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(i) 
 

QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Is the evidence in the record of this case sufficient 
to prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, that House 
Bill 2 will unduly burden a “large fraction” of the State’s 
abortion patients? 

2. Does the doctrine of res judicata preclude the peti-
tioners’ facial challenges to House Bill 2’s provisions? 
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