this piece a news article or an editorial? 
Whose birth certificate is it anyway?

Reply 

My Rights as an Adoptee 

13 Sunday, 22 May 2011 08:01 

L. Jean West 

As a 64 year old adoptee I have spent many years wondering who I am. What nationality am I? Most importantly what is my family medical history? I doubt very much that my biological mother is alive. I do know that she never told my biological father that she was pregnant. I have no intention of disrupting anyone's life, but there are medical issues that I have a right to know. Am I at risk for contracting cancer or any other disease that is carried through heredity? The medical profession has said time and again that knowing your family medical history is an essential factor in guarding your health. 

Take a close look at the opponents for this bill passed by the NJ 
legislature. The Catholic Church and the opposing lawyers are the people who are making money on adoptions today. Using bogus scare tactics that include a rise in abortions is their last ditch effort to keep the profitable business that they are in. They do not care about protecting the privacy rights of the birth parents. Their stand is a self serving one and should be seen for exactly what it is. It is the denial of the rights of the child. Someone needs to stand up for the rights of the child. 

Governor Christie, I am asking you to stand up for the rights of the 
adopted children from the age of day one to 101. They are the ones that need you to support and sign this bill.

Reply 

If it's all about protecting "birth" mothers.... 

12 Saturday, 21 May 2011 18:44 

Gaye Tannenbaum 

...then why are the records not sealed upon relinquishment but only upon adoption? 

...then why are the records sealed in ALL adoptions including step-parent adoptions, open adoptions, relative adoptions, adoptions of older children, adoptions from foster care, and adoptions of true orphans? 

...then why do surrender documents only include promises made BY the relinquishing parent not to search, contact, or interfere with the adoptee and the adoptive family? 

...then why does NJ law allow the ADOPTIVE parents to change the place of birth on the amended birth certificate? 

...then why do contemporaneous articles, policies and legislative notes only refer to protecting the ADOPTIVE family from public knowledge of the adoption? There's even an article quoting the assemblyman who introduced California's sealed records law. His major concern was that open records allowed people to blackmail the adoptive parents by threatening to tell the adopted child. 

...then why does the adoptee get a new BIRTH certificate? Think about it. The original could be sealed without a new one being issued, but the purpose was to keep the public, and in some cases the adoptee, from knowing that an adoption had taken place.

Reply 

Please sign the bill 

11 Saturday, 21 May 2011 18:31 

Terri Vanech 

Adoptees like me go through life never knowing where we fit in, always wondering about the circumstances of our birth and the DNA that shapes us, and daring to hope that one day we'll finally get to know our birth mothers -- if only to know once and for all what, and how, and why. Ours is a lonely and confusing niche made doubly difficult by a lack of medical information and other important data. We have strong emotional and pragmatic grounds for wanting the records open -- but the No. 1 reason is that it's the right thing to do. For us and for the women who gave us life.

Reply 

stop adoption fraud 

10 Saturday, 21 May 2011 15:44 

fed up adoptee 

It would be great if political and religious groups stay out of people’s lives. Adoptees are simply trying to obtain their true birth certificates --- a right that everyone else has but adoptees don’t. The abortion issue has been used against open records for decades. It is religious sabotage pitting people against each other. As other commenters have pointed out, women seek abortions to avoid the uncertainty of sealed records, not because their identities will be found out someday. 

It is unfair to lump all adoptions into one category: the frightened birthmother wanting to be protected from being found out. 

My natural mother was a married mother of four other children when she was pregnant with me. There was no shame in her pregnancy. When she died three months after my birth and my father relinquished me, there was no shame attached to my birth or to my mother or to my father. Yet, by law, I am bound by social implication that there must be a terrible secret to keep hidden. I resent the imposed stigma on my life. As the law was written, I, a half orphan, must remain unable to obtain my original birth certificate because of the implied protection of the natural mother --- or the fear that my obtaining my birth certificate would somehow cause a woman to have an abortion. 

Quite the contrary: my mother was stripped of her right to be my legal mother. Now, another woman is named as my mother of birth on my amended birth certificate. A man who did not sire me is named as my father. Why not focus on the real issues of sealed and falsified birth certificates? 

I am sick of the injustices perpetrated by the closed record system. Sealing and amending adoptees birth certificates must end. We must replace this practice with one of openness, honesty and integrity by recognizing that adoptees are only born once, hence, we deserve the right to obtain our true birth certificates. Also, we must begin an investigation into why our birth certificates are routinely falsified upon adoption. This fraud must stop. Every adoption should be recognized officially by an adoption certificate, not a falsified document of a fictional birth. The Catholic Conference should be more concerned with the lies that are committed and stop preventing adoptees from accessing the trugh of their births.

Reply 

How many abortions caused by closed adoption? 

9 Saturday, 21 May 2011 13:53 

Jo Anne Swanson 

If the Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Newark and New Jersey Right to Life had any idea how many abortions have resulted from the closed adoption system, they would be campaigning full-steam for Governor Christie's signature on this bill. 

I've been involved in adoptee rights efforts for over thirty years. During that time, I have noted with sadness the great numbers of women who have chosen to abort because of the closed, secret adoption laws like New Jersey's. A small sampling of the many I've found just on the Internet: 

• "I conceived through that, and had an abortion, in 1973, rather than have to endure the pain of never knowing where a child of mine might be living, as I would have had to put it up for adoption." 

• "I chose abortion, because I knew I could not have the baby and then give it up, never to see it again." 

• "I had an abortion BECAUSE I am adopted. I have never regretted the choice, and never will. I have not recovered from my adoption pain – pain from being separated from my first Mother and the rest of my family. 

• "A few years later, finding my parents would become so important to me that I would have an abortion rather than carry a child to term who would not know its true grandparents Only in hindsight do I see that I did not feel it was fair to bring a child into the world without knowing my own family." 

• "I had an abortion when I was 17. Adoption was never an option for me. Simply because I was not about to carry a baby for 9 months and just give him or her away to strangers…. It gave me closure and piece (sic) of mind, rather than wondering everyday where my child was, and if him or her was safe." 

• "What convinced me, at age 16, to have an abortion instead of continue my pregnancy and give the baby up for adoption? My mother's grief about being coerced (by her mother) into giving up her first baby for adoption, a grief she felt until her death at age 63. I believe it was her unexpressed and uncompleted grieving over the loss of that baby that prevented her from properly attaching to, and mothering, me." 

* As far as abortion goes, when I was 18 years old I had an abortion. The reason for this: I was not ready to handle a child. I could not go through nine months of carrying a baby then give my baby up for adoption knowing that I would never see that baby again. I was not going to put a child through what I was already going through. 

• I had an abortion in 1973, rather than go ahead and give birth to a baby and then not know where the baby was, how the baby was, where the baby was. I felt I couldn't bear that and I had an abortion. 

•…How am I supposed to go on with my life not knowing what the hell is happening to my child? …I had closure with an abortion, but wouldn't have one with adoption…..I thought having an abortion was hard, I can't imagine adoption." 

FROM OTHERS: 
• "I volunteer with a women's crisis center; last year, of 184 unplanned pregnancies: 33 miscarried, two chose abortion, three chose temporary foster care, two chose OPEN adoptions, and the remainder were able to find resources to keep their child. Today's single mothers are more terrified of losing contact with their child from sealed adoption than abortion; there is a finality about death but decades of anguish over a relinquished child." 

• CONCERN FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE CHILDREN A KEY REASON WOMEN HAVE ABORTIONS Guttmacher Institute, January 7, 2008 
"Without being asked directly, several of the women indicated that adoption is not a realistic option for them. They reported that the thought of one's child being out in the world without knowing if it was being taken care of or by whom would induce more guilt than having an abortion." 

• Father Thomas Brosnan, Ordained Catholic Priest and Adoptee: 
"The act of relinquishment is so wrenching an event that young women have told me that they chose to abort their babies rather than relinquish them to adoption. Some of us may judge this to be the height of selfishness, but I wonder if there is not some instinctual response involved in making that drastic decision. No matter what the reasons for relinquishment might be, the emotional response to the act of relinquishment is analogous to abortion, an unbloody abortion if you will, but as one prominent psychiatrist has written, 'a psychological abortion' nonetheless."

Reply 

Stop punishing birthmothers 

8 Saturday, 21 May 2011 12:57 

Carole L. Whitehead 

Gov. Christie, please do not be afraid to sign this bill by saying that you have to respect the mothers’ promises of confidentiality without which we are told, women would choose to have abortions over surrender. Truth be told in states where records are open, abortions have gone down, adoptions have gone up. It is truly amazing how our elected officials have tried to use the birthmother as their scapegoat first in instilling that we be punished for our crime and now alternately, records must be sealed to maintain confidentiality. I did not ask for it but was told it was the law. I did not sign any papers where I was promised confidentially. When I tried to have a waiver of confidentiality placed in my file, it was rejected as it violated our laws. I was never issued a birth certificate for my son because the agency withheld it from me. That is a real violation of the law, depriving the parent of her baby’s original birth certificate. You should sign this bill to try to remedy some of their past actions. Thank you.

Reply 

need to know goes both ways 

7 Saturday, 21 May 2011 12:33 

Terri Bracco 

It's a shame adoptees feel loyal to thier parents who raise them and yet feel an emptiness that can't be filled without knowing where they came from......by the time I found my birthmother she was dead at age 60, her friends said she never got over the loss of the baby her parents made her give up in 1959. A highly achieving young woman turned to drinking to ease the pain of this and when she married never was able to have another child(common among woman who have given up children to adoption) this could have all been avoided if we could have found each other. I couldn't even begin to search until my parents were gone in fear of hurting the people I loved..If records become more open adoptees and their parents will be more at ease in talking about it. It turns out my mother would have helped me search if I had come to her- but I didn't want to hurt her...It just wasn't something that was done...... Please sign so others won't have to live with the pain I am and my birth mother did all those years. If adopted kids and parents where honest with each other instead of trying to protect each other, you would see scores of adopted parents supporting this issue.

Reply 

Adoptee rights 

6 Saturday, 21 May 2011 11:25 

Eileen McQuade 

As I birthmother, I surrendered ALL my rights to my child. So where does the right to control her access to her birth certificate come from? Confidentiality is not something I requested or wanted, but something imposed upon me by Catholic Charities.

Reply 

Changes 

5 Friday, 20 May 2011 13:52 

NewILLaw 

Important changes are taking place in Illinois Adoption Laws! http://www.NewIllinoisAdoptionLaw.com

Reply 

access to birth certificates 

4 Sunday, 15 May 2011 09:22 

abortion rights activist 

Those who trot out the abortion bogey man are continuously allowed to make and have quoted unsubstantiated statements that opening adoption records would increase abortions and unsubstantiated statements about the wishes and desires of women relinquishing their children for adoption. All of the available data from the states that have had access to birth records for years supports the conclusion that abortions rates and birth records access laws have no connection to each other. In fact, in these states, adoption rates have increased. 

Relinquishing moms are not focussed,at the time of relinquishment, on perpetual anonymity. This is a fictitious issue concocted by individuals and institutions that want to keep these records sealed for other unstated reasons. As anyone interested in adoptions knows, the trend in the past couple of decades has been for relinquishing mothers to search out, or at least be introduced to, prospective adoptive parents because the relinquishing moms want not only to know who is adopting their children but want also to be assured that the adopting patent or parents are ok with them. 

Isn't it odd that that portion of the right to life community that adamantly defends the right to life of the unborn on the basis that these unborn are children and that society should be protective of the rights of these unborn children regardless of the desire of the mother to have an abortion, care little about the right of these children to know who their mothers are because the supposed right of the mothers to keep their 
identities secret from their children who were adopted tramples any right of the children to know their biological origins and history?

Reply 

Impossible promise 

3 Saturday, 14 May 2011 14:59 

Mirah Riben 

Catholic Charities cannot promise who relinquish anonymity from their children because it's impossible. 

Adoptions occur subsequent to the mother relinquishing her parental rights. it is only at the time the adoption is finalized that the original birth certificate with the mother's name is sealed. If the adoption doesn't get finalized for six months to a year - as is usual - the records are avail;able until then. if the child remains in foster or passes away and is never adopted, the records remain unsealed forever. And that is under current law which is, of course, subject to change. 

Further, reunions between adoptees and their original parents are occurring all the time, even with the records sealed. There is no more guarantee of anyone's secrets not being revealed than John Edwards had of his secret love child remaining unrevealed. 

But there's no cause for concern because as states have reinstated the rights of adopted persons to their own original birth certificates, there has been NO increase abortions, or decrease in adoptions, in factt the exact opposite has been the case! And most mothers today will not relinquish unless they are promised openness.

Reply 

adoption 

2 Saturday, 14 May 2011 08:49 

Barbara Cohen 

It is about time that the legislature understood that adoptees are entitled to their identity. In today's world everyone should be equipped with all medical info and the ability to feel rooted. 
As an adopted person who found my birth family I can only pray that this bill is signed and all adoptees can get on with their lives. Not signing this bill keeps adoptees forever as children and keeps birth parents feeling guilty forever. Let's move forward with the truth. 
Thank you so much to the NJ Legislature.

Reply 

PLEASE sign the bill 

1 Friday, 13 May 2011 22:36 

Kara 

I was adopted in October 1970. I have NO IDEA who I am or WHERE I CAME from. I know NOTHING. It is basically IDENTITY THEFT for 40 years. Everyone else is entitled to this information from the very day they were born. So should I be entitled. I'm tired of feeling like an alien looking in on this world. It's so incredibly painful. Please help me, and countless others, get past this horror.... by signing the bill. thank you.

Reply 

