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Roe v. Wade/Doe v. Bolton:

Dear Friend,

Destined to be overturned

When I first joined the pro-life movement, I
remember having a clear vision of talking to
my future children about the “old days” when
abortion was still legal. I mentioned in passing
that many of us had fought against it. The casual nature of that comment gave me pause. I
knew in that moment that legalized abortion
would not be forever. We would succeed in
ending it. That belief has been a touchstone
for me through these last few years of advocacy, struggle, and most poignantly, hope.
I don’t have to tell you how big a victory the
overturning of Roe v. Wade constitutes. You
have lived this fight. You were out in front of
abortion facilities and volunteering at your
local pregnancy centers before us younger pro
-lifers even had the chance to dream about a
future free of abortion. And after years of
working and hoping and praying by a faithful
pro-life movement, our faithful God has
brought us one step closer to that goal.
Roe is no more. But our next fight is already
beginning.
Friend, the days of easy activism are over.
The battle has come back to our states, towns,
and backyards. Already, our offices have been
targeted multiple times by pro-abortion activisits. I have replaced our broken windows
with shatter-proof glass. Lord willing, we are
ready for what comes next. There is so much
work to do, and we will not be intimidated out
of saving lives.
With Ohio poised to end abortion as soon as
this fall, we are moving into a new stage. We
will have to be more courageous than we have
ever been.
The culture of death will not go away quietly,
but neither will we. When we committed to
end abortion, that was not a bluff.
Can you imagine a world without abortion? If
so, it’s time to make that dream a reality.
Welcome to the right side of history :)

For Life,

by Ray Adamek , Ph. D.

The grave of Gianna John, the abortion victim found in the trash.

Although these two Supreme Court decisions survived almost 50
years, they were bound to be reversed after careful scrutiny. As we
pointed out in the last Lifelines (Winter 2022) these cases began with
falsehoods about the situations of both Roe (Norma McCorvey) and
Doe (Sandra Cano) asserted by the lawyers who presented their cases.
Furthermore, subsequent close scrutiny of the cases by various activists and scholars clearly show that they were intentionally crafted to
permit abortion-on-demand, bolstered by false data. In this article, we
shall review some of the evidence for this assertion.
The words of the decisions themselves. Justice Harry Blackmun
delivered the opinion of the Court on January 22, 1973, with six other
Justices concurring with his decision. Justices Rhenquist and White
dissented (disagreed) with Blackmun.* Blackmun believed a woman’s
right to abortion rested on her “right to privacy.” (p. 177) While he
noted, “The Constitution does not explicitly mention any right of privacy,
… whether it be founded in the Fourteenth Amendment’s concept of
personal liberty, … or in the Ninth Amendment’s reservation of rights to
the people, [it is] broad enough to encompass a woman’s decision
whether or not to terminate her pregnancy.” However, “this right is not
unqualified, but must be considered against important state interests in
regulation. [Hence] at some point the state interests as to protection of
health, medical standards, and prenatal life, become predominant.” (p.
178) The latter consideration prompted Blackmun to divide pregnancy
into three trimesters.
Blackmun also noted that the state of Texas and others on the prolife side “argue that the fetus “is a ‘person’ within the meaning of the
14th Amendment. In support of this they outline the well-known facts of
fetal development. If this suggestion of personhood is established, the
appellant’s case collapses, for the fetus’ right to life is then guaranteed
specifically by the [14th] Amendment.” (p. 179)
Blackmun then cites several cases where the mention of person(s) occur. However, he concludes, “But in nearly all these instances, the use
of the word is such that it has application only postnatally. None indicates, with any assurance, that it has any possible prenatal application.” (p. 179)
Blackmun also states that, “There has always been strong support
for the view that life does not begin until live birth. But having divided pregnancy into three trimesters, he also states, (p. 181) “Viability is
usually placed at about seven months (28 weeks) but may occur
*Since the Roe decision covers 53 pages, and the Doe decision 23 pages in the
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following source, we cannot cover every argument presented therein, but will focus
on some of the most defining. Source: United States Supreme Court Reports:
Lawyers’ Edition, Vol. 35 L Ed 2d, No. 1, 2/15/1973.
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earlier, even at 24 weeks.” (However, with the advance of
medical science, viability occurs earlier and earlier in the
pregnancy). Regarding the physician’s role, Blackmun
states, “the abortion decision in all its aspects is inherently, and primarily a medical decision, and basic responsibility for it must rest with the physician.” (p. 184)
(Note: Blackmun’s idea of the relationship between “a woman and her doctor,” in this situation seems outdated. In probably over 90% of legal abortion situations today, the doctor is
the abortionist who only gets full remuneration if the abortion
is completed. Furthermore, a majority of abortions result
because of social considerations, not “medical”.)
The main arguments of dissenting Justice White,
Rehnquist joining. “With all due respect, I dissent. I find
nothing in the language or history of the Constitution to support the Court’s judgment. The Court simply fashions and
announces a new constitutional right for pregnant mothers
and, with scarcely any reason or authority for its action, invests that right with sufficient substance to override
most existing state abortion
statutes. … As an exercise
of raw judicial power, the
Court perhaps has authority to do what it does today;
but in my view its judgment
is an improvident and extravagant exercise of the
power of judicial review
which the Constitution extends to this Court. … I
can in no event join the
Court’s judgment because I
find no constitutional warrant for imposing such an
order of priorities on the
people and legislatures of
the States. … This issue…
should be left with the people and to the political processes the people have devised to govern their affairs.” (Pp.
195-196)
Justice Rehnquist, dissenting. “I have difficulty in concluding, as the Court does, that the right of ‘privacy’ is involved in this case. … A transaction resulting in an operation
such as this is not ‘private’ in the ordinary usage of that word.
Nor is the ‘privacy’ which the Court finds here even a distant
relative of the freedom from searches and seizures protected
by the Fourth Amendment to the Constitution which the Court
referred to as embodying a right to privacy.” (p. 197)
“The decision here to break the term of pregnancy into
three distinct terms and to outline the permissible restrictions
the State many impose in each one, for example, partakes
more of judicial legislation than it does of the intent of the
drafters of the 14th Amendment.” … “The fact that a majority
of the States, reflecting after all the majority sentiment in
those States, have had restrictions on abortions for at least a
century seems to me as strong an indication there is that the
asserted right to an abortion is not “so rooted in the traditions
and conscience of our people as to be ranked as fundamental.” … “To reach its result the Court necessarily has had to
find within the scope of the 14th Amendment a right that was
apparently completely unknown to the drafters of the Amendment.” (p. 198). … By the time of the adoption of the 14th
Amendment in 1868, there were at least 36 laws enacted by
state or territorial legislatures limiting abortion. While many
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States have amended or updated their laws, 21 of the
laws on the books in 1868 remain in effect today.” (p. 199)

Three Major Critiques of the Abortion Decisions.
1. Clarke D. Forsythe is a lawyer who worked with
Americans United for Life for 22 years, serving as vice
president and general counsel for six years, overseeing
their nationwide litigation and legislative strategy. He is
currently at the Center for Bioethics & Human Dignity. His
book, Abuse of Discretion, the Inside Story of Roe v.
Wade, published in 2013, is a detailed analysis of Roe
and Doe and their impact on America. We shall briefly
review some of his analyses of the decisions.
To begin with, Forsythe notes that both Roe and Doe
(R/D) were burdened from start by two problems. First,
“Trials and hearings are supposed to thoroughly weigh the
evidence and determine the truthfulness and accuracy of
the claims of the parties. … In the lower court hearings of
R/D, however, the parties
did not present evidence—there were hearings, but no trials – and
the judges did not look at
evidence.” (p. 92)
Second, “In addition to
the lack of a factual record, the oral arguments
were burdened by jurisdictional and procedural
issues …leaving little time
to focus on the substantive medical, historical,
and constitutional questions.” (p.97)
In spite of lacking
these normal procedures,
however, what the Court
did do had a great impact:
(p.4) All abortion laws
across 50 states were rendered unenforceable. Roe enabled clinics to open in every state, even where they had
been illegal. By February, clinics, some run by back alley
abortionists, opened in major cities. Roe barred public
health officials from enforcing health and safety regs in the
1st trimester. By invalidating Georgia’s hospitalization requirement, it encouraged freestanding clinics to open. It
gave the federal government oversight over any new
state or local regulations. It enabled abortionists to challenge abortion laws (e.g., health/safety) in federal court.
Moreover, in Doe, the Court defined “health” as “all factors
–physical, emotional, psychological, familial, and the
woman’s age—relevant to the well-being of the patient.”
Hence, emotional stress, at the discretion of the abortion
doctor, can be seen as a threat to health, essentially resulting in abortion on demand, even after fetal viability. (p.
8)
2. Joshua J. Craddock was completing his training at
Harvard Law School when he published “Protecting Prenatal Persons: Does the Fourteenth Amendment Prohibit
Abortion?” in the Harvard Journal of Law and Public Policy, 42:2 (2017) 539-572. Noting that Justice Blackmun
stated in Roe v. Wade (p. 179) that those seeking to defend Texas’ pro-life law conceded that “no case could be
cited that holds that a fetus is a person within the meaning
of the Fourteenth Amendment,” and Blackmun himself
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asserted that in “nearly all” other cases where the word person is
used, “it has application only postnatally.” (p.179), Craddock set
out to show both parties that they were wrong on this point.

Disagreeing with Blackmun’s statement: “We need not resolve
the difficult question of when life begins,” (p. 181), Craddock suggests that question should have been the primary focus of the
case – i.e., What is the nature of the preborn individual whose
alleged rights to protection we should or need not recognize?
Craddock then goes on to state:
a. the word “person” in the dictionaries of the time was used interchangeably with “human being,”
b. no dictionary of the era referred to birth as the event which
signals the onset of personhood;
c. the writings of 18th century legal scholar William Blackstone
indicated that in a legal sense, “person” included all human beings;
d. when the 14th Amendment passed in 1868, it granted all
“persons” equal protection of the law, and forbad that they be deprived of life without due process of law;
e. by 1868, the states widely recognized children in utero as persons, and 23 (of 37) states and six territories referred to the fetus
as a child in statutes proscribing abortion.
Given the above, Craddock then asked, how did the Roe Court
deny the conclusion that the preborn are “persons” protected by
the 14th Amendment? His 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 permitted
abortion.
2. The Roe Court argued that exceptions in state law permitting abortion when the mother’s life was in danger indicated that
the preborn were not persons. But other legal scholars indicate
that such rare exceptions do not negate the personhood of the
unborn.
3. Similarly, Roe argued that variations in state punishments
for abortion also demonstrated that the States do not believe in
personhood for the unborn. But Craddock notes that factoring in
a woman’s degree of culpability, as well as other considerations
account for this variation, and do not negate the personhood of
the unborn.
4. Roe suggested the lack of consensus about when life
“begins” bolstered a conclusion that they should not be considered persons. But 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 abortions.’ … authorizing the killing
of an organism ‘without knowing whether that being is a human
being with a full right to life’ would constitute willful judicial recklessness.”
5. In denying personhood to the preborn, the Roe Court ignored several of the Supreme Court’s earlier decisions. Thus in
Levy v. Louisiana (1968) involving illegitimate children, it stated,
“equal pro-tection extends to all who ‘are humans, live, and have
their being.’” In MacArthur v. Scott (1885), it held that “the child in
utero is entitled to secure inheritance and property rights.” And in
the Steinberg v. Brown (1970) case, the Court stated: “Once human life has commenced, the constitutional protections found in
the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments impose upon the state the
duty of safe-guarding it.”
Craddock’s conclusion may therefore be stated: “The Fourteenth Amendment’s use of the word ‘person” guarantees due
process to all members of the human species. … Therefore, the

Fourteenth Amendment protects the unborn.”
3. Thomas W. Hilgers, MD is Director of the St. Paul VI
Institute for the Study of Human Reproduction in Omaha, NE,
and is board certified in obstetrics and gynecology. Active in
the pro-life movement for many years, in 2020 he published
the book, The Fake and Deceptive Science Behind Roe v.
Wade. In the Introduction, he states that Justice Harry
Blackmun’s Roe v. Wade decision is “noteworthy for its lack
of scholarship, extraordinary bias, its pre-medieval approach
to pregnancy-related science and its intellectual dishonesty.”
Hilgers notes that “the three main people who appear to have
been major sources in the writing and research of Roe v.
Wade were themselves … leaders in an activist movement to
promote abortion and its legalization.” They were Lawrence
Lader, whom Justice Blackmun cited eight times in the decision, Dr. Bernard Nathanson, who was the director of the
largest abortion clinic in New York City before he converted
to the pro-life movement, and Dr. Cyril Means Jr., another
early proponent of legal abortion who maintained that abortion had been “a common law liberty” in the 14th century.
Blackmun cited Means’ work three times. Lader, who authored the book Abortion, and Nathanson were co-founders
of the National Association for the Repeal of Abortion Laws
(later the National Abortion Rights Action League or NARAL).
To help prepare for writing the Roe decision, Justice
Blackmun did some research at the Mayo Clinic Medical Library in Minnesota. Noting that the “medical” citations that
Blackmun made in the Roe decision contained no postMedieval sources, Hilgers determined whether Blackmun or
his staff had checked out any textbooks on embryology. He
found that they had not. Hilgers cites 15 printed papers, textbooks and reports between 1887 and 1971 that Blackmun
could have consulted, which concluded that human life begins at conception. Blackmun also failed to consult modern
philosophers on the question when human life begins, the
most recent consulted being St. Thomas Aquinas (died
1274). Yet, to support his decision to legalize abortion nationwide, Blackmun stated, “We need not resolve the difficult
question of when life begins. When those trained in medicine, philosophy, and theology are unable to arrive at any
consensus, the judiciary, at this point in the development of
man’s knowledge, is not in a position to speculate as to the
answer.” (p. 181).
Furthermore Hilgers notes that “In the lead up to Roe v.
Wade, it was argued that there were 5,000 to 10,000 maternal deaths per year due to illegal abortion…”. He noted that
in his book, Aborting America, Dr. Nathanson said, ‘at
NARAL, we spoke of 5,000 to 10,000 abortion deaths per
year. I confess that I knew that the figures were totally false
… but in the morality of our revolution, it was a useful fig-

(continued on Page 7)
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Right to Life of Northeast Ohio
targeted by pro-abortion violence

Over the summer, the Right to Life of Northeast Ohio office
became the target of pro-abortion vandalism and violence. The
first incident of vandalism occurred on June 24, a matter of
hours after the overturning of Roe v. Wade. Pro-abortion activists surrounded the RTL NEO office, placing pro-abortion signs
around the front of the office and hanging a coat hanger on the
door (see picture on Page 6). The activists flashed the middle
finger into the office security camera and retreated. Thankfully,
the targeting of the RTL NEO office, although unsettling, did not
escalate into violence. Within a matter of days, that would abruptly change.
Just after 12:00 AM on Friday, July 8th, a masked proabortion activist, identifying himself as a member of the terrorist
group “Jane’s Revenge,” vandalized the Right to Life of Northeast Ohio office. He spray painted “If abortions aren’t safe, neither r u” on the front sidewalk and threw rocks through the waiting room windows, shattering both panes.
On Twitter, Right to Life of Northeast Ohio Executive Director
Allie Frazier announced the attack and pledged to be undeterred by pro-abortion threats and violence. Immediately, the
pro-life movement responded, making the tweet go viral and
sparking a wave of support from across the country and beyond.
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In a matter of days, countless news outlets had picked up
the story including Live Action, National Review, the Akron
Beacon Journal, and Fox News. Throughout this coverage,
RTL NEO’s message was the same: we will put everything on
the line to protect women and babies.
That promise was kept thanks to the quick action of RTL
NEO’s board and community supporters, who helped get staff
back to work within hours of the attack. Even the office’s
“Pregnant? Need Help?” sign quickly went back up in the
front window even before the broken glass could be replaced.
Regardless of the danger, Right to Life of Northeast Ohio
remains completely committed to peaceful advocacy inspired
by love for the most vulnerable. Standing up for the pro-life
cause may become more dangerous in a Post-Roe America,
but we will not be intimidated out of saving lives.
A note from Allie: On behalf of Right to Life of Northeast
Ohio, I would like to thank everyone who has come forward to
support us in the wake of the recent attacks on our office.
Your support means the world to us and your kindness has
been such an encouragement to me and our staff over these
last few weeks. Please continue pray for the safety of the
countless pregnancy centers and pro-life offices that have
been vandalized this summer and also for the misguided individuals who are expanding the violence of abortion to include
the endangerment of peaceful pro-lifers. They need our prayers too. God bless you all!
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Guest column: Could abortion be our future?
by Constance Becker, RTL NEO 2022 Summer Intern
When you envision the distant future, what do you see? A time
where the fourth, or fifth generations of your lineage are living ordinary, yet futuristic, lives? Maybe they are going to work in a flying,
eco-friendly Tesla. Maybe with the blink of their eyes, they are accepting a friend request from your great-great-great grand nephew
Thomas— their 2nd cousin. What you probably aren’t imagining is
their support of legalized abortion, on demand, up until birth, for any
reason. But if we don’t properly reach Gen Z with the pro-life message, that could very well be the future. Why do I believe this? It’s
quite simple. The elites, the illuminati or the antichrist may not need to be the deciders of a “new
world order.” It could easily be your kids and your
grandkids.

dare to agree with them. Most kids don't want to be seen
negatively by their peers. This can lead them to fall in line
with an agenda before properly considering what they are
aligning with. If young people do decide to hold fast to their
pro-life beliefs, death threats, and nasty comments flood in.
Keep in mind, these kids are all 18 or under.
Additionally, teachers often insert their own agendas into
class. They conveniently decline to hold pro-abortion students engaged in bullying accountable. Teachers may even
single out pro-life students during class discussions and subject them to public shaming. I have experienced this first
hand. Tactics like these establish in young minds that being
pro-life is not just embarrassing, it is also unacceptable.
It has been said that “Gen Z is the most conservative generation since the boomers.” This is
simply not true. That same polling showed that
Gen Z adults are more likely to want a larger,
more active government than any generation.
They are on par with Millennials in believing human actions are causing climate change. One
out of 3 Gen Zers are not religious, the highest
proportions by far. Society is becoming increasingly “liberal” and most often–with that abortion is
accepted.

In fact, a report released by the Pew Research
Center in June of this year found that “ support for
abortion rights is considerably higher among
young Americans.” Roughly 3 out of 4 people 18
to 29 years old say abortion should generally be
legal, with 30 percent saying it should be legal in
all cases. Compare that to Americans 65 and
older who, “expressed much more tepid support
It would be easy to assume that the solution is
— only 54 percent said abortion should be legal, “
for pro-life people to have more kids. It stands to
only 14 percent said it should be legal in all cas(Picture via the Akron Beacon Journal)
reason that those raised in a pro-life environment
es. So what does this mean? Compared to previous
would be guided by those ethics throughout their lives. Any
generations, Gen Z is the most pro-abortion yet. If that trend continperson who thinks that has either never met a young adult or
ues, the next generation could swing even further in the wrong dihas failed to have a meaningful conversation with one. The
rection. In my own experience, that has been the case. Though
most pro-abortion people I have known have anti-abortion
anecdotal, as a person who graduated five months ago, I've seen
parents. The key to ensuring a pro-life future will be winning
the propaganda pushed on our schools and our youth. After
the culture war. It's not enough to make solid arguments.
“coming out” as a pro-lifer and starting a Students for Life chapter
We must make the “pro-life” position accessible to the next
at my high school, I was ostracized by my peers. Everyone around
generation through social media and movies. We must prop
me saw me as a religious nut. I faced evil glares every day. No one
up pro-life role models that anyone can relate to and who are
sat next to me, no one shared a pencil when I asked for one, no
hip, people of all colors, faiths and political persuasions.
one ate lunch with me.
From my perspective, I don’t care about a person’s politics, I
This is what pro-life young people currently face. These young
people won’t even be afforded the dignity of being referred to as
“pro-life.” Their pro-abortion classmates will instead label them
“anti-choice,” intentionally demonizing their identity so no one will

care about ensuring that babies live. Anyone who is willing to
link arms on the life issue should be respected and included
in our mission.
Most importantly, we need to

(continued on Page 7)

Pro-lifers rally in Fairlawn
for MOMS AND BABIES!
On May 15th, pro-lifers from northeast Ohio rallied at Croghan Park in Fairlawn to celebrate the
soon-to-be overturning of Roe v. Wade and to gather supplies for local pregnancy centers!
Speakers included Allie Frazier of Right to Life of
Northeast Ohio, and Peggy Swyrydenko of Embrace Clinic and Care Center, and Constance
Becker, a local high school student and rally organizer who shared how her mom bravely chose life for
her against all odds!
Despite counter-protesters and stifling heat,
many pro-lifers showed up to the event, outnumbering pro-abortion protestors 3 to 1.

Akron stands for LIFE!
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Pro-lifers stand in front of baby supplies gathered at the Akron /
Fairlawn Rally for Life on May 15th at Croghan Park.
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Ending abortion in Ohio:
The battle for HB 598
In May, with Roe v. Wade mere weeks away from being overturned,
Right to Life of Northeast Ohio traveled to Columbus to testify on
behalf of a vital piece of pro-life legislation which would end abortion
in Ohio – HB 598, the Human Life Protection Act.
The current and former executive directors of RTL NEO joined prolife leaders from across the state to testify on behalf of HB 598 in the
Ohio House’s Government Oversight Committee.
Although the testimony given was presented both clearly and professionally, the question portion of the hearing proved to be unusually
heated, forcing the chairman of the committee to intervene as a proabortion representative began to openly antagonize RTL NEO Executive Director Allie Frazier.

Right to Life of Northeast Ohio’s Executive Director Allie Frazier testifies on behalf of HB 598, the Human Life Protection Act during proponent testimony on May 19 at the Ohio Statehouse.

Thankfully, all witnesses responded with measure and wit throughout the hearing, our movement’s grace under fire abundantly evident.
Now with Roe v. Wade overturned, RTL NEO is looking forward to
jumping back into the fight to pass HB 598. The passage of this critical bill will be our top priority going into the fall legislative session.

Please call your legislators and urge them to support the Human Life Protection Act!
To find out who your legislators are, go to www.legislature.ohio.gov

A critique of current pro-abortion slogans
By Ray Adamek, Ph. D.
“My Body, My Choice.” The preborn are not the mother’s body,
but that of a different human being, with different DNA contributed both
by the mother and the father.
“We are Pro-Choice.” Is that why you attack the buildings (and in
some cases the persons) of those who offer choices other than abortion? Over 75 attacks of this type have occurred as of this writing since
Roe/Doe were struck down. When I see the results of such attacks, I
think of John 7:16, “By their fruits you will know them.”
The “pro-choicers” also argue against giving women who have
taken the abortion pill information about the possibility of taking progesterone if they change their minds and wish to save the pregnancy.
And finally, the Biden Administration and the Democratic Congress
support the “Women’s Health Protection Act,” which prohibits doctors
and other health professionals from refusing to be involved in providing
or referring for abortions. So much for their choice!
“We support reproductive freedom.” Actually they want antireproductive freedom.
“Right to Life is a Lie: You Don’t Care if Women Die” were the
words posted on a sign outside the RTLNEO office on 7/3/22. Demographers (who study population) tell us that 105 boys are born for every
100 girls, so barring sex selection abortions, that means females constitute some 48.8% of the births in the U.S. Researchers affiliated with
the Guttmacher Institute tell us that from 1973-2020, (includes 12 leap
years) 60,778,258 abortions occurred in the U.S. That means that the
average number of females aborted per day was 1,692 over these 48
years. And pro-lifers are the ones who are anti-woman?
“Controlling Women’s Bodies = Slavery”. At the Essence Festival in New Orleans on 7/3/22, Vice President Kamala Harris said the
United States has a “history of government trying to claim ownership
over human bodies,” referring to past slavery in the South. She intimated that the Supreme Court overturning Roe and Doe meant the
government was taking over women’s bodies. But it was the Supreme
Court’s 1973 Roe and Doe decisions which in effect made unborn human beings the property of the mother, to be disposed of at will.
There are, moreover, other parallels between abortion-on-demand
and slavery. Both were and are hotly debated issues dividing Americans as individuals and now as states. While Ohio and half of the
states seek to protect all preborn Americans, other states are adopting
policies to make abortion more available. California and Maryland, for
example, are considering legislation that would protect persons “from
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civil or criminal liability or penalty…based on their actions or omissions
with respect to…pregnancy outcome, including miscarriage, stillbirth,
abortion, or perinatal death.” Perinatal death is a medical term which
includes newborns up to one month in age. Hence, these states are
considering legalizing infanticide.
Some politicians suggest that pro-life laws in red states are not only
wrong, but cruel, particularly to “people of color” and “poor people.”
But a 2021 Gallup poll found that in households with incomes under
$40,000 per year, just 30% want abortion to be legal in all cases, while
this is true for 39% of those in households with incomes over
$100,000. In the same poll, people of color were more pro-life than
non-Hispanic whites, although a 2022 poll found people of color were
more likely to identify as pro-choice (61%) than are non-Hispanic
whites (53%).
Governors in states like Maine, North Carolina, Nevada, and Washington are issuing executive orders to make their states abortion
“sanctuaries”. Maine’s Governor Janet Mills stated that meant in part
that abortionists who kill the preborn in violation of other states’ pro-life
laws would have a safe harbor in Maine. Governor Kathy Hochul of
New York urged President Biden to turn veterans’ hospitals and military bases in pro-life states into abortion sanctuaries. Similarly, Congresswoman Alexandra Ocasio Cortez and Senator Elizabeth Warren
want the Biden Administration to build abortion clinics on federal lands
in states that choose to restrict abortion. That request was signed by
25 Democrat senators.
And finally, our tax laws use the dollars of pro-life citizens to pay for
abortion, both at home and abroad. So much for “choice.”
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**SPACE IS LIMITED, RESERVE YOUR SPOT BY 9/9!**

(continued from Page 3)
ure…’”.

2022-ohio-march-for-life

Finally, the U.S. Government reported the number of maternal deaths from all causes at the end of 1973 was 25, having
decreased from 197 in 1965. If thousands of women died from
illegal abortions prior to Roe, the reduction in maternal deaths
would have been much higher.
Hence, rather than being grounded in scientific data and a
thorough consideration of current philosophical thinking, Roe
and Doe were based on biased “evidence” to bring about a social policy desired by a few.
Our work is before us. Let us work and pray to end the killing
of the innocent.

(continued from Page 5)
answer the hard questions young people have and give them a
grounded worldview on which to stand. Your kids may believe you
when they are little but what happens when they go out into the
world and are inundated by seductive, pro-abortion arguments?
What if their entire friend group is pro-abortion? Do they know
what an abortion is? Do they know that if they ever face an unplanned pregnancy, that you would show them love and understanding because pro-life people believe pregnancy is not world
ending and is ALWAYS a blessing?

Thursday, December 2

4:00—8:00 PM

The generation that we hand the world to cannot be proabortion, and they don’t have to be. I challenge you to engage
your kids and grandkids as much as you have been engaging
strangers. Find out what young people think about the abortion
issue. Respectfully pick their brains. Listen more than you talk.
There is a good chance they have already been exposed to proabortion lies, but with some good conversation, especially about
abortion procedures and what a fetus actually is, you could
change not only their minds, but also their future.
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Right to Life of Northeast
Ohio summer highlights!

In June, RTL NEO joined Lake County Right to Life
for a remembrance service for Lakisha and Tia,
women tragically killed along with their preborn babies by abortions committed by Preterm Cleveland.

A sign from the National
Right to Life Conference,
during which Roe v. Wade
was overturned!

RTL NEO stands alongside pro-life champions from
across the country at the ICU Mobile Conference in June!

Keeping a pro-life presence on the sidewalk
outside of Northeast Ohio Women’s Center!

Cut along the dotted lines to
create easy to hand-out resources! <3

RTL NEO rallies for life in
the wake of the leaked
Dobbs draft decision in May.
(Picture via the Akron Beacon Journal)
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#ProLifeNEO

Please help us...
...in our fight to protect
innocent human life from
conception through natural
death, with no exceptions!
You can use the envelope
enclosed with this newsletter
to make a donation by mail
Or CALL 330-762-2785 or
make a secure online donation
at rtlofneo.com by clicking on
the “Donate” tab.

Youth For Life of Northeast Ohio is a program of Right to Life of Northeast Ohio.
Life Education Fund is a 501c3 affiliate with Right to Life of Northeast Ohio.
Contributions to Life Education Fund are tax deductible under IRS rules.

Cut along the dotted lines to
create easy to hand-out resources!

Abortion Pill Reversal

For color versions of these cards, go to rtlofneo.com/news

Pregnant? Need help?

