THERE’S A WORLD OF DIFFERENCE

The author of Prop 1 claims “It is consistent with current California law.”
But that’s not true.
Current California law says: “The state may not deny or interfere with a woman’s right to choose
or obtain an abortion prior to viability of the fetus, or when the abortion is necessary to protect
the life or health of the woman.”
And that’s the difference.
California law limits late-term abortions after “viability” (when the baby can survive outside
the womb) unless medically necessary to protect the mother.
Prop 1 has no limits on abortion. It allows abortion for any reason, at any time up to the moment
of birth, even if the baby is healthy and the mother is in no danger.
READ FOR YOURSELF AND COMPARE
Nowhere in Prop 1 will you find language limiting abortion. Nor will you find any mention
of “viability of the fetus.”
PROPOSITION 1
“The state shall not deny or interfere with an individual’s reproductive freedom
in their most intimate decisions, which includes their fundamental right to
choose to have an abortion and their fundamental right to choose or refuse
contraceptives. This section is intended to further the constitutional right to
privacy guaranteed by Section 1, and the constitutional right not to be denied
equal protection guaranteed by Section 7. Nothing herein narrows or limits
the right to privacy or equal protection.”
EXISTING CALIFORNIA LAWS PROTECTING ABORTION, PRIVACY & EQUALITY
Cal. Health & Safety Code § 123466

The state may not deny or interfere with a woman’s right to choose or obtain
an abortion prior to viability of the fetus, or when the abortion is necessary
to protect the life or health of the woman.
- more -

CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION
SECTION 1.
All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and defending life
and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy.
(Sec. 1 added Nov. 5, 1974, by Proposition 7. Resolution Chapter 90, 1974.)

SECTION 7.
(a) A person may not be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law or denied equal protection of
the laws; provided, that nothing contained herein or elsewhere in this Constitution imposes upon the State of California
or any public entity, board, or official any obligations or responsibilities which exceed those imposed by the Equal
Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment to the United States Constitution with respect to the use of pupil school
assignment or pupil transportation. In enforcing this subdivision or any other provision of this Constitution, no court of
this State may impose upon the State of California or any public entity, board, or official any obligation or responsibility
with respect to the use of pupil school assignment or pupil transportation, (1) except to remedy a specific violation by
such party that would also constitute a violation of the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment to the United
States Constitution, and (2) unless a federal court would be permitted under federal decisional law to impose that
obligation or responsibility upon such party to remedy the specific violation of the Equal Protection Clause of the
14th Amendment of the United States Constitution.
Except as may be precluded by the Constitution of the United States, every existing judgment, decree, writ, or other
order of a court of this State, whenever rendered, which includes provisions regarding pupil school assignment or
pupil transportation, or which requires a plan including any such provisions shall, upon application to a court having
jurisdiction by any interested person, be modified to conform to the provisions of this subdivision as amended, as
applied to the facts which exist at the time of such modification.
In all actions or proceedings arising under or seeking application of the amendments to this subdivision proposed by
the Legislature at its 1979–80 Regular Session, all courts, wherein such actions or proceedings are or may hereafter
be pending, shall give such actions or proceedings first precedence over all other civil actions therein.
Nothing herein shall prohibit the governing board of a school district from voluntarily continuing or commencing
a school integration plan after the effective date of this subdivision as amended.
In amending this subdivision, the Legislature and people of the State of California find and declare that this amendment
is necessary to serve compelling public interests, including those of making the most effective use of the limited financial
resources now and prospectively available to support public education, maximizing the educational opportunities and
protecting the health and safety of all public school pupils, enhancing the ability of parents to participate in the educational
process, preserving harmony and tranquility in this State and its public schools, preventing the waste of scarce
fuel resources, and protecting the environment.
(b) A citizen or class of citizens may not be granted privileges or immunities not granted on the same terms to all citizens.
Privileges or immunities granted by the Legislature may be altered or revoked.
(Subdivision (a) amended Nov. 6, 1979, by Prop. 1. Res.Ch. 18, 1979. Other Source: Entire Sec. 7 was added Nov. 5, 1974, by Prop. 7;
Res.Ch. 90, 1974.)
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