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been made by a mejority of those voting here this eyening, and
ny motion is an attenpt to rectify that situation. "gg| am
asking that we vote yes on this notion to reconsider that | ast
vote.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senat or Landis, discussion on the notion to
reconsider.

SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. Smpaker, menbers of the Legislature,
actually the outcome of the vote is sonmewhat irrelevant in that
the proponents of the measure, if they are successful, and get
to the issue at hand, which they would like to, which is the
notion to return to Select Fjle, and then adopt either the
Lindsay amendment or the Labedz amendnment, would have this
measure at a different level of debate, angd you just read the
rule on bracket motions, and at that norment a bracket notion

today would be in order. It is only on the same day and on
same stage. So, in fact, if the proponents of this nmeasure are

successful in their course of action, Senator Chanbers moti on
wi |l again beconme avail able to himeven under the existent rule
that the body overruled the Chair on at such times a5 the
success of t he amendnent is brought back to the floor. aApdso
in that sense, it seens to ne that really we are about where

are at to begin with, and we might as well discuss the
underlying issue. The ynderlying issue. is .whether or not
parental notification is good policy in this state. | would
like to recount, at least in part, some of the history of

reproductive rights in the United States to remind us all that
the state that we are in now, which is a constitutionally
guaranteed right of privacy, is not unlike large portions of
Anerican history. Prior to 1820, gporti on was legal by common

law = in this company...inthis country, rather, prior to
qui ckening, and that meant prior to the fjrst fetal movement.
That is about a week earlier than the end of thefirst

exanple, the right to abortion prior to quickening was uphel d by
the Nassachusetts's Supreme Court as a right existing at common
law to be shared in by the wonen of Massachusetts. In 1821,
Connecticut |aw permtted a woman to abort prior to quickening,
ard that was by statutory law. However, soneplace along in the
1830s, medical witings, rred| cal journa|sl uageste t hat
because of the presence of mdw fery and fol k heals'egg perform ng
abortions that they were risky, that there were primitive
techniques, that they were dangerous, and fol|owing those
suggestions, states began to outlaw this practice. guyt| should
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