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Telling the Truth of the Reproductive Freedom for All  

Ballot Amendment 
A series of articles written by Fr. Michael Savickas 

You are probably aware by now that a coalition, 

including Planned Parenthood, ACLU, and another pro-

choice organization, which calls itself “Michigan Voices” 

has succeeded in collecting more that enough signatures 

to put an amendment to the Michigan Constitution on the 

ballot this November.   

The proposal is misleading, and filled with vague and 

undefined terms (perhaps deliberately so) and if it 

succeeds in becoming part of the Michigan Constitution, 

IT WOULD BE THE MOST RADICAL PRO-ABORTION 

POLICY OF ANY STATE.  But there’s more: it would 

give all persons, including minor children, the absolute 

right to make reproductive decisions.  Think for a 

moment what that means.  The implications are 

staggering.   

Worse yet, given the attitude of far too many voters 

who—after almost 50 years of legal abortion, have been 

brought to think that “if it’s legal it must be moral” and 

that abortion access is “right” that should not be taken 

away—will vote for this proposal.  The petition collected 

over 500,000 signatures.  People are misled, and if we 

don’t make a major effort, and effectively present the 

truth, there is no question in my mind: the amendment 

will pass!  

This is watershed moment in our State history.  We 

must do everything we can to defeat this proposal.  

The proponents of this amendment are well-organized 

and very well funded.   

Personally, I intend to write the Archbishop, proposing 

several actions that I hope he will take to lead us in 

defeating this proposal.  For your part, to start, you need 

to be aware of what’s being proposed and the 

implications.  To help you, the rest of my article this 

week (and most of next week’s) will be taken from the 

website that is opposed to this proposal.   

supportMIwomenandchildren.org )   

To begin, please realize that the summary of the 

amendment that will appear on the ballot might sound 

fairly innocuous to most people.  The full version of the 

actual “Reproductive Freedom for All Amendment”, with 

commentary from the opposition committee, follows:  

 

(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. 

The amendment specifically says it will impact ALL 

matters relating to pregnancy, and lists several 

examples. While sounding very tame—who would 

disagree that a mother should be able to make a 

birth plan?—these words have extremely far-

reaching consequences. Though not included in 

the list, “sex” is obviously related to pregnancy. 

Individual is not defined as to age, meaning the 

provisions in this amendment could apply to 

children as well as adults. 

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. 

This is the same basic legal standard as the 

federal Religious Freedom Restoration Act. 

However, on the federal level, a “compelling state 

interest”—something government must do to fulfill 

their basic duties and purpose—is general and 

interpreted by judges. This amendment specifically 

defines a compelling state interest below, severely 

restricting any possible law or regulation. 

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. 

This confusing language appears to allow late-term 

abortion bans, but by introducing a “mental health” 

exception, it would allow late-term abortions for 

practically any reason. Notice that it does not 
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mention doctors, but “health care professional.” 

For example, a dentist could approve a late-term 

abortion on mental health grounds—and even 

perform one with no consequence, as you will see 

below. 

(2) The state shall not discriminate in the 

protection or enforcement of this fundamental 

right. 

This is incredibly vague. What does 

“discrimination” mean, exactly? Age discrimination 

is a real thing, so does this mean everything in the 

amendment applies to children? Rights are 

typically things that protect you from government 

prosecution, but this amendment says this right 

must be enforced by state—enforced against 

whom?  Parents? Doctors and nurses? A “right” is 

not supposed to give some people the ability to 

hijack a constitution and the government to gain 

control over other people.   

(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. 

This section could stop investigations of 

infanticides. For example, if someone gives birth 

and then abandons the baby in the trash, the state 

can’t even investigate the situation because 

investigation is an “adverse action” against a 

“perceived pregnancy outcome.” Back when 

abortion was illegal in Michigan, women were not 

investigated for miscarriages, but infanticides do 

occur today and any such “alleged pregnancy 

outcome” absolutely should be investigated and 

prosecuted if proven in a court of law. People don’t 

have a right to kill a newborn baby, but this 

amendment could give them one, and make the 

state enforce it. 

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. 

This could stop the state from even investigating 

someone who assists with an abortion. 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—if they ever 

find out. An untrained employee at an abortion 

facility could perform an abortion, and health and 

safety regulators could be powerless to address it. 

 

More next week. 

    In Jesus, 

    Fr. Michael 
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Last week I began presenting information about the 

proposed amendment that will be on the November 

ballot, which is called the “Reproductive Freedom for All” 

Amendment”.  I am continuing the presentation this 

week.  (To see previous issues, visit our parish website, 

www.stwilliam.com, and click the “Bulletins” tab, on 

top.)  

It’s clear to me that many people are misled about the 

amendment.  That’s understandable, since it takes some 

effort to find the actual text of the amendment, and if you 

do, you then discover that it’s filled with vague and 

undefined terms (perhaps deliberately so).  But know 

this:  if it succeeds in becoming part of the Michigan 

Constitution, IT WOULD BE THE MOST RADICAL PRO

-ABORTION POLICY OF ANY STATE.  It’s also entirely 

likely that Michigan will become a Mecca for abortions.   

But there’s more involved than just abortions.  The 

amendment would give all persons, including minor 

children, the absolute right to make reproductive 

decisions—without the parents’ consent, or even 

awareness.  Think for a moment what that means.  The 

implications are staggering.   

Unfortunately, the proposal is likely to pass!  The 

petition was able to collect over 750,000 signatures to 

get the measure onto the ballot.  (I accidently indicated 

last week that the number was 500,000.)  Let’s also 

acknowledge  that there are far too many voters whose 

sensitivity to the issue of abortion has been numbed 

after almost 50 years of legal abortion.  Many have 

come to accept abortion access as a “right” that should 

not be taken away, and these persons will vote for the 

proposal unless we make a major effort to effectively 

present the truth about this amendment.  This is 

watershed moment in our State history.  We must do 

everything we can to defeat this proposal.  The 

proponents of this amendment are well-organized and 

very well funded.   

Last week I indicated that, for my part, I would write a 

letter to the Archbishop, proposing several actions that I 

hope he might take to lead us in defeating this proposal.  

But it seems God wants me to do more than just that, so 

I actually have an appointment to meet with the 

Archbishop this Monday at 4 PM.  Please keep this 

meeting in your prayers!   

For your part, you need to become more informed  

about what’s in this amendment, and the implications.  

Reading the summary of the amendment that will 

appear on the ballot, isn’t enough. It might actually 

sound fairly innocuous to most people.   

To help you understand what’s really involved, the 

rest of my article will quote from the website of the 

“ballot question committee” that is opposed to this 

proposal.  You can visit the website at  

www.supportMIwomenandchildren.org .  (The first 

three sections of the amendment were addressed last 

week.)   

 

(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. 

This section is the key to invalidating so many laws.  

Any existing law related to pregnancy, sex, abortion, 

sterilization, etc. has to overcome three separate 

obstacles. 

First, the law can only be for the purpose of 

protecting “health,” which is not defined.  So, for 

example, Michigan’s law which stops taxpayers from 

paying for abortions could be repealed, since the law is 

about protecting conscience rights.  If a nurse doesn’t 

want to be forced to help perform a late-term abortion, 

their legal rights will not be respected. 

Second, the law must agree with “accepted clinical 

standards of practice.”  Who writes those for abortion 

procedures?  The abortion businesses themselves.  For 

example, they say screening women for coercion to 

prevent forced abortions isn’t “evidence-based,” so our 

state’s law requiring screening for forced abortions could 

be repealed and sex traffickers, abusive spouses, and 

incestuous relatives will be able to cover-up their crimes.  

Abortion businesses object to health inspections and 

safety regulations that other outpatient facilities are 

required to follow, so no health or safety regulations 

could survive.  Waiting periods, requiring abortionists to 

give women the ability to see the ultrasound of her baby, 

informed consent before surgery:  none of these laws 
(Continued on page 4) 
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will be accepted as clinical standards by abortion clinics.  

This gives abortion businesses ultimate control over 

state laws, not voters or their elected officials. 

Third, and this is VERY IMPORTANT, no law on 

anything related to pregnancy can infringe on a person’s 

“autonomous decision making.”  Well, every law infringes 

on someone’s decisions; a law preventing a restaurant 

from serving you raw meat infected with salmonella is 

infringing on their decision to serve it and your decision 

to buy it.  Most people agree your county health 

department has a compelling state interest in stopping 

people from dying by food poisoning. 

This means that the amendment makes consent the 

only legal limit.  If someone convinces a child to be 

sterilized, the parents have no say. This applies to 

anything related to pregnancy. Laws preventing adults 

from having sex with children could be impacted, since 

sex is related to pregnancy and it never defines 

individuals as adults.  If a brother and sister want to have 

a child together, this amendment gives them an absolute 

right to do that.  It doesn’t matter if the amendment 

authors didn’t intend to throw into question laws against 

statutory rape or incest, what matters is the confusing 

text of the amendment they wrote. 

This one sentence in the amendment could have far-

reaching effects for things beyond abortion or sex that 

aren’t immediately obvious. For example, our state’s ban 

on human cloning could no longer be enforceable, since 

cloning oneself is an autonomous pregnancy decision. 

Buying and selling babies through commercialized 

surrogacy could be legalized, and any health or safety 

regulation of the fertility industry could be impossible.  If 

a mother wants to use her son’s sperm in IVF, the state 

not only can’t intervene, but must enforce her “right” 

against an IVF clinic doctor who objects to this unethical 

situation. 

“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. 

Fetal viability is defined as the point a child can 

survive outside the womb.  The amendment changes 

this definition, so that any newborn with a significant 

illness or disability could be defined as a non-viable 

child.  For example, an incubator in a neonatal intensive 

care unit is an extraordinary medical measure.  Any 

“health care professional” could make this medical 

determination, not just doctors. If the woman and her 

health care professional decide to leave a disabled child 

to die, the state could not even be allowed to investigate 

this “alleged pregnancy outcome.” 

(5) This section shall be self-executing. Any 

provision of this section held invalid shall be 

severable from the remaining portions of this 

section. 

 

    In Jesus, 

    Fr. Michael 
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In the last two of my columns I have presented information 
about the constitutional amendment question that will appear 
on the ballot in Michigan this November.  The amendment is 
called the “Reproductive Freedom for All Amendment”.    What 
it proposes is antithetical to some of our most deeply held be-
liefs about life and family.  If it succeeds, it will affect or even 
abrogate over 40 current Michigan laws.   

It is very important that you become well-informed about 
this confusingly-worded but very extreme policy that seeks to 
be enshrined into the Michigan Constitution.  Hopefully, you 
will be able to help other people, who may not realize what’s in 
this proposal, to become determined to vote against it.  In my 
last two bulletin articles I presented the actual language in the 
amendment (not merely the “summary” that will appear on the 
ballot) along with commentary explaining the frightening impli-
cations of the amendment.  To see previous issues of our bul-
letins, visit the parish website, www.stwilliam.com, and click 
the “Bulletins” tab, on top.  To know more about what’s in the 

amendment and what’s being done to oppose it, visit: 

www.supportMIwomenandchildren.org.   

As I said in my article last week, there are far too many 
voters whose sensitivity to the issue of abortion has been 
numbed after almost 50 years of legal abortions.  Many have 
come to accept abortion access as a “right” that should not be 
taken away, and these persons will vote for the proposal un-
less we make a major effort to effectively present the truth 
about this amendment.  If it passes, Michigan will likely be-
come a Mecca for abortions, with abortion providers becoming 
rich in the process, and taxpayer dollars paying for everything.   

But there’s more involved than just abortions.  As I pointed 
out last week, the amendment would give every individual a 
“fundamental right”, to make all reproductive decisions.  Note, 
that because the language used in the amendment is “every 
individual”, rather than “every adult” the “fundamental right to 
reproductive freedom” applies to all persons, not just adults.  
Yes, this proposal would give even minor children the absolute 
right, without the parents’ consent or even awareness, to 
make any decision that has to do with reproduction.  Since it is 
a “fundamental right”, you can be sure that everything will be 

taxpayer funded.   

We must do everything we can to defeat this proposal.  
The proponents of this amendment are well-organized and 
very well funded.  We need to oppose their efforts with simi-
lar—no, greater—resources and enthusiasm.  Here’s what to 
do:   

1) PRAY, fervently, every day.   

2) Become well-informed yourself, so that you can help 
others to understand the truth.   

3) Be gentle with persons you encounter, some of 
whom may not have even heard about the amendment.  Oth-
ers may have heard about it, and unfortunately may seem in-
clined to agree with it!  This is most likely because they do not 
understand what’s really in it.  Don’t alienate them by telling 
them that “they are wrong!”  (Almost no one appreciates being 

told that!)  Instead, understand why they are thinking as they 
do.  As I mentioned before, it’s because many have become 
desensitized to what abortion really means, and have come to 
accept access to it as a “right”—and that rights should not be 
taken away.  If they’re thinking this way, at this point you 
would probably do better to emphasize that this amendment 
allows for late-term abortions and “partial-birth” abortions.  
(Even many pro-abortion people do not approve of these 
things.)  Emphasize also that parental rights are being taken 
away, and minor children will be making life-altering decisions 
at a time in their lives when they cannot possibly appreciate 

the ramifications of what they’re doing.  Birth control, drugs, 
surgical procedures, and sterilizations as well as abortions—
anything to do with reproduction—will be a “fundamental 
right”.  You might point out to people that we can expect 
“rights” to be inevitably funded with taxpayer dollars.  In talking 
with people, keep in mind that our task at this point is simply to 
ensure the defeat of this proposal.  Subsequently, after its de-
feat, people will more likely be open to accepting explanations 
of the Church’s teaching about abortion.   

4) Be prepared to support financially the efforts to de-
feat this amendment.  One of the most effective tools will be 
ads on television, without which we won’t reach enough voters 
with the truth.  Sufficient airtime to do the job is expensive.  
(That alone will cost some $20 million.)  But when enough 
people, both Catholics and others, realize what’s at stake, I’m 
confident we will be able to raise more than enough money to 
fund the TV ads and the rest of the campaign.  You’ll soon be 
hearing more about how you can help.   

 

Finally, I thank very much all the people who prayed for the 
meeting that I had with the Archbishop last Monday.  I was 

accompanied by Fr. John Riccardo and Msgr. Tim Hogan.  I 
was very much encouraged—not only because the Archbish-
op, though tired, listened carefully to all that was said, making 
astute comments and suggestions—but also because it was 
evident that he, too, is determined that we succeed in defeat-
ing this proposed amendment.  Our discussion even generat-
ed new ideas for steps that will be taken to enable the clergy 
to better present the issues to their parishioners.   

Furthermore, prior to the meeting, I had a phone conversa-
tion with Mr. Paul Long, who is the CEO of the Michigan Cath-
olic Conference.  The MCC is part of the coalition to defeat the 
amendment, as is Right to Life of Michigan.  Paul Long and 
Barbara Listing, the president of Right to Life of Michigan, are 
co-chairs of the ballot question committee, “Citizens to Sup-
port MI Women and Children”.  A lot of work has already been 
done, and that, too, is very encouraging.  Still, a big hurdle, 
which I’m sure God will help us overcome, is to raise all the 
funds needed to ensure victory.   

More next week.   

    In Jesus, 
    Fr. Michael 

July 31, 2022 
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Over the last several weeks I have presented infor-

mation about the constitutional amendment question that 

will appear on the ballot in Michigan this November.  The 

amendment is called the “Reproductive Freedom for All 

Amendment”.  It is very important that you become well-

informed about this confusingly-worded but very ex-

treme policy that seeks to be enshrined into the Michi-

gan Constitution.  Hopefully, you will be able to help oth-

er people, who may not realize what’s in this proposal, to 

become determined to vote against it.  What it proposes 

is antithetical to some of our most deeply held beliefs 

about life and family.  To see my articles in previous is-

sues of our bulletin, visit the parish website, 

www.stwilliam.com, and click the “Bulletins” tab, on top.  

To know more about what’s in the amendment and 

what’s being done to oppose it, visit: 

www.supportMIwomenand children.org.  

 

Among the major reasons this proposed amendment 

is so dangerous and deserves to be defeated, the first is 

that, despite misleading language in the “ballot sum-

mary” suggesting there could be some limits to late-term 

abortions, the actual amendment provides definitions 

and exceptions that render “limits” meaningless.  The 

second is that parental rights are being taken away.  The 

amendment provides a “fundamental right to reproduc-

tive freedom” to all persons—not just “adults”.  Minor 

children, without a parent’s consent or even awareness, 

will be entitled to make life-altering decisions at a time in 

their lives when they cannot possibly appreciate the 

ramifications of what they’re doing.  We can expect 

“rights” to be inevitably funded with taxpayer dollars 

whether for birth control, drugs, surgical procedures, and 

sterilizations as well as abortions.  Michigan will become 

a Mecca for people from all over seeking to exercise 

their “rights”.  The abortion industry will become lucrative 

in Michigan.   

Another truly dangerous element (from a medical 

standpoint) is that the amendment refers to “health care 

professionals” rather than “medical doctors”.  An 

“attending health care professional” could mean almost 

anyone, in any unrelated medical field.  It gets worse: 

the state is prohibited from taking any adverse action 

against someone “for aiding or assisting a pregnant indi-

vidual in exercising their right to reproductive freedom 

with their voluntary consent”.  An untrained employee at 

an abortion facility could perform abortions, and the 

state health and safety regulators would be powerless to 

address it.   

As I mentioned last week, We must do everything we 

can to defeat this proposal.  The proponents of this 

amendment are well-organized and very well funded.  

We need to oppose their efforts with similar—no, great-

er—resources and enthusiasm.  Again, here’s what we 

can do:   

1) PRAY, fervently, every day.   

2) Become well-informed yourself, so that you can 

help others to understand the truth.   

3) Be gentle with persons you encounter, many of 

whom may not be aware of the amendment.  If they are 

aware and yet seem inclined to be in favor of it, they 

probably don’t realize what’s actually in it.  They’ve been 

misled.  Once they know you’re not attacking them, you 

can gradually help them see those parts of the amend-

ment that they really don’t support.  Don’t get into argu-

ments, even about abortion!  Our task at this point is to 

defeat the amendment.  Subsequently, after its defeat, 

people will more likely be open to accepting explana-

tions of the Church’s teaching about abortion.   

4) Be prepared to financially support the efforts to 

defeat this amendment.  Without sufficient funding for 

television ads, we won’t reach enough voters with the 

truth.  Yes, airtime is expensive.  Also be advised that no 

funding will actually go to the Church or even be collect-

ed by the Church; it all must go through “the ballot ques-

tion committee” that’s been formed to oppose the 

amendment.  SupportMIwomenandchildren.org. has a 

donation link.  I hope the bishops will take the lead and 

provide clear direction for this effort, but I’ll keep you ad-

vised.   

    In Jesus, 

    Fr. Michael 

August 7
th
, 2022 
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For the last four weeks I have been providing infor-

mation about the proposed amendment to the Michi-

gan Constitution—and the terrible threat and conse-

quences that its passage would present.  One person 

told me that she has been passing out copies of the 

bulletins to her friends, who—even though some were 

leaning “pro-choice”—were shocked to find out what’s 

actually in this amendment.  To see my articles in pre-

vious issues of our bulletin, visit the parish website, 

www.stwilliam.com , and click the “Bulletins” tab, 

on top.  To know more about what’s in the amend-

ment and what’s being done to oppose it, visit: 

www.supportmiwomenandchildren.org  

I expect that soon we will be hearing from our Arch-

bishop about what specific steps we can take to help 

defeat this proposed amendment.  The Michigan 

Catholic Conference (MCC is an organization of all 

the dioceses of Michigan) is one of the 18 organiza-

tions that have formed  a coalition (a “ballot question 

committee”) opposing the amendment, and will be 

providing us with additional informational materials.  I 

am glad to know that Mr. Paul Long, the CEO of the 

Conference, and Barbara Listing, president of Right to 

Life of Michigan, are co-chairs of the ballot question 

committee.  I’m sure they are intent upon doing all 

that they can.  

Of course, one of the biggest challenges to the suc-

cess of the opposition campaign will be to secure the 

funding needed for the television spots.  Without a 

massive informational effort, most voters will remain 

misled about this amendment—and that would be dis-

astrous.  Making people aware of the truth is key.  

Major donors are being solicited, but the vast majority 

of the funds will have to come from small individual 

donors.  Ultimately we will all have to do our part to 

help.  Start praying now, asking the Lord how much 

he wants you to contribute.  Donations to a “ballot 

question committee” are NOT tax-deductible, but so 

what?  The actions we take, or fail to take, will impact 

our society for generations to come, our kids and 

grandkids.  If you want to contribute today, you can do 

so on the website referenced above.   

     In Jesus, 

     Fr. Michael 

August 14
th
, 2022 
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We are called to be disciples of Jesus.   

In fact, we are called to be a “joyful band of missionary  

disciples”. 

Sometimes that’s hard to live out—especially in our society 

today. With it’s secular values, our society is often barely tol-

erant—or is even openly hostile—to people of faith.  In this 

environment it’s difficult for Catholics to be all three at the 

same time, or even one at the same time!  (Disciples, Joyful, 

and Missionary! )  

But despite the challenges, the Lord still calls us to be 

fearless disciples.  That means being more than simply peo-

ple who believe a set of doctrines.  We must also be willing 

to live out the teachings and values of Jesus in the public 

square, so that, through our example and witness, we pro-

mote the Gospel and help bring others to know Jesus.  One 

special area of fearlessness in our charged political climate 

today is to stand up for issues of Life.  

We’re approaching October, which is designated each 

year as “Respect Life Month”.  More than ever, especially in 

our State at this time, we are facing an unprecedented chal-

lenge to our Catholic values and our deeply held respect for 

human life.  The bishops have consistently urged us as disci-

ples to be “Advocates for Life”.  We do this in many ways: by 

our prayers, by public witness (the national “Life-Chain” and 

the annual “March for Life” in Washington both come to 

mind), by our financial support and participation in efforts on 

behalf of life, by speaking about life values in our families 

and in the workplace, and by our participation in the political 

process that helps shape our country’s values, morals and 

laws.   

Yes, it actually is possible to influence a society’s values 

through the political process.  Don’t be confused or dissuad-

ed by people who say that “religion has no place in politics”.  

That’s nonsense.  Catholics have as much right as any other 

group in society to attempt to bring our viewpoints and our 

values into the policies of our democratic republic.  Our ef-

forts in this area are especially important as we approach the 

mid-terms elections this year because of the so-called 

“Reproductive Freedom for All Amendment” that will be on 

the ballot in Michigan.  This amendment is not a partisan po-

litical proposal.  It concerns moral issues about which the 

Church must be a prophetic voice, speaking out fearlessly.  

As Catholics, we need to “get out the vote”, and do all we 

can to present the truth to friends, relatives and neighbors 

who likely have been terribly misled about this amendment.   

The promoters of this amendment are trying to persuade 

people that it is simply an effort to ensure “women’s rights”.  

The truth, of course, is far different and far worse.  This 

amendment is horrific public policy—and it comes as a pack-

age.  Even people who are inclined to be pro-choice need to 

realize that with this amendment they don’t get to pick and 

choose what they like.  If it passes they get the whole thing, 

not just those parts that they might think are acceptable or 

good.  “Proposal 3”, as it will be officially identified on the 

ballot, would create a more extreme abortion policy than is 

had by any other state in the Union, including California and 

New York.   

If passed, it will affect or nullify 47 current Michigan laws.  

These include: an “informed consent” law that seeks to en-

sure that persons considering abortions understand what is 

involved; laws that respect the conscience of medical per-

sonnel who do not want to participate in an abortion; and 

laws prohibiting so called “partial-birth abortions”.  (That’s 

when a full-term baby is in the process of being born,  the 

process is stopped, the baby is killed, and then the dead in-

fant is delivered.  It’s as barbaric as it sounds.  I dare not de-

scribe any further the clinical details of the process lest I be 

accused of insensitivity or sensationalism.)   

But the amendment does not just address abortion.  It 

establishes a “fundamental right” of every individual to 

“make and effectuate decisions about all matters relat-

ing to pregnancy….”  Note that this is the right of “every 

individual”.  It doesn’t say “every adult”.  A parent’s permis-

sion might still be required if a twelve-year-old wants to have 

her ears pierced, but not if she decides to have a tubal liga-

tion.  And guess who gets to pay for her “fundamental right to 

effectuate” her decision.   

This amendment is ‘way too extreme.  It richly deserves 

to be rejected in the November election.  Vote “NO” on Pro-

posal Three.  

     In Jesus, 

     Fr. Michael 

P.S.  The series of articles that I’ve previously written about 

the “Reproductive Freedom for All Amendment” are available 

on our website, StWilliam.com.  Reprints of the articles are 

also available in the vestibules of our church and at the Par-

ish Business Office, should you wish to pass them along to 

friends or family.  Further information is available on 

www.supportMIwomenandchildren.org.  On that website 

there is also a link for donations.  I strongly encourage 

your donations.  Only this ballot question committee can 

spend funds on the opposition effort.  The key to defeating 

Proposal 3 is to get the truth out to the public-at-large 

through television ads.  The “Support” coalition has the ads 

ready to go, but it will cost millions to air them, and we don’t 

yet have sufficient funds.  Do whatever the Lord asks of 

you.   

September 18
th
, 2022 
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Telling the Truth of the Reproductive Freedom for All  

Ballot Amendment 
A series of articles written by Fr. Michael Savickas 

In an extended series of bulletin articles, I have been at-
tempting to present the truth about the “Reproductive Free-
dom for All Amendment”.  Whether or not to add this amend-
ment to the Michigan Constitution will be decided by voters 
this November.  I trust that those who have become educat-
ed about this misleading, vaguely-worded, and extremely 
dangerous proposal have already decided to vote against 
“Proposal 3”.   

One of the big challenges for us now is to help educate 
others, including people who may be leaning “pro-choice” or 
even have no religious affiliation, to join us in voting “NO!”  In 
this article I hope to provide you with some useful strategies 
about how to spread the word.   

First, decide not to be intimidated!  It can seem uncom-
fortable or even daunting to bring the issue to the attention of 
others.  But I’m sure the Lord wants us to be bold, fearless 
disciples, and speaking the truth in the face of evil seems to 
me to be our obligation.  Also, don’t let anyone tell you that 
“religion should stay out of politics”.  As I mentioned last 
week, people of faith have as much right as any other demo-
graphic group to be part of the discussion when it comes to 
public policy.  In fact, it is our obligation, if we are to be good 
citizens, to try to influence policy to align with our values.   

Second, PRAY.  You’re not doing this on you own!  Pray 
regularly for our nation as well as our State, pray for the de-
feat of this proposal, and thank God ahead of time for His 
victory.  Just before a discussion opportunity presents itself, 
ask Jesus to give you “words and a wisdom” (Lk 21:15) to 
open the hearts of those to whom you speak.  If you antici-
pate a difficult setting, cheat!  Call upon holy angels!  Com-
mission them to fill the room.  Take up the authority of Christ, 
and rebuke any negative spirits, and command that only the 
Holy Spirit be operative here.   

Third, have a strategy prepared.  Have firmly in mind how 
you are going to introduce the topic, what are some of the 
things you might say, and, very importantly, what you are 
NOT going to do—like get into an argument.  Here’s some 
suggestions about how to proceed: 

To gently introduce the topic, you might casually ask, 
“Say, have you heard about this amendment that’s going to 
be on the ballot?”  If they haven’t, or have only heard a little, 
here’s your chance!  Say, “Well I’ve looked into it, and I’m 
appalled!  It’s misleading.  It’s trying to make people think it’s 
all about women’s rights, but it’s ‘way more than that! It’s got 
so many things in it that are beyond belief!”  Let them ask 
you about them.  Gauge your audience,  If they are  
pro-life, you can certainly talk about unregulated abortion 
without restrictions.  If they are leaning pro-choice, you might 
start by explaining the loss of parents’ rights, with teens and 
even children making life-altering decisions about drugs and 
sterilizations, and all with taxpayer funding, which is pretty 
much guaranteed since the we’re dealing with a 
“fundamental right” that the State is required to “protect and 
enforce”.  (Since you’ve read my previous articles you can 
bring up any number of issues that are likely unknown to 
them.)  You might mention that you’ve picked up some mate-

rials that explain what’s in the amendment, and would they 
like some?   

If, when you ask about the amendment they say they 
know about it and have decided to vote for it, you can say 
that you’ve studied it and discovered  some things about it 
that are disturbing, and you’re curious about what influenced 
them to be in favor of it.  Whatever they say, realize that they 
have probably been misled.  You might say, “I can under-
stand now why you’re in favor.  You probably weren’t told it 
could mean….” (Then mention a few things they probably 
would not approve of.)  You might then add: “I think you 
could agree, this is a very badly-written policy, very confus-
ing, and will cause all sorts of unintended problems—and for 
that reason alone it deserves to be rejected.”   

Do NOT get into an argument!  No one actually wins a 
heated argument.  There is an old saying, “A man convinced 
against his will, is of the same opinion still.”  If the person you 
are speaking to leaves angry, you can be pretty sure that 
person is going to vote FOR the amendment.  Keep firmly in 
mind that our immediate objective is to win votes AGAINST 
the amendment!  Try to see things from the other person’s 
point of view, which will make them more receptive to yours.  
For example, if the person is strongly pro-abortion, or even if 
they are only leaning pro-choice, don’t start by telling them 
how wrong they are, while trying to immediately force them 
into complete conformity with the Church’s teaching.  Tell 
them instead you can understand how they’ve been influ-
enced by almost 50 years of legal abortion and little media 
sympathy with a contrary view.  And take courage!  Actually, 
most pro-choice people are not in favor of late-term abortion, 
and even fewer are in favor of partial-birth abortion!  You 
might get them to agree with you on those points—and they 
will probably agree that none of us are in favor of losing pa-
rental rights.  You are moving them in the right direction.  
When you then point out that the wording in a constitution 
needs to be very precise, never vague or ambiguous, you 
may sway them to vote against this extreme amendment.  
Subsequently, they will be more receptive than ever to the 
truth about all abortions.  And keep praying for them.   

    In Jesus, 

    Fr. Michael 

P.S.  There IS one more thing you can do!  Since there is no 
way you can personally talk to a million voters or so, do the 
next best thing and help pay for the TV ads that will reach 
those millions of voters!   

Go to  and click 
on the “Donate” button.  We need about $20 million in order 
to fund a sufficient number of ads to reach the major TV mar-
kets throughout Michigan.  Do all you can.  I certainly intend 
to! 
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