QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Was the First Circuit Court of Appeals correct in holding
that a law that requires minors to delay their abortions must
contain a medical emergency exception for circumstances when
the delay will undisputedly put minors’ health in serious
jeopardy?

2.  Was the First Circuit Court of Appeals correct to strike
New Hampshire’s Parental Notification Prior to Abortion Act
in its entirety where such relief is the only way to effectively
remedy the constitutional violation without invading the

province of the Legislature?



STATEMENT PURSUANT TO RULE 29.6

The disclosure required pursuant to Supreme Court Rule
29.6 is set forth in Respondents’ Brief in Opposition to the
Petition for Certiorari. There are no amendments.
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