2005-2006 State-Level Personhood (and other selected) Legislation
- Including State-Level Personhood Bills and Constitutional Amendments

- GA, MICH, MISS, SC

Including:  1) only principled pro-life Personhood Bills [except in the case of Georgia, see below]; and
                  2) both, bills in the States' Legislatures, and Proposed State-Level Constitutional Amendments, 

                      all with NO EXCEPTIONS; i.e., declaring bona fide legal "Personhood" at fertilization or

                      conception (any "exceptions" fatally undermine the legal concept of legal personhood, 

                      as expressed in the very text of the 1973 Roe v. Wade decision).
Corrected and revised November 28, 2009 ("abortion-ban" legislation that does not mention persons, personhood
                                                                       is NOT included in category of “other selected” legislation.)

1)  2005-2006 State-Level Personhood Legislation

     a)  One state is known to have had Personhood legislation filed in the State Legislature for 2005-2006:

     - South Carolina (see additional information on each of two pieces of legislation further below)     

     - South Carolina’s two filings were both originally for Personhood Bills for statutory changes to the State's Code of Laws.

     b)  Two states are known to have had Personhood ballot initiatives filed for 2005-2006:

      - Michigan, Mississippi (see additional information on these ballot initiatives further below)

      - Michigan had a citizen ballot initiative to place a Michigan Personhood Constitutional Amendment on the
        ballot in 2006.

      - Mississippi had a citizen ballot initiative (Initiative #22) to place a Mississippi Personhood Constitutional Amendment   

        on the ballot in 2006.

2)  2005-2006 State-Level other selected Legislation
    - One state is known to have had other selected principled pro-life legislation filed in the State Legislature 

       for 2005-2006:

    - Georgia 

    - Georgia had a bill which asserted fetal personhood as a Georgia Legislature finding of fact:  "A fetus is a person ... 

      from the moment of conception". 

1)  2005-2006 State-Level Personhood Legislation

a) One state is known to have had Personhood legislation filed in the State Legislature for 2005-2006:

     - South Carolina (two  bills: H.3213 – SC House; S.111 – SC Senate)

        H.3213 - www.scstatehouse.net/sess116_2005-2006/bills/3213.htm
        S.111 - www.scstatehouse.net/sess116_2005-2006/bills/111.htm
(1) H.3213 – SC House – In the original version of the bill as filed, which is the same version which passed the 

                                          Constitutional Laws Subcommittee, and which is the same version which passed

                                          the House Judiciary Committee, “personhood” was vested at fertilization:

                                          www.scstatehouse.gov/sess116_2005-2006/prever/3213_20050407.htm
                                          However, in the version which passed the full SC House on Second Reading on

                                          April 13, 2005, there had been added a fatal flaw amendment, passed on the floor

                                          of the SC House, allowing for an abortifacient drug to be given to a woman in the

                                          case of rape.  This caused the bill to become self-contradictory, and fatally undermined 

                                          the “personhood” legal strategy.  The amended bill passed Third Reading on April 14, 2005.

                                          www.scstatehouse.gov/sess116_2005-2006/prever/3213_20050413.htm
                                          The bill passed over to the SC Senate, where two public hearings were held before a

                                          Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee (May 4, 2005 and May 18, 2005).

                                           No vote was taken, and the bill died.

Introduced in the House on January 11, 2005
Introduced in the Senate on April 18, 2005
Last Amended on April 13, 2005
Currently residing in the Senate Committee on Judiciary 

Summary: Right to Life Act 

VERSIONS OF THIS BILL 

12/22/2004
4/6/2005
4/7/2005 - www.scstatehouse.gov/sess116_2005-2006/prever/3213_20050407.htm
 “Section 1-1-320.    The right to due process, whereby no person may be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, and the right to equal protection of the laws, both of which rights 

are guaranteed by Article I, Section 3 of the Constitution of this State, vest at fertilization." 

4/13/2005 - www.scstatehouse.gov/sess116_2005-2006/prever/3213_20050413.htm
“Section 1-1-320. The right to due process, whereby no person may be deprived of life, liberty, or 

property without due process of law, and the right to equal protection of the laws, both of which rights 

are guaranteed by Article I, Section 3 of the Constitution of this State, vest at fertilization." 

“SECTION 2. The provisions of this act or any other provision of law do not prohibit the prescription 

of a morning after pill to a rape victim.”  [ CCL Note:  Fatal flaw amendment ]

Bill History:                                                                      

12/22/2004  House   Prefiled

12/22/2004  House   Referred to Committee on Judiciary

  1/11/2005  House   Introduced and read first time HJ-133

  1/11/2005  House   Referred to Committee on Judiciary HJ-133

    4/6/2005  House Committee report: Favorable Judiciary HJ-37 

  4/12/2005  House Requests for debate-Rep(s). Kennedy, JE Smith, Breeland, Miller, Hosey, Jennings, and Mack 

  4/13/2005  House Requests for debate-Rep(s). Rice, Littlejohn, Skelton, Delleney, Davenport, and Talley 

  4/13/2005  House Amended HJ-49 (House Journal - 

  4/13/2005  House Read second time  

  4/13/2005  House Roll call Yeas-95 Nays-18 HJ-55 (House Journal - 

  4/14/2005  House Read third time and sent to Senate 

  4/14/2005  House Roll call Yeas-91 Nays-10 HJ-41 (House Journal - 

  4/18/2005  Senate Introduced and read first time 

  4/18/2005  Senate Referred to Committee on Judiciary 

  4/26/2005  Senate Referred to Subcommittee: Ritchie (ch), Rankin, Lourie, Scott 

Legal Opinion (2005) of South Carolina Attorney General on the Right to Life Act of SC
SC Attorney General - "Accordingly, it is our opinion that the Right to Life Act is constitutional." 

www.christianlifeandliberty.net/Westlaw_Document_15_03_35_5392471.doc
March 2005

SC House Judiciary Committee, April 5, 2005 - H.3213 
Audio (38:33) - Following debate, bill passed favorably by vote of 15 - 5 (roll call)
www.christianlifeandliberty.net/audio/RTLASC-2005-04-05.MP3
SC Senate Judiciary Subcommittee, May 4, 2005 - S.111/H.3213 

Audio (40:50) - Public hearing, no debate or vote

www.christianlifeandliberty.net/audio/RTLASC-2005-05-04.MP3
SC Senate Judiciary Subcommittee, May 18, 2005 - S.111/H.3213 
Audio (36:09) - Public hearing, no debate or vote 

www.christianlifeandliberty.net/audio/RTLASC-2005-05-18.MP3
 (2) S.111 – SC Senate – S.111 was the same exact bill as H.3213, as H.3213 was originally filed:

                                         www.scstatehouse.net/sess116_2005-2006/bills/111.htm
                                         S,111 was assigned to a Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee.

                                         Two public hearings were conducted (held jointly with H.3213, as amended),

                                         on May 4, 2005 and May 18, 2005.  No vote was taken, and both S.111 and H.3213 

                                         both died in this Senate Judiciary Subcommittee.

www.scstatehouse.net/sess116_2005-2006/bills/111.htm
“Section 1-1-320.    The right to due process, whereby no person may be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, and the right to equal protection of the laws, both of which rights 

are guaranteed by Article I, Section 3 of the Constitution of this State, vest at fertilization." 

Bill History:

12/15/2004  Senate  Prefiled

12/15/2004  Senate  Referred to Committee on Judiciary

  1/11/2005  Senate  Introduced and read first time

  1/11/2005  Senate  Referred to Committee on Judiciary 

    2/4/2005  Senate  Referred to Subcommittee: Ritchie (ch), Rankin, Lourie, Scott

SC Senate Judiciary Subcommittee, May 18, 2005 - S.111/H.3213 
Audio (36:09) - Public hearing, no debate or vote 

www.christianlifeandliberty.net/audio/RTLASC-2005-05-18.MP3
SC Senate Judiciary Subcommittee, May 4, 2005 - S.111/H.3213 

Audio (40:50) - Public hearing, no debate or vote

www.christianlifeandliberty.net/audio/RTLASC-2005-05-04.MP3
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

b)  Two states are known to have had Personhood ballot initiatives filed for 2005-2006:

      - Michigan, Mississippi (see details for each ballot initiative below)

(1) Michigan had a citizen ballot initiative to place a Michigan Personhood Constitutional Amendment on the
     ballot in 2006.

 Michigan - Proposed Michigan State Constitutional Amendment - Citizen Petition Drive currently  

                   underway to place proposed "personhood" Amendment on the ballot in November 2006:

  “Preborn Children of Michigan Losers as Petition Drive Falls Short” 

  www.michigancitizensforlife.net/index.html - July 10, 2006

  www.michigancitizensforlife.net/petition_language.htm – Petition Language

  Thomas More Law Center (Roman Catholic) – Memorandum of Law

  www.michigancitizensforlife.net/Memorandum%20of%20Law.htm – May 3, 2006

  Professor Charles E. Rice, Professor Emeritus of Law, Notre Dame (Roman Catholic) – Legal Opinion

  www.thomasmore.org/downloads/sb_thomasmore/ProfRiceletter.pdf – April 19, 2006

“A proposal to amend the Michigan Constitution by adding  new Sections 26 and 27 to Article 1 (or if Sections 26 and 27 of Article 1 already exist, then this proposal shall add new sections to Article 1 in the next available numeric order) to read as follows: Section 26: "The right to due process, whereby no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, guaranteed in Article 1, Section 17, and the right to equal protection of the law, guaranteed in Article 1, Section 2, vest at conception." Section 27: "A 'person', for purposes of the Constitution and laws of the State of Michigan, exists from the moment of conception." This proposal is to be voted on at the November 7, 2006 Election.”

(2) Mississippi had a citizen ballot initiative (Initiative #22) to place a Mississippi Personhood Constitutional Amendment   

     on the ballot in 2006.

Mississippi – Ultimate Human Life Amendment - Initiative 22
ORIGINAL FILING: November 30, 2005

www.sos.state.ms.us/elections/Initiatives/initiative0022.asp
www.personhoodamendments.com/
www.personhoodamendments.com/state/index.php#MS
_________________________________________________________________________________________

2)  2005-2006 State-Level other selected Legislation
    - One state is known to have had other selected principled pro-life legislation filed in the State Legislature 

      for 2005-2006:

    - Georgia
Georgia - HB 93
www.legis.state.ga.us/legis/2005_06/sum/hb93.htm
Bill Status:

01/26/2005 House Second Readers
01/25/2005 House First Readers

“The General Assembly therefore makes the following findings of fact: …
(1) A fetus is a person for all purposes under the laws of this state from the moment of conception;”
___________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________

Excerpts from text of Roe v. Wade decision (1973):

http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=us&vol=410&invol=113

Legal "personhood" for the fetus is still the key issue, as it was in 1973.

Any "exceptions" to fetal personhood undermines the entire "personhood" concept,

just as it did in 1973.  See documentation in text of Roe v. Wade decison below:

In the very text of the Roe v. Wade US supreme Court decision it states, 

       “[Texas] argue[s] that the fetus is a “person” within the language and meaning of the  

       Fourteenth Amendment… If this suggestion of personhood is established, the [pro-abortion] 

       case, of course, collapses, for the fetus’ right to life would then be guaranteed specifically 

       by the [14th] Amendment.”  

In other words, there never would have been legalized abortion under Roe v. Wade.  But tragically, 

Texas had an “exception” which undermined their entire “personhood” argument.  Justice Harry 

Blackmun wrote: 

       “[ Footnote 54 ] When Texas urges that a fetus is entitled to Fourteenth Amendment 

       protection as a person, it faces a dilemma. Neither in Texas nor in any other State are 

       all abortions prohibited. Despite broad proscription, an exception always exists… 

       But if the fetus is a person who is not to be deprived of life without due process of law, 

       and if the mother's condition is the sole determinant, does not the Texas exception 

       appear to be out of line with the Amendment's command? ...”

Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973):

http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=us&vol=410&invol=113

_____________________________________________________________________________

The key legal issue presented in the very text of Roe, necessary to unravel the entire

Roe framework, is statutorily vesting legal “personhood” at fertilization for ALL human beings.  

This would satisfy the Roe formula published 33 years ago.  The issue of legal “personhood” 

for ALL human beings, without exception, is a key to unlocking the 33 year old Roe v. Wade 

abortion enigma.

Either a "person" is a "person," or they are not.  Either ALL pre-birth human beings 

are legal "persons" at fertilization, or they are not.  There can be no "exceptions" 

to fetal "personhood."

______________________________________________________________________

"... I will build My church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it."  Matthew 16:18

      Yeshua Messiah (Jesus Christ)
Hallelu-Yah !

Steve Lefemine, pro-life missionary

dir., Columbia Christians for Life

Columbia, South Carolina

www.RighttoLifeActofSC.net
www.ChristianLifeandLiberty.net  (click on 'RTL ACT of SC' button)
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