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And he didn't base it on religion or anything hypocritical |ike

t hat . He said we need numbers. QOher have to find a nore
acceptabl e facade and pretend that it relates to sonething el se.
If we are concerned about children at all levels, gnd some of

these groups are going to say a fetus is a preborn child, then
why after the child comes into the world do you want to keep the
child ignorant. Subject to di seases, subject to pregnancy
because they are kept jgnorant of things related to sex and
reproduction. It is a wholé lot of snoke bfowi ng, 5 whole 1ot
of hypocrisy. We are talking about the creation and the
i ncrease of nunbers for political purposes. The more nunbers
you have, the more political strength you have,gndit boils
down to that purely and sinply, and if you study history, you
will see it. This kind of |anguage that says even when it cones

to contraception nothing can be said about it, then you will get
across the idea that there is no contraception because nobody
tal ks about it. There is no such t hi ng as abortion because

nobody can nention the word.
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Crazy, crazy. oal i
what ever information and know edgeyi S avawl abl e t(I)S tge pgsrhe;%r'
broadcast throughout the land, pade available to those who need
it, and when people can cite the statistics on sexually
transnmitted di seases and the high rate of teenage pregnancy, gng
then be against information and means to counteract those
problens, then | say they are not being straightforward and
honest in their pretended concern about the welfare of young

people. | think this |anguage should be stricken and | don't
think the bill should pe encunbered by |anguage that could
jeopardize the bill, itself, froma constitutional standpoint.

When people fear even discussion of issues, that establishes
that their position is not very strondg. vYoushould be able to
| et your position stand up to any kind of scrutiny.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Tine. Senator Scofield, followed by Senator
Dierks and Wesely.

SENATOR SCOFI EL].) M. President , and n‘en‘berS’ | , too, have had
an opportunity to read this decision and, frankly, it raises
exactly the kinds of concerns that | had when | asked Senator
Labedz or asked you to defeat Senator Labedz's anmendnent when
she first offered this. It is unclear to me. There are a
number of ways this could be played outand |I don't pretend to
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