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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Ninety

The committee on the Judiciary makes a favorable report and
recommends the initiative amendment be approved for the following
reasons;

The proposed constitutional amendment would prohibit govern-
ment from interfering with the right to make reproductive decisions.
Choosing when or whether to have a child is one of the most private
and personal decisions an individual can make. In a free society, the
government has no place in this decision-making process. The
proposed amendment is intended to offer the same protection as that
afforded by Roe v. Wade and Massachusetts court decisions.

For the Majority:
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House 4001 ought not to pass for numerous reasons. Certainly not
least among these is that abortion is an issue which still is being hotly
debated in our state and in our country. Altering our state constitution
would remove this issue from any further legal debate well before any
true consensus has been reached on the issue.

Further, it is an extreme proposal couched in language which could
mislead those not thoroughly versed in current abortion law. It is clear
that it would allow abortion virtually up to the moment of delivery
in cases of rape or incest or when the life or “health” of the mother
is at risk. Because the U.S. Supreme Court has interpreted the term
“health” in the abortion context to include any factor including
maternal distress because the child is “unwanted” this language
effectively constitutionalizes abortion on demand throughout the
entire nine months of pregnancy. Polls show that there is little support
for such an extreme position, but the language of this proposed
amendment does not make it clear that this in fact is exactly what
the amendment would put into our state constitution.

Massachusetts has been first in many commendable efforts, and of
this we are proud. Massachusetts should not be first to use misleading
language to enshrine the “right” to abort unborn children up to the
moment they are born.
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