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Florida Amendment 2, 2008

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT
ARTICLE I, NEW SECTION
FLORIDA MARRIAGE PROTECTION AMENDMENT

This amendment protects marriage as the legal union of cily
— +ifa and provides

that no other legal union th2 treated as marriage or the

substantial equivalent thereof shall be valid or recognized
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Georgia Constitutional Amendment 1, 2004

Shall the Constitution be amended so as to provide that this
state shall recognize as marriage Giiy the unicn cf man ana
wsziian? This first paragraph of this proposal provides that
Georgia shall recogniza as marriage a5l =’ "union of man

srohivits marriages between persons of the
same sex in this state. The second paragraph of this pro-
posal further provides that the state: (1) shall n<t recognize
any union between persons of the same sex as being entitled
to the benefits of marriage; (2) shall nc¢ give effect to any
public act, record, or judicial proceeding of any other state
or jurisdiction respecting a relationship between persons of
the same sex where that relationship is treated as a marriage
under the laws of such other state or jurisdiction; and (3)
removes 1rom the jurisdiction of Georgia’s courts the ability
to grant a divorce or separate maintenance or otherwise con-
sider or rule on parties’ rights arising from or in connection
with such a same sex relationship.

Yes 4,645,602 62.1% Yes 2,454,930 76.2%
No 2,833,052 37.9% No 768,716  23.8%
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Arizona Proposition 102, 20

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION BY LEGIS
TURE RELATING TO MARRIAGE

A “yes” vote shall have the effect of amending the Arizona
nstitution to define marriage as a union between

one woman, while inaintaining the current statutory law
of the State of Arizona, which prohibits marriage between

persons of the same s

A “no” vote shall have the effect of maintaining the current
statutory law of the State of Arizona, which prohibits mar-
riage between persons of the same sex, but would not amend
the Arizona Constitution to define marriage as a union be-
tween one man dnd one woman

Yes 1,258,353 56.2%
No 980,751 43.8%
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Virginia Marriage Amendment, 2006 Missouri Marriage Amendment, 2004

Shall Article | (the Bill Rights) of the stitution of Vir

ginia be amended to state: “That a union be )
— omari may b

Ith and its -

Constitutional Amendment 2

political -

ite ghize s ationships of unmar

- Shall the Missouri Constitution be amended so that to be
ried individuals that intends to ate esign, qual

valid and recognized in this state, a marriage shall exist 5.

significance, or effects of marriage. Nor shai! this Com- ) )
= between &-vian and a woiviai?

Ith or its political subdivisions craz 0 gni

another union, partnership, or other legal st vhich is

signed the rights, benefits, obligations, qualities, or effects
marriage

Yes 1,328,134 57%
No 998,483 43%

Yes 1,055,771 71%
No 439,529 29%
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South Dakota Amendment C, 2007

Yes 172,242 52%
No 160,173 48%
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Montana Constitutional Initiative 96, 2004

Yes

A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE
PETITION

Montana statutes define civil marriage as between a man
and a woman, and prohibit marriage between persons of the
same sex. The Montana Constitution currently contains no
provisions defining marriage. This initiative, effective imme-
diately, would amend the Montana Constitution to provide
that cnly 2 marriage between &-viar and 2 wuarazn may be
valid if performed in Montana, or recognized in Montana if
performed in another state.

67%

295,070

No

148,263

33%
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Idaho Amendment 2, 2006

Proposed Amendment to the Constitution of the State of
Idaho
Section 28, Article Il

Statement of Meaning and Purpose

The proposed amendment would add a new Section 28 to
Article Ill of the Constitution of the State of Idaho, stating
that a marriage between & &7
domestic legal union that shall be valid recognized in the
state of Idaho

= =

Effect of Adoption

If adopted, the proposed amendment would add language
to the Constitution of the State of Idaho to provide that a
marriage is city between 2 zn. The language
nrokisits recognition by the state of Idaho and its political
subdivisions of civil unions, domestic partnerships, <7 any
other relationship that attempts to approximate marriage
The language further nrekhisits the state and its political sub
divisions from granting any or all of the legal benefits of
marriage to civil unions, domestic partnerships, or any other
relationship that attempts to approximate marriage.

Yes 282,386 63.3%
No 163,384 36.7%
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Ohio Marriage Amendment, 2004

Be it Resolved by the People of the State of Ohio

That the Constitution of the State of Ohio be amended by
adopting a section to be designated as Section 11 of Article
XV thereof, to read as follows:

Article XV Section 11
cnc woinan may be a marriage valid in or recognized by this
state and its political subdivisions. This state and its politi-
cal subdivisions shall rot create or recognize a legal status
for relationships of unmarried individuals that intends to ap-
proximate the design, qualities, significance or effect of mar-
riage

2 union between < -

A majority yes vote is necessary for passage

Yes 3,329,335 62%
No 2,065,462 38%
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Arizona Proposition 107, 2006

Yes 721,489 48%
No 775,498 52%
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Oregon Ballot Measure 36, 2004

Yes
No

RESULT OF “YES” VOTE: “Yes"” vote adds to Oregon con
tion declaration of policy that Giniy marriage between

is valid or legally recognized as mar-
riage.

RESULT OF “NO” VOTE: “No” vote retains existing constitu-
tion without a provision declaring that only marriage be-
tween one man and one woman is valid or legally recognized
as marriage.

SUMMARY: Amends constitution. Oregon statutes currently
provide that marriage is a ¢ E r ntered into in per-
son between individuals of the oppo that is, between
males and females at least 17 years of age who solemnize
the marriage by declaring “they take each other to be hus
band and wife e existing Oregon Constitution contains
no provision governing marriage. Currently, the State of Or-
egon recognizes out-of-state marriages that are valid in the
state where performed, unless the marriage violates a strong
public policy of Oregon. Measure adds to Oregon Constitu-
tion a declaration that the policy of the State of Oregon and
its political subdivisions is that marriage betweer

y
shall be valid or legally recognized as

a marriage

1,028,546 57%

787,556

43%
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