
ABORTION  IS  ON  THE 
BALLOT  IN  MICHIGAN 

THIS  FALL,  AND 
THE  S TAK ES  COULD 

NOT  BE  HIGHER .

In the span of this election, Michigan could go from a state 
with laws protecting the unborn and vulnerable women 
from abortion to a state that permanently guarantees un-
limited, unregulated abortion.

Proposal 3 goes far beyond just keeping abortion legal or 
reinstating the now overturned Roe v. Wade decision.

It would allow abortions to be performed by anyone, at 
any point in pregnancy, and for any reason. It would throw 
away state laws regulating quality, safety, and inspections for 
abortion clinics. It would remove parental consent require-
ment for teens seeking abortions, and also teens seeking 
gender reassignment surgeries.

Proposal 3 would move Michigan far from a society 
where human life is welcomed and where mothers do not 
have to turn to abortion. Voters must reject this extreme 
proposal and allow our state to build a culture that values 
all human life by supporting existing efforts led by pregnan-
cy centers and Catholic Charities agencies to assist moth-
ers in need.
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As Catholics, we believe every person has a right to life, 
which is the fundamental right that makes all other rights 
possible.1 Abortion is a “preeminent” threat to the dignity 
of human life because it is a direct attack on life itself, “the 
most fundamental good and the condition for all others.”2

Already, millions of dollars are pouring into Michigan 
to get Proposal 3 passed, as this measure is seen by many 
across the country as a trial run for similar efforts to expand 
abortion in other states.

As Catholics who stand for the dignity of all human life 
from conception to natural death, it is time to come together 
and defeat this dangerous proposal. The Catholic bishops of 
Michigan emphatically urge a NO vote on Proposal 3 and 

strongly urge you to tell every person you know that this 
amendment goes too far on abortion, and to vote NO.

This issue of focus will explain what Proposal 3 would do 
and why it is dangerous for Michigan. It will empower you 
to talk with your friends and family about why this amend-
ment must be defeated.

In addition to upholding the dignity of human life, there 
are several other principles based in Catholic social teach-
ing to consider when voting. This edition of focus will also 
equip Catholics with the principles rooted in the Church’s 
rich teachings on social justice that are helpful to making a 
well-informed vote on the entire general election ballot. ■

What You Need to Know 
About Proposal 3

How would this change Michigan’s abortion law? Michi-
gan’s existing pre-Roe law prohibits abortion except to save 
the mother’s life, in addition to numerous other laws that 
regulate abortion. Under this amendment, all those laws 
would be revoked, and it would be nearly impossible for the 
Legislature to pass any laws to regulate abortion and protect 
women and children.

Why is this amendment being proposed? This proposal 
was launched in anticipation that the U.S. Supreme Court 
would strike down Roe. The Supreme Court ruling allowed 
abortion regulation to return to individual state legislatures 
to decide, yet this amendment would take that power away 
from the Legislature by locking unlimited abortion access 
into the state constitution.

How would passing this amendment compare to when 
Roe v. Wade was in effect? This amendment would take 
Michigan far beyond what was allowed for abortion under 
Roe. In the half century since Roe, dozens of laws have been 
passed to regulate abortion. Under this amendment, those 
protections would be gone, and abortion would be unre-
stricted and unregulated.

How late into pregnancy would an abortion be allowed 
under this amendment? The amendment would allow for 
abortions all throughout pregnancy. The amendment ap-
pears to allow a ban on late-term abortions, but provides an 
exception based on the mother’s physical and mental health. 
That means a late-term abortion could be justified for al-
most any reason.

How would Michigan compare to other states if this 
amendment passed? According to the pro-abortion Gut-
tmacher Institute, Michigan is one of 36 states that require 
parental involvement in their child’s decision to have an 
abortion, one of 32 states requiring abortions be performed 
by a licensed physician, and one of 43 states that prohibit 
abortion after a specified point in pregnancy.

Under Proposal 3, Michigan would no longer require pa-
rental consent, that physicians perform abortions, or a lim-
it to when an abortion can happen in a pregnancy, putting 
Michigan in the minority of states in all three categories. ■
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L AWS  AFFEC TED  BY 
THE  ANY THING  GOES 

ABORTION  A MENDMENT
Because Proposal 3 seeks to create a constitutional “right” 
to “reproductive freedom,” this amendment could have 
negative implications for dozens of state laws protecting 
life and regulating abortion.

Below are examples of laws that could be revoked or 
limited if Proposal 3 were to pass:

• Increased penalties for later term abortions when 
babies are fully formed.

• Law requiring babies born alive during an abortion 
be protected and cared for.

• Conscience rights of hospitals and doctors who 
decline to take unborn human life.

• Ban on taxpayer-funded Medicaid dollars to pay for 
abortions.

• Ban on school employees from helping a child 
obtain an abortion.

• Informed consent provisions for an abortion, such 
as a 24-hour waiting period, information on fetal 
development and abortion procedures, and ultra-
sound viewing.

• Respectful disposal of fetal remains.

“
Let’s not pretend that this 
constitutional amendment 
is simply about creating 
a so-called right to an 
abortion. It goes much, 
much farther than that.

John Bursch 
Former Michigan Solicitor General

Responding to 
Arguments Made 

for Proposal 3

The following are examples of what supporters may say 
about the abortion amendment. Study these responses so 
that you can help your family and friends better understand 
the consequences of this proposal.

 T H E Y  S AY   “This amendment ensures women will not 
be prosecuted for having a miscarriage/abortion.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   There is no history of women being 
prosecuted in Michigan for either of those circumstanc-
es. In addition, the Michigan Supreme Court ruled in 
1963 that a woman receiving an abortion is not guilty 
and cannot be charged. State law also explicitly defines 
abortion as not including miscarriage.

 T H E Y  S AY   “This amendment stops the government 
from prosecuting women who experience miscarriag-
es or ectopic pregnancies.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   Abortion is an intentional act to de-
stroy a life, while a miscarriage is a spontaneous action 
within a woman’s body. An ectopic pregnancy is when a 
fertilized egg implants outside the uterus, where it can-
not survive. A woman receiving treatment for an ectopic 
pregnancy or suffering a miscarriage is not the same as 
choosing to undergo an abortion. Both state law and the 
Michigan Supreme Court are clear that women rightful-
ly cannot be prosecuted for an abortion.

 T H E Y  S AY   “Michigan residents should have the 
constitutional right to abortion care and reproductive 
freedom.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   Women already have the right to re-
productive care in the state of Michigan. Women have 
access to prenatal, postpartum, and infertility care. 
Pregnancy help centers provide support and referrals 
for women unable to see a doctor.
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Abortion is not reproductive care as it harms women 
mentally and physically and guarantees that out of the two 
patients involved, one will die. Abortion is never medically 
necessary to help save the life of a mother.

 T H E Y  S AY   “Decisions on abortion should remain be-
tween a woman and her doctor”

 W E  R E S P O N D   With this amendment, nonphysicians 
would be able to conduct abortions, undermining the no-
tion that women would be making these decisions with the 
help of an appropriately licensed physician.

The amendment would block the state from prohibit-
ing abortions in cases where “in the professional judgment 
of an attending health care professional,” the abortion “is 
medically indicated to protect the life or physical or mental 
health of the pregnant individual.”

Under Michigan law, “health care professional” means 
more than just a physician, as that definition also includes 
dentists, chiropractors, massage therapists, acupuncturists, 
counselors, and psychologists, to name a few examples.

The language also says the state could not “penalize, pros-
ecute, or otherwise take adverse action against someone for 
aiding or assisting a pregnant individual in exercising their 
right to reproductive freedom with their voluntary consent.”

Because of that, a school counselor, for example, could 
take a 13-year-old girl to get an abortion, contraception, or 
undergo sterilization without telling her parents, and there 
is nothing her parents could legally do, if they ever found out.

 T H E Y  S AY   “This amendment allows for women to have 
autonomy over their own bodies”

 W E  R E S P O N D    A pregnant woman carries inside her a 
human life that deserves the same dignity that she should 
be afforded. If a woman becomes pregnant unexpectedly or 
unwillingly and she feels she is unable or unwilling to parent 
her child, there are options to ensure the baby is safe and 
cared for through the state’s adoption process or the Safe 
Delivery Law, which allows mothers to surrender their new-
borns for adoption, no questions asked.

 T H E Y  S AY   “This amendment still allows for restricting 
late-term abortions.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   The amendment creates broad exceptions 
to any ban enacted on late-term abortions, including for rea-
sons related to mental health. Any pregnant woman could 
claim not getting a late-term abortion would cause her anx-
iety or stress, so essentially no abortion would be restricted.

 T H E Y  S AY   “This amendment still allows the state to re-
strict/regulate abortion after viability.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   This amendment changes the definition of 
fetal viability to no longer mean when the baby can survive 
outside the womb, instead defining it as when a baby can 
survive outside of the womb without “extraordinary med-
ical measures.”

This means that a prematurely born infant who needs 
intensive medical treatment could be considered not viable 
in the eyes of the mother and the “healthcare professional,” 
who does not have to be a licensed physician under the lan-
guage provided in the amendment.

 T H E Y  S AY   “Over 700,000 Michiganders signed this pro-
posal to put it on the ballot, which shows how widely sup-
ported it is.”

 W E  R E S P O N D   Paid petition gatherers are not legally re-
quired to tell people everything that a proposal would do. 
Thus, it is likely that most people who signed the petition 
did not read the proposal or understand the reality of what 
they were signing. People from various backgrounds, in-
cluding those who say they are pro-choice, overwhelmingly 
oppose partial-birth abortion and support health and safety 
regulations on abortion clinics. This proposal would give 
constitutional protections to third-trimester abortions up 
to birth and likely revoke state law that requires abortion 
facilities to be licensed and inspected. ■
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BALLOT  SUM M ARY 
L ANGUAGE

The following language is what voters will read about Proposal 3 
on their November 8 General Election or absentee ballot.

A proposal to amend the state constitution to establish new indi-
vidual right to reproductive freedom, including right to make all 
decisions about pregnancy and abortion; allow state to regulate 
abortion in some cases; and forbid prosecution of individuals ex-
ercising this established right.

This proposed constitutional amendment would:

• Establish new individual right to reproductive freedom, 
including right to make and carry out all decisions about 
pregnancy, such as prenatal care, childbirth, postpartum 
care, contraception, sterilization, abortion, miscarriage 
management, and infertility;

• Allow state to regulate abortion after fetal viability, but 
not prohibit if medically needed to protect a patient’s 
life or physical or mental health;

• Forbid state discrimination in enforcement of this right; 
prohibit prosecution of an individual, or a person help-
ing a pregnant individual, for exercising rights estab-
lished by this amendment;

• Invalidate state laws conflicting with this amendment.

“
The words are so vague 
that they essentially allow 

abortion up to the moment of 
birth—precisely what nearly 
every Michigander rejects.

John Bursch 
Former Michigan Solicitor General

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL 
AMENDMENT

The following language is what supporters of Proposal 3 are 
seeking to place in the Michigan Constitution.

(1) Every individual has a fundamental right to reproductive 
freedom, which entails the right to make and effectuate 
decisions about all matters relating to pregnancy, includ-
ing but not limited to prenatal care, childbirth, postpartum 
care, contraception, sterilization, abortion care, miscar-
riage management, and infertility care. An individual’s 
right to reproductive freedom shall not be denied, bur-
dened, nor infringed upon unless justified by a compelling 
state interest achieved by the least restrictive means. Not-
withstanding the above, the state may regulate the provi-
sion of abortion care after fetal viability, provided that in 
no circumstance shall the state prohibit an abortion that, 
in the professional judgement of an attending health care 
professional, is medically indicated to protect the life or 
physical or mental health of the pregnant individual.

(2) The state shall not discriminate in the protection or enforce-
ment of this fundamental right.

(3) The state shall not penalize, prosecute, or otherwise take 
adverse action against an individual based on their actu-
al, potential, perceived, or alleged pregnancy outcomes, 
including but not limited to miscarriage, stillbirth, or abor-
tion. Nor shall the state penalize, prosecute, or otherwise 
take adverse action against someone for aiding or assist-
ing a pregnant individual in exercising their right to repro-
ductive freedom with their voluntary consent.

(4) For the purposes of this section:

• A state interest is “compelling” only if it is for the lim-
ited purpose of protecting the health of an individual 
seeking care, consistent with accepted clinical stan-
dards of practice and evidence based medicine, and 
does not infringe on that individual’s autonomous 
decision-making.

• “Fetal viability” means: the point in pregnancy when, 
in the professional judgement of an attending health 
care professional and based on the particular facts of 
the case, there is a significant likelihood of the fetus’s 
sustained survival outside the uterus without the appli-
cation of extraordinary medical measures.

(5) This section shall be self-executing. Any provision of this 
section held invalid shall be severable from the remaining 
portions of this section.
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The Rest of the Ballot: The Faithful 
Citizen’s Approach to Voting as a 
Catholic in the November Election

Along with the portion of the ballot where you vote NO on 
Proposal 3, there will be many other voting decisions in this 
upcoming general election.

As Catholics, we are obligated to live out faithful citizen-
ship. The bishops tell us that “responsible citizenship is a vir-
tue, and participation in political life is a moral obligation.”3

But what does faithful citizenship mean? The Church has 
said the lay faithful “are not only bound to penetrate the 
world with a Christian spirit but are also called to be wit-
nesses to Christ in all things in the midst of human society.”4 
That includes participating in political life, and for most 
people, that means exercising the right to vote.

With the November election approaching, we encourage 
all Catholics to be “guided more by our moral convictions 
than by our attachment to a political party or interest group”5 
when discerning their choices to vote. The Church is non-
partisan and “our cause is the defense of human life and dig-
nity and the protection of the weak and vulnerable.”6

Further, living out faithful citizenship requires us to go 
beyond cable news networks and social media feeds. To 
truly cast an informed vote, we must make the intentional 
effort to become informed on Catholic social teaching with 
regard to policy issues and where candidates and ballot pro-
posals stand on those policy issues.

The U.S. bishops have said it is “essential” that Catholics 
are “guided by a well-formed conscience that recognizes that 
all issues do not carry the same moral weight,” and in par-
ticular, “the moral obligation to oppose policies promoting 
intrinsically evil acts has a special claim on our consciences 
and our actions.”7

The decision on whom to vote for “should take into ac-
count a candidate’s commitments, character, integrity, and 
ability to influence a given issue.”8 Ultimately, the decision is 

“to be made by each Catholic guided by a conscience formed 
by Catholic moral teaching.”9

Consider the following broad themes of Catholic mor-
al teaching that serve as a framework for Catholics to form 
their consciences prior to voting. There are also questions 
that accompany these themes to help Catholics make deci-
sions on candidates and ballot issues.

 D I G N I T Y  O F  H U M A N  L I F E 

“Every human being has a right to life, the fundamental right 
that makes all other rights possible”10

• Does the candidate or the ballot issue promote poli-
cies that affirm the dignity of all human life?

• Does the candidate or the ballot issue stand opposed 
to policies that allow the deliberate taking of inno-
cent human life?

• Is the candidate consistent in his or her support for 
all human life from conception to natural death?

• Is the candidate committed to policies to reduce vio-
lence of every kind, and in particular, gun violence in 
our schools and in our communities?

• Is the candidate committed to condemning racism 
and working to root it out of societal structures?

 M A R R I AG E  &  FA M I LY 

“The family—based on marriage between a man and a 
woman—is the first and fundamental unit of society and is a 
sanctuary for the creation and nurturing of children. It 
should be defended and strengthened, not redefined, un-
dermined, or further distorted.”11

• Does the candidate 
support policies that 
affirm the truth of 
marriage and policies 
that strengthen and 
encourage it?

• Does the candidate 
support policies that serve the needs of families, and 
in particular, children?

• Does the candidate support policies to encourage 
employers to compensate workers enough to ade-
quately support their families?

• Does the candidate support policies to assist poor 
families to allow them to live in dignity and to create 
opportunities for economic security?
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 S E RV I N G  T H E  P O O R  &  V U L N E R A B L E 

“When we meet a person truly in need, do we see the face 
of God?” —Pope Francis

• Does the candidate 
display a priority for 
keeping the poor and 
vulnerable in mind?

• Does the candidate 
support policies to 
reduce poverty and 
dependency?

• Does the candidate 
support expanding 
access to affordable housing?

• Does the candidate’s policy stances indicate that he or 
she considers affordable and accessible healthcare a 
fundamental human right?

• Does the candidate support working for compre-
hensive immigration reform that offers a path to 
citizenship, treats immigrant workers fairly, prevents 
the separation of families, maintains the integrity of 
our borders, respects the rule of law, and addresses 
the factors that compel people to leave their own 
countries?

 R E L I G I O U S  L I B E R T Y 

“In all contexts, its basic contours are the same: it is the ‘im-
mun[ity] from coercion on the part of individuals or of social 
groups and of any human power, in such ways that no one 
is to be forced to act in a manner contrary to his own beliefs, 
whether privately or publicly, whether alone or in associa-
tion with others, within due limits.’”12

• Does the candidate 
oppose efforts to 
force people working 
for religious institu-
tions to violate their 
consciences?

• Does the candidate 
support religious insti-
tutions’ right to serve 
according to their 
sincerely held beliefs?

• Does the candidate oppose efforts to require religious 
institutions to compromise their moral or religious 
convictions to participate in government programs?

 E D U C AT I O N 

“Parents—the first and most important educators—have a 
fundamental right to choose the education best suited to the 
needs of their children.”13

• Does the candidate support policies allowing parents 
to choose education for their children, including 
policies that encourage and support a variety of edu-
cation options?

 C R I M I N A L  J U S T I C E 

“An ethic of responsibility, rehabilitation, and restoration 
should be a foundation for the reform of our broken crim-
inal justice system.”14

• Does the candidate support policies aimed at just-
ly reducing the prison population, helping people 
leaving prison to reintegrate into their communities, 
combating recidivism, promoting just sentencing 
reform, and strengthening relationships between the 
police and the communities they serve?

 C A R E  F O R  C R E AT I O N 

“Living our vocation to be protectors of God’s handiwork is 
essential to a life of virtue; it is not an optional or a second-
ary aspect of our Christian experience.”15

• Does the candidate 
recognize protecting 
the land, water, and air 
we share as a duty of 
stewardship?

• Does the candidate 
support policies to 
protect Michigan’s 
natural resources?

The information in this guide relies pri-
marily on Forming Consciences for Faithful 
Citizenship, a document produced and oc-
casionally updated by the U.S. Conference 
of Catholic Bishops (USCCB). The full docu-
ment can be found at the USCCB website at cthl.cc/fcfc. ■
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Proposal 3 at 
a Glance

Proposal 3 would allow:

• Abortion at any time in pregnancy for any reason.
• Children to undergo abortion or sterilizing transgender 

procedures without their parents’ consent.
• Elimination of the state’s partial-birth abortion ban and 

late-term abortion ban.
• Anyone to perform an abortion—even those without a 

medical license
• Abortion providers to be shielded from consequences 

for injuring or killing women.
• Elimination of all current health and safety regulations on 

abortion clinics.

Help Defeat 
Proposal 3

• Vote NO, either in person on Tuesday, November 8, or 
by absentee ballot beforehand.

• Check your voter registration status and 
learn how to vote properly by visiting 
the Michigan Voter Information Center 
at mvic.sos.state.mi.us.

• Encourage your relatives, friends, 
coworkers, and parishioners to register to vote for the 
election and vote NO on this proposal.

• Pray that the outcome of election may be one that will 
protect and uphold the dignity of human life.

GE T  INVOLVED  WITH  THE 
NO  ON  3  C A MPAIGN

To volunteer for the Vote No on Proposal 3 
campaign, receive updates, and donate mon-
ey to defeat this dangerous amendment, visit 
supportmiwomenandchildren.org.

1. Forming Consciences for Faithful Citizenship (FCFC), USCCB, 
No. 49. 2. FCFC, No. 64. 3. FCFC, No. 13. 4. Second Vatican 
Council, Gaudium et Spes, No. 43, as cited in Faithful Citizenship. 5. FCFC, 
No. 14. 6. FCFC, No. 58. 7. FCFC, No. 37. 8. FCFC, No. 37. 9. FCFC, 
No. 37. 10. FCFC, No. 49. 11. FCFC, No. 46. 12. Dignitatis Humanae, 
No. 2. 13. FCFC, No. 82. 14. FCFC, No. 84. 15. Laudato Si, No. 217.
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To stay up to date on the campaign to 
defeat Proposal 3, as well as other issues 
important to your Catholic faith, join the 
Catholic Advocacy Network. It is a 
free online service provided by Michigan 
Catholic Conference and an easy way to 
put your faith into action. Learn more by 
scanning the QR code.
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