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Abstinence Education Program:
Funded Activities and Groups

Policy lists Funds can be awarded to:
activities ineligible Ineligible Org.s providing "abstinence- Religious
State - B R . i .
for funding activities plus" education with other $ organizations
18 Yes
Totals 30 No 28 32
2 No answer (--)

Alabama No N/A O
Arizona No N/A
Arkansas Yes Any curriculum that does not meet the explicit O

intention of the eight federal tenets; any activities

to teach or promote religious activity
California No N/A O O
Colorado Yes -
Connecticut No N/A O
Delaware No N/A
Dist of Columbia No N/A O O
Florida Yes Activities or curricula linked to contraception or

contraceptive behavior, i.e. birth control, are not

allowable. Activities or programs violating any

part of the federal definition are not allowable.
Georgia No N/A O
Hawaii No N/A O O
Idaho No N/A O
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Policy lists Funds can be awarded to:
activities ineligible Ineligible Org.s providing "abstinence- Religious
State - B R . i .
for funding activities plus" education with other $ organizations
lllinois Yes --
Indiana Yes Programs may not provide instruction regarding
the use of family planning, contraceptive
methods, or disease-reduction methods; provide
medical services or medical supplies; or promote
religion or provide religious instruction.
lowa Yes Any activities that conflict with the federal
definition of abstinence and/or any project that
promotes religious activity.
Kansas Yes Ineligible activities are those not allowable per O O
federal guidance materials.
Kentucky No Curricula must be science based and must be O
evaluated.
Louisiana No N/A O
Maine - The RFP defines eligible activities as a media O O
campaign only.
Maryland Yes Any program that does not comply with Notice of
Availability of Funds. Cannot be used to teach
religion.
Massachusetts Yes Only activities that fit definitions are allowable. O O
Media campaign selected as focus since
Massachusetts has millions in school health
education and community based coalitions and
programs.
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Policy lists Funds can be awarded to:
activities ineligible Ineligible Org.s providing "abstinence- Religious
State - B R . i .
for funding activities plus" education with other $ organizations
Michigan No Activities must be coalition driven and abstinence O
focused.
No safe-sex messages
Minnesota Yes Activities need to follow established criteria.
Mississippi Yes All activities or curriculums involving sex O
education are prohibited for CBO's planning to
participate in the state's abstinence education
program.
Missouri No Only eligible activities are abstinence-only
educational programs
Montana No N/A O O
Nebraska No N/A
Nevada No N/A O
New Hampshire No N/A O
New Jersey No Activities to be supported are in the RFP but O
specific ineligible activities are not identified.
New Mexico No N/A
New York No N/A
North Carolina Yes  Activities inconsistent with the legislation O O
North Dakota No N/A O O
Ohio No All activities must support the abstinence only
message and meet all federal requirements.
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Policy lists Funds can be awarded to:

activities ineligible Ineligible Org.s providing "abstinence- Religious
State - B R . i .
for funding activities plus" education with other $ organizations

Oklahoma Yes RFP is not exclusionary, it specifies the types of

activities that are acceptable. Primary target age

group is 15 to 17 years of age; projects must

meet federal priorities in content.
Oregon No N/A O O
Pennsylvania Yes -
Rhode Island No N/A
South Carolina Yes Only those activities which adhere to the

legislative intent will be funded.
South Dakota No N/A
Tennessee No N/A O O
Texas No N/A
Utah No N/A
Vermont - - O O
Virginia Yes Follow MCH guidance
Washington No N/A O
West Virginia Yes The Memorandum of Understanding specifies that O

the curriculum selected by the Advisory

Committee and purchased by the state will be

used in community level teaching. Prohibitions

specific to church-state issues are referenced in

the MOU.
Wisconsin Yes -
Wyoming No N/A O O
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