Two down, but many to go!

Summer 2017

Northeast Ohio is much safer for women
and children now that two abor on facili es
have closed! The Akron Women's Medical
Group at 692 E. Market St. in Akron, and its
parent company the Cleveland Women's
Medical Group at 3461 Warrensville Center
Rd. in Cleveland have both gone out of
business.
The Akron facility has a long and lurid
history.
It has failed regular Ohio Department of
Health inspec ons several mes, but was
allowed to con nue opera ng.
Raymond
Robinson,
one
of
its
abor onists, had a case pending against
him in Indiana for professional
incompetence and failing to report child
sex abuse.
Mohammed Rezzae, another of its
abor onists, has a documented history of
botched medical abor ons, and he is also
aﬃliated with Preterm abor on facility in
Cleveland, where 22 year old Lakisha
Wilson died a er an abor on in 2014.
During mul ple inves ga ons, ODH
reports illegible medical records in cases
that
resulted
in
emergency
hospitaliza ons.
Last year an abor on pa ent suﬀered a
perforated uterus. Instead of calling 911,
the clinic called a private ambulance
company directly, delaying care by an
es mated seven minutes— a long me
when a woman is suﬀering from a life‐
threatening medical emergency.
In 2013, the clinic was sued when a
women delivered a full term baby a er
having undergone an abor on.
Ohio Department of Health lists their
license as ac ve, but it expired in April,
2013.
The building that housed the Akron
Women’s Medical group is owned by the
Market East 692 LLC. The contact for this LLC
is listed in state records as Valerie Haskell,
wife of infamous Cincinna abor onist Mar n
Haskell who pioneered par al birth abor on
in the United States. Also listed in the state
records as aﬃliated with the Market East 692
LLC is abor onist Mar n Ruddock. He had

operated an abor on facility in Cleveland
that was forced to close because of
mul ple
Mar n Haskell
Mar n Ruddock
health and
safety
viola ons.
He con nues
his
unsafe
prac ces in
Michigan. In 2015, Ruddock was
reprimanded by the Michigan Board of
Pharmacy and ﬁned for administering
seda on to abor on pa ents without a
valid Drug Enforcement Agency license.
The Cleveland Women's Medical Group
formerly
operated
as
Cleveland
Surgicenter. Their lease was not renewed
and in 2014, they were forced to move to
their new loca on. They never applied for
an ambulatory surgical facility license when
they opened and in the beginning, referred
their surgical cases to the Akron
loca on. However, shortly a er opening,
they began adver sing surgical abor ons
despite not having a license. Mul ple
complaints have been ﬁled regarding
this. Right to Life of Northeast Ohio has
ﬁled complaints to the Ohio Department of
Health and was no ﬁed last month that
ODH was inves ga ng.
In other news, Ohio abor onist David
Burkons ﬁnally received his hearing before
the Ohio Medical Board. He was cited for
many things including signing blank
prescrip on pads and improperly (or not at
all) documen ng prescrip on drugs in
pa ent records. Burkons has slid under
Ohio’s regulatory radar for years, and in
our es ma on, he only received a slap on
(Continued on page 5)

What happened to common sense?

Denise Leipold Executive Director

Maybe I’m sounding old, or sounding like my
abor on clinics." Perhaps Kellie doesn’t
parents, but when I was a kid, things seemed to be a
read or follow the news. Abor ons have
li le easier to understand. You knew that if you
been steadily decreasing in Ohio year
a er year. Women have healthier
a ended a wedding, you were going to see a bride and
op ons than abor on! In the 5 coun es
a groom (meaning a woman and a man!), and if
surrounding the Akron area, there are 37
someone had a baby, it was going to be either a boy or
alterna ves (including 12 free or sliding
a girl. Most boys played with trucks and got dirty, and
scale clinics, 12 rural or federally qualiﬁed health centers,
most girls played with dolls and stayed rela vely clean.
and 13 pregnancy resource centers) where a woman can go
Of course, some mes the girls some mes played with
to receive help instead of killing her unborn child. That’s
the boy’s toys, and some mes the boys played with the
common sense.
girl’s toys, but no one sued anyone over gender issues!
Here’s another good one. A few weeks ago, I re‐posted a
My parents and my church taught us that if someone
picture on Facebook that said: “Planned Parenthood: Go
was diﬀerent than us, that didn't make them any be er
Fund Yourself” with an accompanying ar cle about stopping
or worse, it just made them diﬀerent and we were
taxpayer funding of the abor on giant.
taught to get along with everyone.
One of the pro‐abor on escorts from the
In today’s world, everyone seems to
IS THIS COMMON SENSE:
Cuyahoga Falls abor on clinic responded
be so “poli cally correct” so as not to be
and tried to rip me to shreds about abor on
called racist, sexist, homophobic,
using an ar cle by Bill Nye, the “Science
xenophobic, Islamaphobic, genderphobic,
Guy”. In the ar cle, Nye tries to jus fy
or “deplorable”! Many people are afraid
abor on by saying that “many, many, many,
to speak their minds or stand up for what
many more hundreds of eggs are fer lized
they believe in, and most o en, it is the
THEY MARCH FOR WOMEN’S RIGHTS
than become humans”. He goes on to infer
conserva ve, moral and ethical way of life
YET KILL TOMORROW’S WOMEN?
that because of this, you can’t confer
that is suﬀering because of it. Instead of
human rights on the fer lized egg because it doesn’t
tolerance for others’ views, there are rules and laws
become human unless it is implanted and then born.
being passed to criminally punish those who o en do
Hmmmm….and he calls himself a SCIENCE guy?! He needs
nothing other than have a diﬀerence of opinion. This
to go back to school! He was trained in engineering, not
plays out more and more like Nazi Germany or North
embryology! Scien ﬁc authori es all state that human life
Korea rather than the United States of America!
begins at the moment of fer liza on. The Na onal Review
We ba le this all the me while trying to bring back
did a rebu al ar cle to Nye’s, and stated “the fact that
a culture of life. For instance, Kellie Copeland, the
many human embryos die at an early stage of development
execu ve director of NARAL Pro‐Choice Ohio, said in an
(pre‐implanta on) provides no evidence whatsoever for the
interview that Ohio lawmakers persecute abor on
proposi on that they are not embryonic human beings — no
provides because of poli cs and not because of health
more than comparable high rates of infant mortality in most
concerns. Well, Kellie, Ohio law requires that surgical
places before the 20th century showed that infants were not
abor on facili es in this state follow the same health
human beings.” Nye’s ignorance deﬁes scien ﬁc common
and safety regula ons as any other type of ambulatory
sense!
surgical facility doing any other kind of surgery. It
For the record, I am not racist, sexist, xenophobic,
seems too me that if you want women to be safe that
homophobic, Islamaphobic or genderphobic. Those of you
you would want the abor on facility to follow the
that know me will know that the only phobic I am is
health and safety requirements. Is that poli cs? No, it’s
arachnophobic! Because I stand up for what I believe and
common sense. By the way, Kellie, the abor on clinic
for what is right, it doesn't mean I hate anyone or think I am
that closed in Akron has a long history of FAILING health
be er than anyone. Our Declara on of Independence says
inspec ons and NOT following safe health procedures.
that all human beings have been endowed by their Creator
Is that common sense? No, THAT’s poli cs!
with the right to life, and that governments are ins tuted to
Here’s another good one from Kellie Copeland. In
protect life. THAT’s common sense!
another interview about the recent clinic closures, she
For Life,
said “Unfortunately, (Gov. John) Kasich and his poli cal
appointees in the Ohio Department of Health have created an
environment that discourages doctors from opening new
clinics in the state...”, adding that "Ohio needs more
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Roe v Wade’s Days Are Numbered
The Fourteenth Amendment to the U.S. Cons tu on
says in part: “No State shall … deprive any person of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor
deny to any person within its jurisdic on the equal
protec on of the laws.” In the 1973 Roe v. Wade
abor on decision, Jus ce Harry A. Blackmun, joined by
six of nine other Supreme Court Jus ces, concluded that
“the word ‘person’ as used in the Fourteenth
Amendment, does not include the unborn.” At the same
me, Blackmun conceded that if Texas’ asser on that
“the fetus is a ‘person’ within the language and meaning
of the Fourteenth Amendment” is established, … “the
appellant’s [pro‐choice] case, of course, collapses.”
In a recent (May, 2017) ar cle in the Harvard Journal
of Law and Public Policy en tled, “Protec ng Prenatal
Persons: Does the Fourteenth Amendment Prohibit
Abor on?” Joshua J. Craddock establishes the fact that
the fetus is a person and has been so considered in law
for a long me. In a scholarly work with 198 footnotes,
in which he refers to nineteen prior cri ques of Roe v.
Wade and more than thirty related court cases spanning
over 200 years, Craddock causes the pro‐choice case to
collapse with a resounding thud. This paper gives a brief
summary of Craddock’s work.
Craddock suggests that when Blackmun said, “We
need not resolve the diﬃcult ques on of when life
begins,” he dismissed what should have been the
primary focus of the case (What is the nature of the
unborn individual whose alleged rights to protec on we
should or need not recognize?) Outlining his strategy for
determining whether or not the Fourteenth Amendment
was meant to include the unborn as persons, Craddock
proceeds to determine
 the meaning of the words used when the
Fourteenth Amendment was ra ﬁed in 1868,
 what the common law precedent regarding the
unborn and abor on was prior to that me,
 what inferences might be drawn from state prac ce
regarding these ma ers, and
 what the an cipated legal applica on of the
Amendment was a er its adop on.
Some examples of the results of applying this
analy cal strategy follow.
The meaning of the words when the Amendment was
ra ﬁed
Craddock notes the word “person” in general
dic onaries of the me was used interchangeably with
“human being.” Thus, Alexander M. Burrill’s 1851
dic onary deﬁned “person” as “A human being,
considered as the subject of rights, as dis nguished from
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by Dr. Ray Adamek

a thing.” Webster’s 1864 dic onary deﬁned “person” as
rela ng “especially [to] a living human being; a man,
woman, or child; an individual of the human race.”
Moreover, no dic onary of the era referred to birth as
the event which signals the onset of personhood.
The wri ngs of the 18th century English legal scholar
William Blackstone also indicated that in a legal sense,
“person” included all human beings. He wrote that
“natural persons,” [i.e., human beings], are such as the
God of nature formed us.” He also stated, “life is … a
right inherent by nature in every individual; and it begins
in contempla on of law as soon as an infant is able to
s r in the mother’s womb.”

“...the fetus is a person and has
been so considered in law for a
long me.”
Common law precedent and state prac ce
Quo ng other legal scholars who have inves gated
these ques ons, Craddock states: “By the me of the
Fourteenth Amendment’s adop on,” “nearly every state
had criminal legisla on proscribing abor on” (John D.
Gorby); and “there can be no doubt whatsoever that the
word ‘person’ referred to the fetus.”(James S.
Witherspoon)
Hence, in 1868, “the states widely recognized
children in utero as persons. Twenty‐three states [of 37]
and six territories referred to the fetus as a ‘child’ in
their statutes proscribing abor on. At least twenty‐
eight jurisdic ons labeled abor on as an oﬀense against
the person or an equivalent criminal classiﬁca on.”
(Continued on page 4)
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Moreover, in dealing with abor on laws several states
“le clear documentary evidence about their legisla ve
purposes, which shed light on how lawmakers viewed the
rela onship between” the statutes and the Amendment,
both being understood as protec ng fetal life.
An cipated Legal Applica on
In this sec on, Craddock focuses primarily on how the
framers of the Amendment viewed its applica on or
purpose. Hence:
 “Senator Jacob Howard, who sponsored the
Amendment in the Senate, declared the
Amendment’s purpose to ‘disable a state from
depriving any person, whoever he may be, of life,
liberty and property without due process.’
 “Representa ve Thaddeus Stevens called the
Amendment ‘a superstructure of perfect equality of
every human being before the law; of impar al
protec on to everyone in whose breast God had
placed an immortal soul.’”
 “The primary framer of the Fourteenth Amendment,
Representa ve John Bingham, intended it to ensure
that ‘no state in the Union should deny to any human
being … the equal protec on of the laws.’”

“...the Court failed to duly
consider the scien ﬁc evidence…”
Refu ng Roe’s Erroneous Arguments
Given the above historical record, how did the Roe
Court avoid and deny the conclusion that the unborn are
“persons” protected by the Fourteenth Amendment?
Craddock’s main points are that:
1. Roe relied in part on the subsequently debunked
historical analysis of Cyril Means and others who
maintained that early English Common Law and early
American law freely permi ed abor on, and that the
main reason the states began passing an ‐abor on

laws was to protect women from dangerous abor on
procedures.
2. The Roe Court argued that excep ons in state law
permi ng abor on when the mother’s life was in
danger indicated that the unborn were not persons.
But other legal scholars indicate that such rare
excep ons do not negate the personhood status of
the unborn. Rather, such excep ons to an ‐abor on
laws are related to the idea of “legal necessity,”
which speaks to the no on of the mother’s self‐
defense.
3. Similarly, Roe argued that varia ons in state
punishments for abor on also demonstrated that the
states did not believe in the personhood of the
unborn. But Craddock notes that factoring in a
woman’s degree of culpability, considering women
the co‐vic ms of abor on, as well as other
considera ons account for this varia on, and do not
negate the personhood of the unborn.
4. Roe pointed to a lack of consensus about when life
begins, and assumed this bolstered a conclusion that
the unborn should not be considered persons.
However, this simply indicates the Court failed to duly
consider the scien ﬁc evidence on this point, which
Craddock states “had been available for over a
century at the me of Roe.” Moreover, agreeing with
Francis J. Beckwith’s analysis, Craddock concludes,
“the Court’s only legally sound response would have
been to ‘err on the side of life, and therefore to
legally prohibit all abor ons.’…authorizing the killing
of an organism ‘without knowing whether that being
is a human being with a full right to life’ would
cons tute willful judicial recklessness.”
5. In denying personhood to the unborn the Roe Court
ignored several of the Supreme Court’s earlier
decisions. Thus, in Levy v. Louisiana (1968) involving
illegi mate children, it stated, “equal protec on
extends to all who ‘are humans, live, and have their
being.’” In MacArthur v. Sco (1885) it held that “the
child in utero is en tled to secure inheritance and
property rights.” And paradoxically, in the Griswold v.
Connec cut (1965) contracep on case, the Court
stated, “Once human life has commenced, the
cons tu onal protec ons found in the Fi h and
Fourteenth Amendments impose upon the state the
duty of safeguarding it.”
Conclusion
Craddock’s conclusion may be stated in the proposi on
he posed early in his ar cle: “The Fourteenth
Amendment’s use of the word “person” guarantees due
(Continued on page 5)
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process and equal protec on to all members of the human species. The preborn are members of the human species
from the moment of fer liza on. Therefore, the Fourteenth Amendment protects the preborn.”
As he noted early in his ar cle, this conclusion precludes a “state’s rights” approach to the legality of abor on.
Hence, even the analyses of Roe’s two dissenters, Jus ces William Rehnquist and Byron White, as well as the later
analyses of Jus ce Antonin Scalia, are cons tu onally unsound, since they would allow individual states to formulate
their own abor on laws, some of which would allow abor on, and would therefore violate the Fourteenth
Amendment’s guarantees.
How soon might we expect Roe v. Wade to be overturned, then? If I were not a realist, I would say, “as soon as the
nine Jus ces of the Supreme Court read Craddock’s ar cle.” Being a realist (but not a lawyer), however, I would think
that a majority ruling could overturn Roe, even with the Court’s present composi on.
One thing that might deter such a decision, however, is the an cipated social unrest that such a ruling would bring.
The responsibility for this unrest lies principally on the shoulders of the Roe Court, which essen ally told Americans that
an unborn human being is the property of his/her mother, to be disposed of as she sees ﬁt. We had similar laws earlier
in our country’s history. Craddock’s ar cle has three references ci ng earlier courts’ and poli cians’ related ideas
regarding slaves.
Roe v. Wade and its companion case Doe v. Bolton represent tragic injus ces in American society, and have resulted
in the deaths of some 58.5 million human beings between 1973 and 2014 (Centers for Disease Control and Gu macher
Ins tute sta s cs on abor on are usually at least two years behind). Searching Wikipedia and taking a middle range of
es mates that inves gators have reported, we note that history’s recent most notorious dictators were responsible for
deliberately killing the following number of human beings by execu on, bea ngs, and inten onal starva on: Hitler, 15
million, Stalin, 15 million, Mao Zedong, 10 million, Pol Pot 2.2 million. Their combined total is 42.2 million, or less than
three‐fourths (72.1%) of our legal abor on toll, and we are s ll coun ng.
Hence, we should all work for the repeal of Roe v. Wade, and for more support for mothers with unexpected or
problem pregnancies. To dampen the unrest which may result when Roe is overturned, inform others (par cularly
those who support legal abor on) of the above sta s cs, and familiarize them with Joshua J. Craddock’s work, which is
available on line. (For my earlier cri que of Roe, en tled, “Roe v. Wade: A Bad Decision Yields Terrible Consequences,”
go to www.RTLofNEO, click on “Issues”, then “Abor on”, and scroll down to the ar cle).
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the wrist. He was given 180 days suspension from prac cing, and then 3 years of proba onary
monitoring.
Burkons is the owner of the Northeast Ohio Women's Center which was formerly known as Cuyahoga
Falls Capital Care Network. It was closed down by the ODH and the USDEA in 2013 for mul ple
health, safety and drug viola ons. Burkons was an employee there at that me, and then re‐opened
the facility as the owner in 2014 under its new name without having to address the viola ons. He
David Burkons
subsequently failed his ﬁrst inspec on.
Burkons also worked at Planned Parenthood in Bedford Heights, Ohio at the me the facility was ﬁned $25,000 for
running a ﬁlthy, unsanitary abor on clinic that put the lives and health of women at risk.
Burkons runs the emba led Toledo Women's Center (Capital Care Network) which has been ordered to close and is
ﬁgh ng it in court. This facility has a long history of failed health inspec ons and more.
Burkons holds a record of the most botched medical abor ons in the state in 2012.
You can view oﬃcial documents from licensing organiza ons and more at www.abor ondocs.org. These documents
are compiled both under the name of the individual facility or the name of the abor onist.
We are thrilled that these abor on loca ons have closed, and that David Burkons has at least been thrown a
roadblock toward prac cing medicine (even though we know that abor on is not healthcare). However, the facili es at
which he owns or prac ces have NOT closed. He has other abor onists ready to stand in and con nue where he le oﬀ
and where he con nues to proﬁt.
These loca ons may have closed, but that doesn't mean we can rest! I'm sure that our ba le is far from over! Our
main job is not to close abor on clinics....it is to change hearts and minds so that everyone will realize the sanc ty of
life, and that an unborn child is just as much a human being from the moment of concep on as the rest of us are.
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Upcoming Pro-Life Events
Every day, more than 3,000 children are killed
through abor on and their bodies discarded as
medical waste. It’s me to honor their lives
and give them the dignity that the tragedy of
abor on denied them.
Join us as we honor the unborn in a
interfaith memorial service at 1PM at

Holy Cross Cemetery
100 E. Waterloo Rd. • Akron OH

Celebrate Life
Dinner
Saturday, September 16, 2017
The LifeTech Conference provides an excellent forum to hear the most current
advances in bio‐ethical research, cultural change, and legisla on that impacts life from
fer liza on to the end of life. The presenta ons are by physicians, college professors,
and other ac ve members in the pro‐life community.

Saturday, September 16 9am—3:30pm
Cedarville University, Cedarville OH
This year’s LifeTech Conference will feature a presenta on about “Targeted Media and
Internet Ads” by Right to Life of Northeast Ohio Execu ve Director Denise Leipold.

For registra on info and more details, visit
www.lifetechconference.org

Massillon K of C
988 Cherry Road NW, Massillon, Ohio

Doors Open at 5:00pm
Dinner at 6:00pm
Tickets: $30.00
Reservation Deadline
September 6, 2017

330-837-4227 or 330-833-9851

Keynote Speaker

Robin Swoboda

visit www.starkrtl.com for more details

You CAN make a diﬀerence!
October is “Respect Life” month. On the ﬁrst
weekend of the October, members of churches
and pro‐life groups in each city and town
across the United States will be par cipa ng in
the Na onal Life Chain. We urgently request
that you join us:

Sunday, October 1, 2017
We have sent le ers to most churches in
Summit and Portage County asking that
churches par cipate in the Life Chain outside
of their own church a er their last service
Sunday morning/a ernoon on October 1. If
your church has not been contacted, please
call us. Full details, including signs, posters,
bulle n announcements and more are
available on our website.

Visit our website at
www.rtlofneo.com/life_chain_2017
for more details.
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Saturday
REGISTRATION
April 22, 2017
Prime 93

NOW

OPEN!

September 18, 2017

Restaurant & Banquet Center
4315 Manchester Rd.
Akron OH 44319 Silver Lake Country Club • 1325 Graham Rd. • Silver Lake OH 44224
For online registration or more information, visit
www.RightToLifeofNortheastOhio.com



I am registering for ______ foursome(s) at a cost of $500.00 each ($125 per golfer).
(Please attach additional sheet with names of golfers in additional foursomes.)
________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________

Your support of Right to Life of
TOTAL AMOUNT
ENCLOSED:
Northeast
Ohio goes
toward our$__________________________*
mission
of
protecting
innocent
Please make checks payable to human
Right to Life of Northeast Ohio, and mail completed form and payment to:
lives from conception through natural
to Life of Northeast Ohio Golf for Life  572 W. Market St. Ste 2 
Akron OH 44303
death...no Right
exceptions.
*For payment by credit card, please contact our office at 330-762-2785. Some portion of your payment may be tax deductible as a donation. To make a tax deductible donation, please make your
check payable to Life Education Fund, our 501c3 affiliate. A dinner-only option for $40 is available if you would like someone to join you for the dinner after the event. Please contact our office to
make those
arrangements.Fund is a 501c3
Life
Education

affiliate
Right
to to
Life
Please joinwith
our 2017
sponsors
date:of
Northeast Ohio. Contributions to Life
Gary & RhondaFund
Didado are tax deductible
Education
G&R AUTO
Mary
Annrules
Haag and regulations.
under
IRS
Chuck & Pat Perrin
Jack & Peggy Widmer
Bishop Roger Gries
John Brown, CPA
Dr. Rodney Siddall, DDS
Swi Tool
John Padula
Marshall Pitchford

Knights of Columbus
Council #2362

TNT Extermina ng
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572 West Market St. Suite 2 • Akron, OH 44303
330‐762‐2785
www.RightToLifeofNortheastOhio.com

Our Mission
Protec ng the sanc ty of human life from concep on
through natural death...NO EXCEPTIONS

The Issues
Abor on
Embryonic Stem Cell Research & Cloning
Euthanasia & End of Life Decisions

Our Goal
Building the Culture of Life

Our Strategies
Educate with the facts concerning life issues
Legislate by promo ng laws protec ng innocent
human lives
Advocate as a voice for the voiceless
Unify those seeking to defend life
Mul ply our voices to increase in strength

Right to Life
of

Northeast Ohio
Denise Leipold
Execu ve Director
Board of Directors
Ken Leipold
President

Amy Zimmerman
Vice President

Dr. Ray Adamek
Secretary

Reita Miller
Treasurer

Kayla Atchison
Shari Cavallaro
Mary Huggins
Bill Obendorf
Al Van Kirk
Ted Varga
Linda Warren
Youth For Life of Northeast Ohio
is a program of
Right to Life of Northeast Ohio.
Life Educa on Fund is a 501c3
aﬃliate with Right to Life of
Northeast Ohio.
Contribu ons to Life Educa on Fund
are tax deduc ble under IRS rules.

PLEASE HELP US...
...to con nue in our ﬁght to
protect innocent human life
from concep on through
natural death…
NO EXCEPTIONS!
You can use the envelope
enclosed with this newsle er
to make a dona on by mail
or
CALL
330‐762‐2785
or
make a secure online
dona on at:
h ps://rtlofneo.na onbuilder
.com/donate

