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| don't want to take a lot of time. "As to the first paragraph
of the Arizona statute prohibiting state funds for
abortion-rel ated services, the court concluded that 'Arizona may
not unreasonably interfere with the right of Planned pgarenthood
to engage in abortion or abortion-related speech act|V|t| es %
the state needs not support, npnetarily or otherw se, those
activities.'" | shall move down. "It is not clear from aAm2204
whether it would deny funding only for the excluded abortion or
contraceptive services, or whether it would deny funding totally
to applicants providing these services, but with other than
state funds, within the prevention, early identifications and
intervention services eligible for f undi ng. If the _amendnent
woul d require the state to deny funding to an appllcant ose
prevention, early identification, and intervention services
i nclude abortion or contraceptive services, even though the
applicant is not requesting funding for the abortion and
contraceptive services, the statute nost likely will be found to
be unconstitutionally overbroad s in the Arizona statutes."
Many of you can read the W

back down again further, "AN2294 appears to be vulnerable to
constitutional attack in several respects. It inplicates both
constitutionally protected_ speech rights, agnd the ri ght of a
state to adopt a policy favoring normal childbirth gyer
abortion. Because the First Amendnent is involved, the statute

will be 'subject to a strict scrutiny analysis, requiring a
conpelling state interest to jnterfere with protected speech
activities. Let's 0 down further, the Ninth cjrcuit,

"However, the state would be allowed to showthat wi t hdr awal of
all funds would be the only way to insure that no fundswere
being expended for the ineligible activities. Id.

troubl esone with AM2294 is the anbiguity of the words counse|\|| ng
and refusal. This statute is unclear as to what 'counseling and
referral for' neans. Can abortion or contraceptive be nentioned
at all? Can questions by a client about abortion or

contraception be answered?’ can no. referral be made to any
agency providing abortion or contraceptive counseling \hen the

grantee programdoes not provide these gervices? The statute's
failure to make clear the answer to these questions, in

ou
_0p| ni on, causes the statute to be unconstltutlonally vague as to
its meaning and applications. That is sinply what | am basi ng
it on, and other than to nuddy up 662, | {hought it was best

that we just renove this amendnent, and | thinkit is very clear
for the body. They can si rrplyre d what it does. | B6@62is
intended to focus on prevention, address comprehensive needs,
and allow for comunity jnput and decision-naking, and the
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