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SENATOR CHAMBERS: And you a r e a w a r e t h at Jud g e U r b o m, e ven i n
h is o p i n i o n, d i d n ot d ea l with sub se c t i on ( 3 ) which yo u a r e

b i l l ?

this notification?

attempting to repeal?

SENATOR LINDSAY: C orrec t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So you want to take away a provision from the
law that was not ruled unconstitutional by Judge Urbom and you
want t o n ar r o w t he rights of a woman to obtain an abortion, the
c i r c u mst ance s und er which sh e can ob t ai n .-.n abortion without

SENATOR LINDSAY: We ll, I guess that would be the case that it
would b e t h e w a y t he statute would work.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is that your intent in seekin g t h e r ep ea l e r ?

SENATOR L I N D SAY: My intent would be to have it as set forth in
the...that wasn't the intent in the repea l e r . A s yo u kn ow, when
I first filed this, I wasn't aware that the t hird section ha d
not b ee n d ec l a r ed unconstitutional, a l so, but the intent.. . l
guess my intent would be to have the provision as set forth in
the bill itself.

SENATOR C HAMBERS: But you do see the difference between the
p rov i s i o n i n t h e b i l l itself and t he por tion t ha t y ou a r e
r epea l i n g ? You d o realize that subsection (3) that I am trying
t o p r e s e r v e i s br o a d e r i n al l o w in g t he woma n and t he do c t o r
leeway than the provision that exists i n s u b s e c t i on ( 1 ) o f you r

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yeah, I would agree that yours i s mu c h mo r e

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And now th a t I have brought that to your
attention, your intent now is to r epea l t he ex i s t i ng l aw s o t h a t
there will be that narrowing of the woman's p r e r o g a t i v e ?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yes, that narrowing will occur, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And that is your intent now?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Yeah.

b road t h a n m i n e .
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