
 

 

Statewide Catholic Action Plan to Defeat Proposal 3 
 

September 14, 2022 
 

Dear Pastor/Pastoral Administrator/Deacon:  
 

 On Tuesday, November 8, Catholics across the state will have the opportunity of a lifetime to defeat a 

proposal that would impose unregulated abortion-on-demand on the people of Michigan.  Voters will be asked if 

the state constitution should be amended to create a right to abortion throughout pregnancy with no regulations, no 

opportunity for the legislature to change the law, and no limitations on who can obtain an abortion from any person, 

at any time, without consequences. The question appears on the ballot as Proposal 3.  Catholic engagement is 

necessary to defeat this proposal and its grave consequences. 
 

 To witness to and uphold the right to life in this state, and to prevent the abortion industry from turning 

Michigan into the pro-abortion capital of the country, Michigan Catholic Conference, in collaboration with the 

seven dioceses in the state, has launched a statewide Catholic Action Plan to defeat Proposal 3.  
 

Every parish in Michigan is asked to engage in this effort, to distribute 

educational materials, and to encourage a No vote on Proposal 3. 
 

The statewide Catholic Action Plan is designed to assist you and your parish staff with running an 

educational effort over a seven-week period leading up to the election, starting the weekend of September 24/25, to 

encourage Catholics to vote against Proposal 3.  Enclosed you will find from MCC:  
 

• FOCUS: Protect Life: Vote No on 

Proposal 3  

• Questions and Answers about Proposal 3 

• They Say/We Respond Document 

• Prayer Card 
 

• Suggested Pulpit Announcements 

• Suggested Prayers of the Faithful  

• 7-week Preaching Guide 

• One Page Overview of Proposal 3 

• Suggested Parish Action Plan 

 

These resources can be copied and used as needed.  Your diocesan communications and pro-life offices 

will provide additional resources to support the Church’s opposition to Proposal 3.  MCC is also leading the official 

ballot question committee with Right to Life of Michigan to defeat the proposal.  The group is called Citizens to 

Support MI Women and Children.  MCC encourages your support of this coalition of pro-life professionals and 

organizations; their website is supportmiwomenandchildren.org.  
 

As highlighted in our 2022 Election Year Guidelines for Catholic Parishes and Organizations pamphlet 

sent in July, Catholic organizations and clergy can speak against a ballot proposal and encourage a No vote 

without limitations.  It is your right to do so.  Lastly, I encourage you to use the enclosed form to order additional 

copies of MCC’s FOCUS publication and prayer cards at no-cost to distribute within the parish.  
 

With gratitude for your service to the people of God and participation in this immense effort, I am  
 

Sincerely,  

      
Paul A. Long 

President and CEO 





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.

Protect Life
VOTE  NO  ON  PROPOSAL  3

What You Need to Know 
About Proposal 3

Responding to Arguments 
Made for Proposal 3

The Rest of the Ballot: The Faithful 
Citizen’s Approach to Voting

C o n f e r e n c e

Michigan
Catholicfocus

VOL. 50, FALL 2022

IN THIS ISSUE



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.

 
Find Michigan Catholic Conference  

on Facebook, Twitter, and at micatholic.org
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      October 10, 2022  
Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ,   
 

Peace be with you! As bishops and teachers of the Catholic faith, we continually proclaim that all human life is 
sacred and a gift from God. The teachings of our faith regard the dignity of human life as the foundation of a moral 
society and the right to life as the fundamental right upon which all other human rights depend.  
 

As citizens and pastors in Michigan, we call your attention to an immense threat to the dignity of human life on this 
November’s ballot: Michigan voters are being asked to consider Proposal 3, the most extreme proposal concerning 
abortion this state or country has ever seen. We urge you to vote No. 
 

Based on an analysis of the proposal and ballot summary language, it is clear this proposed amendment to the state 
constitution intends to:  
 

• Repeal existing laws requiring informed consent for abortion and parental consent requirements for teens 
seeking abortion. 

• Repeal existing laws requiring abortion clinics to be licensed and inspected for health and safety reasons.   
• Allow anyone to perform an abortion and prohibit any legal consequences if a woman is harmed. 
• Allow for late-term abortions due to an undefined mental health exemption in the proposal.  
• Define viability to apply only to children who can survive without extraordinary medical care.   

 

Last, because the amendment also extends the “right to sterilization” to any individual regardless of age, a minor 
would be allowed to seek sterilizing drugs or gender-changing procedures, in addition to abortion, without parental 
knowledge or consent.  
 

Let us be clear: If Proposal 3 passes, there would be no real limits on abortion or sterilization procedures in 
Michigan, outside of an individual’s voluntary consent. And no matter how one feels about abortion, this proposed 
amendment goes well beyond what was allowed under Roe vs. Wade. The proposal would also change our state 
constitution, which is much more consequential than any law. We urge you to read the proposed amendment and 
focus on the language. Words matter, particularly as they relate to constitutional amendments. Visit 
www.micatholic.org/Proposal3 for more information and to read the proposal. For the reasons mentioned here,  
 

We strongly urge you to Vote NO on Proposal 3. 
 

We cannot create a world where abortion is unthinkable without also creating a world in which all families receive 
the support they need. In addition to opposing Proposal 3, we call for your renewed dedication to supporting women 
in need who may find themselves involved in difficult pregnancies or crisis situations. With prayer, compassion 
and material support, the Catholic Church — through its agencies and lay faithful — must be willing to walk with 
women in need to support them, their children, and their families – before, during and after pregnancy.  
 

Let us come together to protect human life and promote the dignity of women and children by voting NO on 
Proposal 3. Please encourage others to do so as well. Thank you for your witness to the sanctity of all life. God 
bless you and your loved ones.  
 

With you in Christ, 
 

Most Rev. Allen H. Vigneron 
Archbishop of Detroit 

 

Most Rev. Earl A. Boyea  Most Rev. Paul J. Bradley  Most Rev. John F. Doerfler 
Bishop of Lansing   Bishop of Kalamazoo   Bishop of Marquette 
 

Most Rev. Robert D. Gruss  Most Rev. Jeffrey J. Walsh  Most Rev. David J. Walkowiak 
Bishop of Saginaw   Bishop of Gaylord   Bishop of Grand Rapids 
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Almighty ever-living God, 
you bestow the gift of life 
as you form each of us in our mother’s womb.

Look on our nation, state, and community
and awaken in every heart 
reverence for life.

Protect our state from unjust laws.
In your Name, bring to defeat

every attack against the sacredness of life. 
Safeguard the rights of parents,

whom you have entrusted 
with the care and formation of their children.  

Help all who believe in Jesus
to proclaim the Gospel of Life to their neighbors.

Dispel every anxiety and fear.
Strengthen the bond between parents and their unborn child.

May mothers and fathers accept and nurture the gift of life 
made in your image and likeness.     

Our Lady, Queen of the Family, pray for us!
St. Michael the Archangel, pray for us!
St. Joseph, Protector of the Unborn, pray for us!

Prayer for Life and Right Laws



 
 
 

FOCUS & PRAYER CARD ORDER F0RM  
 

Help to Educate Catholics and Defeat Proposal 3  
by Distributing Prayer Card & MCC’s FOCUS Publication 

 
To receive additional copies of FOCUS and prayer cards at no cost please send the 
information below to kmay@micatholic.org. You may scan and email this 
document or paste the information in the body of your email.  
 
 
Parish Name:           
 
 
Pastor:            
 
 
Parish Address:           
 
 
City/Zip Code:           
 
 
 
Number of FOCUS Copies Requested:      
 
Number of Prayer Cards Requested:      

mailto:kmay@micatholic.org


Vote NO on 
Proposal 3

DEFE AT  THE  ANY THING  GOES 
ABORTION  A MENDMENT

This November election, the Catholic bishops in Michigan are 
urging all Michiganders to vote NO on Proposal 3. The measure 
would add an amendment to the state constitution to:

•	 Legalize abortion at any time in pregnancy for 
any reason.

•	 Allow abortions to be performed by anyone, even those 
without a medical license.

•	 Allow any person to help teens obtain abortions without 
their parents knowing.

•	 Protect abortion providers from penalties for killing or 
injuring a woman during an abortion.

•	 Revoke state law that requires abortion facilities to be 
licensed and inspected.

•	 Require taxpayers to pay for abortions.

This amendment allows abortion for:

•	 ANY ONE: any age…including minors
•	 ANY TIME: up to the moment of birth…and beyond birth
•	 ANY WHERE: in a medical facility…or any other location

Vote NO
•	 On legal abortion through all nine months of pregnancy 

for any reason.
•	 On anyone performing abortions.
•	 On ending parental consent for teenage abortions.
•	 On allowing legal immunity for medical and non-medical 

abortionists.

Help Defeat 
Proposal 3

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

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

•	 Encourage your relatives, friends, coworkers, and parish-
ioners to register to vote 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 
VOTE  NO  C A MPAIGN

To volunteer, receive updates, and make a do-
nation to ensure there are enough resources 
to defeat this dangerous amendment, visit the 
website for Citizens to Support MI Women 
& Children—the official campaign to defeat 
the anything goes abortion amendment—at 
supportmiwomenandchildren.org

C o n f e r e n c e

Michigan
Catholic

http://mvic.sos.state.mi.us
https://supportmiwomenandchildren.org
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Suggested Prayers of the Faithful 
Through Election Day

For the Church, that we may bear joyful witness that each 
human life comes from God, belongs to God, and is meant 
to return to God, we pray to the Lord.

For all public officials, that the Holy Spirit would inspire 
them to enact laws that defend and promote the right to life 
of all human beings, especially those not yet born; we pray 
to the Lord.

For those working to build a culture of life where every per-
son is welcomed as a gift from God, may they be strength-
ened through the grace of Christ; we pray to the Lord.

For all couples facing an unexpected pregnancy, may the 
Lord give them hope and love for their child; we pray to 
the Lord.

For all pregnant mothers who are alone and afraid: may they 
know that Jesus is with them through the accompaniment of 
friends and family, we pray to the Lord.

For all who have suffered from the traumatic effects of abor-
tion: that they may find peace in the love of Jesus Christ and 
be guided by hope to seek refuge in His mercy; we pray to 
the Lord.

For our parish community: that we will offer our hearts, 
minds, and hands to God to be His instruments in welcom-
ing and supporting all expectant parents who find them-
selves alone or afraid, we pray to the Lord.

ADDITIONAL  SOURCE  FOR  PR AYERS  OF  THE  FAITHFUL
 

usccb.org/about/pro-life-activities/respect-life-program/upload/Respect-Life-Month-Intercessions-for-Life.pdf

C o n f e r e n c e
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Suggested Pulpit Announcements 
Regarding Abortion Proposal

Note: Each of these announcements direct parishioners to the 
parish website or bulletin for more information. Please be sure 
to include information on the campaign at the parish website or 
bulletin for the week that the announcement is made. The cam-
paign website can be found at the following QR code:

 

supportmiwomenandchildren.org

The Catholic bishops in Michigan are calling on all Catho-
lics to vote no on Proposal 3 on the November election bal-
lot. The proposal would create a constitutional amendment 
to allow for unlimited, unregulated abortion throughout all 
of pregnancy. For more information about the proposal and 
how to help defeat it, please see our parish bulletin/website 
for how to connect with the official vote no campaign.

The Catholic dioceses and bishops in Michigan are calling 
on all Catholics to vote no on Proposal 3 on the November 
election ballot. The proposal would take away parental 
consent requirements and allow children to get abortions 
or undergo sterilization without their parents’ consent or 
knowledge. For more information about the proposal and 
how to help defeat it, please see our parish bulletin/website 
for how to connect with the official vote no campaign.

The Catholic bishops and dioceses in Michigan are calling 
on all Catholics to vote no on Proposal 3 on the November 
election ballot. The proposal would allow any person to 
perform an abortion—not just doctors or physicians—and 
would remove any legal consequences for anyone who 
conducts a botched abortion. For more information about 
the proposal and how to help defeat it, please see our par-
ish bulletin/website for how to connect with the official vote 
no campaign.

The Catholic bishops in Michigan together with all the dio-
ceses in this state are calling on all Catholics to vote no on 
Proposal 3 on the November election ballot. The proposal 
would force taxpayers to fund abortions and would revoke 
the rights of medical personnel who refuse to provide abor-
tions. For more information about the proposal and how to 
help defeat it, please see our parish bulletin/website for 
how to connect with the official vote no campaign.

The Catholic bishops in Michigan together with the dio-
ceses in this state are calling on all Catholics to vote no on 
Proposal 3 on the November election ballot. The proposal 
would prevent the state legislature from enacting any health 
or safety regulations on abortion providers and allow abor-
tion providers to conduct an abortion on a child without the 
parent’s knowledge or permission. For more information 
about the proposal and how to help defeat it, please see our 
parish bulletin/website for how to connect with the official 
vote no campaign.

The Catholic bishops in Michigan together with the dio-
ceses in this state are calling on all Catholics to vote no on 
Proposal 3 on the November election ballot. This would al-
low abortion up to the moment of birth for practically any 
reason. For more information about the proposal and how 
to help defeat it, please see our parish bulletin/website for 
how to connect with the official vote no campaign.

The Catholic bishops in Michigan together with the dio-
ceses in this state are calling on all Catholics to vote no on 
Proposal 3 on the November election ballot. The proposal 
would give legal immunity to a school worker or anyone 
who helps a teen get an abortion without the parents’ con-
sent. For more information about the proposal and how to 
help defeat it, please see our parish bulletin/website for 
how to connect with the official vote no campaign.

C o n f e r e n c e

Michigan
Catholic

http://supportmiwomenandchildren.org 




FULL TEXT OF PROPOSAL 3 

AMENDMENT TO THE MICHIGAN CONSTITUTION 

 

 

Article 1, Section 28 Right to Reproductive Freedom  

 

(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, including 

but not limited to prenatal care, childbirth, postpartum care, contraception, sterilization, 

abortion care, miscarriage management, and infertility care.  

 

An individual’s right to reproductive freedom shall not be denied, burdened, nor 

infringed upon unless justified by a compelling state interest achieved by the least 

restrictive means. 

  

Notwithstanding the above, the state may regulate the provision of abortion care after 

fetal viability, provided that in no circumstance shall the state prohibit an abortion that, 

in the professional judgment 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 enforcement of this fundamental 

right.  

 

(3) The state shall not penalize, prosecute, or otherwise take adverse action against an 

individual based on their actual, potential, perceived, or alleged pregnancy outcomes, 

including but not limited to miscarriage, stillbirth, or abortion. Nor shall the state 

penalize, prosecute, 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.  

 

(4) For the purposes of this section:  

 

A state interest is “compelling” only if it is for the limited purpose of protecting the 

health of an individual seeking care, consistent with accepted clinical standards 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 judgment 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 application 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. 





1
	

By
 u

si
ng

 th
e 

w
or

d 
“i

nd
iv

id
ua

l”
 a

nd
 

no
t l

im
iti

ng
 it

 to
 a

du
lts

, t
hi

s 
fu

nd
a-

m
en

ta
l r

ig
ht

 to
 a

bo
rt

io
n,

 s
te

ril
iz

at
io

n,
 

co
nt

ra
ce

pt
io

n 
an

d 
m

or
e 

w
ou

ld
 a

pp
ly

 
to

 c
hi

ld
re

n.

2
	

Th
is

 p
ro

po
sa

l i
s 

a 
co

ns
tit

ut
io

na
l 

am
en

dm
en

t, 
m

ak
in

g 
it 

m
or

e 
di

ffi
cu

lt 
to

 c
ha

ng
e 

or
 o

ve
rt

ur
n 

in
 th

e 
fu

tu
re

.

3
	

C
hi

ld
re

n 
w

ou
ld

 a
ls

o 
ha

ve
 a

 ri
gh

t t
o 

se
ek

 s
te

ril
iz

at
io

n 
an

d 
co

nt
ra

ce
pt

iv
es

.

4
	

Th
e 

rig
ht

 to
 re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
fre

ed
om

 
w

ou
ld

 b
e 

ne
ar

ly
 im

po
ss

ib
le

 to
 re

st
ric

t 
or

 re
gu

la
te

.

5
	

U
nd

er
 M

ic
hi

ga
n 

la
w

, a
 “

he
al

th
 c

ar
e 

pr
of

es
si

on
al

” 
in

cl
ud

es
 d

en
tis

ts
, a

cu
-

pu
nc

tu
ris

ts
, m

as
sa

ge
 th

er
ap

is
ts

, c
ou

n-
se

lo
rs

 a
nd

 m
or

e.
 In

 th
e 

am
en

dm
en

t, 
he

al
th

 c
ar

e 
pr

of
es

si
on

al
s 

ar
e 

gi
ve

n 
th

e 
ab

ili
ty

 to
 a

pp
ro

ve
 a

 la
te

-te
rm

 a
bo

rt
io

n.

6
	

Th
is

 s
ec

tio
n 

ap
pe

ar
s 

to
 re

st
ric

t l
at

e-
te

rm
 a

bo
rt

io
n,

 b
ut

 it
 in

cl
ud

es
 a

 m
en

ta
l 

he
al

th
 e

xc
ep

tio
n,

 s
o 

th
at

 a
 m

ot
he

r 
co

ul
d 

ci
te

 a
nx

ie
ty

 o
n 

he
r d

ue
 d

at
e 

as
 

a 
re

as
on

 fo
r g

et
tin

g 
an

 a
bo

rt
io

n 
an

d 
a 

“h
ea

lth
 c

ar
e 

pr
of

es
si

on
al

” 
co

ul
d 

ag
re

e.
 

Th
is

 w
ou

ld
 a

llo
w

 fo
r a

bo
rt

io
ns

 to
 h

ap
-

pe
n 

at
 a

ny
 p

oi
nt

 a
nd

 fo
r a

ny
 re

as
on

.

7
	

Th
is

 w
ou

ld
 e

nd
 th

e 
st

at
e 

ba
n 

on
 u

si
ng

 
ta

xp
ay

er
 d

ol
la

rs
 to

 fu
nd

 a
bo

rt
io

ns
, b

e-
ca

us
e 

th
at

 w
ou

ld
 b

e 
se

en
 a

s 
th

e 
st

at
e 

di
sc

rim
in

at
in

g 
ag

ai
ns

t t
he

 fu
nd

am
en

-
ta

l r
ig

ht
 to

 a
bo

rt
io

n.

8
	

Th
e 

va
gu

e 
te

rm
 “

so
m

eo
ne

” 
m

ea
ns

 
an

yo
ne

, i
nc

lu
di

ng
 s

om
eo

ne
 w

ho
 is

 n
ot

 
a 

do
ct

or
, c

ou
ld

 p
er

fo
rm

 a
n 

ab
or

tio
n 

an
d 

th
is

 s
ec

tio
n 

ba
rs

 th
e 

st
at

e 
fro

m
 

pr
os

ec
ut

in
g 

if 
th

at
 s

om
eo

ne
 h

ur
ts

 th
e 

w
om

an
 in

 th
e 

ab
or

tio
n.

9
	

A
ny

 a
bo

rt
io

n 
re

st
ric

tio
n 

w
ou

ld
 n

ee
d 

to
 p

as
s 

th
re

e 
te

st
s:

 It
 m

us
t p

ro
te

ct
 

th
e 

he
al

th
 o

f t
he

 p
er

so
n 

se
ek

in
g 

ca
re

, 
be

 c
on

si
st

en
t w

ith
 a

cc
ep

te
d 

cl
in

ic
al

 
st

an
da

rd
s 

of
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

an
d 

no
t i

nf
rin

ge
 

on
 th

e 
pe

rs
on

’s
 a

ut
on

om
ou

s 
de

ci
-

si
on

-m
ak

in
g.

 T
he

 la
st

 p
ar

t i
s 

ke
y 

– 
m

os
t 

la
w

s 
in

fri
ng

e 
on

 a
 p

er
so

n’
s 

au
to

no
-

m
ou

s 
de

ci
si

on
-m

ak
in

g,
 m

ea
ni

ng
 a

ny
 

la
w

 re
st

ric
tin

g 
ab

or
tio

n 
w

ou
ld

 n
ot

 
be

 a
llo

w
ed

.

10
	

Fe
ta

l v
ia

bi
lit

y 
is

 th
e 

po
in

t w
he

n 
a 

ba
by

 
co

ul
d 

su
rv

iv
e 

ou
ts

id
e 

th
e 

w
om

b.
 T

hi
s 

am
en

dm
en

t i
ns

te
ad

 m
ak

es
 it

 b
as

ed
 

on
 th

e 
pr

of
es

si
on

al
 ju

dg
em

en
t o

f t
he

 
“h

ea
lth

 c
ar

e 
pr

of
es

si
on

al
,”

 th
e 

pa
rt

ic
u-

la
r f

ac
ts

 o
f t

he
 c

as
e,

 a
nd

 w
he

th
er

 th
er

e 
is

 “
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

 li
ke

lih
oo

d”
 th

e 
ba

by
 

w
ou

ld
 s

ur
vi

ve
 w

ith
ou

t “
ex

tr
ao

rd
in

ar
y 

m
ed

ic
al

 m
ea

su
re

s.
” 

A
ny

 p
re

m
at

ur
e 

ba
by

 n
ee

di
ng

 a
tte

nt
io

n 
in

 th
e 

N
IC

U
 

aft
er

 b
irt

h 
w

ou
ld

 n
ot

 m
ee

t t
hi

s 
st

an
-

da
rd

, a
nd

 if
 a

 h
ea

lth
 c

ar
e 

pr
of

es
si

on
al

 
ag

re
ed

 a
nd

 th
e 

m
ot

he
r c

on
se

nt
ed

, 
a 

N
IC

U
 p

re
m

at
ur

e 
ba

by
 c

ou
ld

 b
e 

de
ni

ed
 li

fe
-s

av
in

g 
ca

re
 u

nd
er

 th
is

 
pr

op
os

al
.

W
h

er
e 

D
o

es
 It

 S
ay

 T
h

at
?

A
N

 E
XP

LA
IN

ER
 O

N
 T

H
E 

D
A

N
G

ER
S 

O
F 

PR
O

PO
SA

L 
3

A
rt

ic
le

 1
, S

ec
tio

n 
28

 R
ig

ht
 to

 R
ep

ro
du

ct
iv

e 
Fr

ee
do

m

(1
)	

Ev
er

y 
in

di
vi

du
al

 
1

 h
as

 a
 fu

nd
am

en
ta

l r
ig

ht
 

2
 to

 re
pr

od
uc

tiv
e 

fr
ee

do
m

, 
w

hi
ch

 e
nt

ai
ls 

th
e 

rig
ht

 to
 m

ak
e 

an
d 

eff
ec

tu
at

e 
de

ci
sio

ns
 a

bo
ut

 a
ll 

m
at

te
rs

 
re

la
tin

g 
to

 p
re

gn
an

cy
, i

nc
lu

di
ng

 b
ut

 n
ot

 li
m

ite
d 

to
 p

re
na

ta
l c

ar
e, 

ch
ild

bi
rt

h,
 

po
st

pa
rt

um
 c

ar
e, 

co
nt

ra
ce

pt
io

n,
 s

te
ril

iz
at

io
n,

 
3

 a
bo

rt
io

n 
ca

re
, m

isc
ar

-
ria

ge
 m

an
ag

em
en

t, 
an

d 
in

fe
rt

ili
ty

 c
ar

e.

A
n 

in
di

vi
du

al
’s 

rig
ht

 t
o 

re
pr

od
uc

tiv
e 

fr
ee

do
m

 s
ha

ll 
no

t 
be

 d
en

ie
d,

 b
ur

-
de

ne
d,

 n
or

 in
fr

in
ge

d 
4

 u
po

n 
un

le
ss

 ju
st

ifi
ed

 b
y a

 co
m

pe
lli

ng
 st

at
e i

nt
er

es
t 

ac
hi

ev
ed

 b
y 

th
e 

le
as

t r
es

tr
ic

tiv
e 

m
ea

ns
.

N
ot

w
ith

st
an

di
ng

 th
e a

bo
ve

, t
he

 st
at

e m
ay

 re
gu

la
te

 th
e p

ro
vi

sio
n 

of
 ab

or
tio

n 
ca

re
 a

fte
r 

fe
ta

l v
ia

bi
lit

y, 
pr

ov
id

ed
 t

ha
t 

in
 n

o 
ci

rc
um

st
an

ce
 s

ha
ll 

th
e 

st
at

e 
pr

oh
ib

it 
an

 a
bo

rt
io

n 
th

at
, i

n 
th

e 
pr

of
es

sio
na

l j
ud

gm
en

t 
of

 a
n 

at
te

nd
in

g 
he

al
th

 c
ar

e 
pr

of
es

sio
na

l, 
5

 is
 m

ed
ic

al
ly

 in
di

ca
te

d 
to

 p
ro

te
ct

 t
he

 li
fe

 o
r 

ph
ys

ic
al

 o
r m

en
ta

l h
ea

lth
 

6
 o

f t
he

 p
re

gn
an

t i
nd

iv
id

ua
l.

(2
)	

Th
e 

st
at

e 
sh

al
l n

ot
 d

isc
rim

in
at

e 
in

 t
he

 p
ro

te
ct

io
n 

or
 e

nf
or

ce
m

en
t o

f t
hi

s 
fu

nd
am

en
ta

l r
ig

ht
. 

7

(3
)	

Th
e 

st
at

e 
sh

al
l n

ot
 p

en
al

iz
e, 

pr
os

ec
ut

e, 
or

 o
th

er
w

ise
 t

ak
e 

ad
ve

rs
e 

ac
tio

n 
ag

ai
ns

t a
n 

in
di

vi
du

al
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

th
ei

r a
ct

ua
l, 

po
te

nt
ia

l, 
pe

rc
ei

ve
d,

 o
r a

lle
ge

d 
pr

eg
na

nc
y 

ou
tc

om
es

, i
nc

lu
di

ng
 b

ut
 n

ot
 li

m
ite

d 
to

 m
isc

ar
ria

ge
, s

til
lb

irt
h,

 o
r 

ab
or

tio
n.

 N
or

 sh
al

l t
he

 st
at

e 
pe

na
liz

e, 
pr

os
ec

ut
e, 

or
 o

th
er

w
ise

 ta
ke

 a
dv

er
se

 
ac

tio
n 

ag
ai

ns
t s

om
eo

ne
 fo

r a
id

in
g 

or
 as

sis
tin

g 
a p

re
gn

an
t i

nd
iv

id
ua

l i
n 

ex
er

-
ci

sin
g 

th
ei

r r
ig

ht
 to

 re
pr

od
uc

tiv
e f

re
ed

om
 w

ith
 th

ei
r v

ol
un

ta
ry

 co
ns

en
t. 

8

(4
)	

Fo
r t

he
 p

ur
po

se
s o

f t
hi

s s
ec

tio
n:

A
 s

ta
te

 in
te

re
st

 is
 “c

om
pe

lli
ng

” 
on

ly
 if

 it
 is

 fo
r 

th
e 

lim
ite

d 
pu

rp
os

e 
of

 p
ro

-
te

ct
in

g 
th

e 
he

al
th

 o
f a

n 
in

di
vi

du
al

 s
ee

ki
ng

 c
ar

e, 
co

ns
ist

en
t w

ith
 a

cc
ep

te
d 

cl
in

ic
al

 s
ta

nd
ar

ds
 o

f p
ra

ct
ic

e 
an

d 
ev

id
en

ce
-b

as
ed

 m
ed

ic
in

e, 
an

d 
do

es
 n

ot
 

in
fr

in
ge

 o
n 

th
at

 in
di

vi
du

al
’s 

au
to

no
m

ou
s d

ec
isi

on
-m

ak
in

g.
 

9

“F
et

al
 v

ia
bi

lit
y”

 m
ea

ns
: t

he
 p

oi
nt

 in
 p

re
gn

an
cy

 w
he

n,
 in

 t
he

 p
ro

fe
ss

io
na

l 
ju

dg
m

en
t o

f a
n 

at
te

nd
in

g 
he

al
th

 c
ar

e 
pr

of
es

sio
na

l a
nd

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
th

e 
pa

rt
ic

-
ul

ar
 fa

ct
s o

f t
he

 ca
se

, t
he

re
 is

 a 
sig

ni
fic

an
t l

ik
el

ih
oo

d 
of

 th
e f

et
us

’s 
su

st
ai

ne
d 

su
rv

iv
al

 o
ut

sid
e 

th
e 

ut
er

us
 w

ith
ou

t t
he

 a
pp

lic
at

io
n 

of
 e

xt
ra

or
di

na
ry

 m
ed

i-
ca

l m
ea

su
re

s. 
10

(5
)	

Th
is 

se
ct

io
n 

sh
al

l b
e s

el
f-

ex
ec

ut
in

g.
 A

ny
 p

ro
vi

sio
n 

of
 th

is 
se

ct
io

n 
he

ld
 in

va
l-

id
 sh

al
l b

e 
se

ve
ra

bl
e 

fr
om

 th
e 

re
m

ai
ni

ng
 p

or
tio

ns
 o

f t
hi

s s
ec

tio
n.

C
o

n
f

e
r

e
n

c
e

M
ic

h
ig

a
n

C
at

h
o
li

c





 An Analysis of Proposal 3’s Extreme 
Constitutional Amendment

 P R O P O S E D  C O N S T I T U T I O N A L  T E X T   A N A LYS I S 

“An individual’s right to reproductive freedom shall not be de-
nied, burdened, nor infringed upon unless justified by a com-
pelling state interest achieved by the least restrictive means.”

This amendment specifically defines a compelling state in-
terest, which would severely restrict any possible abortion 
law or regulation.

“Every individual has a fundamental right to reproductive free-
dom, which entails the right to make and effectuate decisions 
about all matters relating to pregnancy, including but not lim-
ited to prenatal care, childbirth, postpartum care, contracep-
tion, sterilization, abortion care, miscarriage management, 
and infertility care.”

The amendment specifically says it will impact ALL 
matters relating to pregnancy and lists several examples. 
These words have extremely far-reaching consequences. 
The word individual is not defined as to age, meaning the 
provisions in this amendment will apply to children as 
well as adults.

“Notwithstanding 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 judgment of an attending health care profession-
al is medically indicated to protect the life or physical or mental 
health of the pregnant individual.”

This confusing language appears to allow late-term abor-
tion bans, but by introducing a “mental health” excep-
tion, it would allow late-term abortions for practically 
any reason.

Notice that it does not mention doctors, but “health 
care professional,” which under Michigan law, covers 
more than just physicians. For example, a dentist could 
approve a late-term abortion on mental health grounds—
and even perform one with no consequence.

“The state shall not discriminate in the protection or enforce-
ment of this fundamental right.”

If this were to be added to the constitution, the state would 
likely be seen as singling out abortion with its ban on tax-
payer funded abortions through the Medicaid program. 
With this provision, the state would be required to fund 
abortion, sterilization, and unethical infertility measures 
as any other medical procedure.    CO N T I N U E D  ≥ 
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“Nor shall the state penalize, prosecute, or otherwise take ad-
verse action against someone for aiding or assisting a preg-
nant individual in exercising their right to reproductive freedom 
with their voluntary consent.”

This could stop the state from investigating someone who 
assists with any abortion as long as consent is given. A 
school counselor could take a 13-year-old girl to get an 
abortion without telling her parents, and there is nothing 
her parents could legally do when or if they find out. An 
untrained employee at an abortion facility could perform 
an abortion, and health and safety regulators could be 
powerless to address it.

“For the purposes of this section:

A state interest is “compelling” only if it is for the limited pur-
pose of protecting the health of an individual seeking care, 
consistent with accepted clinical standards of practice and 
evidence-based medicine, and does not infringe on that indi-
vidual’s autonomous decision-making.”

This section is likely intended to invalidate the state’s 
pro-life laws. Any existing law related to pregnancy, sex, 
abortion, sterilization, etc. must overcome three separate 
obstacles:

•	 First, the law can only be for the purpose of pro-
tecting “health,” which is not defined.

•	 Second, the law must agree with “accepted clinical 
standards of practice,” which are written by the 
abortion industry itself.

•	 Third, no law on anything related to pregnancy 
can infringe on a person’s “autonomous deci-
sion making.”

This means that the amendment makes a female’s con-
sent the only legal limit on abortion.

“Fetal viability” means: the point in pregnancy when, in the pro-
fessional judgment of an attending health care professional 
and based on the particular facts of the case, there is a signifi-
cant likelihood of the fetus’s sustained survival outside the uter-
us without the application of extraordinary medical measures. 
This section shall be self-executing. Any provision of this section 
held invalid shall be severable from the remaining portions of 
this section.

Fetal viability is usually defined as the point a child can 
survive outside the womb. The amendment changes this 
definition so that any newborn with a significant illness 
could be defined as a non-viable child.  ■

Source: Citizens to Support MI Women and Children: https://supportmiwomenandchildren.org/analysis-of-the-abortion-amendment/ Accessed August 22, 2022.

 P R O P O S E D  C O N S T I T U T I O N A L  T E X T   A N A LYS I S 

“The state shall not penalize, prosecute, or otherwise take ad-
verse action against an individual based on their actual, poten-
tial, perceived, or alleged pregnancy outcomes, including but 
not limited to miscarriage, stillbirth, or abortion.”

This section could stop investigations of infanticides. For 
example, if someone gives birth and then abandons the 
baby in the trash, the state cannot investigate the situation 
because investigation is an “adverse action” against a “per-
ceived pregnancy outcome.”

People do not have a right to kill a newborn baby, but 
this amendment could give them one, and make the state 
enforce it.

https://supportmiwomenandchildren.org/analysis-of-the-abortion-amendment/


Questions and Answers 
Regarding Proposal 3

Q: 	 What would this proposal do?
A:	 This proposal seeks to add an amendment to the Mich-

igan Constitution that would guarantee that abortion is 
legal though all nine months of pregnancy, with no lim-
itations or regulations. Specifically, the proposal would:

•	 Legalize abortion at any time and for any reason.
•	 Allow teens to obtain abortions, contraceptives 

and sterilization without their parents knowing.
•	 Allow abortion to be performed by anyone—

even those without a medical license.

Q:	 How would this change abortion laws in Michigan?
A:	 Michigan has several laws on the books that require pa-

rental consent and informed consent to protect women 
and children, prohibit partial-birth abortion and tax-
payer-funded abortion, and require abortion facilities 
to be licensed and inspected, among others. Under this 
amendment, all of Michigan’s pro-life laws would be re-
voked, and it would be nearly impossible for the Legis-
lature to pass any laws to regulate abortion and protect 
women and children.

Q:	 Why is this amendment being proposed?
A:	 This proposal was launched in anticipation that the U.S. 

Supreme Court would strike down Roe v. Wade. The 
Supreme Court ruling in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s 
Health allowed abortion regulation to return to indi-
vidual state legislatures to decide, yet this amendment 
would take that power away from the Legislature by 
locking unlimited abortion access into the state consti-
tution and blocking laws from regulating abortion.

Q:	 How would passing this amendment compare to 
when Roe v. Wade was in effect?

A:	 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 proposed amendment, those pro-
tections would be gone, and abortion would essentially 
be unrestricted and unregulated.

Q:	 How late into pregnancy would an abortion be 
allowed under this amendment?

A:	 The amendment would allow for abortions all through-
out pregnancy. The amendment appears to allow a 
ban on late-term abortions, but it also provides an 
exception based on the mother’s physical and mental 
health, in addition to protecting the mother’s life. That 
means a late-term abortion could be justified for almost 
any reason.

Q:	 How would Michigan compare to other states if this 
amendment passed?

A:	 According to the pro-abortion Guttmacher Institute, 
Michigan is one of 36 states that require parental in-
volvement 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 re-
quire parental consent, that physicians perform abor-
tions, or a limit to when an abortion can happen in a 
pregnancy, putting Michigan in the minority of states 
in all three categories.

Q:	 Who is pushing this amendment?
A:	 Planned Parenthood and the American Civil Liberties 

Union are the primary backers, with support from their 
national affiliates and out-of-state donors. Gov. Gretch-
en Whitmer and Attorney General Dana Nessel also 
support the proposal.

Q:	 Who is working to defeat the amendment?
A:	 The official group dedicated to defeating the abortion 

proposal is called Citizens to Support MI Women & 
Children. That group is led by Michigan Catholic Con-
ference and Right to Life of Michigan. MCC is working 
with each diocese in the state, who are in turn working 
with their respective parishes, to get the word out to 
every Catholic and encourage them to vote NO and to 
support the opposition to the proposed constitutional 
amendment.  ■
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How to Respond to Myths and 
False Claims About Proposal 3

The following are examples of what supporters may say about 
Proposal 3. Study these responses so that you can help your 
family and friends better understand the consequences of this 
dangerous constitutional amendment.

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

 W E  R E S P O N D    Women already have the right to repro-
ductive 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. Abortion is not reproductive care as it harms 
women mentally and physically and guarantees that of the 
two patients involved, one will die.

 T H E Y  S AY    “This amendment would ensure access to 
abortion and reinstate what was legal under Roe v. Wade”

 W E  R E S P O N D    This amendment would allow abortion for 
any reason, at any point in the pregnancy, for a woman or 
teen at any age, and allow anyone to conduct an abortion 
without legal consequences. Together, that would take abor-
tion regulations far beyond anything that was ever allowed 
under Roe. It also doesn’t solely apply to abortion as, for ex-
ample, a parent would lose consent should a child seek to 
modify his or her biological gender.

 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 when they find out 
what has taken place.    CO N T I N U E D  ≥ 
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 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 pros-
ecuted in Michigan for either of those circumstances. In ad-
dition, the Michigan Supreme Court has ruled that a wom-
an receiving an abortion 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 miscarriages or ecto-
pic pregnancies.”

 W E  R E S P O N D    Abortion is an intentional act to destroy a 
life, whereas 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 cannot survive. Receiv-
ing treatment for an ectopic pregnancy or suffering from a 
miscarriage is not the same as 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    “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 par-
ent her child, there are options to ensure the baby is safe. 
These options include the state’s adoption process or the Safe 
Delivery Law, which allows a mother to surrender her new-
born for adoption, no questions asked.

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

 W E  R E S P O N D    The amendment creates broad excep-
tions to any ban enacted on late-term abortions, including 
for reasons related to mental health. Therefore, a pregnant 
woman could claim that any anxiety or stress she may be 
feeling gives the right to a second or even third-trimester 
abortion.

 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 viability as when a baby 
can survive outside of the womb without “extraordinary 
medical 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 profession-
al,” who does not have to be a licensed physician under the 
amendment language.

 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.

 T H E Y  S AY    “This proposal would not wipe away paren-
tal consent and other health and safety laws that are on 
the books.”

 W E  R E S P O N D    Proposal 3, as described by its own sum-
mary, specifically says that state laws conflicting with this 
amendment will be invalidated. And even if there are open 
questions on the legal interpretation of the abortion pro-
posal, those open questions would need to be settled by the 
courts, meaning years of expensive litigation that will have to 
be funded by taxpayers. If this proposal were to pass, Mich-
igan would immediately become one of the most permissive, 
anything goes abortion jurisdictions in the country.  ■



 
 

Suggested Action Plan for Parishes to Defeat Proposal 3 

 

Below are some suggested strategies for informing the faithful of your parish about Proposal 3 using the 

materials made available by the Diocese and MCC. Please feel free to adopt these strategies or come up 

with your own with the goal of reaching every parishioner with the message to vote no on Proposal 3 by 

the election. For questions, please contact your diocesan communications office. 

Parish Leadership/Pastor 

• Assemble 2-3 parish volunteers who can help coordinate the information distribution efforts. 

• Make a plan to use the parish retreat program for the seven Sundays that run from Sept. 25 to Nov. 

6. 

• Incorporate the provided prayers of the faithful for each of the seven Sundays (perhaps one per 

week) 

• Use the suggested pulpit announcements to notify congregation where to find printed/digital 

informational materials 

• Order prayer cards from MCC and distribute/recite prayer following Masses. 

Information Materials 

• Provide copies of FOCUS, Questions & Answers document, They Say/We Respond document and 

One Page Review of Proposal 3 to parishioners in church gathering spaces, parish office, in church 

bulletins or hand out directly to parishioners as they leave Mass. 

• Provide digital versions of the documents on the parish website and in parish's email 

communications with parishioners. 

• Place campaign logo banner/button on parish website that links to campaign. 

• Acquire yard signs from the campaign and make them available to parishioners, outside the parish 

and school, and around any parish festivals/gatherings this fall. 

Events 

• Using the FOCUS issue and/or other printed materials, host an information night or discussion. 

• For Respect Life Sunday (Oct. 2), make a big visible push against the proposal 

o Play bishop’s video/audio message (if applicable) during homily. 

o Have prayer cards at the end of each pew to recite at the end of each Mass. 

o Pulpit announcement after Mass – urge the faithful to visit campaign website and pray for 

life and mothers in need. 

o Promote MCC and diocesan materials in bulletins, other print mediums as well as 

digital/social/electronic communications. 

o Acquire and distribute yard signs – have parishioners handing them out to people as they 

leave Mass. 
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Proposal 22-3

A proposal to amend the state constitution to establish new individual right to reproductive
freedom, including right to make all decislons about pregnancy and abortion; allow state to

regulate abortion in some cases; and forbid prosecution of individuals exercising
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 ofan
individual, or a person helping a pregnant individual, for exercising rights established by
this amendment;

. Invalidate state laws conflicting with this amendment.

Should this proposal be adopted?

WORDCOUNT:95
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[]No
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We were Created for Such a Time as This 

(Esther 4:14) 

 

 

 

 

A Preaching Plan to Election Day 

on Proposal 3 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



On November 8, 2022, the citizens of Michigan are going to vote on 

Proposal 3, the so-called Reproductive Freedom for All ballot proposal. In 

the past, when issues like this have come before the state, Michigan Catholic 

Conference and the (arch) dioceses in this state have offered a series of 

reflections on the various readings for Sunday Masses during the weeks 

leading up to the vote.  

 

This Anything Goes Abortion Constitutional Amendment, however, is so 

devious and presents such a grave concern for the unborn, pregnant women 

in need, children, and parents, that a different approach is required. This 

packet of material is designed to assist priests and deacons with homily 

preparation in the seven weeks leading up to the general election, starting 

the weekend of September 24/25. This project was undertaken at the 

direction of the seven (arch) diocesan bishops by a team led by Father John 

Riccardo with ACTS XXIX. The goal is that no matter where one attends 

Mass during this time a consistent message will be heard. The themes within 

this homiletics helper are not tied to the weekly readings. While this is most 

unusual, it will be highly effective in raising awareness of this unjust 

proposal.  

 

Each Sunday has a theme and a goal for what those in the pews will take 

away and be able to discern through the week. In addition to this series, 

included within are suggested prayers of the faithful that tie into the 

messages from the homilies. Along with bulletin inserts, and messaging for 

parish websites and social media, the parish can be immersed in the themes 

of the week. By these means, we hope not only to defeat the unjust proposal, 

but to help us think ever more clearly on critical issues facing us as citizens 

of Michigan and disciples of Jesus. 

 

In an earlier time, the effort to defeat Assisted Suicide, Proposal B of 1998, 

was overwhelming. Of Catholics who attended Mass once or more a week, 

92% voted No on that proposal. The outcome of Proposal 3 will have a 

critical impact on the lives of the people of this state for generations. It is 

imperative it be defeated. It is hoped the information provided here will 

assist in another overwhelming effort in support of human dignity and life, 

for, “We were created for such a time as this.” (Esther 4:14)  



Week 1 

Theme: Statewide Focus to Educate, Understand, and Pray 
 

Talking points:  
• What is starting today across the state in every Catholic Church: a 

seven week “retreat” 

• Why we’re doing this extraordinary thing: the November election 

and the Reproductive Freedom for All amendment on the ballot  

• What we’re going to be doing: at every Catholic Church across 

Michigan, we’re going to reflect on a single theme that is related to 

what is in front of us 

• What’s at stake: not simply abortion on demand up until birth, but 

serious attacks on parental rights and other things that we need to be 

aware of 

• Ask the people to make sure we all find the language of this proposal 

and read it through, together with a thorough analysis, so that we 

can understand just how unreasonable it is 

• Call the diocese/parish to fast in some way until the election for the 

defeat of this proposal 

• Invite the diocese/parish to pray the rosary on a given day for the 

same purpose 

• Make clear this is appropriate for us to discuss in Church and reflect 

on together, since these are human issues and we are called to be 

both disciples of Jesus and citizens of this State. 

• Make clear that these things aren’t matters of belief so much as they 

are matters of careful thought; in other words, it’s not as though we 

believe abortion is wrong because we’re Catholic; rather, we think 

abortion is unjust because it is the killing of an innocent human 

being. This doesn’t come from the Catechism; it comes from science 

and medicine. 

 

Goal: 
• The people of the diocese/parish will understand that starting today 

the Church throughout Michigan is doing something most 



extraordinary due to a most important amendment proposal on the 

ballot in November. Calling each of us by virtue of our baptism to 

speak in a united voice in charity, truth, and justice.  

 

 

  



Week 2:  

Theme: Either/or: The critical issue 
 

Story:  
On December 1, 1955, a woman was coming home from work. She took 

the bus. She took the bus every day both to and from work. She was sitting 

in the 11th row, as the first 10 rows were reserved for white people, and 

she wasn’t white. The first ten rows quickly filled up and she was told to 

move by the bus driver. She refused. She was ordered by the bus driver 

and still refused. Finally, the police were called and she was arrested and 

charged, officially, with resisting the orders of a bus driver. Her name was 

Rosa Parks. And so began the Montgomery bus strike and the civil rights 

movement. Today there are streets all across Michigan cities, and 

throughout the country, named for her. What is often not known is how 

much Rosa’s faith motivated what she did. “In the eyes of God,” she said, 

“all people were free and I was going to live like a free person. It was time 

for someone to stand up, or, in my case, to sit down.” Rosa knew it was 

unreasonable to think that skin color made some people of more worth 

and dignity than others. To be sure, as we’ve seen the past few years, we 

still have a very long way to go in this country before we all act 

accordingly, but at least in the stated law injustice has been written out.   

 

Talking points: 
• It’s really a very simply either/or in front of us on abortion. Either 

all human beings are persons or else only some are.  

• Science and medicine, not the Bible and the Catechism, tell us that 

from the moment of conception there is a new human being, with its 

own unique DNA, needing only nutrients and an environment (the 

same things we all do) to continue to grow 

• If the scientific and medical data are so clear that this is a human 

being, how is abortion justified? It’s denied the status of personhood 

• But if personhood isn’t something that all human beings have simply 

because they’re human, that means we are giving raw power to 



someone or other people to arbitrarily determine which human 

beings are and are not human persons. 

• It is reasonable to think that this amendment is an unjust law and a 

dangerous pattern of thinking: what are the criteria after all? Who 

decides those?  

• Why, after all, should we care about the poor? Or the immigrant? Or 

the sick? Or the elderly? Or another race? Because they’re human, 

and all human beings should be considered as persons and have 

rights, most especially the right to life, without which no other right 

has any value. 

• Thus, we have laws and this amendment would imply only some 

human beings are persons under the law  

• Consider alerting parents that next week they may want to take shifts 

if they have younger children coming to Mass, or perhaps step out 

during the homily and listen together afterwards 

 

Goal: 
• Bring to people’s attention that it is a freer, more just and more 

enjoyable place to live where all human beings have the status of 

persons and therefore have rights, most especially the right to life, 

without which no other right makes sense. 

 

 

  



Week 3:  

Theme: Getting beyond the rhetoric 
 

Story:  

Possibly Dr. Bernard Nathanson, co-founder of NARAL and the former 

head of the largest abortion provider in the world. Though he was 

responsible for tens of thousands of abortions, including one of his own 

children, his response to seeing via ultrasound what was actually taking 

place. 

 

Dr. Anthony Levatino, an obstetrician/gynecologist who performed 1,200 

abortions before becoming pro-life. He served as an expert witness in 

front of the U.S. Congress on the issue of late term abortion. It took a 

terrible tragedy with his own child before he woke up to realize he was 

killing other’s children. He is now a member of Heartbeat International’s 

Medical Advisory Council, highlighting the work of our pregnancy 

resource centers. His testimony also talks about what abortion really is.1  

  

Talking points: 
• This is a hard week, to be sure. Lead with Mercy. 

• It must be delivered without stirring up hatred, fear 

• But we must put flesh behind the word “abortion” 

• Define what is an abortion: the direct and intentional killing of a 

human being prior to birth 

• Though we see graphic depictions of death on all our devices and 

more or less all channels, we never, with perhaps one exception, 

have seen an abortion on film 

• Imagine what would happen if we did 

• Help people understand how abortions are done, as sensitively as 

possible, in various trimesters2 

 
1 Dr. Levatino Destroys Abortion in 2 Minutes - https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OZXQBhTszpU&t=3s 
2 See Human Life International’s video resources at Tools Used for Abortion: Descriptions, Pics, and Videos - 

https://www.hli.org/resources/tools-used-for-abortion/ and What’s Partial-Birth Abortion? - 

https://www.hli.org/abortion-videos/whats-partial-birth-abortion/ or Live Action’s resource videos at Abortion 

Procedures - https://www.abortionprocedures.com/abortion-pill/ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OZXQBhTszpU&t=3s
https://www.hli.org/resources/tools-used-for-abortion/
https://www.hli.org/resources/tools-used-for-abortion/
What’s%20Partial-Birth%20Abortion?%20-%20https://www.hli.org/abortion-videos/whats-partial-birth-abortion/
What’s%20Partial-Birth%20Abortion?%20-%20https://www.hli.org/abortion-videos/whats-partial-birth-abortion/
https://www.abortionprocedures.com/abortion-pill/
https://www.abortionprocedures.com/abortion-pill/


• It may also be helpful here to possibly offer excerpts from various 

U.S. Supreme Court decisions that describe abortion techniques 

 

Goal: 
• To leave with a sobered understanding of what actually happens in 

an abortion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Week 4:  

Theme: Who’s Right? 
 

Story:  

Parents have the first responsibility for the education of their children, 

including the privilege of teaching the faith and raising their children with 

Christian values. Moms and Dads also work to guide their children, 

preserve their innocence and childhoods, and protect them from harm.      

 

Talking points:  
• The key this week is to address the fact that Proposal 3, the 

Reproductive Freedom for All amendment, isn’t only about 

abortion; it’s a serious attack on parental rights as well. 

• Proposal 3 presupposes that the state - and even children themselves 

- know what is best for children/themselves—not their parents.    

• The words of the amendment confer a fundamental right to 

“reproductive freedom” for everyone, without any age limits. That 

means children will likely be able to invoke these rights without 

your parental consent or even your knowledge. They may even 

apply against your wishes, and there might be nothing that you as a 

parent can do about it.  

• Lawmakers, the governor, and any other elected officials will be 

unlikely to mitigate the damage or restore parental rights because 

these are state Constitutional rights being conferred to children and 

teens—rights which will override other state laws. 

• If this amendment is voted into the Constitution, another vote of the 

people will be the only way to change it, aside from a court decision, 

which is unlikely. Parental rights should not be left to chance – 

requiring a lawsuit and hoping for a favorable court ruling. 

• Other people—including teachers, counselors, or even other 

adults—will be able to help your child exercise these rights to 

reproductive freedom: to pregnancy, contraception, sterilization, 

and abortion, all without parental consent or even knowledge. 

 



• Read the start of the amendment again, keeping in mind that, as 

written, this will apply to teens and younger children:  

“Every individual has a fundamental right to reproductive 

freedom, which entails the right to make and effectuate 

decisions about all matters relating to pregnancy, including 

but not limited to prenatal care, childbirth, postpartum care, 

contraception, sterilization, abortion care, miscarriage 

management, and infertility care.”  

• Foreseeable situations for minors and teens under this Constitutional 

Amendment:  

o If your teen has a consensual relationship with an adult that 

results in pregnancy, the adult would be able to help your teen 

obtain an abortion without you ever knowing about it.  

o School health clinics will be able to provide contraception to 

your minor children without informing you.  

o Hospitals and doctors, without your knowledge or consent, 

will be able to sterilize your child – either due to gender 

confusion and transition or to avoid future pregnancies.  

o Teachers, counselors, coaches, and others will be able to help 

your teens and children obtain abortions against your wishes, 

and they will not be held accountable if the child consented. 

These same teachers and coaches could even perform your 

child’s abortion themselves and still be unaccountable, 

because this constitutional language prohibits the state from 

penalizing, prosecuting or taking any other “adverse action” 

against someone for assisting in an abortion.   

o Depending on how aggressively government officials decide 

to enforce the proposal’s language, parents could also be in 

jeopardy of losing custody if they do not support their child 

obtaining contraception, an abortion, or gender transition 

services, since those would all be deemed “fundamental 

rights.”  

• This proposal will render parents powerless to protect their children 

and teens regarding sexuality and reproduction.  

 



Goal: 
• That people walk away with clarity that Proposal 3, the 

Reproductive Freedom for All amendment, isn’t only about abortion 

but is a direct attack on parental rights too. 

  



Week 5: 

Theme: As far as the East is from the West 
 

Story:  

One of the more convicting people of the 20th century was Dorothy Day. 

As a child she had nominal faith but soon abandoned that and became an 

atheist, an anarchist and a communist. She had several affairs and twice 

tried to take her own life. She also had an abortion. But in December of 

1927, Day was baptized and became one of the most consistent Catholic 

figures of the 20th century. A daily communicant, a woman of intense 

prayer before the Eucharist and a devotee of the rosary, Day was a 

champion for persons on the margins, much like a woman she met later in 

life was – Mother Teresa. Her cause for canonization is open currently 

and while it’s not yet definitively concluded the fact that the Church is 

considering the canonization of a woman who had an abortion is a reason 

for extraordinary hope for all of us in general, and for many of us in 

particular 

 

Talking points: 
• Given the statistics on abortion it is reasonable to presume that at 

every Mass today here and across the State there is someone present, 

and perhaps many present, who have, for whatever reason, either 

had or been involved in some way in an abortion. The God who is 

rich in mercy wants to speak today in a special way to you 

• There is nothing – simply nothing – that God won’t forgive 

• The devil has a relentless strategy with those who have experienced 

this trauma: God’s mercy is not for you. This is a lie 

• Psalm 103:10-12 

• Jesus, St. Paul tells us in Romans, died for the ungodly. And that’s 

all of us. The cross and resurrection of Jesus are not a reward for 

good behavior; Jesus did all He did because we are all desperately 

in need (cf. Rom 5:6) 

• The only thing that’s different from person to person is what our sin 

is, but we’re all in need 



• Unlike us, though, God loves to forgive, He loves to welcome home, 

He loves to give us second chances 

• If you have not yet experienced His mercy in the sacrament of 

reconciliation, please come this week.  

• God allows us to begin again 

• Some of us may know someone, perhaps even someone close to us, 

who has suffered from a prior abortion. The Church’s abortion 

healing ministry, Project Rachel, is here to actively assist and extend 

a healing hand of mercy to those in need. Go to 

HopeAfterAbortion.com or call 888-456-HOPE.  

 

Goal: 
• To speak to those present who have had, or been involved in, an 

abortion and to let them know God’s forgiveness is real and His 

mercy is abundant and to invite those who have not yet experienced 

His mercy in the sacrament of reconciliation to come in the days 

ahead.  

 

 

  



Week 6:  

Theme: Our role in the world as disciples 
 

Story:  

Sophia Scholl was a German student, active in the White Rose – a non-

violent resistance group to Hitler and the Nazi party.3 In 1943, she was 

caught delivering anti-war propaganda and, with her brother Hans Scholl, 

was executed for high treason. Sophie Scholl has become an important 

symbol of anti-Nazi resistance in Germany. 

 

At the age of twelve, she joined a pseudo-Nazi organization, the League 

of German Girls. Initially, Sophie enjoyed the activities of the group, and 

she was promoted to Squad Leader. Over time Sophie became uneasy 

about the conflict between her conscience and the creeping Nazi ideology 

of the organization.4  

 

Witnessing evil changed her thinking: In 1937, her brothers and some of 

her friends were arrested for participating in the German Youth 

Movement. This incident left a strong impression on Sophie and helped 

to crystallize her opposition to the Nazi regime. In 1942, her father was 

later sent to prison for making a critical remark about Hitler.5  

 

Sophie developed a strong Christian faith that emphasized the underlying 

dignity of every human being. This religious faith proved an important 

cornerstone of her opposition to the increasingly all-pervading Nazi 

ideology of German society.  

 

Sophie and her brother Hans decide to take action: Sophie and Hans were 

part of a group that became known as the White Rose. The group began 

to write leaflets that quoted theology and encouraged Germans to listen to 

different teachings such as the Bible and Aristotle instead of Hitler. The 

 
3 Except where noted, the summary below is taken from: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=A6bLWH9bijQ.  
4 https://www.biographyonline.net/women/sophie-scholl.html 
5 Id.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=A6bLWH9bijQ
https://www.biographyonline.net/women/sophie-scholl.html


final leaflet called for Germans to take a stand against the Nazi 

government.  

 

Talking points: 
• We can be good in the Church often at turning amazing realities into 

boring textbook definitions that leave us unaffected 

• Baptism is one of those realities 

• When we were baptized we were made priests, prophets and kings. 

So what? 

• We’re all priests by baptism (some of us are also priests by the 

sacrament of orders, but that’s a different kind of priesthood)  

• Priests have access to God. This is amazing! Try calling the 

governor right now, or the president, or your doctor: good luck. But 

we can talk to God anytime! 

• What do priests do? “It is the priest’s task to bring another before 

God in prayer.” (Abbot Jeremy Driscoll) 

• We are all able to go before the Creator of the Universe, the Father 

of Mercies, and bring those most in need before Him. Women in 

crisis. Children who are threatened. Families in need. Politicians 

who, for whatever reason, are promoting and championing abortion. 

Women and men who are hurting over past decisions to end the life 

of their child. Anyone! 

• What do prophets do? They speak on God’s behalf. In the Scriptures 

we see God raise up prophets to speak on His behalf when injustices 

are taking place.  

• So too today He is calling us, in love, to speak up on behalf of those 

who are being unjustly treated. 

• This is what Sophie Scholl did. 

• We can all do this simply by voting this year, for to vote No on 

Proposal 3, the Reproductive Freedom for All amendment, is to 

speak up on behalf of the unborn, but not just them to be sure 

• We are all kings too by baptism (or better, sharers in Christ’s 

Kingship) 



• This can be challenging for us to understand first because we’re 

Americans and we don’t have kings, and second because our image 

of kings (and queens) is often not a biblical one. 

• Kings in Scripture have 3 principle tasks: to lead the army in battle, 

to defend widows and orphans, and to look after the poor 

• The amazing work of crisis pregnancy centers throughout our 

community is an acting out of this kingship 

• It’s often said we as Christians or Catholics only care about the 

unborn child. That’s simply not true. 

• Highlight perhaps a local center that is doing great work to care for 

women and families in crisis 

• Highlight the accompaniment that is occurring in your parish 

through Walking with Moms in Need where everyone’s gifts are 

valued.  

 

Goal:  
• That each person would leave with a profound awareness of the gift 

and task of their baptism in general and their role in the world as 

priest, prophet and king.  

  



Week 7:  

Theme: For such a time as this 
 

Talking points: 
• Homily to close out the series 

• The theme comes from the book of Esther 

• Just as God created Esther for that moment in history, so God has 

created us for this time and these days. We don’t just happen to be 

alive right now. We have been created to live now, with all that’s 

going on in this world and in our State and we are not to stand by 

• We are celebrating today and every Sunday the resurrection of 

Jesus. It’s a little Easter, if you will 

• Easter Sunday was the day Jesus began the recreation of this world 

which God loves  

• One day He will gloriously return and all things will be made new 

• But in the meantime we have a part to play, work to do 

• Even though some of us have sung a song by this title, we can’t 

actually build the city of God; but we can build for it. And we are 

called to do just this! 

• In our work, in our family life, in our voting, in our social media 

posts, in everything we do, we can do all we can to make this world 

genuinely more human and more just 

• It will be costly, just as it was for Rosa Parks and those in the civil 

rights movement, just as it was for Sophie Scholl and those in the 

White Rose movement. But it is worth it! 

• Bring the series to a prophetic crescendo that comes from the 

homilist’s heart 

 

Goal: 
• To rouse the faithful to play their part in this day and age in which 

God has chosen for us to live. 

 

 

  



Prayers of the Faithful Template 

For Seven Week Focus on Proposal 3 
 

Week 1 

Theme: Statewide Focus to Educate, Understand, and Pray 
 

For the Church and its leaders. May we strive in a unified voice to uphold 

and defend the dignity of the human person in all stages of life, born and 

unborn. 

 Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For Pope Francis. May he speak clearly and unambiguously on behalf of 

life, most particularly the life of the unborn. 

 Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our [arch]bishop, ___________, may he shepherd and pastor this 

[arch]diocese with the heart of the Father as we embark upon this seven 

week retreat prayerfully focusing on the defense of the unborn, the rights 

of parents and the defeat of Proposal 3, the Reproductive Freedom for All 

amendment.  

 Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our nation and its leaders. May they speak and act consistently on 

behalf of the most basic of all rights, the right to life.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the state of Michigan and those who govern us. May they think clearly 

on matters of utmost importance, especially, but not only, the dignity of 

all life, born and unborn.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

 

 



Week 2 

Theme: Either/or: The critical issue 
 

For the Universal Church. May we be a voice of truth and justice, 

inspiring all nations to speak and defend our unborn brothers and sisters.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For Our Holy Father. May he lead and speak as Jesus on behalf of those 

who have no voice. Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our [arch]bishop. May his leadership and advocacy on behalf of life 

inspire all bishops to lead accordingly. 

 Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our nation and our leaders. May they fight for the most defenseless 

among us, namely the unborn.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our state’s leaders who don’t yet think with the mind of Jesus Christ. 

By the power of the Holy Spirit, may they come to see that all life, both 

born and unborn, are made in the image and likeness of God and thus 

worthy of all the protections afforded to every human person. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those of us here today in the pews. May we be inspired by the example 

of Rosa Parks who fought for justice. May we be advocates of truth and 

justice and speak courageously that nothing justifies taking the life of our 

unborn children.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For those who have gone before us … 

 

 



Week 3 

Theme: Getting beyond the rhetoric 
 

For the Church and its leaders. May we be unafraid to speak boldly and 

confidently the Gospel of Life.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our [arch]bishop, ___________, may he shepherd and pastor this 

[arch]diocese with the heart of the Father as we continue on in this seven 

week retreat prayerfully focusing on the defense of the unborn, the rights 

of parents and the defeat of Proposal 3, the Reproductive Freedom for All 

amendment.  

 Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the state of Michigan and its leaders. May they govern so as to bring 

about a culture of life and may our citizens be courageous in speaking and 

voting on behalf of the unborn.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the conversion of abortion providers. May they, like Bernard 

Nathanson, come to see what abortion truly is and be moved to fight for 

the life of our unborn brothers and sisters.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For those who have died … 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Week 4 

Theme: Who’s Right? 
 

For the Church, Our Holy Father Pope Francis, bishops and priests. May 

we strive to speak on behalf of the family and the unique privilege parents 

have to raise, defend and protect their children.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our nation. May we be a beacon of light and hope to a darkened world 

that does not value the life of the unborn. May we promote just laws for 

all human persons, including our preborn children.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the state of Michigan and its leaders. May they come to recognize that 

parents, not the state, know what is best for their children.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those of us in the pews. May we have ever greater clarity about 

Proposal 3, the Reproductive Freedom for All amendment, understanding 

that what’s at stake is not only abortion, but also a direct attack on parental 

rights as well.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For our deceased brother and sisters … 

 

  



Week 5 

Theme: As far as the East is from the West 
 

For the Church and all those who minister to God’s people. May we speak 

faithfully and compassionately on behalf of God who is rich beyond all 

measure in mercy and forgiveness. Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our country and its leaders. May we be known as a nation that 

advocates for families, the unborn and those who have suffered the trauma 

of abortion.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those men and women who have experienced the pain of abortion. 

May they experience the healing, freedom and restoration that God so 

desperately wants to give them and be inspired by the model of Servant 

of God Dorothy Day’s example of conversion and new life in Jesus 

Christ.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our [arch]diocese. May we be a community that bears the message 

that we are not defined by our sin, but rather as sons and daughters of a 

Father that loves to forgive, no matter what’s in our past. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For our beloved dead … 

 

  



Week 6 

Theme: Our role in the world as disciples 
 

For the Church and its leaders. May we have absolute clarity on the mission of 

Jesus and our mission as disciples and strive to be agents of re-creation and 

transformation in this world that God so loves, tirelessly advocating for a 

culture of life and love.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the United States and those who govern. May they govern with a heart for 

those most vulnerable and defenseless among us, stewarding well the right to 

life for everyone, most particularly the unborn. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our [arch]diocese, May we be known as a community that welcomes the 

pregnant mother in crisis, strives to provide the material and spiritual support 

needed for both mother and child and a place of refuge for those most in need. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those of us in the pews. May we have a renewed understanding and 

appreciation for the gift of our baptism and our role as priests, prophets and 

kings as we speak and act up on behalf of the unborn and encourage others to 

do the same. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the state of Michigan in this critical election. May our vote on Proposal 3, 

the Reproductive Freedom for All amendment, be a vote for the unborn and 

families.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those who labor tirelessly to protect life through the great work of crisis 

pregnancy centers. May they be richly rewarded for their efforts to protect 

women and their children. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For those who have died … 



Week 7 

Theme: For such a time as this 
 

For the Church, our Holy Father, and all bishops, priests and clergy. May 

we be a shining example to all the world as to what it means to be human 

and to be a more just society. 

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For our nation and our leaders. May they be inspired to lead with the heart 

of Esther, fighting for what is right, good and just for all human persons, 

especially the unborn. 

 

For the state of Michigan. May we be known as a state that defends life, 

the family and the rights of parents.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For those of us here today. May we come to recognize that like Esther, we 

were born for such a time as this and make a decision to be great, playing 

our part in this age God has chosen us to live, recognizing the gravity of 

the upcoming election and choosing to vote for life.  

Let us pray to the Lord. 

 

For the sick … 

For our beloved dead … 

 



 

 

The Word from Lansing: What Abortion Proposal Supporters Won't Tell You 
 

At this point in the election cycle, Michigan voters may know an abortion proposal will be on the November ballot.  
 

Voters have been led to believe this proposal would simply reinstate Roe v. Wade. But that claim is false. 
 

The proposal has been framed as just ensuring abortion is legal like it was before Roe was struck down. It was 

portrayed in a recent poll question as merely establishing abortion as a right in the constitution.  
 

But for voters to make an informed decision on the proposal, they need to know that it is NOT simply making sure 

abortion is legal in a post-Roe Michigan. The proposal goes much further than that: It allows abortion for any 

woman or girl at any point in the pregnancy for any reason -- and then some. 
 

It starts in the first sentence of the language, where it says, "every individual has a fundamental right to reproductive 

freedom." Because it says individual, and not adult, the reproductive rights afforded in this amendment would be 

applied to children. 
 

What kind of reproductive rights would also apply to children? Children would have a constitutional right to seek 

sterilization and contraception. Those terms are listed right in the language. 
 

If the amendment was only about restoring the abortion rights of Roe, why did the proposal authors include 

sterilization and contraceptives? And why are children included in these rights? 
 

Further, the proposal summary text explaining what it does says it will "invalidate state laws conflicting with this 

amendment." Neither the amendment nor the summary text, however, details what state laws will be invalidated. 
 

Legal experts believe dozens of laws could be invalidated, including the parental consent requirement for children 

seeking an abortion, because children would have a right to an abortion under the amendment. 
 

Other laws that would fall include those that ban late-term and third trimester abortions. Under the provisions of 

the amendment, an abortion could be permitted at any stage of pregnancy for almost any reason. 
 

Laws that regulate the quality and safety of abortion facilities would be gone under the amendment, as would the 

requirement that only physicians perform abortions.  
 

Taxpayers would be forced to pay for abortions, as the amendment language says the state cannot discriminate in 

enforcing reproductive rights. If tax dollars can pay for other medical procedures, why would tax dollars for 

abortions be banned under this amendment? 
 

That is not how things were even when Roe was in effect. Based on those examples alone, the proposal is not simply 

about ensuring legal access to abortion.  
 

Unfortunately, advocates for this amendment will say it is only about making sure abortion is legal and accessible, 

yet the language they crafted for the constitution goes far beyond that notion. If more people know that, they might 

be more reluctant to support such a dangerous and extreme proposal. 
 

Read the 300-plus words of the amendment or the 100-word summary and decide yourself whether this proposal is 

just about making sure abortion is available, or if it is dangerous for women and children, extreme in taking away 

parental rights, and wrong for Michigan. And remember to vote no on Proposal 3 in November. 
 

The Word from Lansing is a regular column for Catholic news outlets provided by Michigan Catholic Conference, the 

official public policy voice of the Catholic Church in this state. 

https://www.wlns.com/capital-rundown-newsletter/poll-most-michiganders-support-abortion-rights/




Opposing Proposal 3

 W E E K  1 

This November, Michigan voters will be asked to consider 
Proposal 3 (the “Reproductive Freedom for All” proposal), 
which would amend Michigan’s Constitution to make abor-
tion a fundamental right. As Catholics, we recognize that 

“Human life must be respected and protected absolutely 
from the moment of conception.” (CCC 2270). That is be-
cause every person is wonderfully made in the image and 
likeness of God and is therefore of immense worth. But we 
must also help our family members, friends, and neighbors 
understand that Proposal 3 goes much farther than merely 
restoring Roe v. Wade’s abortion regime. In fact, Proposal 3 
invalidates more than two dozen Michigan pro-life laws and 
has many startling consequences.

For example, the proposal grants a fundamental right 
to reproductive freedom to “every individual”—with no 
age limits. So on its face, the proposal authorizes a minor 
to obtain an abortion without parental consent or even no-
tice, even though a parent’s consent is always required to 

dispense medicine or perform the most routine medical 
procedure for a minor. Proposal 3 supporters say that courts 
can put limits on this broad language. But that’s not true. 
A judge interpreting the Michigan Constitution must apply 
the words that the Constitution contains, and that means 
courts will be required to give effect to the broad phrase “ev-
ery individual.”

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to strip parents of their 
right to be consulted before a minor child makes the seri-
ous decision to take her baby’s life. Please tell everyone you 
know: vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on November 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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Opposing Proposal 3
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Last week, we discussed how Proposal 3 (the “Reproductive 
Freedom for All” proposal) would amend Michigan’s Con-
stitution to make abortion a fundamental right, contrary 
to the Catholic Church’s teaching that life must be protect-
ed from the moment of conception. We also learned that 
Proposal 3 goes much farther than merely codifying Roe v. 
Wade, invaliding more than two dozen Michigan pro-life 
laws and authorizing minors to obtain abortions without a 
parent’s consent or even notice.

But there’s more. Proposal 3 defines “reproductive free-
dom” in a breathtakingly broad manner, to include “ster-
ilization.” And again, because Proposal 3 grants this right 
to “every individual,” without age limits, that means the 
proposal, on its face, authorizes a minor to obtain a ster-
ilization without parental consent or even notice, such as 
when a minor desires to change his or her gender. In addi-
tion, Proposal 3 authorizes every possible kind of abortion 

procedure, defining “reproductive freedom” to include 
“abortion care.” Such language authorizes gruesome proce-
dures like partial-birth abortion, where a child is partially 
delivered before an abortionist takes the baby’s life.

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to strip parents of their 
right to be consulted before a minor child makes the serious 
decision to undergo a sterilization procedure, nor should 
the Constitution authorize partial-birth abortions. Please 
tell everyone you know: vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on No-
vember 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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Opposing Proposal 3
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For the past two weeks, we’ve been discussing Proposal 3 
(the “Reproductive Freedom for All” proposal), and how 
it will amend Michigan’s Constitution to create a startling 
broad right to abortion. In Week 1, we learned that the pro-
posal’s broad language (giving the right to “every individu-
al”) authorizes a minor to obtain an abortion without paren-
tal consent or notice. In Week 2, we learned that the same 
would be true if a minor sought a sterilization procedure, 
and that the proposal would also authorize partial-birth 
abortion.

Proposal 3’s supporters say that the State will still be able 
to regulate abortion “after fetal viability.” But that is gross-
ly misleading. The proposal specifically allows abortion 
through all nine months of pregnancy—notwithstanding 
any contrary Michigan law—if an abortionist decides, in 
his professional judgment, that an abortion is necessary to 
protect the “physical or mental health” of the mother. As 
a legal matter, such a “mental health” exception is widely 

acknowledged to be so broad as to justify abortion on de-
mand until birth. An abortionist need merely document 
that the prospect of having a child is causing extreme anxi-
ety and stress for the mother. And while Proposal 3 support-
ers say a judge won’t have to allow such a broad exception, 
the proposal’s language specifically requires courts to defer 
to the abortionist’s “professional judgment.”

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to allow abortion 
on demand through all nine months of pregnancy. Please 
tell everyone you know: vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on No-
vember 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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Opposing Proposal 3
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Over the last three weeks, we’ve been covering some of the 
more startling provisions contained in Proposal 3 (the “Re-
productive Freedom for All” proposal). In addition to cre-
ating a State constitutional right to take the life of an in-
nocent, unborn baby, the proposal’s text authorizes minors 
to obtain abortions without parental consent or notification 
(“every individual” has the right), allows minors to obtain 
sterilization procedures without parental consent or notifi-
cation (defines “reproductive freedom” to include “steriliza-
tion”), and permits mothers to take their child’s life through 
nine months of pregnancy, provided that an abortionist says 
the abortion was necessary to protect the mother’s “mental 
health,” a truck-sized loophole.

In addition, Proposal 3 limits the State’s power to pass pro-
life laws unless the law supports a “compelling state interest 
achieved by the least restrictive means.” In the legal world, 
this standard is known as “strict scrutiny,” and the govern-
ment can almost never satisfy it. In fact, the U.S. Supreme 
Court rejected strict scrutiny as the appropriate standard for 
analyzing pro-life laws in Planned Parenthood v. Casey. But 
Proposal 3 goes farther, defining a “compelling” state inter-
est only as one “for the limited purpose of protecting the 

health of an individual seeking care.” Incredibly, that means 
the State would be prohibited from passing a law to stop 
abortions based on the baby’s sex, race, or disability, or even 
for the purpose of protecting the unborn baby’s life! And 
any such laws cannot interfere with the mother’s “autono-
mous decision-making,” replacing the familiar “informed 
consent” standard that applies to every medical procedure 
with a watered-down “voluntary consent” standard.

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to prohibit the State 
from passing laws that protect innocent, unborn life or to 
pass safety regulations for abortion procedures that ensure 
mothers are fully informed before they choose to take their 
baby’s life. Please tell everyone you know: vote “NO” on 
Proposal 3 on November 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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Opposing Proposal 3
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We’ve used the last month to shine a spotlight on the ex-
traordinarily broad language used in Proposal 3 (the “Re-
productive Freedom for All” proposal) that will appear 
on the ballot this November. The proposal does far more 
than simply codify Roe v. Wade in our State Constitution. 
As we’ve discussed, Proposal 3 invalidates more than two 
dozen Michigan pro-life laws, authorizes minors to obtain 
abortion and sterilization without parental consent or even 
notice, effectively allows abortion through all 9 months of 
pregnancy, and prohibits the Stat from enacting laws that 
would protect an unborn baby’s life or even to stop abor-
tions based on sex, race, or disability.

At least women would be protected from unsafe abortion 
practices, right? Not at all. Proposal 3 authorizes the State 
to pass limited laws protecting the health of the mother, but 
only “consistent with accepted clinical standards of practice 
and evidence-based medicine.” Who establishes “accepted 
clinical standards of practice” for abortions? Abortionists! 
Unlike any other area of medical practice, where doctors 

and nurses are subjected to all manner of laws to ensure pa-
tient safety, abortionists alone would get to decide wheth-
er they want to follow a Michigan health and safety law. If 
abortionists disagree that hospital admitting privileges are 
important, they can decline to follow a law that requires 
them. If abortionists think that laws regulating the safety 
standards for surgical centers are unnecessary for abortion 
clinics, they can ignore them with impunity.

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to give abortionists 
complete control over deciding what Michigan health and 
safety laws they must follow. Please tell everyone you know: 
vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on November 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws. 

C o n f e r e n c e

Michigan
Catholic





Opposing Proposal 3
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This is now our 6th week discussing the startlingly broad 
language of Proposal 3 (the “Reproductive Freedom for All” 
proposal). In addition to violating the Church’s teaching that 
every human life is sacred and must be protected from con-
ception, the proposal allows minors to obtain sterilizations 
as well as abortions without parental consent or even notice, 
effectively allows abortion on demand through 9 months of 
pregnancy, prevents the State from protecting unborn life 
or stopping discrimination based on a baby’s sex, race, or 
disability, and effectively exempts abortionists from health 
and safety regulations.

It gets worse. In subsection (3), Proposal 3 says that 
the state shall not “penalize, prosecute, or otherwise take 
adverse action against someone for aiding or assisting” a 
mother in obtaining an abortion. That means if a teacher 
or counselor takes a student to obtain an abortion without 
notifying the child’s parents, there are no legal consequenc-
es. If someone assists with an abortion—even if they have 

no medical license or training whatsoever—there can also 
be no legal consequences. Most bizarrely, if an abortionist 
engages in gross negligence and severely harms or kills the 
mother as well as her child during an abortion, he will have 
a constitutional defense to any malpractice claim: Michi-
gan’s Constitution would prevent the State from imposing 
an “adverse action,” i.e., a state-court judgment, against him.

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Michigan’s 
Constitution should not be amended to allow non-medical 
providers to assist in abortions and to absolve abortionists 
of medical-malpractice liability. Please tell everyone you 
know: vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on November 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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Opposing Proposal 3
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This is our 7th and final week to review the actual language 
of Proposal 3 (the “Reproductive Freedom for All” propos-
al). Unsurprisingly, the proposal violates Church teaching 
about the sacredness of all human life beginning at concep-
tion. Shockingly, the proposal also authorizes minors to ob-
tain abortions and sterilizations without parental consent or 
even notice, effectively allows abortion on demand through 
9 months of pregnancy, prevents the State from protecting 
unborn life or stopping discrimination based on a baby’s 
sex, race, or disability, effectively exempts abortionists from 
health and safety regulations, and permits non-medical 
professionals to assist with abortions while potentially ab-
solving abortionists from medical-malpractice lawsuits. Is 
it any surprise that Proposal 3’s supporters did not publish 
the proposal’s full text on their website until after petition 
signature gathering was over?

There are plenty of additional provisions of Proposal 3 
that we could address, but we only have time for one more. 
Subsection (2) says that the “state shall not discriminate in 
the protection or enforcement of this fundamental right.” 
The Michigan Supreme Court has previously held that Mich-
igan can limit taxpayer funding for abortions. But supreme 

courts of Alaska, California, Massachusetts, Minnesota, and 
New Jersey have all held that an independent state constitu-
tional right to abortion means the state cannot restrict pub-
lic funding of abortions. And Proposal 3’s anti-discrimina-
tion law makes it a near certainty the same will happen here. 
So not only will abortion on demand be the law in Michigan, 
but all of us will likely have to pay for it—even if it violates 
our deepest religious beliefs about the value and dignity of 
unborn, human life.

No matter how a voter feels about abortion, Proposal 3 is 
terrifying. This extreme proposal would make Michigan an 
outlier, not only in the United States but around the world. 
And the Michigan Legislature and courts would have very 
few tools to do anything to combat the proposal’s language, 
which appears intentionally overbroad. Please tell everyone 
you know: vote “NO” on Proposal 3 on November 8th.

John Bursch is a constitutional lawyer and former Michi-
gan Solicitor General. Through Alliance Defending Freedom, 
he represents the Michigan Catholic Conference and Right to 
Life of Michigan in court to uphold Michigan’s pro-life laws.
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