2001-2002 State-Level Personhood Legislation
- Including State-Level Personhood Bill and Constitutional Amendment

- SC, OR

Including:  1) one principled pro-life Personhood Bill, and one principled pro-life Personhood Constitutional Amendment; 

                 2) both the bill in a State’s Legislature, and the proposed ballot initiative State-Level Constitutional Amendment, 

                     had NO EXCEPTIONS;  with both declaring legal "Personhood" at fertilization (any "exceptions" fatally 

                     undermine the legal concept of personhood, as expressed in the very text of the 1973 Roe v. Wade decision).
Compiled December 27, 2009 ("abortion-ban" legislation that does not mention persons, personhood is NOT included.)

OVERVIEW PROFILE OF STATE-LEVEL PERSONHOOD LEGISLATION:

1)  2001-2002 State-Level Personhood Legislation

     a) One state is known to have had a Personhood Bill filed in the State Legislature for 2001-2002:

     - South Carolina (see additional information on this legislation further below)     

     - South Carolina’s filing was a Personhood Bill for statutory changes to the State's Code of Laws.

     b)  One state is known to have had a ballot initiative filed for a Personhood Constitutional Amendment 

           for 2001-2002:

      - Oregon (see additional information on this ballot initiative further below)

- Oregon had a citizen ballot initiative to place The Divine Sovereignty Life Amendment on the ballot in 2002.

DETAILED INFORMATION ON STATE-LEVEL PERSONHOOD (AND OTHER SELECTED) LEGISLATION:

1)  2001-2002 State-Level Personhood Legislation

a) One state is known to have had a Personhood Bill filed in the State Legislature for 2001-2002:

     - South Carolina – H.3252

        www.scstatehouse.net/sess114_2001-2002/bills/3252.htm
Bill Status and History:

Bill Number: 3252 

Type of Legislation: General Bill GB 

Introducing Body: House 

House Introduced Date: 20010110 

Primary Sponsor: Davenport 

Residing Body: House 

Current Committee: Judiciary Committee 25 HJ 

House 20010110 Introduced, read first time, 25 HJ referred to Committee 

Constitutional scholar, author, law school founding dean, and practicing constitutional attorney Herb Titus 

testified telephonically in support of H.3252 live before the Constitutional Laws Subcommittee on April 25, 2001, 

at the very first public hearing granted in the Republican-majority SC House of Representatives for the 

Right to Life Act of SC (SC Personhood Bill), which had first been filed in February 1998.  

The Republican Constitutional Laws Subcommittee chairman of the SC House Judiciary Committee, opposed the bill, and it was defeated by a subcommittee vote of 4 to 1 (with one Christian Democrat (Rep. Fletcher Smith (D-Greenville)) voting for the bill, and three Republicans and one Democrat voting against the bill).

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

    b)  One state is known to have had a ballot initiative filed for a Personhood Constitutional Amendment 

           for 2001-2002:

- Oregon had a citizen ballot initiative (Initiative #34) to place The Divine Sovereignty Life Amendment on the 

  ballot on November 5, 2002.

OREGON - THE DIVINE SOVEREIGNTY LIFE AMENDMENT - Initiative 34

http://egov.sos.state.or.us/elec/web_irr_search.record_detail?p_reference=20020034..L.CYYY
- Petition filed with text of Personhood Amendment with Oregon Secretary of State, April 13, 2001 -    

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034text.pdf
- Oregon Secretary of State receives draft ballot title from Oregon Attorney General, April 23, 2001 - 

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034dbt.pdf
- Interested parties comments on draft ballot title - 

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034cmts.pdf
- Certified Ballot Title by Oregon Attorney General, May 15, 2001 - 

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034cbt.pdf
- Amended Ballot Title received by Oregon Secretary of State from Oregon Supreme Court, November 26, 2001

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034abt.pdf
- Judgement received from Supreme Court.  Oregon Attorney General Modified Ballot Title certified, November 26, 2001

   www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034supct.pdf
- Approved for petition circulation – N/A

- Ballot Measure – Not Certified 

The language of the The Divine Sovereignty Life Amendment as submitted April 13, 2001 was as follows:
The Divine Sovereignty Life Amendment   ( www.sos.state.or.us/elections/irr/2002/034text.pdf )
Oregon State Constitution - Article I., Section 1.  

"(1) God Almighty gives Human Life.   In the womb, He forms a Human Being.  At the beginning of that process,

it is God, not man, who establishes Human Personhood.  Therefore, we the People of the state of Oregon, in humility and obedience to Nature’s God, the Lord of Heaven and earth, shall keep safe from mortal harm all

innocent Human Life, acknowledging and protecting the Human Person from the moment of fertilization until

natural death, so help us God.”

___________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________

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 the text of the 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 in 1973.  The issue of legal “personhood” for 

ALL human beings, without exception, is a key to unlocking the 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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