NOTE: In 2014‐15, several undercover videos aimed at
uncovering the alleged sale of body parts of aborted
children by abor on giant Planned Parenthood were
released by the Center for Medical Progress. Instead
of charging Planned Parenthood for this illegal
prac ce, the undercover journalists were arrested.
This LifeLines issue will focus on the court case.
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Background.
A preliminary hearing
regarding charges brought
by Planned Parenthood
Federa on of America (PP)
and the Na onal Abor on
Federa on (NAF) against
David Daleiden, Sandra
Merri and three other
individuals aﬃliated with
the Center for Medical
Progress (CMP), began on
September 3, 2019. The
charges stemmed from undercover videos made by
Daleiden and Merri in 2014‐2015 at conferences of
abor on providers and fetal ssue procurement
companies.
The complex case, involving 15 criminal charges
advanced by former California A orney General (AG)
Kamala Harris, and civil charges brought by NAF and
PP and its aﬃliates in California, Texas, and Colorado,
has been overseen by Judge William Orrick III of the
liberal U.S. Ninth Circuit Court in California.
The pro‐lifers sought to have Judge Orrick
removed from the case, since he was a founder and
oﬃcer of an organiza on that partners with PP and
had a PP clinic incorporated on its premises while he
served as secretary and counsel to the organiza on.
They also cited Orrick’s wife’s use of Facebook
making statements that denigrated Daleiden in the
harshest terms, while lauding her husband and
calling the undercover videos “domes c terrorism.”
However, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals denied
the pro‐lifers’ pe on.
Shortly a er some of Daleiden’s videos were
released, the NAF got Judge Orrick to issue a gag
order forbidding him to release any more. Daleiden
and CMF were subsequently ordered to pay a
$195,000 ﬁne for allegedly viola ng the gag order.
The Thomas More Society, one of the ﬁrms
defending the pro‐lifers stated, “the judicially
banned video footage provides key evidence for
Daleiden’s defense in his criminal prosecu on.
Holding [him] in contempt under these
circumstances ﬂies in the face of the Sixth
Amendment [to have witnesses/material presented
in one’s favor] and fundamental principles of
fairness.”
In regard to the civil suit brought against the pro‐
lifers, however, Judge Orrick did exclude “all
damages that stem from third par es’ reac ons to
the release of the video recordings,” rejec ng PP’s

asser ons that Daleiden was a emp ng to incite
“threats” and “violence” against PP personnel.
That ruling reduced 15 charges to 14 and poten al
damages from $20 million to under $100,000.
The Pretrial Preliminary Hearing. The purpose
of the preliminary hearing, which ran through
September 18, was to determine which of the
remaining charges would actually go to trial.
Judge Christopher Hite
of the San Francisco
Superior Court was
appointed to conduct
the hearing. One of his
ﬁrst ac ons on February
11, 2019, before the
actual hearing began,
was to rule that the
names of 14 PP, NAF
and ssue procurement
witnesses
were
to
remain sealed. He made the ruling despite the
fact that their names appear in the released
videos and were already published on a pro‐life
website. As a result, these witnesses will only be
referred to as “Doe 1” through “Doe 14.” We
shall review the main ﬁndings of the hearings by
date, recognizing that the court did not meet
every day between Sept. 3‐18.
Tuesday, September 3
On Tuesday, Melissa Fowler, Vice‐President of
NAF (who was not covered by the “Doe”
anonymity ruling) denied any knowledge of
traﬃcking in fetal body parts, despite hos ng
StemExpress, a ssue procurement company, at
several NAF trade shows. Fowler also refused to
acknowledge that video recording was never
men oned in the rules and regula ons presented
to exhibitors at the me of applica on. (Although
California law prohibits recording or videotaping
conversa ons without the involved par es’
consent, it permits them if they take place in
public places, where others may see/hear, and if
the recording is done when the inves gator
believes he is collec ng evidence rela ng to a
crime involving violence).
Doe 7, a nurse‐prac oner who worked at PP
of Northern California, tes ﬁed that providing
fetal ssue was a regular occurrence a er the
abor ons she did, and that she had heard of cases
involving StemExpress in which money was
exchanged.
Doe 7 also admi ed that when
Daleiden recorded her, they were not in private
surroundings, and when others came within
hearing distance, she made no a empt to lower
her voice.
In one of the undercover videos played in
court, Doe 3, a re red late‐term abor onist who
(Continued on page 3)

What happened to common sense?
Today’s era of poli cal correctness and
oversensi vity to being oﬀended gets me really wound
up some me. Let me make this perfectly clear: I am
not racist, homophobic, xenophobic or phobic of any
other kind….except for spiders….I’m really afraid of
spiders. Because of that fear, I avoid them at ALL costs.
That is common sense. But there are some things that
you can’t avoid if you want to live in this world, and by
that I mean that you can’t avoid other people if you
don’t want to be by yourself.
By nature, we are all diﬀerent. We are born either
male or female, and by nature we are all able to do
diﬀerent things, some be er than others. As we grow
and mature, by nature and by nurture, we all develop
our own personali es and ways of thinking. That
doesn’t make anyone be er than anyone else, it just
makes us diﬀerent. Yes, we should all be equal, but
equal doesn’t mean that we aren’t diﬀerent. Yet there
are a growing number of people out there with such
li le regard for the real intricacies and beauty of human
life that they are forcing upon us the liberal ideology of
gender ﬂuidity and non‐binary or gender neutral
pronouns. On some college campuses and in some
ins tu ons, you can be ﬁned or even arrested for calling
someone a “he” or “she”. How u erly ridiculous! How
did we allow our society to develop such thin skins that
we are oﬀended by absolutely anything and everything
that we don’t like and want retribu on and punishment
for those that oﬀend us, whether intended or not?
I have a huge box of costumes and props that I’ve
accumulated over the years. I got it out this past
weekend to ﬁnd something to wear to a Halloween
party at the senior ci zens community where my
parents live. Sadly, I realized that I now couldn’t wear
more than half of what was in the box. I set aside the
Mexican sombrero and blanket, the American Indian
dress and feathers, the cowboy ou it with the plas c
guns, the bum’s ou it with all the holes, the grass skirt
and leis, and more. I don’t recall in years past that
anyone was oﬀended when I wore these things nor did I
make fun of anyone, but apparently now some of these
are “culturally appropria ng” or oﬀensive. I’ve had the
opportunity to travel around the world, but God forbid
if I share this by wearing things that I bought anywhere
because that is no longer right! No Kimonos, no Eskimo
parkas, no Arabian costumes….no common sense!
I guess I shouldn’t be surprised. Ra onaliza on has
become the norm in our society. It has replaced what
used to be a common work ethic that implied that if you
wanted something, it was worth working for.
My
parents taught me that everything has value, and we
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should appreciate everything and
anything, no ma er how big or how
small. That’s not what is being taught
today. On the news, in social media, in
the entertainment industry and in
poli cal discussions, we hear that we
ALL should have everything we want,
and if someone else has it and we
don’t, then we deserve to take it from
them. We hear that if our circumstances are bad, then it’s
someone else’s fault and they should ﬁx it for us. We get
the message that sex is for recrea on, not procrea on, and
if we DO procreate from the sex, that the life is expendable.
We’re told that if we are sick or inﬁrm or in our “golden”
years, that we should take our lives because that is the
digniﬁed thing to do.
In Colorado, a cake baker who sold many cakes to
LGBTQ individuals over the years (by the way, why do we
want to know about ANYONE’s sexual proclivi es, gay or
straight?) did not want to violate his religious beliefs by
baking a cake for a gay wedding. He even went out of his
way to ﬁnd someone to do it for them, but was sued
anyhow to try and force him to make the cake. If someone
did not want to provide a service or product to me for any
reason, I would go in the opposite direc on! That’s
common sense! Why do some people want everyone to
think the same way? Do they want a world of robots? I
just don’t get it.
I’ve probably oﬀended a whole lot of people by now, but
that doesn’t mean I hate anyone or WANTED to oﬀend
them. I am DIFFERENT from each and every other person
in this world, and I celebrate that. That doesn’t mean that I
am be er then anyone. I am a human being, and today I
can’t stay silent about that. Human beings have unique
DNA that make each and every one of us diﬀerent. Ask any
scien st or forensic witness providing DNA tes mony at
trial and you’ll ﬁnd out that there are only two genders of
humans: male and female. I will keep saying he, she, her,
him and any other pronoun, and I will use all human
courtesy possible not to oﬀend anyone. I will not accept
the killing of any human being before they are born because
it is a human rights viola on that is uncivilized and
egregious. I will not accept euthanasia and assisted suicide
as an answer for pain, disability, demen a, age or any other
reason because it is murder. We should help people live
un l they die, and solve the crisis, not kill the human. It is
common sense, plain and simple.
For Life,
Denise Leipold, Execu ve Director
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worked at Southwestern Women’s Op ons in Albuquerque,
admi ed that she rou nely “didged” (i.e., killed) the fetus in
utero with digoxin, because it gave her and the mother “peace of
mind,” and prevented the “delivery of a live fetus,” which is “the
biggest disaster and it never goes away.” She noted that digoxin
was used for fetuses over 18 weeks’ gesta on to prevent a live
birth. Sta ng “Our failure rate is about two percent,” she also
admi ed knowing about babies born alive, terming it an abor on
doctor’s worst nightmare.
Spor ng a neck chain with a ny silver coat hanger dangling
from it, Doe 3 volunteered that a PBS documentary “starring me”
was made. “I was in no way secre ve about being an abor on
provider. … I loved my work.” Doe 3 admi ed that a
procurement company made visits to her clinic, but claimed not
to remember if it was StemExpress.
Wednesday, September 4
On the second day of the hearing, the pro‐life legal team
reported that current California AG Xavier Becerra’s oﬃce
switched the order of witnesses in an apparent a empt to
confuse the defense, who had expected Doe 10 to be on the
stand, but who was replaced by Doe 9. Doe 9 is the PP
abor onist caught on video at
lunch describing how “I’m not
gonna crush that [desired] part,
I’m gonna basically crush below,
I’m gonna crush above, and I’m
gonna see if I can get it all
intact.” She also describes how,
if an intact “calvarium” (head) is
desired, the fetus’ posi on in the
womb would be altered to the
breach posi on, so that the head
is delivered intact, (perhaps
preparing for the illegal par al‐birth abor on technique. It is
also against the law to alter a normal abor on technique without
the mother’s prior consent). When Hora o Mihet, Sandra
Merri ’s defense lawyer, asked Doe 9 if she informed women
when she intended to change an abor on procedure to obtain
desired ssue, she responded, “I do not tell the pa ent where
I’m going to grasp the ssue so I don’t tell them about a change.”
Doe 9’s hearing tes mony twice contradicted what she had
said in a prior deposi on. When asked in the hearing if she’d
ever had “a complete fetal expulsion” [live fetal birth] occur in
her presence during an abor on, she said, “No, I have not.”
However, when asked the same ques on in the deposi on, she
said, “I’m sure I must have had one at one point,” (in 20 years as
a doctor). Secondly, she tes ﬁed in the hearing that she was
“shocked” by the CMP video because it was “edited to make it
seem I was saying things I was not.” But in the prior deposi on,
she said she “didn’t get the big deal” about the video. … “It
doesn’t ma er to me if they’re released publicly.”
Thursday, September 5
The CEO of StemExpress, Doe 12, tes ﬁed that her
procurement company supplies bea ng fetal hearts and intact
heads, which could be supplied a ached to the body, or “torn
away.” The bea ng hearts are required by Stanford University
researchers u lizing “Langendorﬀ perfusion” techniques. When
asked by Peter Breen, a Daleiden a orney, “Does StemExpress
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supply fetal hearts to Stanford?” she replied, “Yes, we have provided
heart ssue to Stanford.” A erword, Breen underscored the
importance of this tes mony, saying, “If you have a fetus with an
intact head and an intact body, and intact extremi es, that … would
indicate that child was born alive, and then had their organs
[removed], or that the child was the vic m of an illegal par al‐birth
abor on. Both of these are violent [and illegal] acts.”
When Breen quizzed Doe 12 about the PP consent form that
StemExpress used in 2015, which states there will be no changes to
the abor on procedure if a woman agrees to donate blood or fetal
ssue, Doe 12 said she couldn’t recall what the form said. Breen then
played part of the video where Doe 12 bragged about memorizing the
form down to the control numbers.
Friday, September 6
Doe 9 con nued her tes mony, although she and Doe 12
appeared to be “determined to avoid answering diﬃcult and
incrimina ng ques ons.” For example, in one of the videos, Doe 9
indicated how PP abor onists have been “pre y successful” in
harves ng intact brains by ﬂipping the fetus into a breech posi on.
However, “A clearly irritated Doe 9 pretended to not understand the
ques on and refused to give a direct answer about the meaning of
her words,” the defense indicated. Doe 12 revealed that she had
worked as a ssue procurement technician
for another company before founding
StemExpress. She admi ed that when a
fetal brain is able to be harvested, it is
because the head may s ll be a ached to
the baby’s body. She also did not deny
that StemExpress harvests and transfers
unborn children from completely intact
abor ons.
Note: A er tes mony, California AG
Xavier Becerra and Deputy AG Johne e
Jauron
requested
presiding
judge
Christopher Hite to issue a gag order that would have prevented the
defense from referencing the body‐parts traﬃckers in public comment
to the media. The request was denied. Hora o Mihet, lead a orney
for Sandra Merri , stated “This was at least the fourth a empt … to
silence the defendants.”
Wednesday, September 11
When defense lawyer Breen returned to Doe 12’s Friday
tes mony regarding fetal hearts, he again asked “Did you
[StemExpress] provide whole fetal hearts to Stanford?” Doe 12
replied, “If you’re talking undamaged, I’d say unlikely.” Breen said,
“When you say ‘damaged’, you would agree a heart should be able to
perfuse blood? They can’t do a study on a dead heart. Have your
technicians procured whole fetal hearts for use by researchers?” Doe
12 responded, “I have not and I am not aware of undamaged heart
ssue being collected.” Doe 12 also refused to authen cate an April
2012 contract between StemExpress and PP Mar Monte, nor would
she conﬁrm that her signature was on the document, saying only that
it “appeared” to be her signature.
Thursday, September 12
Doe 10, a PP medical director at Los Angeles and then Pasadena
clinics, tes ﬁed both Wednesday and Thursday of the hearing’s
second week. CMP’s undercover video showed her saying she’d ask
her abor onist to consider using a less “crunchy” technique to obtain
be er body parts. She also said she needed enough “compensa on”
(Continued on page 4)
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from Biomax, Daleiden’s ﬁc ous ssue procurement company,
to deal with them. She admi ed the PP aﬃliates she worked at
had no rule against changing the abor on “technique” in order to
obtain undamaged body parts. However, she noted “We had to
grapple with the fallout from the videos,” apparently responding
to the law which prohibited changing the “method” of abor on by
talking about just changing the “technique” when obtaining parts.
The pro‐life legal team, however, maintains that there is no legal
dis nc on between “method” and “technique,” and changing a
head‐ﬁrst presenta on to a breech posi on poses more dangers
to the pa ent, and cons tutes ba ery against women.
Ques oned about her lunch conversa on with the defendants,
Doe 10 noted she had said, “we need to be discreet,” but she did
not stop the conversa on or lower her voice when wait staﬀ were
near.
Friday, September 13
Part of this day’s hearing was spent undermining the tes mony
of Brian Cardwell of the CA Dept. of Jus ce whose inves ga on
led to the 15 criminal charges against Daleiden and Merri .
Cardwell had tes ﬁed on
Tuesday that he iden ﬁed 17
possible vic ms among the
2,300 video ﬁles he viewed,
which led to the 14 Does. He
said they all asserted that the
interviews were conﬁden al,
but that he made no eﬀort to
determine whether they
were being truthful. Nor did
he determine whether the
Does were aware of the fact
that California’s Invasion of
Privacy Act had excep ons
for non‐private se ngs, and
allowed undercover recording when inves gators suspected
violent crimes might be exposed.
David Daleiden tes ﬁed about the events and knowledge that
led him to plan his undercover video project. They included:
Seeing an ABC 20/20 TV show (ﬁrst aired in 2000) in 2012,
where Dean Alberty, who worked inside a PP clinic as a fetal
ssue procurer, related witnessing an incision being made in
an aborted fetus and seeing the heart s ll bea ng.
Reading Alberty’s Congressional tes mony in 2010, and
reading Beyond Abor on, a Chronicle of Fetal Experimenta on
by Suzane Rini, an in‐depth review of fetal experimenta on
research.
Finding the Advanced Bioscience Research Company (ABR) on
the internet, which had been opera ng since 1989, and had
partnered with PP Mar Monte. He met with ABR’s CEO and its
chief procurement oﬃcer.
Learned about StemExpress when a friend sent him a link to it
on the internet in 2011.
Read a Stanford University study published in the journal,
Circula on (2012), which used the Langendorﬀ perfusion
technique, which he found was “designed to keep ﬂuid
pumping throughout a heart” that had been removed from a
body. That publica on cited StemExpress as supplying fetal
hearts.
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Consulted experts, including Dr. Stephen McCurdy, director of
UC Davis Master of Public Health Program in Sacramento, and
Dr. Theresa Deisher, a Ph.D. in molecular and cellular
physiology. Dr. Deisher told him the fetus would have to be
alive at the me the organs were harvested for use in the
Langendorﬀ apparatus.
Prior to going undercover, Daleiden consulted several law
experts about whether he could record conversa ons under CA
Penal Code 632 and 633.5, which permi ed recording non‐
private conversa ons, or any evidence‐gathering related to “any
felony involving violence against the person.” They agreed he
could.
Prior to going undercover, Daleiden tes ﬁed that Holly
O’Donnell, a StemExpress ssue procurement technician at PP
Almeda, related she had seen aborted intact babies who were
cut open “when the heart was s ll bea ng”. Hence, he believed
homicides were being commi ed.
Monday, September 16
Tes fying about a conversa on he had with Doe 6, medical
director of NAF, at a conference in April 2014, Daleiden indicated
she was pushing “novel
cervical dila on techniques”
that would allow a second‐
trimester abor on to take
place in one day, but that
“very
experienced
NAF
providers” ques oned their
safety, since they increase
the chances of live births. In
a video clip played in court,
Daleiden recorded Dr. Savita
Ginde, VP of medical services
at PP Rocky Mountain, who
said that intact births were
“less than 10%” of abor ons
done at that loca on. Daleiden indicated given “the yearly volume
at an aﬃliate that size … [that] would be a substan al number.”
CA Deputy AG Johne e Jauron asked Daleiden if Dr. Theresa
Deisher, whom he consulted about stem cell research in his
prepara on for the video inves ga on, was party to his undercover
opera on, or whether he paid her. Daleiden answered no to both
ques ons. In light of Jauron’s ques ons Judge Hite later told the
defense that he might have to counsel Dr. Deisher and that she
might want to consult a lawyer regarding her tes mony, since
Jauron raised the possibility that she might be prosecuted.
Daleiden’s defense counsel Bren ord Ferreira said, “I believe this is
being done to in midate the witness.” Nicolai Cocis, represen ng
Merri , said “If I, as a defense lawyer, threatened a prosecu on
witness the way they are threatening our defense witness, I would
be facing criminal charges.”
Tuesday, September 17
On this day, Daleiden tes ﬁed he had ﬁled charges against PP in
two CA coun es and 4 states (AZ, CA, OK, TX) prior to releasing his
videos in 2015. The charges included homicide of premature infants
via organ harves ng, par al‐birth abor on, neglec ng to give
medical care to infants born alive, and illegally selling human fetal
ssue. He noted that Orange County ﬁled a lawsuit against DaVinci
Biosciences and DV Biologics for proﬁteering from the sale of fetal
(Continued on page 5)
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ssue and stem cells. As a result, they were
ordered to permanently close business
opera ons in CA, and agreed to pay a $7.8
million se lement.
Wednesday, September 18
Dr. Forrest Smith, an OB‐GYN and
abor onist, tes ﬁed that when he ﬁrst saw
Daleiden on TV in 2015, he was going to
“take the [s.o.b.] down” and “expose [him]
as a fraud.” However, a er seeing videos of
PP execu ves and those from NAF
conferences in 2014, he realized that not
only was Daleiden telling the truth, “he
didn’t know the half of what was going on.”
One of the videos at a PP 2014 conference
featured PP employee Alisa Goldberg. Smith
said she “spoke about using large doses of
the drug misoprostol in order to
carry out second‐trimester
induced abor ons in one day
rather than the four it usually
takes.” According to Smith, this
suggested PP abor onists were
employing a method likely to
result in live births. Large doses
of 300‐400 mg of the drug every
3‐4
hours
will
trigger
“tumultuous labor” that will
result in “fetal expulsion.” “In
this case clearly the intent is
same‐day surgery. … very few
people in abor on, outside of
Planned Parenthood, do that. …There’s no
ques on in my mind that at least some of
these fetuses were live births.”
Dr. Smith also tes ﬁed that when Doe 10
said in one video she could ask her colleague
to use the “less crunchy” technique, she was
willing to change the abor on procedure
from electric to a manual aspirator to obtain
more intact fetal ssue. Using a manual
vacuum aspirator “prolongs the procedure
and increases blood loss,” and requires
more cervical dila on at greater risk to the
pa ent he said.
Dr. Theresa Deisher tes ﬁed on this, the
last day of the preliminary hearing. She
holds a Ph.D. in Molecular and Cellular
Physiology from Stanford U. School of
Medicine. She informed the court that to be
harvested, a heart “has to be bea ng and be
arrested in a relaxed posi on” by perfusing
it with a potassium solu on.” The relaxed
heart is then transported to the research
site, where it is electricallystarted. To be
used in the Langendorﬀ apparatus, “It has to
be bea ng and immediately go on the
Langendorﬀ,” or “be arrested in a relaxed
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state while it was s ll bea ng and
subsequently put on a Langendorﬀ.”
Deputy AG Jauron asked Deisher if she
consulted Daleiden about his undercover
work before he began the 30‐month
project. Deisher said she hadn’t heard of
CMP un l the videos were released, and
only watched them “much later.” Judge
Christopher Hite asked Deisher
if she ever discussed Daleiden’s
undercover inves ga ons with him or
any of the “Does,” and
if she had performed abor ons or
worked at a fetal ssue procurement
company, or was familiar with abor on
techniques. Deisher answered no to all
the ques ons.

Pretrial Hearing Closing Arguments:
Defense
Lawyers for the pro‐life defendants
argued that California’s Invasion of Privacy
Act says that conversa ons that could be
overheard are not conﬁden al, and allows
an excep on to the consent requirement
when
those
recording
conﬁden al
communica ons
believe
they
are
inves ga ng violent crimes against a
person. The defense also noted that
Daleiden indicated he believed that PP
abor onists were performing illegal par al‐
birth abor ons and altering the abor on
procedure to obtain more intact organs,
and that babies born alive as a result of
abor on procedures were killed through
organ harves ng.
The defense also suggested that the
charges should be dismissed because then
AG Kamala Harris had a mee ng with six
top‐level PP execu ves in which they
discussed both PP’s poli cal agenda in CA,
and the AG’s inves ga on of Daleiden and
CMP.
Some two weeks later, Harris
ordered a raid on his apartment, seizing all

the recording materials, computers, and
source documents from his inves ga on.
Daleiden noted that Harris was running for
the U.S. Senate at the me, and “She was
pros tu ng her law enforcement powers to
the service of her poli cal backers at
Planned Parenthood…” The defense also
produced evidence that several state
inves gators did not believe the search
warrant which resulted in the raid was
accurate or based on probable cause.
However, Judge Hite refused to dismiss the
search warrant (and thus the charges),
saying Daleiden was “engaged in criminal
ac vity irrespec ve of his journalis c
status.”
Prosecu on’s Closing Arguments
Rather strangely, the prosecu on argued
that the defense presented
no evidence to support
Daleiden’s
claims
of
wrongdoing, although on
cross‐examina on, Deputy
AG Jauron did not rebut his
detailed research into fetal
organ traﬃcking, including
the commission of violent
felonies.
She noted,
however, that killing a
“fetus” born alive does not
come within the excep on
found in CA Penal Code
sec on 633.5, since it is not
a person. The prosecu on brief cites People
v. Dennis (1998), which observes “that a
fetus is not a ‘human being’ or a ‘person’
within the meaning of the murder statute –
or any other Penal Code … unless expressly
so provided by the Legislature.”
Judge Christopher C. Hite of San Francisco
Superior Court will rule on October 22 if
there is probable cause to proceed to trial
on the criminal charges. In the mean me,
the civil charges against the pro‐lifers
brought by PP and NAF began on October 2,
and is expected to run through November 8.
Note: Most of the informa on contained
in this LifeLines ar cle came from ar cles
posted
by
LifeNews.com
and
LifeSiteNews.com. Readers may follow
developments in the civil trial at these two
sources. All of the Daleiden videos which
have been released may be seen on our
website at www.RTLofNEO.com. Click on the
“News” tab, then scroll down to the “Defund
Planned Parenthood” sec on and click on
the arrow to the right. Scroll down in this
sec on to a list of all the videos and click on
the links provided.
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Pictured here is a sampling of the many ac vi es we’ve been involved in lately:
Top Le : Our annual Golf for Life event was held on September 16 at Silver Lake Country Club.
Pictured here is the winning team!
2nd Row: We sponsored the 6th annual Na onal Day of Remembrance for Aborted Children at Holy
Cross Cemetery in Akron on September 14.
3rd Row Le : Execu ve Director Denise Leipold spoke about life issues during church services at
River of Life Community Church in Hudson on September 15.
3rd Row Middle: RTLNEO was part of a press conference at Preterm abor on facility in Cleveland
calling on the Cuyahoga Prosecutor for an inves ga on a er another post abor on client death.
3rd Row Right & 4th Row Le : Execu ve Director Denise Leipold spoke at an adult mee ng and a
Life Teen mee ng at St. Mary’s Parish in Hudson on October 8.
4th Row Middle: We provided tes mony to the Ohio Senate in support of the Abor on Pill Reversal
Act and the Born Alive Infant Protec on Act on October 15.
4th Row Le : Denise Leipold taught pro‐life apologe cs to the freshman theology classes at St.
Vincent/St. Mary High School in Akron on October 21.

Page 6

LifeLINES

Depar ng from Akron at 12:00 am, January 24, 2020.
Parking is available in the Tangiers parking deck at 532 West Market in Akron.
The bus will leave from in front of Tangiers.
Return to Akron (Tangiers parking deck) at approximately 1am on January 25.

Cost of trip: $50.00 per person

(includes transporta on, signs and box lunch)

Your support of Right to Life of Northeast Ohio
goes LIMITED
toward our
mission
of protec ng
SEATS
AVAILABLE!!!
For full details and
innocent human lives from concep on
thenatural
events
tab,excep
or call
through
death...no
ons.our oﬃce at 330‐762‐2785.
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 and regula ons.

LifeLINES

online reserva ons, visit our website and click on

Please join us for our
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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 Main 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

Patrick McNeill
Secretary

Reita Miller
Treasurer

Dr. Ray Adamek
Kayla Atchison
Shari Cavallaro
Robert Hedrick
Rev. Robert Schneider
Ted Varga
Linda Warren

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

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.

make a secure online
dona on on our website by
clicking on the “donate” tab.

