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LEGAL ARGUMENT 

 Petitioners’ (Stephens and Walbert; Stanford) opening briefs consist entirely 

of arguments regarding the perceived merits of Initiative #124 (“#124”), which 

deals with provision of medical aid-in-dying medication for terminally ill patients.   

Stephens and Walbert contend a second subject of #124 is the coroner’s 

responsibility as to vital records information, said to be significant only because of 

Petitioners’ hypothetical scenarios.  Stephens-Walbert Opening Brief at 10-11.  

Petitioners’ common clear title arguments are: (1) #124’s alleged subject is 

“physician-assisted suicide;” and (2) the title does not state death certificates for 

such patients are required to state the cause of death as the underlying illness that 

led to the terminal illness diagnosis.  Id. at 14-17; Stanford Opening Brief at 5-9.   

 These arguments focus on #124’s perceived merits which are not reasons for 

reversing the Board’s decision on either single subject or title clarity.  In re Title, 

Ballot Title and Submission Clause for Initiative 2007-2008 #62, 184 P.3d 52, 58 

(Colo. 2008).  Walbert’s single subject argument about a coroner’s possible 

findings is rooted, improperly, in speculation.  Id. at 59.  Petitioners’ two clear title 

concerns reflect their opinions about the measure, as well as the highlighting of a 

single detail of #124.  Neither of these two complaints renders the title 

“insufficient, unfair, or misleading.”  Id. at 60. 

Therefore, the Title Board’s decision should be affirmed.   
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  Respectfully submitted this 25th day of May, 2016.   
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