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When it comes to abor on, most people
think that the Roe v Wade case of 1973 was
what made abor on legal in the United
States. Few understand that abor on was
already legal in a majority of states. What
Roe v Wade actually did was to take away
the power from individual states to make
abor on illegal. What is also not common
knowledge is that a good majority of the
tes mony which allowed this to happen was
based on lies and misinforma on. Several of
the pro‐abor on witnesses, including key
witness Dr. Bernard
Nathanson, came out
years later to admit to
the lies and false
sta s cs that were
used to bolster the
case for abor on.
Unfortunately for the
more than 63 million
American lives that
have been killed since
that fateful day, the court has upheld that
decision and has established precedence
through subsequent similar decisions which
are rarely overturned.
A lot has changed since 1973. Despite
the fact that it was well known in 1973 that
human life begins at the moment of
concep on, the court, based on the lies of the
witnesses, said that no one knew when life
began and the acceptance of abor on
became more palatable. Today there is no
ques on about the beginning of life. Our
advanced science and technology, along with
virtually every human embryology textbook
can prove that life begins at concep on. As
human beings we know this, and we also
know how human life is created. Sadly, along
with the advancement of science and
technology has come a decrease in morals
and values so great that many people
disregard the value of a newly created life to
view it as a part of a woman’s body which
should be acceptable to terminate. They
view a woman’s choice to kill her child as a
right so important that they disregard the
responsibility that a woman should make the
choice to have a child prior to the crea on of
the child.

Many states have tried to stop
abor on through legisla on such as
heartbeat bills or other pre‐viability
abor on bans, but almost all of these laws
have been blocked because Roe v Wade
and subsequent federal cases upholding it
have declared it illegal for states to stop
abor on before viability (when a child
could possibly survive outside of the
mother’s womb), which starts at roughly
20‐22 weeks gesta on. In 2018, the
Mississippi legislature enacted the
Gesta onal Age Act
which
prohibits
abor on a er 15
weeks gesta on. The
law is more speciﬁc
and detail‐oriented
than most other
state’s pre‐viability
abor on bans, but
never went into
eﬀect because it was
blocked by the courts for the viola on of
federal laws. The law is so well structured,
however, that it has made its way through
the appeals process and is now being
considered in the Dobbs vs Jackson Whole
Women’s Health case by the United States
Supreme Court (SCOTUS). The primary
ques on being debated by SCOTUS is
whether all pre‐viability prohibi ons of
elec ve abor ons are uncons tu onal as
determined by Roe v Wade and
subsequent abor on cases decided by
SCOTUS.
Should the court decide to
uphold the Mississippi law against federal
precedent, it has the poten al to gut or
completely overturn Roe v Wade’s viability
s pula on, thereby returning the ques on
of abor on’s legality back to the individual
states. Should this happen, abor on will
remain legal in at least 35 states. Six states
will retain their pre‐1973 illegal abor on
status, and 9 other states would
automa cally trigger laws that would make
abor on illegal in most or all
circumstances. The Ohio legislature is
currently considering SB123, the Human
Life Protec on Act, which would make
(Continued on page 5)

Called to Faith
On a Sunday in 2017, God called me into the pro‐life
movement. I was si ng in church listening to a fairly
innocuous sermon about service when I clearly felt God
tell me that I needed to go sidewalk counsel outside of
Planned Parenthood. In that moment, I had no way of
knowing the magnitude of what lay in store for me. I
didn’t know that my future counseling partner’s signs
would be stolen. I didn’t know that Planned Parenthood
would drag one of my fellow counselors to court. I
didn’t know that my Students for Life group would stop
a woman from being assaulted and kidnapped mere
feet from Planned Parenthood’s parking lot. I didn’t
know that God would use my prayer to cause an
abor on‐minded young couple to change their minds.
But what I did know, as I sat in my cushy church chair
feeling unequipped for what lay ahead, was that God
wasn’t going to accept any of my excuses. I was being
called, and that was that.
There’s an old adage that says, “God doesn’t call the
equipped, He equips the called.” My pro‐life story is
certainly a testament to that. In fact, long before God
called me into the pro‐life movement, Jeremiah 1:5
already held a special signiﬁcance to me. Many of you
most likely know this verse by heart: “Now the word of
the Lord came to me, saying, ‘Before I formed you in the
womb I knew you, and before you were born, I
consecrated you; I appointed you a prophet to the
na ons.’” (Jer. 1:5)
When I was a young writer back in my hometown of
Columbus, I was trying to make my way in the world
and failing miserably. I felt ill‐equipped to be the person
I knew I needed to be. It was then that God impressed
upon me more words from Jeremiah: “…‘Ah, Lord God!
Behold, I do not know how to speak, for I am only a
youth.’ But the Lord said to me, ‘Do not say, ‘I am only a
youth’; for to all to whom I send you, you shall go, and
whatever I command you, you shall speak. Do not be
afraid of them, for I am with you to deliver you, declares
the Lord.’ Then the Lord put out his hand and touched
my mouth. And the Lord said to me, ‘Behold, I have put
my words in your mouth. See, I have set you this day
over na ons and over kingdoms, to pluck up and to
break down, to destroy and to overthrow, to build and
to plant.’” (Jer. 1:6b‐10)
I didn’t know all those years ago that God would call
me into pro‐life advocacy, ﬁrst as a student leader and
then as a full‐ me advocate. I didn’t know that a er
years of faithful ministry in my hometown, God would
call me to leave everything behind and take up the
impera ve task of protec ng life here in northeast
Ohio. Even today, I don’t know the extent of the
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amazing work I know
God is going to do
here to restore the
dignity of all human
life. But I do know
that God’s will to
equip us to save lives
con nues to follow
every step I take.
Last December,
the United States Supreme Court began hearing arguments
in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organiza on, a case
that could poten ally overturn Roe v. Wade. On that day, I
was able to sidewalk counsel again for the ﬁrst me in a
very long me. My previous role in the pro‐life movement
had le me with few opportuni es to be out on the
sidewalk and I was relived to be back on the ground. A local
advocate was gracious enough to organize a group event
outside of Northeast Ohio Women’s Center and with God’s
help, we had two probable baby saves that day.
Compared to many of you, I’ve been in this ﬁght a short
me. Many of you have been advoca ng for life since the
beginning; and some of you did so even before that. You,
more than most, can feel the heaviness of Roe v. Wade’s
rapidly approaching 49th anniversary. Since that fateful
day, nearly 63 million innocent children have lost their lives
to legalized abor on. The magnitude of that tragedy makes
it easy to become discouraged and to doubt ourselves and
more importantly, God. But we can be conﬁdent that God
both equips His people for His work and promises to give
them victory in it. As a movement, we would do well to not
only cherish the beginning of Jeremiah 1, which underlines
sacredness of preborn life, but also later in the chapter
when God also promises to accomplish his purposes for that
life:
“And the word of the Lord came to me, saying,
‘Jeremiah, what do you see?’ And I said, ‘I see an almond
branch.’ Then the Lord said to me, ‘You have seen well, for I
am watching over my word to perform it.’”(Jer. 1:11‐13)
Dear friends, the same God who called you to stand for
life, years or even decades ago, is s ll commi ed to making
good on his promises. He has, and will con nue to, equip us
to end abor on. We will see Roe v. Wade overturned. We
will con nue building a culture that respects human life
from concep on to natural death. God did not call us to fail,
He has called us to faith. Rest assured that He is watching
over His word to perform it. I look forward to working with
you all in this mission.
For Life,
Allie Frazier
Execu ve Director
LifeLINES

Dobbs v. Jackson: Good News/Bad News
The oral arguments before the U.S.
Supreme Court this past December
(Dobbs v. Jackson) gave the Court an
opportunity to revisit its 1973 Roe v.
Wade and Doe v. Bolton decisions,
which together eﬀec vely gave us
abor on on demand. Roe v. Wade
divided pregnancy into three
trimesters, making abor ons
easier to obtain in the early
trimesters. Doe v. Bolton made
it more permissive throughout
the pregnancy by sta ng: an
a ending
physician
may
exercise his/her “medical
judgment in the light of all
factors—physical, emo onal,
psychological, familial and the
woman’s age – relevant to the
well‐being of the pa ent.”
In the 1992 Planned Parenthood v.
Casey case, the Court upheld the right
to abor on while dropping the
trimester approach and replacing it
with the “viability” norm. In medical
terms, viability means the ability of a
fetus to live outside the womb, which
at that me was from 24‐28 weeks’
gesta on.
However, given the
advance of science, viability is an ever
‐decreasing norm, today being 21‐22
weeks. My copy of Webster gives the
non‐medical deﬁni on of viable as:
“capable of living” and “having the
ability to grow or develop.”
The
unborn human has the capability of
living, growing and developing if we
leave him/her (or them) in the womb.
It is only when we forcibly remove
them that they become non‐viable,
just as we would become non‐viable if
placed in their environment—a water‐
ﬁlled sack. The PP v. Casey decision
also made it impossible for states to
forbid abor ons prior to viability,
considering it an “undue burden.”
Good News The main eﬀect of
Mississippi’s abor on law (Dobbs),
which a empted to ban abor on a er
15 weeks, was to prompt the Court to
reconsider its 1973 decisions in light
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of scien ﬁc and technological
advances that con nually move
medical
viability
closer
to
concep on, and its forbidding states
to outlaw abor on earlier than 24‐
28 weeks.
The main points made in defense

of Mississippi’s law were the march
of science regarding the life of the
unborn, and the argument that given
the na onal disagreement over
abor on, the people of each state,
not the Supreme Court, should be
able to vote on their own abor on
laws. A third point was the many
factual errors made in the 1973
decisions. Besides those pointed out
in this issue’s opening ar cle, we
should also note that two lies
undergird the origin of the 1973
decisions. Norma McCorvey (Roe)
was an unmarried woman seeking
an abor on, and thought her
chances would be be er if she said
she had been raped, although her
boyfriend was the father. Being too
far along for an abor on, McCorvey
gave birth to a daughter. While
ini ally being “pro‐choice,” she
became an ac ve pro‐lifer in 1995.
Sandra Cano (Doe) said she was not
even seeking an abor on, but was
involved in a divorce, and was
seeking custody of two of her
children. Yet she was described in
the summary of Doe v. Bolton as “an
indigent, married, pregnant woman,
who desired but was refused an
abor on.” Cano has since denied
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that she was seeking an abor on, and
indicated she simply signed papers
presented by her lawyers. In 2003,
Cano launched unsuccessful legal
proceedings to overturn the case that
bears her name.
During the oral arguments of Dobbs
v. Jackson, Supreme Court
Jus ce Sonia Sotomayor asked,
“Will this ins tu on [the
Supreme Court] survive the
stench that this [overturning
Roe and Doe] creates in the
public percep on that the
Cons tu on and its reading are
just poli cal acts?” I would
suggest that the stench
originated and persists from the
Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton
decisions themselves. The main thrust
of the pro‐choice side was that Roe and
Doe should stand because of the stare
decisis norm, which means that once a
law has been challenged one or more
mes and upheld, precedent has been
established, and it should not be
overturned. Another point of their
a ack was that since abor on has been
legal for 48 years, women have come to
depend on it to plan their lives and
advance in society.
However, pro‐lifers were heartened
by the amicus curiae briefs submi ed
by pro‐life groups which spoke to these
and other points, and by some
ques ons asked by six of the Jus ces
who are considered conserva ves, or
“originalists” (i.e., those who interpret
the Cons tu on according to its original
meaning, and not as a “living
document” whose interpreta on should
change over me). Below are some of
comments/ques ons of six Jus ces:
Jus ce Samuel Alito ques oned the
plain ﬀ’s lawyers about their argument
that Roe v. Wade should not be
overturned because of the precedent
norm. He asked, “Is it your argument
that a case can never be overturned
simply because it was egregiously
(Continued on page 4)
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wrong? … Would it not be suﬃcient to say that Plessy v. Ferguson (1897) [which allowed racial segrega on] was an
egregiously wrong decision on the day it was handed down and now it should be overruled?” (Thus sugges ng that Roe
v. Wade was egregiously wrong, and could/should be overturned). [Plessy was in force for 57 years but was overturned
by Brown v. Board of Educa on in 1954, which ended school segrega on).
Jus ce Amy Coney Barre ques oned women’s need for abor on in order to succeed. Asking about the plain ﬀs’
concern for “the burdens of paren ng”, she noted that “in all 50 states, you can terminate parental rights by
relinquishing a child a er birth,” either through adop on, or by taking advantage of “safe haven” laws which allow
women to anonymously leave newborns at hospitals or other public facili es which are prepared to receive them.
Jus ce Neil Gorsuch asked the plain ﬀs’ lawyer whether or not PP v. Casey’s “undue burden” standard (which
supported Roe v. Wade) “has proved diﬃcult to administer.” Under stare decisis principles, that could weigh in favor of
overruling both Roe and Casey.
Jus ce Bre Kavanaugh was also cri cal of the opposi on’s stare decisis argument, poin ng out several well‐known
cases where precedents were overturned. He noted that the Cons tu on is neutral on abor on, abor on is very
conten ous, and should be le to the people, the states, or to the Congress to consider and vote on.
Chief Jus ce John G. Roberts, Jr. asked the plain ﬀs’ chief lawyer, Julie Rikelman. “… if you think that the issue is
one of choice, …. why is 15 weeks not enough me?” He also noted, “When you get to the viability standard, we share
that standard with the People’s Republic of China and North Korea.” (The la er two na ons, as well as the U.S., (if the
Biden Administra on has its way), allow abor on up through birth. Forty‐seven of 50 European na ons limit elec ve
abor on prior to 15 weeks.
Jus ce Clarence Thomas asked, “Would you speciﬁcally tell me, speciﬁcally state what the right is, is it speciﬁcally
abor on? Is it a liberty? Is it autonomy? Is it privacy?” The pro‐choice response in part was, “The right is grounded in
the liberty component of the 14th Amendment …” Ironically, the 14th Amendment contains the phrase, “… nor shall any
State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property”. At least three legal scholars have pointed out that unborn
humans have long been recognized as persons in American law. They include Prof. John Finnis of Notre Dame, Prof.
Robert P. George of Princeton, both of whom provided an amicus brief in this case, as well as Joshua J. Craddock. (See
our Summer 2017 Lifelines for a brief summary of Craddock’s work.)
Thus it would appear that a majority of the Court might be willing to overturn Roe v. Wade and its companion, Doe v.
Bolton as well as Planned Parenthood v. Casey, and decline from further legisla ng from the bench, thus returning
abor on policy back to the states, or the U.S. Congress.
Bad News. The bad news is (as our lead ar cle points out) this ac on of the Court would not outlaw abor on, leaving
35 state laws s ll permi ng it. Thus, the killing of the unborn would con nue. The most recent poll (11/7‐10/21) by
ABC News/Washington Post, found that 60% of the public thought “the Supreme Court should uphold Roe v. Wade.” I
would suggest that this largely due to the fact that they are unaware of what Roe and Doe actually said, and of the many
sta s cal and substan ve falsehoods they contained. I also believe many are unaware of the fact that the 63 million
persons aborted in the U.S. since 1973 is more than 21.7 mes the number of Americans killed in all our
wars since the Revolu on, and we are s ll coun ng. Our rela vely simple, but important task as pro‐lifers is to make
more people aware of these facts.


Come Join Us FOR FREE
to Learn How to be an
Eﬀec ve Sidewalk
Counselor or Witness!
When you witness or do sidewalk counseling at an abor on facility, it’s not always enough to rely on your faith that what you are
saying and doing is the best answer to saving lives. Even if you don't plan on going to witness (which we hope you will!), this class
will provide the tools to be able to help change hearts and minds among your friends and family who may be struggling with their
beliefs. Come and learn how to be be er prepared to deal with those who are abor on‐minded and to become more eﬀec ve in
your mission.

For a schedule of classes, visit our website and click on the “Events” tab.
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News Briefs

by Dr. Ray Adamek

More Evidence on Dangers of Chemical Abor ons
Conﬁrming a summary of ﬁndings on the dangers of
chemical (pill) abor ons reported in Lifelines, Summer
2021, James Studnicki and a team of researchers from the
Charlo e Lozier Ins tute published a new study in
November of 423,000 U.S. abor ons, 121,283 of which
(28.7%) resulted in visits to the emergency room (ER). The
study was based on Medicaid claims from 17 states which
use taxpayer funds to pay for abor ons, and included the
years 1999‐2015. As compared to surgical abor on,
women who had a chemical abor on had a 53% greater
risk of an ER visit. Even more shocking, the rate of
abor on‐related ER visits following a chemical abor on
increased over 500% between 2002‐2015. Unfortunately,
pill abor ons are becoming more prevalent, both in the
na on, and in Ohio. Comparing ﬁgures for 2015 and 2019,
(recognizing that U.S. data are incomplete, as California,
Maryland and New Hampshire do not now report abor on
data), chemical (pill) abor ons in the na on increased
from 25% to 43.7% of total abor ons, while in Ohio, they
increased from 5.7% in 2015 to 38.9% in 2019, exposing
more women to their dangers.

Gu macher Ins tute Reports Banner Year for New Pro‐
Life Legisla on.
Although they tled their December 16, 2021 policy
analysis report in part, “The Worst Year for Abor on
Rights…,” the Ins tute stated, “As of December 1, 106
abor on restric ons had been enacted in 19 states.” This
is the highest total in any year since 1973, surpassing the
(Continued on page 6)
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abor on illegal in Ohio immediately should Roe v Wade be overturned.
As expected, poli cal and liberal ﬁrestorms have erupted since oral arguments in the Dobbs case were heard by
SCOTUS on December 1, 2021. The outrageous statements made include one from the le leaning American College of
Obstetricians and Gynecologists (ACOG). They said that banning abor on a er 15 weeks is fundamentally at odds with
the provision of safe and essen al health care, with scien ﬁc evidence, and with medical ethics! How ironic is that,
considering that science proves that life begins at concep on, and safe and essen al
health care requires that life be protected, and not deliberately killed?
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi stated that “Republicans are trying to control a
woman’s most personal decision about her body and her family and are trying to
criminalize health care professionals for providing reproduc ve care.” Again, the irony
here is that Speaker Pelosi is suppor ng women who kill their children and the
abor onist who performs the deed, which is actually ANTI reproduc ve.
Alexis McGill Johnson, president and CEO of Planned Parenthood Federa on of
America stated that “we’re at a crisis point. With this case, the Supreme Court could
unravel the cons tu onal right to an abor on, which has been precedent for nearly 50
years…” Perhaps she should read the Cons tu on and also read the Roe case. It did
NOT grant a cons tu onal right to abor on. Instead, SCOTUS interpreted the 14th
amendment loosely, more or less saying that abor on was a medical decision covered
by a right to privacy men oned nowhere in the14th amendment.
Sco Stewart, the solicitor general for Mississippi, hit the nail on the head in his closing tes mony at SCOTUS on
December 1 when he stated that Roe “was an egregiously wrong decision that has inﬂicted tremendous damage on our
country, and will con nue to do so and take innumerable human lives” un l it is overruled. Perhaps if the word
“abor on” were outlawed so that people must say “kill your child”, the tragedy would be more apparent.
While SCOTUS heard the oral arguments in this case on December 1, 2021, the case is unlikely to be decided un l
the end of the current court session in the summer of 2022. For more informa on about pending Ohio and federal
legisla on, visit the “News” tab on our website, and scroll down to click on “Legisla on.”


Thursday, December 2
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4:00—8:00 PM
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previous total of 89 passed in 2011. Although many have been challenged
in court, including Mississippi’s law banning abor on a er six weeks, which
we have noted has the poten al of nullifying the Roe and Doe decisions, it
also includes Texas’ heartbeat law allowing private ci zens to sue any
person for performing an abor on a er the unborn’s heartbeat is
detectable (at about six weeks). Pro‐life leaders es mate that the law has
saved thousands, although some women did travel to other states to have
an abor on. Texas also increased support for pregnant and paren ng
mothers and their children, which included $100 million for two exis ng
programs, the Alterna ves to Abor on and the Healthy Texas Women
programs. Too late to be included in the Gu macher report, Governor
Mike DeWine signed into law Ohio’s “Born‐Alive Infant Protec on Act,” on
December 22,2021. It requires doctors to care for the health and life of
infants born alive a er a failed abor on a empt. One would think such a
law would be unnecessary, but U.S. House Democrats blocked similar bills
before them mul ple mes in the last several months.


Recent Events
LEFT: Former Right to Life of Northeast
Ohio Execu ve Director Denise Leipold
re red at the end of 2021. At the RTLNEO
Christmas Open House on December 2,
she was presented with a proclama on
from Ohio Secretary of State Frank LaRose
honoring her years of service on behalf of
innocent lives. Denise is pictured at le
with RTLNEO board member Kayla
Atchison. At the open house, the board
also made a presenta on to Denise of a
cer ﬁcate and a beau ful clock created by
Don Drumm. Denise will s ll be ac ve
with RTLNEO as a board member and
volunteer.

TOP RIGHT AND BOTTOM ROW: On December 1, many
pro‐life advocates showed up for a “Dobbs Day” event
organized by RTLNEO volunteer Rita Vitale. This event
was to encourage witnesses to stand in front of the
Northeast Ohio Women’s Center abor on clinic in
Cuyahoga Falls as the Supreme Court heard oral
arguments that day in the landmark Dobbs vs Jackson
Whole Women’s Health Abor on Center. This is the case
that has the poten al to either severely damage or
overturn Roe v Wade. The event lasted for several hours
and was well‐a ended by pro‐life advocates from across
northeast Ohio.
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Be our guest at the Right to Life of Northeast Ohio

2022
Dinner
featuring Ohio State Senator

Saturday, April 9 2022
SYB Party Center
4157 Hudson Dr., Stow OH

Social Hour 4PM

Dinner 5PM

Tickets are free, but SEATING IS LIMITED!
Reserve your seat online at www.RightToLifeofNortheastOhio.com,
or call 330‐762‐2785
Senator Roegner represents Ohio’s 27th Senate district that covers Wayne County and parts of Summit and Stark
coun es. She previously served four terms in the Ohio House from 2011‐2018 a er being a member of Hudson City
Council for 5 years. She is a champion pro‐life advocate, having sponsored or co‐sponsored several pieces of
strong pro‐life legisla on that became law through both the House and the Senate. She is the current sponsor of
SB123, the Human Life Protec on Act, which proposes to make abor on illegal immediately if/when Roe v Wade is
overturned. Senator Roegner has stated that as long as she has a voice, she “will use it to celebrate life and ﬁght to
protect the lives of unborn babies."

Do you know someone who exempliﬁes the value of caring and
whose unselﬁsh contribu ons to the protec on of life from
concep on through natural death deserves an award?

Great leaders inspire
greatness in others.
LifeLINES

Right to Life of Northeast Ohio is accep ng nomina ons for our
annual volunteer recogni on to be presented on April 9, 2022
at our annual “Celebrate Life” dinner. Awards to be presented
are the Marie McNeill Life Educa on Award, Defender of Life
Award, and Champion of Life Award. Submission deadline for
nomina ons is March 23, 2022. For a full descrip on of awards
and nomina on form, click on the “events” tab on our website
at www.RightToLifeofNortheastOhio.com.
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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
Allie Frazier
Execu ve Director
Board of Directors
Ken Leipold
President

Amy Graening
Vice President

Reita Miller
Treasurer

Kayla Atchison
Shari Cavallaro
Robert Hedrick
Denise Leipold
Rev. Robert Schneider
Linda Warren
Dr. Ray Adamek
Board Member Emeritus

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.

