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you woul d take out the provision that a declaration that the
pregnant woman is a victimof sexual abuse, negl ect or physi cal
abuse, take the notice provision out of that section?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: And that's the extent of what it does?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: That's all that it does.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Now is it the intent that the amendment ,5u1d
t hen not require notification whatsoever or is it the intent
that the general statute would then take over?

SENATOR CHANBERS: My i nt ent is that there be no requirenment

that the doctor, who is attending the young woman, have to
noti fy anybody of that declarati on.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: okay, t hank you. | also rise in oppos| tionto
the Chanbers amendnent and the reasons, | think, are patently
clear. Wat this amendment would do is one of the thi ngs that
wi Il occur under the bill is there is at least the c¢hance that

t he woman can get out of the...the home in whichsheis

experiencing the sexual abuse, the physical abuse  an }1
negl ect . Wt hout the reporfing requitement, there is no ope

that that would occur. Effectively, what the anmendnent woul d
do...and I'm sure Senator Chambers is aware of it, is that it
woul d gut the bill because every woman who gets an abortion

would be...would take {nat approach since there ijs no
repercussmns what soever to meking that statement. | (hink that

the effect would be that we would end up harming those who

are...who might be able to...to use this bill to. .to find the
hel p they need to get out of that type of an environnent. With

that, I would turn over the rest of the time to Senator
Bernard-Stevens.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Bernard-Stevens, please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And how nuch tine is remaining? Apout
two m nutes?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Approximately two mnutes, Senator.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Thank you. Thank you, Senator Hefner,
for yielding your tine to Senator Lindsay who t hen yi el ded gsome
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